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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Dear Friend:

I thought the enclosed materials might be of
interest to you.

incerely,
TR
Leo
<::E}Las Kojeli

Special Assistant to the President
Office of Public Liaison

11 February,1987
Dear Mr. Kojelis,

Thank you for sending me the several various
items that keep coming,such as this one-the copy of
the President's State of the Union speech. They are
much appreciated,believe me.

And Congratulations to you! I attended the
DOD Budget Briefing Tuesday,where Vice President
Bush spoke of your recent commissioning in the Navy,
1 presume Naval Reserve.Well Done.

Keep up your good work.

Sincerely,

WD (ifft;'@\.v -

W.D.Crittenberger,J
(Major Géneral,US Army,Retired)
Public Relations Representative,NSDAR
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29 JAN 1987

Mr. Linas J. Kojelis

Special Assistant to the President
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Linas:

I certainly want to thank you for a very useful and
delightful breakfast visit on January 21. It was a pleasure to
learn about your very effective activities with national
organizations.

The forms you provided were of great interest to my staff,
and I would like to find a convenient way to receive copies with
information on the 40-odd organizations which were on the list I
gave you. If I can send one of my folks to do the work, that
would be fine.

In the meantime, we will make every effort to keep you
informed of our activities and would be very interested in
continuing to hear of yours., I am sure there are numerous
opportunities for us to support each others programs, and am
anxious to do so.

Again, thanks for your hospitality.

‘Sincerely,

1
!

Douglas S. McCurrach
Captain, ULS. Navy
Director for Community Relations
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Board of Directors
The Honorable Jeremiah A. Denton, Jr.

Founder and Crrirmso:
Philip F. Anschutz Joseph Coors Dr. Edwin J. Feulner, Jr.
Richard P. Gideon, Jr. Jeremiah Milbank The Hon. Arthur R. Outlaw

Staff
James S. Denton\/
Executive Director

Carol A. Clancy Deborah Davis Edward A. Lynch\/
Maria A. Schweizer Donya K. Kesler Christopher T. Warden

-
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B (PPORTUN] BROADCAST OPPORTUNITY:

Ty
THIS WEEX'S TOPIC: POVERTY IN AMERICA

“EADI) FOROM," A SERVICE OF THE MATIONAL FORINM FOLMDATION
(FFF) , PROVIDES A RESOURCE TO THE BATIQN'S MATOR RADID TALK
SHOAS, RADIO FORR{ HELPS YU SCHEDULE AREPICULA!
EXPERT GUESTS, WHO CAN DRESENT YOUR LISTENERS WITH AN IN-DEPTH
NSLYSTS OF CURKENT NATIONAL ISSUES

PARTICIPATING mmxsmsmmmmmm HE
1SSUE OF POVERTY IN NMERICA, CORSIDER THE STACGERING STATISTICS:
mwurmmﬂalsm?m!uuwv.mll:

VALUABLE
WITH ARTICULA!

AMERICA.

HERDED
V22,2 PERCENF GF TRE WATION'S CRILDREN—12.8 MILLION—LIVED D
FOVERTC 1N 1993, THE GRENTEST SERCENTAGE SINCE 19627

* SEVENTY PERCENT OF THE WINORITY CHILDREN LIVING IN FEMALE-MEADED
FOUSIIOLIS WERE POOR IN 1983;

THE FEDERAL GOVERKMENT SPENT MORE ON POVERTY PROGRAMS LAST YEAR—
1 BILION=TANN EVER CEFORS

™IS m? RAVE THE GRENTEST SOCIETY PROGRAMS NATTONAL AVERAGE.
ml.m mmmmﬂtmmm = RECOGHTZED

ARE AVAILABLE FOR O THIS ATIGWL OILDR THIS IS A

THE PLIGHT OF THE BLACK FAMILY

THE NATTONAL PORUM FOUNDATION (NFF) OFFERS A MEDIA SERVICE PROGRAM
FOR THE NATION’'S MAJOR RADIO TALK SHOWS- THIS SERVICE QFFERS YOU A
nsoum IN YOUR EFPORTE TO

THAT CAN PRESENT YOUR AUDTEHCE WITH AN
IN=DEPTH ANM-YS!! OF CURRENT NATIONAL ISSUES.

