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Abstract
That there are significant definitional differences between languages is a
statement of the obvious. It logically follows that definitional ambiguity
occurs when translating a term from one language to another. The far-
reaching implications of this fact, however, are not as widely recognized. One
word that has been and will continue to be significant is “warhead.” This
analysis (1) examines the different translations and definitions of the word
“warhead” in English and Russian; (2) discusses the usage of “warhead” in
the context of arms control; and (3) explores the implications definitional
differences have for future negotiations. It specifically utilizes treaty texts,
as well as the Helsinki agreement text, to construct a contextual use of
“warhead.” Itis concluded that if US policymakers are committed to
including nuclear explosive devices in START III force reductions, negotiators
must identify and use a more specific term than warhead or 6oeronopka
(boyegolovka). Also included as an appendix are copies of the signed Helsinki
agreement in both English and Russian.



Just What Exactly is a Warhead?:

An Analysis of Russian/English Translations and Definitions

Introduction

An important issue in international arms control negotiations is the
precise and accurate translation of relevant terms. At most negotiating
tables, certain words are assigned specific translations and meanings.
However, outside negotiations, the implications of different translations are
often overlooked. One word of special significance is “warhead.” Although
seemingly straightforward, its definition and usage is laden with
assumptions. While shared assumptions are not consequential, differing
assumptions can cause significant misunderstanding. The purpose of the
following analysis is (1) to examine the different translations and definitions
of the word “warhead” in English and Russian; (2) to discuss the usage of
“warhead” in the context of arms control; and (3) to examine the implications
definitional differences have for future negotiations.

Definitional Differences

That there are significant definitional differences between languages is
a statement of the obvious. It logically follows that definitional ambiguity
occurs when translating a term from one language to another. The far-
reaching implications of this fact, however, are not as widely recognized. One
word that has been and will continue to be significant is “warhead.” The
following paragraphs examine commonly used definitions and translations of
“warhead” and put them into context of a previous arms control negotiation.
At this point, only the INF treaty is referenced, but START I & II may be
incorporated at a later date.!

Before discussing Russian translations, it is important to specify the
definition of “warhead” in English in order to establish the US frame of
reference. Webster’s New Collegiate Dictionary defines warhead as “the
section of a missile containing the explosive, chemical, or incendiary charge.”?
Although this can be read as not necessarily including the explosive package,

! In the English version of START I, warheads are considered separate entities from the
missile itself and distinct also from reentry vehicles. While it is possible to speculate as to
the implications of the choice of words, it is impossible to draw sohid conclusions without the
Russian copy in hand.

2 For completeness, a Department of Defense glossary was also consulted. The following
definition does not deviate substantively from Webster's: “That part of a missile, projectile,
torpedo, rocket, or other munition which contains either the nuclear or thermonuclear
system, high explosive system, chemical, or biological agents or inert materials intended to
inflict damage.” p. 408-409.



the assumption that it does is made by both the general public and those
more closely involved in military and strategic issues. In fact, most in the
nuclear community would be even more specific in their definition and refer
only to the explosive device itself.

When “warhead” is translated into Russian, the results are much less
definitive. The most common translation is 6oeronoska (boyegolovka)3 A less
common and weak translation of 6oeronoska (boyegolovka) is “reentry
vehicle.”* A Comparative Lexicon of US-Souviet Military Technical
Terminology echoes this translation and adds the Soviet® definition:
“Literally, the ‘combat head’ of a missile containing a single warhead.” It
adds that 6oeronoska (boyegolovka) is “an ambiguous word in ballistic missile
terminology. . . This is similar to the common use of warhead to describe a
warhead section, which actually contains the warhead(s), structural
elements, and other components.”” While the meaning of the word is vague,
it is frequently included in treaty language.

For the purposes of the INF treaty, 6oeronosxa (boyegolovka) is
translated as both “reentry vehicle” and “warhead.” Boerososka
(boyegolovka) is also used in the Helsinki Agreement in reference to
“transparency of strategic nuclear warhead inventories,” “destruction of
strategic nuclear warheads,” and “removing their nuclear warheads”
(6oeronoska - boyegolovka).l0 It should be readily apparent that at the very
least, Goeronoska (boyegolovka) is a term that can be interpreted in various
ways.

