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t.URV ISSUES 

I. ISSUES COnCERNJ.l·.:r_:~ AH AGF..:SED BILAT!!:.RP.I, i·•ffiV/t:ITJW 'I'BST ?-IORA'IORIUK D\JR.EiG 
TAU:.~: ---· 
A. If the u.s. \·dshes to keen open the option of ev-entually being able 

to agree to a i•:Rvjl--:IHV test l1~n, ~ven if ,.;e dc ' ltot ;.;ish to propose such a 
ban at the beginning of talks, e. mo:::-ator5.u.'IJ1 on testing during taU:.s is 
necessar>J. 

B. If the u.s. v;ishes to,pro;eose €1. NRV/r.I!I:RV test ben es pad of the 
eventual agreement, a. mora.torium ci.uring tall~c:; ·is also necessa1·y. 

C. I:f the U.S. \dshes to foreclose the possi1Jili ty of a NRV /MIRV test 
ban, it should not propose or accept a temporary :moratori.um, either for 
the duration o:r ·talks or for a f'i.Y.ed brief ti.n';e :rer.iod. 

II. ISSUES CONCERNING \'TRE'I'HBR AN EIJEl'·lTUll.I.. AGHF.:aBN'l' SHOUI.D INt-;_!?J'2;~ A t·ffiV / 
MIRV~fST Bl1...~: -Strategic and Verii'icutj.on 

.... . 
' -· 

A. Str~rtegic: --f 

1. Pro MIRV Ban. He need };tiRVs, primarily, only to, B.ssure that 1-re •. t -
can penetrate large Soviet AR~1 city defensGs and thus det':'!r thern :fror..l 1-= 
in.i.tiat.ine nuclear- \·rar. Jill\1 limits· cm1 and must be loi\" enoi.lgh m'lrler an ~ 
agrec-:rnent bann,ing i•!IRVs to allo~t us sufficien·t time to MlRV: if the Soviets ~ ' 
cheat ori the ABN li.mi ts. ,J 

For an arms control agre~;:ment to be llE.E;Otia.ble 1::..1th Sides e 
would have to forego any significant efforts to acquire first-stl·j ke 11::1 · 

counterforc,:; ca.pnbil:tties under the aE;reem.ent. To take advantage o:f ·HlRVs' ~-

other characteristics -- accv.:racy und tai'r;ct coverage ":'- MIW/s rrrust be g 
used in e. counterforce first st:cike, j 

j:l.; 

An effective 1-ITRV ban h~lps protect Uinuteman; thus we uou_lcl 
have rnuch less need to deploy .~'\R•ls for this purpose. 

Under a MIRV ban the 'soviets v:ou]_d ha-ve no strategJcally 
important use for thel.r larger payloads. 

2. · Against l~IRV Be.n. !~TRVs make our clett;"!rrcnt !!lore c:recUble 
-~ccause they Hssui"e· that >re 'can _penetrate any Soviet city ABH buildup, -e-r.cq, 

· a large depl<.)yment vlhich is k(~j_1l; hidden from us. 0 

and _., 

fin-t this 

In the long run, So:\'i.et. improw!!f'.ent::: j_!J t:CC"J.l:acy a...'ld pa~rJ oad. 
a]-lovr them to threaten M:Lrru.teman evr:n i.f' a )!THV b D . .:1 1-~ere effec:tiv0. 

of ( , Copi c:r; 

\70G l'\-L. 

' I 
i 
i 

I 
! 



ij 
. , 

. ~~ 
•.. 1 

·J 

~. 1 

:'j 
.... ,. 
~- . 

-r 

l 

't~. 

The low A'ffi·'i levels necessary und.er a NIRV ban 1~rouid probably fo1·ce us tp.~;:~ 4)-f ·~~ 
choose bet\·reen a thin Al1'.1 defense ef cit;tes and AEN defense of Iv!inuteman .. -

Even Wider a NIRV ban the Soviet.s co·llld use their larger 
payloads to deploy large weapons. 

B. VerificEr.tion (assul'llng a ban on both MRV and f.HRV testing); 

l. Pro _NIRV Ban. The. Verificntion Panel Report for NSill-i 28 
indicates that ~:e have high confidence that \•re can detect the testin& of 
multiple re 7 entry vehicles on ICBNs although ·,.,e ;orould have less confidence 
that ole could detect such te~ting on si.BMs. 

If the agreert~,ent allm1ed. only :pre-announced test firings in 
specified areas our confidence \·TOuld be increased, since '"e 'muld need to 
monitor other areas only to discover if some kinds of firings -vrere. taking 

·_ place. 

It would not be necessary for :the agreement to ban penetration 
aid testing, and particularly not chaff testing, for us to have high 
confidence in verifying a ban on l-1RV/MIRV testing. -

2. ' Against t.URV Ban. There is disagreement in tl)e intelligence 
connnunity a.bout vThether cUl'rent Soviet }ffiV testing has yet reached the ~. 
stage where the individtii:!.l RVs ca1.1 be independently targetted; if it has, 
tlw Soviets may soott heve enough confidence to deploy a MIHV even if 
-further 'testing were banned. -

Even if test firings 
fidemce firings might he used .for 
also constrained. · 

were limited tq specific ranges, con­
some MIRV development unler:s these ,.,ere 

.· 
· We should have to btt.n testing of endo-atn:ospheric penetratiort ­

aids as vleli as testing of any sort of maneuver.?.ble RV to have high con:.. ' · 
f'idence in verifying a NIRV bM; this would reduce our confidence of beipg 
able to respond in tinie- to Soviet .ABM chea~ting even .if chaff testing ~rer~ 
:pe:rmitted. 
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