TELEGRAM H{;U 1

SECRET IMMEDIATE

SECRET

DEDIP

IMMEDIATE TEL AVIV PLEASE ARRANGE DESK BY TIME

FROM DUTY CLERK, 10 DOWNING STREET.

FOLLOWING FOR POWELL, PRIME MINISTER'S PARTY, TEL AVIV.

BEGINS

DEAR PRIME MINISTER,

THE PRESIDENT HAS ASKED ME TO DELIVER THE ENCLOSED
LETTER TODAY. SIMILAR LETTERS ARE BEING SENT TO OTHER
ALLIES AND CLOSE FRIENDS.

THE PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENT CONTAINED WITHIN THE LETTER
WILL BE RELEASED IN WASHINGTON ON TUESDAY, MAY 27,

AT 2.00 P.M. EASTERN DAYLIGHT TIME. WE HAVE BEEN
ASKED TO STRESS THE IMPORTANCE OF PROTECTING THE
CONFIDENTIALITY OF THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN
UNTIL THAT TIME.

WITH BEST WISHES,
CHARLES H. PRICE, II.
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SECRET

Embassy of the United States of America

London

May 26, 1986

Dear Prime Minister:

The President has asked me to deliver the enclosed letter
today. Similar letters are being sent to other Allies and

close friends.

The Presidential statement contained within the letter
will be released in Washington on Tuesday, May 27, at 2:00 p.m.
Eastern Daylight Time. We have been asked to stress the
importance of protecting the confidentiality of the information

contained herein until that time.

With best wishes.

Sincerely,
# -?r //é‘./'f_-/l"/f_./xf euiif 7'4q__‘

Charles H. Price, I1
Ambassador

Enclosure

The Rt. Honorable Margaret Thatcher, M.P.
Prime Minister
Number 10 Downing Street,
London, SW1
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I have now completed a review of our interim restraint
policy and of responses to the continuing pattern of Soviet
non-compliance with arms control agreements. Our consultations
have been extremely valuable in helping me to arrive at a
difficult decision.

Dear Margaret:

As I pointed out in my letter on this subject last month, I
can only conclude that the Soviet Union has not, as yet, taken
those actions that would indicate a readiness to join us in an
interim framework of truly mutual restraint. At the same time,
I have also considered the programmatic options available to
the U.S. in terms of their overall net impact on U.S. and
Allied security.

I have decided as follows:

- In view of present circumstances, including current
military and economic realities, I have directed that two older
Poseidon submarines will be retired and dismantled, rather than
refurbished, when the eighth Trident submarine, USS Nevada,
begins sea trials later this month.

- The most essential near-term response to Soviet non-
compliance remains the implementation of our full strategic
modernization program, to underwrite deterrence today, and the
continued pursuit of the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI)
research program, to see if it is possible to provide a safer
and more stable basis for the future security of the United
States and our Allies.

- I have initiated a study of the best options for a
comprehensive program to restore both the survivability and
effectiveness of our ICBMs. This will include full deployment
of the Peacekeeper, and will also look forward toward additional
U.S. ICBM requirements, including the small ICBM, to complement

the Peacekeeper.

- I have directed acceleration of the Advanced Cruise
Missile program in order to establish a more efficient
production rate that would save money and accelerate the
availability of future options.

- In the future, the United States must base its decisions
regarding its strategic forces structure on the nature and
magnitude of the threat posed by Soviet strategic forces, and
not on standards contained in a flawed treaty which was never
ratified, which would have expired if it had been ratified, and
which has been seriously violated by the Soviet Union.
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- Since the United States will retire and dismantle two
Poseidon submarines this summer, we will remain technically in
observance of the terms of the SALT II Treaty until the U.S.
equips its 131lst B-52 heavy bomber for cruise missile carriage
near the end of this year. However, given the decision that I
have been forced to make, I intend at that time to continue
deployment of U.S. B~52 heavy bombers with cruise missiles
beyond the 131st aircraft without dismantling additional U.S.
systems as compensation under the terms of SALT II in response
to Soviet violations. Should the Soviet Union use this time to
take the constructive steps necessary to alter the current
situation, we will certainly take this into account.

