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TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES 

OF AMERICA AND THE UNION OF SOVIET 

SOCIALIST REPUBLICS ON THE ELIMINATION 

OF THEIR INTERMEDIATE-RANGE AND 

SHORTER-RANGE MISSILES (INF TREATY) 

 

Signed: 8 December 1987. 

Entered into force: 1 June 1988. 

Duration: Unlimited. 

Parties: United States and Soviet Union (12 former 

republics of the USSR, six of which ― Russia, 

Ukraine, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, and 

Uzbekistan ― had inspectable facilities on their terri-

tory). Belarus, Kazakhstan, Russia, and Ukraine are 

active participants in the process of implementing the 

Treaty. Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan have assumed 

a less active role, foregoing attendance at sessions of 

the Special Verification Commission (SVC) and par-

ticipation in inspections. 

Treaty Text 

Background: In early 1977, the USSR began de-

ployment in Eastern Europe of the SS-20 (“Pioneer“) 

intermediate-range ballistic missiles (IRBM) with 

three independently targetable re-entry vehicles 

(MIRV) and the range to target all of Western Eu-

rope. In December 1979, NATO adopted a "dual-

track decision," which foresaw negotiations to ad-

dress the perceived increased in the level of threat to 

Western Europe and, should these negotiations fail, 

to deploy 464 single-warhead U.S. ground-launched 

cruise missiles (GLCMs) and 108 single-warhead 

U.S. Pershing II ballistic missiles. 

The INF talks began in October 1981, and continued 

without result until November 1983, when, in re-

sponse to the beginning of deployment of U.S. mis-

siles, the Soviet Union left negotiations. In January 

1985, U.S. Secretary of State George Schultz and 

Soviet Foreign Minister Andrey Gromyko agreed to 

resume the effort (the United States classified these 

talks a continuation of the earlier process while the 

Soviet Union considered them new negotiations). 

While originally negotiations only addressed the INF 

issue in Europe, the scope was later expanded to 

global coverage and a new category, short-range in-

termediate-range missiles (SRINF) was added. The 

INF Treaty was signed at a summit meeting between 

U.S. President Ronald Reagan and Soviet General 

Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev in Washington on 8 

December 1987. 

The INF Treaty is considered an innovative, new-

generation agreement, which served as an example 

for subsequent arms control treaties, such as START 

I and CFE. It eliminated an entire category of nuclear 

weapons and introduced, for the first time, extensive 

verification and data exchange mechanisms, includ-

ing on-site inspections. The On-Site Inspection 

Agency was created and tasked with INF verification 

duties. 

Obligations: The Treaty includes the Memorandum 

of Understanding (MOU), the Protocol on Elimina-

tion, and the Protocol on Inspection. It obligates the 

Parties to eliminate their intermediate-range missiles 

and launchers to such missiles, and all support struc-

tures and support equipment of the categories listed 

in the MOU associated with such missiles and 

launchers within three years after entry into force of 

the Treaty, and not have such systems thereafter (Ar-

ticle I and IV). The Treaty obligates the Parties to 

eliminate their shorter-range missiles and launchers 

of such missiles, and all support equipment of the 

categories listed in the MOU associated with such 

missiles and launchers within 18 months after entry 

into force of the Treaty, and not have such systems 

thereafter (Article I and V). 

The intermediate-range missile is defined as ground-

launched ballistic missiles (GLBM) or ground-

launched cruise missiles (GLCM) having a range 

between 1,000 km to 5,500 km. The shorter-range 

missile is defined as GLBMs or GLCMs with a range 

between 500 km and 1,000 km (Article II). The Trea-

ty covers the following intermediate-range missiles: 

for the United States, Pershing II and BGM-109G; 

for the Soviet Union, SS-20, SS-4, and SS-5. As for 

shorter-range missiles: for the United States, Pershing 

IA; for the USSR, SS-12 and SS-23 (Article III). 
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The INF Treaty applied to all land-based missiles 

regardless of their equipment. A special clarification, 

adopted in the spring of 1988 during the ratification 

process, elaborated that it covered all missiles falling 

under the definition irrespective of whether they were 

equipped with nuclear, conventional, or “exotic” 

warheads.  

