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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
May 13, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR LANDON PAF [N
FROM: DAVE GERGEN L& A

SUBJECT: MX Remarks to

The Air Forc just providec 7vith this analysis of
the economic >t of the MX je, saying that it
will create L50,000 jobs ¢ > (annual averge,

1984-88) and will add $33 billion to industrial output.
This strikes me as a good candidate for inclusion in the
President's remarks to the CEOs on Monday (will be
covered by the press).

Will you please check with NSC, John Rousselot and
other relevant parties about making these points? The
study itself, of course, will also have to be checked
out.

Many thanks.

cc: Bud McFarlane

Bob Sims : -
Mort Allin :

Aram 1 ian

Ken I tein

John Rousselot
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ESTIMATES OF NATIONAL EMPLOYMENT CHANGES*
DUE TO ICBM MODERNIZATION PROGRAM,
FY 1984-1988
(ANNUAL AVERAGE NUMBER OF JOBS)

Outlays**
IC am 1982 § in Direct Indirect Induced Tote
C 3 Millions/Year Employment Employment Employment Employ 1t
100 M- v Silos:
RDT&E 989 12,435 6,530 23,895 42,860
Prc  2ment 1,561 19,630 10,300 37,710 67,640
Milc 106 1,825 1,575 4,280 7,680
Sme 936 11,770 6,180 22,610 40,560
De 1t
Total 3,592 45,660 24,585 88,495 158,740
* Ct in the number of jobs refer to additions to the current level of jobs in
the missile industry.
**0utl do not include expenses due to operation, maintenance, and support
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NATIONAL SECURITY )HUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

STRATEGIC FORCES MODERNIZAT]1 { BRIEFINGS, May 16-17

Briefing to CEOs of Business

Time and Place:

May 16: 4-00-5:00 p.m., Briefing in
East Room; 5:00-5:30 p.m., Reception in
State Dining Room

Sequence of Events:

4:00-4:10

4:10-4:13

4:13-4:15

4:15-4:25

4:25-4:35

4:35-4:50

4:50

4:50-5:00

5:00-5:30

The President. Pressing need for Congressional

approval of program; impact of modernization on
deterrence and arms reductions; need for
bipartisan consensus and active support from
CEOs. (Full press coverage.)

Press departs. (Remainder of program is without
press coverage.)

Faith Whittlesey. Thanks to CEOs for attending

and introduction of speakers.

John H. Lyons, Commission member and VP, AFL-CIO.

Discussion of elements of Commission Report, the
fact of unanimity, and why entire package makes
sense and deserves bipartisan support.

Nicholas F. Brady, Commission member and former

United States Senator. Disucssion of remaining
elements of Commission Report and why Commission
arrived at unanimous conclusions and
recommendations.

Robert C. McFarlane, Deputy Assistant to the

President for National Security Affairs.

Specifics of the strategic modernlzatlon program
and linkage to arms control.

Faith Whittlesey. Introduction
the Vice President.

The Vice President. Need for active support, M-X

part of overall effort to forge lasting national
consensus on full range of national and foreign
policy issues.

Reception in State Dining Room.



o

Briefing to Senior Washington Area Business and Trade

Representatives

Time and Place:

Sequence of Events:

2:00-2:05
2:05-2:15

2:15-2:35

2:35

2:35-2:45

2:35-2:45

May 17, 2:00-3:00 p.m., Room 450, OEOB

Faith Whittlesey. Welcoming remarks.

William P. Clark. Remarks will key on

pressing need for passage of program and
impact of modernization on deterrence and
arms control.

John M. Deutch, Commission member and Dean

of Science, MIT. Discussion of Commission

Report, the fact of unanimity, and why
entire package deserves bipartisan support.

Faith Whittlesey. Introduction of

the Vice President.

The Vice President. Remarks focused on need

for active support by Washington area
representatives.

