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MEMORANDUM

. OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY SECRETARY
- 2 October 1969

Colone

Appended for your information .
and official file is a copy of Dr.
Kissinger's memorandum to higher
authority re the NRP Amex to the
Space Task Group Report. '

Both recommendations submitted
by the 303 Commijtee were accepted
as of 30 Soptomba' 1969.
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THS WHITE HOUSE
’ * wasHINOTON, ACTION

September 26, 1969 -

MEMORANDAR( FOR THE PRESIOENI. ' _ _
FaOM:  Henry A. Kissinger :ﬁ e

SUBJECT: Wstional Reconnaissance Program (NRP) Amx to tbo

Space Task Group Report

The attsched Aonex to the Space Task Group Report covering the intelligence

. reconnsissance sctivities of the National Reconnaissance Program has been
. forwarded scparstely by Mel Laird because of the special ueurity controls
- applied to this aspect of the space p:ognn. .

The following are highlights of the annex:

The National Reconnaissance Program is covert and comprises the
_ development, mansgemcnt and operation of satellites, aircrafc

and drones for photographic or electronic overhead (as dis-

tinguished from peripheral) reconnaissance of denied areas of

- sis is satellite reconnaissance and the cost
SO | T yea the budget being devoted to
. .‘t L]

The prpgram ia responsive directly to the national intelligence
collection requirements and priorities established by the United
States Intelligence Board (USIB). Its plans and schedules for

. ‘both satellite and airerafe overflights are lu‘-ttted to the
.303 Committee for operational sapproval. .

* Most of this nation's information on USSR strategic offensive and

* defensive systems has been acquired by satellite reconnaissance.
The same is true of a considerable portion of other important
intelligence acquired by the United States. Dependence on

. satellite reconnsissance would be ugnifi.ed further by U.S.
withdrawal from foreign bases. ,

Since reconnaiassance uteuitn tequire a permissive environaent,

. both political and physical, it is critically important to nourish

the conditions which contribute to the kind of internstional
. political atmosphere existing -today which provides all the advan- -
‘tages of tacit scceptance of satellite reconnaissance without the

bazards finherent in open discussion or comfroutation. .
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. The® SWlets have a clear existing capability to destroy a . . ‘-‘f
. :;conu!sunce satellite if they wish, although Mational Intelli-. AL

.~ gence Estimates cofclude that it is extrmly unlikely they would

- uh such steps otner than as a prelude to general war. The United

W “States has no present non-nuclear capability for intercepting

.’ Soviet reconnaissance satellites. The desirability of scquiring T
>, "~ such a capability wifI B tonsidered in the Department of Defense's -

o eonttibuctou to the main report of the Space Task Group.

. m long-term goalo of the Inu.oul uumisuncc rzo;tn nn to ’

v, eontim to: . . . ) .

l.. Conduét a covert program to collccc' innulgencc . -:. .o
zhrough the overﬂighr. of denied terri:ory. ‘ o ‘

» . . * e
. . s, - e

.. 2._ s«k pethods ;o reduec the cost of such collection.

3. Improve the responstvcncu of. coucct!.on cyum to
- iuntelligence meda. .

4;. Mvanec utelltte reconnaissance cech:.niquos {a order o * .
to. improve collection up.bmcm and respond to m )
coneetton needs. R .. -

?

xzcomzumuou- S _.'-“

* this Aunex reco—ends on page 21 tlut you conﬂn :he goals, objectives and

capabilities of the National Reconnaissance Program as presented in the

©. Teport. With this guidance the Sccretary of Defense will continue to make

progrim decisions eouutent wtt:h the ueds c:pmud by' the lntclugenu

eo-unity'. L ¢ -

:::' m 303 Committee has reviewed this annex and- boucvu ‘that bouhu of its

uuictvtty and lack of general applicability to the basic Space Tisk Group )
.-Report Lt should not be further diuuiuated to the full Iubcuh#p of the -

i Sp.ec Task Group and their luffl. .

