
Enclosure:
As stated

UNITED STATES PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE

ON THE

NRTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL

Brussels, Belgium

17 January 1971.1.

His Excellency
Joseph M.A,H Luns
Secretary General
North Atlantic Treaty Organization
Brussèls, Belgium

Dear Joseph:

I am forwarding for your information a copy of a transcript of
an interview that Secretary of Defense Schlesinger had with
television newsmen following his appearance before the Overseas
Writers Association on Thursday, 10 January i97L His comments
supplement remarks he made before the Association on United States
strategic policy which were circulated as part of the January 15
USIS Wireless File.

I am sending a copy of this letter and. the transcript to our
co1league on the Council.

Donald Rumsfeld /
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TRANSCRIPT OF INTERVIEW WITH SECRETARY SChLESINGER MID TELEVISION NEWSNEN

FOLLOWING HIS APPEARANCE BEFORE OVERSEAS WRITERS ASSOCIATION

THURSDAY, JANUARY lO, 19711.

Question: Mr. Secretary, you talked about a major change that would appear
in our nuclear strategy. Can you descrïbe that in concise terms
for us?

Aruwer:

Question: Mr. Secretary, are you saying that the United States has actually
retargeted some of its missiles, missiles which were once
targeted for cities and are now targeted for other areas?

Answer:

The change is one that has been diseused in various Foreign
Policy Reports of the President. What the intent is, is more
effective deterrence of the possibility of strategic warfare
because it is known by all parties that the President of the
United States has options other than the devastating option of
going against the cities on the other side,

I will not go into that. What I will say is that we have targeting
options which are more selective and which do not necessarily
involve major mass destruction on the other side and that the
purpose of this, of course, is to maintain the capability to deter
any desire on the part of an opponent to inflict major damage, on
the United States or its Allies,

Question: You seem to be saying on the SALT tR.Jks that if the Russians are
willing to sign an agreement as of the '73 situation, we'll go
along with that, but if they want to get back into a missile race,
we'll go back into a missile race.

Answer: That's right. We must maintain essential equivalence between the
forces available to the Soviet Union and the forces available to
the United States. There should be no question in the minds o±
the Soviets as we negotiate with them of our willingness to achieve
that essential equivalence. We are prepared to maintain a rough
balance that we have today but the present balance is dependent
upon the technological advantages that the United States asyxne-
trically possesses at the present time a opposed to the quanta-
tive advañtages that the Soviet Union asmmetricalJ.j possesses.
Consequently, if the Soviets insist on introducing major techno-
logical improvements in their force, this must be compensated
for, in our view, by a reduction in their present quantitative
advantages.

Question: Why after all these years do we now have to develop the ability to
fight limited wars?, We have never found that necessary in the
past. Why is that necessary now?

Answer: Vm not sure what you're referring to.
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any desire on the part of an opponent to inflict major damage. on 
the United States or its Allies. 

Question: You seem to be saying on the SALT talks that if the Russians are 
willing to sign an agreement as of the '73 situation, we'll go 
along with that, but if they want to get back into a missile race, 
we'll go back into a missile race. 
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logical improvements in their force, this must be compensated 
for, in our view, by a reduction in their present qu.a.ntitative 
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fight limited wars? We have never found that necessary in the 
past. Why is· that necessary now? 

Answer: I I m not sure what you're referring to. 
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Cuetion: Isn't that what yout re really saying that now we have to have
the ability to fight a limited war, we have to have limited
options rather than just nassive retaliation or assured destruc-
t ion or whatever you want to call it 'Z

Answer: I think you're referring to selective strikes as limited wars
or of wider variety of options0 I think the reason for that is
that circumstances have now changed considerably since the
middle '60s and that the acquisition by the Soviet Union of a
secure second. strike capability means that the circumstances
under which we can contemplate, or the Soviets can believe that
we can contemplate, the use of our nuclear forces are narrower
than they were in the past and therefore we must seek additional
ways of maintaining adequate deterrence so that we avoid the
possibility of nuclear war.
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Answer: I think you're referring to selective strikes as limited wars 
or of wider variety of options 0 I think the reason for that is 
that circumstances have now changed cons iderably since the 
middle '60s and that the acquisition by the Soviet Union of a 
secure second strike capability means that the cireumstances 
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