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Attached correspondence from Mr. Hosea L. Williams 
is forwarded for your information and response. 

Thank you. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Apri 1 21 , 1982 

Dear Bob: 

Thanks for the Thooey's. I had my first 
can of beer this Saturday and it was as 
good as I had remembered it. 

The next chance you have to come to 
Washington, let's sit down and talk about 
some of the things you mentioned in your 
letter. 

In the meantime, thanks for everything you 
are doing down there. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL K. DEAVER 
Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 

The Honorable Robert Nesen 
United States Embassy 
Canberra, Australia 



EMBASSY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 





lntemational 
Communication 
Agency 
United States of America 

Washington, D. C. 20547 

Dear Mike: 

Office of the Director 

APR ! 11982 

Public pressures overseas against current U.S. security 
policies are likely to be more intense this spring than at any 
time in the past decade. As President Reagan's trip to Europe 
approaches, USICA has been developing a public affairs canpaign 
partially directed at countering negative European sentiment 
towards the U.S. on the nuclear arms reduction issue. 

Enclosed is a copy of the USICA-produced chronology of "U.S. 
Arms Reduction Initiatives from 1946-1982," which has been 
distributed to all of our 200 posts abroad to be used as a 
resource document. The chronology is also being drawn upon by 
various government officials in the preparation of a number of 
upcoming policy speeches. 

A mass distribution pairphlet on the same subject is being 
prepared in English for release to European posts prior to the 
President's trip. The pamphlet, a narrative with pictures, 
will be translated into French and Spanish and released 
worldwide shortly after the President's trip. Our Wireless 
File has been carrying overseas a variety of items on arms 
control policy. 

'Ihe Honorable 
Michael K. Deaver 
Deputy Chief of Staff and 

Assistant to the President 
'Ihe White House 

USICA 



- 2 -

'!he success of our public affairs efforts deperrls greatly on 
the degree of cooperation between USICA and other members of 
the foreign affairs apparatus during the early planning 
stages. I am happy to say that interagency cooperation and 
sensitivity to the public affairs aspect of foreign policy has 
increased steadily. 

I look forward to your continued cooperation on future public 
affairs efforts. 
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A Chronology of United 
States Arms Reduction 
Initiatives, 1946-1982 

April 1982 
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A Olronology of United Sl:.ates 

Arms Reduct.ion Initiatives, 1946 - 1982 

Intrcx:iuct.ion 

On Sept.enil:ler 11, 1945, the U.S. Secretary of War, Henry &imson, wrote 
President:. Harry s. Tnrnan a proposal for international control of atanic 
barbs: 

"If the atanic banb were rrerely another though nore devastating 
military weapon ••• it v.ould be one thing. • • But I think the banb 
instead constitutes merely a first st.ep in a new control by man 
over the forces of nature tco revolutionary and dangerous to fit. 
into the old concept.s ••• it really caps the climax of the race 
between man's grCMi.ng technical pa.ver for destructiveness and his 
psychological :J:?Oller of self-control and group control -- his noral 
i;:x:111er ••••• " 

Stimson proposed and the President authorized approaches to the Soviet. 
Union and Western Allies to seek controls over atanic weapons, to use the 
benefits of nuclear research "for camercial or humanitarian purposes." 
This led to a study and report, the "Acheson-Lilienthal Report," made 
public in March. 1946, that called for the creation of an international 
authority that v.ould hold a nonopoly over nuclear research. and developnent.. 
This in turn led to a plan presented at'.. the United Nations by American 
advisor t.o Presidents and elder st.at.esman, Bernard Baruch. 

The United St.at.es had begun an enduring search for a v.orld at peace. 

This chronology describes t.he nost import.ant milestones in that search. 
It. is canprehensive but not. all-inconclusive~ for t.he search by this nation 
has ext.ended int.o far-flung avenues. 'Ihe American effort ranged fran t.he 
early scrapping of it.s war machine and t.he return of millions of Americans 
to civilian status in a matter of nont.hs, to t.he ongoing effort. t.o grapple 
wit.h t.he nuclear genie, t.o the exploration of ways t.o prevent. nore esoteric 
and equally cx:iious fonns of warfare. 

It. is vital to understand the historical cont.ext of the chronology. 'Ihe 
United St.ates was scarcely affected by the devastation of \'brld War II. 
America possessed undlallenged econanic, teclmological and military power. 
The v.orld knew t.he irmense power of atcmic weapons. American officials 
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-were aware of Soviet research en nuclear wea.p:ms, yet felt confident of 
American strengt.h, and willing to give up the nuclear advantage in order 
t.o prevent a nuclear arms race. Despite repeated disappointments, this 
naticn has persist.Erl for the past 36 years. 

'!be negotiation process with t.he Soviet Union has not been easy. Frequently 
the Unit.Erl St.at.es has been confronted by sweeping Soviet. proposals with 
superficial appeal that left rut. import.ant safeguards, or were in fact. 
highly prejudicial to West.em interests and security. 

'Ibrooghout. the past. three decades, the United St.at.es has emphasized a 
st.ep-by-st.ep approach, ba.se:i on scientific am technological research, and 
sensitive t.o the concerns of the USSR and other stat.es. '!be United St.ates 
has also always stresse:i the need for verification, believing t.hat. without. 
such measures no arms control rceasure could be t.rust.ed. The Soviet. Union 
has o~en resisted this approach because of Soviet suspicion of any outside 
presence within the US.SR -- a fear not shared by the United States and West 
Eurcpean nations. At. times, moreover, Pinerican desires for verification 
provided the pretext. for the Soviets to slow or cease negotiations or 
port.ray the U.S. as the reluctant partner. C)liet diplanacy has not. always 
won global appeal, but it serves the long-range purpose of achieving rreaning
ful results. 

The chronology does not sh:Jw the steady buildup and rrodernization of Soviet. 
forces of all types While the USSR preached the virtues of detente. 

Also, not shONn by the chronology, but. import.ant. to note, is that fran the 
mid-1970s the American p.lblic has becare increasingly y,orried about. the 
growth and rrodernizat.ion of Soviet. forces, and Wholeheartedly supp:>rt.s the 
"dual-track" approach of inproving West.em security While renewing anns 
reduct.ion efforts. 

In sum, the chronology is a docunent of continuity, hope, disappointment., 
ingenuit. y, patience and perseverence. It offers hope that in time and 
despite the growing canplexity and danger of rrodem weapons, we can achieve 
the traditional American ideal of peace and security. 



HIGHLIGHTS OF INITIATIVES FOR ARMS REDUCTICN 
BY THE UNITED fil'ATES 

* June 14, 1946 - '!he Baruch Plan for controlling atanic weapons 

* April 16, 1953 - President Eisenhower's "Chance for Peace" proposal 

* December 8, 1953 - '!he U.S. "Atar5 for Peace" plan 

* July 21, 1955 - '!he U.S. "~n Skies" proposal 

* January 14, 1957 - Corrprehensive U.S. proposal for force limitations 

* October 25, 1958 - The unilateral suspension of U.S. nuclear tests 

* June 27, 1960 - U.S. proposal for phase-out of different types of 
forces 

* September 25, 1961 - President Kennedy's call for a:mprehensive 

disannament 

* April 18, 1961 - U.S. three-step c:onprehensive disannament prop:>sals 

* July 25, 1963 - The Treaty outlawing nuclear tests in the atrcosphere 

* January 21, 1964 - U.S. proposal for a verified freeze of nuclear 
delivery vehicles 

* August 17, 1965 - U.S. draft for a nuclear non-proliferation treaty 

* 

* 

March 18, 1969 - 'Ihe U.S. initiates study of a ban on nuclear weapons 
on the seabed 

November 17, 1969 - Beginning of Strategic Arms Limitation Talks 
between the United States and the Soviet Union 

* Noverrber 25, 1969 - U.S. renounces first-use of chemical agents and 
all nethods of biological warfare 

* N:>vember 24, 1974 - 'Ihe U.S. and USSR agree, at Vladivostok, to a 
fonnula for limiting strategic anns 

* May 26, 1975 - The U.S. and USSR sign SALT I docwnents 

* April 13, 1976 - '!be U.S. proposes the prohibition of further 
production of chemical weapons and reduction of existing stockpiles 

