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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 OEFENSE PENTAGON

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 @

Janusry 8, 2002

The Honorable Richard B. Cheney
President of the Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. President:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authorization Ast
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
requires me 10 report on the nuclear posture of the United States. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustainment and
modemization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepered in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response to both

requirements

Sincerely,
Attachment
1. Nuclear Posture Review {S4/FRDVI@ISemns

00070 /02




THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

January 8, 2002

The Honorable J. Dennis Hastert
Spesker of the House

U.S. House of Representatives
H 232 The Capitol

Washingtos, D.C. 20515-6501

Dear Mr. Speaker:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Autherization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-358), as amended by Section 1033 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
requires me to report on the nuclear posture of the United States. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustainment and
modemization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Ensrgy, constitutes my response to both

requirsnents.

Sincerely,
Attachment
1. Nuclesr Posture Review SSRGS

O e X00070 /02
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, BC 20301-1000

Jenuary 8, 2002

The Honomble Robert Byrd
Chairman

Committee on Appropristions
United States Senate
8-128 The Capitol
Washington, D.C. 20510-6025

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Sections 1041 ofthcﬁcydD.SpmeNuﬁmﬂDeﬁmeAumm
foc Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), s amended by Section 1033 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
mmmmmhmmﬁmwm Additionally,
Sccﬁmlwoﬂublicuwmﬁ-mmhmwupltmmud
modemizstion of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response to both

requirements.

Sincerely,
Attachment
1. Nuclesr Posture ReviewsS/ERDAVSe
[+~
The Honorable Ted Stevens
Ranking Member

o X00070 /02
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 OEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 203011000

Jurmary 8, 2002

The Honoesble Tom Deschle
United Statos Senate

$-221 TheCapito!
Washington, D.C. 20510-7020

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spaace National Defense Authorizstion Act
; for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amendidd by Section 1033 of the

: Nationa! Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
rToquires me to report on the nuclear posture of the Unitod States. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustsinment and
modomization of U.S. sirstegic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Encrgy, constitutes my responss to both |

2 bpur
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20381-1000

January 8, 2002

The Honorable Trent Lott
Minority Leader

United States Senate

S-230 The Capitol
Washington, D.C. 20510-7010

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amendad by Section 1033 of the
Naticaal Defense Authorization Act for Fiscat Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
mmmmﬂuhmmdhwm-mﬂm
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires ms to report en sustaiament sad
modernizstion of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepered ia

consultation with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response to both

requirements
Sincesely,
Atinehment
1. Nuclear Posture Review {SAFRBMAEes
6 X00070 / 0?.
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASMINGTON, DG 20301-1000

January 8, 2002

The Honorable Richard K. Armey
Majority Leader

U.S. House of Representatives
H329 The Capitol

Washington, D.C. 20515-6502

Dear Dick:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Autharization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 of the
Nationsl Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
mmumoﬂmmmdmmm Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustainment and
modemizstion of U.S. stratagic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response 10 both
requirements. :

Attachment
1. Nuclear Posture Review $SA/ERDHANID=

o - X00070 /02
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DE 20301-1000

January 8, 2002

The Honorable Richard A. Gephardt
Minority Leader

U.S. Heuse of Representatives

H 204 The Capitol

Washington, D.C. 20515-6537

Desr Mr. Leader:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Autharization Act
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Lsw 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 of the
Nationa! Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
requires me to report oa the muclear posture of the United States. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustsimment and
modemnization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response to both

ijiqfa
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, OC 20301-1000

January O.M'

Chairman
Committee on Armod Services
Unitod States Senate

228 Senate Russell Office Building
Washingtoa, D.C. 20510-6050

" Desz Mr. Chairman:

Ssctions 1041 of the Floyd D. Speace National Defesss Authorization At
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 ofthe
National Defcnse Authorizition Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
uqnimmunputonthcmmdhumm Additicnally,
Mulﬂﬂofhbﬁc!nl“-!ﬂmmmmunnhuntﬂ
maderization of U.S. sirstegic nuclesr foroes. The atteched repozt, prepared ia
Wmhwmdm.mmymhw '

- ﬁ[—-/-‘/ ‘

Amachment
1. Nuclesr Posture Review<SVRRBAI -

o
The Honorable John W. Wamer
Rasking Member

X00070 /02




THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 QEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

Jamuary 8, 2002

The Honorable Daniel Incuye
Chairman
Subcommittes on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate

‘ 119 Senate Dirksen Office Building
| Washington, D.C. 20510-6028

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defanse Authorization At
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as smendad by Section 1033 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
reguires me to report on the nuclear posture of the United States. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustainment and
modernization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response to both

1. Nuclear Posture

Ranking Member

e
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

inmya.m

The Honorable Jerry Lewis
Chairman

Subcommittee on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. Houss of Representatives
H-149 The Cspitol
Washington, D.C. 20515-6018

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Definse Authorization Ast
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
requires me to report on the nuclear posture of the United States. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to repert on sustainment and
modemization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The sttached report, prepared in
consultstion with the Secretary of Energy, constitutes my response to both

requirements.
Sincerely,
Atiacbment
1. Nuclear Posture Revi
The Honorabl Joba P. Murtha - X00070 /02

===k




S

~HECREF=FRB=HE=—

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTAN, DC 20301-1000

January 8, 2002 i

The Honorable Bob Stump
Chairman

Committee on Armed Services

U.S. House of Representatives

2120 Raybum House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-6033

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authorization Ast
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), a3 amended by Section 1033 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
mmmmmmwmdmumm. Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires ms to report on sustsinment and
modemization of U.S. siratagic mutlear foroes. The attached report, prepared ia
mmmmdm,mnymwu
requirements.

Sincerely,

Rukiag Member ~__x00070 /02
5 p— _
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, BC 20301-1000

January 8, 2002

The Honorable Sonny Callahan

Chai _ _
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development
Committee on Appropriations

U.S. House of Representatives

2362 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-6020

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Sections 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiseal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 of the
Nationsl Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107),
mﬁummmmbwmdhuwm Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report on sustainment and
modemization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, prepared in
consultation with the Secretary of Ensrgy, constitutes my regponse to both

requirements.
Sincarely,
Attachment . -
1. Nuclear Posture Review<S/ERBATI®
i) Honomable . Visclosky
Nuingriabe o .. X00070 /02
— -1
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTSN, DC 20301-1000

January 8, 2002

The Hooorable Harry Reid

Chairman
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development
. Comusitise a2 ol

United States Senate

127 Sensts Dirksen Office Building
Washingtos, D.C. 20510-6030

Desr Mr. Chairman:

| Sections 1041 oftheFloydD.SpuoeNnﬁoulDeﬁueAmhwinﬁmM

for Fiscal Year 2001 ('Public[.mlﬁﬁ-”l).umddwmmn of the

NMWAWM&MYummuw 107-107),

| mmmmmmmmofmumm Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me $6 report on sustainméent snd

f maus.wmm.mmmmh

'mﬂuﬁmwiﬂztheSchw.Mmmympmbm

requirements.

Sinceraly,
Attachment
1. Nuclear Posture Review $G4FRBISIY=s

s bl “ X00070 /02
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, OC 20301-1000

Janusry 8, 2002

The Hoaorable C.W. Bill Young
Chairman

Comnittas 0. A 5.3

U.S. House of Repressntatives
H218 The Capitol

Washington, D.C. 20515-6015

Desr Mr. Chairman:

Sections 1041 ofth:ﬁoydD.SpmNaﬁanlDd‘meAmm
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106-398), as amended by Section 1033 of the
NMWAWA&&FMY&MMW 107-107),
mﬁmmwmmhwmo{ﬁomm Additionally,
Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 requires me to report oo sustainment and
modernization of U.S. strategic nuclear forces. The attached report, propared in
mﬂuﬁmwim&nmofm,mﬁmmymwm

requirements.

Sincerely,
Auschment
I.MWWM X
cc:
The Honorable David Obey
Ranking Member

. X00070 /02
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SEGRDPSIRDENES
« (This page is unciessified)

Nucloar Posturs Review Report
Fesreword

The Congress directed the Defenss Departmont to condust s comprehensive Nuclesr
Posture Revisw to lay out the direction for American nuclesr forces over the asxt ve
10 40 yoars. mmumumumum
report.

Early on, we recognized that the new socurity envircamant demsaded that the
Deparument go beyond the Congressional masidste in developing s strategic posture
for the 21" century. President Bush had alresdy directed the Defsnss Departmant to
transform America’s military end prepere it for the new, unpredicteble woeld in which
we will bs living. The result of his direction is the Quadrennial Definse Roview
(QDR). Building on the QDR, this Nuclesr Posture Review puts in motiona ssgjor
Mhmmehuhubdmmmumm”
and pressnts the blusprint for transfonming our strategic postare.

