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First, what our intelligence shows us 
with regard to the magnitude of the 
threat, whether from the Soviet Union 
or from the Chinese. 

And, second, in terms of what our 
evaluation is of any talks that we are 
having by that time or may be having 
with regard to arms control. 

And, finally, because we believe that 
since this is a new system, we should 
constantly examine what progress has 
been made in the development of the 
technique to see if changes in the system 
should be made. 

I should admit at this point that this 
decision has not been an easy one. 
None of the grave decisions made by a 
President are easy. But it is one that I 
have made after considering all of the 
options and I would indicate before go­
ing to your questions two major options 
that I have overruled. 

One is moving to a massive .;:ty de­
fense. I've already indicated why I do 
not believe that is, first, feasible, and 
there is another reason. Mo·1ing to a 
massive city defense system, even &tart-

• ing with a thin system and then going 
to a heavy system, tends to be more 
provocative in terms of making credible 

· a first strike capability against the So­
viet Uni:on. I want no provocation which 
might deter arms talks. 

'Doing Nothing' Option 
The other alternative at the other ex­

treme was to do nothing or to delay for 
six months or 12 months, which would 
be the equivalent, really, of doing noth­
.ing, or for example, going the road only 
of research and development. 

I have examined those options. I have 
ruled them out because I have conclud­
ed that the first deployment of this sys­
tem which will not occur until 1973, 
that that first deployment is essential 
by that date if we are to meet the threat 
that our present intelligence indicates 
will exist by 1973. 

In other words, we must begin now. 
If we delay a year, for example, it means 

- that that first deployment will be de­
·iayed until 1975. That might be too late. 

It is the responsibility of the Presi­
tlent of the United States above all 
other responsibilities to think first of 
the security of the United States. I be­
lieve that this system is the best step 
that we can take to provide for that 
security. 

There are, of course, other possibili­
ties that have been strongly urged by 
some of the leaders this morning. For 
example, that we could increase our of­
fensive capabilities, our submarine force, 
or even our Minuteman force, or our 
bomber force. 

That I would consider to be, how­
ever, the wrong road because it would 
be provocative to the Soviet Union and 
might escalate an arms race. This sys­
tem is truly a safeguard system, a de­
fensive system only. Its safeguards are 
deterrent and under those circumstances, 
can in no way, in my opinion, delay the 
progress which I hope will continue to 
be made toward arms talks which will 
limit arms not only this kind of system, 
but particularly offensive systems. 

We'll now go to your questions. 

QUESTIONS AND ANSW,ERS 
1. Enemy Attacks in Vietnam 
Q. Mr. President, the war in Vietnam 

has been intensifying recently and if 
there has been any notable progress in 
Paris it has not been detectable pub­
licly. Is your patience growing a little 
thin with these continued attacks, par-

')' 

Z. ~tate of Union Talk 
Q. Will you make your own State of 

the Union address and what. will your 
legislative program encompass? 

A. I do not plan a State of the Union 
Address in the traditional manner. I 
will within approximately a month, how­
ever, state a general domestic program. 
By that time the program will be at the 
point that I think it should be com­
pletely summarized and set forth not 
only for the nation as to what we have 
done but particularly to the Congress as 
to what we expect for the balance. I 
would not like to anticipate now what 
will be in that program. 

3. Reaction to ABM Plan 
Q. There's been a great deal of criti­

cism in .Congress against the deployment 
of any type of antiballistic missile de­
fense system. What kind of reception do 
you think that your proposal this morn­
ing will receive there? 

A. It will be a very spirited debate 
and it will be a very close vote. Debates 
in the field of national defense are often 
spirited and the votes are often close. 
Many of my friends in Congress who 
were there before I was there remarked 
that the vote on extending the draft in 
1941 won by only one vote. This might 
be that close. 

I think, however, rthat after the mem­
bers of the House and the Senate con· 
sider this program, which is a minimum 
program, but which-and which-par­
ticularly provides options for change in 
other directions, if we find the threat 
has changed or that •the art has changed 
-our evaluation of the technique has 
changed-! think that we have a good 
chance of getting approval. We will, of 
course, express our views and we hope 
that we will get support in the country. 

4. Effectiveness of ABM Plan 
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Q. Mr. President, there have been 

charges from Capitol Hill that you have 
stepped up the war in Vietnam. Have 
you? 

A. I have not stepped up the war in 

mise rather than undercut Sec- Conciliatory Approacn One Democrat said: duction in September, 1967. cover. And until we make further prog-retary of Defense Melvin R. . . . "We sought to give our ad- Chief Judge Reszel C. Thomsen ress in developing a common position, Laird. Thrs concrhatory approach, vice and he rejected it. Now refused to grant bail pending I would prefer not to lay out what our To the Sentinel opponents, combined with the suggestion he has to get our consent." appeal after learning of the 26- position is. I don't think that would be the President offered the as- that the Senate "had a respon- President !Nixon acknowl- year-old Lack'·S activities in helpful in bringing them to the position surance that he was "going sibility to exercise its own edged at his news conference counseling draft resisters about tliat we think is the right position. down the road" toward stra- judgment in this matter," that he might have trouble get- leaving the country for Canada. Thank you Mr. President . 
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