We will continue to exercise the utmost restraint, while
protecting our strategic deterrence, in order to help foster
the necessary atmosphere for significant reductions in the
strategic arsenals of both sides. The United States will not
deploy more strategic nuclear delivery vehicles than the Soviet
Union. Furthermore, the United States will not deploy more
strategic ballistic missile warheads than the Soviet Union.

The decisions I have taken do not affect our obligations
under the ABM Treaty. U.S. programs are and will continue to
be in compliance with those obligations. We remain deeply
concerned about Soviet violations of the ABM Treaty and will
continue our efforts to get the Soviets to comply fully with
its undertakings. I would appreciate your continued support in
this endeavor.

My highest priority remains the achievement of deep,
equitable, and verifiable reductions in offensive nuclear
arms. I am convinced that near-term progress will be possible
if the Soviets apply themselves to a serious, confidential
negotiating process in Geneva and carry out the commitment made
by Mr. Gorbachev and myself at the November summit to build
upon areas of common ground.

Attached is a statement I plan to make on Tuesday, May 27,
explaining in detail my decision and the reasons for it.
Please protect the confidentiality of this statement until it
is released in Washington.

Again, I want you to know how much I value our consultations
on this vital issue, I look forward to continuing this process
as we consider this and other issues of central importance to
our collective security. Toward this end, I am asking
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Ambassador Paul Nitze to visit Europe next month to continue
our consultations on Soviet non-compliance and its implications
for western security and the arms control process.

Sincerely,
/s/

Ronald Reagan
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PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENT ON INTERIM RESTRAINT
MAY 27, 1986

ON THE EVE OF THE STRATEGIC ARMS REDUCTION TALKS (START) IN
1982, I DECIDED THAT THE UNITED STATES WOULD NOT UNDERCUT THE
EXPIRED SALT I INTERIM OFFENSIVE AGREEMENT OR THE UNRATIFIED
SALT II AGREEMENT AS LONG AS THE SOVIET UNION EXERCISED EQUAL
RESTRAINT. I TOOK THIS ACTION, DESPITE MY CONCERNS ABOUT THE
FLAWS INHERENT IN THOSE AGREEMENTS, TO FOSTER AN ATMOSPHERE OF
MUTUAL RESTRAINT CONDUCIVE TO SERIOUS NEGOTIATIONS ON ARMS
REDUCTIONS., I MADE CLEAR THAT OUR POLICY REQUIRED RECIPROCITY
AND THAT IT MUST NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT OUR NATIONAL SECURITY
INTERESTS IN THE FACE OF THE CONTINUING SOVIET MILITARY BUILDUP.

LAST JUNE, I REVIEWED THE STATUS OF U.S. INTERIM RESTRAINT
POLICY. I FOUND THAT THE UNITED STATES HAD FULLY KEPT ITS PART
OF THE BARGAIN., AS I HAVE DOCUMENTED IN THREE DETAILED REPORTS
TO THE CONGRESS, THE SOVIET UNION, REGRETTABLY, HAS NOT. I
NOTED THAT THE PATTERN OF SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THEIR
EXISTING ARMS CONTROL COMMITMENTS INCREASINGLY AFFECTED OUR
NATIONAL SECURITY. THIS PATTERN ALSO RAISED FUNDAMENTAL
CONCERNS ABOUT THE INTEGRITY OF THE ARMS CONTROL PROCESS
ITSELF. ONE SIMPLY CANNOT BE SERIOUS ABOUT EFFECTIVE ARMS
CONTROL UNLESS ONE IS EQUALLY SERIOUS ABOUT COMPLIANCE.