': ' The 303 cqmtttce also endorscs the above ueo-lcudation and nec-cndl

" that you apptovc lt.. R e \-“’_’ TN TIRETIINTT \. _I
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
' WASHINGTON

-

August 13, 1969

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: National Reconnaissance Program (NRP) Annex to
the Space Task Group Report

During the planping stages of Space Task Group activity
in the Department of Defense, the Vice President apprised
the National Reconnaissance Program Executive Committee
(Mr. Packard, Mr. Helms, and Dr. DuBridge) of Task
plans to include in its report a brief Top Secret
annex which would outline the prospective missions, payload
weights, cost estimates and launch frequency of National
Reconnaigsance Program satellites over the next decade.

The National Reconnaissance Office has prepared such
an Annex, It contains an outline of the National Reconnais~-
sance Program, a summary of national policy applicable to
the program, and comments on key interagency relatiomships.

The Annex has been reviewed and approved by the NRP
Executive Committee for inclusion in the Space Task Group
_ report. It has also been reviewed by Secretary Seamsns with
.respect to DOD space interests and objectives.

. In light of the special security controih applied to
‘National Reconnaissance Program activities and information,
it was decided that the Annex should be transmitted separa-
tely from the DOD report. We -are, of couru, exercising ’
extrems care in disseminating, using, and storing this Annex,
to prevent unauthorized disclosure of its existence or con-
tent,

EXCLUDED FRON AUTONATIC
BEGRADING; DOD DIR 5200.10
‘1 DOES NOT APPLY -
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The MRP Annex is attached. I trust.it is -f'ully respon=
sive to your needs. ‘ :

Attachment

L to STG Repoxt
98-69

EXCLUDZD FROM AUTOMATIC coPY Mo, 3 _oh__ 3 comes
RZGRADIEG: DOD DIR 5200.10 .
DOZS NOT APPLY -

.78262-69

. v wgeny . caw sties emriser ees o
LI p———

- v actn



'DEALIST CORO!

o

ANNEX TO
THE SPACE TASK GROUP REPORT

THE NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE PROGRAM
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- ' THE NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE PROGRAM

Summary
N This document is an annex to the Space Task Group's report

to the President. It discusses the National Reconnaissance Pro-
gram, briefly describing content, goals, and projections, togethar'
with & summary of national policy applicable to the program and
comments on key interagency relationships.

The National Reconnaissance Program comprises intelligence
céllaction overflight operations of the Department of Defense and
the Central Intelligence Agency. The program is predominantly
satellite reconnaissance, using photographic and electronic -enlo':'q..
Aircraft operations are also conducted within t!n program, but, for
purposes of the report, the space activities are emphasized. The
program is one of intelligence collection and usually ﬁu relied
upon developments within the DOD of boosters, launching facilities,

. and tracking and control networks. Technology advances within
the program have generally been restricted to operstiond_unuor
development with only occasional benefit to other activities, due to
specific uppueatlo'u orientation,

SRCNOND FOon MSVIGNATE SESAARING uq__' o oetes
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Satellite reconnsissance is & quasi-legal esplonage activity
conducted covertly by the National Reconnaisaance Office. Satellites
are vulnerable vehicles which need a permissive quviroment for
successful operation. The United States government is deeply de-
pendent on overflight reconnaissance, and particularly satellite
recounnaissance, for information on closed societies.

The long-term goals of the NRP include enhancing collection
capability and reducing costs. An important consideration is to
iﬁiure a&equtte collection capability to monitor all possible arms
limitation -groemonu New program possibilities include electronic
imaging satellites, improved electronic intelligence nuniten.
surveillance satellites, and very long-lived satellites.

National satellite reconnaissance policy recognizes the need to
operate reconnaissance satellites with great discretion, develop
tacit acceptance of these operations as a reasonable national activity,

' and avoid embarrassment to our allies or confrontation with our
enemies in éarrying out our operations. These policies, and the
special security arrapgementl resulting from them, have been
primary forces in'protecting United States reconnaissance operations
from the threat of international confrontation. If this protection

should fail, and our satellites encountered barrassment, it would
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appear wise to have a non-nuclear interceptor capability available
as a psychological and real countermeasure.
NASA's and ACDA's interests in earth-sensing satellites re-

