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TALKING POINTS: NST ISSUES

1. INF Treaty

2. START

3. Defense and Space

4. Compliance

5. Follow-on Negotiations
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TALXING POINTS: INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES (INF) TREATY

-- INF 1is a fine Treaty.

-- The key to its success is full implementation of its
provisions, including all of the verification measures that
were so painstakingly negotiated.

-- The measures that we have agreed to are new and there will no
doubt be wrinkles to iron out as we proceed.

-- What is important is for both sides to have confidence from
the very beginning that it is going to work.

-- We will be under terrific scrutiny. But I think we should
take our cue from the successful first year of the Stockholm
Documeﬁt's inspection regime.

-- I think we both agree that the INF Treaty should only be the
first step.

-- It wasn't easy getting here, so let's make this hard work
serve as a guide for future agreements.

-- Specifically, let's remember the importance of the principles
of US-Soviet eguality and effective verification as we hammer
out the details of a START treaty.

-- For as the security of our two countries increases, so will
the prospects for peace and security throughout the world.

-- Our INF verification experience will provide a good
foundation for the comprehensive verification measures that
will be necessary in other arms negotiaticns, especially in

START.
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TALKING POINTS: FOLLOW-ON NEGOTIATIONS

Contingency Points:

If Gorbachev raises negotiations on tactical nuclear weapons:

-- We have just agreed on a dramatic reduction in nuclear
weapons in Europe. 1It's logical to think of next steps.

-- My objective in arms control is to enhance security -- not to
negotiate just for the sake of negotiating.

-- Mofeover, when I consider short-range systems, or dual-
capable aircraft, I always do so in a NATO context.

-- Right now, NATO has agreed that our arms control priorities
must be to work for conventional stability at lower levels,

and for a comprehensive global ban on chemical weapons.

If Gorbachev raises short-range forces (below 500 km):

-- As I said, we are discussing this within NATO. Our Allies
agree with us on the need to give priority now to
conventional and chemical arms control.

-- I am not going to get into a discussion with you about how we

consult on these questions with our allies.
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B. TALKING POINTS



TALKING POINTS: NON-NST ARMS CONTROL

1. Chemical Weapons

2. Nuclear Testing

3. Conventional Arms Control

4. CSCE Follow-up Meeting

5. Nuclear Non-Proliferation

6. Soviet Military Practice

7. Nuclear Weapon Free Zones

8. Gorbachev's Murmansk Speech

9. Confidence Building Measures in Asia
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TALKING POINTS: CHEMICAL WEAPONS (CW)

-- When you and I met in Geneva in 1985, we agreed to
"accelerate" negotiations on a chemical weapons ban.

-- There has been progress since then, but our negotiators have
a lot of hard work ahead.

-- The Soviet Unioh has said that a chemical weapons ban can be
concluded in the near future.

-- The US remains committed to a ban =-- but only to one that
protects our security by being truly global and verifiable.

-- That's a tall order to fill, but one we'll keep working at.

Contingency Points:

If Gorbachev Raises US Binary Program:
-- The US chemical weapons modernization program is designed to

provide a stable, safer deterrent at lower levels.
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TALKING POINTS: NUCLEAR TESTING

-~ The first round of negotiations got off to a good start in
November,

-- It's important that we make progress on verification
improvements for the existing treaties, so they can be ready
for ratification as soon as possible.

-- I am also pleased by the Soviet decision to accept my
long-standing invitation to visit nuclear testing sites.
This can provide a good basis to move forward.

-- Our next step, however, should be taking those actions needed
to improve verification so that we can finally ratify the
Threshhold Test Ban and Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaties

(TTBT/PNET) .
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TALKING POINTS: CONVENTIONAL ARMS CONTROL

-- Now that we've reached an INF agreement, conventional
stability deserves our priority attention. Warsaw Pact
conventional superiority is largest obstacle to greater
stability.

~-- We are encouraged by your businesslike approach in Vienna on
a negotiating mandate for conventional stability from the
Atlantic to the Urals,

-- Our objectives in the new negotiations will be to establish a
mofe stable balance of conventional forces at lower levels
and more openness in military activities.

