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CONSULTATIONS ON U.S. INTERIK RESTRAINT POLICY \)(I 

I have c001pleted Ill'( r eview of the extensive repor t s provided to 
111e by the Sec r etary of Oehnse and the analyses p repared by the 
An•• Control Suppor t Gr oup and tha Senior Anos Cont r ol Group. t 
ha.,e also profite d from the ad.,ice 9i.,en to me by Melllben o! 
Con9ress and by various Allied leaders. Based upon this •d.,ice 
and a nwnber o f Na tion1l Security Pl annin9 Group d i scussions of 
this issue, I ha.,a r eached some t ent• the judqmentsonhow to 
proceed with re s pect to U.S. po llcy conce rnin9 interim reltnint 
and near-term U.S. responses to the continuinq p•tUrn of So.,i et 
non-compliance with e><istin9 ar111 cont rol 1qree111ent1. ~ 

Before takin9 any final decisions, however, I would like to sha re 
my tentati.,e jud9e01ents with key Congressiona l and Allied luders 
and once aqain ha.,e the benefit of their .,ievs. Therefore, I 
direct that these Leaders be consulted and briefed alon9 the 
lines outlined below . Furthe r, these consultation• should be 
completed by April 25 so that I hive the option of makinq and 

;~~~~n~~i: , ft~• i :~c~~:~e~n ~ matter before the upcomin9 

19820ecilion . Inl'.182 , ontheeveoftheStrateqicAra•s 
Reductions T.,IU (START) , I decided tha t the United Statn"'luld 
not undercut the e><pired SALT I a9reement or the unratified SALT 
JI aq reement 111 lon9 as the Sovie t Union e >< ercised equa l 
res trai nt . Despite 111y seriou1 reservations about the inequi ties 
of the SALT I aq r ee11<1n t and the 11triou1 flaws of the SALT JI 
aqree.,ent , I took this action i n orde r to foster an atmosphe re of 
mutual restraint on force deployroents conduc ive to se rious 
r.eqotiation 11 1 we en t ered START. t made clear that our policy 
required r eciprocity and tha t it must not •d.,erse ly affect ou r 
nationa l securi ty Interest s in the race of the contl nu in<J Soviet 
milita ry buildup. The Soviet Union .. 110 made a policy co"'"'itment 
not to undercu t these 119r ee-nt• . \11111 

1985 Oeclllon. In June , U85, I reviewed the status of U.S . 
inter>• restu!n t pollcy in li<Jht of the cont inuin9 pit.tern of 
Soviet non-compliance with its""'' control co111111it01enta . 1 found 
t ha t the United S t ates had fully kept its part of the bar9ain and 
sc rupulously complied wi t h the terl,,. of its co..mitme nt1. j,lill 
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By contrast, [ noted .,1th r e9ret thlt the SoVit' t Union had 
r epeatedly v iola ted some of it1 snns control obllqations . My 
repo rt s t o t he Con9re11 ove r the past three yean on s oviet 
nonco.,pliance el\IJIM!nte and docume nt in detail our serious 
conce r ns sbout Soviet violations of tht' SALT II. and othe r 1nos 
control a9"'ements, lncludinq the ABM Treaty , th• SALT I Interi., 
Aqreement , and the Bloloqical Weapon1 Convention and the 192S 
Geneva Protocol. The overa ll jud9rnent I r e ached i n June, 198S , 
was that .,hlle the Soviets had obs erved s ome provi sions of 
exls tinq ar111 control Agree..en t 1, the y had violate d important 
"lelfttl nts of those a9ree ments and a ssociated political 
COIMlitme nts. ¥"! 

In June , Inotedthatthe1eareve rycrucial i ssues , f o r to 
be seriou 1 about effective 1n11 control 11 to be se rious about 
c01np liance. The pattern of Sovie t violations increasin9ly 
affec t s ou·r national secu rity. But, p.11rhaps e ven "'Ore 
s ignificant than the ne<1 r- ten11 military consequences of the 
violations themselves, they r aise fund amenta l conce rns about t he 
lnte9 r ity of the anns control p r ocess, conce rns that. if 
unco rrecte d, undercut the inteqrity and viability of •r.,1 cont rol 
•saninstrumenttoass istin ensu rinq asecureand s tablefuture 
world . !_jlO 

