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"-'e1.r.esCay. April 21, 1982 
':'he Cabir.et Room -- ~0:30-ll :40 A.I,. 

S~=a.tegic Arma Red'..lct. io:-:s 'Ialk• (STAR'!'1 

';he Pz f! ~ldtr. t 
~ne vi~~ ?re&iden~ 

5ta t.-
Secrti.~ar f _.;.lexande r x. Haig , Jr . 
l·tr. Ric l) ::..id -a'Jtt , Di =octor, Pol.:. t ico/ 

~:il!tacy Af:&irs 

OSI: 
Sec.ret.ar:t Caapa.r i';. Woir.be~9er 
Und er Sec~e~ary F~ed C. I~le 

::>fill 
As'Socio t~~ Director Williari Sehr.eider 

er;.. 
oixe:~or w~~llaa ~. Casey 

USU!( 
~"nbasaaC.<:>:- Kel".r.e~h Adelm!.n 

JCS 
General t1e.vid c. Jones 

~i:iutes 

• 

ACl>A 
D~toc~or Eugena v. Rcstow 
A..-c.b.assador Ed .... •ard L. Ro·..my 

\ihi -~e House 
~ EawJ.n M.e*se, III 
:'.:-. J'ame.s A. Baker, III 
~-!r. ~ichae.l. lt . oeave.r 
Ju~9e Killie.:n ?. Clark 
1-ir. Robert C. !'tcFarlane 
Ad:r.1ral John tr. . Po i ndexter 
r-tr. Richard G. Oar:na.n 

~~• Vice Prea•G~nt'• Of~iee 
Admiral Daniel J. J.turpny 

J>SC 
Co!onel Hicha~l 0 . Wheeler 
!'..r. 9"'.re:: xra~er 
~t Col Rober~ tinhard 

Judge C~a£!s_: ~r. Proeide~t, today we wi ll bc9ir.nin9 final prepaza­
tions Ir. the ~SC proceas to develop the o.s. nego~iating po•itio~ 
!or STAR"!. T~e:re are dlverse.."\t vie·'*• on Da:ay o: the: complex 
issaes ir.volved. That is ~ealth}•. 'l"i'e wil- oegi:t todey wit...'1 a 
presentation by Richard llt:.rt (Departrne:it: of St~te} Q:1. the S"J'1\RT 
interagency process thus far. 

~EC~r 
lfEWI~cil 21 , 200 2 
Cla-ssiCie•l "' te.ndeC by Willia;n P. Clark 
Reason fo_-:- Ex'!ensl. f\SC l.~l{e) 
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)~·~. Rui-.~ : _\~:" . Presicien-:., .. he S'!.\Rl' IG Iias bee:" at wor'k for over 
;;. .. ,.;.!·. a;r_ hare as C;.af rn.an of t~e IG, not represer.ti:ig c:'!e 
s~-~c:. . t:l -t?~t- o5 Sl.-4te. Wi~h lhe he1? o! these charts, J 'o'lfi:l 
;,c : e-'li1;.·: :i.n;? t: ."'.r f.ra1Te"o:-;-:; to~ !he U.S. nogoti~ling opproae1'l. 

I 
r:..· ~:: ce;i-;t'~:. P-=?o~e tc~z:;• is to beq~n C.iscuss10~ on t"!e fra;ne-
.... ~:>. o: • Op€~ ... n ; El'ART ?OS:.tion. Cur eer.Lra_ ques;.ipn is w!i.at.. 
olLt:1e:t~ 1;. : s':ra . Et<gic :-.uclear fo!:cee ~·e • ... •ant. Lo :-educe. A corol­
ls!'l' g:·.:.i:- ~id:i i4 to w::c.t. levels we wa..-it to reduce. 'l'!"!e baaic 
o::. j ec=: ·v o=,, J .S. pos~-l.On, •e belie:ve, s~o-lC be those of: (ll 
n1l•t.aty • •='fie •e".Cl' (1'SCD··l3); (2i strategic st•b>li~y; (3) sig­
ni!icar.t: ad':.lcl!.O:is (1;1i~iLa::y use.Cul and politically necas4ary); 
_·:~l p~:il .cal:y plausi ble; ar.d (5) veri!iable. 

