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Board heve reviewed CINCSAC's followup memorandum on Soviet ICBM strength ’

\‘L""Critique of USIB Review of CINCSAC Memo on Soviet ICBY

tréngth, " 10' Oetober 1961. We ha.ve met with representatives of SAc _
and l:ave discuased with them the substance of this latest critique e.ml . o
tlieir vievs on ICEM deployment. Ve fimi that SAC has raised no veu'bsta_zitie.lv o
elementezof evidence or anslysis ;rhieh were not considered by the UsIB i.n |
:pfeparizig ‘the ICEM estimates in NIE 11-8/1-61, dated 21 September 1961,

a.ud in comenting on the original SAC memorandum on this sub,ject. In the " :
:hterim, however , we have conducted a re-examination of our intelligence B

covera.ge ot auspected. ICBM deployment areas in the USSR, including an

exhaustive eurvey of the 34 areas listed by SAC as primary ICBM suspected :
jlocatioms ) e.nd have again reviewed the analytical techniques employed in
: evaluating this intelligence. ' : _ » : =
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.Lcomitteee ' 2 support of this reappraisal are a‘bte.ched.' In briei',

: conclude from this work tha.t ueable KEYHOIE photography is now aveilable

: on about 50 percent of the USSR, and that this includes approxima.tely

. with reasoneble confidence the degree of likelihood that ICBM complexes

"actuelly exiet in suspected. ereas of the USSR. -

3 On thie basis s 10 of the 311» specific pla.ces suspected by SAC

or undetemined.. .

One additional complex was identified a.nd confirmed in

the' course of our recent re-examination.: We no-w eva.luete the remaining

23 suspect places as dou‘otful or negative. Finally, we note that in

reaching t;he numerice.l estimetea of currently operational 1aunchers in
NE 11-8/1-61, we ‘took into account, not only thoee ICBM complexee on
which we ha.ve evidence, 'but also the pro’bable existence of complexes on

vhich evidence wasg either lacking or inaufficien’c to permit identification.

ll 'l'he principel review of this deployment vas conducted on the

'be.sis of criteria esta’blished by the USIB working group.' When SAC'B list
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evidenc' : on the few additions does not aeem “to varrant u'crong auspicion

x,.that they exe ICBM deployment areaa ’ but they will be the aubject of

R Vcontinuing study.

,' ;-‘enr‘ re-’ex‘anzination‘ of~ 'the evidence bearing 'on Soviet‘.iCﬁh( depieyment , it
still appea.rs that the eesential difference between the SAc and USIB
'estimtes derives almost entirely from & fundamental difference in

philosophy and concept of the estimate, i.e., SAC's application of "the-

a.nd 18 e.dequate to aupport it. _ We thererore rearfirm our conclusions’in"

;-:-t woﬁet ICBM i’orce 1s as la.rge as SAC auggests. : ~'—7- S '

have been considered alree.dy by the usm agencies.' Iy mzm review or |

5.° As & result of ow examination of the latest SAC memorendum and

;1possib111ty-cannot-be-excluded" at each essentia.l point of evidence. On ’

T efforta ’ we ‘conclude that preeent evidence s consietent vith Nm 11-8/1 61

that eetimte and reatate our belier that the cha.uces a.re negligib1° thaﬁ

LR

"‘..the basis of this reappraisal, together with the results of further conectior
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