I also noted that the United States had rai sed our se r ious 
concerns with the Soviet Union many ti mes In diplom•tic channels , 
includinq the US/Soviet Standlnq Consulutive Co"""'ission. 
unfortunately, despite l o ng and repeated U.S. e ffort• to r esolve 
these i1s ue1 , 111y assessment was that the Soviet Union had nei ther 
provided satis factory e xplanat ions nor under t a ke n co r rective 
action . In .Cead , Soviet violltion s had e xpanded 111 they 
cnntinued to lllOde rnhe their 1t rateqic f o rces . Consequently, in 
that June a s1e1s111e nt l wa s for ced to conclude that the Soviet 
Union wa1 not e~erclllnq the equal r estraint upon which our 
policy had been conditioned, and that such Soviet beh•vior wa s 
fundamentally ini.,ical to the future of arms control and to the 
securityofthiscountryandthatofour a llies. ~ 

At the same t h•e, qiven ou r qoal of reducinq the size of 
nuclear arsenals , l made the jud'l'l"ent th•t it re,..ined in the 
inte r es t of the United States and i t s allies to try to establish 
an interim fr•mework of truly 111utua l r est raint on 1trate9lc 
offensive S 1'1111 ss we pursued with renewed vi9or o ur 9oal o f real 
r eductions in the 1iie of exl s tlnq nucl ea r arsena l s through the 
on9oinq negotiations in Geneva. Hc wever, the U.S. cannot 
e s tablish s uc h a frame .. ork alone. It requires the Soviet Union 
to take the positive, concrete 1 t e ps to cor rect it s 
noncompliance , resolve ou r other compli ance concerns , and r e verse 
or 1ubstanthlly reduce its unparalleled ar.d unwarranted 111illta ry 
build-up . While the Soviet. Union had not de...,nstrated a 
willlnqnes1 to1110veinthi1dlrec tion, in the Inte r es t of 
cns urinq that eve ry opportun ity to establi s h the secur e , s table 
futureve seekisfullyexplore d , I a nno11nced t hatJ wa s pre p1 red 
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to 90 the ext u •ih to try to e1t1bll1h an interim ~ralllO!!work of 
true. •ut111l restraint. jMI. 

To provide tha Soviets th<! opport11nity to join 111 In 
estab li ,.hinq an interim framework of tr11ly m11t11al re1tuint which 
co11ld support on9oin9 ne9otiation1, I decld.,d that the United 
Stites wo11ld continue to refrain from 11ndercuttin9 el<i1tln9 
strate9ic anns a9reements to the extent th1t the Soviet Union 
exercised comp1nble restraint and provided that the Soviet Union 
activ.,l y p11rs11ed ar111 r e ductions aqreeraents in the Nucle1r ind 
Space Talks in Geneva. I aho indic1ted that the soviet Union 
1hould reverse its 1,1nparallel.,d •nd 11nw•rranted niliury 
build-11p. Fu rther, I decided th•t the United States wo11ld 
constantly revie w the impl ications of this i nteri• pollcy on the 
lon9 t .,r. sec11rity interests of the United Stat.,s and its allies. 
In doin9 s o, we would consider Soviet ac t ions to re1olve ou r 
conce rns with the pattern of Soviet noncotllpliance , contin11ed 
9rowth in the stra teqic force s tr11ct11re of the Soviet Un ion , and 
Soviet seriousness in the onqoinq neqotiations. Q( 

As an inte9r1l part o f the Implementation of thh policy , 
J •nnounced th•t we would take those 1teps req11ired to 11111re the 
n1tionalsecurityoftheUnitedState1•ndourallie11Mde 
necessary by Soviet noncOID.pliance. Appropriate and proportion•te 
responses to Soviet noncompliance are •lso c;iilled for to ..,ke it 
per fectly clear to Moscow that violations of ar111 control 
arra n9ea1ent1 entail re•l costs. Therefore, I stated cle1rly that 
the United States wo11ld develop appropriate and proportionate 
responses and it would take thou1 •ct.ions necessllry In response 
to , andlllllhedqe •9llins tthemi litaryconseq11encesof , 
uncorrected Soviet violations of existln<J anns control 
•9 r eements. PiJll. 