* March 1977 - Secretary of State Vance proposes major nuclear anns 
reductions to the USSR 

* N:>vember 18, 1981 - President Reagan's initiative for anns reduction 
and world peace 



A ClilUNOI.roY OF THE DEVEIDPMENI' OF UNITED STATES 
AIM3 REDUCT'ION INITIATIVES, 1946-1982 

June 14, 1946. Bernard M. Baruch, U.S. representative on the UN Atanic 
Energy O:mnission, suhnits detailed U.S. proposals for international 
control of atanic energy. '!he "Baruch Plan" proposed "the creation of 
an International Atanic Energy Developnent Authority, to Which should be 
entrusted all phases of the developnent and use of atanic energy, 
starting with the raw material 11 and including direct control of all 
poten~ially dan::Jerous atanic activities and licensing of all other 
atanic activities. 'lhe Authority was to be E!lllpCMered to send officials 
into states to conduct. ccnprehensive inspect.ions for violations of the 
treaty. Decisions of the Authority VJere not to be subject. to veto in the 
Security Council. 'lhe Baruch plan enphasized the fundamental U.S. 
position that. establishment of international control of atanic energy 
should precede the prcilibition of national atanic forces. 

January 20, 1953. President Eisenhower, in his first inaugural address, 
st.ates that the United St.at.es stands ready to engage with any and all 
others in a joint effort. t.o re;cove the causes of I1Ultual fear and distrust. 
arrong nations and thus t:.o na.ke possible drastic reduct.ion of anrarrents. 
The sole r~sites for lmdertaking such efforts, he continues, are 
that, in their puqx>se, they be aimed logically and honestly toward . 
secure peace for all, and that., in their result, they pr011ide net.hods by 
Which every participating nation will prove good faith in carrying out 
its pledge. 

April 16, 1953. In his major "Oiance for Peace" speech, President. 
EisenhONer prqx>ses that nations set. limits on the portion of tot.al 
proouct.ion of strategic na.terials to be devoted to military purposes. 
National military and security forces might be restricted in size either 
by a numerical limitation or by an agreed national ratio between states. 
The President suggests that the resulting savings be applied to a fund 
for \\Orld aid and reconstruct.ion. He calls for the conclusion of an 
annistice in Korea and the solution of outstanding political problems in 
Indochina, and Malaya, as well as the Austrian Treaty, peaceful 'lmification 
of Gernany and Korea, and the restoration of independence to the nations 
of Fast.em Eurq:>e. 

December 8, 1953. President Eisenhower presents to the United Nat.ions 
General Assembly his "At.ans for Peace" plan, calling for the creation of 
an international atanic-energy agency Which \\Ould receive contributions 
f ran nations holding stocks of nuclear materials and would utilize them 
for peaceful puqx>ses. 'lhe President also welocmes the General Assembly 1 s 
resolution of November 28 suggesting a Disa.nraroont Subcatmi.ttee. 
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February 18, 1954. At the Berlin Fbreign Ministers' Meeting, the United 
St.ates, the United Kingdon, France, and the Soviet Union agree t.o an 
exchange of views on disarmament or reduct.ion of arnament.s, as recamended 
by the United Nations General Assembly. 

August 30, 1954. President. Eisenhower signs the Atanic Energy Act. of 
1954, authorizing t.he exehange with at.her oountries of infonnation for 
the peaceful use of at.anic energy, and supporting the developnent. of 
camercial nuclear power. 

May 26, 1955. 'Ihe first ccrnprehensive report. of Harold Stassen, the 
Special Assist.ant. to the President. for Disa.nnarcent. is presented to the 
President. It stresses the extreme irrportance of providing against. 
surprise attack, the absolute necessity of sti?llations for an effective 
inspect.ion system in any agreement, and the role of an aerial cx:nponent 
and of scientific instrument:.s and photography in such a system. 

1. Nuclear Wea{X)ns: Neither American nor foreign scientists are 
able to devise methods for accounting carplet.ely for all past prOO.uct.ion, 
and the margin of error in known methods is beyond accept.able limits: 
there is no method that could search out clarrlestine weapons: the 
solution is control of the at.cm banb, not. visionary, unenforceable 
11 elimination. 11 

2. 'Ihe United States sh:>uld accept:. only rigidly reciprocal 
proposals • 

July 21, 1955. Meeting with the Heads of Government of France, the U.K. 
and u.s.S.R., President Eisenh:Mer makes his 11~ Skies" proposal at a 
meeting in Geneva. 'Ihe proposal would prot:.ect nations against military 
buildup and surprise at.tack. He proposes that the Soviet. Union and the 
United St.at.es agree im:nediately to exchange blueprints of their military 
establishments and to furnish each other facilities for aerial reconnaissance, 
in order to provide against surprise at.tack and as a beginning of a 
carprehensive and effective system of inspection and disarrcarnent. 

(In a letter to President. Eisenhower, Sept.ember 19, 1955, Soviet. Premier 
Bulganin, criticized t.he 11~ Skies" proposal for not. including overseas 
bases and not. oovering t.he broader need for reducing arament.s arrl 
blanket elimination of nuclear ams. lbwever Soviet. Fbreign Minister 
llblot:.ov lat.er recognized t.he genuineness of the U.S. proposal.) 

Oct.ober 11, 1955. President Eisenhower, in a letter to Bulganin, asks 
that t.he Soviets study further his "open skies" proposal and st.at.es t.he 
willingness of t.he United States to accept. a Soviet proposal for ground.
control teams if the Soviets accept. aerial inspection. (Bulganin, in a 
letter to the President., Sept.errber 19, 1955, had raised object.ions to 
the "open skies" proposal arrl advocated a control-post. system proposed 
by the u.s.s.R. on May 10.) 
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March 1, 1956. President Eisenhower, in a letter to Bulganin, adds to 
his "open skies" prcp:>sal a statemmt that the Unite:i Stat.es is prepare:i 
to \\Ork out. with at.her nations suit.able and safeguarded arrangemmts so 
that. future pra1uc.t.ion of fissionable :materials anyWhere in the \\Orld 
will no longer be used to increase the stockpiles of explosive weai;:x::>ns. 
'lhe President. imicat.es that this idea might be corrbined with his 
proposal of December 8, 1953, to furnish nuclear :materials to an inter
national agency Which \\Ould utilize them for peaceful purposes. 

March 21, 1956. 'lhe United States present.s to the U .N. Disancament 
Subcamri.ttee a prcposal for a deronstration test. area of "open skies" 
inspect.ion. 'lhe United States also prcposes irrmadiate exdhanges, for a 
test. period, of technical missions for purposes of preliminary study of 
methods of cont.rel and inspection. 

('lhe u.s.s.R. prcposai on March 24 to the Disannament Subo:mnittee the 
cessation of thent0nuclear tests, the rem:>va.l of atanic wea.p:ns fran 
Gennany, the raiuct.ion of military budgets, and the gradual reduction of 
conventional anned forces over a peria1 of t\\O years to the levels 
specified in the Soviet prcposals of May 10, 1955.) 

January 14, 1957. U.S. Aniba.ssador t:.o the United Nat.ions, Henry Cabot 
I.OOge presents the January 12 merorandum to Ca:mri.ttee I of the United 
Nat.ions General Assembly. 'lhe menorandum sets forth basic i;:x::>licy on 
disannarnent: Future nuclear prcrluction \\Ould be restricted to peaceful 
purposes under adequate inspect.ion; act.ion \\Ould be taken at a later 
stage to reduce existing stockpiles and to convert them to peaceful 
purposes; when future prcrluct.ion is effectively controlled, it will be 
possible to limit and eventually eliminate nuclear tests; first-stage 
reductions in conventional anns "WOuld limit the United States and the 
Soviet Union to 2,500,000 men and the Unite:l K:i.n:Jdcrn and France to 
750,000 men; at the same time an effective inspection system, including 
aerial reconnaissance arrl ground control, w:>uld be established; further 
reduct.ions "WOuld depend on rrajor i;:x::>litical settl~s; space~ssile 
tests "WOuld be inspect.e:l, and an international annarnent:.s agency w:>uld 
care into being at once. 