- quire special consideration which can be, and is being, provided
through close cooi‘dimtiqn and cooperation between those agencies
and the DOD It appears that significant benefits would accrue
through the DOD (1) making an SR-71 or U=2 capability available
to NASA for civil earth-sensing activities, and (2) encouraging NASA
to sponsor a major program in readout technology. NASA has pro-
posed undertaking the development of an open satellite lyﬁem de-
signed for the singls purpose of verifying U.S. and USSR adherence -
to the conditions of a strategic arms limitation agreement. |

The Nature of the Program

The National Reconnaissance Program i- a single, national pro-
gram dedicated to the collection, through overflight, of intelligence to
meet the needs and objectives of the ﬁnited States Government. The
Secretary of Defense is the Executive Agent for the Program, M-
ing resources of the CLA and DOD in carrying out the mission; he
receives program recommendations from anExecutive Committee made
up of the Deputy Secretary of Defense, the Director of Central Intelligence,
and the President's Science Advisor. The Program is managed by the

-
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Director of the National Reconnaissance Office, who is an official

of the Department of Defense. The technical aspects of the program
are reviewed by a speém panel established by the President's
Science Advisor.

The Program is covert and comprises the development, manage~
ment, and opcritibn of satellites, aircraft, and drones for photographic
or electronic mrﬁc&d reconnaissance of denied areas of the world
(peripheral reconnaissance is a separate responsibility managed by
the Joint Chiefs of Staff). The cost of the Program is approximately

- The National Reconnaissance Program is responsive directly to
the intelligence collection requirements and priorities established by
the United States Intelligence Board. The National Reconnaissance
Office sends its plans and schedules for both uteliitc and aircraft
reconnaissance overflights directly to the 303 Committes of the

National Security Council for operational approval.

Program Background
The essential background of the National Recounaissance Promm

begiu shortly after the May 1, 19860 loss of a U-2 aircraft engaged in

overflight reconnaissance of the Soviet Union. In the aftermath of this
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evént, faced with iho_ loss of reconnaiasance capability over the USSR,
President Eisenhower directed the National Security Council to review
intelligence collection alternatives, such as satellite reconnaissance.
As a result of this review and subgsequent deliberations, the reconnais-
sance satellite projects of the Department of Defense and the Central
Intelligence Agency were consolidated iuto a single, national progrun
to be managed by a special arrangement designed to enhance covert
operation and assure successful achievement of program objectives.
By the spring of 1062 the;e organizational adjustments culminated in
the establishment of a National Reconnaissance Progrtm which was to
_ be managed by a National Reconnaissance Office -~ a single, national
agency responsible for satellite photographic and signal intelligence
' collection operations, satellite mapping and‘gcodny'. and aircraft/

drone overflight reconnaissance.

What the Program Does

The National Reconnaissance Program uses aircraft, drones, and
satellites as its collection vehicles.

The satellite vehicles carry sensors which collect (1) broad
coverage search and surveillance photography (2) high resolution
spotting and surveillance photograpby and (3) sigasl (communication
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- and electronic) intelligence. *
' A typical btoad-cmrago satellite photographic mission produces
photography of about seven million square miles of land mass at ground
i res’olut.iou of seven to ten feet. Such a mission also produces special
~ coverage suited specifically to mapping and charting purposes. The

current system became operational in 1960

Y
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Some satellites are designed and operated to collect electro-

magnetic signal emissions which originate from Soviet or Chinese
Communist radars and communication devices. The collected intelli~

gence reveals the status, locations, and charactsristics of key weapon

*Details on these projects (characteristics, weights, dimensions,
orbital altitudes, schedules) are given in the Appendix.
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systems such as the Soviet anti-ballistic missile system.
Whenever possible, the NRO has carried, and will continne to
carry, secondary payloads on its flights as a service to other

programs.