Faith Whittlesey. Closing remarks;

questions and answers (with Brigadier
General Gordon Fornell, USAF M-X/Peacekeeper
office.)
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May 19th, 1983

Faith Ryan Whittlesey
Apgsistant to the President for
Public Liaison

The White House
Washington, D.C, 20500

Dear Mrs. Whittlesey:

It was my pleasure to be included in the briefing on Modernization
of America's Strategic Forves which was held at The White House
on Monday, May 16th, 1983,

As would be any American, I was delighted to ssa both the President
and the Vice President of the United States and want to compliment
you on the very effective program that was presented. My favorable
impressions of this meeting have been conveyed to Dirk Van Dongen,
President of our association, and he has assuwred me that we are
totally in support of the President’'s position {n this matter.

Hopefully, we will have an opportunity to meet in the near future
and would appreciate your using the lofty influence of The White House
to see that it doesn't rain the entire day again.

Again, my compliments on a fine presentation.
Sincerely yours,
NATIONAL ASSOQCIATION OF WHOLESALER~DISTRIBUTORS

senneth Adler
Chairman of the Board

kA/th


















POINT PAPER
MX PEACEKEEPER

The President's bipartisan Commission on Strategic Forces
recommended a package of actions, including deploying 100 MX
missiles in existing silos and commencing work on a small
missile. The President has endorsed the Commission's
recommended package.

Background

Specific recommendations of the President's program follow:

- Proceed with immediate production of the PEACEKEEPER
missile, and deployment of 100 such missiles in existing
Minuteman silos.

- Start work on a small, single-warhead ICBM -- full
scale development in 1987 and deployment in the early
1990's are contemplated.

- Continue to pursue ambitious and objective arms reduction
negotiations with a goal of agreements that are balanced,
promote stability, constitute significant force reductions,
and are verifiable.

- Improve strategic command, control, and communications;
continue with the Trident submarine, D=5 missile, the
bomber and air-launched cruise missile efforts as
planned.

- Expand research into, and undertake the most vigorous
examination of, all forms of defense against ballistic
missiles.

- Undertake a specific program on hardness, and a study
of fratricide and research on different types of land-
based vehicles and launchers.

Additional Background:

Need MX deployment to resolve four major issues:

- Aging Force (Titan 1962, MM II 1965, MM III 1970)

- ;neffective prompt capability against targets most
important to Soviets (Military and leadership
installations - many of which are hardened and time-urgent)
- Influences Soviet perceptions

= Ams control leverage

- NATO theater nuclear moderization



Cost for President's program less than previous ICBM
programs.

- $10B less than Closely Spaced Basing (CSB) and $30B
less than Multiple Protective Shelters (MPS)

- ©Saves $1.4B in FY 84, more in later years.
Arms reductions supported by President's program:
- MX gives near-term arms reduction leverage
-- Encourage Soviet participation in reduction talks
(historical evidence: successful negotiations

of 1972 ABM Treaty)

- Small missile development gives opportunity for US/Soviet
agreement to deploy more stable, low value systems.

MX, then, is required now to bolster deterrence and support
near term arms reduction endeavors, while small missile supports
longer term prospects for mutually stabilizing force structure.






President’s Commission

U.

A.

What was the purpose of the President’s
Commission on Strategic Forces?

The Commission was established to review
the modernization program for United
States strategic forces, with particular em-
phasis on the intercontinental ballistic
missile force and basing alternatives for that
force and provide appropriate advice to the
President, the National Security Council
and the Department of Defense.

Who were the members of the Commis-
sion?

The Commission was composed of the
following eleven members who were selected
because of their particular knowledge and
expertise concerning national security,
strategic forces or foreign relations of the
United States. In addition, seven senior
counselors provided advice to the Commis-
sion.

THE COMMISSION

Brent Scrowcroft, Chairman, Former
Assistant to the President for National
Security Affairs

Nicholas F. Brady, Former Senator from
New Jersey

William Clements, Former Governor of
Texas and Deputy Secretary of Defense

John M. Deutch, Dean of Science at MIT
and former Director of Research at the
Department of Energy

Alexander Haig, Jr., Former Secretary of
State and Supreme Allied Commander in
Europe

Richard Helms, Former Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency

John H. Lyons, Vice President of the AFL-
CIO and Chairman of the Defense Subcom-
mittee of its Executive Council

William J. Perry, Former Under Secretary
of Defense Research and Engineering
Thomas C. Reed, Special Assistant to the
President and former Secretary of the Air
Force

Levering Smith, Former Director of
Special Projects for the Navy

James Woolsey, Former Under Secretary
of the Navy

SENIOR COUNSELORS TO THE
COMMISSION

Harold Brown, Former Secretary of

. Defense

Lloyd Cutler, Former Presidential
Counselor

Henry A. Kissinger, Former Secretary of
State

Melvin R. Laird, Former Secretary of
Defense

John McCone, Former Director of Central
Intelligence Agency

Donal¢ ™™ Rumsfeld, Former Secretary of
Defense

James R. Schlesinger, Former Secretary of
Defense and Secretary of Energy

What was the scope of activities by the
President’s Commission?