('Ihe Soviet Union on April 30, 1957 introduced partial prcposals in the 
U.N. Disa.nnam:mt. Subccmnittee. It accept.ai the January 14 u.s. force 
levels proposal, providai the Western powers agree to the second-stage 
force levels proposed by the Soviet Union on May 10, 1955. 'lhe Soviet 
Union suggested that annaments be cut by 15 percent. D.Jring the first 
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st:.age of disarmament:. an int:.ernat:.ional control organ would collect:. and 
analyze "infonna.t.ion provided by Stat.es" en their inplanent.at.ion of the 
program and would opera.t:.e control posts in the "western border regions" 
of the u.s.s.R., t:.he NA'ID and Warsaw Pact. oount:.ries, and the east.em 
Unit.ed Stat:.es. 'lbe use of nuclear weapons would be renounced and t:.est:.s 
halted at:. an -early date. 'lbe Soviet Union would still abolish foreign 
bases "within one or t.wo years", reduce foreign forces in Ge:r:many by one 
third, and reduce great:.-power forces in the NATO and Warsaw Pact. count:.ries.) 

August:. 2, 1957. Secretary of St:.at:.e D.tlles presents in the Disarmament:. 
Subcx:mnittee a Western paper proposing a ccmbined system of aerial inspect.ion 
and ground ~rol. All territory of the Unit:.ed Stat.es, the Soviet Union, 
and Canada would be opened for inspect.ion. Alternatively, there might be 
an Arctic and Bering Straits zone. If the Soviet. Unicn accepted either of 
t:.hese zones, there might also be a European zone fran longitlrles 100 
west t.o 600 east., bounded on the south by the 40!:.h parallel. '!he 
West.em powers are prepared, however, t.o discuss other proposals if the 
Soviet Union agrees t.o incllrle a significant. paI1:. of its own territory in 
t:.he furopean zone. 

August:. 21, 1957. 'Ihe President:. annotmces that. the Unit.ad Stat.es will be 
willing, as part:. of the United Stat.es proposal for a first:.-st:.ep disanrament:. 
agreerrent., t.o include a suspension of testing of nuclear weapons for a 
period of up to t.wo years under certain conditions and safeguards. 'Ihese 
include Soviet acceptance of the Unit:.ed Stat.es posit.ion that., within that. 
period, there will be init:.iat.ed a pennanent. cessation of production of 
fissionable materials for weapons purposes and installation of inspect.ion 
systems to insure performance. 'lbe President. also st.at.es that tmtil such 
a first.-st.ep arms-cont.rol agreement. canes into force, the United St.at.es 
will conduct. such nuclear test:.ing as the security of the Unit:.ed Stat.es 
requires. 

('lbe Soviet. Representative in the Disarmament:. SUbcarmit.tee on August 27 
at.tacked the West and accused the United Stat.es of designing its inspect.ion 
proposals "to com..ribute t.o the preparat:.ion of aggressive war".) 

August. 29, 1957. Fbllowing consultation with t:.he NATO allies and various 
other nations, the four West:.ern powers present:. t.o the Disarmamant. SUb
carrnit.t.ee a working paper entitled "Proposals for Partial Measures of 
Disanrament.", int.ended as "a practical, work.able plan for a start:. on 
world disannarrent.." 'lbis paper oontenplat.es a convent.ion dealing with 
the follONi.ng subjects: (1) the l.llnit.at.ion and reduct.ion of anted forces 
and annarnent.s: (2) military experrlitures: (3) nuclear weapons: (4) the 
oont.rol of fissionable material: ( 5) nuclear-weapons testing: ( 6) the 
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control of objects entering outer space; (7) safeguards against the 
possibility of surprise attack; (8) an International Control Organization; 
( 9) m::wernent of annaments; and ( 10) suspension of the convention. It is 
stated that with ratification of such an agreement., followed by h:>nest 
observance, this plan w:>uld ( 1) step all nuclear bcmb testing; ( 2) briaj 
a halt in production of nuclear-bcmb na.terials; (3) start a reduction in 
nuclear-boot> stockpiles; (4) reduce the danJers of surprise attack 
through warning systems; and ( 5) start reductions in anna:f forces arrl 
annaments. 

January 12, 1958. ReplyinJ to a letter fran Premier Bulganin December 10, 
1957 that had proposed a cessation of nuclear tests, President Eisenhower 
prq:x:>ses that an agreement be ne.de to use outer space for peaceful p..irposes 
and to cease nuclear-weap'.)ns pr<Xluction. 'lhe President also says that in 
converting nuclear-weap'.)ns stockpiles to peaceful uses the United States 
is willing to nake a "greater transfer" than the Soviet Union. 

(In a letter to the President February 1, 1958, Bulganin stated that the 
u.s.s.R. will discuss outer space only if the Western powers agreed to 
prchibit nuclear weapons, cease tests, arrl liquidate foreign bases. ) 

August 22, 1958. President. EisenhOW'er in a public statement. welccmes the 
successful conclusion of the Geneva Meeting of Experts and announces that 
the United States is prepared ''to negotiate an agreement with other 
nations Which have tested nuclear weap'.)ns for the suspension of nuclear 
weapons tests and the actual establishment of an international control 
system on the basis of the experts ' rep'.)rt." If this prq:x:>sal is accepted 
in principle by the other nations Which have tested nuclear weap'.)ns, the 
President's statement ocntinues, "then in order to facilitate the detailed 
negotiations the United States is prepared, l.lllless testiaj is resumed by 
the Soviet Union, to withhold further testing on its part of atanic and 
h}'tirogen weapons for a ~riod of cne year fran the beginning of the 
neg:X.iations." As a part of the agreement, on a basis of reciprocity, 
"the Unitea States w:>uld be further prepared to suspend the testing of 
nuclear weapons on a year-by-year basis subject to a determination at the 
beginning of each year that: (A) the agreed inspection system is installea 
and workinJ effectively; and (B) satisfactory progress is being na.de in 
reaching agreement on and inplementing major and substantial anns control 
measures." 

(In a Pravda interview on August 29, 1958, Khrushchev stated that the 
Anglo-American refusal to disccnt.inue tests at once shows that the West is 
really cpp'.)sed to stoppinJ them. A Soviet note on August 30 accepted the 
United States invitation to a conference, but proposea that the conference 
be held at Geneva arrl deman:ied that it conclude an "agreement on cessation 
forever of tests of atanic and h}'tirogen -weap'.)ns" rather than on their 
suspension on a year--to-year basis.) 
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October 25, 1958. A st.at.arent by President. EisenhONer reaffinns United 
St.at.es willingness, in order to facilitate negotiations for the suspension 
of nuclear-weap:Jns t.est.s and t.he est.ablishmenr. of an inr.ernational control 
system, t:.o withhold t.est.ing of atani.c and hydrogen wea!X)ns for a period of 
one year fran t.he beginning of t.he negotiat.ions on Oct.ober 31, 1958. 'Ihe 
President notes that. the United Kingdon has similarly declared it.s willingness 
to suspend such tests and t.hat. the United St.at.es st.ill hopes that. t:.he 
u.s.s.R. will do likewise. 

April 13, 1959. In a let.ter to Premier Khrushchev, the President offers 
an alternative approach to a nuclear-test:. 'ban. He proposes that if the 
u.s.s.R. still CCXltinues to insist on a veto on the fact-finding activities 
of the control system regarding !X)ssible underground detonations, a 
begiming could st.ill be rra.de in putting a testing ban int.o effect. by 
doing it in phases, starting with a prcilibition of nuclear--weap:xlS test.s 
in the atnvsphere up t.o 50 kilaneters. Mean.While, the negotiations could 
co~inue in an at.t.erc¢ t:.o resolve t.he political and technical problems 
associat:.ed with cone.rel of underground and out.er-space tests. 

(In a let:.t:.er t.o the President on April 23, 1959, Khrushchev reject.ea the 
President's proposal of April 13 for an imrediat.e prohibition of nuclear 
tests at altitudes up to 50 kilaneters on the score that. it "does not. 
solve the problem" of a carplete prcilibitdon of all nuclear testing and 
would, moreover, falsely mislead the public, "since in fact tests w::>uld 
co~inue to be carriea out. underground and at. higher alt.itudes.") 

