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SUBJECT: Chemi .2 ®1l Initiatives (2)

There is an increasingl gfachieve a global ban on
chemical weapon {(CW) prod¥ i as use. The United
States not only faces the cont nulng threat posed by the Soviet
CW capability, but also confronts a growing danger to its own
security and to regional s a result of the spiraling
proliferation. of CW cap hird World states. The
growing willingness of 8S to use CW adds to the
urgency, and serves tgf undeys : xs of delay in
fashioning an effect oblem. (U)

I have determined tiat ¢ United States must take new

f CW nonproliferation and arms control
to accelerate agreegent @n, and implementation of, a global ban
on the production, orag§e, and use of chemical weapons and
agents. These init§wtives will build on the progress already
made in negotiation 3
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Conference on Disarmy

supplementl§d byBour bilateral

discussions and prospect e CW Memorand f Understanding with

challenge. We must
verification capabi}
however, that the d

r @ b§n has been and will remain a daunting
and €11l make every effort to improve our
tieg in this area. I have concluded,

so serious that we mig old pteps toward a global

ban.

that do not participate in™
violate its provisions. (8)

We may, as a re

O-based forces by states
al weapons ban or that

I therefore direct that thasfW Mmg. actions be taken{
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an on chemical weapons,
ion of chemical
the convention’s

and its support
weapons and age
entry into forge

The United Sta
reductions in
agent tons) wi
chemical weapo
one of the part
the total elimin
after entry into

1l commit itself to very substantial
ts cRemical weapons stockpile (down to 500
in

Wthe Soviet Union is
g will commit itself to

= become party to the CW
convention by year eidW in two years of the time
when all CW-capable states do become parties, whichever is
later. The Secretary of State, in cooperation with the
Secretary of Defense ector of Central

than September 30 : to define this standard
- etary of Defense will

ommitments. (&)

While negotiat
continue, the
less than 20 p¢
5000 agent tons
its CW stockpil
terms, includind

the chemical weapons convention

iteg States will reduce its CW stockpile to
cen§l of its current level (e.g., down to
pvided the Soviet Union agrees to reduce
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the CW destructi focess. Not than October 31,
1989, the Arms § pl PCC will develop alternatives for
review by me anf théf National Security Council on the

9 Fhe United States should seek in such a
bilateral agreegent 4 including a plan for step-by step
mentation of a verification regime.

uglfld rgiult from the bilateral
or multilateral ad agmodernized by the
of binary weapons. The
Secretary of Defense, TomgQapae® ion with the Chairman,
Joint Chiefs of Staff, will report to me by November 15,
1989, on plans for modernizing such a significantly reduced
stockpile in ways thag gse : % ally increase the percentage
of the stockpile dep¥
that air-deliveregy

- Not later than Npve - Secretary of Defense,
in cooperation fith tate and the Chairman,
: , will provide recommendations to me
rity Council for any changes that may
rategy of deterrence (including
force structure, or force deployments
educed availability of retaliatory CW

and the Nationg
be required in
declaratory po
as a result of
capabilities.

approach to CW
verification shou d be ré a view to taking better
as well as the
effectiveness and bent Fuch highly intrusive
1nspection regimes. Approaches analogous to U.S. proposals
in START for suspect-site inspection with right of refusal
should be analyzed as als review. Not later than
November 15, 1989, PCC will develop and
evaluate alternatjifffes to § U.S. CW verification
proposals for rejiew § - ional Security

- The U.S5S. Goverrgnent gvill expand its research and development
efforts to imp s capabilities for verifying compliance
with a global pNot later than November 15, 1989, the

report to me and the National Security

doing so. (2)
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-~ The current U.S. pos;tion on sanctionc against CW use should
be reviewed and expaqded to include cohsideration of: (a)
whether to propise %’nctions against treaty violations other
than use and, so,:what kind of "demonstration of
violation" showld b¢
would be most
violation; and ¥c¢)
applied unilate
outside the fra

required; (b) what kinds of sanctions
¥iate and effective for each type of

pat kinds of sanctions could usefully be
by the Unitg#Segtes, or multilaterally
onvegtion, or before that
agreement enters . er than November 15,
1989, the Arms Co 1l repgtt to me and the

National Security Coyjncil on thegn“sults of its review of CW
sanctions. (£) T

- Possible approaches to increase unilateral and multilateral
export controls on “dangérOﬁs-chemlcals,' and on
technologies and e-rlbment for th& production of chemical
agents and weapong : d. Potential positive
and negative incg = £, - states from
constructing "dy® faci}ities should be
included as par§ . #ater than December 1,
1989, the Arms #1 PCC should report to me and the _
National Secur@gy Cquncil on the results of this review. (&)