IN SPITE OF THE REGRETTABLE SOVIET RECORD, I CONCLUDED AT
THAT TIME THAT IT REMAINED IN THE INTEREST OF THE UNITED STATES
AND ITS ALLIES TO TRY, ONCE MORE, TO ESTABLISH AN INTERIM
FRAMEWORK OF TRULY MUTUAL RESTRAINT ON STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS
AS WE PURSUED, WITH RENEWED VIGOR, OUR OBJECTIVE OF DEEP
REDUCTIONS IN EXISTING U.S. AND SOVIET NUCLEAR ARSENALS THROUGH
THE GENEVA NEGOTIATIONS. THEREFORE, I UNDERTOOK TO GO THE
EXTRA MILE, DISMANTLING A POSEIDON SUBMARINE, USS SAM RAYBURN,
TO GIVE THE SOVIET UNION ADDITIONAL TIME TO TAKE THE STEPS
NECESSARY TO JOIN US IN ESTABLISHING AN INTERIM FRAMEWORK OF
MUTUAL RESTRAINT. HOWEVER, I MADE IT CLEAR THAT, AS SUBSEQUENT
U.S. DEPLOYMENT MILESTONES WERE REACHED, I WOULD ASSESS THE
OVERALL SITUATION AND DETERMINE FUTURE U.S. ACTIONS ON A
CASE-BY-CASE BASIS IN LIGHT OF SOVIET BEHAVIOR IN EXERCISING
RESTRAINT COMPARABLE TO OUR OWN, CORRECTING THEIR NON-
COMPLIANCE, REVERSING THEIR UNWARRANTED MILITARY BUILD-UP, AND
SERIOUSLY PURSUING EQUITABLE AND VERIFIABLE ARMS REDUCTION

AGREEMENTS.

LATER THIS MONTH, THE 8TH TRIDENT SUBMARINE, USS NEVADA,
BEGINS SEA TRIALS. IN ACCORDANCE WITH OUR ANNOUNCED POLICY,
HAVE ASSESSED OUR OPTIONS WITH RESPECT TO THAT MILESTONE. 1
HAVE CONSIDERED SOVIET BEHAVIOR SINCE MY JUNE 1985 DECISION,
AND U.S. AND ALLIED SECURITY INTERESTS IN LIGHT OF BOTH THAT
BEHAVIOR AND OUR PROGRAMMATIC OPTIONS. THE SITUATION IS NOT

ENCOURAGING.




WHILE WE HAVE SEEN SOME MODEST INDICATIONS OF IMPROVEMENT
IN ONE OR TWO AREAS OF U.S. CONCERN, THERE HAS BEEN NO REAL
PROGRESS TOWARD MEETING U.S. CONCERNS WITH RESPECT TO THE
GENERAL PATTERN OF SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE WITH MAJOR ARMS
CONTROL COMMITMENTS, PARTICULARLY IN THOSE AREAS OF MOST
OBVIOUS AND DIRECT SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THE SALT AND ABM
AGREEMENTS. THE KRASNOYARSK RADAR REMAINS A CLEAR VIOLATION.
THE DEPLOYMENT OF THE SS-25, A FORBIDDEN SECOND NEW ICBM TYPE,
CONTINUES APACE. THE SOVIET UNION CONTINUES TO ENCRYPT
TELEMETRY ASSOCIATED WITH ITS BALLISTIC MISSILE TESTING IN A
MANNER WHICH IMPEDES VERIFICATION. WE SEE NO ABATEMENT OF THE
SOVIET STRATEGIC FORCE BUILD=-UP. FINALLY, SINCE THE GENEVA
SUMMIT, WE HAVE YET TO SEE THE SOVIETS FOLLOW UP CONSTRUCTIVELY
ON THE COMMITMENT MADE IN THE JOINT STATEMENT ISSUED BY GENERAL
SECRETARY GORBACHEV AND MYSELF TO ACHIEVE EARLY PROGRESS, IN
PARTICULAR IN AREAS WHERE THERE IS COMMON GROUND, INCLUDING THE
PRINCIPLE OF 50 PERCENT REDUCTIONS IN THE STRATEGIC NUCLEAR
ARMS OF BOTH COUNTRIES, APPROPRIATELY APPLIED, AS WELL AS THE
IDEA OF AN INTERIM AGREEMENT ON INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR
FORCES (INF).

BASED ON SOVIET BEHAVIOR SINCE MY JUNE 1985 DECISION, I CAN
ONLY CONCLUDE THAT THE SOVIET UNION HAS NOT, AS YET, TAKEN
THOSE ACTIONS THAT WOULD INDICATE ITS READINESS TO JOIN US IN
AN INTERIM FRAMEWORK OF TRULY MUTUAL RESTRAINT. AT THE SAME
TIME, I HAVE ALSO CONSIDERED THE PROGRAMMATIC OPTIONS AVAILABLE
TO THE U,S. IN TERMS OF THEIR OVERALL NET IMPACT ON U.S. AND
ALLIED SECURITY.

