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interceptors the Soviet Galosh ABM-l and the U.S. Spartan 

and Sprint, but would not include anti-aircraft systems 

such as the Soviet SA-l through SA-6 and the U.S. Nike­

Hercules and Hawk. /See paragraph IV.B.l.e~/ 

d. Radars would be limited as follows: 

(1) Within an agreed period of time after 

the agreement came into effect, and under agreed procedures, 

the Soviet Union would dismantle the Dog House radar at Naro 

Fominsk, the radar under construction at Chekhov, and the 

Try Add radar complexes round Moscow, as well as any similar 

radars for any ABM system (other than R&D radars permitted 

under paragraph IV.B.2.a). (For Henhouse-type radars, see 

paragraph IV.B.2.d.(2).) The U.S. would cancel deployment 

of the Safeguard system, and, under agreed procedures, 

dismantle or destroy any radar facilities (other than R&D 

radars permitted under para. IV.B.2.a.) for any ABM system 

already deployed or under construction, subject to possible 

retention of certain PAR-type radars under paragraph 

IV.B.l.d.(2). Radars would be dismantled by d~sassembly 
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such activities as any use of SAMs to intercept an RV, any 

flight-testing of SAMs to altitudes significantly higher 

than those attainable by aircraft or flight-testing of SAMs 

in association with ABM radars, including R&D radars. 

3.	 Verification 

Verification wold be provided by national means, 

facilitated by and in conjunction with corollary limitations 

and cooperative measures agreed upon. 

v.	 Research, Development, Testing, Training, and Space 
Launchers 

Missile launchers and platforms for research, deve1op­

ment, testing, evaluation, and training with respect to all 

strategic offensive missile systems, and for space missions 

would be permitted, but their total number on each side 

could not exceed an agreed limit of 160 launchers (in excess 

of the 1900 limit and the 1710 subtotal). The launchers 

counted against this limit would include all launchers at 

R&D test ranges and facilities, launchers on "test-bed" 
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submarines and surface ships, and training launchers at 

operational sites. (Heavy bombers used for training would, 

however, count as operational heavy bombers.) For ABM R&D, 

see IV.A.2.a. and IV.B.2.a.) 

VI. Heavy Bombers and Defenses against Them 

See Section I with respect to heavy bombers. As previ­

ously indicated, there would be no limitations on SAM systems 

in their air defense role as such. , 

VII.	 MRVs/MIRVs 

There would be no limitations on MRVs/MIRVs. 

VIII. Verification, COilsultation, and Duration 

A. Verification of a SALT agreement comprising the 

above provisions would be accomplished by a combination of 

reliance upon national means and the provision of corollary 

limitations and cooperative measures designed to make the 

overall restrictions compatible with national verification 

capabilities. 
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There would be an understanding not to interfere with 

national means of verification, defined broadly as technical 

information collection systems necessary for verifying compli­

ance with the agreement operating outside the national terri­

tory of the other state, or to undertake deliberate conceal­

ment measures which could impede the effectiveness of national 

means in verifying compliance with the agreement. The pro­

hibition on deliberate concealment measures would not require 

changes in present U.S. or Soviet practices. 

B. The agreement would also provide for consultations 

on issues arising out of the provisions of the agreement. 

A standing Joint Commission would be established to provide 

a forum in which the parties could: 

1. Receive timely notice of certain deployments of 

which advance notification is required in the agreement; 

2. Raise issues about compliance and verification. 

Selective direct observation could be offered or requested 

as a way to check on some ambiguous situation; 
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3. Discuss possibly necessary or useful adjustments 

within the framework of the agreement; and 

4. Consider basic changes in the strategic situation 

(including third-country developments). 

C. The agreement would: 

1. Involve an understanding that neither side would 

seek to crrcumvent the provisions and effectiveness of the 

agreement through a third country. 

2. Include a clause providing for withdrawal in the 

event either party decided its supreme national interests 

were threatened by continued adherence. 

3. Contain provisions for consultations in the event 

of suspected violations or basic changes in the strategic 

situation (including third-country developments). 

4. Be made subject to formal review at fixed periods 

(for example, for five years). This would create an oppor­

tunity for joint consideration of any changed circumstances, 
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for modification of the agreement if deemed advisable, 

and for reaffirmation. This review would also permit 

withdrawal without having to charge the other side with 

violation or to invoke supreme national interest. 
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