Subsequently, a controversy emerged in the Soviet 

Union with regard to the inclusion of the SS-23 

(“Oka”) missile into the INF Treaty. According to the 

Soviet view, the SS-23 had never been tested to the 

range of 500 km and was included at the insistence of 

the United States (the list of existing missiles covered 

by the Treaty was separate from the definition of 

INF). 

The Treaty bans production or flight-testing of any 

intermediate-range or shorter-range missiles or pro-

duction of any stages of such missiles or any launch-

ers of such missiles (Article VI). It permits the Par-

ties to use intermediate-range missiles if they are test-

launched at a test site from a fixed land-based 

launcher distinguishable from GLBM launchers. The 

Parties are entitled to produce and use for booster 

systems, which might otherwise be considered to be 

intermediate-range or shorter-range missiles, only 

existing types of booster stages for such booster sys-

tems. Launches of such booster systems shall not be 

considered as flight-testing of intermediate-range or 

shorter-range missiles provided that stages used in 

such booster systems are different from stages used 

in those missiles listed as existing types of intermedi-

ate-range or shorter-range missiles in Article III of 

the Treaty; such booster systems are used only for 

research and development purposes to test objects 

other than the booster systems themselves; the aggre-

gate number of launchers for such booster systems 

shall not exceed 35 for each Party at any one time; 

and the launchers for such booster systems are fixed, 

emplaced above ground and located only at research 

and development launch sites, which are specified in 

the MOU (Article VII). 

The Treaty obligates the Parties to keep their inter-

mediate-range missiles and their launchers in de-

ployment areas, at missile support facilities, or in 

transit (movement of a missile or a launcher of such 

missile between different facilities); and their shorter-

range missiles and their launchers, until their removal 

to elimination facilities, at missile operating bases, at 

missile support facilities, or in transit, which was to 

be completed within 25 days. The Parties are forbid-

den to increase the number of, or change the location 

or boundaries of, deployment areas, missile operating 

bases, or missile support facilities, except for elimi-

nation facilities, from those set forth in the MOU. No 

later that 30 days after the Treaty's entry into force, 

the Parties became obligated not to locate intermedi-

ate-range or shorter-range missiles, including stages 

or launchers of such missiles, at missile production 

facilities, launcher production facilities, or test ranges 

listed in the MOU (Article VIII). 

Elimination of items subject to the Treaty was to be 

completed no later than three years from its entry into 

force. The Treaty provides for the elimination of the 

intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles subject 

to the Treaty at the designated elimination facilities, 

specified by the MOU. It entitles each Party, during 

the first six months after entry into force of the Trea-

ty, to eliminate by means of launching no more than 

100 of its intermediate-range missiles. The Treaty 

provides for the elimination of both the missiles that 

had been tested and deployed prior to the Treaty's 

entry into force and those that had been tested but not 

deployed, including the Pershing IB for the United 

States, and the RK-55 (SSC-X-4) for the Soviet Un-

ion. Together with the missiles, their launchers and 

support equipment, the Parties were obligated to 

eliminate their deployment areas, missile operating 

bases, and missile support facilities. Specific proce-

dures for the elimination of missiles, equipment, and 

facilities were outlined in the Elimination Protocol 

(EP). The Treaty permitted the Parties to convert a 

missile-operating base listed in the MOU for use as a 

base associated with GLBM or GLCM systems not 

subject to the Treaty (Article X). 