This report establishes s New Triad, compossd of: '
e  Offensive striks systems (both ouslesr and non-auclesr);
e  Defenses (both active end passive); snd .
e A revitalined defense inflastrusture that will provide new capebilities in
timely fashion to mest emerging threats.
This New Triad is bound together by enhenced command snd control (C2) and
intelligenos sysiems.
The esteblishment of this New Triad can both reduce our dependence on nuclesr
weapens and improve our ability to deter attack in the face of proliferating WMD
capabilities in two ways: :
° mmad:ha(mmumbmmllnn
force capabilities and enhanced C2 snd intelligence systms) mesas that te
U.S. will no longsr be as heavily dependent on offensive surike forces 0
: enforce deterrence as it was during the Cold War.
o Theaddition of noo-auclssr strike forces-intiuding conventional strike and
. infosmation operstions-mesns that the U.S. will be less dependent than it
mnumumﬁusbw&mmm '

The combination of now capebilitics that make up the Now Triad reducs tha risk to e
m.hmmmmwmmdx.muoom

(This paga is wnclessified)
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The following is & summary of the highlights in this report. . . |
Eigﬁgggg?o&gﬁgis

plsaning for stratagic fovoss behind us. In the docads since the collspes of the Soviet

?ER?%%&.S&!%‘%B@
" medest revision, despits the new relstionship between the U.S. snd Russia. Fow
gzggB.‘gRg&eg*s

iggs‘ﬁ-uﬂg Treaty. k&.llom!-.lltlmgv- -

Quadrennial Defense Review, egggggw .
Americs’s stratngic forces from the threst-bssed approach of the Cald War

%i g!iggatnﬂl
decades, a credibic deterrent st the lowest level of nuclesr weaposs cosisistent with

suclesr forces is %?gﬁogi’as

the 21* century. qgﬂisaa!&i?g _

will likely tes2 America’s sesurity commitments % -Fllnlll. In responss,

broader array of capsbility is needed to dissuads states fiom usdestalting political,
militasy, or sochnical courses of action that would throstan U.S. aad allied security
U.S. forces must pose s credible detesrent to potential adversaries who have acoess 0
modem military technology, including NBC weapons and the means %0 deliver them
over long distances. Fimally, U.S. strategic forces nesd to provide the Presidest with a
range of options 1o defest any aggressor.

To meet the nation’s defenss goals in the 21* century, the first log of the New Tided,

the offensive strike leg, will go beyond the Cald War triad of inserosutinental ballistic

raissiles (ICBMs), submarine-lsunched ballistic missiles (SLBMs), sad long-angs

ouclesr-armed bombers. ICBMs, SLBMs, bombers snd suclesr wespoas will, of
course, continue to play a vital role. However, they will i“&.&.@l‘&
Euznlgigl!gg that strengthen
the credibility of our offensive detarrence. -

(This page s unciassified)
[ ———




snd passive defeuses-« recognition that offensive cepebilities slone may not deter

and adaptive planning. “Exquisite”™ inselligence on the intentions sad capabilities of

(This page ks unclassified)

mmm«ummmmummm

sggression in the now sacurity environment of the 21° ceatury. The eventsof .
Septsmber 11, 2001 underscore this reslity. Active and passive defenses will not be
perfoct. However, wmcmhmdwm
definses can discourage attacks, quﬁﬂiﬂuhm«i—.d
mmwumam

muugd&emmmwmm Since the ead of
the Cold War, the U.S. dafense infrastructure has contracted and our uclenr . :
infrastructurs has atrophied. New approaches 1o development snd procuremens of

new capabilitics arc being designod 5o that it will not take 20 yeers or more to flald

new generstions of wespon systems. With pespect to the auclear infrastructire, it

nesds 10 be repaired to incresse confidence in the deployed fixoss, eliminats uanseded
wespons, and mitigate the risks of technologics! surprise. Maintaining our sbility to
respond to large strategic changes caa permit us t0 reduce our zuciéar arsenal and, ot

the sams time, dissuads adversaries from starting s competiticn in suclesr srmesaints. -

The effactivensss of this New Trisd depends upon command and control, inmiligencs,

adversaries can parmit timsly adjustments to the foroe and improve the precision with
which it can strike and defind. The shility to plan the employment of the striks and
definse forees flexibly and rpidly will provide the U.S. with a significast sdvantage
in managing crises, deterring attack and coaducting military operations. o

Constructing the New Triad, reducing aur deployed nuclear wespons, and incrassing
flexibility in our swrategic posture has resousce implicstions. 1t costs money 0 ratire
old weapons sysiems and crests new capebilities. Restoring the defense

infrastractire, developing and deploying stategic defenses, improving our commmnd
and coatrol, inmiligence, planning, and non-nuciesr strike capabilities require new
defense initistives and investmens.  However, thess invessments can maks the US.
more secure while reducing our dependence on sutiesr wespons.
mwmmmumum:m
Waz defense strategy. Building on the Quadrennial Defense Review, the Nuclesr

mmwmumucmw:ammmm.m
‘l’nlddupdfcthcmwm.

st byt

Deoasld
Secretary of Defense
(This page Is wnsiensified)
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(U) This section provides the legisistive requiraments for this report and & shont dessriptien of

sad noo-nuclesr strike foroe, defaive cepebilities, and & robust infrastructme-eupperted by

g%z‘!gg&gg ilg.
gpﬂ.g enemies of the Unised States, its allies and friends.




Lagisiative Reguiremant (U)

(U) Section 1041 of the Floyd D. Spamce N iu&.gi'im‘l

2001 (Public Law 106-398) requires the Secretary of Defense, in consultation with the

g&s to “conduct a comprebansgive review of the nuclear posture of the United
States for the next 5 to 10 years™ aad to report 1o Congress on the results of the review.

Section 1041 finther specifies that the revisw shall include the following clements:
(1) The rols of nuclesr forces in United States military strategy, platning, sad
programImng,
(2) The policy requirements snd objectives for the United States to msintain 2 safs,
relisble, and credible nuclear deterrence posture.
(3) Thes relationship smong United States nuclesr determencs policy, targeting
strategy, and arms control objectives.
(4) The levels and composition of the nuclesr dalivery systats that will be required
for implementing the United States’ natiqoal and militery strategy, including sy
pians for replacing or modifying existing systems.
(5) The nuclear weapoms complex that will be required for implementing the United
States national and military strategy, including eny plsos 10 moderniss or modify the
(6) The active and insctive nuclear wespons stockpile that will be required for
implemanting the United States national and militery strategy, insluding sny plans for

replaging or modifying warheads.

(U) In sddition, sestion 1033 of the Fiseal Year 2002 Defense Authorization At (Publiz Law
3 107) added the following additienal element to be addressed in the Nuclesr Posture

, o 10 reti
warheads, or delivery system.
(U) Section 1042 of Public Law 106-398 further requires that the Secratiry of Defunse, in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, “develop a long-range plaat for the sustainment snd
modemnization of United States strategic nuclesr florces 0 counter emerging theeatls and
satisfy the evolving requirements of deterrence™ I&%E-}Eni Section

1042 further specifies that the plan “shall include the Secretary’s plans, if any, for the
sushinment and modermnization of the fellowing:
(1) Land-based and sss-based strasagic bellistic missiles, including any plans for
develoging replacoments for e Minuteman [II intercontinenta) baltistic missile and




PEERETRE T

(U) This repert constitutes the Depertment of Defonse response to the sbove requiremaents.
DeD Approach to the Congressional Tacking (U)

(U) This Nuclear Posture Review (NPR) is the first comprebensive review of nuciesr forces
gince 1994, whan the first Nuclear Posture Review was completed. The primary purposs of

the 1994 review was o determine the sirategic nuclesr forcs structure 1o be deployed wnder

the second Steategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START II). That review also examined the
following: non-strategic muclear forces; command, control, communications and intelligencs;
the supporting infrastructare for both dativery platforms snd muclesr warheads; safty, :
 secuzity snd use control of U.S. suciesr wespons; snd threst reduction and proliferation.

(U) The current review of the U.S. nuclear posture differs from the 1994 review. Rather then
being erganized around aa arms control fameweark that assumes the cenxtral strategic concern
managing a potentially hostile relationship between the two largest ouclesr powars, the

current review is built around the recognition thet the United States 20d Russia have a new
relmtionship, while at the same time the proliferation of nuclesr wespons snd ballistic missiles

hes created new challenges for datarrence. kt defines the capabilities required of the mcier
foress in the pew strazegic envirenment, Mes egpecially, it recognizes that Russin, uniiks :
the Soviet Union, is not an ideclogienl enemty. There is ground for mutnal cooperation, sad

the United States is sesking to move beyond the outdsted Cold War framework of ralstions to
dovelep a pew strategic framewark with Russia.

(U) The review was conducted in paralie! with the Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR).

reflects and reinforcas the strategic premises of the QDR. Bacause of the critical rols playad

by U.S. nuciear forces in the national sscurity syategy of the United States and its alties, this
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IL. A New Triad for s New Era (U)

Intredactica (U)

(U) The Depsstasent of Defense presented a new defense strategy in i3 2001 Quadvemnial
Definse Reovisw (QDR). The QDR responded to President Bush's call for 2 steategy thet-
addresses today's threats while praperiag the Department to mest future chalisnges. - Nuslear
foroes have s important rols 10 play in that strategy. As this Nuglese Postuse Review
documnents, their aumber, composition, and chersctar ought to refiect the reality Tt the Cold
War is ever and that the role of nuclesr forees hiss changed in iznportent ways.

(U) The new dafimss strategy employs & capabilities-bessd spproach ® planning. !uqhn-
umwmmwumum«mdu

warid. Nucless force planning will amploy the sams capabilities-based spproach.

mmumaummmmwmr&.
Bush snnounced that, over the next decads, the Uited States plsns to reducs its ¢

deployed. sttasegic nuclesr fores t a range of 1,700 ~ 2,200 washeads. This zauge of
mmm:mm.umww«ww
consisterst with national seexrity requirements snd allisnce obligations.

