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WASHINGTON—With barely two months remaining before the hoped-for.
ear-end summit meeting with Soviet leader Leonid 1. Brezhnev, the Ford Ad-
inistration is seriously, perhaps hopelessly, dvided over straiegic arms limi-
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{ tation policy—the key issue at the summit.

According 1o informed sources, the
‘ arms control praposal now before the
Rusgians is opposed fiercely in the
Jefense: establishment, especially by
the Joint. Chiefs of Staff, on the
: that it would give the Rus-
sians a dangerously expanded strate-
gic -bomber capacity even while it
hampered U8, - strategic *weapons’
development. * L .
. The darget of Pentagon-criticism,
which-only in recent days-has begun
1o gurface -publicly, &8 Secretary -of
State Henry . Kissingen, who placed
‘ﬁzf«displﬂed’mposal‘ before Soviet -
ign Minister Andrei A: Gromyko

Gromyko _meeﬁng'wﬁl;pmbabiy be
' scheduled - for-early “or’ mig-Novem-
. ber, pu:bahiy'in Europe’ o

T N .
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] “reports
edly even to the concessions
offered i the Sept.21 proposal. - i
-w-According - to * informed. .sources;
Kissinger “was sstunnied™ by Defense

st . PR

% "Tne Pentagon, however,

gal-when it was discussedsat a: Na-
tional-Security Council meeting. Sept.
17:: So-intense. were “the ‘vhjections
-that consensus was. deerned impossi-
‘hlerand:{m vote on the question was

e

e

¢cording to

3 But-four

 President Ford's blessing «: - o
03 - Jssues ‘causing  this” unusual "~ *
- Zension wo

~within’ the-government are
Stwo weapd systems thal were net
_ even mentioned during the summl ..

 gotiations now in PrOgress Were laid
down. The disputed weapons...
-¢-ZThe Soviet” Backiie: “pomber,
-origmally "classed by US, military in-"
stellifence as an “intermediate-range’
-pomber: The *B" version'of this highe .
Iy-advanced supersonic ‘plane is now- 5.
- thought. to have'a 5,600-mile range
Anda mmgoum payload. - ..

-sile.Still in an early stage of develops ™ ;.
ment, this highly cophisticated des- 17~
.cendant of the World, War T "buzz -
pbomb" guided missile. can be’ -

Yaunched from-a tlight .or. heavy.l:.
. - bomber 0T through a-submarine tof<
- 1 pedo tube, travel 1500 miles ona ra-

.t pdar-evading ground-hugging trajcto -+
- & ‘starget. Tts warhead can be either nu>
;o v N .clear or conventional.n- <t . -, n

) 5., The. Viadivostok agreement set an
LY ;dveyall'limit ot'e,m:'-mategic,nix-_ ‘
o . Lcear délivery systems on each sidel-

. P Under terms of the agreement,-land: -
;'bal!is!ic.nﬁssilcs,on both sides, would . -
“be eounted toward the-tatal“as-wha 1.
' the'case in the 1972 strategic -arms O
* agreement hat gave the Russians’®” ! -

* numerica} advantage. For’ the ‘firstiy:

z “please. Turn lo Fage *n, Colit "}
AUYEA IO & O™ R 5y o
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‘..C‘rl.i:&

“HBut™ ys laten, e
“this -account,” Kiscinger voffered the ST

“Aalkat Viadivostok last November, @10
~whéh the basic guidelines.for the ne< 310

e U8 long-range critise mis- 3%

Depiirtment opposition tochis -propo~ - 7.

posal 'to Gromyko anyway; with "
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Xry-and land withina fe¥: yardsof-a .

~ g - Based and submarine-based strategic .. -

I3
A
-

)




. (.‘ux tpu_ﬂl frons. Firsl Pak -

K mm as a delivery system..
“in tacit return for this, the Russians dropped their insis-

* . 513 millioo. budget.- Ironicall

Y

) usetul'bar@mmg chip® in future negotiations. . .-+ -
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- have ¢heated on aspects-of the first. arms Hmiting”

! {5 L treaty. form. there will be intense opposition In{he Seae
- time; lomg-range’ keavy bombers, of. w?uch the Umled,,"ﬂ"imﬁf T et o i :

b v * Al shden it dhad

Rsval furc!:\;re also taking sides on (}ap:tol Hill, Sen,
enry M. Jadkson (D.Wash.), a declared presidential can.
didate, is stilkinvestigating allegations that the Russians:

agrees
“foens anid wasfirmly on record a3 3 critic of the Vlamos'
ok formula even before the Jatest donfroversy blew up!. -
‘Even if thé! tussiafly accept the latest'proposal and-a *
Décerober sumgiit goes forward smOchIy to-enshrine it in

a-h‘-
A o e

States: has 4. overwhelming mqu i would.. each beq;