Verification and Compliance:  

Verification: The Treaty provides for data exchange 

and notifications through Nuclear Risk Reduction 

Centers. The Parties are obligated to provide notifica-

tions of the elimination of a specific deployment area, 

missile operating base, or missile support facility; 

changes in the number or location of elimination fa-

cilities, including the location and scheduled date of 

each change; the scheduled date of initiation of the 

elimination of intermediate-range and shorter-range 

missiles, including the stages, launchers, support 

structures, and support equipment associated with 

such missiles and launchers; the scheduled date of the 

launch, or the scheduled date of the initiation of a 

series of launches, of intermediate-range missiles for 

the purpose of their elimination; changes in the num-

ber of intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, 

including launcher, support structures, and support 

equipment associated with such missiles and launch-

ers, resulting from elimination; transit of intermedi-

ate-range or shorter-range missiles or launchers of 

such missiles, or the movement of training missiles or 



INF TREATY 

 

Inventory of International Nonproliferation Organizations and Regimes  

Center for Nonproliferation Studies 

Last Updated: 8/5/2011 

INF-3 

training launchers for such missiles; and the sched-

uled date and location of the launch of a research and 

development booster system as described in Article 

VII of the Treaty (Article IX). 

The Treaty entitled the Parties to conduct on-site in-

spections, both within the territory of the other Party 

and within the territories of basing countries; each 

Party to the Treaty undertook to conclude special 

agreements with basing countries to allow for inspec-

tions in their territories. The Parties were allowed to 

inspect missile operating bases, missile support facili-

ties, missile production facilities, and elimination 

facilities (Article XI). The Inspection Protocol speci-

fied detailed procedures required for the preparation 

and conduct of on-site inspections and their rules. 

Types of inspections to verify compliance with the 

Treaty: 

1. baseline inspections (to verify data exchanged on 

Treaty-limited items (TLI)); 

2. closeout inspections (to verify that all INF-related 

activities had ceased); 

3. elimination inspections (to confirm the destruction 

of missiles, launchers, and associated equipment); 

4. quota or short-notice inspections (The Parties were 

entitled to conduct inspections for 13 years after 

the Treaty's entry into force: 20 such inspections 

per calendar year during the first three years after 

entry into force of the Treaty, 15 such inspections 

per calendar year during the subsequent five years, 

and 10 such inspections per calendar year during 

the last five years.); and 

5. continuous Portal Monitoring inspections (to per-

mit monitors located outside the facility to ensure 

that prohibited SS-20s or Pershing IIs were not be-

ing produced and shipped.) These inspections were 

permitted only at two facilities: Votkinsk, Russia 

(former SS-20 final assembly facility) and Magna, 

Utah (former Pershing II production facility.) 

The Parties were also entitled to use national tech-

nical means of verification (NTM) at their disposal in 

a manner consistent with generally recognized prin-

ciples of international law. They were prohibited 

from interfering with NTM of the other Party and 

using concealment measures that impeded verifica-

tion of compliance with the provisions of this Treaty 

by NTM (Article XII). 

The States-parties' rights to conduct on-site inspec-

tions under the treaty ended on 31 May 2001, but the 

use of surveillance satellites for data collection con-

tinues. 

Compliance: The Treaty established the Special Ver-

ification Commission (SVC) to resolve questions 

relating to compliance with the obligations assumed; 

and to decide on such measures as may be necessary 

to improve the viability and effectiveness of this 

Treaty (Article XII). 

Duration: The treaty is of unlimited duration. 

Withdrawal: The Treaty entitles the Parties, in exer-

cising their national sovereignty, to withdraw from 

the Treaty if they decide that extraordinary events 

related to the subject matter of the Treaty jeopardized 

their supreme interests (Article XV). 

Amendments: The Parties are entitled to propose 

amendments to the Treaty. (Article XVI). 

Developments: 
 

2010: There have are continuing concerns in Russia 

that if no other countries join the treaty, it may no 

longer prove useful. On 17 February, a diplomatic-

military source in Moscow said that “Russia and the 

USA are planning to go back to the issue of prospects 

for keeping or revoking the INF treaty after a new 

START treaty has been signed.” 

 

2009: On 24 April, Russian Deputy Foreign Minister 

Sergei Ryabkov stated his country maintained its 

proposal for the universalization of the INF Treaty. 