M‘mmnma-mm-h—ldhvhhh
implementation are outlined below. .

ANewEn (V)

(U) Daspize periods of acue erisis, for more than wmuwmm
an ideslogieal opponest snd military peer tha behaved in s relatively fumiliar and Joudicnbls
macner. Ia contract, decisions wdsy sbout the size nd campesition of U.S. Serces must take

mmqu&Mwhmmhnm
strangic consideration.

mmmmmmmmmmmﬁnﬁudmu
DOD-RLs 210U May pose & threst to its vital inssrests or thoss of its Riends and allies decades
from gow. In the coming decades, the United States is likely to confiomt unexpemad erisss
md conflicss involving cae or & cembinstion of adversuriss anmed: with & wide mage of
capubiliies, including nucless, bislegical, chamical, cybsrstmck and tarserist wanpans and -
the meens (0 deliver them over long ranges. MﬁMDMd
decitively--is now a condition of planning.

(U) Hostils Nen-Suxte Actory. The Septantber 11° sttacks demcnstrated the dmger 30w
posed by non-state actars. mmmum«mmmx
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(U) Potsntial Adversaries. The United States, its allies and friends face adverseries and
potantial adversaries among s numbar of states. Mazny of these states aleo support terrorise.
They have WMD programs and are developing ballistic missiles of incressing range in order
to striks fhrward-doployed forces as well a3 the population centers of the United States sand iis
sacurity partoers. Most of thass potantial adverseries are ruled by suthoriterian lseders who
peoecally are subject to fow if any institutional restraints and whose decislon-meking
processes are obscure and whoss behavior is often unpredictable. As a result, the capecity of

the United States to deter them is uncertain.

(b))

(U) The intemnations! system is 00 longer characterized by endizing and idsclogically defined
pet politien] bloca It hos betome more fuld and wgsediciable. The Unjtad States bas ©

(U) The United Steses is confromsed by 3 spectrusa of potsmtial adversaries and pessible
combinatiens of hostils powers. Their sirstegic embitions and military capabllities differ
widely and are sometimes difficult to determine. Nose are
mmunhmdenlmmthﬂ' States, its
alliss and

Nesd for 8 New, Post-Cold War Appreach 1o Nuclear Foress Plaaning (U)

(U)MUS puclesr forces 3nd plang are still besvily influenced by the legacy of the
Cold War. The leng durstion and relatively static natare of the superpewer rivalry resulted in
war plans that were progressively refined for a faisty limited set of contingencies, dominated
by the nead to deter the real and frequently imminent threst of a Soviet attack on Westarn
Ewrops. The pimns emphasized large nuclear responss options to deter massive astacks, beth
suclesr sad conventional. The domimant [J.S. strategic nuclesr plensing was dons largely
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mmm&uwumamwau&m
power. Detarrence enforosd by offansive suclesr response wis the fisst line of defhnme.

(U) Nuclesr wespons play a critical tole in the defimss capabilities of the Unitad States, its
allies and frimds. They provide credible military opticns t deter & wide range of Gyests,
including WMD snd lacgs-ecsle conventional military foeos. Thess nuclesr sspebilities
mmmu”ummmnmcwmdm
important to schiove strategic and political objectives. - _

(bX1)

(U) Active snd passive dafemses tave & new mole in plarming Cowntioved insesiessl
vulnerability 10 ballistic missiles is a0 longer tschnologically mandaied nor stretegically wiss.
The Septawber 11" astacks drazustically (Dustrased the usparslisied extrenciam, haatility, and
unpredictability of some foes, and, correspondingly, the inadequacy of offessive capabiiitien
sione—ouciesr or noo-ausiear—ts deter the broad spectum of tarests the nstion fhees.

Advances in defensive technciegies will allow U.S. non-auciesr and suciesr capabiligis o be

coupied with active and passive defomses @ help pravide dmerrence snd protectien ageiast
sttack, preserve U.S. mamumumaum
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A Capehiitties-Rased Approach (U)

(U) The QDR shifts dafnne strategy 1o & capabilities-based spprosch. This spprosch reflects
the fict that altheugh the Upited States camnot know with confidenve what astion,
combinstions of nations, or non-state actors will poes thwoats to U.S. interests, it is possible ©
aaticipsm the capebilities an adversary might etsploy to cosrce its neighbors or to deter or
directly attack the United States or its deployed froes. A capabilities-based approach fhomses
mae ¢o how en adversery might fight end the means it might use than who the

might be and where & war might ootur. mwmmuumm
develop end sustain s modem snd diverss partihlio of ailitary cupebilities. This pertiblio
will sarve the four kay -gosls, defined in e QDR, that will guide the development,
deployznent, and wee of militasy fwces and capabilitiss, including miclssr foroes.

Defsnse Pelicy Geals (U) -

(U) The four defins policy gsals are developed in detail in the QDR and are brisfly
aunmesised below: ‘

o (U) assare allies and friends by demonstrating the Unitad States” steadinass of purpose
md eapability to fulfill its military commitienty;

) MMMMMMmcmﬁw
threaten U.S. interests or thoss of alliss and friends;

. M&Mﬂmuﬂwh%&mhm&ﬂ
friends; and .

The New Trisd (U)

{U) The spplication of the capabilities-based approach 10 U.S. nuclesy forves has remilisd in a
detision © traasiirm the axisting tiad of U.S suategic nuclesr forves~interssctinental
ballitic mimiles (ICBMs), hesvy bombers, snd submasine-launched ballistic mimiles
(SLBMs)~~izso s New Triad compesad of a diverse portfvlio of syssamms. The New Trid is
designed 1 give the National Commmand Authorisies a broad arsay of opticas to addrem 8
wide riags of possible contingencies.

(U) The elemems of the New Triad aye dapicted in Pigure | sod sumenerisad below:

. mmmmmum and their sssocisted commmd
wd conitro);
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° m'mdpﬁnmmmmﬁth&ﬁ,
missile dafenses; sad

I mmumw)ummum
mmmmmamm

mmamm«mw clamants of the New Trisd sre
maxirized by timely snd sccurste insliigmes snd sdaptive plaming. Eoheacing thess
mncwbuwupmmuhhmm“

M%mbﬂ“mhmmmdumm&
New Triad will comprise abiout cma-third of the operstiomally deployed wazhends of te
cusrent strategic suclesr force. It will retain s vital role in detarring WMD thrests, sssusing
sllies of U.S. security commitments, holding at risk an adversary's sssets and capsbilities that
camnet be comtared throwgh noa-uuciesr mesns snd dissusding potential adversmries fom
dsveloping lasge-acale nuclesr or conventionsl threats.

mmmz.um“ofumnummumﬁ
could assumne tasks 20w assignad exclusively to zuclesr forces.

° mwmmmmummhmu

tisk & portion of enemy targets.
Fa)

o (U) A nuclesr infrastructure better able to respond 1o adverse changes in the sscwsity
environment and to taks advantags of ushmological innovation can suppest reduttions
in the non-deployed nuelesr soekpile.

MW“M&.M&MM«M
deployed nucissr waapons migh be furthar reduced.




| | Figure 1. The New Triad (U)

Md&ﬁw‘nﬁd«n

(1)) Sirike Cepebilities. Non-auciess ctriks cepablikiss iachids advensed m
‘wenpens sysems (Jeng-rangs, presision<guided- weapons snd sincisted delivery menns),
offensive infermation oparations, and specisl opecations foroes (the utter cam be used 80 hunt
for mobile missiles or operate against WMD facitisles). mmuﬁ-m
include the thres lags of the existing strategic trisd and theater-based,

mie sizcnft.  Nuclesrarmed sss-lunched Greise missiles, removed flom tﬁ aod
mmhl”lWMMmmntmm

(U) Defonses. Active dafenses include ballistic missile defmes and sir defonse. Passive
dafensns include measures that reduce vulnersbility throngh mebility, dispecasl, redundanty,
mmummdmmumw~
management activities that mitigste the damage ceused by WMD uae; aad prosect. agaiam
attacks on critical infonmation sysems. mmaumrﬁumm
for the U.S. homeimd, foeces sbroad, allies snd fifends.

Mmuwmmnmmum .
demants of the Now Triad as well as the supporting intelligance snd comxmend snd acatel
capshiitien. - A responsive infrstructure that csn-sugment U.S. mm“
- development of mew systens ov scoslessted production of existing capebiiities in

- mmenaey provides strategic depth to the New Trisd. hnﬁa&.amm




nuclesr wespons sector of the inflastracture is indispensable, especiaily as the sizs of the
opeationally deployed muclesr arsenal is reduced.

(U) Planning. Careful planning will be eritical in integrating and Selancing the hres
clements of the New Triad. Planning for the New Triad must cousider multiple gosls, &
spectrum of adverssries snd contingencies, snd the many uncartaixties of the security
cavironment. The planning pracess not caly must produce 8 varisty of flexible, pro-plamned
mummummmmumu
timely construction of additional options in a erisis or unexpected conflict.

(bX1)

(U) The Depsroment will develop an integratad plan ummm«umm-
and the supporting isteiligance, placning and command and contrel that takoss im0 ssesunt:
(U) the ovenail security envircnment;
Mwﬁuuﬂmﬁwm

(U) emarging threats;

(U) technologicsl faasthility;

(V) interational comenitments; and

(V) US. defonse policy goals.