:'he-. q·.::.e;.;~ C:'l cf "'·hat sr:.ould be redl.lcea is the <3UeS';iOn of .. units 
acccl.Jl~ . " Dif'o~er.t OP1=.ions and con.bin.at ions of optior.s have bt!en 
eJtA:r.~neC. r. th• St'A..~~ : G. ':'he ur.i~s i:;claC.e: (1) ballistic :t.;.s­
s1le wafl1ea.ds1 (2 ) lau.::c~1.e=sf (3) missi.:e thro\o.·-weigh~; (4) war­
:iead wei'i' t1t; (5) bombers; a.rid (6) bO:'l'tber b.rma;nent. 

• cr~teri~ fo= selectin9 U.'l.:.t• o! accoi.:.n~ i~c!ud~: <-> easi~y ttr.der­
stooC. (tc 9ain ~iCe s~ppcr~i ; (2) dea: with important «syr.i.T.etries 
(e•pecia~ly haavy misailes) 1 {3) t.ougl: b'J~ plau•ibl ~; {~~ pro-=.ect. 
A.lied interest; (S; 9ene::-ally consister.L with IN?; a!\d (6) flexi­
ble a.r:d CJ=able !=aoewo=k for negotia~ior.•. 

The strate9ic balar.ce in 1992, as the char~ shows, ii ro~9hly 
a& !ollows. ~n de?loyee oi11ile ~Arhe•d•, ~he JSSR ia s:i9htly 
ahead (7SOC to 7100). In SllL~·•cco::n~a!>le m!.artle -.ar~eads (ir.cludi:ig 
Poseidon), the o.s . i• slightly ahead (9500 to 8900). !n strategic 
nuclear delivery vehicles, the Soviets hA\.'e a acbseantia.l leaC. 
(2763 to l9,4). Io missile throw-weisht. t~e soviets have a very 
substantial lea~ (5.1 to 1.9 kilogra~). tr. !>ambers , includi~q 
B<'lckfire, the Soviet s lead '15 to 34 7 ; howe\7er, the u.,S leads in 
~umbers oC bc~ber weapons . 

ln ter1:1.s <>! agency approac"he• to the u:tits of acco.lnt iss·Je, all 
aooncies :~avoJ:" radical cut.a i r1 the number of wllr.heada to lcvttls 
oi ,,000 <Jr 5,000. or. launchers, State ~avers• linit of l.SCO; 
othe= a9enc1es do not favor la~nc~er l~aits. O~ throw wei9h1=., 
State favc1rs red.ictions .:.n ?'\eavy missile• a:icl 1ca11 warh~ad•: 
ACOl, favoJ &1 a warhead "''eight l irni:t; and OSD favors reduceions -':o 
u.s. level. on botlbern, all !a\.•or level• of abou~ 250. The C!Uet 
f\e9ot:..at.01, ~asador Ao\.-ny, has his own p=opo•4l and wilJ rt.aka 
SQDO corrr.leots loter. ~e understar.e that JCS wilt also be axpress­
ing their own views. 
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l:. t~rns c·f o:.i:: ana.yaia, \<o·e have so"J9ht te evaluate "!he different 
t;tl-~s c! a:;coun! ll'l~ their poss!ble co:nbirt•tio:: in te~rns of the 
c:r!:::eri.1 o-;e :..C.c..itifiod O.bo\•e. As a focJs for our discussio::, we 
have. p:-.:,?osed sover. qµcstions as follows: (l) How do•s our choice 
cj ur.i ,;;;3 of account help us 't.O a chieve siqn:I ficant reduc~ior1s and 
a so pt'<>';.ec~ oi.:.r rcilita.ry requirements? (2) How does our choice 
d! u~it1~ c! accoi:r.t baild or 'Undercut support for the President' a 
st::-ate9 .• c :r.ociernization prograrr. and for the defense progra.T. as a 
who!e? t'I.ia.t. is the po:.ltic•l e:tvi.ronnent aur::ound!.nq- ST'lRT? (3) 
\!ow C.~:; "-he. choic:e of 1,;,r.it.s of account build or unde:-cut support 
of the u,s. position: wit:. the the public, i~ Co~9ress, and w~th 
our .n.ll:.e.s? (<:} la cont!.nuity with SALT l A'r.d SllT II good or bad? 
(S) Hew does \1er1ficatio:i bear O:l the choice o! the O.S. negot1a­
t1nq proposa:? (6) Are so~e p=oposals ;uore resilie..~t than other•? 
1iha'C !.s the rela.tionahip bet,,.,·ee;i ou= negot1atinq position and th• 
l!.k~ly {·curse of tho nec;otiat.ions? (7} Do we require equality in 
every i-nt?o=tant mea.&ul:"e of strategic capabil~ ty? 1,rhat are the 
roqu:.rcn1ent.s of Public Law 92-4 48 (the "Jackson Arnandnent" to 
SALT IJ. 