 

2008: On 12 February 2008, the Russian delegation 

to the Conference on Disarmament presented a set of 

proposals (in Russian) towards globalizing the obli-

gations set forth in the INF Treaty.  

 

On 6 April, Presidents George W. Bush and Vladimir 

Putin issued a joint “U.S.-Russia Strategic Frame-

work Declaration” which specified with regards to 

the INF Treaty that the two governments were to 

work together to identify new missile threats and deal 

with those threats together. 

 

On 30 May, the Russian Defense Ministry announced 

that a global INF Treaty would facilitate missile non-

proliferation and make the U.S. plans to install a 

global missile defense system unnecessary. 

 

2007:  On 7 February, Defense Minister Sergei 

Ivanov told the State Duma that Russia was much 

weaker because of the elimination of the SS-20 mis-

siles under the INF treaty, a statement coinciding 

with renewed U.S. plans to deploy an ABM system in 

Europe.    

http://www.ln.mid.ru/ns-dvbr.nsf/8329e2a2d0f85bdd43256a1700419682/432569d800226387c32573ee002ccdc9?OpenDocument
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On 10 February, at the Munich Security Conference, 

Russia's President Putin suggested reconsidering the 

INF Treaty, as many countries are actively pursuing 

weapons the U.S. and Russia pledged to refrain from. 

At the same conference, Defense Minister Ivanov 

raised the issue of countries "near [Russia’s] borders" 

possessing this type of armament and stated "the trea-

ty is simply a cold war vestige and we are con-

cerned." 

As a consequence of the statements in Munich, on 15 

February, Russian army's Chief of the General Staff 

Yuri Baluyevsky stated that Russia's decision on uni-

lateral withdrawal from the treaty would depend on 

further U.S. actions concerning anti-ballistic missile 

defense in Eastern Europe. In response, Russia's For-

eign Minister Sergey Lavrov pointed out, however, 

that no decision had yet been made. On 16 February, 

the head of the Federation Council Defense and Se-

curity Committee Viktor Ozerov also said that Russia 

might reconsider its membership in the INF Treaty, 

citing the U.S. withdrawal from the ABM Treaty as 

precedent. U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates stat-

ed that a Russian abrogation of the INF Treaty would 

be a problem for the U.S. and Europe. 

On 20 April, the Defense Ministry stated that Russia 

possesses the necessary capabilities to resume the 

production of ballistic missiles eliminated under the 

INF Treaty. On 24 April, Russian army's Chief of the 

General Staff Yuri Baluyevsky said he saw no reason 

for Russia to withdraw from the INF Treaty yet. 

On 12 October, Russian President Vladimir Putin 

suggested that the INF Treaty should become multi-

lateral and pointed out that Russia would find it diffi-

cult to remain in the treaty that does not regulate mis-

sile development in other countries.  

On 25 October, in a joint statement to the UN Gen-

eral Assembly’s First Committee, Russia and the 

United States called on all countries to join a global 

INF Treaty. 

On 14 November, Russian Colonel General Vladimir 

Zaritsky announced that if Russia were to withdraw 

from the INF Treaty, the Iskander missile system 

could be modernized and its range extended. 

On 27 November, Russian Major General Yevgeniy 

Borodunov cited Iran’s development of a ballistic 

missile with a range of 2,000 km as an argument in 

support of Russia’s withdrawal from the INF Treaty. 

On December 4, former Soviet President Mikhail 

Gorbachev emphasized the importance of Russia 

preserving the INF Treaty. 

2006: On 24 April, Russia's Deputy Prime Minister 

and Defense Minister Sergey Ivanov stated the INF 

treaty was a relic of the Cold War, but Russia was not 

yet discussing a possible withdrawal. 

At the end of August, Russian media reported that at 

a meeting in Alaska with U.S. Secretary of Defense 

Donald Rumsfeld, Russian Minister of Defense Ser-

gey Ivanov had again mentioned the possibility of his 

country withdrawing from the INF Treaty. 