(U) The New Triad will take time to develop as its elements are adjusted and sdapted 10 sash
other, mmmuumnﬁummnﬂmwn

=0d muclesr infeastructure is welb-estsblishad, bot in many respects neither is suffisieatly
flexibis to respond quickly to new requirements. Programs 10 scpport the collsstion, analysis

, - u
N VRN =FARs P :




and distufbution of exquisite intelligence sro defined but still some yours sway from full
impleroe . 4

(U) Tae President will have opticts over time to adjust the capabilitios of the New Triad to
changes in the security cnvirommant. This may require: : ,
(U) rapid deployment of gow technologios;

(U) adjustmant in the relstive number or mix of deployed capabilities;

(U) damonstrstion of a new capability; or . :
(U) adjustment in the level of operstionally deployed forces, including macless

Castribations of the New Trisd to Defasse Policy Goals (U) |
New-uclasr and Nucleor Styike Capabilizies (U) '

(U) Assure. Sufiks capabilitiss can hold &t risk the ssests of sdversaries who tiresn e
Usited States, its allies snd fiisnds. For many contingencies, nanvauclesr skike capabilities
mest &l known requirements. For some contingmcies, U.S. suclesr forces will continue t
MWmemaamﬁMcm
threats of suclesr, biological or chamical sitacks or in the event of swprising militery
, ‘This asmrance can ssve 1o reduce the incontives for fiendly countries to

acquirs suclesr wespons of their own 1o dater such tiwests asid cireumstznaes. Nucleae
slso sssuse the U.S. public thas the Usited States will not be subject to cesrsion

‘sased on 2 fhlss parception of U.S. weskness sssiong potential alverseries. -

(bX1)
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* (U) Dissuade. Defnsss can make it movs sntaous sad costly for sn sdvarsy 1 compene
militerlly with or wage war sgaiont the Unied Statss. The demnotsteation of s nage of _
tachoologies and systemns for missilc defmse can hive s dissussive effect eu

yi

would in its estisuation negats the value of an sdversary’s missils buildup, the sdverswy may
chooss not to pussus such & cowrse. A similsy dissussive effbct has bewm cressed by US.
ground, sir and naval power; huﬂhﬂytﬂmﬂbﬂh&hﬁﬂ.h
the fisld, in the air or at am. A




SECRITSFERTTS

Defense R&D and Industrial Infrastyuctire (U)

(V) Assure. By producing and sustsining effective sixike capabilities and defensive systames,
a responsive infrastructare will lend strwngth to the New-Triad, and s strong New Triad emn
increase the confidence that allies and fiiends plase in U.S. socurity commitrents. Important
in this regard will be the ability of the inflastructure to suppost a damonstration of techicsl
capabilities and rapid fleiding of limited quantities of now systoms in responss to unexpested
threats, particularty those of peimery concem to alliss. The nuclesr portion of the :

infrastructure, by enmring the reliakility of nuciesr arms, will continue to plsy a critical role
in maintsining the evedibiiity of the U.S. nuclesr deterront a3 the auclear wespon stockpile is

(U) Dissuade. The capacity of the infrestructure o upgrade existing weaptas systans, suge
production of wespons, or develop and field autirely new systams for the New Tiad can
mmmmmmmumm New or
improved capabilities could limit or negate advantages 2a sdversary hoped 1o achievs thraugh
admmxmdumm. To have this dissuative
offict, the infrastructure must be abls to augment the cepabilitios of the New Triad in »
manner suited 1 the typs, scale snd urpency of prospective challngss. An infestsucturs
; mummmumw.wmdmu
: two advaniages. First a force that is highly adaptive is less subject 1 mupeise; o if susprised
betier shie to recover quickly. Second, it provides the United States with the epporumity %o
economise on deployed systems. That is, not evary schnology danicastrased will nesd ©© be
deployed. snd a limited deployment may be all that is necsssary © counter 8 specific threat.

) Deter. The infrastructure musm provide coufidasos in the relisbility of the muclesr
siockpile and the ability of commend and csutrol sructwres ©© withstand attask. Mom
broadly, the defease RAD and industrial infiamructurs heips 10 enbance detmywnce of

w»mwmwuwaummmhu
face of an adversary’ sm»mmumm

(U) Defear. The mrike forces used in any future war will be the products of the defanse RED
and industrial infraswucture. As evidenced in the campsign againt teorimn, the

infrastructure is necesansy for replenishing weapoa stockpiles, repairing demaged systeme,
and replacing systems lost 10 wantime stirition.




Commeond and Coxtrol, Plaxning and Intelligence (U)

(U) As feces sre incrementaily changod to mest the New Triad force requibmments,
 command snd contrel (C2) becarnes more eritical 10 eagure the efftivenses of the demets
of the residusl force struoturs. In particulss, as focoes are reduced significantly, C2 axest be
robust, relishle, securs, sxvivible, timely, unambigocus, and sustainsble 10 insrs the
resultant foroes can be planned snd executed as iztended. Striks options will require intricim
plasning, flexibility snd interfice with decision makers throughout the engagesaent pyecess.
Cmdndmdwmhmmenﬂnndﬁemﬁumdm
will require sugizentation, modemisation snd roplacement.

mwmummumumum
of the elements of the New Tiisd, both ssperatsly aad in cembiiwtion. More ditailed
intelligencs on hostile regimes can support the design of desarrent strategias tailesed 1 each
of the sdversariss the United Staes migit confiont. Strategic waming that the Unitd Swtes
might fase & new or greater threst of sggression in & matter of months or years can aliow the
infrastructere to produce mors or betier offinsive and defensive capebilitics. Accumsand -
timely urgeting infoemation can increnss both the lethality of srfis capebilities aad the

. for non-nuciesr strike cspabilities to substitute for nuclesr wespons or provide:
for the timely.positioning of missile Sefonse assets.

Rele of Nuclear Weaponas ia the Now Trisd (U)

(V) Nusiesr weapons have a vitsl role in U.S. and allied sceurity. They deter asttack and
dissuade comnpetition filom pocemsial adversariss. The United States must retain sufficiest

strategic nuciear forees £o deter any hostile foreign Jeadership flom using wespons of mass
destruction agsinst U.S. vital interess.

mmcﬂummwmwm |
mmwmmmmummummﬁmb

sdversaries are a0t additive.: mmmm»mauﬂum
by the ixtersstion of a number of factors:

e a»ammmhusmmmwhw
sscond to Dooe;

e (U) the force structure nesded to peovide options to halt the drewnlown or to
mam»mum«mmm '
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o mmmamqmuumnuamu

° (U)ﬁt,ﬁnuwb‘mm“.amdmﬂ
mmammmmMammm-
policy goals csmmot be prodicted precisely. Viewed from today, however, the range
Whh?ﬂuwﬂnbﬂmﬂudmmbmh
.uu.mmm

sunummw)- '

Tmmediate, Potsutial, sad Unexpocted Cantingencies (U)
mnmmhmmmmmummu
mﬁ:wmumm“um Contingancies omn bs

categorived as immediate, potentisl, or unexpocted.
XD
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(U) The establishement of s new strategic framewerk with Russis hes sigaificant conseguences

fixx the required sizs snd character of U.S. nuclesr forces. The United States cant

mmmammummw-mmumwwﬁ

peuciude the more cooparative relstionship sought by the United States. - Adjusting U

mwmmumammmmm

is s critical stap sway from the Cold War policy of mutual vulnarshility sad woned mers
(7))

Operatisnslly Deployed sad Respansive Nociear Forces (U)

(U) The exagories of immedise, potantial, and unexpected threats have besa smpleyed ©
sias the anclesr forces. Nuelssr forces, in tum, have bemn divided into two groups:

o (U) Operaticnally deploysd forees; and
. ) (b)(3):42 USC
o (U) Responsive farces. §21sa§a) xcr

mmnywmummnmuwmnm
iohiney  US. defense goals in the context of immediste end unexpected contingencies. That is. 8
{FRD) Mnmdmmhnuﬂhudmmummuwﬁh
sdditional margin in the event of a surprise development. The
the United Sestes is scheduled to deploy io 2012 weuld comstitste the
opeeationally deployed forcs.

[}
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(U)Tbcpmlly deployed farce is intended to address immadists end uneupected

The responsive force is intnded 1o addiess potetial contingsacies. The
sbility to reinfhros in a timely and efficient mamer the opcrationally deployed frce with
warhesds from the responsive force will contribute to the deterrence of challengss and the
dssuasion of srms competition.

Mﬂnzmummmmwuw
mummnmm

‘@)(1)

—__ Figere 2. Operationally depieyed sad respantive foress {U)
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[(BX(1),(6)3):42 USC §2168(a) (1XC)~(FRD)

V 7 V .