JuCge Clar~ : General Jonos1 would you ca~e to •AY a few words 
o~ the JCS views? 

General :ones: We hove a :p~o!>1 eo with our ability, should ~·e 
achieve '$~qnifica..~t· reductions, to ce~tify oilitary su!ficia.~cy 
of our re;raining asset• in terns o! t.~e policy 9uidance w~ have 
recei\•ed, as i:I t\SDD-13. our quida.'"lce has given ca ve.ry severe 
require.1ents o~ deatroyinq the soviet ta.rge~ etructare. We ~ould 
require 13,000- 15,000 strate9ic weapons viee the 9,000 we have 
today to carry out thi• 9uidance, and these weapons would need 
to be of much batter quality . \~e actually noed increa,sed and 
bGtter weapons. 

Mr. ~leese. ~ihat policy guidance Oo you aea.n? 

General Jones: NSDD-ll and the SIO~. etc. _..... . ., __ ..... . ----- . _,, ... ..__ ___ ,__,.~_ ....... 
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7h~ ~~-=~ c:ar_ s~ows that ~= the c:~:erer..t aqe~=i~s, 
sO:;.,'f.~ ?=O.I08~l $ a:-e fu : l y i!tiplecented, ~he :J. S. ""farhead 
n ·..!"'L·e~s :i. ;'i6. -~qu;.rc.:nontl do :io~ drop, b·Jt actually rise, 

•e..:: •':.:.11 be 't t'.e case "''he n we deploy a-: Sr.d 1.':ide:it . 

o:·::. !: : et..\·es 1.is ~·i lh tt<.·o di : ell'nas. In t e r -rs of the 9i.:.iCar.c:e "''e 
have . ~~~ age~=~•• ' ?XOfOadla focus on x~ss~le ~oihvad reC~ction s, 
wh.~ .. 1 WE -...;. l '"ac~uolly r.ee '- t o qro"'· in r.unbe.= o~ bonber - and 
cubn~r ~r e-~o~ce ~eape~&. !~t .n t~at case, we may be perceJved 
a s 1ot seekir.:r;: a i gn :.ficant rec!·.ict:i..ons. 'f'7e in the J::s do not hove 
;;.~e ans ... .:er to the$e c.;.1c.ma1, bt:. t ·we cor-tair.J.y £eel t:t'.;a t the 
isEUIJS are c:ir;a.~Oerably r.or e conplex than the cha'"'L presented by 
the St~te b=iefe: . 

Sec=e~ary '~ei~b•rger: C~neral =ones• ataee:r.ent :a very ibpQrtan~. 

M~. Presiden~, w~ need a proposal to bB complet~ and ready before 
the Europea11 S.t11tt. j,. t. . Ke :JOod sorr.othir.9 li'.<e a r•teiioria;t. 21ay T.V. 
addre11s, .,.;t-.ieh "''ill dri"·e the process, w~ll Cominat.e the Surr.mit, 
and t:..- i ll Ceno:iat: ete to a1:. t!".e A<1nini1t.ration ' s ae:-iousness about 
an".t! con t.re:. As for -:.he c :-iter:a of beir.q: polit.iCal:.y pla~aible, 
~e •h~~l i not ~e•i~ate ~o ask ~he sovie~s to reCuee nore tt.an we 
do, ai~c~ t~ Co otherwise, would be to tree%e their sup~ricrity. 
Yoi.: r.ta.de t!:he sa.rne poi~t p:-ior to 1.1our November 18 apee~h, when 
somG t.0:0j t:.s t~1at_ the P'J.blic here and .Ln !u:-ope would not buy it. 
But, the . .)o\•iete have not r •!uaed to ne<;otiate , and yot:.r propoaa!. 
still ertjcys high public •Cppor-;. in E'.1rope ar.C here. 

