
Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This is a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Executive Secretariat, NSC: System File
 Folder Title: 8500936 - Timing of Peacekeeper 

(MX) Report
Box: RAC Box 4

To see more digitized collections visit: 
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material 

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit: 
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories 

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov  

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-
support/citation-guide 

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/

https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://catalog.archives.gov/


UN~FIEO UPON REMOVAL 
OF CLASSIFIED ENCLOSURE(S) 

'1 

NSC/S PROFILE 

TO MCFARLANE FROM 

SABLE 

KEYWORDS: MX CONGRESSIONAL 

SUBJECT TIMING OF PEACKEEPER ( MX ) RPT 

ACTION . FOR DECISION 

COMMENTS 

REF# 

FOR ACTION 

MCFARLANE 

FOR CONCURRENCE 

LOG NSCIFID 

ACTION OFFICER (S) ASSIGNED 

_ ___ _ ___ ~ : .O! ~EB_ 1985 _ __,,~~~~""'--

- -- -- - - - -------

ri,,~I\'\ J :)_ 

ID 8500 93 6 

05 FEB 

DOCDATE 04 FEB 

04 FEB 

FOR INFO 

LEHMAN, R 

LEHMAN, C 

DONLEY 

( HW 

85 11 

85 

85 

COPIES T~ c.--" 

- _)'1-t~ 

- -------- ------- - -- - - - - -

----- - - - - - - --------- - --

DISPATCH W/ATTCH FILE 



JJ 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

February 4, 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 

FROM: BOB LI~ 

SUBJECT: Today's Requests 
fa/?: 

At this rrorning' s staff meeting, you asked t'WO 
questions: 

-- what is the planned timing for the MX 
rer:ort, and 

-- what is the view of the comnunity concerning 
the right length of the opening round in 
Geneva. 

The attached package addresses the first of 
your questions. We would rrove the MX rer:ort 
as soon as r:ossible (March 2) so that we set 
the legislative clock running. 

With regard to the length of the opening round, 
all seem to agree that we 'WOuld be better served 
by a shorter first round. Some feel (Tower) that 
this would let the negotiators help on MX on the 
hill. Others feel that this 'WOuld let us better 
prepare before really getting deeply into sub­
stance with the Soviets in the second round -­
and thus ensure that the three teams don't get 
cross-ways with each other. 

I strongly agree with this second rationale. We 
need rrore preparatory time -- and a short first 
round could get us that. We do have to prepare 
a defense against the Soviets tabling a treaty 
text in that short period -- but we should be 
able to do this. No one is currently arguing 
for a longer first session. 
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MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL ' 

ACTION February 4', 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 
~C> Q. 

FROM: JOHN W. DOUGLASS/ RONALD K. SABLE 

SUBJECT: Timing of Peacekeeper (MX) Report 

The schedule at Tab A outlines the key events we see ahead of us in 
February and .March regarding the Preside~t•s report to Congress, 
and the subsequent Congressional vote on release of the FY 85 (last 
year's) funds for the second 21 production mis~iles. 

As you may recall, our original target date for having a draft here 
at the NSC was February 1. We have slipped' this to February 8 
because DOD is behind schedule in writing a draft that both OSD and 

JJ 

the Air Force support ~ We have been hammering away at DOD to g~t a 
draft for N. SC and interagency review as soon as. possible. A phone] Ad-o~ 
all from you to Secretary Weinberger or a word or two ~t one of ,.~. 
our meetings would h·elp ensure the report stays on schedule. We 

have also asked B. Oglesby to mention the need for early 
coordination of the draft in tomorrow's interagency meeting. 

orking level personnel a·t State, ACDA and DOD 
ncurred with the approach outlined at Tab A. 

wxll use the proposed schedule as our baseline 
events which might impact on the MX vote. 

have seen and 
If you concur, we 

in reviewing other 

After we successfully pass the votes in late March on the FY 85 
missiles, we expect MX to follow a · course similar to last year and 
be one of the last items addressed in the FY 86 bill. While we 
expect the early vote to be a watershed on MX, the deficit debate ~ 
will have a large impact on the final disposition of our request 
for 48 missiles in FY 86. It is too early to predict the committee 
mark-ups on the F~ 86 bill, but ii is logical to as$ume we will 
face a series of committee and subcommittee votes through the 
summer on MX which could be influenced by events in Geneva. 

~~ehman, Chris~~an and Mike Donl~ concur. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

That you approve the proposed schedule at Tab A. 

Yes 

That you 
February 

Yes 

Attachment 

Tab A 

No 

Secretary Weinberger the need for a draft by 

No 

Schedule 



Proposed Schedule of Events 
Relating to the President's Report 

on the 

Peacekeeper ICBM 

Report due at NSC for review 

NSC leads interagency review 

Interagency Working Group meets 

Final comments to OSD for final report 

Report is printed 

Final transmittal to NSC 

Submission of report to President for 
signature 

Delivery of report to Congress 

Introduction of Joint Resolution of Approval 

Resolution in Committee 

Negotiations resume in Geneva 

Final votes 

8 February 

9-14 February 

11 February 

15 February 

16-21 February 

22 February 

25 February 

2 March (due not earlier 
than 1 March) 

4 March 

*12 March - late March 

mid-March 

before 4 April recess 

*Things get a bit fuzzy here depending on the legislative calendar, 
but the motion can only remain in Committee between 8 and 15 days. 
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NATIONAL SECURITY· COUNCIL 

MEMORANDUM 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 
::;;R: 

FOR 

February 

ROBERT C. McFARLANE 

BOB LI~ 

Today's Requests 

4, 1985 

At this noming's 
questions: 

staff meeting, you asked b.u 

what is the planned' timing for the MX 
report, and 
what is the view of the cc:mrunity concerning 
the right length of the opening round in 
Geneva. 

The attached package addresses the first -of _ 
your questions. We \O.lld rrove the MX report 
as soon as possible (March 2) so that we set 
the legislative clock running. 

With regard to the length of the opening round, 
all seen to agree that we \O.lld be better served 
by a shorter first round. sane feel (Tower) that 
th.ii : \O.lld let the negotiators help on MX on the 
hil ... 11~ ers feel that this \O.lld let better 
prepaic before really getting deeply into sub­
stance with the Soviets i"J. the second round -
and thus ensure that the three teams. don't get 
cross-ways with each other. 

I strongly agree with this second rationale. We 
neednore preparatory tirce - and a short first 
round could . get us that. We do have to prepare 
a ·defense against the Soviets tabling a treaty 
text in that short period - but we should be 
able to do this. No one is · currently arguing 
for a longer first session • 
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