The Commission was established on
January 3, 1983. During the ensuing months
they held 28 full meetings and numerous
smaller conferences. They talked to over 200
technical experts from Government and In-
dustry and they also consulted closely with
members of Congress. They presented their
report to the President on April 11, 1983.

What did the President’s Commission
recommend?

The Commission made the following moder-
nization recommendations:

e As first priority, vigorous programs
should continue to improve the ability of
the President to command, control and
communicate with strategic forces under
conditions of severe stress or actual at-
tack.

® The Trident submarine construction pro-
gram and the Trident II (D-5) ballistic



missile development program should con-
tinue.

®* No changes are recommended in the
bomber and air launched cruise missile
programs,

¢ Initiate engineering design of a single
warhead, small ICBM.

¢ Deploy 100 Peacekeeper missiles in ex-
isting Minutemen silos.

® Undertake a specific program to resolve
uncertainties regarding sila or shelter
hardness. Proceed with vigorous in-
vestigation on different types of land
based vehicles and launchers, including
hardened vehicles.

e Continue vigorous pursuits of arms con-
trol.

What support has the Commission’s
Report received?

The Commission’s report, which was
unanimously supported by all of the Com-
mission members, has received full endorse-
ment from the Secretary of the Air Force,
the Secretary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of
Staff and the National Security Council.
The President accepted the Commission’s
recommendation and conveyed his approval
to Congress on April 19.

On previous occasions, the Congress has
voted down placing Peacekeeper
missiles into Minuteman silos. Why
should the Congress be expected to vote
for such a basing mode now, as has been
recommended by the Commission?

The Congress should be expected to support
the recommendations of the President’s
commission for four specific reasons. First,
the immediate actions recommended by the
commission redress the growing imbalance
between US and USSR strategic forces and
the unstable situation which results from
this imbalance. The immediate revitaliza-
tion of our ability to deter Soviet aggression,
to include the possibility of nuclear war, is of
paramount importance. Second, deploy-

ment of Peacekeeper will upgrade an aging
force of Minuteman missiles and alleviate
concerns about the long term reliability of
our ICBM force. Third, initiation of the
Peacekeeper production line will provide
powerful arms reduction negotiating
leverage for the United States by
demonstrating to the Soviets that we are in-
tent on maintaining a balance, and the best
means of achieving that balance is through a
mutual reduction of forces. Fourth, con-
tinuation of Peacekeeper will show our allies
that the United States has the national will
to retain a credible strategic deterrent and
will encourage them to continue with their
own deterrent policy.

Deterrence

Q.

A.

Why do we need a Triad of strategic
forces?

Throughout the nuclear age, the United
States has depended upon a Triad of
strategic forces to maintain peace by deterr-
ing aggression and the possibility of nuclear
attack. Each element of the Triad in its own
way contributes to the overall survivability
and capability of the Triad itself. Taken
together, the strengths of each are enhanced
while any vulnerabilities or weaknesses of an
individual component are compensated for.
Submarine Launched Ballistic Missiles
(SLBMs) are the most survivable; manned
bombers are most flexible in terms of recall
capability and utility; and land based
missiles possess the capability for prompt
response to an attack, a very high alert rate,
excellent command and control, and high
reliability. The three elements of the Triad
are complementary; one element cannot be
attacked without giving warning to others.
Because of this, the Triad provides max-
imum deterrence, and the security of the
United States is guaranteed.

Why do we need the

missile?