-- We will not agree to address nuclear weapons or capabilities
in these negotiations, nor should neutral and nonaligned
nations have a right of review over NATO-Warsaw Pact
agreements that emerge from these negotiations.

-~ oOur final decision to proceed with new conventional stability
talks =-- as well as with distinct negotiations on
confidence-and security-building measures ~-- will depend on
getting a balanced result at the Vienna CSCE meeting. We'll
be looking for significantly improved Soviet performance in

human rights.

DECLASSIFIED
_AMLS E?7~ab@,/7 72

SE&ET “—7——-&‘/— NARA, DATE M 6







SELCRET

TALKING POINTS: CSCE FOLLOW-UP MEETING

-- We are hopeful that this conference in Vienna can
successfully conclude soon with a balanced final document.

-- However, we are prepared to stay in Vienna as long as
necessary to get a satisfactory result,

-- We believe it essential that the outcome reflect
satisfactory progress in human rights and the other parts of

the Helsinki accords as well as the security area.
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TALKING POINTS: NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION

-- I think we both agree with the principle that proliferation
of nuclear weapons should not occur.

-- The most dangerous place right now for potential
proliferation is South Asia.

-- Soviet support for non-proliferation talks between India and
Pakistan would encourage those two states to negotiate.

-- I would urge you to agree to a joint statement calling on

India and Pakistan to halt their nuclear arms race.
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TALKING POINTS: SOVIET MILITARY PRACTICES

-~ I am concerned by several recent instances in which actions
by the Soviet military either did or could have resulted in
serious injury =-- even death -- to Americans or our Allies.

-- On September 17, a two-man US Military Liaison Mission team
was fired on by a group of Soviet soldiers in East Germany,
and the US driver was injured.

-- I understand that Soviet officials have already apologized
for the incident and have said they are taking steps to
prevent similar incidents from happening in the future.
That's a welcome development.

-- But, given the killing of Major Nicholson in 1985, this most
recent incident should not have occurred at all.

-- I'm sure you'll agree with me that our number one priority
should be preserving life. When life is lost because of
senseless actions, it is up to you and me to look into the
matter to ensure that it does not happen again.

-- Likewise, I was very concerned about the test-firing of
Soviet ICBMs near Hawaii. It could have had very grave

consequences if something had gone wrong.
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TALKING POINTS: NUCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE-ZONES (NWFZ)

Contingency Points:

If Gorbachev raises his proposals involving nuclear weapon free

zones:

-~ The best way to limit the spread of nuclear weapons is the
Non-Proliferation Treaty.

-- The US has supported certain nuclear weapon free zones, e.g.,
the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which advance non=-proliferation
objectives and do not place other security interests at risk.

-~ However, as a matter of policy, we oppose nuclear weapon free
zones that erode nuclear deterrence and undercut existing
security arrangements,

-- This is why we oppose them in Europe.
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TALKING POINTS: GORBACHEV'S MURMANSK SPEECH

Contingency Points:

If Gorbachev raises the proposals in his Murmansk speech;

-- We and our Allies see little for us in the security aspects
of your Murmansk speech.

-- Many of these issues are already being treated in existing
fora; other proposals which you endorsed, such as a nuclear
weapons free zone, would not contribute to stability and
security.

-- Main tasks now are clear:

-— A START Treaty implementing 50 percent reductions;

-- A global chemical weapons ban;

-— Conventional stability talks covering the whole of
Europe.

-- We noted the reaction of your European neighbors was not
enthusiastic: some said the speech represented "a step

backward."
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TALKING POINTS: CONFIDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES IN ASIA

Contingency Points:

If Gorbachev raises his proposals for confidence-building in Asia
mentioned in his Vladivostok speech or his interview in Merdeka
magazine:

-- The confidence-building proposals included in your
Vladivostok speech and Merdeka interview are asymmetrical and
fail to address the real sources of tension in the region.

-- These stem from the massive build-up of Soviet forces in Asia
over the past 25 years and the use of force by the Soviet
Union, Vietnam and North Korea against their Asian neighbors.

-- If you want to contribute to stability in the region, these

are the issues you need to start with.
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