Another Russian term for “warhead,” and probably the closest to the
US English speaker’s default use, is 6oesapsy, (boyezaryad). This word is

3 (1) Oxford Russtan/English Dictionary; (2) Callaham's Russian-English Dictionary of
Science and Technology; English/Russian Dictionary of Diplomacy; Russian/English
Military Dictionary.

4 Both translations are also given in Arms Control: Reference Aid — 1987 INF Treaty
Glossary, p. 2.

51 identify this as a Soviet definition because the referenced document was written during
the Soviet period. The definitions and transiations contained in this document should
remain valid, even during the post-Soviet period.

6 A Comparative Lexicon of US-Soviet Military Technical Terminology, p. 32

7 A Comparative Lexicon of US-Soviet Military Technical Terminology, p. 32

8 Arms Control: Reference Aid — 1987 INF Treaty Glossary, p. 2. Treaty text: Procedures for
Elimination at Elimination Facilities, no. 9 “The Parties agree that all United States and
Soviet Intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and their associated reentry vehicles
shall be eliminated within an agreed overall period of elimination.”

® Arms Control: Reference Aid — 1987 INF Treaty Glossary, p. iii, 2. Treaty text: Art. VII, no.
5 “The maximum number of warheads an existing type of intermediate-range missile or
short-range missile carries....."
10 “Joint Statement on Parameters on Future Reductions in Nuclear Forces,” March 21, 1997




translated and defined in two different ways: (1) “weapon” (in the sense of
‘nuclear weapon’) — includes ballistic-missile and cruise-missile warheads,
gravity bombs (Not to be translated as ‘charge’ in this context)!l; and (2)
“warhead” — the nuclear, thermonuclear, conventional explosive or other
charge within the warhead section or reentry vehicle of a missile or rocket.!2
Boesapsy (boyezaryad) does not appear in the INF text, but is utilized twice in
the Helsinki Agreement. First, it appears in reference to lowering the
aggregate levels of “strategic nuclear warheads” (cTpaTermyeckux syreHbIX
Goesapsauos - strategicheskikh yadernoykh boyezaryadov) to 2,000-2,500 by
December 31, 2007. The second utilization is in reference to promoting the
“irreversibility of deep reductions including prevention of a rapid increase in
the number of warheads” 6oesapsn (boyezaryad).13

As mentioned earlier, agreements are forged during negotiations as to
the designated translations of certain terms. Difficulties in translation
during the INF negotiations required the creation of a new term: sxepHoe
3apsgHoe ycrpoicTso (yadernoye zaryadnoye ustroistvo), or “nuclear warhead
device.” This term refers specifically to the internal explosive components of
the front section of the missile. SnepHoe 3apsgHoe ycrpoictso (yadernoye
zaryadnoye ustroistvo) seems to mimic 6oesapsp (boyezaryad) in meaning.
However, due to previous agreements, Goe3apsjy (boyezaryad) was either
designated as a term not specific enough, or the translation could not be
reassigned, requiring the use of new term.

A Russian word occasionally translated as “warhead,” and which
appears frequently in treaty language is ronosHas yacts (golovnaya chast’). It
is translated variously as front section, warhead, nose section, reentry
vehicle,4 post-boost vehicle and front-end (ABM interceptors).15 A
Comparative Lexicon defines ronosnas 9acts (golovnaya chast’) as “the
forward section of a missile in which its warhead is usually located. . . It may
contain one or more reentry vehicles as well as systems for guidance and
detonation.”’® For the purposes of the INF treaty negotiations, ronosnas Jacrse
(golovnaya chast’) is strictly translated as “front section.”!” Indeed,
consensus seems to have converged around the “front section” translation.

11 Arms Control: Reference Aid — Glossary of Arms Control Terms, p. 4. The
Russian/English Military Dictionary defines boevoj zaryad as (1) warhead and (2) propellant
charge. 6oe3apan (boyezaryad) is merely a combination of the two words.

12 A Comparative Lexicon of US-Soviet Military Technical Terminology, p. 47

13 “Joint Statement on Parameters on Future Reductions in Nuclear Forces,” March 21, 1997
14 Callaham’s Russian-English Dictionary of Science and Technology, p. 774

16 Arms Control: Reference Aid - 1987 INF Treaty Glossary, p. iv, Arms Control: Reference
Aid - Glossary of Arms Control Terms, p. 85-86, Lexicon, p. 100

18 A Comparative Lexicon of US-Soviet Military Technical Terminology, p. 100

17 Arms Control: Reference Aid - 1987 INF Treaty Glossary, p. iii



It should be noted here that there can be significant overlap between
6oeromorka (boyegolovka) and ronosnas vacts (golovnaya chast’). A
Comparative Lexicon comments that originally 6oeronosxka (boyegolovka) “was
synonymous with ronosnas gacts (golovnaya chast’), referring to the payload
of a ballistic missile. However, as additional damage-producing components
were included in the payload, these components within the ronosnas vacts
(golovnaya chast’) are also referred to as Goeronoska (boyegolovka).”'8 This
not only reinforces the ambiguity of “warhead” translations in general, but
specifically of 6oeronoska (boyegolovka).