Peacekeeper

We need the Peacekeeper missile, now, for
two specific reasons:



a. We must address the unstable imbalance
of strategic forces which the Soviets have
created with their continued deployment
of new missile systems. The Soviets have
thousands of high quality weapons
capable of attacking the hardest of U.S.
targets; we have modest deployments of
weapons with significantly less capabili-
ty. The Soviets have devoted substantial
resources to protecting their strategic
assets, and our current ICBM force can-
not adequately counter the growing
number of Soviet hardened installations.
Consequently, our missiles are
vulnerable to a potential first strike at-
tack and cannot threaten Soviet high
value assets. This situation erodes the
prospects for deterrence and for stability.

b. We must modernize our aging ICBM
forces, now comprised of the Minuteman
and Titan missiles. These weapon
systems represented the state of the art
when they were deployed, but as with
any weapon system, cannot be expected
to last forever. The Peacekeeper missile
incorporates the latest advances in
technology, and thus has more range,
payload, accuracy and flexibility than do
the older missiles.

Immediate deployment of the Peacekeeper
as recommended by the President’s commis-
sion addresses both of these problems.

Isn’t Peacekeeper in Minuteman silos
just as vulnerable as the Minuteman?

Yes, it is true that the individual
Peacekeeper missile will be just about as
vulnerable as is the Minuteman, although in
some technical aspects the Peacekeeper
missile itself is more survivable than the
Minuteman. But the Peacekeeper does ad-
dress the immediate need to overcome the
existing destabilizing imbalance of strategic
forces, and it does modernize our aging
ICBM force. While this near-term deploy-
ment does not significantly improve the sur-
vivability of the individual missile, the
longer term recommendations of the Presi-
dent’s commission do address what must be
done about survivability should we not be

successful at strategic arms reductions. Fur-
ther, one should not view this deployment as
if it had to face the threat of all Soviet
strategic forces independently. Our
bombers, submarines and ICBM’s, when
deployed as a Triad, each contribute to the
survivability of the entire force, and thus en-
sure that we have deterrence adequate to
prevent nuclear war.

Don’t we have enough land based ICBM’s
now?

“Enough” can only be measured on a
relative basis. To be certain that we will
deter a possible nuclear attack on the United
States we must ensure that we have
“enough” ICBMs to survive a Soviet first
strike with the ability to retaliate effectively
so that no Soviet advantage can be gained
from attack. Our requirement for additional
ICBMs is driven by the Soviets as they
deploy more and better attacking weapons
which are survivable to U.S. response. We
need immediately the improved capabilities
which result from the initial deployment of
the Peacekeeper, and unless we are suc-
cessful in negotiating significant strategic
arms reductions with the Soviets, we may
need the survivability enhancements called
for in the report by the President’s Commis-
sion on Strategic Forces.

Arms Control

0.

A.

What are the arms control implications
of the strategic forces modernization
program recommended by the
President’s Commission?

The implications are profound for the near
and short term outlook for progress in arms
control negotiations with the Soviet Union.
As the Commission stated, Soviet will-
ingness to enter into arms control
agreements that will enhance strategic
stability is heavily influenced by ongoing
programs. This reality of arms control
negotiations makes the recommendation to
deploy 100 Peacekeeper missiles in existing
silos especially important. The deployment



would provide a strong incentive to the
Soviets to negotiate reductions in their
ICBMs that currently provide the most
destabilizing aspect of the U.S.-Soviet
strategic arms imbalance. The
Commission’s recommendation to pursue
development of a small, single-warhead
missile marks a turning point in U.S. arms
control initiatives by encouraging the Soviets
to follow us in land-based missile deploy-
ment that further enhances stability.

What role does the President’s decision
on the Peacekeeper missile play in arms
control goals?

The President’s decision on the Peacekeeper
missile will have an immediate role in the
current START negotiations by providing a
strong incentive for the Soviets to negotiate
reductions in land-based missiles. Because
of the unprecedented Soviet build up in
heavy, MIRVed ICBMs, the resulting im-
balance of U.S.-Soviet missiles with the
capacity to destroy hardened targets is a ma-
jor threat to strategic stability. The U.S.
must redress this imbalance to maintain
deterrence against a Soviet attact on our na-
tion or our allies. Failure to deploy the
Peacekeeper would tell the Soviets that we
are unable to neutralize this advantage in
multiple-warhead ICBMs. The Peacekeeper
has been supported by the last four ad-
ministrations; over $5 billion has been in-
vested on its research and development; and
the missile is ready for flight testing. We
have learned in the long history of arms con-
trol negotiations that the Soviets negotiate
most seriously when the U.S. is firmly com-
mitted to arms modernization. Abandoning
the Peacekeeper, the only new U.S. ICBM
that can be deployed in this decade, would
greatly reduce the chances of an arms con-
trol agreement with the Soviets that would
enhance stability.