 

2005: At the beginning of March, Russian media 

reported that, at a meeting in January, Defense Minis-

ter Sergei Ivanov had asked his American counter-

part, Donald Rumsfeld, about his views of a hypo-

thetical Russian withdrawal from the INF Treaty. 

 

On 15 March, Russian Foreign Ministry spokesman 

Aleksandr Yakovenko restated Russia's adherence to 

the INF Treaty in order to counter existent rumors 

that the Russian defense minister had inquired about 

the U.S. reaction to a Russian withdrawal from the 

treaty.  

 

2002: On 31 October, Bulgaria reported that it had 

destroyed its last SS-23 tactical ballistic missiles. 

Bulgaria was the last country in Europe possessing 

these missiles. The Bulgarian Parliament overwhelm-

ingly approved a resolution on destruction of SS-23s 

in December 2001. 

2001: In February, the Russian government declared 

that the U.S. testing of the Hera missile for the devel-

opment of the missile defense system violated the 

provisions of the INF Treaty. It noted that Moscow 

had scrapped its SS-23 missile with a similar range at 

the insistence of the United States. The Hera was 

built using the second and third stages of the Min-

uteman-II missile (with certain modifications), and, 

according to some sources, guidance components 

from the Pershing missile which was eliminated un-

der the INF Treaty. The missile's maximum range is 

about 1,000 km. The United States justified its posi-

tion by categorizing the Hera missile as a "booster 

system," which the Parties have the right to produce 

and use (paragraph 12 of Article VII). 

On 28 March, Russian Lieutenant General 

Vyacheslav Romanov stated that should the United 

States withdraw from the 1972 ABM Treaty, Russia 

might stop adhering to the INF Treaty. In previous 

similar statements, Strategic Rocket Forces Com-

mander General Yakovlev threatened to deploy a 

"shortened" intermediate-range variant of the Topol 

(SS-25 “Sickle”) missile and a new short-range bal-

listic missile type that had already been designed, but 

http://www.un.int/russia/new/MainRoot/docs/off_news/291007/newen1.htm
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not built or tested. Yakovlev said these missiles 

would be targeted against U.S. military forces and 

facilities in Europe. 

On 31 May, the December 2000 Agreement on ter-

minating inspection and monitoring activities entered 

into force. During the 13-year existence of the Trea-

ty, over 440 sites had been inspected in the United 

States and over 770 on the territory of the USSR and 

successor States. 

On 1 June, Russian Foreign Minister Igor Ivanov 

stated that the United States would be in violation of 

the Treaty if it were to use the second and third stages 

of Peacekeeper (MX) ICBMs to create an IRBM un-

der the guise of designing a ballistic missile target. 

2000: On 14 December, the Parties signed an 

amendment to the Treaty's Memorandum of Agree-

ment outlining the procedures for ending on-site in-

spections and monitoring activities of the missile 

production plants located in Magna (Utah) and Vot-

kinsk (Udmurtiya, Russia). The Agreement provides 

that the Treaty's inspection and monitoring regime 

would expire on 31 May 2001. 

1999: On 5 March, Slovakia announced that it would 

destroy its SS-23 missiles before their lifespan expi-

ration date as part of a plan to restructure its army to 

make it more suitable for NATO membership. Slo-

vakia announced that it would also destroy its SS-1 

Scud-B tactical ballistic missiles. 

1998: At the commemoration of the 10th
 
Anniversary 

of the Treaty, Russia announced that it had eliminat-

ed 1,846 intermediate-range and short-range missiles, 

587 launchers, and monitored the elimination of 846 

U.S. missiles and 288 launchers. 

1997: Bulgaria and Slovakia continued to reject U.S. 

requests to destroy their SS-23 missiles. Slovakia 

reiterated that it was not planning to decommission 

any of these missiles prematurely (the service life 

would end in 2000). Bulgaria claimed that no interna-

tional agreement that Bulgaria was a party to covered 

the SS-23 missiles. The United States underscored its 

determination to continue efforts to prevent prolifera-

tion of these "Category 1" missiles, i.e., missiles ca-

pable of carrying WMD, and to carry on its dialogue 

with Bulgaria and Slovakia in order to achieve this 

goal. 

