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3. On page 2, too much capability is credited to
satellites and too little to on-site inspections. Both would
be needed for a high assurance of compliance.

4. On page 3, it is not at all "evident" to me
that the US must alter past space-security policies to pursue
an agreement on arms limit. There is no reason why we have
to discuss '"mational means of verification'" with the Soviets.
Our only source is satellites and/or on-site inspection; they
need neither.

5. The "scenario" on page 5 is rather one-sided.

If the Sovieté interfere with our one source, we are ''blinded"
and merely withdraw from the agreement. How could the US
interfere with their open sources -- create a closed Communist-
like society? |

6. On pages 6 and 7, how can we expect to keep the
trust of our Allies if we unilaterally trade secrets with
the Soviets.

7. Re second para on page 7, the ''precise timing
and scope' would be a matter for the President, in consultation

with the NSC -- not the Sec State.
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8. Re the press, past experience should have
taught us by now that "no comment' would be the best approach
until an agreement was reached.
9. Have the JCS been invited to comment on this
specific paper? They should be consulted immediately.
S T¢ STEWART :
vfjor General, USAF i
ice Director, MOL Program i
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