How does a small missile fit into our
arms control goals?

Plans to pursue development of a small
missile is a key element in the effort to

Q.

achieve stability in the U.S. and Soviet
nuclear forces. Our time-tested policy of
deterrence is based on our adversary’s
assurance that an attack on the U.S. or our
allies would be unsuccessful. In the effort to
maintain that deterrence, we also seek to
raise the nuclear threshold by increasing
arms stability on both sides, thus reducing
the chance that the Soviet Union would at-
tack either in times of world crisis or because
of miscalculation. A small, single-warhead
ICBM would greatly contribute to this goal
of increased stability. It would provide a less
tempting target than the large, multiple-
warhead ICBMs developed by both sides
over the last decade. It also would provide a
variety of basing options, including mobili-
ty, that would increase survivability.
Developing a small missile marks the future
of arms control aimed at greater stability.

Why not freeze now at existing levels of
nuclear weapons?

Advocates and opponents of a nuclear freeze
agree that our goal is prevention of nuclear
war. They disagree sharply, however, on the
best means to achieve this goal. Clearly a
freeze would increase rather than reduce the
chances of nuclear conflict. Such a move
would freeze the dangerously large and
unstable levels of nuclear forces, particularly
the imbalance in large, multiple-wark--~*
ICBM:s that now favors the Soviet Unioi
would eliminate the chances for arms cot
negotiations to achieve large-scale re
tions in nuclear forces proposed by
Reagan Administration. It would pre
U.S. modernization of aging strategic fo
needed to enhance stability. And in
likelihood it would not be verifiable.
prevention of nuclear war depends
strategic force stability and a reductios
forces on both sides, not a confirmatio
the status quo.

Is the Peacekeeper in Minuteman sil
first strike weapon?

No. The United States bases its polic
deterrence on defense. This policy, w!



has helped to maintain world peace for a
generation, assures our chief adversary, the
Soviet Union, that any conventional or
nuclear attack on our nation or our allies
would fail. U.S. strategic force moderniza-
tion is designed to safeguard this deterrent.
The Peacekeeper missile would contribute
an essential element to this policy by redress-
ing the current imbalance in U.S.-Soviet
ICBMs capable of placing valuable assets at
risk. The current imbalance, which has
resulted because of a Soviet build up in
large, multi-warhead ICBMs, has created a
severe instability in U.S.-Soviet forces, thus
increasing the chances of conflict in times of
crisis. Deployment of the Peacekeeper is the
only way to reduce this instability in the next
decade and maintain the deterrence that
protects the U.S. and our allies.

How will Congressional action on the
Peacekeeper affect our START negotia-
tions?

Congressional action on the Peacekeeper is a
key to success in the START negotiations.
Support for Peacekeeper funding will show
U.S. resolve to maintain its policy of deter-
rence over the next decade by redressing the
imbalance in U.S.-Soviet ICBMs. What is
more, it will provide a strong incentive for
the Soviet Union to negotiate deep reduc-
tions in nuclear forces. We know from ex-
perience in arms control negotiations that
the Soviets negotiate seriously when they
know the U.S. is committed to a course of
action. This commitment is shown best by
Congressional funding of special weapon
systems. A case in point was the U.S. com-
mitment to proceed with the deployment of
an anti-ballistic missile system, a commit-
ment that led to the ABM treaty. Similarly,
U.S. commitment to the Peacekeeper will
encourage the Soviets to seriously negotiate
arms reductions proposed by the Reagan
Administration in the START negotiations
currently underway in Geneva.

Isn’t the Peacekeeper just a bargaining
chip for START negotiating purposes?

