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Letter dated 5 March 1987 from the Charge d'affaires a.i. of the 
Permanent Mission of the United States of America to the United 

Nations addressed to the Secretary-General 

I have the honour to transmit to you the text of a statement delivered by the 
President of the United States of America, Ronald Reagan, on 3 Merch 1987 (see 
annex). 

I request you to circulate this letter and its annex as an official document 
of the General Assembly, under item 67 of the preliminary list, and of the Security 
Council. 

(Signed) Patricia M. BYRNE 
Ambassador 

Acting Permanent Representative 
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Statement by President Ronald Reagan 
on Intermeaiate Nuclear forces- 

M%CCh 5. 198 I 

Working closely with our friends and allies in Europe and 
Asia, the United States has pursued -- ever since my 
initial proposal of November, 1981 -- deep, equitable and 
verifiable reductions of land-based U.S. and Soviet 
longer-range INF missiles with the objective of their 
complete global elimination. 

Most recently, we have been preparing a detailed taeaty 
text to implement these agreed objectives and to follow 
the specific formula on which Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed 
at our meeting in Iceland last October. This calls for 
reductions to an interim global ceiling of 100 warheads on 
U.S. and Soviet longer-range INF missiles, with none in 
Europe, along with constraints on shorter-range INF 
missiles and provisions for effective verification. I 
remain firmly committed to these objectives. 

Having long sought progress in this area, therefore, I 
welcome the statement by Soviet General Secretary 
Gorbachev on Saturday that the Soviet Union will no longer 
insist on linking agreement on reductions in INP to 
agreements in other negotiations. 

This removes a serious obstacle to-progress toward INP 
reductions, and it is consistent with the understanding 
that Mr. Gorbachev and I reached at our 1985 Geneva summit 
meeting that we would indeed seek a separate agreement in 
this important area. 

I want to congratulate our allies for their firmness on 
this issue. Obviously, our strength of purpose has led to 
progress. 

To seize this new opportunity. I have instructed our 
negotiators to begin the presentation of ou_r alge,fti INF 
treaty text in Geneva tomorrow. I hope that the soviet 
Union will then proceed with us to serious discussion of 
details which are essential to translate areas of 
agreement in principle into a concrete agreement. 

And I want to stress that of the important issues which 
remain to be resolved, none is more important than 
verification. 

/ . . . 
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BeCaUSe we are committed to genuine and lasting arms 
reductions and to insuring full compliance, we will 
continue to insist that any agreement must be effectively 
verifiable. 

To explore further the implications of these latest 
developments, I have also asked our senior negotiators in 
Geneva -- Ambassadors Max Kampelman, Mike Glitman and Ron 
Lehman -- to return to Washington to meet with me later 
th,3 week. 

Following these discussions in Washirqtos, I will send a 
team back to Geneva to take up once again the detailed 
negotiations for an INF reductions agreement. 

We will continue at the same time our very close 
consultations on INF issues with our friends and allies in 
Europe and Asia. 

It was, after all, allied firmness and unity in carrying 
out NATO's 1979 decision which helped to bring the Soviet 
Union back to the negotiating table and led to this 
opportunity to achieve a reductions agreement to the 
mutual benefit of both East and West. 

And as we proceed, it is well to remember that nothing is 
more important to the cause of peace than the credibility 
of our commitment to NATO and our other allies and to the 
vitality of these alliances of free nations. 


