3 race, objectors :ay, and lessen
~Washington' Post Fereign l-rvm chances of getting b nonproli-|
IOND? ,.Sept. N—Bﬁtﬂn m feration treaty at Geneva, -
was only ‘notified, and not con-|ds ; The - ABM ; decision came
: sulted. about an American de-|Turkey. s during & troubled time in An-
cision to build a new nuclear Brltish arguments ofﬁclally glo-American _relations. 'Last
defense system that key Brit-land unofficially = against the week, Congress deprived Brit-
ish officials believe will do im-|ABM include the following: - |ish shipyards of a chance to
measurably . more 'harm .than|. . Developing even a’limited|bid for construction of seven|
good. ballistic defense system ' will U.S. Navy minesweepers. :
. /Irritation at belng left -out|widen . the ‘ gap ~'between the| As’a result, Defense Minis-| -
contributed to the sharpness{United States "and Europe, ter Denis Healey was reported-| |
of British protests, which in-|creating :'a  new . individious ly .given rough ‘treatment by !
clude the complaint that the|contrast ‘between a' partially Cabinet colleagues who feit
new - antiballistic  missile protected America and a Eu- the minesweeper - decision/.
(ABM) system may require rope wholly exposed to nu- jeopardized an agreement that|
.- America to break the. 1mmm ok atiack, 4 M it the  United ‘States would help |
" ited nuclear tést ban treaty. '] Defense : ot | Britain . meet: the foreign ex-|
U.S. sources today rejected persuaded by ‘the 'American|change ¢dsts of 50 U.S.-made
as farfetched the belief that|reply that'the ABM system Fi11 ﬁghfer-bombers k
. the United States will have to|would ‘be’ a“form of prudent P
conduct high-hltitude . nuclear insm'ance against. China. Cri- - Ji:
tests in order to-perfect the-$5|tics reply, that-the decision to,R. . . ... . . ... ..o .
billion “thin”. ABM ' system|go ahead owed. far ‘more to T e
which is’ intended ‘to guu'd Moscow than Peking. .~
Ch ¢ Building ‘the ABM could
. " jrequire the -United States to
But it ls eonceded that Brlt- violate the testban treaty
* ain received ‘only; formal nd- gince only atmoepherle tests
vance ' notification " th S.|could assure that the new sys-|t°
Secretary of . Defense n'l-'i.obert tem' really worked. In 1961,
_'S. McNamara was _going to an-|the Soviets conducted high-lev-
nounce the controversial .deci-{el tests that yielded informa- '
slon on Monday,’ :t%on needed. for an ABM.
~"This lack of consultation has| Americans reject this and say
Jed key .officials to. question|that even if’ More tests were
“the valié of the new Nuclear needed they could be conducta ,
' Planning " Group, & seven-ma- €d underground.. - - i . K R »
tion 'NATQ committee that] © The. American:. decision :
was formed 'in 1968 to consult/will encourage -a ne\w armst;
on just such questions as the: il —
ABM
British sources nete that the
Nuclear . Planning . Group will
‘meet rext. week ‘in’ Ankara,
- Turkey. Aggrieved Britons ask
why Manmara felt he ,could ‘
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