Modernization of U.S. strategic forces
shows a firm resolve to maintain our policy
of deterrence as well as a strong incentive to
negotiate arms reductions. Our arms control
effort aimed at reducing the levels of nuclear
arms, an effort designed to provide stability
that reduces the chance of nuclear conflict,
does not require that we abandon unilateral-
ly specific weapon systems such as the
Peacekeeper. On the contrary, the objective
is to provide modern systems within reduced
levels. The Peacekeeper will serve a crucial
function in our effort to enhance U.S.-Soviet
stability by redressing the present imbalance
in large, multi-warhead ICBMs that favors
the Soviet Union. The Peacekeeper is the
only U.S. ICBM program that can redress
this imbalance in the next decade. At the
same time, the Peacekeeper will encourage
the Soviets to negotiate reductions, knowing
full well that we intend to neutralize their
advantage in ICBM capability. Thus, we
will not build the Peacekeeper as a bargain-
ing chip but as an integral part of our
strategic force modernization program.

How does the President’s recently an-
nounced position to switch from an of-
fensive retaliation to a defensive strategy
affect the Peacekeeper decision? Do we
still need the Peacekeeper now that this
change is being made?

The President’s initiative is a dramatic pro-
posal that would encourage a mutual
U.S.-Soviet policy of defense. It will take
many years to refine and develop this policy,
perhaps as long as 20 to 30 years given the
technological requirements and foreign
policy implications. In the meantime, the
U.S. must adhere to its proven policy of
deterrence. This policy is based on the
premise that U.S. strategic forces are defen-
sive. They exist solely to deter attack on the
U.S. and our allies. The Peacekeeper, the
cornerstone of ICBM modernization over
the next decade, will greatly enhance our
deterrent by redressing the present im-
balance in U.S.-Soviet ICBMs that now
favors the Soviet Union. We need the
Peacekeeper to maintain U.S. deterrence.



Abandoning the Peacekeeper now would on-
ly increase nuclear force instability and
would undermine the nation’s deterrent
capability that has helped to keep the peace
for more than a generation.

What are the views of our NATO allies
who are considering Pershing II and
GLCM, concerning the Peacekeeper?

Throughout the nuclear age, the U.S. policy
of deterrence has been designed to prevent
an attack by the Soviet Union on our allies
as well as the United States. With particular
regard to the NATO alliance, this policy has
been the centerpiece of our success in keep-
ing the peace in Europe for a generation,
Our NATO allies are particularly sensitive
to the depth of our commitment to maintain
our deterrent capability; this makes deploy-
ment of the Peacekeeper missile particularly
important. Qur willingness to modernize our
land-based ICBM force sends a strong
signal to the NATO alliance, especially
because of the planned deployment of Persh-
ing II and cruise missiles in Europe. We
cannot expect our allies to deploy modern
land-based missiles on their soil if we refuse
to do the same. The credibility of our time-
proven deterrent requires such mutual ef-
fort.

Does Peacekeeper in Minuteman silos
violate existing arms control
agreements?

Deployment of Peacekeeper in Minuteman
silos is compatible with existing agreements.
Both SALT I and SALT II allow modifica-
tion and modernization of existing fixed silo
launchers. SALT II also allows for deploy-
ment of one new ICBM. Both the modifica-
tions required to the existing silos and the
size of Peacekeeper are well within the limits
imposed by these agreements.

ICBM Modernization Program

Q. What specifically did the President’s

Commission recommend about land

based ICBMs?

A. The Commission recommended:

a. For the near term, prompt deployment of
100 Peacekeeper missiles in Minuteman
silos in order to remove the Soviet advan-
tage in ICBM capability, to help deter
the threat of Soviet attack, and to en-
courage the Soviets to move toward a
more stable regime of deployments and
arms control.

b. For the longer term, initiation of
engineering design of a small, single
warhead ICBM leading to possible full
scale engineering development in 1987,
and deployment with an initial operating
capability in the early 1990’s and in-
vestigation of hardened silos or shelters
and mobile launchers for these missiles;
and a specific test and evaluation pro-
gram to resolve the uncertainties regar-
ding silo or shelter hardness leading to
later decisions on hardening Peacekeeper
missiles in silos and/or deploying small
ICBMs in hardened silos or shelters. It
suggested vigorous investigation to
resolve these uncertainties.