WHEN I ISSUED GUIDANCE ON U.S. POLICY ON JUNE 10, 1985, THE
MILITARY PLANS AND PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986 WERE ABOUT TO
BE IMPLEMENTED. THE AMOUNT OF FLEXIBILITY THAT ANY NATION HAS
IN THE NEAR TERM FOR ALTERING ITS PLANNING IS MODEST AT BEST.
OUR MILITARY PLANNING WILL TAKE MORE TIME TO MOVE OUT FROM
UNDER THE SHADOW OF PREVIOUS ASSUMPTIONS, ESPECIALLY IN THE
BUDGETARY CONDITIONS WHICH WE NOW FACE. THESE BUDGETARY
CONDITIONS MAKE IT ESSENTIAL THAT WE MAKE THE VERY BEST
POSSIBLE USE OF OUR RESOURCES.

THE UNITED STATES HAD LONG PLANNED TO RETIRE AND DISMANTLE
TWO OF THE OLDEST POSEIDON SUBMARINES WHEN THEIR REACTOR CORES
WERE EXHAUSTED. HAD I BEEN PERSUADED THAT REFUELING AND
RETAINING THESE TWO POSEIDON SUBMARINES WOULD HAVE CONTRIBUTED
SIGNIFICANTLY AND COST-EFFECTIVELY TO THE NATIONAL SECURITY, 1
WOULD HAVE DIRECTED THAT THESE TWO POSEIDON SUBMARINES NOT BE
DISMANTLED, BUT BE OVERHAULED AND RETAINED. HOWEVER, IN VIEW
OF PRESENT CIRCUMSTANCES, INCLUDING CURRENT MILITARY AND
ECONOMIC REALITIES, I HAVE DIRECTED THEIR RETIREMENT AND
DISMANTLEMENT AS PLANNED, RATHER THAN TO REFURBISH THEM.




AS PART OF THE SAME DECISION LAST JUNE, I ALSO ANNOUNCED
THAT WE WOULD TAKE APPROPRIATE AND PROPORTIONATE RESPONSES WHEN
NEEDED TO PROTECT OUR OWN SECURITY IN THE FACE OF CONTINUING
SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE. IT IS MY VIEW THAT CERTAIN STEPS ARE
NOW REQUIRED BY CONTINUED SOVIET DISREGARD OF THEIR
OBLIGATIONS.

NEEDLESS TO SAY, THE MOST ESSENTIAL NEAR-TERM RESPONSE TO
SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE REMAINS THE IMPLEMENTATION OF OUR FULL
STRATEGIC MODERNIZATION PROGRAM, TO UNDERWRITE DETERRENCE
TODAY, AND THE CONTINUED PURSUIT OF THE STRATEGIC DEFENSE
INITIATIVE (SDI) RESEARCH PROGRAM, TO SEE IF IT IS POSSIBLE TO
PROVIDE A SAFER AND MORE STABLE BASIS FOR OUR FUTURE SECURITY
AND THAT OF OUR ALLIES. THE STRATEGIC MODERNIZATION PROGRAM,
INCLUDING THE DEPLOYMENT OF THE SECOND 50 PEACEKEEPER MISSILES,
IS THE FOUNDATION FOR ALL FUTURE U.S. OFFENSIVE FORCE OPTIONS.
IT PROVIDES A SOLID BASIS WHICH CAN AND WILL BE ADJUSTED OVER
TIME TO RESPOND MOST EFFICIENTLY TO CONTINUED SOVIET NON=-
COMPLIANCE. THE SDI PROGRAM REPRESENTS OUR BEST HOPE FOR A
FUTURE IN WHICH OUR SECURITY CAN REST ON THE INCREASING
CONTRIBUTION OF DEFENSIVE SYSTEMS THAT THREATEN NO ONE.