May 5, 1959. A lett.er of President:. Eisenhower t.o Khrushchev urges technical 
discussions on t:.he possibility of 'banning nuclear t.est.s to a great.er 
at.nospheric height than that. mentioned in his April 13 lett:.er. 'Ihe 
President again urges the u.s.s.R. eit:.her t:.o accept. the control measures 
which w::>uld make possible a canplete ban on nuclear-weapons tests or to 
agree t.o the Unitea Sl::.ates proposal for a partial ban. 'Ihe President. 
st.ates t.hat the United Sl::.ates is preparea t.o explore at. Geneva Khrushchev's 
proposal for a preietenninea nunber of inspections in the territory of the 
Unit:.ed St.at.es, the United Kingdon, and t:.he u.s.S.R. I but. adds t:.hat:. t:.he 
nunber soould be related t:.o scientific facts and detection capabilities. 

May 14, 1959. At:. the Geneva Foreign Ministers' Conference t.he West.em 
powers present "for t:.he consideration of t.he Soviet. Governrnenl':. a peace 
plan ccntaining proposals on Genran reunification, Ellropean securit:.y, and 
a peace set.t.lerce~. It.s parts are all linkea t.oget:.her, and it Im.1st. be 
viewed as a whole. 'Ihis plan, dovet.ailing the t.iming of conventional-force 
reductions with steps in t.he reunificat.ion of Gennany, envisages a gradual 
and logical developnenl:. through t.hree st.ages of "securit.y" and "reunification" 
im.o a fourth and conclusive st.age where "a final Peace Set.t.lercem. 11 would 
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be signed "wit:.h a Government. representing all Genaany." As regards 
reduction of anrament, t:.he three West.em powers and the u.s.s.R. v.ould in 
st=.age II rest=.rict or reduce their anned forces to agreed rraximurn limits, 
such, for exanple, as 2,500,000 each for the United Stat.es and t:.he u.s.s.R.; 
and in stage III they would further limit their anned forces, for example, 
to 2,100,000 each for t:.he United 9:.ates and t:.he u.s.s.R., with negotiatdons 
aimed at still further reductions, for example, t:.o 1,700,000. 

(A letter fran Premier Khrushchev to the President:. noted "with sat:.isfac.t.ion" 
United S\:.at:.es readiness to study the prcposal for a previously detennined 
number of yearly inspectdons if there are indications fran the control posts 
of violations • '!he U.S. S. R. , however, maintained that this detennined 
number of visits precluded arrx necessity of vt±ing; t:.he u.s.s.R. agreed t.hat:. 
t:.he number of inspect:.ions should not be nmierous, but. rejected t:.he need for 
any study of criteria in deteillli.ning the number of inspect:.ions. '!he u.s.s.R. 
did not object:. to having the question of the nunber of in~ions reexamined 
every two years and agreed to the United St.at:.es proposal for opening talks 
on measures to detect:. high-alt:.itude explosions.) 

~st 26, 1959. '!he Depart.menl:. of State announces that:., under a Presiden
tial directive, the unilat:.eral suspension of nuclear-weapons testing by the 
Unit.ed Stat.es, \\hich began on Oct:.ober 31, 1958, and was to oont.inue for 
one year, will be extended to December 31, 1959. '!his decision was taken, 
according to the announcement., in t:.he light of t:.he agreed six weeks ' recess 
armounced this day by the Geneva Conference on Discontinuance of Nuclear 
Weapons Test:. s . 

June 27, 1960. Aft.er a long series of prcp:>sals and count.er-proposals by 
the West and the Soviet Union, the United St.at.es introduces a new program 
t!.hal!. provides for: prior not:.ificat.ion of missile launchings, inspect.ion 
of mutually-agreed air bases and launching sit.es, a nuclear product:.ioo 
cut-off, and initial conventional force reductions in the first stage. 
Secom-stage measures would include furt.her reduction of nuclear stockpiles 
and a:mvent.iona.l forces. In the t:.hird stage, national forces would be 
reduced to levels required for internal order and continge~s rra.de avail
able for an international peace force, and all armanenl:.s not:. required for 
these retained forces would be destroyed or converted to peaceful uses. 
'!he program enphasizes the need for technical studies, effective co~rol 
organizat:.ion, and verificat:.ion of all measures. Transition fran one stage 
to the next:. would require approval by the United Nations Security Council • 

('Ihe Soviet-bloc represent.at.ives wit:.hdrew fran the U.N. Ten Nation Disann
amem Carmitt.ee, refusing t:.o remain for t:.he present.at:.ion of a new United 
Stat:.es program. In a let:.t:.er t:.o Presid~ Eisenhower, Premier Khrushchev 
attacked the Western side for the failure of the Ten Nat.ion negotiations 
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an:1 said that the Soviet. Union has decided to subn:i.t::. t::.he disarmarrent::. 
question to the Unit.el Nations General Assembly. Also on June 27, Foreign 
Minister Granyko for.rally requested t::.he United Nations Secretary-General 
t.o place t.he quest.ion on the agema of the General Assembly.) 

August 16, 1960. Ambassador IDdge t.ells the Disannament:. Ccmnission that 
the United St.ates is ready on a reciprocal basis, to transfer 30,000 
kilograms of weapons-grade uranium to peaceful uses if the Soviet. Union 
agrees to a cut-off of the prcrluction of fissionable materials for military 
purposes. He also says that the United St.at.es is prepared "to shut. down, 
one by cne, under int.ernational inspect.ion, our 1rajor plant!.s prc:Xiucing 
enriche:l uranium and plutonium, if the Soviet Union will shut down equivalent. 
facilities." 

September 23, 1960. In an address to the United Nat.ions General Assembly, 
Prea.sident Eisenho.ver proposes a series of steps for t.he peaceful use of 
space: (1) C-elest.ial bcrlies should not be subject. t.o national appropriat.ion 
by any claims of sovereignt!.y: (2) there should be no warlike activit.ies on 
celestial bcrlies: (3) subject. to appropriate verification, no nation should 
"put. int.o orbit. or station in outer space weapons of mass destruction": and 
(4) there should be a United Nat.ions program of ine.ernat.ional cooperation 
in the peaceful uses of outer space. 

(Premier Khrushchev sul:xni.t.t.ed a revised version of the Soviet disannament 
proposal of June 2, 1960 t.o the UnitOO. Nations General Assembly. '!he 
proposal called for rOO.uction of Soviet. and American forces to 1,700,000 
men in the first stage of a three-stage program. ) 

(Premier Khrushchev told the General Assembly on October 3, 1960 that all 
nations yearn for disannament and t.hat this can not be satisfioo by a 
control over annaments: that if the Soviet. proposals on disannament are 
acceptOO., it would be ready to accept any Western proposals on ine.ernational 
conh.rol: that t!.he Soviet Union agrees in principle that int.ernational 
anned forces should be created after disarmamenl'!., but canru:X. admit that 
Secret.ary-General Harmarskjold should cannand them: and that the machinery 
of t:.he United Nations must be rebuilt so that::. the Secretariat and the 
Security Council will reflect the work and int::.erests of the "three main 
groups" of capitalist, carmunist, and neutralist. st.at:.es -- the "Troika" 
concept.) 

June 29, 1961. President. Kennedy proposed to Congress the establishmenh. 
of an Arms Control and Disarrnairent. Agency. 

September 3, 1961. In response to Soviet. res~ion of nuclear tests in 
the at:.rrosphere, President. Kennedy and Prime Minister Maanillan urged the 
Soviet. Union to agree i.rcm'3diat:.ely to an uninspected ban on atmospheric 
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tests. 1he Western leaders asserted that existing means of detection were 
sufficient to identify atrrosfiheric nuclear tests. 