Dismantiement

Although somewhat separate from definitional and translation issues,
dismantlement options regarding arms control are directly affected by the
meanings attached to the terms of the treaty. For example, the INF treaty
protocols indicate that the front section (ronoBnas gacts -golovnaya chast’) of
the missile and reentry vehicles (6oeronoska - boyegolovka) were to be
destroyed, while the nuclear warhead device (axepHoe 3apsAIHOE YCTPORCTBO -
yadernoye zaryadnoye ustroistvo) and guidance elements were permitted to
be removed prior to elimination. Therefore, it can be argued that warheads
(6oeronoBka - boyegolovka) were destroyed, while in fact the explosive
elements (smepHoe 3apsmHOE yeTporcTso - yadernoye zaryadnoye ustroistvo)
were not.

The precedent set by INF negotiators relates directly to the language
of the Helsinki Agreement. While the two presidents agreed to “destruction
of strategic nuclear warheads,” the translation of “warheads” is the Russian
word (Goeromnoska - hoyegolovka), the same as utilized in INF treaty language.
It is therefore not specified, as should be obvious from the above discussion,
whether destruction will include actual nuclear explosive devices or not.
Unfortunately, this fact might not be clearly recognized. In a Helsinki press
briefing, National Security Advisor Sandy Berger stated that “for the first
time the parties will be negotiating on actual warhead destruction as opposed
to simply systems destruction.”!® While NSA Berger is technically correct in
stating that warheads are the focus of negotiation, his emphasis on “actual
warhead destruction” seems to imply inclusion of the nuclear explosive
device, which is simply not explicit in the agreement language. There are, in
fact, many different methods of destruction, and as of yet, none have included
the nuclear explosive device.

18 A Comparative Lexicon of US-Soviet Military Technical Terminology, p.32

19 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Madeleine Albright, National Security Advisor Sandy
Berger, and Deputy Secretary of the Treasury Larry Summers. Helsinki, Finland, March 21,
1997.



Implications

Definitionally, there are significant implications of this discussion for
the Joint Parameters agreement made in Helsinki. First, according to the
Russian translation, the two governments indeed agree to decrease the
aggregate number of warheads (Goesapsy, - boyezaryad).2® Second, they agree
that the “prevention of a rapid increase in the number of warheads” (6oe3apsn
- boyezaryad) is an example of a method to “promote the irreversibility of
deep reductions.” Irreversibility implies permanence; therefore, common
sense would require destruction or dismantlement of nuclear explosive
devices. At the same time, however, the parameters set here only agree to
“promote” irreversibility, thereby not demanding it.

When referencing the destruction and transparency of warheads, the
Russian translation in the Helsinki Agreement refrains from the specific
reference to the explosive package and reverts to the more generic 6oeronoska
(boyegolovka). As such, it is a matter for negotiation how the number of
warheads (Goesapsy - boyezaryad) is decreased -- destruction may not
necessarily include these parts. While a definitive conclusion can not be
reached as to the specific meaning the Russian negotiators attached to
ooeronoska (boyegolovka), it is definitely significant that the negotiators
purposely used a different term when talking about destruction and
transparency than that used to refer to lowering aggregate levels. It is
therefore appropriate for Berger to argue that negotiation will focus on
destruction of “actual warheads,”?! but in order for that destruction to
physically occur, a more specific term than 6oeronoska (boyegolovka) must be
used.

