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In the Dts Talks., Soviets have nndc lpocifie roposal
affecting ABM Treaty observance: proposals

--Soviets would permit research on space-based
ABM defenses only in "laboratories" on earth —-
at institutes, ABM test ranges, plants. Soviets
also seek agreement on specific list of devices
sides would agree not to put into space.

Specifi¢ Soviet proposals do not address other
mobila basing modes.

--Soviets seek definitions of non-treaty terms
they c¢laim are relevant to treaty inteérpretation;
U8 rejects this.