MMNM:MM&M&%M
mwuuummmmmmnmma
effoct. Presidert Putin has anncunced that the Russisn Federstion also will reduce micless
foroes in line with its requirements. The United $tasss will continns consultstions with the
msumumwmwmumw
reductions in offesive nuciesr foroes. ‘

ﬁuuy(ll) '

MU&WM:&MW&&W&:MW‘
contingencies. In response to 8 fiuid and uopredictable security eavirooment, the Depirtment
has adopted & new and more fixxible capabilities-based spproach to defanse planning, That

spproach appliss to all US. militwy caspebilities, including its nucless farces. The
hag developed the concept of 3 New Triad as part of its

. Depsrtment capabilities-besed
_.m hk“w”h%u“ﬁﬁ%mh
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qU&mmwu_WMhamm
aTRviroamant. '

(U) The New Triad consists of noo-amclesr and nucloar strike capabilizies, & respomsive
mm When fully fielded, it will provide the diverse and complamentary
W'mbdﬁuhpﬂlmotdeM
mey arise in the coming decades. It will previde a flsxible, survivable sad adsptable force o
assure othars of our capebilities and intentions to dissuade and deter potartial adversxries and
dafhst aggreasion againet the U.S., its frisnds and allies. ’

(U) Rossis is not the Soviet Unico. Recegnizing this, prudent nuclear reductions s new -
possidle, as is the development of & new strategic famework with Russia. The ovenall
capabilities of the New Triad, as they evolve, will support this process. '

®Xn -

; (U) The deliberaie staps taken by the US. to reduce its nuclesr fiwces undersosrs e
: opporumities that exin outside the strictures of the Cold War style of stratagic anns conol.
That 6ld process is incompatible with the flexibility U.S. plaaning and forves new require.
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. | o (U) Major Iniiatives. Developiog ind sustaizing theNow Trisd will raguire

ir?iﬁeiggsgia

Eggtaggggg
®

E giolwll.ull?g The large number of
wirhead types in the srsensl served 10 seduse the risk thet technical problams with ene
e‘&&inﬂ:g}?;&?!i Forthe

(U) This section outlines the steps 10 deveiop the elements of the New Triad. .




Major Initistives (U)
Serike (U) |
MM&WWhhﬂm.mm
X '

° MM-«WW&M“&M
strike weapons. '

[®XD

° me»mmmm-ﬂ
disssmination, plaming flexidility, battle mansgernent and commend snd contsel
to exploit the capebilities of advanced nen-zuciesr strilis systams.

(U) DaD has & wids varisty of development activities underway 10 address these deficienties.
Thie DoD has essblished specifie abjectives for rike in the Defynse Planning Ouidanes
(DPG) for FY03. The FYO4 DPG will provide guidance to caosdinate and decentliet

(bX1)




° mmmmuwmumwhuom
pmmhqﬂiﬂuw mumo{mumumm

(bX1)

BaRistic Missile Defonse (U)

(U) Active and passive dafinses are a key element of the New Trisd. Within this element,
mmw&mm»mw

Mmmmmmmumummaw
defanees is 1o protect all 50 stases, our deployed forces sad eur Siends and allies against
bailistic missile sttacks. ' The Departient has reorganized its beilistic missile defones
program. mmummmmuumm

° mmumummmumua»amm
mofmwnm’m&wm

) mmmmwmmwmwmw
longer-range missiles as weil as dcfmees against attacks by larger aumbers of shert
and owdium-rangs missiles. ,

o - (U) Missile defonse sysiems. like all miliary systems, can be less thaa 100-parcent:
effective and siill make a significant centribution to sscurity by enhanting dawsrrense
and saving lives if detervence fhils.

o (U) Instead of committing 50 & single architecture, the United States will deploy
smmoors and intsrospors in combinstions that are best calculated 00 support US.
strategic objsctives.

. MhMMMMﬂhmmquwu
friends and alliss. The Unitad States, therefiwe, is committed to broad coopesation
with ous frisnds and allies across ths spectrum of missile defonse systems.




MWMPA&L&M”M&NMm&mm
decision will depend on the evolution of both technology and the threst. The Department is
exploring a wids range of altamative approsches. Thare are two dinensions to ths missile
defense program: noar-term enangency aspebilities; and improved varisnts of these
capabilitios leading to more robust, operstional systams. Several nesr-tens snd iid-emm
MWMMwMumM&QWQ*
mm A

° MAMAMMhWWmthW
mwmmdmm

. (U)AM»MM daullﬂ.d
interceptors taken from the test program and((P)3):42 USC §2168(a) (1HC)-{FRD)
mumwwmu od

° MAMMMNHNMQMQMM
capability against short to medium-rangs thrests. |

(U) Based on the technical progross of thess systems, the United States could deploy
operaticaal capabilities beginning in the 2006-2008 period inchading: |

¢ (U) 23 Airborne Laser sircraft

¢ (U) Additional ground-besed midcourse sites

o (U) 4 sea-based midcourss ships

o (U) Terminal systams, able to defend against shorier-rangs threats: PAC-3, which
. began doployment in 2001, snd THAAD, which could be availsble by 2008.

c--‘umcmwtm
®XT)

Commsad aad Coatrel (U)

qmmumm.wmme&:ma
independent, cad-to-end review of all activities involved in maintsining the highest sndisls
of nucissr wespons safety, sacurity, control, and relisbility. The End-to-lind Review hes besn
conducted concurrently with the NPR and was not completed before the deadline for -
decisions to be resclved in the NPR. While the study is not yet final, the FAC presented an

urgent preliminary finding to the Secretary subsequent to the cvents of Sepember 11*

muumwbmmmmmmmhnnu.
wus national command snd control conferencing systemn. :
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. (U) Launch detestion and tracking will be improved by the Space-Based Infrared Symans-Sigh
(SBIRS-NMigh) saeilitas. Designad to detect the Isunch of enemy bellistic mimiles, thess
sysimns will provide greater sansitivity and precision relstive to those sateilises currently in
plase. DoD will deveiop the low-orbit constellation of SBIRS-Low sateilites to support
missile defense. This system will provide capabilities to track enemy ballistic missiles and 0
assist in the discrimination of reentry vehicles and ather objects in flight.

rW)




Overkanl of Existing Systams (U)
Adaptive Plaaatag (U)

(bX1)

Plonuing Issues (U)

mrowumwmmwmmw»m
planning scanseios, 8 comprebensive SWPS Transfoswation Study bas bem initined and is
being condusted by US. Stntagic Command. Results will be svailable in lae 2003.

To ment the regquirernsnts ¢f adaptive planning. sn unnduﬂhddn
archiracture is nesded.

DoD Nuclear Infrastructure (U)

(L) DoD has 3 comprehensive appeeach 10 ensuring the viability of the inflastruecure

o (U) Susiainment of cxrvens sysiems 1o taks advaniage of previous investments;

e (U)MMJ*MUM“MWWM“W : |

replacement sysiems and/or eahanced and new capabilities to ensure the force mess
‘emerging and future needs;

° MMJMWuMhmmhammu
full zngs of future eapability and medemnization reguirements.

(V) Section IV of the report discusses the suclear wespon susteinsnent and modernizasion
prograns now underway a8 well os thoss planned for the fature. This ssction eutlines the
Do spproach to the infrastractore for theve systems in the context of the New Triad.

)
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Mhmdﬁ-&ghbﬁu:«mkﬁhﬂ%n&mhﬂ
for the Futare U.S. Stratagic Posture is considesing strategies for enhancing the sbility uf'the
U.S. tachmology bess to deal with or hedge against uncertsinties in the nature ! timing of
posecial strategic thrests, the capability of the mchpalogy and industrial base 0 respond fn s
timely mazmee, snd the adequscy snd responsivansgs of science snd wchuslogy geograne
m»mmwm In addition, the U.S. Suamgic Comenand
h muwm&Mmmmmm

NNSA Wsarhead Researeh, Developmsst snd Preduction Infrestrustare (U)

(U) The U.S. suciesr wespons complex has two principal missions: firm, to ensure high
confidence in the safety and relisbility of the endusing sackpils: sscond, to develop and
maintsin the capahility to respond to changes in the s0ategic eavironmens that call for
adjustments in the summber of depleyed weapons or, if ¢irected, 10 modify sxisting. er develop
new, WEapons t Mmest new or emergiag military requirements.

: wywuumum«mmmmmuuo

~ develop means ¥ certify the safety and relishility of the aging stockpile sbesnt underground
natlear sesting. The size of the production infrastructere was reduted with the geal of
mummmumuumuumum
need in the future.

r—(b)(‘l )DY3):42 USC §2168(a) (1)C)~(FRD
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(U) The need is clear fbr a revitalized nuciesr wespons complex that will:

Arommammumuummmanmu- :
" to redress past underfunding.

Steciplie Miintenanes (U)

(U) continue to assure stockpilo safety and reliahility;

(U) conduct srveillance 1 predict and find problens nunmm
wespons wall before aging degradations;

MhﬁhﬂMbdﬁgMMde“
in responsc to new nativesi requirernénts; and

Mmm:&mbmmmmﬁm

(bX1)
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(b)(1),(b)(3):42 USC §2188(a) (1)(C)—(FRD)

(U) The size of the active and inactive stockpile will be reviewed 25 pant of the periodic
assessmants in Light of the requiremaents for the operationally deployed and responsive fbross.
- The resulting estimates of stoekpile requirements will be refined by DoD and NNSA. The

” SRERRT=FRS < NF=)
 §
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Joint Nuclesr Weapons Council (DoD and NNSA) will ovarsee the management of the

stockpils on 8 routing basis. Additionally, DaD snd NNSA will work togather to devalop 2 _

system for categorizing weapons in the stockpile that is more reflective of the spproach taken
Eoza.gl_.

Resteriag Production Infrastructars (U)

(U) A major challengs for nuclesr wespons programss over the next two decades will be to

refurbish, and thereby extend the life of, at lesst seven types of nuclesr washesds. Figure

illustrates the refurbishment plan that has been jointly agreed by NNSA and the DoD, and

which is reaffirmed by this NPR. This plan includes the “block upgrade”™ spproach in which

n
NNSA would commit resources to reflrbigh a portion of the warheads of a specific type in
five-year increments. Requirements for additions] warbesd refurbisiznent will be reviswed

g%i!?&%ﬂ?&-%{iﬂl'
responsive force are better defined.