In sum, the negotiators charged with maintaining the parameters set
by the Helsinki Agreement must discuss decreasing the number of nuclear
explosive devices possessed by both Russia and the United States. Itis not
required by the agreement language, however, to destroy the explosive
packages or to be transparent in decreasing them. In fact, if “aggregate”
refers only to deployed warheads, it may be enough just to take them out of
service, although this does not promote irreversibility. Negotiators can be
flexible in the manner in which they set above to decrease numbers. Asin
the INF treaty, they may remove the nuclear warhead devices (agepuoe
3apsAIHOE YCTPOHCTBO - yadernoye zaryadnoye ustroistvo) and destroy the front
section (ronoBHas 9acThb - golovnaya chast’), including the reentry vehicles

20 It is not clear whether “aggregate” refers to total numbers of warheads or deployed
numbers.

21 Press Briefing by Secretary of State Madeleine Albright, National Security Advisor Sandy
Berger, and Deputy Secretary of the Treasury Larry Summers. Helsinki, Finland, March 21,
1997.



(6oeronoska - boyegolovka). This would technically fulfill the requirements of
the agreement.

Conclusion

Within the English language the word “warhead” is somewhat
ambiguous and laden with assumptions as to its meaning. The Russian is
even more so, providing a variety of words that all translate as “warhead.”
This difference is in no place more apparent than the recent Helsinki
agreement, where the English translation refers only to “warhead,” while the
Russian utilizes two separate terms. If US policymakers are committed to
including nuclear explosive devices in START III force reductions, negotiators
must identify and use a more specific term than warhead or Goerosnosxka
(boyegolovka).

While translation and definitional difficulties will always exist and
provide challenges for negotiators, if the implications of these differences are
appreciated, greater flexibility can be an unexpected and at times, undesired
outgrowth. Specifically in reference to the term “warhead,” awareness of
semantic differences is vital, both by negotiators and the heads of state who
must ultimately agree to treaty language that preserves the spirit of the
negotiated agreement. '
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COBMECTHOE 3A4BJIEHUE
O ITAPAMETPAX BYAYIIUX COKPAIUEHUN
SNEPHBIX BOOPYXKEHHH

[TpearnenTal B.H.Emuun 1 B.KnasHTOH nMoguepkuBaior, yTo
C OKOHYQHHEM XOMOZHOA BOKHEI 6BUT JOCTUIHYT 3HAYMTEABLHMI
MPOrpecc B OTHOWICHHMHM YKPCIUICHHS CTPATErHYecKOw CTAGWILHOCTH
fnepHoR OeaomacHoctH. Kak Poceus, tax u Coeauuenunle LltaTth
3HaYHTEABHO COKPAaWAIOT CBOM ARCPHhIE cuubl. [IpeanpHHATH BaxHmie
Wark 0 HeHaUeNWBAHUIO cTpaTermyeckyx paxer.. Jorosop CHB-1°
BCTYMWI B CWIY, H €ro BBUIOTHCHHE OCYWCCTBIACTCA C ONEPEXEHHEM
rpaduxa. M3 Besopyceny, Kasaxcrana i YKpauHL BbIBENCHO saepHoe
opyxue. [OroBOp O HEpacMpOCTPAHEHWM ANEPHOIO OPYXHMSL GObui
6eccpoyHo npomwner 11 maa 1995 roga, u Horosop o BceoSbemumouem
3anpelleHUy sSOCPHAIX MCNbTauyi GhUt noanxcad Kak Poccuedt, Tak u
CoeauHesHunivy [Ntaramu 24 cenrabps 1996 roma.

[TpennpiHHAMad HOBRUA HCTOPHMECKMHA wWAr, HANPaBACHHBIY
Ha YyKpeILICHMe MEXQyHapomHoro Mupa M GesomacHoctd, [Ipesnaesxt
BHEwmwH u  Ilpeaument B.KuMHTOH  HacTofwMM  BHOBB
TIOATBEPXKAAIOT CBOIO I[IPHBEPXEHHOCTh OCYIUCCTBACHHIO AANLHEALIMX
KOHKPSTHRIX lJaroB MO YMCHBIUCHHIO & AACPHOM OMACHOCTH M
YKPEILIEHHIO CTPaTerMueckoit crabuibHOCTH M slepHOH 6e30nacHOCTH.
IIpeauneHTHl  JZOCTHI/A - MOHMMAHHA  OTHOCHTENLHO  JANLHERILHX
COKpAlUCHH M  OIPAaHWUCHMH  CTPATErHMYECKMX  HACTYNATEAbHBIX
BOOPYXEHHH, KOTOphlE Ha PyGexXe BEKOB 3HAYHTEALHO YMEHBILAT pPoib
SUICPHOTO OPYXKMA H TY ONAcHOCTb, XOTOPYIO OHO NpeacTaBAaser.
IlpusHasas ocHoBomnonaralomee 3HaucHMe Horosopa mo ITPO ana
RoCcTHXeHMS 3THX Uuenaen, [IpesuneHTnl B otaensHoM . COBMECTHOM
3aABNICHHM JANM IIOPYYCHWE OTHOCHMTCIBHO pAasTpaHMYEHHT MEXLY
CHCTEMAMH CTpaTerMuecKoi W Hecrparerwyecko#t ITPO, «kotopoe
NO3BONIMT pa3BepHyTh 3¢dexkTHBHYI0O HecTpaternyeckywo JIPO u-
npenoTepatHTh 06xox Horosopa no ITPO.