General Jones poin-;.ed oct &Of'!e pro~lexa w~th =eduction$ . Let ~e 
rr.ake aorrr.e poin~• . OU:: approach should not build on SALT; launchers 
will not be the basic unit• of ~ccou~t. The SALT lau~~her 
emphoais peJ;"Jnltt.ed an enotrno·Js Sov i C'!t buildup. 1Ro.rhea4:s are not 
th• propi:!r rteaeure, since they do not. account. for the e!fective­he•• o! cle~crro~ence or lnclude categories like ~ccuracy. yield, 
or h&rd-ta.r~et capab~lity. We believe t.~row •eight 1$ the over­
a l l naas\1::e o! et~ectivenea•, and that we :'lee.<i to redu=e i~ to 
achieve J~Qal roductions. 1\1 for ~SDD .. 13, I believe i.: does not 
really a1)p!y i":: ""'e realize Sovie t restre1ints ur:der a new a9:roe­
ment. l bel~eve i t a~plies if ~here ore r.o soviel resuraint•. 
One othe1· point. ia that you:: proposal will probably dei:.and on•eite 
verl!icat;.on, and chis will pu~ t.he soviets on the defensive* 
s i nc e the publLc qene~al:y s~p;>orts the idea. 

:>r . .Rostc•w: I "''a!'lt to t·ack: up Ca::> (\~oin.oerger) about. the isaue 
of bolr.g fair to t.he Sovio~I. h'e:w sl1ould not r:.ego~Jete ~or them; 
they do e good job for th~maelves. Th• ~CDA appro&ch is best for 
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~ne u.s .; it is se=i~us and plausi~le. ~ ax. helping p=~pare 
scv.:.et e!1!'. ~ . & . public C?:.r.ion for -:-!'.e J'-o~ne speec:::es, a;r::d I 
a;r, Ciettin2' a sce·r! r esponse. 0 '.J:' approac~ :.s pla 1..:..sible and .:..s 
tas~C er: :l:!F ex?-erience . T::.en ·we asked for asyr:unetricai: r educ­
't..:..o::s / exp.!.b::.t;C::d o-.:r ~·ti t i.or.ale , ar.d had our positio:1s accepted 
b1· :J . f: . .!::i. Eutbpear.. opi:f!.o::'I.. o·.:= rat. ion.ale lS thac • ... ·e, l':\ust 
na•;e· :icte::rer.:;e, ar..O t!'.at v;e :nust l imit, or eli.nihate. , -e.he =i rst ­
s>:.!'.:.ke sy$ter1£. . Our rr.is-;.ake in the 70 • s \.;as t c think bJ:at tl1e 
so· .. -:i.e':.s.- lil:e \;e, Ci d nc~ .,.;ar.t £i rs -:.-s trike capabil!.t:,·. ~~O\-i we 
rr;Js-:. :i.nsist on equal deterrer.c~ t o t:~e buli<. of their thl:eat . 'f..• 
prese:1t , >:he., so\"ie!.s can knccK o'.lt o·.ir ICBl1s "'"'•i t n one-f;i!~h of 
t!:ei.r .::or::es... Cur propcsal would take e.\...•ay t .... ·o- thirC.s of thei.r 
f!~st-stri!-<e. cepability . A firs i;-s 'trike woJ.l d no J.on9er .be 
~la:..:s:..b:e, a:1C ~e ~,.,c·Jld graatly reduce the :i.ight:na.re paral yzing 
0 1.lr peopl , . 

1::e a~ti-r.uclear :no""v•e.!'l".ent is i:uportant . But, perhaps, f!lOre 
trc~b!ir.g is wha t I $ense to be a re t urn to isolationism. T~ere 
are rr.ore ;:e.cple- now, "1hc d.n th~ f~ce of the soviets' buti.ldu~, want 
to pul l c.S. t.roops ou~ of Europe and t o fo ld ~he O. S. ~nw~~d . 
Not~ ConqreSs:n.an Rhcde.s' ::."ecent speech end the f>tcNa:r.ara/B'J.ndy 
arti::~e - A:so, Henry Kissinser sa~d in Bxussels tha~ 9; eat powe~s 
don ' t c;om:ni t. suicl.Ce ! or othet nati ons . ~fe have real ?:COble:us; 
I think we really need to restore ou= credibility . 