(Premier Khrushchev, in a New York Times interview', declared that the 
Soviet Union would not agree to a test ban until general and canplete 
disarmament had been achieved and France had stopped its nuclear tests. 
On September 9 the Soviet Union fonnally rejected the Anglo-American offer 
of an uninspected test ban. ) 

September 20, 1961. FollONi.ng intennittent talks, the United States and 
the Soviet Union agreed on a joint statement of principles to guide 
negotiations for general and canplete disannament. The statement recog
nized the need for international peace-keeping rrachinery and international 
control, arrl the _EX>ssibility of taking partial measures before agreement 
was reached on the entire disannament program. The Soviet Union refused 
to accept the U.S. position that verification should apply to forces 
retained as well as forces disbanded under a disannament agrea'11911t • 

Sept.ember 25, 1961. President Kennedy presents to the UN a new' U.S. plan 
for general and canplete disarmament, Which called up::>n negotiating states 
to seek "the widest p::>ssible area of agree'lleilt. at the earliest possible 
date ••• and to continue their efforts without interrupt.ion until the Whole 
program has been achieved." The President calls for ( 1) irrmediate signing 
of a test ban treaty, independently of other disannament negotiations; (2) 
ending producticn of nuclear weapons and preventing their transfer to non
nuclear poNers; (3) preventing transfer of control of nuclear weapons to 
non-nuclear p::::JWers; (4) barring nuclear weap:>ns in outer space; (5) gradually 
destroying existing nuclear weapons and transferring the nuclear rraterials 
to peaceful uses: (6) halting the testing and production of strategic 
nuclear delivery vehicles and gradually destroying existing ones; (7) 
eannarking national forces for call by the United Nations to perfonn 
peacekeeping duties, and improving the operation of the UN peacekeeping 
machinery. 

(The Soviet Unicn the same day pressed its plan for a "troika" administration 
of the UN, rejected by President Kennedy. '!he Soviet Union proposed ei9ht 
points to ease tensions and contribute to disannament: freezing military 
budgets; renouncing use of nuclear weap:>ns; prohibiting war propaganda; 
concluding a non-aggression pact; withdrawing tr(X)J?s fran foreign territory; 
preventing further spread of nuclear weap::>ns; establishing nuclear-free 
zones; and reducing the danger of surprise attack. On October 12, Premier 
Khrushchev proposed a ban on nuclear weapons for East and West Gennany and 
disengagement in Central Eurcpe. On October 30, the Soviet Union exploded 
a nuclear barb estimated at 57 megatons.) 
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April 18, 1962. '!he United St.ates intro:iuces new disannament prcposals. 
stage one provides for a three-step, 30 percent reduction of nuclear 
delivery vehicles and other major annaments, restrictions on anns pro:iuction, 
reiuction of U.S. arrl Soviet forces to 2.1 millioo, a nuclear prcxiuctioo 
cutoff an:i transfer of fissionable material to peaceful uses, an agreement 
not to transfer nuclear weapons to powers not now p::>ssessing them, a 
test-ban agreement, advance notification of missile launchings, reports on 
military spending, measures to reduce the risk of war, establishm0nt of an 
International Disannament organization, initial peacekeeping arrangements, 
and a stl.rly of measures to reduce and eliminate nuclear weapons stockpiles. 
Stage t\\O provides for a 50 percent cut of rercaining delivery vehicles and 
armanents, a 50 percent reduction of U.S. and Soviet forces fran first-stage 
levels, reduction of nuclear stocks, dismantling or conversion of certain 
bases, and further peacekeeping arrangements. Stage three provides for 
reduction of anns and forces to levels required for internal order, elimin
ation of nuclear weapons fran national arsenals, elimination of remaining 
bases (except those need.e:l for retaine:l forces) , m:::>nitoring of military 
researdl and strengthening of the UN peace force so that no state could 
challenge it. '!he first stage \\Ould take three years. N:> time limit is 
specified for the other stages. Ultinate decisions on timing, etc. , \\Ould 
rest with the Security Cbuncil. 

('!he Soviet Union on April 24 rejected the u.s. prcposals. '!he USSR had 
onMarCh 14 prcposed a far-reaching set of measures that lacked adequate 
verification, suggested an accelerated timetable that could not have been 
fulfilled, and would have left the West at a serious disadvantage. ) 

August 27, 1962. '!he United States and the United Kingdan intrcxiuces t\\O 
new draft test ban treaties. '!he first calls for a cx:xnprehensi ve ban on 
tests, enforced by nationally manned control posts under international 
supervision and obligatory on-site inspection. '!he second, offered as a 
second-choice alternative, calls for a limited ban ending testing in all 
enviraunents except undergroond, roonitored by national :rreans without the 
need to establish any international verification madlinery. 

('!he Soviet Union rejecte:l the first u.s.-u.K. prcposal and criticize:l the 
second for legalizing underground tests. It prcpose:l an "understanding" 
banning underground tests until a pennanent solution was found. ) 

Decerriber 12, 1962. At the disannament talks, the United states intrcxiuces 
prcposals to rerluce the risk of war through accident, miscalculation or 
failure of carmunication an:i recamended infonnal teChnical talks. '!he 
prc:posals inclooe advance notification of major military rrovenents, 
installation of pennanent observation posts at major transportation 
centers, exChange of military missions to prarot.e improved understanding, 
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the establishment of rapid and reliable camunications links between major 
capitals, the ''hot line," and the establishment of an interna.tiCl'lal 
carmission on reduction of the risk of war. 

(Ch .June 20, the u.s. and u.s.s.R. signe:l the ''hot line" agreement.) 

June 10, 1963. '!he Unite:l St.ates, the Unite:l Kingdon and the Soviet Union 
announce that high-level talks \\Ould be held in Moscow in July to seek 
agreement on a test ban. In a speech an settlement of cold-war prc:iblems, 
President Kenne:ly says the Unite:l St.ates \\Ould voluntarily suspend nuclear 
tests in the atrrosphere peniing negot.iatian of a test ban agreement, 
provided other countries \\Ould follCM suit. 

July 25, 1963. '!he United Kingdan, the United States and the Soviet Union 
initial a treaty outlawin;J nuclear tests in the atrcosphere, in outer space 
and under water. Underground tests are also outlawed if they result in 
spreadir:g radioactive debris outside the territorial limits of the state 
under Whose jurisdiction or oontrol the explosion is conducted. 

September 20, 1963. President Kenne:ly tells the Soviet Unian that the 
United States is prepare:l to seek agreements to safeguard against accidental 
wars and surprise attacks, to control the transfer of nuclear weapons, to 
convert nuclear materials to peaceful uses, to ban underground testing 
under adequate inspectian and enforcement, and to exclude weapons of mass 
destruction fran outer space. He also proposed a joint U. s .-Soviet rroon 
expedition. 

January 21, 1964. At the 17-nation disarmament talks, the United states 
proposes a "verifie1 freeze" of nuclear delivery vehicles: a verifie:l 
agreement to halt prcrluctian of fissionable materials for weapons, and the 
reciprocal closing of nuclear prcrluction facilities an a plant-by-plant 
basis under international verification: the establishment of observation 
posts against surprise attack, accident or miscalculation: and agreements 
to prooibit transfer of nuclear weapons to states not nDll controlling 
than, to place under international safeguards and inspection all transfer 
of nuclear materials for peaceful uses, and to ban all nuclear weapons 
tests (including underground tests) urrler effective verification and 
control. 

('!he Soviet Union proposed reduction of Western and Soviet forces in 
Gennany, together with establishment of inspection posts to guard against 
surprise attack, a nuclear-free zone in Gennany, reduction of military 
budgets, and a non-aggression pa.ct between the NATO and Warsaw Pact 
pc:Mers.) 
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April 29, 1965. 'lhe Unil!.ed Sl!.al!.es pr<:p:)ses negol!.ial!.ions inl!.ended l!.o 
prevent!. l!.he use of oul!.er space and celest!.ial bodies for rnilil!.ary purposes. 
'!his prqx>sal follOflS similar inil!.ial!.ives laundled by l!.he Allies since 
1959. 

August!. 17, 1965 • 'lhe Unil!.ed Sl!.al!.es su1:mi.l!.s a draft. nuclear non-proliferal!.ion 
l!.reat.y l!.o 1!.he UN Sevenl!.een Nal:!.ion Disarmarrent Carmi.l!.l!.ee. 'lhe draft would 
oblige l!.he nuclear -weap:ms powers nol!. l!.o l!.ransfer nuclear -weapons t.o the 
nal!.ional control of any country nol!. having them. Non-nuclear ~ions 
would undert.ake l!.o apply Int.ernat.ional Ah.anic Ehergy Agency or equivalent. 
safeguards t:.o t.heir peaceful nuclear act.ivit.ies. 