National Importance of the Program
‘ Mc.ut of this nation's information on USSR strategic offensive
systems has been acquired by satellite reconnaissance. In tho case
of operational ICBM sites within the USSR, our dependence on satel-
lites has been total. Similarly, strategic defensive systems, like the
Moscow and Tallinn systems, have been positively detected and
identified within the first 45 days of construction by satellite photog-
raphy and observed closely and repetitively from that time forward.
Information providing the basis for significant resssessment of
Soviet and Chinese Communist ground force strength and capability
to supply and reinforce units in conflict aiong the periphery of
Communist nations is derived largely from satellite reconnaissance,
either directly or by implication. The Defense Intelligence Agency
estimates that 65% of what the U.S. knows about the strength,
equipage, and disposition of Soviet ground forces - 90% for the
Chinese =~ ig attributable to satellite intelligence.

THCNOE 790 Suiduawc RICAamS Pl
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In special categories like'

locating SAM defenses in Southeast Asia, satellites have been prac-~
tically an exclusive intelligence source.

In the field of electronic signal mteuigenee. satellites have con- L
tributed uniquely to our knowledge of the disposition of Soviet air
defense radars; this knowledge aids the Strategic Air Command in
selecting bomber penetration routes. Satellites have also determined

deployment status and operational characteristics of the Soviet.ABM

system. Thue‘ are two examples only of a broadly productive program. '
Today the United States depends on the National Reconnaigsance !

Program for most of its strategic and tactical information on the‘ T

world's closed societies. This dependence would be magnified further

by U.S. withdrawal from foreign bases.

Policies Sum_lg the Prog_:_'nm

When the first U-2 photography of the USSR was produced (in 19856),
President Eisenhower directed that it be protected -- as an.ultrs
sensitive upiow_e product -- in a special security system. In 1860, _
when the first satellite reconnaissance pyotognphl were produced,
President Eisenhower directed that they be similarly protected and
placed them in a compartment of the same special security system.

e O pm—— S
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During 1961 and early 1962, the Soviets mads a number of private
overtures to the U.8. protesting the use of satellites for reconnais~
sance. In 1962, the question of the legitimacy of satellite reconnais-
sance began to appear as an important pre~coundition to international
negotiations on disarmament and on the peaceful ‘ulu of outer space.
In response to increasing pressure, the President asked a Couimittu
of Principals, acting under the leadership of Ambassador U. Alexis
Johnson, to formulate a national policy which would (1) maintain United
States freedom of action to eonduét reconnaissance satellite operations
unilaterally, (2) prevent foreign political and physical interference with
those operations, (3) prevent accidental or forced disclosure of the
details of the pro’ntiou or end-products of the United States recon-
‘naissance program, and, at the same time, (¢) permit the United States
to continue to work toward disarmament and international cooperation
in space. ‘

A nationsl policy supporting these goals was recommended by this _
Committes, approved by the President on July 10, 1962, and issued _
in NSC Action 2454. Essentially, the policy enjoins the United States
to (1) operate its reconnaigsance satellites with great discretion, (2)
work toward developing tacit acceptance of thess operations, and
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(3) avoid embarrassment to our alliss or confrontstion with our
enemies. , .

As a result of careful satellite reconnaissance policy planning,
the United States is enjoying, at this time, an international j:onucn
situation which provides all the advantages of tacit acceptance with-

~ out the &uﬁ- inherent in open discussion or confrontation. It is

‘ erlﬁcluy important to nourish the conditions which contribute to
such an atmosphere, for reconnaissance satellites require a per-
missive environment -~ political and physical -- for m_xeeeuful
operation. Lacking such an environment, their operation conld be
mmdmmenoordthe United Nations or in the skies of any

nation which desired to demonstrate against space espionage.

Long Term Goals of the NRO

The NRO plans to continue to:

1. Conduct a covert progfm to collsct intelligence through the
overflight of denied urritox;y. '

3. Seek methods to reduce the cost of such collection. _

3. lmprm the responsivensss of collection systems to intelli-

gence needs.

4 I
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4. Advance satellite reconnaissance techniques in order to

improve collection capabilities and respond to new collection needs.

Ten Year Projections

1. Extension of Current Programs
Based on the present understanding of future needs, the following

schedule of launchings is anticipated:
 FYT0 1t 12 73 74°75 16 71 18 19 80

................................................................................................
....................................................................

o,
.....