(V) In order to carry out this plan, NNSA hes initiated cfforts to recapitalize deteriorating .
gﬂﬁc&!ﬁ&ﬂlﬂ&i&.iié%[%

daterrent and for the New Triad. gg%ilﬁigl’
%w&qﬁ.

(U) Werkead Assembly and Disassembly: The Pantex Plant in Texas is the oaly facility
capabls of the complete assembly and disassembly of warheeds. Plans are underway to
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(U) R4&D Infrastructure Supporting the Stockpile: Aside from a fow new facilities, much of
the R&D infrastructure is 40 or mere years old. NNSA must upgrade thess capabilities 1

ensure the long-term sbility to suppern the nation’s nuclesr detarrent posture.

NNSA Initiatives for Nuclear Weapoas Programs (U)
As 2 result of the NPR, NNSA will underiake severs initistives kighlighted below:

(U) Advanced Concepts Initiative. 1{the US. is 1o havs a flexible daterrence posture, it must

be shie to adapt its nucissr forces 10 changing strategic conditions. Specifically, adaptation
umamm@mwdmmﬁnmu
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(U) To further assess thess and other nuciesr wespons options in conmection with mesting
new or emerging military requirements, the NNSA will resstablish advanced warhead
concepts teasns at each of the national lsboratories and at hesdguarters in Washiagson. This
. will provide unique opportunities to train our next generation of weapon designers and
engineers. DoD and NNSA will also jointly review potential programs to previde nuclesr
capsbilities, and identify opportunities for further study inchuding asseasznents of whether
puclsar testing would be required to fiald such warheads.
(V) Nucigsr Test Readiness. The US. moratorium on nuclesr testing remsing in place. Based
on a 1993 Presidential directive, NNSA currently maeintaing & capability to coadust an
underground nuclesr test within 24 to 36 menths of s Presidens’s directiveto do so. In
February 2001, the Panel to Assess the Relishility, Safety, and Security of the United States
Nuclear Stockpile, the Foster Panel, commissionsed by Congress in FY99 to evaluate the
process for Annual Stockpile Certificstion snd the adequacy of criteria provided by DOE for
evaluating the Stockpile Stewardship Program, found that a 2-3 year lead timns © rsome

the faasibility and cost of reducing the time 10 “well below the Congressionally-mandated ens
year™ (sense of the Congress as expressed in Dnoong&'ugrﬁu
START I Tresty) was addressed as parnt of the NPR.

_Cmsa.v.a& Ennluﬁ__-la- September oﬂr&. U.S. has re-certified several
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analysis—ars exarcised with the suberitical experimentation work earried out st the NTS. As
experianced persennel retire, it will become more difficult to train new people in these
techniquos, firther degrading test readiness. This srgues for an spproech in which all key
capebilitios required to condust underground nuclear tests are idantified snd exercised
regularly on prjects making use of a varisty of nuclesr testing-reisted siills,

(bX1)

(U) To addrens thess concerns, aad 10 respond o similar concerns expreased by
USCINCSTRAT, the Foster Panal, DaD and others, NNSA proposss over the next thres
mnmuumwwwwﬂm&nm
proficisncy; begianing the mentoring of the next generstion of testing persennel; conducting
exercises of appropriste fidelity; replacing key underground-test-unique components (e.g.,
Field Test Neutron Generstors); medernizing certain test diagnostic capshilities; sad
dacressing the time required 10 show regulniory and sefety camplisnce. The Secretary of
Defense endorses the NNSA initistive o snhance test readiness by reducing the lead-time
casry out an underground nuclesr tast 10 ensure that the United Simses has the necessary
options a1 its disposal. DoD and NNSA will waek 10 refine test scenasios and evaleste
costbeneflt tradeofls in order 19 determine, implement and sustain the optimum test readiness
tizne that best supports the New Triad.

(U) Meeting Warkeod Production Commisments to DoD. As discussed earlier, 3 high priority
is the medemnization and revitalization of the produstion complex with a focus oa recovering
les: manufbcruring capabdilities and dsvsloping new copebilities and capecities 53 neaded both
o mest the planned workload aad to respond to possible stockepile “surprise.” A key
capability that must be recovered is manufacture of plutonium pits. 1n sdditien to our efbrs
to esssblish a lisnited production capability at Los Alamsos, NNSA will accsierass prelisnioary
design work on a medern pit manufacturing ficility so that new production capacity can be
brought on-line whan it is needed.

(U) NNSA Muizi-Year Pien. In order to have confidence that the NNSA propossd schedules
and programs will result in the capabilities nesded for the New Triad, NNSA requires a maiti-




Pecpie with Critical Nuclear Skills (U) . .

(U) Skillad parscnnel will be reguired to perform critical tasks t0 safsly and relishly operate,
handis, and maintain nuciser wespons and the muclissr detarzat. As & resukt of Fesourcs
svailability, the mumber of personnel within DoD snd DOE pessessing thess critical skills bes
eroded. The shortages ars well documentad in 3 sumber of reports including: e Defonse
Studies Bosed Task Forcs Report on Nuclesr Detsrrence (October 1958); the Report to the
gagc&ggﬁig?E

March 1999); Reports of the Pansl to Assess the Relishility, Safaty, sad Security of tha US.
Nuclear Steckpile (Novamber 1999 snd February 2001); and Nuciser Skills Retension

. Messures within the Department of Defonss snd Departnaanit of Raergy (Deceasber 3000).
Thase studies, along with the NPR review of key parsonnel, highlight several kay stuss of
contermn:

o (U)Nrception Egafﬁﬁ&ggg .
continuing and planned reductions in the suclesr posnure;
o (U) Aging of people, hardware, infrastructure snd the tecknology bass;
¢ (U)Loss of community of perscans] whn understand the complexities of nucieer
‘hardening and the nuclesr environmient criseria on which the existing wespen symems
o ?a Continuing shonags of exceptionsl quality personnel to operats and maintsin
nuclesr weapons.
P.t...iﬁ&sﬁia.le.zigasnl&rlii
DoD and NNSA. the following sctions are being initistad: :
¢ (U) The Secrutary of Defense will dives: the Defenss Science Board to foretant the
future needs of DoD for nuciear-skitied personnst and te evaluate the ability of the
DaD o recruit and trein the nuclear-skilled personne! it will need for the fisture. This
review will include the Services, suppernting staffy, and agenciss; end Ce
"o (U) The DoD snd NNSA will jointly support oppostunities thet peovide an end-a-end
demonstration of imegresed cepadilitiss involved with wazbend design, development,
munufacturing, and warhesd/weapon integration. A key objective is to exercies
critical ekills for adepting warbeads ©© DoD wespon delivery systams;
e (U) The DoD snd NNSA will entar into a pastoerskip o utilizs the NNSA Advanesd
Concepts Initistive in osder 10 iuvestigats options 10 mest fizturs capability needs and
.
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to exarcise the DoD/NNSA weapon dsvelopment interface. NNSA will include the
following as goals for the new Advanced Concepts Initistive: ,

¢ (U) Transfer of wazhesd design knowledge ffom the curvent geoerstion of
designers to the next gensrstion. '

o (U) Bxercise of DoOD/NNSA program integration ekills. '




IV. U.S. Nucloar Platforms snd Crpehilities (U)

(U) This secticn directly responds to Congressional intarest in effarts to sustsin U.S. noclesr
fosoes, and plans for their modernization or replacement. It will aleo identify shortfils in
qﬁﬁ&d&m“dmwﬂbmmmh*b
provide the nucloar offexse capebilities required for the New Triad.

mmmumm
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smciesr detarrant. This includes:
® mmqmmummdmm
o (U) Mudernization of the force or portions of the forse by developing and deploylag
replacement systems and/or enhanced and new capebilities to ensure the force masts
emerging snd future needs;
o (U) Revizslization of the DoD ami NNSA infrastructures so that thay can suppont in s
timely manner the full range of future capability snd modemization requirements.