IT IS ABSOLUTELY ESSENTIAL THAT WE MAINTAIN FULL SUPPORT
FOR THESE PROGRAMS. TO FAIL TO DO SO WOULD BE THE WORST
RESPONSE TO SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE. IT WOULD IMMEDIATELY AND
SERIOUSLY UNDERCUT OUR NEGOTIATORS IN GENEVA BY REMOVING THE
LEVERAGE THAT THEY MUST HAVE TO NEGOTIATE EQUITABLE REDUCTIONS
IN BOTH U.S. AND SOVIET FORCES. IT WOULD SEND PRECISELY THE
WRONG SIGNAL TO THE LEADERSHIP OF THE SOVIET UNION ABOUT THE
SERIOUSNESS OF OUR RESOLVE CONCERNING THEIR NON-COMPLIANCE.
AND, IT WOULD SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE THE RISK TO OUR SECURITY
FOR YEARS TO COME. THEREFORE, OUR HIGHEST PRIORITY MUST REMAIN
THE FULL IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE PROGRAMS.

SECONDLY, THE DEVELOPMENT BY THE SOVIET UNION OF ITS
MASSIVE ICBM FORCES CONTINUES TO CHALLENGE SERIOUSLY THE
ESSENTIAL BALANCE WHICH HAS DETERRED BOTH CONFLICT AND
COERCION. LAST JUNE, I CITED THE SOVIET UNION'S SS-25 MISSILE,
A SECOND NEW TYPE OF ICBM PROHIBITED UNDER THE SALT II
AGREEMENT, AS A CLEAR AND IRREVERSIBLE VIOLATION. WITH THE
NUMBER OF DEPLOYED SS-25 MOBILE ICBMS GROWING, I NOwW CALL UPON
THE CONGRESS TO RESTORE BIPARTISAN SUPPORT FOR A BALANCED, COST-
EFFECTIVE, LONG-TERM PROGRAM TO RESTORE BOTH THE SURVIVABILITY
AND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE U.S. ICBM PROGRAM. THIS PROGRAM
SHOULD INCLUDE THE FULL DEPLOYMENT OF THE 100 PEACEKEEPER ICBMS.




BUT IT MUST ALSO LOOK BEYOND THE PEACEKEEPER AND TOWARD
ADDITIONAL U.S. ICBM REQUIREMENTS IN THE FUTURE INCLUDING THE
SMALL ICBM TO COMPLEMENT PEACEKEEPER. THEREFORE, I HAVE
DIRECTED THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TO PROVIDE TO ME BY
NOVEMBER, 1986, AN ASSESSMENT OF THE BEST OPTIONS FOR CARRYING
OUT SUCH A COMPREHENSIVE ICBM PROGRAM. THIS ASSESSMENT WILL
ADDRESS SPECIFIC ALTERNATIVE CONFIGURATIONS FOR THE SMALL ICBM
IN TERMS OF SIZE, NUMBER OF WARHEADS, AND PRODUCTION RATES.

FINALLY, I HAVE ALSO DIRECTED THAT THE ADVANCED CRUISE
MISSILE PROGRAM BE ACCELERATED. THIS WOULD NOT DIRECT ANY
INCREASE IN THE TOTAL PROGRAM PROCUREMENT AT THIS TIME, BUT
RATHER WOULD ESTABLISH A MORE EFFICIENT PROGRAM THAT BOTH SAVES
MONEY AND ACCELERATES THE AVAILABILITY OF ADDITIONAL OPTIONS
FOR THE FUTURE.

THIS BRINGS US TO THE QUESTION OF THE SALT II TREATY.
SALT II WAS A FUNDAMENTALLY FLAWED AND UNRATIFIED TREATY. EVEN
IF RATIFIED, IT WOULD HAVE EXPIRED ON DECEMBER 31, 1985. WHEN
PRESENTED TO THE U.S. SENATE IN 1979, IT WAS CONSIDERED BY A
BROAD RANGE OF CRITICS, INCLUDING THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES
COMMITTEE, TO BE UNEQUAL AND UNVERIFIABLE IN IMPORTANT
PROVISIONS. IT WAS, THEREFORE, JUDGED BY MANY TO BE INIMICAL
TO GENUINE ARMS CONTROL, TO THE SECURITY INTERESTS OF THE
UNITED STATES AND ITS ALLIES, AND TO GLOBAL STABILITY. THE
PROPOSED TREATY WAS CLEARLY HEADED FOR DEFEAT BEFORE MY
PREDECESSOR ASKED THE SENATE NOT TO ACT ON IT.