On 21 November, the United States and Russia 

signed an agreement on the inspection procedures for 

the exit from the Votkinsk plant of space launch ve-

hicles. The problem of such inspections surfaced sev-

eral years ago after some missiles that exited the fa-

cility did not undergo all the inspection procedures 

required by the Treaty. The Parties agreed that while 

such vehicles exited, Russia would notify the United 

States of the exit of the vehicles and provide their 

"unique identifiers." The agreement specified the 

technical data to be used to identify the launch canis-

ter during measurement of the canister, and for the 

imaging of its contents. 

1996: In July, the Czech Republic eliminated the SS-

23 missiles it inherited from the former Czechoslo-

vakia, which had received the missiles from the 

USSR. Former Czech missiles were divided between 

the Czech Republic and Slovakia on a 2:1 ratio, 

hence the Czech Republic retained 16 missiles, and 

Slovakia, 8. 

Bulgaria continued to retain its SS-23 missiles re-

ceived from the USSR before the signature of the 

Treaty. The Bulgarians argued that the missiles could 

not use nuclear warheads and were needed for na-

tional security purposes. 

The Slovaks reported that the SS-23 missiles they 

inherited from Czechoslovakia had a range of less 

than 500 km and also lacked critical components 

permitting the use of nuclear warheads. The Slovak 

advisor to the defense minister claimed that these 

missiles were not subject to any disarmament agree-

ments. 

1994: By 1 February, the Parties had conducted more 

than 700 inspections: the United States, 452; the 

USSR/Russia, 270. From February 1994, the United 

States began carrying out inspections in other former 

USSR republics, namely, Belarus, Kazakhstan, and 

Ukraine. 

In June, the United States again raised the issue of the 

multilateralization of the Treaty. Arms Control and 

Disarmament Agency Director John Holum said that 

the United States should consider opening up the 

basic obligations of the Treaty to every country in the 

world by inviting, encouraging, and pressing all 

countries to forego the threat of INF missiles, under 

global nonproliferation norms. The U.S. Arms Con-

trol and Disarmament Agency (ACDA) was still con-

sidering whether a global ban should be achieved by 

expanding the Treaty (the working title of the ex-

panded Treaty was the Medium Range Missile Ban 

(MRMB)) or by negotiating an entirely new treaty. 

Experts were cautious about the globalization of the 

Treaty because of its possible negative implications 

for the Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR). 

They argued that it would potentially create a less 

stringent agreement that would not include tactical 

ballistic missiles. 

nato.pdf
mtcr.pdf
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In, according to the ACDA annual report, Germany, 

Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, and Slovakia contin-

ued to possess SS-23 missiles – the class of missiles 

the Treaty sought to eliminate. 

On 3 November, the Treaty was multilateralized with 

Belarus, Kazakhstan, Russia, and Ukraine signing the 

document ensuring its continued implementation. 

1992: On 9 October, the Commonwealth of Inde-

pendent States (CIS) signed an agreement on partici-

pation in the Treaty. In December, Armenia, Belarus, 

Kazakhstan, Russia, Uzbekistan, and Ukraine held a 

meeting to consult on the implementation of the Oc-

tober agreement. 

On 14 November, Germany announced that it ren-

dered inoperable all 24 SS-23 missiles supplied to the 

German Democratic Republic (GDR) by the Soviet 

Union prior to the signature of the Treaty. These mis-

siles had also been supplied to Czechoslovakia and 

Bulgaria. Since 1990, the United States had insisted 

that these missiles should be eliminated in accord-

ance with Treaty provisions, while the Soviet Union 

contended that these missiles did not fall under the 

Treaty. Bulgaria announced that these missiles en-

hanced the country's defense capabilities. In an annu-

al report to Congress, the United States also men-

tioned SS-4 and SS-5 support equipment allegedly 

undeclared by the USSR. 