(U) Figurs $ displays the plans for sustaining the curvent forcs of muciesr delivary pissforms.

e
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(U) Figure 6 displays the decision dates required to develop replacements for the corrant

e | mmes————
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“Tigere 6. Deckian Dases Raquired for Raplacement Systems (U)

latevesstinests! Ballistiz Misslles CCBMs) (U)

(14)] lcummamm«umru The focus of the Deparanent’s efforts
are 10 extend the life of the Misutaman II} wespon system until 2020 while beginniag the
requirements process for the next-genersdion ICBM. A st of comprehensive sustainmens
programs are planned o7 underwsay 10 ment thase objectives. These programns intlude the
Guidance Replacement Program (GRFF), Propulsion Replscement Program (PRP), Prepulsion
Sysiam Rackst Engine (PSRE) lifs exsension progrum, Repid Exseution and Cembat
Targeting (REACT) servies life exiension program, Navironeuentsl Cootrel Systam (ECS)-
propum. and the Safety Enhanced Resntry Vehicle (SERV) program. Successil flel€ing of
thess pragrams by the end of the decads will be an important censiderstion as the Department
examines progress in makiag the Now. Triad a reality.

mmmmwmwuammuww
Mimasman I mimile over the naxt two decades. The linchpin of Misutemen susteissnent is
the GRP. 1t replaces missile guidancs sst components, restores ground snd Sight reliability,

- smd ensures fisture supportsbility. The GRP guidance st must be fislded pdorto, orin
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cogjunction with, the Prepulsion Replacement and Safety Enhanced Resntry Vehicle
programs. The PRP program will re-pour stages 1 and 2, and will remanuficture stags 3 of
the Minuteman III solid rocket motors to address age relsted degradations and ensure that
motors, ordnance, and integrating hasdware remasin reliable sad capable of required system
performance. The PSRE Lifs Extension Program replaces aging components ia the
Minuteman I post-boost vehicle and ensures fisture svailsbility of replacement parts. These
programs are sequenced and their fielding is dependent on each other. Mars imparmatly,
they are sssential to the reliability of the ICBMs in the New Triad

(b)(1)

(U) Steps are underway to sustain Minuteman lsuneh control canters comenemsurate with the
exiended life of the Minuteman III missile. The REACT Service Life Extension Program
addresecs sustainment issuss of the launch control center crew station that provides commaend
systems to extend ECS life twough 2020,

(b)(1)

(V) Fellow-en ICBM. Today's ICBM force is undergoing major life extansion programs
designed to sustain it theough the 2020 time ffame. The Air Force Spece Command (AFSPC)
led the Ballistic Missile Reguitements (BMR) study (1998 10 2000) which documented &
®)E) 3

41




‘Ballistic Misslle Submarines sad Missiies (U)
(U) Tridens Reilisnic Misaile Sudsarings (SSRN). The Trident Ohio-class SSBNs with their

(U) Tridens I SLRM. wmuhmmmmmmu
ma&smumumummm
exigiag missiles. The continued production of sdditional D-S missiles is nesded in order t0
peevent a shostage of missiles in the next decade. As a result of continued production,

- relishility and accuracy of the D-S missile and its subsystems will be sustained, along with
the D-$ supplier bass and critical nucloar skills necsssary to ensure the high seliadbility of D-S
perfonnance. . :

e e T

{bX}5)
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(V) Peliowen SLEM. A naw SLBM would be nesded in sbout 2029 19 maseh the schedule
for s follow-on SSBN. The Navy has begin studies % sxamine

rnge/paylend requiresnents
uwmww»mma.mm-ﬂmu_m
mwmm«mmm

(U)Cc--“. Ths Doparament of Definse does not plan 10 purgus 8 common
ICRM/SLEM ballistic missile at this time. However, the Air Farce sad Navy are cusrently
cooperating in ressarch and development on commen tacknologies reletad to cucrent and
fistwre bellistic missiles - the Guidancs Applications Program (GAP), Raestry Systems

e ABIRIT = RBdile
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Applications Program (RSAP), Propulsion Appliestions Program (P u'rmb
the Sustainzunt of Strategic Sysems (TSSS) programs. AP

 Heavy Bomberv/Atr-Laznched Craise Misaties (V)

(U) Strasapic Bombers. The Aiz Force plans © kesp the current B-2 and B-52 flest
operationsl for snother 35 t0 40 yests. An aggressive sustainment snd modemisation effost
for both plstforms is required to support this pim. In particular, upgrades to communioations,
svicaics, processcss, radar systass, displays, snd nsvigation equipment axe essential 0 kesp
the flest afftrdabie aad oparationslly relevant reughous this period.

(@)

(U) Seversl upgrades are curremily underway on the B-2. These upgrades include AHFM
(Akerasie High Frequency Material) which improves the sbility 10 meiatain the low
mmuummﬂr&mmmwmm
Bomb Reck Assembly upgrade; sad Link-16 upgrnde.

(U) AinLounched Woapen Systoms. mmmmmummm
of cruise missiles can be sustained watil 2030, Servies lifs extension fmelhility stydies have
besn conducted for both the Air-Lasnched Cruise Missile (ALCOM) snd Advanced Cruiss
Mimils (ACM). Additional resources will bs required to implement life exsension pragrams
for thess missiles unicss replecements are developed snd deployed later this dacade.

(U) Peliw-on Stresegic Bembers. If carvent astitnates of the servies Nves for basmbers are
spproximately cacrect, ammau.wha»mmgu-
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: nesds to be given to the possibility that aircraft will operste in a nuclesr, biclogieal and
‘ chemical wospon environment.

Crems-Cuttisg Issass (U)

. MSdauﬂTMﬂW&mthM“ The
Department has identified s sumber of critical areas whers induatrial base sod relsted ekills
are not pressrved by either definse prograzas or the commercial sector. To retein this |
expastiss, which is required to maintain existing deployed systems beyond their original lif
and to design, develop and produce new systams, the Air Foros and the Navy have initisted
tachnology for resntry systams, solid rockst motars, guidancs systems, snd zadistion
hardened electronic perts. Thass ficus aress are coordinated betwean the Alr Fores and Navy
to prevent dupticstion of affort and to assess sress for common techuoliogies snd componsats
in fixure sysems. Additiensly, s sumber of dafinss tochnology objectives have bem
included uader the Tecknology for Sustsinment of Stustegic Systems (7338) to axmmine
mm

mmmrm mum Air Forcs snd Navy nuclesr systoms

mmhmmo{mmmhawnmm
hﬁﬂhhﬂadﬁ““hbm‘:{mm Curvantly,
_only-the DS missile syssm fulfifls the required annual Sigit tests. A comprebeasive aging
and srvaillance program Is essential to anticipats and predict component filure in time ©©
svﬁ“wmmnhﬁhqummm TheDepartment -
may be required to incresse Right wets and 1o implenent & predictive surveillante program 1
‘onsure that thess wespens will romaia relishie over the extended lifcimes.- Aspatofthe
mau&mmwmmummbuu
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! (U) DaD will contizue to work closely with NNSA. Both DoD and NNSA have a critical
- responsibility to maintaia 8 comprshensive infrastructure that supports the U.S. nuclesr
waapeas program and its perseamel. ‘

[(B37).()3):42 USC §2168(a) (1XC)~(FRD)
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(b)(1)

Limisstions fs the Present Nuclear Fores (U)

[®XT)

Delmsting Hard sad Desply Buried Tarpets (U)

(bX1)
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(b)(1)

Defest of Chesmieal and Blolegical Ageats (U)

(b)(1)

Improved Accuracy for Effectiveness and Reduced Collsteral Damage (U)
(b)(1)

mmuww)
(U)Don'aadﬁ-’ubu-hdm&nhm‘qt

o (U) The Chainnan of the Joim Chiefs of Stafl has initisted 2 Strategic Deterrant Joint
Werfigining Capability Assessment 10 characterize the requirementa for nuclieat
mwmmmm The assessment is to be complete in early
FY03.

e (U)DoD will conduet a study in FY02 to identify potential problems with the curremt
replacement of nucissr weapen systems &t end-of-life plas and 1o recommend
altermatives. Waiting to replace each current weapen syssen uriil that weapon can ne
longer be maintained through life extension modifications is not likely to be an
effective long-term stratagy. Two concerns with this approach are: (1) the time-
phasing of the replacements may result i & funding bow wave for which it would be
éifficult for the Department to program funds; and (2) the supporting infrastucsmre
would likely undergo periedic shusdowns followed by periods of intense activity.

o (U) DoD, in consultation with NNSA, will develop an investment strategy for
sustaimment, modemizstion sad replasement of auclear weapon systems. The
investment strategy is  include s mix of neer-term modifications of existing systems
to provide enhanced capabilities during the force drawdown as well as long-tarm

ERCRABP TR~
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Mhumwlﬂn The investmant stratagy aleo will
acidress the requirement to sustsin key industrial cepabilities for the nstion during
pexiods when acquisition-related demands would be imsufficient to sustain the

(b)(1)
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V. Nuclear Reductions aad Impileations for Arme Contrel (U)

Appreach to Reductions (U)

(U) Recognising that the dangers facing the Usited States have besa fundamentally sltered,
ummwummmmmmuhm 1) the
fosoes will be reduoed to the Jowest possidle level consistant with U.S. and allied mations]

mmnumumnm».mmu
development and

Mw»mmmﬁvmumnﬂu
mwwmmnwmwmmmumu
af 1,700 © 2,200 opersticnally depioyed strategic warbeads in 2012

(U) Becsuss of the dynamic, unpredictsble nature of the comning decades, the Department will
rosintein a responsive capebility 10 sugment the operationally deployed forcs should world
evesits makcs such action nsossusy. mmmmmmuw
within the Cold War snms control Samewerk, The new spproach facilitates reductions whils

- preswvieg the U.S. ability to respond expeditieusly to changing sitastions. The Usitng Stame
will contiane to comply with the fiest Strassgie Azns Reduction Tresty (START I).