Yuuteisag  uanoxedHoe, [Ipesmment B.H.EasumH o
MMpeanaest 5. KiMHTOH JOCTUIHM CAeqyIOWMX B3aNMOTIOHHMAHHIA.



Mocne serymaenus s ciny Horosopa CHB-2 Pocens u
Coeannennnie [LTatsl He3aMeLTUTEIbHO MPUCTYNAT K NEPErosopas Mo
cornawenuio CHB-3. xoropoe Oyzer sxmodaTh, cpeau npoyero,
crelyiounie 6a30Bbc 3NCMEHTAL

- YcrauosneHue K 31 nexabpsa 2007 roga Ans Kaxaoin w3
CTOPOH [TOHMXEHHAIX CYMMapHuIX ypoBHe# B 2000-2500 ctpateryueckux
fuepHex Hoe3apAnO0B.

- Mepsl, xacarouwMecs TPIHCNIPEHTHOCTH HMEIOLINXCH B
HANMWYHK  CTPaTCrHYMECKHX AACPHBLIX OOErosIoBOK  H - YHHYTOXEHMA
CTPAaTerUyecKux sACpHbX OoerofoBok, a Takke mobumie mpyrue
COBMCECTHO COIMIRCOBAHHALIC TEXHHYECKHE W OPTaHM3aUMOMHHE Mephl ¢
TeM, YyToOB CnOcoOCTBOBaTL HeOOPAaTUMOCTH INMYOOKHX COKpAILCHHA,
BKIOYasT TNpedoTBpallucHMe OICTPOrO HapallMBaHMA  KONHYecTBa

Goesapsanos.
- PeweHnec BonmpocoB, CBA3AHHBIX C LGB0 NpHUZaHHA
cywecrsyowmnm gorosopam o CHB 6eccpourioro xapaxrepa.

- JleaKTHBaLMA BCEX CTPATCTUMYECKHMX HOCHTENEH LICPHOro
OpYXus, KoTopsle OyayT auksuauposaHnt 1o [Horosopy CHB-2, «
31 nexabpsa 2003 roxa myTeM OTCTBIKOBKM MX SACPHLIX 60€ronosok wu
NpUHSTHA JPYFMX COBMECTHO coriacoBaHHbiX wwaros. CoeauHeHHbie
1UTaTs! OKA3BIBAIOT COACHCTBHE OCYIUECTBACHMIO PaHHCH IeaxTUBAUMH
yepes [Tporpammy Hanna-Jlyrapa.

TIpeanacHTH KOCTUIMK NMOKUMAHHS O TOM, YTO NpECABHBIA’
CPOK JIMKBHAAUMH CYPATCIHYECKMX HOCHTENCH AICPHOTO OpyXus No
Jlorosopy CHB-2 Gyzer npomnex xo 31 aexabpa 2007 roaa. Cropoks
COIMACYIOT KOMKpPCTHbIC (OopMyTHpPOBKH, KOTOphIC OYXyT npeactaBiaeHl
B Tlocymapcreennyio [ymy #, nocae opobSpeHus [ocyaapcraeHMoit
Hymoit Jorosopa CHB-2, - B Cexat CoemuuenHnix [Ilratos.

B 3toM KOHTEKCTe [Ipe3sHneHTH! ITOMYCPKHMBAIOT BAKHOCTH
ckopoit patuduxarmu [Jorosopa CHB-2 TocynapcreeriHoit Lymoi
Poccuiickoit Penepaumi.