TRIS WEEK'S INTERVIEW SERIES IS ON THE PLIGMT OF THE BLACK FAMILY IN THE MAJO! OF CONTENTION BETWEEN THE TWO
.THE STATISTICS ARE STAGGERING:

CUSEHOLD * NEARLY 50\ ul' BLACK IAHH.IB us READED BY WOMEN.
s CHILDREN Al

. wnn.l comnsm ONLY 12% OF U.S. POPULATION, BLACKR ACCOUNT
FOR ABOUT 50% OF PRIEON IMMATES.

* BLACK WOMBN HAVE MORE ABOR‘HONS THAN THEIR WHITE COUNTER-
PARTS, 8Y A FACTOR OF 2 TO 1.

* 85% OF BLACK STUDENTS WHO TM(E COLLEGE SAT'S SCORE BELOW THE

INTERVIEN OPPORTUNITY: ARMS CONTROL AXD THE SUMMIT

RADIO FORM, A SERVICE OF THE NATIONAL PORLM FOURDATION, HELPS
SCREDULE INYERVIEWS WITH ARTICULATE EXPERT GUESTS
LOCATE AND SCHEDULY INTERVIEWS
AFRES CONTROL. luu. BE THE CENTRAL ISSUE M THE AGERTA AT
', NOVBMBER 19-21. THE FRESIDENT'S mxc
DEFENSE INI’HA‘HV! (SDT), ALSO KNOWN AS GTAR VARS, HAS EMERGED AS

RE SORM OUT OF WEDLOCK.

THAT REAGAN SHOULD QUESTION GORBACHEV OM SOVIET TREATY VICLATTONS.

SME OF THE CRITICAL ISSUES TO ACORESS IN ARMS CONTROL ARE: IS
mmnsmmmmmmw
1 BE INCLUED IN ARMS COMTECE. HIW ADVRCED

DURTNG_THE Hl:u(s OF JULY D-lz, 15-19.
GEORGE G

ITICAL FOONDATST,
COVERNMENT,  RARVARD lvmn-( WIDELY PUBLISHED AUTSOR CH RACE AND
POVERTY ISSUES;

NECHAEL, HOROWTTZ, m GENERAL COUNSEL FOR THE OFYICE OF
AGEWDA WITH PRESI

DR. muvavszn stx:m a:mrrln.
TESTIFIED RECENTLY BEFORE JOTRT ECORCHIC CCMMTTTEE OF

CALL RADID FURUM (CHRIS wnmm) (282} 5472084 TO samuz
mmy WITH ONE (F THESE EXPERTS. INTERVIEWS ON A FIRST

'""m "FOR FUTURE RADIG MESSAGES TN THE MAIL. DETAILE TO ROLLOW
UNDER SEPARATE COVER. TOLL FREE 800 SERVICE COMING SOONWt##

ROY INNIS, NATIONAL CHAIRMAI

urs LOBBY - ¥O)

ONE OF THESE EXPBRTS.

TRAGEDY
WELPARE POLICIES OF THE PAST Twzrrn YEARS IS NEEDED.
SQLUTIONS? THE FOLLOWING NATIONALLY-RECOGKIZED EXPERTS, ALL OF NHOM
ARE DISTINGUISHED BLACK AMERICANS, ARE AVAILABLE TO ADDRESS SOME
POSSIHLE SOLUTIONS DURING THE WEEK OF FEBRUARY 25 ON YOUR TALK SHOM,
ROBERT WOODSON, PRESIDENT, NATIONAL CENTER FOR NEIGHBORHOOD

EWTERPRISE: MEMBER, PRESIDENT'S ADVISORY COUNCIL ON PRIVATE SECTOR
IRITIATIVES: RECENTLY LED MAJOR DELEGATION TO DISCUSS BLACR ECOMOMIC

REAGAN.
ALABAMA MAYOR JOHN SMITH, FOUNDER, FIELD OF FTHNIC ACIENCE: VICE
PRESIDENT, NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF BLACK MAYORS.
DR. JAMES MAYS, POUNDER, ADOPT-A~FAMILY ENDOWMENY.