Inktial Reductions (U)

MMWWW&WHM»&MQ&&M o
the Usitad States has decided 0 rucire its S0 Peicaltesper ICBMa, to removs fous Trident
subomsines fiom srsisgic swrvice, and 10 ne lenger maintain the sbility to retun the 3-1
bomsber foree to nuclesr servics. Whan these reductions are complate in FY0S, the sumber of
U.S. operstionally deploysd strategic nuclear werheads will be reduced by sbout 1,300
wacheads accountable under the START I Treaty (based on attribution rules at the time these
dacisions were made). The four Trident submarints that will be ramoved from ctruegie
swrvice will remain accountable under the START I Treaty. )

o




[®X),®X3%:42 USC §2168(a) (1XC)(FRD)

Lau»‘rnM(U)

(U) With regard to additional reductions beyond FY07, hWMMb“
the number of warheads on its ballistic missile farcs by "downloading.” Regarding bombers,

reductions will be made by lowering the aumber of operationally deployed weaposs, i.e.,
umum-ammm

(U) Long-mngs bombers are no longar on day-to-dsy nuclesr slest, sre swrely armed wih
sutlesr wespons and are used primarily for conventional roles. Those bombers played a
major role i air sempaigns conducted in the 1990s and are continting to do 20 today in e
war agaiast terverism. In making reducticns in the mumber of deploysd muclesr wespens
associsted with the bomber foree, thare will not be any reductions in the eapability of US.
. hamibers 10 deliver conventions! wespons.

Bi2 s (UPU.S. forces will have nomore_ loperationally deployed strasegic suclers -

(g)"(l;;m- wazhesds when the goal is achieved in 2012. US. operationaily deployed warheads commed

( in this 1etal are thoss that are on alert or can be placed ca alert in & esstier of days. SLBM
warheads for SSBNs in overhaul will not be counted as opecationally deployed because thass .
Mnmmhwmwmuwmm-m

deployed are:

o (V) For ballistic missiles, the sctual sumber of nuclesr wespons loaded oa the ICBMsor

) ax{nmmwmmammmcmu-
(sxcept for s small number of spares).

(U) The possibility cammot be rulsd out that there will be diffessnces in the number of
warheads deployed on specific missile typss. The United States resarves the right to changs
the spacific compasition of its muclesr forces and the allacation of warhesds asmong the
compensnts of the strsiegic nuclesr foros. Specific fores compotition and washead aliesation
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START I Treaty (U)

(U) The START [ Tresty comtains mesy features selovant to thess reductions. It contsing sn

- exmnsive vrificstion regime, including provisions for the exchange of data, a telemetry
regims, snd a2 extinsive inspection regims. The START I Tresty provisions will contime 0
MQMMdmhuhw“dM

(U) In adéition, theve are many START I provisions that wil ccntinue 10 constesin U.S. and
Russies options for strategic suclesr fhroes, sven ot reduced levels. START I limisths .
oauber of warheads that can be deployed on any specific typs of ballistic missile. It
prokibies any incresse in the number of warhesds from the antaber decisred. It limisg the
suber of suclear sir-lsymohed ervise missiles (ALCMs) thes cap be cuzzisd by haavy

- bombars and effsctively prohiblts cartying thase missiles en 0ther types of airersfl (which
would besane trasty-accountable beavy bombers if they.caxried ALCMs). In addition, it
probibise airdaunched and surfaie ship-lownched ballistic missiles of over 600-kwm range,
insluding ecaventional, sirlsunched ballistic miseiles.

(U) As lecg as the START I Treaty ramains in effhct, U.S. missiles will be Umind lagsllyts
the susmber of wazheads for which each missile type is acoountable in the START Trasty
Mamenandum of Uaderstanding. Similaly, U.S. leng-tangs bombers will continns 9 be
constreined in the number of nusiser weapons aliowed under the treaty. Under ths curtent -
plans, most U.S. bomabers and missiles would be epernted with substancially fower wespons
than are allowed under the START I Tresty.

The START 11 Tresty (U)

(U) The START II Tresty has sever entared inte force. Changss o the treaty were segetisted
with Russis in 1997, but never subminzad to the Senats far advice and consent. |a siditen,
the Rustian sesolution of stification, adopted in 2000, sontsing unscesptable provisiens
cantzary 10 the new strategic framework and establishment of the New Trisd.

(U) Nevershelass, it is clear that both the Untised $tates and Russis have set a2 a2 gosl forne
levels below the START 11 lismit of 3,000 - 3,500 accountable strategic nuciess washeads,




De-Alertiag (U)

(U) "De-alasting” is a term used to describe various propossls intanded to reduos the lsunch
readiness of nuclesr forees in the context of lesssning the risk of s auclear weapon being
Isunched accidentally or without suthorization. Thess messures have besn dlecussed s &
mesns of reducing the dsager of socidental or unmthorized missils launches by countries
with deficient command and control systems, “heir triggor”™ fisrces, or political instability.

B

(U) The New Triad addresses concerns sbout the seeidental or uasuthoriaed lasnsh of certain
foreign forees. For axample, it provides missile defenses to protect the United Stases, its
allies md friends against limited accidental or unsutherized launcims. 1t aleo will provide a:
mdMnﬂquﬁmbnwcm
lsunch, sliowing the United States to tailor an appropriats responss to the spetific evest and
to limit the dsnger of escalation. o

®X

(U) Following the initial phass of U.S. nuciesr redustions, subseguent reductions will be
achieved by downloading warkesds from miselles and bombess. Forcs structure will be
retsined 88 the besis for reconstituting the rosponsive force. Delivery sysams will agt be
revired following initisl reductions snd downioaded wazheads will be retained a8 needed for
the responsive force.

 The Anti-Beltistic Misstle Treaty (U)
w;mm.na.mx.mmmmmhmmm
XV of the ABM Treaty, tha the United Stases is withdrswing fiom the Tresty. The
withdrawsl will be effective six months from the dase of netification.

The Comprebessive Test Ban (U)

(U) The U.S. Senae did not provide its advics and consest 10 the Comprebansive Test Bun
Treaty (CTBT) snd the Administration does mot support its ratification.

. | cOBGhR TRy
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V. Nuclear Reductions aad Implications for Arms Contrul (U)

Approach ts Reductiens (U)

@muhmmammmmmm
ummwummmmhﬁm 1) the

m.m»z.zoomwwmumu

mmammmm«mmmumm- B
maintsin a responsive capability % sugnest the operaticaally deployed farcs shoukd world
events msks such action necesssry. Thase nuciesr force reductions will not be acoomplished
within the Cold War srmé control framewosk. The new spproach ficilitates reductions while
prescrving the U.S. ability to respond expeditiously to changing situstions. The United Stmes
mm»mmummmmmm&ru

Isitial Redustions (U)

(U) Strmegic nuctesr reductions will be completed in phases. As the first step in Gie process,
the Unitad States has decided to retire its S0 Peacekesper ICBMs, 0 reinove fur Trident
submarines flom strategic service, and 10 no lexger maintsin the sbility 10 return the B-1
bamber force to nuclear sarvice. When thess reduttions are complate in FY06, the number of
US. operstionally deployed stmegic sucioar warheads will be reduced by sbout 1,300
wizheads scoountable wmder the START | Treaty (bised on astribution riles ot the time thess
decisions were miade). murﬁumu«nummw
service will remain accountsbie under the START I Treaty.
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[®X)1).(®)3):42 USC §2168(a) (1KC)FRD)

Lenger-Term Reductisns (U)

(U) With regard 10 sddisienal reductions beyond FY07, the Usited Staces plans 1 decrease
the cumber of warheads on its ballistic issile force by "downiceding.”- Regasding bombers,

mmuuumumdmmmu
thoee svsilable for loading at operational bomber bases.

(U) Leng-range bombers are no longer on day-to-dsy nuclesr alent, are rarely armed with

" ouclew weaposs snd are used primaseily for conventional roles. Thess bomnbers played
ﬁeuku&mmﬁadhhl’hdnaﬁubbuhﬁynh
war againgt werorism. In mwikiag reductions in the sumber of deploysd nuciew weapoas
assecisied with the bomber forcs, there will ast be any reductions in the capability of US.
bombers o daliver conventional weapons.

(bX3):42 USC ) :
s2168(a) (1xc>- (U) US. forces will have no more

-{FRD) warheads when the goal is 12. US. operstionally deployed werheads counted
in this total are thoss that are on slest ar can be placed on slent in & matier of days. SLBM
wazheads for SSBNs in everhsul will not be coumed a8 operstionslly deployed becouss thase
subsurines are unsvailable for alent patrols. Wathesds that will coxmt as operationaily
deploysd are:

o mtum@umm«mmbunumc

. Mhmmmmm‘dhmwmumm
(except for a small number of spares).

(U) The possidility camnot be ruled out that there will be diffrences in the ousmber of
washeads dopioyed on specific missile types. The United States reserves the right to cheage
the spetific composition of its ouclesr foroes snd the aliocxtion of warheads among the
mauwmm Specific forcs composition snd washead silocatien
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-2800

-7 AR
, 4 ACTION MEMO
INTERMATIGNAL SECURTY.: - - | - o R 1-01/015793-SFO

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSec Action

FROM: J. D. CROUCH II, ASSISTANT SECRET OF DEFENSE FOR
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY POLICY X

SURJECT: Transmittal of the Report on the Nuclear Posture Review to Congross

e (U) The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 required you, in
consultation with the Secretary of Energy, “bemductnmmpd:mwmwd‘h
nuclear posture of the United States for the next five to ten years.”

e (U) The report at Tab B constitutes the Department of Defense response to the sbove
requirements; cocrdination for the report is at Tab C.

RECOMMENDATION: (U) Sign the memoranda (14) at Tab A to the congressional
loadership and key Defense and Energy committees of the Senate and House of
Representatives.

COORDINATION: (See TabD)

Attachments:
Tab A: Lstters (14) to Congress Transmitting the Report (U)
Tab B: The Report to Congress (SVEREFANER
‘Tab C: Coordination Page for the NPR Report (U)
Tab D. Coordinstion Page for the transmittal letter (U)
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