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Hu i THE PRESIDENT HAS REVIEWED THE ISSUES RAISED BY THE DELEGATION
i AND DISCUSSED BY THE VERIFICATION PANEL AWND HAS MADE THE
&ﬁ? FOLLOWING DEGISIONS
1?%} .
o . THE U.S. PROPOSAL IN THE 27 JULY DRAFT AGREEMENT AS WELL AS
fﬁ}; THE FALL BACK POSITION AUTHORIZED IN NSDM 117 REMAIN THE PRE-

i, FERRED U.S, POSITION ON ABM LIMITATIONS. THE U.S. DELEGATION

SHOULD NOT INTRODUCE A PROPOSAL FOR ZERO-LEVEL ABM DEPLOY-
g MENTS NOR SHOULD. THE DELEGATION PURSUE THE ISSUE FURTHER IV
THIS PHASE OF THE NEGOTIATIONS. A BAN ON ALL ABM DEPLOY-

| o MENTS REMAING AN ULTIWMATE U.S. OBJECTIVE AND WILL BE A SUBJECT
365 FOR NEGOTIATIONS AFTER WE -HAVE REACHED AN AGREEMENT ON DEFENSIVE

%ﬁ LIMITATIONS AND AN INTERIM AGREEMENT ON OFFENSIVE LIMITATIOMNS.
THE SOVIET DELEGATION SHOULD BE 1INFORMED PRIVATELY OF THIS
POSITION,

2+ THE CHAIRMAN OF THE DELEGATION IS DIRECTED TO PROVIDE THE
FOLLOWING INTERPRETATIONS OF THE FREEDOM OF CHOICE BETWEEN THE
ABM ALTERNATIVES IM PARAGRAPH 1 OF ARTICLE 3 OF THE 27 JULY -
DRAFT AGREEMENT; FIRST, THE U.S. AND THE U.S.S.R. MUST
INDICATE CLEARLY THEIR CHOICE OF AN ABi1 DEPLOYMENT BEFORE
THE NEGOTIATIONS ON ABM SYSTEMS ARE COMPLETED OR AN AGREEMENT
IS INITIALLED. WHEN IT IS AN APPROPRIATE TIME FOR SELECTION,
e, THE SOVIET DELEGATION SHOULD BE INFORMED THAT THE U.8., CHOICE
éELE WOULD BE p DEPLOYMENT AT ICBM FIELDS., SECOND, THERE SHOULD
b
$

BE AN UNDERSTANDING THAT MEITHER COUNTRY WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT
TO CHANGE ITS DEPLOYMENT EXCEPT BY MUTUAL AGREEMENT.

3 THE'AGREEMENI-SHOULD CONTAIN A‘PROVISION WHEREBY NEITHER
SIDE SHaLL DEPLOY ABM SYSTEMS USING DEVICES OTHER THAN ABU
INTERCEPTOR MISSILES, ABM LAUMCHERS, OR ABIM RADARS TO PERFORM
THE FUNCTIONS OF THESE COMPONENTS. (THIS PROVISION, ALONG
WITH THAT TN THF NEXT PaRAGRAPH. SHNH.D BT PROHIRTT THRE
DEVELOPHMENT AND TESTING OF FUTURE ABM COMPONENTS IN A FIXED,
LAND-BASED MODE.
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Ao THE AGREEMENT SHOULD CONTAIN A PROVISION. WHEREBY NEITHER
PARTY SHALL DEVELOP, PRODUCE, TEST, OR DEPLOY: (A) SEA-BASED,
AIR~BASED, SPACE-BASED, OR MOBILE LAND-BASED ABM LAUNCHERS,

ABM MISSILES, OR ABM RADARS; (B) ABM COMPONENTS OTHER THAN

ABM INTERCEPTOR MISSILES OR ABM RADARS TO PERFORM THE FUNCTIONS
OF THESE COMPONENTS.,

.l 5. IN PRESENTING THIS POSITION, THE DELEGATION SHOULD NOT INVITE
) A DETAILED NEGOTIATION OR DISCUSSION OF FUTURE ABM SYSTEMS,

OUR OBJECTIVE IS TO REACH AGREEMENT ON THE BROAD PRINCIPLE THAT
THE AGREEMENT SHOULD NOT BE INTERPRETED IN SUCH A WAY THAT
EITHER SIDE COULD CILRCUNVENT ITS PROVISIONS THROUGH FUTURE

ABM SYSTEMS OR COMPONENTS. WE INTEND TO HANDLE ANY PROBLEMS THAT
MAY ARISE THROUGH THE JOINT COMMISSION AND THE FORMAL REVIEY
PROCEDURES., ' .

6. FOR THE THFORMATION OF THE DELEGATION, THE PROVISIONS IN
PARAGRAPH 4 ABOVE ARE NOT INTENDED TO REQUIRE EITHER COUNTRY

TO DESTROY EXISTING DEPLOYED NON-RADAR SENSORS OR SIMILAR FUTURE
ONES. RATHER, THE PROVISIONS ARE INTENDED TO PROHIBIT ABM™
SENSORS, IF THE ISSUE IS RAISED BY THE SOVIETS, THE DELEGATION

SHOULD SEEX GUIDANCE FROM WASHINGTOH,
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7. AT SOME EARLY TIME AT THE . DISCRETION OF THE CHAIRMAM OF THE
DELEGATION IT SHOULD BE MADE CLEAR THAT THE U.S. INTERPRETS THE
SPIRIT OF THEZ DEFENSIVE LIMITATIONS AGREEMENT~~I.E., 1TS
STRINGENT LIMITS ON -ABM SYSTEMS, AND PARTICULARLY THE COMPLETE
BAN ON LAUMCHERS WITH A RAPID -RELOAD :
CAPABILITY-~TG -IMPOSE A BAN ON THE DEVELOPMENT, TESTING,
PRODUCTION, OR DEPLOYMENT OF '‘ABM- INTERCEPTOR MISSILES HAVING
MORE THAN ONE WARHEAD ON FEACH MISSILE.,

t

8. THE NEED OFR AVOIDING LEAKS IS PARTICULARLY

COMPELLING DURING THIS SENSITIVE STAGE OF THE NEGOTIATIONS. -
THE PRESIDENT®S DIRECTIVE OF OCTOBER 31, 19§95, ENTITLED,

"AVOIDANCE OF LEAKS ON SALT," IS REAFFIRMED, ROGERS
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