( 'Ihe Soviet. Unioo responded wil!.h a draft l!.reat.y suhnit.l!.ed l!.o 1!.he UN General 
Assaribly Se~ariber 24 !!.hat!. focussed on harming 1!.he transfer or atplaCE!CCe'lh. 
11dired.ly or indirect.ly11 of nuclear weapons to t!.hird sl:!.al:.es n.ot. possessing 
-weapons. '!his proposal was direcl!.ed against!. l!.he discussions of l!.he Wesl!.ern 
Allies of the U.S. proposal for a Multdlal!.eral Force, under Which the NA"ro 
Allies would have shared in l!.he decisioo~ing, support. for and rraint.enance 
of cert.ain nuclear -weapons sys!:. ems of 1!.he U.S.) 

June 16, 1966 • 'lhe United S!.al!.es and 1!.he Soviet Union su1:mi.l!. l!.o the UN 
draft l!.reat.ies regardiaj peaceful use of out:.er space. 'lhe l!.reat!.y was 
signed on January 27, 1967 and enl!.ered int.a force Oct:.ober 10, 1967. 

August!. 24, 1967. 'Ihe Unit.ed St.ates arrl 1!.he Soviet Union su1:mi.I!. separate 
but idenl!.ical text.s of a draft t.reat.y to the Sevent.een Nation Disannamenl!. 
Carmi.l!.h.ee on nuclear IDn-proliferat.ion. Many revisions are considered by 
the Carmi.t..tee and changes result. fran debal!.e in 1!.he UN General Assaribly. 

December 2, 1967. 'lhe Unil!.ed Sl!.al!.es announces l!.hal!. l!.o help allay misgivings 
about it.s Od11. int:.ent:.ions, it:. ~uld place all nuclear facilit:.ies in the U.S. 
under l!.reat.y safeguards of 1!.he Int.ernal!.ional Ah.anic Ehergy Adm.i.nist.rat.ion, 
excluding only facilit.ies wil!.h "direct!. national security significance. 11 

July 1, 1968. 'Ihe United Sl!.al!.es, Unil!.ed Kingdon and Soviet. Union and 59 
ol!.her counl!.ries sign the Nuclear Non-proliferal:.ion Treal!.y. en July 9 
Presidenh. Johnson su1:mi.ts l!.he l!.reat.y l!.o t.he U .s. Senat!.e for il!.s advice and 
consenl!.. 'lhe Soviet. invasioo of Czechoslovakia di.rrrced prcpspecl!.s for early 
U.S. ral!.ifical!.ion of l!.he Treal!.y. SUbsequemly in February 1969 President. 
Richard Nixoo asked Se~e advice and consent. of l!.he Treal!.y, received in 
Mardi, 1969. 

March 18, 1969. President;. Nixon instructs t.he .American delegatioo to 1!.he 
Sevenl!.een Nal!.ioo Disannamenl!. Ccmni.tt.ee t.o seek discussioo of Whal!. would be 
needed for an int.ernatdooal agreemenh. prchibiting 1!.he arplace:nenl!. of 
-weapons of rrass desl!.ructdon on the seabed and ocean floor and p:>int.ed out. 
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that an agreement of this kirrl would, like the Antarctic and out.er space 
treaties, "prevent an anns race before it has a chance to start." 

('Ihe Soviet Union on the same day prq;>osErl the cc.nplete demilitarization 
of the Seabed, CO"C"q?ared to the U.S. focus on nuclear weap::>ns and other 
weapons of mass destruction. 'Ihe U.S. object.Erl that the Soviet proposal 
was unrealistic and unverifiable and therefore not genuine.) 

ect.ober 7, 1969. After several nonths of negotiations and consultations 
with Western allies, the U.S. drafts a treaty with the Soviet Union for 
the control of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction on the 
seabed, Yhich is sul:rnitted to the UN O::mnittee on Canplete Disarmament. 
( 'Ihe treaty was the subject of prolonged discussion and revision in the 
United Nations, winning approval on December 7, 1970.) 

N:wember 17, 1969. Strategic AnrlS Limitation Talks between the United 
States and the Soviet Union be;in in Helsinki and continue to Decent>er 22, 
to resune in 1970. 

N:wember 25, 1969. President Richard Nixon declares that the United 
States unilaterally renounces first use of lethal or incapaciting chemical 
agents and weapons and unconditionally renounces all methJds of biolgoical 
warfare. Henceforth the U.S. biological program would be confined to 
researm strictly on defined measures of defense such as irrmunization. 
'Ihe President further instructs the Department of Defense to draw up a 
plan for the disposal of existing stocks of biological agents and weapons. 

February 14, 1970. 'Ihe United States extends its ban on biological 
weapons to include toxins (chemical weap:>ns produced through biological or 
microbic prcxesses) . 

(Pd: first the Soviet Union and its allies opp:>sed the U.S. prop::>sal, Which 
was supp:>rte:l by a number of states, but on Ma.rm 30, 1971, the USSR 
reversed its position.). 

April 16, 197q_. Fbrrral SALT negotiations open in Vienna. Negotiations 
between the Unite:l States and the Soviet Union continue for two years. 
The Soviets at first insist en including all U.S. "forward based systems," 
intended to prct.ect Europe fran Soviet attack, but capable of reaching the 
western portion of the USSR. '!he United States points out the inequity of 
sum an approa.m without reference to the varied Soviet rredium and inter
mediate range air and missile systems directed at Europe. Assyrretries in 
the weapons systems and strategies of the t\\O p:JWers also canplicate the 
negotiations . 

May 20, 1971. 'Ihe U.S. and the Soviet Union announce their intention in 
the SALT negotiations to canplete an ABM Treaty and an Interim Agreement on 
Strategic Offensive Amis. 
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August 5, 1971. The United States and the Soviet Union submit separate 
but identical draft texts of an international convention prohibiting the 
developnent, production and stockpiling of bacteriological (biological) 
and toxin weai:ons, and calling for their destruction. 

September 30, 1971. After nonths 'of exploratory talks and negotiations by 
the SALT delegations, the U.S. signs with the U.S.S.R. an 111\greenent on 
~asures to Reduce the Risk of OUtbreak of Nuclear War between the United 
States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics." The agree
rrent covers three rcain areas: (1) a pledge by both parties to maintain and 
improve safeguards against accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear weapons; 
(2) irrmadiate notification of each other, should a risk of nuclear war arise 
fran such incidents, or fran detection of unidentified objects on early 
warning systems or any other unexplained incident involving a possible 
detonation of a nuclear weapon; (3) advance notice of any planned missile 
launches beyond the territory of the launching party and in the direction of 
the other party. 

The u.s. and USSR also sign an agreerrent to improve the USJ'r-USSR Direct 
Canmunications Link ("hot line"). 

April 10, 1972. The United States, United Kingdom and Soviet Union sign 
the convention against biological and toxin weapons. 

May 26, 1972. The United States and the Soviet Union represented by 
President Nixon and Soviet Communist Party Secretary Brezhnev sign the 
basic documents of SALT I: 

(1) A treaty limiting Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems to two ABM 
deployment areas so restricted and located that they cannot provide a 
nationwide ABM defense or becane the basis for developing one. 

(2) An interim agreerrent limiting competition in offensive strategic 
arms and providing further tirre for negotiations. The agreerrent essentially 
freezes at existing levels the number of strategic ballistic missile 
launchers, operational or under construction on each side and permits an 
increase in sea-launched ballistic missile launchers up to an agreed level 
for each state, only with the dismantling or destruction of a corresponding 
number of older inter-continental ballistic missile or sea-launched 
ballistic missile launchers. 

July 26-27, 1972. u.s. Congress holds hearings on weather and other 
environmantal modification for lnilitary purposes, and President Nixon 
orders the Defense Departrrent to undertake an in-depth review of the 
military aspects of environm:!ntal modification techniques. As a result, 
the u.s. Govenunent seeks agreerrent with the USSR to explore the possibili
ties of an international agreerrent. 
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June 22, 1973. 'lhe United States and the Soviet Union agree to make the reuoval 
of the danger of nuclear war and the use of nuclear weapons a prime "objective of 
their pc;>licies," to practice restraint in their relations toward each other and 
toward all countries, and to pursue a policy dedicated toward stability am 
peace. 