Th e ACDA proposal i:i\•olves a si:npl e fcrrr.'Jl a . It in ... ·ol•.·ies a li.Pi t 
on t he ot:.:r,ber of ""'arheads thct c an k ill , and :it lini't.s the measure 
of Gestrt:;:t;.ive power :or t'he tr,os~ rapid and., :r.os t. acc..:.rate weapons. 
our proposal meets a l l 6f the criter~a . ACDA right now is focasing 
on l!reiting~he weiqht of the wa~heaCs, but we·are not hare en 
thi s way ~f lir.iiting warheads . 

There is a nistake ; n Rick Bur t ' s cha~~ - ACDA does favpr an 
ex?l i<=:it l fui t on tte number of ICBl/i "'arheaC.s, e~.ren thcugh t h is 
\ol'oul d be as:;1m_1r,e~rica: reductions . '<\'e :-eject. State's poisi t iov of 
limiti~g the n~n.ber' o~ depl oyed launcbers. Sta~e ' s pdsi~ion has 
overtones of SAL·r , '\\'hich would be darr.agin9, i'!:lC. \\'hich could also 

• • ¥ ..... ... - ~nt~.f'.~!t'.£~ ~:; ~n-~~,:tur .. ~-. £..:..~ fors~ .... ~eve lo.~~.n~~.~-.... _.,, --.i-~~~-~------------
9C'.OC:9d---<C:t:rb.dM ..;_:_· R<J1a:!ed Re!!ni:t/fd-Reda~~C--(f~:!tl:i-H!idiJeteo,--,. -.--RrJ:h:;(q,,,_ __ 
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::ir . ..:k:e: B·J:i; t'i .""ec.~.::.:ed So\riet n.;.Tibe;;s ir. a START ""·ironn.e::t 
~·o'Jl·::lir. c l:~ lor19er term not ~ncl.·JCe t he large Soviet lfi=st-at:-ike 
-·orce:.a. Tl:e:::'.'e.:ore, U.S. -·eq-ui=er:ie:its wo'.ll~ be differerit. WoulCr't 
.. J-,e~·? • 

tr. Rcet..e,~: :ct ;i.~ gei; bao.<. to the depioyed lau:ichor ;iss:ie. Such 
a .. ini-- ·.JOL:ld ir1 l ime o1eck poten:in1 U . S. nultiple niiT.- pcinL 
a·.1a tcns, r,,,•J-.i::!-. ==>1.:ild be.eo:r.e 1r:J.c!-. mo.re feasi'ble with a s:r..aller 
;r~ss-1-e · ~·rce. J,-:. eo-.;.ld Alsc r~u.:.re a chan9e of de~ir.i't.ion f=::;-:n 
s;.i.~ II 1n terr..~ ot u.s . ~-x dep!oywents. Also , we ~ar want ~o 
~~vc to .~re e:t.:a~ler ~e~pons to provide for deterrence espoe~ally 
~; •·•e e1 '::i.inai:e M.IRVs and Uliminti.te first-•tii!'ike s:yete~s. tr1 s 'J...'1'1, 
'"'e :eel i:-.r;6 C . S. •?proac:'l ehoi.:.ld .. ncluC.e liin!.tations en the ni...":!be= 
cf wa.=- ~J;i1;, especial:,Y I'.""b'l warhead!!>, a.:td linitations on the 
;i.ee.sur& •>. de~t.~uet-·1e ?0-.... e:::, s~ch &s throw \ri."ei~!-.t. 

~tr . Caso·( • I will l!:Oit "Y com:r.ent• -:o tho u.s . ability to mon~­
tor the .spec:.fic u~its o!' 11.ccount. Oetail1 are p.rovideC i:\ the 
-;)4~er we ~..\ve sutr.i..:.~ted. l ,:,e1ieve the u.ita o! account s~ould 
be· decid1?:! on t.b(: basis of security recrui:-e:"t.ents . Tho specl.f ic 
u:ii-:s of ACcou:r:a have :iot. b~er: worked out yet. . O::.ce we have 
decid.eC. \~ha't. thQy are , we "''ill need ~o see how eheSg of:!ect. Sovie~ 
capa.bili·:..i.es Lnd how t hese :teed to be li\llited. Or.e :""Leeds to :ook 
a.t problt~os of re!ires, telenetry, cor.ceal~e?:t, etc. 

o:r. Schnuider ; 1 an cor.cerned abOut t he emphas i s in t}lese option s 
on wArfie1iC! co~nt . I kno~ t he c oncern on tho Hill, !ro4 Se~otors 
who crit;.c ized $1\L'.r II, •,.;i'll not be ne t w! t li a focua on warheads . 
I t:avo:- •~n enphas!a on throw-trieiqht liEUtat!ons. 

