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HRIEFING MEMORANDUM o / Q%E/

Panel Meeting August 9 at 3:00 p.m.

The Verification Panel Working Group is preparing
a study examining 'Future ABM Systems" (Tab A), which
assesses how the US national interest would be affected
by the scope of limitations on ABM systems in a SALT
agreement, The Panel is scheduled to discuss the issue
August 9 at 3:00 p.m. o

The text tabled by the US on July 27, 1971, of an
Agreement on Strategic Defensive Arms includes limits
on ABM radars, launchers, and interceptor missiles, The-
draft agreement was tabled with bracketed "holding'
language in place of paragraph one in Article 6 which
will address future ABM systems,

The paper on "Future ABM Systems" contains suggested
language for paragraph one of Article 6, which would
place fixed land-based future ABM systems using devices
other than ABM interceptor missiles or ABM radars in one
category, and any other type of ABM system or components
(i.e., sea-based, air-based, space-based or mobile land-
based systems) in another, The language, prepared jointly
by ACDA and OSD staffs, is as follows:

= 420

test, or deploy sea-based, air-based, space-based,
or mobile land-based ABM launchers or ABM radars,
Each Party undertakes not to develop, produce,

t deploy ABM systems using devices other
interceptor missiles /or ABM radars/ to
perform the functions of these components,'™

(:E// "Each Party undertakes not to develop, produce,,
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The OSD representative would like to delete the language
in brackets, -

Thus, ACDA would like the prohibition to cover
development, testing, production and deployment of any
non-fixed land-based ABM systems or components, and all
future ABM systems, O0SD would exclude from the prohibi-
tion devices for future fixed land-based systems other
than ABM radars which perform the functions of such
radars. The JCS, on the other hand, would like,
essentially, no prohibition placed on ABM system develop-~
ment, testing, production and deployment, Five alterna-
tives cover the spectrum: total prohibition to no prohibia-
tion,

Alternative 1 ~ Ban development, testing, production,
and deployment,

This alternative would severely restrict the ability

of the US to investigate new concepts and to conduct

the research and development which would probably be
necessary to establish system feasibility, It would
equally restrict the Soviets if they complied with the
ban; however, there may be serious problems in verifying
such a ban, at least up to the point where full-scale
systems testing is conducted, '

Alternative 2 - Ban testing, production, and deploy-
ment ,

This alternative would permit research investigation
of new ABM concepts, although the US might have practical
problems in getting R&D funds if deployment were banned,
It would not allow a determination of feasibility and
reliability through testing, There is a big question at
this stage as to what type of testing would be required
and how far development could go with tests which might
not be detected, } S

Alternative 3 - Ban production and deployment,

This alternative would place no restrictions on the
research and development of new ABM concepts; hence, both
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