:ei« . C’f’u,’ e

But Backfires were not- menumed amd not counted, and

tence-that thes nuclear<capable "forward bases sysiems® -
deployed wdefend Western E:urope he counled 3, strat.e-

. an as recentty A
a8 1974 were a stepchild i in Fent.agon planning with only a -
y, Kissinger wasat. that time- <
a partisan of the program urging that-they would be a

But now the cruise missiles, along with Backfire, seem

h mamghtmmthanabargmmngchm ]

“The defense establishment -ingists. vehememly. that" thed

" Backfire, with the ‘enhanced range of its."B*~ersion, - is

" fullyras dangercus<1o the. United: States. ‘whictr as-no
- Strategic-air defense. against it,7as the Air: Force's stilk

‘ m&uMen asa suhsmutejo: the long~range bomba

- program, and the airJaunch cruise missile is already re-
, in the pext decade. %"~ 2. e

' fike.this kind of formula,.because in their view it trades::

. ==Backfires ag *heavy” bombers, . -

. Y
- with devastating force against any anacxer anywhma\as
,-a deterrent against an attack. . t

developing. B-1 bomber-would be against the: demc and |

Soviet-air defense systeny 7o+ = %

- US. 3ir defense against a strategic. bomber: auack has~ K
beens ever since the first strategic arms treaty

did away with the possibility of defending against surate-

mnﬂﬂea&fa&ks.&xscurmn yschedzﬂed to be ’

ouualmgether B

+ The nation now relies entuely on :ts al

‘va,

Sl

Navy-and Air-Foree:brasy hav&become mtense‘ advo-' "

cates of the cruise missile as the strategic .weapon of thc
. \"’w“o-—".i -,,, Ty

Secretary of Defense. Jamea R Schiesmger is known to
have-hiz doubls about the-high cost of the B-1 bomber

garded as the most cmt-effecuve subsulute for bom

Sources here believe that a trade:off between Smriet
Backfire levels and;, US.. air-launched . cruise. missiles
wouid pose the most logical solution to. the zmpasse xf
arms cantrol alone were the objective, 7.5 50

Under this formula, which sources belisve formed the
bas:s of the proposal Kissinger offereq _Gromyko on_Sept. .

1, an ‘agreed number, of Backfires would be permitted:
abova ‘the’ 2,400, cabng and a similar number of long- .
range ¢ruise missiles would be allowed on U1S. B-52s. .

: ts of Kissinger's approach to the arms talks dis-

—..ﬂw"—

ofi somathing-Viadivostok does not limit-cruise ‘missijes”;
of any kind—against. something it ought o have\,lnmled_

b ‘\m

‘The Russjans, meanwhile, are expected 1o mst the e
‘plication that all but a specified number-of Backfires:
should come under the .Vladivostok totals:as- “heavy™’
bombers while, in their view; the U. 8. Air Force would.
be getting 2 free nde on a ssmxlar number of suateg:c
mms‘ . ."J R TR

One reason for the i ;mpas;em that the dide-memoire ne-
gotiated last winter by Kissinger and Soviet. Ambassador
Anatoly F. Dobrynin as an official record of the Viadivos-
tok agreement does limit air-launched missiles of a range
greater than 409 miles—but does not specify whether
they are to be "pallistic” missiles or cruise missiles.

US, officials insist privately that only ballistic missiles
could have been intended, since cruise missiles were never
dizcussed at Viadivostoko But the Russtans have argued
for half a year that the omission entitles them to claim
that cruise missiles were also included.

Against this background. the dispute within ‘the Admin-
1strau0n has intensified quietly for months, and seems o
have reached a new intensity since the stormy NSC meet-
ing “last momh and Kissinger's sub:,equam proposal .te:
Gromyko. - it gAR L

One longtime ‘observer of the ‘National’ Security
bureaucracy confided recently that in hig view the “pas-
-sion and new fervor in the fratricidal war between State-
and Defense" has escalaczd to a level unprecedented in re--
_eept years. - R

Kissinger, czrcumspect in pubhc is reported. to- have
spoken with unusual bitterness of his Pemagon opponents
during a recent closed-dpor bnermg before me Senate
Armed Services Committee. :

-Defense officials,- count.emtackmg more mn Lhe open
oniy last week declassified a confidential Defense Intel~
ligence Agency estimate: excorialing Kissinger's detente
pohcm. Within days the American Security Council, a los

cally based comewauve group.rhad dxstnbuwd priated
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12058 (as amended) SEC 3.3
SECERET /SENSITIVE /NODIS MR # 09-82, 2a4
2308% 1|4)03 - plake Mt 243110
By_dat NARA, Date J/§lho

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

PARTICIPANTS: President Ford

General Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Supreme
Allied Commander, Europe

Lit., General Brent Scowcroft, Deputy Assistant
to the President for National Security Affairs

DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, October 14, 1975
3:10-3:40 p,m.

PLACE: The Oval Office
The White House
President: Are things moving in the right direction?

