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i Alternative II.

R The .Wm a deliberstely paced negotiation based on
a set of toush lmntl involving: . :

- an initial constzaintg__mm;ication agreement
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- & reduction in the potential for escalation of tension in the Mt ;
of nisunderlumung ar miscalculatlon by either sida, end thus a
roducad potential fot' accidental conflict in EBurope;
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- greater ru‘pmihﬂity on the part of our NATO Allies for thoir owa
~ defense and security. _
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- An iaformal force mwm agremnt at the outset of negotiations;

- Btabllizms constraints oo’ m move: snd activities, pram:bly
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fron the Soviets as much ag we can get but never sasepting lan than
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m An equally, if not mare .campelling reascn to submit US views to NATO
as soon as pou.tble, is o allay Allied anxietiés that we tm..gm a ’
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+ Option D: A US-USER mixed packsge trede of ground. persoml,
aircreft, amd tanks.’
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