1991: On 5 April, at the 10th session of the SVC, the 

Parties signed two amendments to the memorandum 

on verification procedures. The first concerned the 

use of a system in Votkinsk (Russia) to determine 

whether missiles emerging from the site were SS-20 

missiles, and the second permitted U.S. and Soviet 

inspectors to carry dosimeters for the purpose of per-

sonal medical monitoring during inspections. 

On 27 May, the United States completed the elimina-

tion of 234 Pershing II and 443 BGM-109 LRINF 

missiles, as well as 169 Pershing IA SRINF missiles. 

On 28 May, the Soviet Union completed the elimina-

tion of 654 SS-20, 149 SS-4, 6 SS-5, and 80 SSC-X-4 

LRINF missiles, as well as 239 SS-23, and 718 SS-12 

SRINF missiles. By May, all elimination inspections 

had been completed. By 1 June, as required by the 

Treaty, the Parties had eliminated all the missiles 

covered by the Treaty. By August 1991, all closeout 

inspections had been completed. 

On 27 September, President Bush announced the 

cancellation of a short-range attack missile program 

and the unilateral withdrawal of all remaining army 

ground-based tactical nuclear weapons (TNW) and 

Navy TNW worldwide. (Air Force and Marine TNW 

were not affected.) The United States called on the 

Soviet Union to destroy its entire inventory of 

ground-launched TNW. 

On 5 October, the Soviet Union responded with the 

unilateral withdrawal of TNW and called for the 

elimination of air-based weapons. The Soviet Union 

announced that all nuclear artillery munitions, nucle-

ar warheads for tactical missiles, and nuclear mines 

shall be eliminated; nuclear warheads for air defense 

missiles shall be withdrawn from the troops and con-

centrated in central bases, and a portion of them shall 

be eliminated; and all TNW shall be removed from 

surface ships and multipurpose submarines and 

stored in central storage sites, while part of them 

shall be eliminated. The Soviet Union proposed that 

the United States, on the basis of reciprocity, com-

pletely eliminate all TNW of naval forces and with-

draw from combat units on frontal (tactical) aviation 

all nuclear weapons (gravity bombs and air-launched 

missiles) and place them in centralized storage bases. 

1990: By 26 April, the Soviet Union had destroyed 

1,590 of 1,846 missiles, while the United States had 

destroyed 480 out of 480 missiles. 

On 3 May, the United States announced the cancella-

tion of its short-range missile program in Europe and 

any further modernization of U.S. nuclear artillery 

shells deployed in Europe. On 27 September, the last 

U.S. Pershing II missile left Germany. On 4 October, 

Germany decommissioned its 72 Pershing IA mis-

siles and associated launchers. 

In September, the United States was considering 

opening the Treaty to other countries and offering 

help for space programs in return for their adherence 

to the Treaty, but the U.S. Department of Defense 

opposed such plans. 

1989: On 12 April, the USSR proposed negotiations 

on the short-range nuclear forces (SNF) with a range 

less than 500 km, and later in May, announced a uni-

lateral cutoff of 500 SNF weapons. The United States 

stated that negotiations on SNF should begin after the 

implementation of the CFE Treaty was completed. 

1988: On 6 January 1988, the United States estab-

lished the On-Site Inspection Agency (OSIA) to con-

duct on-site inspections, escort, and monitoring activ-

ities under the Treaty. 

On 11-12 May, the Parties resolved a few final ques-

tions through an exchange of a series of letters and 

memoranda. On 27 May, the U.S. Senate ratified the 

Treaty. The following day, on 28 May, the Treaty 

was ratified by the Soviet Union. This cleared the 

way for the Treaty’s entry into force on 1 June 1988. 

cis.pdf
cis.pdf
cfe.pdf
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On 2 June, the Parties began continuous monitoring 

of one another’s missile production facilities. On 22 

July, the USSR began the elimination process. On 29 

August, all baseline inspections were completed. On 

8 September, the United States began the elimination 

process. 