Haig: We have fundamental problems with the Europeans. We
shouldn't kid ourselves.

President: I see the Dutch are continuing ASW,

Haig: Yes. The Brits are good; the Germans are doing better. Even
the French are talking with us more,

There are some disturbing elements, We are getting mixed signals
out of Washington,

President: I'd like to hear about that.
Haig: It comes down simply to Henry being the pushover and Schlesinger
the tough guy. There is traditionally some competition between Defense

and State, but it is especially dangerous now.,

President: What did Schlesinger do about cruise missiles?

SECREF /SENSITIVE /NODIS
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Haig: I get this only through the back door. I wasn't with him.,
There is a new picture being presented of cruise missiles., I
think there is some utility but we shouldn't be carried away.

The other problem is the US attitude toward the existing nuclear
weapons capability in Europe. Whenever there is some tinkering
with them, it raises the same spectre we had in the 60's., Especially
with the Germans it's a disaster. In the 60's there was no option
except the French one of getting out. Today there is a third force,
in competition with the US across the board.

President: Did he go past the MBFR proposal?

Haig: The 1000 we can do. But there is this drumfire of drawdowns
of more weapons, artillery, nuclear aircraft, etcetera.

The Germans have turned very anti-MBFR -- at least at the level
below Schmidt.

President: Has the MBFR proposal been put forward?
Scowcroft: No, it's being discussed in NATO still,
Haig: The Germans are fighting it, and raising all sorts of questions.

President: Is there a sense of urgency in NATO to get Turkey moving
now that the embargo is lifted?

Haig: Yes, there is, but it is a question of tactics. Sancar

said he expected everyone to pour in on him to make concessions
and that would be a disaster. He said he would move, but at his
own pace.

President: We may not have that kind of time. In a month we
will have the aid bill before Congress and Brademas and Sarbanes
will be right in there. We have at best three months.

Haig: They can pull a lot of troops out right away. On territory,
they will probably agree with about 29%. I think Greece will
come back into NATO if the Cyprus thing is taken care of,

‘\(’ v _“‘-f':yr j
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That really is the essence of the situation. I don't know what the
answer is to the mixed signals, but they hurt you.

President: [Mentioned the Technical Panel report on strategic
systems. ]| It is a difficult problem with Him. If I fired him, at
worst we could have another Zumwalt running around--though
now that Zumwalt has clear political ambitions I think he has
discredited himself,

Haig: No one pays attention to him now.

President: What is the reaction in Europe to Helsinki?

Haig: It's a mixed bag. Your tough speech gave them something

to rally behind, so basically, though it's rhetoric, the Europeans
are okay.

President: How about Portugal?

Haig: I am more concerned that we paint ourselves into a Chile
corner. But I think basically the situation is moving right. With
the refugees coming back, the conservatives' strength should grow.
But we are out of the woods.

President: How about Azevedo?

Haig: He is an opportunist. He's tough and able. The fact he is
turning right shows that is the way he thinks the wind is blowing.

I think we must be patient. I'm getting their military people to

visit NATO to see how professional outfits should operate, I am
basically optimistic.

SECREL /SENSITIVE /NODIS




V4 |
Ay mAquﬂ C&Mw\qm
FW, [’:L ani ﬁaJP.._\’w/«ro Uil ¢

7'/ Smn AL @M\\M G %UL,
M@ﬁf% QE&?M/JMM JMWW ~
2 %A" Il Lhhe h ot _2nn e
/o\ Q’\W%,\,\Xf\%bu&% é’wa\/‘//&v,\

M&,dkx:;e;\h %4., éaouwwm

m_"___._‘-_f% N S};M?zZ N M?j 7411».7 aond - Ttla

bLS/ﬁ_f\\A Ot -—‘(/'V"-*\rc»'

S T/e:_—fa—ul/m lrg™  C AL ,Z,g m % CCVL» C'I/WM -—__

DECLASSIF!ED
E.O. 12958 (as amended) SEC 3.3

MR# 09-82- #24
OSDtA. HIH0Y: g A ke Lth IU3I0

By_dal NARA Date_Jlgli0




5 | %M m Ann /uwo |
A 7 A GW P A m ;/% /w% m

N\AN/?JO f\%x JW

-

VZas

4 st o, L W F | JWW

‘ /‘\N\M jijw + yf&v‘*‘ mwu I as Mgrstn 16(4 Sl

i& fJLM( QWWM M%WMMWW Bm




Gt e et MO
}‘( }t sz o Mr»:ffﬁi/ ’6/27{7%«%« %%W% W% =

S Lo b, ths Edneer o o

MM,M Lot

R

i F o~ na sz%@nmaﬁﬁmﬁﬁéyﬂ_m |

oty o Qs Cascdns Bkt ZUnh Asolorbs o

I
L

-
!
p
H

e
:
i

o B I — . SSUS— —— S

T .
I

b —




	Untitled.PDF.pdf