2. Poasible New Programs. Although satellite reconnaissance is

conducted as a covert program, its hardmc and techniques are developed,
‘procured, and used in "the open, " whenever possible, For example, the
program uses Air Force launching facilities at Vandenberg Air f‘orco Base,
uses satellite re-
covery capabilities in Hawaii. The bulk of the proirun's hardware --
boosters and spacecraft -- is readily avnhbia to any organization.

#Additional detail on scheduled launchings is found in the Appendix. The
values shown for 1980 may be extended to 1985, as best present estimates.
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As a general rule, only the payload is bandled under special security.
The NRP budget for new technoldu reflects this arrangement, being
;’rientod essentially toward improved payloads. '

At present, photographic uicmtu return data by ejecting capsules
which are aerially recovered. It hu long been desired to return imagery
electronically, thus permitting nearly immediate intelligence analysis.
Further, an electronic imaging satellite might have a lon(er uuful life
on orbit and thus be more economical than present systems. Recent

developments show promise that such a satellits may soon be technologi-

‘cally feasible. If development continues favorably, consideration will

be given to a program start leading to a system of very long-lived satel-

lites which could be operating after 1875.
A gecond generation of electronic intelligence collection satellites

is being developed now and will be operational during the early 1970's.

/,,

y

There are several possible ways to decrease the cost of photographic

o O, SCUREY =

0P SSLENVE S100.00 S0RS ut APOLY




satellite operations: (1) to recover the camera and re-use it, (2) to

resupply the payload in orbit, and (3) to utilize a phofoguphic system
which returns imagery cléctro‘nicauy and thus could have a useful life
measured in years. The development cmphuQ and the apparent trend
is toward an electro-optical imaging lygtem for surveillance. Re-~
coverable payload and resupply might permit economies for continued
operation of current systems and are investigated in the DOD's con-
tribution to the STG Report.

Studies and limited developments are underway in areas such as

Such techniques can augment current reconnaissance capabilities and

will be evaluated during the 1870's.
3. Trends. The increasing success of satellite intnllljeneo col-
lection and the increasing sensitivity of the U.S. to international con~

frontation have caused a decreasing emphasis on covert aircraft pro-

grams . As
satellites have become more effective, it has been possible to reduce
the launching rate substantially while increasing intelligence collection.

This trend is forecast to continue as indicated in the future year
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schedule. If there were no new progr@. the completion of develop~
ment now underway and the reducing launch rates would permit a bud-
get decrease as shown in the Appendlx. It seems quite clear that
there is a steady tfcnd toward long-lived satellites. This trend will

continue and will permit economies.

Possibilities of Satellite Interdiction

Since the legality of satellite espionage is an unsettied matter, tha‘
possibility of some nation attempting to destroy U.S. reconnaissance
satellites has long been'a matter of concern. The Soviets have a clear
existing caﬁbuity to destroy U.S. satellites on orbit} with their ex-
tensive space surveillance network, the Soviets could easily accomplish

! nuclear kill of U.S. satellites with any numb§r of Soviet launching
o vehicles. With their existing ABM facilities and bardware, U.S.
reconnaissance satellites could be neutralized by means of non-nuclear

warheads. Despite these apparent capabilities, National Intelligence

Estimates conclude that it is extremely unlikely the Soviets would take
hostile action against our reconnaissance satellites in any circumstances
other than as a prelude to general war. While China probably now has
a marginal capability to interfere with our satellites through the use of

nuclear weapons, no fully developed Chinese iﬂti-utemte capability,
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either nuclear or non-nuclear, is anticipated for some time. On the
basis of these estimates, there has been little attempt to provide
protection for current satellite operations, although a certain amount

of research has been accomplished.
If the Soviets were to harrass our satellite reconnaissance

operations, it would be difficult and expensive to provide means for
assurance of continued photc;gnphic intelligence. Upon such an
occasion, it might be a useful tactic to respond in kind, intercepting

a Soviet reconnaisance gatellite in the hope that such action would deter
further interference. The U.S, has no capability at present to carry
out such an interception with non-nuclear weapons. It would appear
prudent to consider acquiring such a capability as an aid to insuring
‘the availability of continue_d satellite reconnuaun.ce to this nation.
Additional information on such a capability will be found in the DOD's

contributions to the report of the Space Task Group.