Finally, I decided that, to provide adequa.t e til'llllt for the 
Soviet Union to dernon1trllte by it.I action a COf!l!llitment to join us 
in lln interi,. fra.mework of truly •11tu•l restrllint, the U.S. vould 
de•ctivllte llnd di1a.11emble, l1Ccordin9 to •9reed procedures, an 
exh tin9 older POSEIDON submarine SI the nventh U,S. Ohio-clan 
aubJOllrine p11t to •ea in Au9ust, 1915. However , I direct•d th1t 
th• U.S . keep op•n all fut11re proqranun•tic options for h1ndlin9 
such milestones•• they occur . t made it clear that , '"' these 
later milestones lire reached, I wo11ld assess the ovenll 
1itull tion and make ll !inal dete rmination of the U.S. eo11 r se o f 
llCtion on• Cllse-by-c•se bash in ll9ht of the overall 1it11ation 
llnd Soviet actions in 1Deetin9 the conditions cited above . {,llS 

The 8 t h TRIDENT. On Mlly 20, the ei9hth TRIDENT subJO•rine 
will be91n se• trUU. As clllled for by 011r policy , I hue 
aaaeased our optiOl'll with respect to th1t ailes tone, t have 
considered both Sovht behllvior sine• IDY J11r1e , 1985, decision and 
U.S . and Allie d sec11 rity interest.I in liqht of both that behavior 
and our proqranunatic options . J¥) 
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Wlth respect to tt1e cri teria th&t t establi1hed f o r 9auqln9 
Soviet ...ovemen t to joi n 111 in e1tabll1hin9 a truly mutu al 
framework of Interim restraint, {i.e., correc t io11 of Soviet 
noncompliance , reverul of tt>e Soviet military build- up, and 
ef!ort to move forwa r d in ne9otiatlon1) , the situation ii not 
encoura9in9 . QiiQ 

Wh ile we have seen s1>111e modest i11dication1 of lmp r oveme11t in 
some areas of U.S. conce rn , for e x ample wi t h respect t o the 
production r ate of 8.0.CltFJRE bombers, t here has been 110 real 
proqress i n meet inq U. S . concerns in those areas of JllOSt obvious 
and direct Soviet non-compl iance . The ICrasnoyarsk rada r r emains 
a clea r viola tio n. The deployment of the SS- 25, a forbi dde n 
second ne w IC8M type , con tinue s apace . The Soviet Union 
continues to enc rypt telemetry associated with ill ballis tic 
iaissiletestinq . ~ 

we see no abatellll!nt of the Soviet stra tegic force 
impr ovement proqram. Jn fact, we have recently obse rved the 
Soviets ' attempt to hunch what probably is another new follow-on 
he avy ballistic missile . The t est flliled i n a n accident that 
destroyed the mi ss ile and its si l o - - but ce rtainly tt>e proqum 
associated with thil mi ss ile will continue . ~ 

Finally , after a hopeful meetinq in Geneva, we have yet to 
see the Soviets follow-up in negotiations on the convd t01ent ude 
in the Joint Statement iuued by General Sec r etary Go rbachev "nd 
myself to seek common 9round, especial l y throu9h the principle of 
50\ r eductions appropriately applied and throuqh an INF 
aqreement. ()I( 

In l19ht of theH circum11tances , it is my jud9111"'n t that the 
So"iet Union t>as not, aa yet, taken those actions that would 
indicate by deed its r eadiness to join us in a frameWQrk of 
mutual interim restraint. At the same time. a s we con1ider 
o ptions associated wi t h the milestone neK t montt> ot the sea 
trials of tt>e eiqhth 1'Fll0£NT , we 111u1t also look at the 
proqrammatlc o ption s a"allable t o the U.S. and jud9e these In 
te nnso!thei r overallnetimp .. ctonU.S. and.>.ll ied1ecuri ty. 

"" Whe n I Issued quidance on U.S . policy in June 10, 1985, the 
mili u.ry plans and programs !or fi scal year l'J86 were about to be 
implemented. The amount of flexibility that "ny nation has in 
the near-term for alte r ln9 its plannln9 Is mode.\l at b es t, and 
ou r r.oilltary plannin9 will take more time to move ou t from unde r 
the shadow of previous a1 1umptlons . This shadow lenqthens and 
darkens wi t h ea c h r e duction made in th• funds avalhble for our 
defense. Operat inq under such a shadow, especially in the 
bud9etary condi tions which we now face , makes i t esHntial that 
we make the very best possible use of our resources. ~ 
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We had long planned to retire tvo older POSl!IOON .tubmarines 
when the NEVADA, the dqhth TRIDENT •ubma r ine entered IH t riah. 
It is 11y judqment that military and economic realitiH ar9u.1 t h1t 
the common sense path to pursue at thi.t milestone h to retire 
and d ismantle these .tubmarines , accordin9 toa9r111ed procedures, 
as pl1nned at th is particular mil estone . pi:l 