THE MOST BASIC PROBLEM WITH SALT II WAS THAT IT CODIFIED
MAJOR ARMS BUILDUPS RATHER THAN REDUCTIONS. FOR EXAMPLE, EVEN
THOUGH AT THE TIME THE TREATY WAS SIGNED IN 1979, THE U.S. HAD,
AND ONLY PLANNED FOR, 550 MIRVED ICBM LAUNCHERS, AND THE SOVIET
UNION POSSESSED ONLY ABOUT 600, SALT II PERMITTED EACH SIDE TO
INCREASE THE NUMBER OF SUCH LAUNCHERS TO 820. IT ALSO PERMITTED
A BUILD-UP TO 1,200 MIRVED BALLISTIC LAUNCHERS (BOTH ICBMS AND
SLBMS) EVEN THOUGH THE U.S. HAD ONLY ABOUT 1,050 AND THE SOVIET
UNION HAD ONLY ABOUT 750 WHEN THE TREATY WAS SIGNED. IT
PERMITTED THE SOVIET UNION TO RETAIN ALL OF ITS HEAVY BALLISTIC
MISSILES. FINALLY, IT LIMITED BALLISTIC MISSILE LAUNCHERS, NOT
THE MISSILES OR THE WARHEADS CARRIED BY THE BALLISTIC MISSILES.
SINCE THE SIGNING OF SALT II, SOVIET BALLISTIC MISSILE FORCES
HAVE GROWN TO WITHIN A FEW LAUNCHERS OF EACH OF THE 820 AND
1,200 MIRVED LIMITS, AND FROM ABOUT 7,000 TO OVER 9,000
WARHEADS TODAY. WHAT IS WORSE, GIVEN THE INEFFECTIVENESS OF
SALT II IN CONSTRAINING BALLISTIC MISSILE WARHEADS, THE NUMBER
OF WARHEADS ON SOVIET BALLISTIC MISSILES WILL CONTINUE TO GROW
VERY SIGNIFICANTLY, EVEN UNDER THE TREATY'S LIMITS, IN THE
CONTINUED ABSENCE OF SOVIET RESTRAINT.




IN 1982, ON THE EVE OF THE START NEGOTIATIONS, I UNDERTOOK
NOT TO UNDERCUT EXISTING ARMS CONTROL AGREEMENTS TO THE EXTENT
THAT THE SOVIET UNION DEMONSTRATED COMPARABLE RESTRAINT.
UNFORTUNATELY, THE SOVIET UNION DID NOT EXERCISE COMPARABLE
RESTRAINT, AND UNCORRECTED SOVIET VIOLATIONS HAVE UNDERCUT THE
SALT II TREATY. LAST JUNE, I ONCE AGAIN LAID OUT OUR LEGITIMATE
CONCERNS BUT DECIDED TO GO THE EXTRA MILE, DISMANTLING A
POSEIDON SUBMARINE, NOT TO COMPLY WITH OR ABIDE BY A FLAWED AND
UNRATIFIED TREATY, BUT RATHER TO GIVE THE SOVIET UNION ONE MORE
CHANCE AND ADDITIONAL, ADEQUATE TIME TO TAKE THE STEPS
NECESSARY TO JOIN US IN ESTABLISHING AN INTERIM FRAMEWORK OF
TRULY MUTUAL RESTRAINT. THE SOVIET UNION HAS NOT USED THE PAST
YEAR FOR THIS PURPOSE. GIVEN THIS SITUATION, I HAVE DETERMINED
THAT, IN THE FUTURE, THE UNITED STATES MUST BASE DECISIONS
REGARDING ITS STRATEGIC FORCE STRUCTURE ON THE NATURE AND
MAGNITUDE OF THE THREAT POSED BY SOVIET STRATEGIC FORCES, AND
NOT ON STANDARDS CONTAINED IN A FLAWED TREATY WHICH WAS NEVER
RATIFIED, WHICH WOULD HAVE EXPIRED IF IT HAD BEEN RATIFIED,
AND, IN ADDITION, WHICH HAS BEEN VIOLATED BY THE SOVIET UNION.