NRP Relationships with NASA: PO‘t-APOLLO Goals

For some time, NASA has been exploring the use of menm-
borne sensors to locate and study earth resources. Experiments
involving hand-held cameras operated by 9!“!1“ and APOLLO astro-

nauts have not been politically offensive to other nations, largely
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because the photographs are at a fairly gross resolution, the "targets"
- are carefully selected, the film is reviewed by a United States Intelli-
gence Board security panel before it is released to the public, and
hostile states such as the USSR and Red China are either not over-
flown or not now photographed. | Future possible NASA applications,
involving oceanography, forestry, geology, geography, and agricul=-
ture, mutvbo planned and controlled very carefully, for the line
 between economic research photography and economic intelligence
photography h very thin and casual experimentation could trigger
challenges to the legitimacy of not only the NASA earth-sensing pro-
gram bﬁt of the National Reconnaissance Program. In 19686,
Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson's satellite reconnaissance policy
committee met again and developed policy to cover this potential
danger area. Within the guidelines established by that committee,
NASA and the NRO have bedn proceeding on a cooperative basis in
.'phmning a NASA earth-sensing program which will meet our nation's
scientific needs without jeopardizing its ability to gather intelligence
.frém space.
In addition, the President's Science Advisor, with the endorse-

ment and support of the Director of Central Intelligence and the Deputy
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Secretary of Defense, sponsors & committee with membership frc;m
the non-defenﬁc agencies which identifies ways in which space intelli-
gence photography can be used by these agencies within the present
security and policy regulations and provides a channel for passing
these needs to USIB's Committee on Imagery Requirements and Ex-
ploitation. This committee has had a strong positive influence in
coordinating the needs of the civil community and assisting to plan

a renbmbh earth-sensing program. In order to encourage further
' progress, consideration should be given to allotting a small but
regular percentage of film from each search satellite to these pur~
poses.

There are two areas in which NASA could benefit from closer
technical ties with the NRC. First, the DOD maintains a reconnais-
sance wing of SR-71 aircraft whose main purpose, in the event of war,
is nuclear strike assessment. At present,’ some of these aircraft
fly training missions and some are stored in flyable condition. Both
the DOD and CIA maintain U-2 aircraft units for the NRO. Some .
U-2's have already been made available for NASA éarth-unsiug
surveys. Photography from these aircraft can continue to be very
useful to NASA and its user community in developing baseline
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mosaics and in evaluating the possible return to be expected
eventually from satellite photography. This support should be
continued and strengthened. It should also be noted that NRO and
DOD optical technology will continue to be mde available to NASA -
engineers who are planning an Earth Resources Technology Satellite. }
Second, NASA has concluded that its initial earth resources |
satellite will be more cost-effective if it uses an elactronic imaging
system, rather than fikn-recovcfy cameras. It is also quite pos-
sible that highly refined electronic imaging sensors will permit
Qconomy‘and improvement in NRP operations in the future. It may
be appropriate and mutually wvﬁupom for NASA to make a sig-
nificant commitment to advancing the technology of high resolution

electronic sensors to replace film-camers systems.

NRP Relationships with the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

The US-USSR discussions of 1968 regarding a Strategic Arms
Limitation Treaty brought the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency
directly into satellite reconnaissance ﬁoncy considerations. Concerned
that the USSR would not agree to on-site inspection, the Committee of
Principals proposed to negotiate with the USSR on the assumption that

the United States was prepared to accept "enforcement by maximum,

s Jesms T

-.-..-.—_--—.p--—---m--—. cumy v e oo s -
" ®
.




or if necessary, exclusive reliance on national means of verification..."