In the near-teno, I b<Hieve the JaO.l t e1sen t i;1l re1ponse to 
the continued p;1ttern o f Soviet non-complhnce with its 
commitments r eiu. ins the full imple-ntation of our carefully 
planned atrateqic aiodernhation proqn11, Hy decision to retin 
these two o l der POSEIDON aubcna rinea h fully in a ccordance with 
that proqnm. Under any se t of a11urnption1, our modernization 
pr<>qral!I h, and will always be , deliqned to guarantee that our 
nation alw1y 1 h11 modern forces in 1uffic i ent quantitie1 to 
underwr ite our security •nd th•t of ou r allies -- nothinq more 
and nothinq le••· Thia goal ensures that the appropriate, best 
and pro~r u1e is made of our national resources . Jt also 
attests to the fact that we do not s eek to retain nuclear forces 
for their ovn sake, but only if they clearly contribute in a 
directwaytoournational 11ecurityandthat ofourallie1 . This 
is the heart of my judqrnent that, at this particular mllestone, 
the proper course with r e1pect to then two older POS!:IDON 
sub=arines is to retire them in the .,anner planned. J:I<"' 

Additional Steps. On the other hand, last June I announced 
that the U.S . would take appropriate and proportionate ac t ions 
when ne eded. It is my view that certain additional 1 t e p1 are now 
warrante d by the lack of Soviet moveme nt up to this point. ~ 

Fir.tt, our hiqhest p r iority r e mains the full imple me ntation 
of the U.S. s trateqic mode rnization pro9ra11, to unde ,..,.rite our 
deterre nce today , and the pursuit of the SD I research proqram to 
provide better alternative s in the future. The U.S, 1trate9ic 
!IOderniution proqram, including the deployment of the second 50 
PEACEKEEPER •issiles, .. ae called for by the Scowcroft Coau1ission 
and ii !ully supported by our military leadership. Thll proqra111 
wa1 very care fully crafted by our b<U t defense planne n. It ii 
the foundation for all future U. S. options and provides a solid 
balis,.hichcanand ,.illbeadjustedovertir""!tore spondll>Ost 
efficiently to continued Soviet noncompliance . It is ab solutely 
critical tha t this proqra .. not be per• itted to erode. Th&t "ould 
be the wont way to re.tpond to the continuing pattern of Soviet 
noncompliance , would increa s e the rilk to our security and th1t 
of our allies , would undercut our ability to ne9otiate the 
reductions in exhtinq ar11nals that"e seek , and thu s , se nd 
preci sely the wronq liqnal to the Soviet lead .. rship . .fJtJ 

s e condly, Soviet 1ctions to continue t he accelerated 
develop..ent of their ICBM force are of 9re1t concern . La s t June, 
J cited the Soviet Union's Uiqht- tutinq and deployment of the 
SS-25 ainile, a second ne w type of ICBM prohibited under the 
SALT It aqreea>ent , as 1 clear and irnvenible violation. J 
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noted th•t •ince the noncompl hnce •nochted with the 
development o f thh •hdle cannot, •t thh point , be corrected 
by the Soviet Union , the United State• , therefore, nurved the 
ri9ht to respond approprhtely. At that time, I alto noted that 
the U.S. s mall ICBM pro9ra111 was part icularly rele v•nt in this 
re9ard. Civentheevent•thathaveoccurred since la1tJune. 
includin9 t he deploy!Mnt of over 75 SS-25 ...,bile lCBH• . l inte nd 
to call upon the Con9ren to join with - in re•torln9 
bi-part isan support for • b•lanced. cos t effective, lon9-tenn 
proqra• to r e1tore both the 1urvivabillty and effectiveness of 
our own ICBM pr09raa.. Jiii 

The pro9rarn we require a hould include the full de p l oyme nt of 
the PEACEKl!:EPER lCBH. The PEACEKEEPER h f ully pe noitted by 
e xi stin9 1nn1 control a9reernents . FurthenrK>r e, it wa1 or19lnally 
desi9ne d SP*cifically to -e t U.S. ucudty need• under these 
agre e1Nnts. It siio.ply Mkes both good •ilitary ind econo•k 
sense to fully e xploit the great technical s uccess that we have 
hsd wi th this 111issila. But, our pro.gram mus t alto look beyond 
the PEACEKEEPER and toward additiona l U.S. ICBM requireinentl in 
the future. Our small ICBM pro9ram make s a significant 
contribution not only in this re9ard , but also a1 an appropriate 
and propo r tionate U.S. response to the irreversible Soviet 
violationanociatedwlththel r SS-25inoblle111inile. ~ 

