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o Provides for follow-on negotiations on further reductions
{U.8.- no ezqal:mt commitment) .

ROUND VIII

o] ,Scwiets citing post-Reykjavik “obstacles” introduced by ©.S.:
e fwe'«yea:: peried of reductions, extended to seven YB‘&E&.
-- U.8. backing away from SALT~era €00 LM
-~ "rgintroduction™ of Backfire bomber in

o U.S. still undecided on RV and ALCM counting rules. No U.S.
SLCK proposals on the table (at Reykjavik, we mentioned
possibility of unilateral statements on SLCM program plans).
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I began April 23, no end date scheduled.

: acce;ated doub; @ global zero (LRINF and SRINF)
included provision that U.S. warheads
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s::»v"' ets first demanded inclusion of FRG Pershing
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hght of zero SRINF proposal.
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until thay see our§.
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began on May 5; no date set for conclusion.

{54 prowscl including commitment not to withdraw
- T y through 1994, renmiinsg on table.
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' mt aﬁ an ABM system" | ing testing
. _..,nem:ﬁ), then ]
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o Also still apparently refuse to agree on offensive force
:gaxmtiom unless U.S. accepts these additional constraints on
SDI.
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AR_TESTING

o Gorbachev has pushed testing halt since 1985, but
Soviets seem to recognize early CTB not in the cards.

o Sides agreed in principle at Reykjavik to open testing
negotiations.

o Last testing experts meeting July 13-17 in Geneva
focused on technical issues. Soviets gave
comprehensive explanation of their Joint Verification -
Experiments (JVEs) proposal.

6 On August 11, Adelman initiated discussions with

: Soviet Embassjl (Kutovgy) t:ddevelopla joint statement
on a negotiating agenda eiman also presenteg ‘
draft text,[gtveched]) Se.« i )u 135 #xchany -«,;«—f“ 4 Féf«—.«c"?f
net Aarrevial -hs'}' :1" PR, /u.f. i Y

0 In Congress, Ehrest—continues—she®) Housee&}ﬂattach
testing 11m1tat10ns such as 1 KT threshold to spending
bills; TTBT!PNET ratification remains stalled.

{u/

o Soviets and,ﬂ atural Resources Defense Council renewed
their verification agreement in June; will now focus
on 1 KT test ban; Americans will rno Ianger man sites
in USSR.

o  June 9 Soviets launched multilateral test ban

initiative in Geneva CD-—an obviously propagandistic
"second front" calling for multilateral CIB
negotiations. international seismic treaty monitoring.

I1. US_POSITION

I1T.

(>

US wants step-by-step approach begummg w1th
TTBT/PNET improvements. President has publicly
committed US to follow-on talks on further limits, in
parallel with weapons cuts; CTB as ultimate goal in
conjunction with elimination of nuclear weapons,

SOVIET POSITION

Soviets claim US will pocket TTBT/PNET agreement,

stall on further movement. They press for a single

CTB negotiating forum in which all issues would be ;.
addressed; claim US sequence approach could be far‘f"c/ 7
implemented in this framework. .
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