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U.S. 111LITARY CAPABILlTll:S IN SUPPORT OF NATO jllf 

It has been a cont inuin9 objectivo of this Admi nistration to 
maintain t he s t ren9th and vital ity of all of our Alliance 
relationships . Several event s require that wo undertake a 
comprehensive re view of our current force plans and pr09rams for 
U.S. mi l itary capabilities in support of the NATO Alliance: 

Progress cont inues t ov•rd a U.S.-Soviet agreement on 
Intcrmcdlate-r~n9e Nuclear Force& (INF), vhich. i f 
concluded, will be i•plcment ed over the next 3- 5 years . 
Thia agreement voul d eliminate one claaa of for:ward­
doployed nuclear woapons . Gi ven current conventional 
force imbalances and the future pote ntia l threat ·to 
NATO, prudent planni n9 sug9eats the need for 
ad j ustments in U.S . and Alllod contri buti ons, both 
nuclear and convent ional, to ass ure t ho cont i nued 
viabilit y of the NATO milit a ry strategy o! flexible 
rosponse . 

Continued pr09ross i n the NATO Kl9h Level Task 
Poree on Arllt.S Cont rol ~nd the Convontion•l Stability 
Mandate Tal ks indicate the possibility of follow-on 
negotiations coneernin9 conventiona l forcet. Until 
such talks become a reality and NA'I'O•Waraaw Pact 
conve ntional foreo 111uos are addressed offoc tively 
through ne9otiation1 , conti nuing proqrammatic responses 
will be required of both the U.S. and our Allies to 
address the existing i.JD.bal ance. 

Whi le t he military i11Plications of a.n INP T·ceaty have 
been careful ly considered in the foraul•tion of our 
ne9ot iat i .nq pos i tions, the F'Y88-89 defen1e pr09ra.m, now 
pendin9 be fore congress, was developed before t ho 
outlines of an eventual INF Treaty had become clear. 
In addition, the FY90·9 4 tannin proeeaa 
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If and when Senate consideration of an INF 
begins, the military implications of the a 
be a major issue. 

review of our plans and programs is, 
order. ~ 

In view of the foregoing, I direct the Secretary of Defense, in 
coordination with the Secretary of Energy ~nd the Director, 
Office of Managomont and 8ud9ot, to undertake a pro~pt review of 
ongoing U.S. and NATO foreo planning. This review should be 
designed to ensure that we have identified the nuclear and 
conventional capabilities most needed to support NATO's military 
strategy as we anticipate making the transition to a post-INF 
environment 1 and that such eapabili'tiea are included, as 
appropriate, in the P4!ndin9 FY88·89 budget and associated FYDP. 
The review should focus in particular on the appropriate phasing 
ot changes to U.S. military capabilities that will maintain our 
contribution to the execution of Alliance military strate9y 
durinq .:and after the phaseout of INF forces. JJH 

The Secretary of Defense will report to me by December 11 1987, 
on the results of this review and measures undertaken to 
implement this Directive. .Plt( 
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