To ensure that I have a ..ore robust range of opt ions as I 
approach future 111ileatone1, I intend to direct the Depa rtinent of 
De fense to provide to me by Novelllb11r, 198&, an a uenment of the 
best options for carrying out such• comprehensive ICBM pr09nm. 
In doin9 10 , and in li9ht of continued Soviet ICBM develop...ent , 
thisa sse11111entshouldaddressoption1to1 

-- explo it JOOre fully the succe11 o f the PEACEK££PER 
program to include r ecol!llll8nda tions on the hasin9 of the next 50 
PEAC£1(££P£R missiles1 

-- 1c;:ce l e rate, if I 10 choose , the current small JCBH in 
roughly its eurrentconf19untion1 

-- ln1titute an 1lternative pr09r ... focuse d on 1 MIRVed 
mobile MINUTEMAN- like lCBM1 and, 

-- consider proqra•• "hlch build upon the P.tACEJtEEPER 
deployment hut also include in an appropriate mix with the 
PEACEK££PER deployments ei ther a siu ll, •in9le warhead 1110hi le 
ICBM with a rehtively earry-Initial opentional eapahility or 

~!~~~d 1 ~~~!~ ~~~~!~~~;~i~!P!~~~i;~~c~r c:~~ . h e ~loyed wiTii 1 

Finally, I also intend to direct the Secretary of Defense to 
take the s t e p s neeesury, "orkin9 " 1th the Con9reu, to 
reallocate funds currently in the De fen .. hud9e t to pen.it us to 
accelerate the production of the Advanced Cruise Hiuile , I 
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would not , at t h h time , d l r•c t any incr•u• in the tota l pr09u11 
procurement, but ra t he r e11tablish • lllOn e ff icient production 

!~~~t~~~!t~~~i:~:• :0~o~~! ~~~u:~~e~tu t he .1v11il11 bil ity of 

Ilflpllc11tion11 for th• Future. In 1ddrening U. S . deploya1ent. 
1dlo11tones a• they occur on 11 case-by- c•H ba111s. wa lflUSt look 
primarily t o th11 fu t ure ra t her than th11 put . In i111plement1ng 
the judgments tlllt I llave ju11 t ou tlined, we sllould full y 
recognize tllat , while our po licy r em•in1 unde r con1tan t r eview, 
we will fa ce tile ne xt proqnrN'!hltic 11ile1 ton11 near tile end of this 
year as t il e lllst U.S . lle&vy bomber is ..odltied for cruiu 
mlsdlec& r ria911 . """' 

By tllat late-1986 milestone, th• Soviet Union will llave llad 
" bout one and one-llalf Y"•rs to demonstrate by dee ds its duire 
to join us in utablishinq & truly mutual f r amework of int11 rl111 
re 1 t r 11int , Ah o, unde r curre nt U. S. phn1, we will not hav• •n 
older POSEIDON readily available due for schedule d r e tirement at 
th•t particular time . The condition• that are a 11soc iated with 
thh oiilutone ln hte 1986 will be s19n i!icantly different than 
those !aced u the NEVADA beqins $ ell trhh . W ' 

Wh "' n w"' approach the conversion of the l)l s t U.S . heavy 
bomber to crui 111 mis.tie carriage, near the end of thi1 year, 
under tha SALT II lllfli t of 1)20 t ota l IURVed delivery 1ystea1, 
the U.S . would either have to halt the conversion o f U.S. huvy 
bomber• o r to take e Ktraordinary action to be9in dismantlf>l'lent o f 
one of o ur MINUTEMAN III ICBM si lo11 o r one of o ur cruise-minlle 
ca rryln9 hea vy bOfl\bftrs i or yet a nothe r POSEIDON subfllarine. Some 
ot these alternatives may be unavailabl• o r invo lve the 1011 of 
badly needed ll!llltary capabilities. In 1hort, significantly 
increased "'illtary cost1 will come directly to bear at that 
point. ~ 

The UnltedStateshas eKercised conllderablero1traintin 
the face of Soviet behavior. Itshouldberecoqnizedclearly,by 
all concerned, that I can not prudently continue d ismantling U.S. 
s y s t em1 If the criteria, which I outlined In June, 1985, an no t 
lll<!t before the • ll•stone associated with the conve rsion of the 
l)lst U.S . heavy bo.Wer to cruise •inlle c11r r ia9e is reached . 
I st•te t his 111 a s imple fact, not Ill a n ultimatum. 
Acknowle d9in9 it directly now Is nece ssary to e nsure that none 
miss the implications o f the ac tions I a .. prepared to take u the 
NEVADA ent ers sea t rial s . It also provides both st r o n9 military 
and political incentives to the Soviet Union to join u s in 