CORCERT,
AT GEORGETOWN
U., AUTHOR OF UPCOMING BOOK, mxc DEFEMSE: STAR WARS IN
N, CONGRESS OF RACIAL ENUALITY (CORE). PERSFECTIVE.

STEPHANIE JOHNSON, VICE PRESIDENT LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS, AMERICAK
ED TO PROMOTE PASSAGE OP BABY DOE BILL.

PARKER, PRESIDENT, LINCOLM INSTITUTE: CHAIRMAN, ©RES. REAMRAN'S
TWSXTIDN TEAM AT EECC (LIMITED AVAILABILITY).

CALL NFF (KATHY PITCHER): 202-547-2084 TO SCHREDULE AN INTERVIFW WITH
INTERVIEWS SCHEDULED ON A FIRST COME BASIS.

REVIEW OF THE ROCIAL SHOQLD D!
WHAT ARE THE 15 THE SOVIET'S DEVELOPMENT OF A STRATEGIC DEFINSE SYSTEM?
THE FOLLOWING EXPERTS ARE AVAILABLE NOVEMBER 4-15 FOR INTERVIEWS:
~~—GEN. MALCOLM WALLGP (LIMITED AVAILABILITY), OFPICIAL SENATE
CRSERVER T0 THE ARMS

FORMER OEP. DIR. OF CTA.
mm

@PICIAL
—RICHARD SINCERE, FOREIGH POLICY ANALYST FOR THE ETHICS nn FUBLIC
PALICY CENTER, WIDELY PUBLISMED (N SDI AND RATIONAL SECURITY ISSUES.

CALL RADIO FURUM (MARTA SCHWEIZER OR CARIS WARDEN) AT 1~
Bul-622-3355 TO SCHEDULE AN INTERVIEY O A FIRST OIME BASIS.

NFF sends PSAs such as the examples above to over 200 radio talk show producers every two weeks.

Modern electronic communication represents an extra-
ordinary triumph for mankind. We find nothing uncommon
about images flashed to our television sets from around the
globe. Yet it is ironic—perhaps tragic—that in our world of
instantaneous and high-tech communications, so much
important information remains obscured from public view.

Without addressing the argument that the news industry is
inundated by liberals, it is widely accepted that typical news
programming is more entertainment than substance. To a
degree, the blame lies in the very nature of the beast. It is
difficult to imagine how a story, hastily written and filmed,
and then edited into a 35-second news ‘‘bite,” can be expected
to convey the intracacies of arms control or the complexities
of reforming a $500 billion welfare system. Add to this the
pressures on the news industry to increase ratings and profits,
it is little wonder that responsible analysis is sometimes sacri-
ficed for file footage and slogans.

In the past 12 months, NFF has developed media outreach
efforts designed to counter some of these inherent limitations.
With the goal of providing the American public comprehen-
sive, credible and expert commentary on public policy issues,
NFF conducts two media programs—Radio Forum and the
Editorial Distribution Service.

The purpose of Radio Forum is to provide a media forum
for those leading opinion makers and academicians who reflect
the values and policies mainstream America embraces. And, to
the degree that it applies, the program is intended to offset
media bias.

By any measure, Radio Forum has been a remarkable
success. As a result of solid planning and effective strategies,
in 1985 NFF arranged over 2,000 hours of interviews on the
nation’s largest radio stations and syndicates.

The interviews are typically 30 to 60 minutes long, broad-
cast live in their entirety, allowing for an in-depth analysis of
the issue. Deputy Assistant Secretary.of Health and Human
Services, Mrs. Jo Ann Gasper, characterized Radio Forum this
way: “The existence of the Foundation offers . . . an opport-
unity to express views that often are not given enough depth

or breadth of discussion in the national media, thus providing
crucial public education on the important issues of the day.”
Peter Grace added, “Your work is exemplary . . . with respect
to fairness in news media coverage. It is essential that people
like you continue to press for balance.”