':he Pre!Jdene: ! a9rec that ·,.;e should not ?lave- a ne9014iattion 
Position ~akins on approa~h linked to SALT. It ' s obvi~ua lhat it 
we do , ac11ne wi.il pu.sh us to rati!y SALT II, whic!"i .,,, .• think is lou.s.y. 

lsr.'~ one- of t..~e proble.Ds Wl.t..'"l limiting tfarl".eaCs t:.hat we ca~~ot 
easily ve r ify their nUJ11!:>ers? Thal is really an irnporta~t iss~e . 

secretar} Haig: The thing most difficult to ver~!y woJ10 be throw 
weiqht, •1so accuracy . 

or. Rostcw: Ambaasador Dob~ynin ar.d Pre~ier s=ezhnev (~n hi• 
s7iegel Interview) agreed to 90 beyond national technicpl neafis 
o verlticotion to other measures, in an ~ppro?riate ST~RT 
& tmosphe::e. 

The ?reaide..~t: The lan~-based mi••iles ar~ cer~ainly ~h~ DOat 
ii1portant of all. Are lhoy Qiffieul~ to verify?' 

• 
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·~f ha•:e tc !"edJce ~h• firs-:-st.rik:e S'.l<!den ~hreat of the :r.:.ss.:le.s. 
r~e b6:t~1ers t!.'(.b 12 .-:o·.:.rs t.O arrive and a.re eo1ier t.o soot. 
i::,e. su~.~ri:'\e& a.:-e :-.ot r.o accurate; a'."tC. both the subm.a:::ines and 
!;>onbers cen be attacke~ bafore they shoot thei~ nissil es . The 
ICBl'. ig. dif:e::ent. 'l'he greatest (>sychologie~l !actor has to be an 
vir.phas~f" on the lcnd-baeed tr.i ae iles and the,I r epucia: threat. 

Ar.t.bessador R::iw:iy: You are Absolutely .t'ight. 'l'hOSe :nissiles are 
~ne rr.os~ C.estabi:izinq wea;:>ons. SALT II allowed the::n to builci and 
dep~oy :rore.. 

~ 

O:. Rostow: "hat•• ~i~~t. They are ~~- moat de1tabil1zin~ weapon•. 

Jdage c:~rk: Secretary Ea~9, l believe you wanted to address SO:n9 
o! ~he ?Ol~~ical aapecea. 

Secretary £a~g: YO~r Ceciaion on the frariewo:k of our STAaT 9osi­
tJ.on ·11ill probably be the filOst i."r.?ortant of your Presicier.cy. 

In ~he psst, we lG~ the Soviets build up. Mc~a.~a~a constrained a...~d 
tro~c ou= systems. Then the c.s. l et the Soviet• qo beyo~d our 
numbers 3nd never chal1en9ed thon. Now the Soviets have ca~9h~ 
up 'With ~s in technolo9y, ~nd they a:e atead of ua in tP.row wei9ht. 

;It is L,.?Ortant to r;~r that ~he STA.Ri:o araa control does no~ 
occur !.r. ~ vac~i.:.:c. Il ia rel•t.ed to ou~ overall de!ense policy, 
i.ncludin·; especially, our strateqic snode.rni~ation prograc, especially 
the Y.-X- The Achuinistratior. aust move quickly, via-a-vis the Hill. 
with an .19reed deploy:reint moC.e. T:'lis issue i1 intimately inter­
rsl•tec ,.;.th START. 

All agcn•:ies' proposal• mark a clear departure f'torr. SAJ,.T Il. All 
require .=-ubs-;a1'lt'i al a!1d 4Symmctrical soviet reductions. The. ret1.l 
~ueseion is whether we ere 9oin9 to h~ve a real, credibl e, a.~d 
plausibl•? posit ion. The JCS cha.i;ts are rr.oat revealing. One of 
the:r. sho;"s that the •pan of differences amon9 t?\e. proposals &re not 
10 wide. What really tll&tters is how plain and eimple·our propoanl 
is. The qreatest stren«;th of the Nove.:nber .:.a proposal was i.:.s 
1implicii:.y. 

l am not i.D:.?res&ed by apeci~ic ~?lr.Lber5, anle11 these are 9eared 
to our ovn defense req\11rements. That ~e4ns we have to ?reserve 
the M-X cit all cost. 