SINCE THE UNITED STATES WILL RETIRE AND DISMANTLE TWO
POSEIDON SUBMARINES THIS SUMMER, WE WILL REMAIN TECHNICALLY IN
OBSERVANCE OF THE TERMS OF THE SALT II TREATY UNTIL THE U.S.
EQUIPS ITS 131ST B-52 HEAVY BOMBER FOR CRUISE MISSILE CARRIAGE
NEAR THE END OF THIS YEAR. HOWEVER, GIVEN THE DECISION THAT I
HAVE BEEN FORCED TO MAKE, I INTEND AT THAT TIME TO CONTINUE
DEPLOYMENT OF U,S, B-52 HEAVY BOMBERS WITH CRUISE MISSILES
BEYOND THE 131ST AIRCRAFT AS AN APPROPRIATE RESPONSE WITHOUT
DISMANTLING ADDITIONAL U.S., SYSTEMS AS COMPENSATION UNDER THE
TERMS OF THE SALT II TREATY. OF COURSE, SINCE WE WILL REMAIN
IN TECHNICAL COMPLIANCE WITH THE TERMS OF THE EXPIRED SALT II
TREATY FOR SOME MONTHS, 1 CONTINUE TO HOPE THAT THE SOVIET
UNION WILL USE THIS TIME TO TAKE THE CONSTRUCTIVE STEPS
NECESSARY TO ALTER THE CURRENT SITUATION. SHOULD THEY DO SO,
WE WILL CERTAINLY TAKE THIS INTO ACCOUNT.

THE UNITED STATES SEEKS TO MEET ITS STRATEGIC NEEDS, GIVEN
THE PAST SOVIET BUILD-UP, BY MEANS THAT MINIMIZE INCENTIVES FOR
CONTINUING SOVIET OFFENSIVE FORCE GROWTH. IN THE LONGER TERM,
THIS IS ONE OF THE MAJOR MOTIVES IN OUR PURSUIT OF THE
STRATEGIC DEFENSE INITIATIVE. AS WE MODERNIZE, WE WILL
CONTINUE TO RETIRE OLDER FORCES AS OUR NATIONAL SECURITY
REQUIREMENTS PERMIT. I DO NOT ANTICIPATE ANY APPRECIABLE
NUMERICAL GROWTH IN THE NUMBER OF U.S. STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE
FORCES. THE UNITED STATES WILL NOT DEPLOY MORE STRATEGIC
NUCLEAR DELIVERY VEHICLES THAN DOES THE SOVIET UNION.
FURTHERMORE, THE UNITED STATES WILL NOT DEPLOY MORE STRATEGIC
BALLISTIC MISSILE WARHEADS THAN DOES THE SOVIET UNION.




IN SUM, WE WILL CONTINUE TO EXERCISE THE UTMOST RESTRAINT,
WHILE PROTECTING OUR STRATEGIC DETERRENCE, IN ORDER TO HELP
FOSTER THE NECESSARY ATMOSPHERE FOR SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN
THE STRATEGIC ARSENALS OF BOTH SIDES. THIS IS THE URGENT TASK
WHICH FACES US. I CALL ON THE SOVIET UNION TO SEIZE THE
OPPORTUNITY TO JOIN US NOW IN ESTABLISHING AN INTERIM FRAMEWORK
OF TRULY MUTUAL RESTRAINT.

HOWEVER, NO POLICY OF INTERIM RESTRAINT IS A SUBSTITUTE FOR
AN AGREEMENT ON DEEP REDUCTIONS IN OFFENSIVE NUCLEAR ARMS,
PROVIDING WE CAN BE CONFIDENT OF SOVIET COMPLIANCE WITH IT.
ACHIEVING SUCH REDUCTIONS HAS RECEIVED, AND CONTINUES TO
RECEIVE, MY HIGHEST PRIORITY. I HOPE THE SOVIET UNION WILL
TO GIVE SUBSTANCE TO THE AGREEMENT I REACHED WITH GENERAL
SECRETARY GORBACHEV IN GENEVA TO ACHIEVE EARLY PROGRESS, IN
PARTICULAR IN AREAS WHERE THERE IS COMMON GROUND, INCLUDING THE
PRINCIPLE OF 50 PERCENT REDUCTIONS IN THE STRATEGIC NUCLEAR
ARMS OF BOTH COUNTRIES, APPROPRIATELY APPLIED, AS WELL AS THE
IDEA OF AN INTERIM INF AGREEMENT. IF THE SOVIET UNION DOES SO,
WE CAN TOGETHER IMMEDIATELY ACHIEVE GREATER STABILITY AND A
SAFER WORLD.