Every other week, NFF sends a Public Service Announce-
ment (PSA) to the individual producers of about 200 talk
show programs—all airing in the nation’s 30 largest media
markets. The PSA highlights a specific policy issue and
identifies experts who have agreed to be interviewed on
“news and information” talk shows. Producers interested in
featuring the issue on their program then contact Radio
Forum, which arranges for a NFF guest to be interviewed. In
effect, the program plays a key role not only in focusing the
producers’ attention on an important issue, but also in facili-
tating credible and thorough analysis on the nation’s airwaves.

The past 18 months were marked by increased world atten-
tion on the struggle of freedom fighters against Soviet-backed
totalitarian regimes. To provide in-depth analysis on this criti-
cal issue, Radio Forum scheduled more than 100 interviews
for experts on “Anti-Communist Insurgencies.” On individual
stations and through nationally-syndicated programs, more
than 400 stations featured NFF-sponsored guests on this topic.
Among the experts who participated in this on-going Radio
Forum series were Senator Gordon Humphrey, Cochairman of
the Congressional Task Force on Afghanistan; Dr. John Silber,
Boston University President and member of the bipartisan
Presidential Commission on Central America; Professor John
Norton Moore, professor of International Law at the
University of Virginia’s Law School; and Congressman Newt
Gingrich, founder of the Conservative Opportunity Society
which coordinated a nationwide campaign to observe the
“Lessons of Grenada.” Among the stations which featured
these and other NFF-sponsored guests included KABC Los
Angeles, WIND Chicago and WGST Atlanta.

With the renewed arms control negotiations and a summit
meeting between President Reagan and Soviet leader Gorba-
chev, high on the agenda in both cases was the U.S. plan to




.develop the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). Radio Forum
scheduled interviews—more than 60—for acknowledged ex-
perts who supported the development of SDI and hard headed
negotiations with the Soviet Union. Among those experts par-
ticipating were Dr. Robert Jastrow of Dartmouth University
and founder of the Goddard Institute for Space Studies;
official Senate observers to the Geneva arms talks, Senators
Malcolm Wallop and Pete Wilson; and Lt. Gen. Daniel Graham
(USAF, Ret.), Director of High Frontier which developed the
Strategic Defense concept. WABC New York, WBZ Boston,
KRLD Dallas, and KOA Denver were among the major
stations which featured NFF-sponsored guests.

Other national security issues highlighted by Radio Forum
during 1985 included U.S. Policy in southern Africa, Espio-
nage and Counterintelligence, and Terrorism,

Awareness of the crisis facing Black families in this country
increased during 1985 due, in some measure, to the efforts of
Radio Forum, which sponsored recognized experts for inter-
views on the issue. These included Mr. Robert Woodson,
President of the National Center for Neighborhood Enterprise
and Chairman of the Council for a Black Economic Agenda,
Mr. Roy Innis, National Chairman of the Congress of Racial
Equality (CORE); and Mayor John Smith, the recent Vice
President of the Conference of Black Mayors. Among the
major stations featuring NFF-sponsored guests were WABC
New York, KCBS San Francisco, and WCGO Chicago.

The increasing number of pregnant teenagers and their
plight prompted Radio Forum to focus on policies addressing
this issue. WMCA New York, KTRH Houston and WBAL
Baltimore were among the major stations which featured NFF
guests, including Mrs. Jo Ann Gasper, Deputy Assistant
Secretary of Health and Human Services for Population
Affairs and Dr. Christopher Reynolds of the House Select
Committee on Children, Youth and Families.

Other family issues highlighted during 1985 included Drug
Abuse, the Pupil Rights Amendment and Pornography.