(for the United States, this expression means "satellite reconnaissance"”).
In' addition, in order to support its proposal, the Department of State
recommended declassifying the fact that the U.S. is conducting satellite
reconnaissance, disclosing to the Stwiets that reconnaissance satellites
are our main :_'elianee for verification, briefing Congress on our recon-
naissance capabilities, and informing the press and public -- griduuy
but officially -- along the same lines. After discussion within the
United States Intelligence Board and key affected government agencies,
-it was decided that disarmament discussions with the USSR could pro-
ceed effectively, and possibly more effectively, by‘ restricting the |
U.S. delegatioﬁ to use of the expression ''national means of verifica~
tion" with no reference to our satellite reconnaissance program. It
was pointed out that disclosure is an irreversible step which could

have profoundly adverse effects on national security. Furthermore, -
to single out one or some intelligence collection methods now and to
pass only that or those to the Soviets, Congress, and the American
public would be dangerous and misleading and could evolve a genuine
“eredibility gap." .

An alternative approach has been presented by NASA in its
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recommendation to the NSSM_ 28 Steering Committee. This approach
would call for bnﬁteral ‘negotutions on verification means to include
the ,development and utilization of an open satellite system designed
for the single purpose of verifying U.S. and USSR adherence to treaty
conditions. The NASA arguments for such an approach have em-

_ phasized the potential of this ini.f.iativc in:

a. avoiding disclosure of the existence, scope, utility or
sophistication of the present overhead reconnaissance program,

b. minimizing coneer:.\ over international coﬁWm on this
issue, '

c. providing an important bulwark to the unimpeded continua-
tion of covert intelligence gathering activities, |

d. providing a reasonable overt basis for the possible challenges
that might become necessary in the event treaty violations were dis-
cerned through any covert means.

The NRP Executive Committee has reviewed the security and
policy implications of SALT with respect to the NRP, and has con-
cluded that the curreﬁt instructions and guidelines for the SALT
delegation are sufficiently restriétive. that the negotiations should

not affect the NRP,.
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During ‘this review, the subject of the arms control satellite
inftiative was also discussed. It was concluded that any decision
on the arms control satellite initiative would be premature at this
time and should await a further progress in the U.S. discussions

of an agreement for strategic arms limitation,

Recommendation

It is recommended that the President confirm goals, objectives,
and capabilities of the National Reconnaissance Program, as pre-~
sented in this document. With this guidance, the Secretary of Defense

will continue to make program decisions consistent with the ﬁed-

expressed by the intelligence community.,
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DATA APPENDIX

INFORMATION ON ACTIVITIES OF THE NRP
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- DATA APPENDIX

INFORMATION ON ACTIVITIES OF THE NRP

. 1. Photographic Satellites

a. CORONA. A medium resolution, broad-coverage search
system which began operating in 1960 is scheduled for phase-out in
1871. Typically, seven or eight 10-14 day CORONA missions are flown

. per year and, on the average, each provides about 7.0 million square

miles of photography at resolutions of seven to twelve feet.
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3. Launching Schedules ’

Programs FYG8 'Q_ 7_1 7_2_ 73 7_4_ ‘
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4. Ten Year Projections

CORONA 6
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: ' StURG

System Characteristics
Payload Payload . Nominal Orbital ,
Lifetime  Dimensions Characteristics

CORONA Thorad/Agena 4,280

Payload Booster Weight Li _

14-20 days Agena (80" diameter; 100 nm perigee :
44" Jengt
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6. NRP Financial Program (Satellites)
(Million §)
FY?0

Programs FYGD FY711

CORONA
Launches
Costs
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Programs FYe9 FYI0 FYI1L FYn

Mission Support
(SCF, AFSPPF, etc.) \§&i
Costs
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Support R&D (AR/AT. SRR N SBERAEEIN
Photo, Vulnerability,

Totals

RN
QNN
0

ERICRHITICRICK
G0N
o BOOOOOODOSHOO o
. OGSO atetelels!
o X IOOCN DK NN

NOTES:

Program (FYDP).

launch, but do include technology efforts

FY 1971 or 1972 if needed.

Options, Recommendations. "

the MOL, program. .
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4. o additional COR systems will be available for launch in

6. The above costs are as of July 15, 1969 and do not reflect the
follow-on consideration which could result from the recent termination of

1. Data is consistent with cost estimates in the Five Year Defense

2. These costs make no provision for new systems (such as readout) for

.5. The above total costs are included in the funding for current DOD
space programs presented in the Preliminary Report "DOD Space Programs,
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