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US PaPe r dlstrlbuted to NA]0 orr l0 April 1973 outllned
Approach or lon I ll
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reduct ion

n me.re cf tl:c Jrl t ied -c.ti '.'c': than just the Tsnr: ArnY,
ccl I rng.e.g s tern occ_ept ancc of the conrnon

36,US Perslrlng
of 54 US F-4 fightcr/ sa

grouria, and al r Per i6-nne I f o r ., sov I et Tarik Army 
-ii" ast GiTnrany

Some Al I les lal l.r. tl,e- tBG) bel leve nuclelg €lements should be

The prele!&Lllg ln NATO of thc US I{BFR APProach lanel ol-p-Jtllv
wa= ;ciffiEEilea by two oral stJlcments ['LAnrlaassalgr-.Rumsfcld, as

fol lows:

ilwe should be prepared, if tlre negotiatlng sltuation calls for lt, to
brlng uS nuclear elcments yrithin the llmlts deflnad ln Approach 3 of
itre [S Rpril ]0 paper to bea.r ln support of this flrst-phase reductlon
g".f." (i,"., 

" 
borl"t Tank Army and 2!,000 US soldiers)'

rln the context of orrr reduction approach, we should be ar,rare that the

oossible Eastern response to an Alllcd proposal for vllthdrawal of a

iovlet tank army wlth lts tanlts r^rould bc that spcclflc equlpment lre

lncluded ln the western wltlrdrawal packagc. To lre ln a Positlon to
.mcet our nagotlatlng goal, we would suggest that the Alllance agree
I ln prlnclplc prlor to nsgotiations that uS nucleEr elcments wlthln

tL'llnrits included ln Approach 3 of the Aprll l0 paper could be brought

r-lo bear during the ncaotlations if'the situatlorr callsofor lt'rl

o

o

Eastern Proposal of I t{Ovember proposes reductlon ofrtground and alr
forces and armaments, including nuclear weapons'tl

FRG/UK lnterest ln nuclear lssue'; ln IfBFR ls hlgh.- They have glven us

ttre'attacnea I lst of questions, and a trl lateral (us/FRG/uK) meeting
to go over these qrrestlons is slated for week of 2l January'

Talklnq Polnts

Eventr,rally we nrust decide r.,heth(rr .tnd llovJ we shOulrl plarl to use tlre
nuclcar elemcnts of our [0ptiotr I I I 

"'
But no decislon should be nrade untll the trilateral discusslons ore
conploled and vre have consulted rlitlr NATO L() get a fcr'l for their
react ions.

Spccific facLors are: (t) Hlrat should bc the critcria
introducirrg nuclcat' clcnrurlts into the r)egot iations; (2)

of fcr- thc etlti rc pacl'...'r9c at orlce or sltould tvc take a pi
and off<:r only parts oirtlrt'n'lckage ot l(:nsl' irritislly;
should nuclear rrlelrtrrrll h: r:';cd -- rrldllCtion of a Sovlct Tank Army

only,;rs t,nvisartcd irr orrt ;:.Lsi L iol ('t L.l .luly, or also other clcmcrrts of
Alllr.,l 1,r'.1'r: ,-rl. , (;.. 1.,:",rrr r , :rir, 'r ri
ol sf,ccii'.-'.'.'l ,'. ,i (' ir'., ,,.i/t.t' i.'l,ri

for our
Should we

ecemeal approach
(l) For wlr.:rt
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