Despite 20 years of ever-increasing funding for federal
social welfare programs, millions of Americans still remain
in poverty. Radio Forum’s program, “Poverty in America,”
featured widely-respected economists and authors who dis-
cussed how too often government policies have created a
“welfare trap by encouraging dependency.” These guests
included leading Black scholars Dr. Glenn Loury of the John
F. Kennedy School of Government of Harvard University and
Dr. Walter Williams, author and professor at George Mason
University, and George Gilder, author of Wealth and Poverty.
KFBK Sacramento, WOAI San Antonio and WGBS Miami,
among nearly 30 other radio stations and syndicates, con-
ducted interviews with NFF-sponsored guests.

Radio Forum followed up on the poverty issue by examin-
ing new approaches to advancing America’s underclass.
Experts on “Alternatives to Welfare” emphasized that enter-
prise zones and private sector skills training programs have
worked in progressive states and locales around the country. In
addition to featuring Robert Woodson and Mayor John Smith,
Radio Forum enlisted the expertise of Dr. Stuart Butler,
author of Enterprise Zones: Greenlining the Inner Cities.

Each month, NFF’s Editorial Distribution Service dissemi-
nates informed Op-Ed pieces, written by acknowledged
experts in their respective fields, for publication in over 500
newspapers across the country. These Op-Eds address critical
aspects of NFF’s three issue areas and reach an estimated four
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Debate over ‘comparable worth’
needs broader agenda

Forgotten is the fact that 19thcentury
progressive reformers strove (o gef women
(and children) out of — not into — the
factories and the mines.
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NFF oﬁeds appear nationwide.

million newspapers subscribers (or an estimated 10 million
readers).

In targeting newspapers with a circulation of 20,000 and
above, the Editorial Distribution Service authors reach a wide
geographic and demographic spectrum. Papers which have run
NFF-distributed columns include the Houston Post, Arizona
Republic, Richmond Times-Dispatch, Buffalo News, St. Louis
Post-Dispatch, and Ft. Worth Star-Telegram, to name a few.

This service has provided a nationwide forum for credible
and articulate experts, including NFF Chairman Senator
Jeremiah Denton on “Arms Control and America’s Security,”
and White House Director of Policy and Planning Bruce
Chapman on “Bringing Back the Maternity Home.” Other
columns have focused on tenant control of public housing and
the sham elections in Nicaragua. Other Editorial Distribution
Service authors included Ambassador Faith Whittlesey, former
Assistant to the President for Public Liaison; Mrs. Brenda
Hunter, author of Where Have All the Mothers Gone?; and
Dr. William Van Cleave, Director of the Defense and Strate-
gic Studies Program at the University of Southern California.
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INCOME
Interest 4%
Contributions 4%
Project Specific Grants 33%
General Operating Grants 59%
EXPENSES
Publications 13% — |

Media Programs 14%

Fundraising 6%

Special
Projects &
Administrative 7%

Public Policy Studies & Programs 60%

FY8S

Total Income: $404,000
Total Expenses: $405,000
FY86

Budgeted Income: $718,000
Budgeted Expenses: $696,000
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Honorable Mari Maseng
December 11, 1986
Page 2

In the meantime, it has control of the military forces and all other
resources of the government, and is an effective opposition to Soviet
expansionism in the area. However, our State Department continues to
promote disinvestment in Namibia, write letters opposing any American
interest in developing commercial ties with businesses in Namibia, and
indulges a calculated "blind eye" on the reality of the Multi-Party

Conference and TGNU as viable alternatives to a SWAPO takeover under
Soviet auspices.

The Strijdom airport in Windhoek, Namibia is capable of accomodating
the largest Soviet Ilyushin transport aircraft carrying Cuban combat
soldiers into the area, and is a prime Soviet target through its SWAPO
surrogate guerrilla forces.

Enclosed are two or three Congressional Record reprints and other
documents that indicate some of the background of the situation in
Namibia which you may find of interest. We are hopeful that we can
meet with you soon to discuss ways we can raise the level of American
understanding of the U.S. national security interests in Namibia
as a means of furthering the President's policy.