July 3, 1974. 'lbe United States and the Soviet Union sign a protocol that 
further limits deployment of strategic defensive aITI1aitents to one Anti-Ballistic 
Missile site for each country. 

July 3, 1974. 'lbe u.s. and u.s.s.R. sign a treaty on the limitation of underground 
nuclear weap::>n tests. The treaty establishes a nuclear "threshold" prohibiting 
underground tests having a yield exceediD:J 150 kilotons. 

October 7, 1974. Negotiations begin between the u.s. and u.s.s.R. on a treaty to 
govern underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. 

N.:>vember 24, 1974. Meeting at Vladivostok, President Gerald Ford and Soviet 
Party Secretary Brezhnev announce agreement on a fornuila for the limitation of 
strategic offensive arms. 'lbe leaders agree that: 

(1) 'lhe new agreement will incorporate the relevant provisions of the Interim 
llgreernent of May 26, 1972, which will remain in force until October 1977. (2) 
'lhe new agreement will cover the period fran October 1977 through December 31, 1985. 

(3) Based on the principle of equality and equal security, the new agreement 
will include the followiD:J limitations: (a) Both sides will be entitled to 
have a certain agreed aggregate number of strategic delivery vehicles; (b) 
Both sides will be entitled to have a certain agreed aggregate number of ICBMs 
and SLBMs equipped with multiple independently targetable warheads (MI:R/s). 

(4) 'lbe new agreement will include a provision for further negotations beginning 
no later than 1980-1981 on the question of further limitations and possible 
reductions of strategic arms in the period after 1985. (5) Negotiations between 
the delegations of the U.S. and USSR to work out the new agreement incorporating 
the foregoiD:J p::>ints will resume in Geneva in January 1975. 

August 21, 1975. FollowiD:J suggestions by President Nixon to Party Secretary 
Brezhnev at the Moscow surrmit in July, 1974, U.S. and Soviet delegates to the UN 
carmi.ttee on Disaonarcent table identical draft texts of a convention prohibiting 
military or any other hostile environmental m::>dification activities. After 
intensive negotiations at the United Nations, the convention is signed May 18, 1977. 

March 31, 1976. The State Department and the White House issue an announcement 
that the United States and the Soviet Union expect to complete negotiations to 
limit peaceful nuclear explosions within the next several weeks. 'lhe talks were 
an outgrowth of the 1974 'lbreshold Test Ban treaty limiting weapons tests only. 

April 13, 1976. At the Conference of the U.N. Camnittee on Disarmanent (CCD) in 
Geneva, the United States prqx>ses that there be an arrangement to prohibit 
further production of chemical weapons and to reduce existing stockpiles, as a 
first step toward a comprehensive ban. 

May 28, 1976. In simultaneous cerem:mies in Moscow and Washington, Soviet 
party leader Brezhnev and President Ford sign a treaty which sets a ceiling of 
150 kilotons on an individual underground peaceful nuclear explosion. 
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July 29, 1976. '!he President. sul::mits the 1974 'Ihreshold Test Ban Treaty 
am l!.he 1976 treaty on peaceful nuclear explosions to the Senate for its 
advice am consent. to ral:.ifical!.ion. 

July 29, 1976. ACDA Direct.or Fred Ikle asks the Conference of the u.N. 
O::mnil!.tee on Di~ (ca>) in Geneva to examine ways to restrict!. 1!.he 
int.ernational anns t:.rade. 

Sept.ember 3, 1976. '!he Ca:> adjourns in Geneva. Am:ng final act.ions is 
1!.he subnission of a u.~).-Soviet draft treat:.y barming environrnem.al warfare, 
which would be forwarded t:.o 1!.he UN General Assembly. 

Se~ember 30, 1976. Il.lring a visit?. to 1!.he U .N., Secretary of Stah.e 
Kissinger states l!.hat President Ford would soon outline a three-point!. 
program on nuclear nonproliferation, in an effort. l!.o see st:.rengt:.hened 
international cont.rols on the sale and reprocessing of nuclear fuels. 

C:Ctober 28, 1976. '!he White House releases an announcement. by President 
Ford of a new U.S. policy on bol!.h danestic and foreign nuclear issues. 
Included in 1!.he plan are a proposal for an int!.ernational m:>ral:.orium on the 
export. of nuclear fuel reprocessing facilities for 1!.hree years, am 
st:.rengthening the IAFA. It is expec%ed that a proposed U.S. reprocessing 
facilit!.y in Sot.m.h Carolina might becane part of an "evaluation program" 
suggesl!.ed in the President 's stat!.ement. • 

N:>vember 19, 1976. In a speech before !?.he U.N. General Assembly, ACDA 
Direct.or Ikle prq;x>ses that?. the cm discuss a ban on radiological materials 
as weapons. 

March 30, 1977. Secretary of St.ate Cyrus Vance proposes in M::>sCCM that:. 
the l!.wo powers agree to subst.antial reducl!.ions of and qualitative con
sl!.raint!.s on strategic anns. Pl!. 1!..he same time, l!.he United States presents 
an alternative proposal for a SALT II agreement. similar to the framework 
agreed l!.o al:. Vladivostok in 1974. 

('!he Soviet Unicn surmarily rejecl!.ed the U.S. appeal for significant. 
reductions in strategic anns, dispul!.ing the value of rroving away fran !::.he 
Vladivostok framework am claiming 1!.he United St.ates proposal would work 
to the disadvanl!.age of the USSR.) 

June 18, 1979. President Cart.er am Leonid Brezhnev em their Vienna 
sumnit meeting with the signi~ of t.he second sl!.rategic anns limitation 
treaty bel!.ween the Unitoo St.ates and h.he Soviet Union. '!he major provisions 
includoo: ( 1) A ceili~ of 2400 strategic missiles and banbers for bol!.h 
to be reached within 6 mcnths of entry int.o force of h.he treaty, l!.o be 
reducoo to 2250 by 1981: (2) within the ceiling, no m:>re than 1,320 h.o be 
equipped with multiple warlleads or cruise missiles: of those, no m:>re than 
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1200 land-based, sea-based or air-to-surface ballistic missiles with nultiple 
warheads: of those, no nore than 820 land-based ICBM' s with nultiple warlleads: 
(3) soviets to dismantle 270 missiles to reach the 2250 ceiling: (4) Soviets 
to stop prcxiuction arrl. deployment of the SS-16 missile; (5) both may build 
and deploy a single ne11 type of ICBM; ( 6) on that new ICBM, no rcore than 10 
warheads, no nore than 14 warheads on SI.BM's; (7) 1972 ABM Treaty remains in 
effect; (8) a protocol restricts deployment of land-basej nobile ICBM's sea
launehoo and grouM.-launched cruise missiles and ICBM's, carried in aircraft. 
tmtil aft.er Decenber 31, 1981; (9) an agreement: to be nonitored by satellites 
and at.her intelligence neans; and (10) exchange of letters in Which Soviets 
agree not to increase prcxiuction rate of Backfire barber. 

July 10, 1979. After the years of negotiation, the United states and the 
Soviet Union present a draft treaty to ban the use of radiological vrea.pons 
to the Geneva Catmittee on Disarrrament. 

N:::wember 18, 1981. President Ronald Reagan in a rrajor address proposes a 
framework for renewed anns control negotiations that focus on the need for 
major reductions in all types of anns - a step forward fran Strategic 
Arms Limitation (SALT) to Strategic Arms Reduction ( srARr) • 

As a first step, the President calls for the resunption of bilateral talks 
bet.ween the United States and soviet Union on intennediate-range nuclear 
forces. President Reagan announces that the United St.ates is prepared to 
cancel its deployment of Pershing II arrl groond-laundl. cruise missiles if 
the Soviets will dismantle their SS-20, SS-4, and SS-5 missiles. '!he 
President catm:!nts, "'!his \\Ould be an historic step. With Soviet agreement, 
we could together substantially roouce the dread threat of nuclear war 
which hangs ewer the people of Europe. '!his, like the first foot.step on 
the rcoon, \\OUld be a giant step for rrankind." 