On limit;.ng throw w~i · t. verification. 

~.1~~ posal to l·~verse the mornontuTII. over t . . e 
· ;--on the side of the Anqela. W'e need to 

we need a drar.i.atic pro­
peaee movement and put you 
take a look hiqher than 
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. I 
t'-:s. t. c ! i;t~e :G •'t 't.he :.ssued. The. IG' s ... ·o::-ic so tar has been 
su?-crb. t-:a iave hearC. ":.t:e ;c Chairna...9:, R:.ck ~u!"t' s, p:-esen~a­
t.i:-n . ':he =-~uin~n; ques:1or.s ce~~e= o:i t:ie u:.!.ts of '!I.ea.sure 
Ll.d c~ 'cc:..il!.::.;s. \'c·.: cc.:. be: p=ot.d of yo~:- IG . 

• • 
r •• ' ly - >~-•• ···1·4~ -· a.., .. ' - - :&- ... -·· 
~rJr.0 ... 1.cer,en~_ C·r. ~'!hR'I 

2ap (11ieinbe:=ger) ; yo'.l need 
befo re yo~ go to E~ropce . 

to :nake your . ~ 
~he ?:esife~·- · 
1. - '~? l ?:'" ··~.~ 
r :.: ~ ' .i; _ r.eed 

· •~·~ too ~•d we ca_,~ot c~ :n STA.RT w~~~ we ~~d 
?~e: <E:.senhc"'·er; Fropoae<! c~ al;. nt.:clea:- ·~e:apons. 

to J·esto=e ·he balar.:c•. 
. 

JuJce :::_s..tt...-: By . he t•la}' 3 ~SC ne<=ti~9, ~·e will ~•eci to ""'0-t'k on 
tht.:se Is =.les . 

.:>ecr4.'t.arl· Ae:..r:be!'~: Or:. ~he 11-x~ we ha~ to :r.a".te a decision 
in\·el·:.:.r.:J ir.ter1a ~SL"lg. 'fie wan"";ed to get -:h~ M-.X i nto exiatir.9 
si.:.oa, ..,..l1ich "'a" be-:.ter ~har. to l (?ave thern i:i ware houses. Conqr,..ss 
rcj"ctcd t~at. ~ow Congre11 wa~ts us to decide on a defense ba•i~q 
:node ar.d a pe.rmanent o:-.e by Cecenbe= 1. ~ha t 's like asX:in~ NIH 
to eotr.e up w.:. t:i. a ca:tce!' cure Sy December l . Dense Pack look• 
promis!nq for Y.-Y.. but ~e r.eed to c~ !urther s~uc ••. 

-:ho ~.<!e~t: Ho"'· rr;any Ti~&:\ nissJ.le si:.os Co we ha\1 e (for 1·1-X)? 

Socroaarl' Wein:.:>efger: ~r?\ere are 52 'Z'i 1..an silos . 't'he Titans are 
an ol er gene=at o~ system. Gene=all y , the Scviet• h~ve deployed 
fifth q4!rle!:ation rr.:.&siles, wi~h the s i x.ti". ~e:ie!'atior. fcllo·..,-on 
coninq d~"":'l t~e road, ,.,.hil• "''e a.re Ir the fca=th 9e:teration. 

The PresJC.e:i":: ·,..;hat abo·.it ~hose SS-16' s? .;re-they in Kamchatka? 
I an conceXried abol)t our 1"1B•'= Coas t ar.d Alaska . 

Secretar: ~ei~berge= : ~hoy are very hidable . 

Judq~ Cla=k = ne w1ll be neetin9 again the •ee~ of Y.ay 3 • 

The rr.eet.ing ad j ourned at 11:40 a .r.i. 

Attachments 

l. 

2 . 

S~AR~ IC Char~• (Prepa:ed by ~e?t o• 
Meetl.n; 
JCS C~arts -J Presentod at Meeting 

• 

+' 
State) -- ?resen~~ at 
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