[Tpe3astmeHTHl COTIACHNNCh TAKKE O TOM, YTO B KOHTEKCTe
neperosopos 10 CHB-3 ux 3kcneprs! pacCMOTPAT B kayecTse
OTOeNBHBIX BOINPOCOS BO3MOXHLIE MEphbl, Kacajowlrecs AACPHbIX
KPRUIATRIX pakeT Mopckoro GasuposaHust OOJBWIOA [ANBHOCTH, -
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TAKTHYECKMX ANEPHLIX CPCACTB, BKTIOYAS COOTBCTCTBYIOLAE Mephi
VKPCIVIEHUS NOBEPUA ¥ TPAHCOAPEHTHOCTH.

[IpuruMas BO BHUMaHME BbLIUCHUIOKCHHBIE NOHHMMAHHA H
yuuThiBan ux CosMecTHoe 3aasnenue ot 10 man 1995 roua, [Ipeaugentsr
COITACHIMCh, YTO CTOPOHBI M3Y4aT TAKXE BOMPOCHI, OTHOCALMECS X
TPAHCMAPEHTHOCTH [IPHMEHUTENLHO K AXEPHBIM MaTepHanaMm.

3A 3A
POCCHUACKVIO OENEPAIIMI0O COEOUHEHHHE UITATEI
AMEPUKH

Witttor 4 €4,

Xeascxrocnr, 21 mapra 1997 rona
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JOINT STATEMENT ON PARAMETERS ON FUTURE REDUCTIONS
IN NUCLEAR FORCES

‘Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin underscore that, with the end
of the Cold War, major progress has been achieved with regard to
strengthening strategic stability and nuclear security. Both the
United States and Russia are significantly reducing their nuclear
forces. Important steps have been taken to detarget strategic
missiles. The START I Treaty has entered into force, and its
implementation is ahead of schedule. Belarus, Kazakstan and
Ukraine are nuclear-weapon free. The Nuclear Non~Proliferation
Treaty was indefinitely extended on May 11, 1995 and the
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty was sigqned by both the
United States and Russia on September 24, 1996.

In another historic step to promote xnte:national peace and
security, President Clinton and President Yeltsin hereby reaffirm
their commitment to take further concrate steps to reduce the
nuclear danger and strengthen strategic stability and nuclear
security. The Presidents have reached an understanding on
further reductions in and limitations on strategic offensive arms
that will 'substantially reduce the roles and risks of nuclear
weapons as we move forward into the next century. Recognizing
the fundamental significance of the ABM Treaty for these
objectives, the -Presidents have, in a separate joint statement,
given instructions on demarcation between ABM systems and theater
missile defense systems, which will allow for deployment of
effective theater missile defenses and prevent circumvention of
the ABM Treaty. }

With tha foregeing in mind, President Clinton and President
Yeltsin have reached the following understandings.

Once START II enters into force, the United States and
Russia will immediately begin negotiations on a START III
agreement, which will include, among other things, the following
basic components:

o -Establishment, by December 31, 2007, of lower aggregate levels
of 2,000-2,500 strategic nuclear warheads for each of the
parties.

e, Measures relating to the transparency of strategic nuclear

warhead inventories and the destruction of strategic nuclear
warheads and any other jointly agreed technical and

12



organizational measures, to promote the irreversibility of
deep reductions including prevention of a rapid increase in
the numpber cf warheads.

e Resolving issues related to the goal cf making the current
START treaties unlimited in duration.

e Placement in a deactivated status of all strategic nuclear
delivery vehicles which will be eliminated under START II by
December 31, 2003, by removing their nuclear warheads or
taking other jointly agreed steps. The United States is
providing assistance through the Nunn-Lugar program to
facilitate early deactivation.

The Presidents have reached an understanding that the
deadline for the elimination of strategic nuclear delivery
vehicles under the START II Treaty will be extended to December
31, 2007. The sides will agree .on specific langquage to be
submitted to the Duma and, following Duma approval of START II,
to be submitted to the United States Senate.

In this context, the Presidents underscore the importance of
prompt ratification of the START II Treaty by the State Duma of
the Russian Federation.

The Presidents also agreed that in the context of START III
negotiations their experts will explore, as separate issues,
possible measures relating to nuclear long-range sea-launched
cruise missiles and tactical nuclear systems, to include
appropriate confidence building and transparency measures.

Taking into account all the understandings outlined above,
and recalling their statement of May 10, 1995, the Presidents
agreed the sides will also consider the issues related to
transparency in nuclear materials.

FOR THE ONITED STATES FOR 'rm-: RUSSIAN FEDERATION:

i:lmm. d\ THEN W

Helsinki March 21, 1997
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