President Reagan points out that during the past six years, While the 
United states deployed no new intennediate range missiles, and withdre'N 
1,000 nuclear warheads fran Ellrope, the Soviet Union deployed 750 warheads 
on rrobile, accurate ba.llistic missiles. 

The President proposes the opening of Strategic Arms Reduction Talks in 
early 1982 with a pledge to make proposals for "genuinely serioos nuclear 
anns reductions resulting in levels that are equal and verifiable." 

President Reagan also calls for efforts to achieve equality at lONer 
levels of conventional forces in Europe. "The defense needs of the Soviet 
Union hardly call for rraintaining rrore canbat divisions in Fast Gernany 
today than were in the whole Allied invasion force that lamed in Nonrany 
on D-Day, " he states. "The Soviet Union could make no rrore convincing 
contribution to peace in Europe -- and in the \\Orld -- than by agreeing to 
reduce its conventional forces significantly and constrain the potential 
for sudden aggression," he adds. 
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'Ihe President calls for renewed efforts by l:xX:.h sides to develop effective 
measures that \\Ould reduce the danger of surprise attack. He supports a 
Western proposal at. t.he CSCE (Conference an Security an::1 Cooperation in 
Eurq>e) for a Conference on Disarmament. in Europe. 

January 30, 1982. Intenmdiate-range Nuclear Force negotiations between the 
United. St.ates an::1 Soviets begin in Geneva. 

March 31, 1982. President:. Reagan calls for negotiations between the U.S. 
and u.s.s.R. "to substantially reduce nuclear weapons and make an inportant 
breakthrolgh for lasting peace an earth." 
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THE. WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 22, 1982 

Dear Ms. Gomer: 

Thank you for your letter. I appreciate the time you 
have taken to share your views with me. 

The Reagan Administration shares your concern for our 
nation's elderly. It was good of you to give me your 
comments and opinions on the Community Services pro
gram. You can be sure that your ideas will be brought 
to the attention of the appropriate officials. 

President Reagan has made the elimination of waste and 
fraud in government programs one of his top priorities. 
On December 7, 1981, the President received a six-month 
action report from his Council on Integrity and Effi
ciency. It reported to -him that from April to 
September 30, 1981 the Inspectors General in the depart
ments and major agencies of the Federal government had 
saved the taxpayers over $2 billion through the elimina
tion of inefficient management, waste, and in some cases, 
outright fraud. The President is determined to continue 
these efforts to insure honesty in government and restore 
public confidence in those who serve the taxpayers. 

Again, I want to thank you for your recent message. 

With best wishes, 

Ms. Jean Gomer 
Apartment 917 
2101 Walnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

MICHAEL K. DEAVER 
Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 
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ol U1e A~IHlllCAN ASSOCt\TIO~ OF llh1'11lRH P~llSOi\S. lnu. 
A 'Jr i l 1, 19 8 2 

MiSs Jean Gomer 
2JOI Walnut Street 

Apartment 917 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 I 

'I'::J.:(" must ~)2 s r~igsntic ef~~:Jrt o~ t':':·: :>:::rt ::i:'.'' tr:is 
!~d:r:2-r:~strsti:r: to i?' :JiTI the elci:' "l:y ·..rh:J com )Ose a L'men.Jous 
em:Junt ::i votic-.·c: :-io·,·er, ths' th· ?r sLi0 _nt in ori their .side. I B0"ree 
lDD-~ '<'11t:~, t':'!s closi:''.'." ::if the Comr:-:unity :)e:cvices l::':J"T''rn, ·-:he::7'"in 
j ob:-- ·.-_re .t "= c t::1' e '° t ·-=- d f o r t be el J:: r 1 y, b u t in es sen c e , turn e j :Ju t to 
b""' a 1:,11 tic'.'!: h-:;,v·'n for the Democ::_~3tic u<o . .:' ty hers i~ ?~ll?d,~11":'.'.ia 
f:::ir their chosen co~stituent~. It was a tr:mendous wssts of 
?edr:: rel tun Y9nd I ho-Qe the St"l ts willno t --oick u-J eny t"b for_ the 
"'"'rtinu"'nca nf' t',-,<c ,...;.,DC"'r"'m .-m....a 't!Psf-::::f'ul Co:mmunitvSei'ViCc>,s J"oo ~)ro:::--ram """->~J _., . .,,; ..... u... J.l,..1.....) •J..1,. .-. _. • l..l.!...... ..... ......... - - _, 

•_-;a-a unCier the Dc:')2Ltr;::ent of .A2"in~, cr•:::''ted by the -past 1'e•..,.1me. 
'l'hr::::oe should, ir:de::ci, be a job pro;:_:::csm on a -::iart time 

b.~sisf'or the eldsrly !Jut it should be conducted :J!l a strict 
n~n-~oliticsl canner, controlled entirely on ?edsral funJln5 so 
that the hirin3 orocess does nJt get into local Democr?tic hands 
c;s has br:sn the ca:::e L: ?l1iladslil'Ls, and tl:.:Jse token •:1e:..·~ n:::it on 
merit i~ the profGss!~nal b3sis, jut in accord with the ~arty 
inchsre:e. I feel )riv-'ts i:.dustry sh:Juld also 'J(: a fabtDr_ in 

th is co n n <:: c ti cin • 
'Lri".'re is tr,cmendous amount of w2steand fr?Ud in the 

welfsr'"' ,gnd food stsmp progr"'m, !3nd if anyone telln you o therw-1 e, 
they ,do n:::it kno'·r •:1het the silll\b:;;_tton is. ?urthermor-?, 3en,3tor Dole 
·1.rith tis :r:,,c::imrr:ends ti on to inv:::sti7'"' t" the taxeso-r1 uns·0 rned income 
h·:s ceused the ':rr2th oi" sen1 r citizsns. ·Thy n::t one word ·-·'.-:lout the 
tr'msna:Jus !---.r"ud in '.1elf?~B ena those ':1ho :ire, ir:decd, on ,,relf::::·f:: 
snd not sv;::n r--Jortinr: they src-: ··-orl:ir::.-'l}11s is due to the co::i-:J·~rstion 
O::' ~_'ce Ul-1:rs-li' e:ral SOC1Bl service '.·rorke~' '". 1 99::.; ':Tho r'I'(C Df the 
minority ::::•Gee, 8nd so slon~ 1-rith thJs<: snlying 5rnntinc them the 
L:-~enaous misusr::o ~ •;;el:---.sr-:=: 2nd food etrmps. It is t:'.-:~'se ::if' the 
lo··sr i']]__jji_:: ir:CDIT:E el6erly, '-·lh'.J 1:TOrl\ed ell th·3irlivr:s,·y~i~ t=~xes, 
sr.d n:J t -o'cJ ·-= to buy steFks, the t ·,-el:'<: re 9eo1le 9l"' buyir::.-:- •:Tith 
food s t·-rr:·12 - ··ho 8~''1 suff.:=:rL1c.-. Thse ue o~Jle sh::iul:.. tt-- ?re:ciJen t 
:'ic:::ht for .?.nd ·-;'':'•·'ill voaef:ir hir:. ?orcr::t '=:"'out t-:---e :.:inority - :--rou'J 
:--.,,.,· r --'• 1 1 no'" ''Ot·~ "',.,. ~t,-~ ;::- -,-,i·a nt "'.lhi" ·" t'cc"°nd1'-' t· u·"'h "'nd· ~--8\ .. .L: _ L .- .: -'- ~r .1<::: .r-c.; C • - .;;; l-. !L ·-· u r' u. e-
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 22, 1982 

Dear Charlie: 

Thanks for A Chronology of United States 
Arms Reduction Initiatives, 1946-1982. 
I'm sure we'll be able to use this infor
mation in the final planning for the 
President's trip to Europe in June. 

Keep up the good work, and thanks again 
for thinking about me. 

Mr. Charles Z. Wick 
Director 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL K. DEAVER 
Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 

International Communication Agency 
Suite 700 1750 Penna. Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20547 