~!!!~!! s~!~9p~:~e!~!~r!~u~~=~ew~of t ruly mutu.t rntraint thn 

Conclu1ions . The United State s hu been eKeroistng , and 
will con tinue to 11 Kercise, greater restrain t than the Soviet 
Union in ll>Odernidn9 its nuclear deterrent. Rowe ver, we will 
take those actions needed to provide sufficient, lllOdern fo rces to 

._....SSIFIED 



UNCLASSIREC UN(.;lASS/FJEC 

In J11ne. 1985, I cOIMlitted to 90 th• utra 111ile, dism.antlinq 
a POSEIDON submarine, to qlve the Soviet Union adequate t ime to 
t ake the 1tep1 neceau ry to join 111 in e1tabll1hi n9 a mutu•l 
t rallM!!work of interi111 re1tnlnt, It h 11y jud9111ent that, in light 
of the circumsunce1 I have described, we should unde rtake the 
i1111r1ediate responses outlined above, The end of the " l!~ tra mile" 
le now in viev if the Soviet Un ion does not take the positive 
steps required . We muat , toqether with our fri ends •nd allies , 

!!~!.!:~;. r~!!:rv:":t~;!1:.n ~ Soviet Union to take the 
~}~hi~~.o~!if:l~~"Pu!q~!~~~d iny June, 1'85, dedslon docu111en t 

"I flnaly believe that if we are to put tlle u·1111 reduction 
proce1s on a fir•, lastinq foundation, our focus .,uat re .... in 
on !lla ldnq beat 11•• of the promln provided by the curren tly 
on9oln9 ne9otiatlons in Geneva. The pollcy outllned above 
involvin9 the e1tabll1h...,nt o f an lnteri,. framevork for 
truly mutual restral nt and proportionat" U.S. response to 
uncorrected Sovie t noncompliance is 1peclflcally desi9ned to 
go the extra mile in giving th• Soviet Union the oppor tunity 
to joi n ua in thl• endeavor. Hy hope is tht if the Sovleu 
will do so, we will jolntly be "ble to '""ke proqren in 
framin9equit.,bleandveri f iableagreement1involvin9rea l 
reduction• i n the she of exiatin9 nuclear "rsen.,ls throu9h 
the ongoinq G"neva negotiations. Such "n achlevem.,nt would 
not only provide the best "nd most parmanant c on11traint on 
the 9rowth of nuclear arsenals, but it would beqin the 
process of reducin9 the si ze of theH aruna l s .• ~ 

Time has not llltered the basic truth of this stltement. 
Even if the Soviet Union does chooH to join with us in 
eatablishing such a framevork of truly .. utual restraint, as I 
ho pe that they do , this hat best an interim step . Jt is not a 
subs titute foranaqreementondeepreductionsinoffenlive 
nucleararme. Achieving suchreduct ionshasrecelved, ind 
continues to r eceive, my hi9hes t p riority. fe<, 

It rem1ins my hope the Soviet Union will tlke the necessa ry 
s t e p s to give subs tance to th• a9reeOlf!nt I reached with Cener1l 
S"cre tary Gor bachev in Geneva to negotiate 50 percent reductions 
in nuc l ear arms, appropriately applie d, and an interim "q reem., nt 
on intermedi1te-ran9e nuclear"""'· If tha Soviets take thoH 
~~f~'. t~her we can achieve qreate r 1t1bility and a sa fer 

:n:~~~~~~ I: ~~~~ii~!:tin ~~e 9;!~:;~:p~: !~v~~nt;~~s 0!uidance 
does not include a ny d iacussion ot the i u ue of e ncryption. I 
have revl ewed the recomme ndations 1nade by the Se nior -'nns Control 

~SSIFIEO :0E:(0~'2':;f= 
UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
'JNCLASSIFJEO 

Group on t his iuue , " nd I approve thos e r e commend .. tions. ):ti(; 
TheU . S ,willcontinuetopres stheSovie tstoresolve our 

le9itimate concerna and to cea s e the ir encryption puctices which 
impede U.S . ve rification o! compliance . However , we will not 
di s cu ss the option of the e ncryption o! U.S . b"llistic sy s t e ms "s 
.;.rro9rall'llll" ticre s pon set0Sovietnon-complianceinthi s area. 
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