What will basing 100 Peacekeepe
Minuteman silos cost, and how does
compare to the cost of CSB?

The Air Force estimates that it will
about $16.6B to deploy 100 Peaceke
missiles in Minuteman silos. That comj
with the previous CSB cost estimate (i
82 dollars) of $26.4B.

How much has been spent on
Peacekeeper program to date, and
much will be required in the F1
budget?

About $5B has been spent on
Peacekeeper program from its inceptic
the present time. The revised moderniz:
program has resulted in a reduction a
FY 84 budget by some $1.4 billion. The
requirement includes $4.7 billion
Peacekeeper in existing silos and am
$600 million for technology develom
programs.






shelters, and more recently recom-
mended basing it in closely spaced silos.
Now it is recommending that we put it in
Minuteman silos. How can we be sure
that this is now the correct solution?

In the opinion of administrations at the
times those other basing methods were pro-
posed, they were considered to be the best
solutions. Each of them had significant ad-
vantages and disadvantages. The
President’s commission has recommended a
strategic forces modernization package
which takes advantage of many of the at-
tributes of previously proposed deployment
modes while eliminating some of the signifi-
cant disadvantages, such as excessive re-
quirements for land. After consideration of
all previously proposed basing modes, the
commission considered Peacekeeper missiles
in Minuteman silos as the most feasible
method when considering political, en-
vironmental, costs and all other factors.

What will the research and development
programs recommended by the Presi-
dent’s Commission involve?

The programs will involve:

a. Engineering design and research and
development of a small ICBM which
could be used to either supplement or
replace further Peacekeeper deployment
after the initial 100 Peacekeeper have
been deployed in Minuteman silos.

b. Accelerated tests and evaluations to see if
significantly higher levels of hardness can
be achieved to make missile silos and
shelters more survivable against the ef-
fects of possible nuclear attack.

c. Vigorous investigation and research and
development on different types of land
based vehicles and launchers, including
hardened vehicles, for possible future
deployment of small ICBM’s on mobile
launchers.

What would a small missile be like and
when would it be available?

Q.

A.

The small missile is a lightweight two or
three stage solid propellant intercontinental
ballistic missile. It will probably be about
35-40 feet long, about 4 feet in diameter, and
weigh about 30,000 pounds.

Major emphasis will be required on develop-
ment of guidance techniques and command,
control and communications to ensure the
same highly reliable, time sensitive effec-
tiveness and communications capability as
we will have with our Peacekeeper force.

The small ICBM may be based in fixed or
mobile launchers, or both, and initial

operating capability could be achieved by
the early 1990’s.

What will these research and develop-
ment programs cost?

Current Air Force estimates of the costs of
these R&D programs in FY 82 dollars are:

a. Superhard silo validation — $450M

b. Small missile engineering design —
$600M

c. Hard mobile transporter developm
— $150M

d. Deep basing definition — $100M

When will these research and dev
ment programs be completed?

Superhard silo validation and the
mobile transporter development pre
are scheduled for completion by the n
of 1986. The small missile engine
design should be completed in eark
1986, and the deep basing concept defi
should be complete by early 1985.












June 2, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR MARY JO JACOBI

FROM: DEE JEPSENDY
SUBJECT: THANK YOU LETTERS FOR MX SUPPORT

The following individuals actively supported { e President's
MX propo: 1.

Mrs. Joan Hueter, President
National Association of Pro-America
3133 N Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20007

Miss Kimberly Matthews, President
Christian Women's National Concerns
P. O. Box 2462

Fort Worth, TX 76118

Mrs. June Stolte, President
American Legion Auxiliary
777 North Meridian Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Mrs. Berta White

President, Women's Activities
American Farm Bureau Federation
Baily, Mississippi 39320

Robert Delano, Pres ]
American Farm Bureau rederation

600 Maryland Avenue, S.W. Suite 800
Washington, D. C. 20024

Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly, President
Eagle Forum

68 Fairmont

Alton, Illinois 62002

Dr. and Mrs. Tim LaHaye
Family Life Seminars
2100 Greenfield Drive
El Cajon, CA 92021