Sincerely 5 i
;7 7 -7 < /
. C’%i’?/ oy .
/- (‘CLY’]’{'/j Ve P «1:2 <
Marion ¥. Smoak

Ambassador of the U.S. (Ret.)

Enclosures: Lincoln Review, Volume 5
Namibia Facts and Figures
Senator Steven D. Symms
President Reagan's Foreign Policy
Ambassador Charles M. Lichenstein
SWA/Namibia Budget 1986 - 1987
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Defense Finns Up in Arms Over
Biden-Levine Reform Proposal

By DAVID SILVERBERG
Defense News Statt Wniter

WASHINGTON — Next week a piece
of legislation is expected to be intro-
duced to Congress, and the 11.S. de-
fense industry already Is vigorously op-
posingit, .

It is lké Arms Export Reform Act,
better known as the Biden-Levine bill
after its sponsors last year, Sen. Joseph
Biden, D-Del., and Rep. Mel Levine, D-
Calif.

If industry has its way, Biden-Levine
will never see the light of day. But if it
is intrbduced, it is likely to become one
of the most contentious, high-stakes is-
sues of the 100th Congress. Its ramifi-
cations for foreign policy, arms sales
and trade in general are wide-ranging.

The legislation places countries into
two categories. One, a ‘‘consensus”’
category, would include countries such
as NATO allies, Australia, New Zealand,
Japan, Israel and Egypt. Sales to these
countries would be subject to a con-

ol veto

| AwaLysis |

The second category would consist
of all other countries. Congress would
have to approve every sale of sophisti-
cated weapons of more than $14 mil-
lion to this group.

In the past, Congress simply attempt-
ed to veto the arms sales it opposed.

Opponents of Biden-levine already
are beseeching members of the respec-
tive foreign relations committees to
block consideration of the bill. Howev-
er, Sen. Claiborne Pell, D-R.I., chair-
man of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, has signed on as a sponsor.

Industry fears the proposed legisla-
tion for many reasons. Chief among
them is belief that Biden-Levine will
close off the Middle East arms market

See BIDEN-LEVINE, Page 22

BIDEN-LEVINE, from Page 1
to the U.S. industry.

“There are a number of issues the Con-
gress has trouble dealing with frontally, in
a formal fashion,” observes Joel Johnson,
acting president of the rican League
for Exports and Security Assistance
(ALESA). “They are: theif own salaries,
the national debt, security/assistance and
arms teansfers.”

If Congress is required

- 783-005]

approve most

amms sales, says ALESA, the entire arms
sales process will become intensely politi-
cized as are transactions to the Middle
Emst. All Third World sales would be sub-
Jected to the rigors of public debate. This
would prompt the administration to pro-
ponse fewer sales and discourage countries
frem dealing with the United States,
ALESA argues.

'T‘hese pressures would accelerate de-
clining U.S. arms sales abroad, resulting

in economic and political losses to the
us.

The State Departinent appears to agree.
According to one source, the department
this week intends to send letters opposing
Biden-Levine to every member of the
House and Senate.

The Defense Department does not ap-
pear as alarmed, but only because It is not
paying close attention. The arms sale pro-
cess is a low priority there, according to a
Defense Department source, and *if sup-
port develops for this in Congress, it will
just hit a vacuum over here.”” Nonetheless,
observes this source, Biden-Levine would
lengthen an alceady long arms sale pro-
cess and sales would get “hogged down'
as Congress debated. Additionaily, no
country woukl want to be in the non-con-
sensus category.

, But despite industry and administration
opposition, Biden-Levine has some strong
forces working in its favor. The first is
Congress's desire to regain its lost clow
over arms transfers.

It lost that prerogative in the 1983 Su-
preme Court decision in Imunigration and
Naturalization Service vs. Chadha that leg-
islative vetoes over executive actions were
unconstitutional. Such vetoes were built
into 126 laws, among them the Arms Ex-
port Control Act.

In 1986, the question of Congress' pur-
view over arms transfers became especial-
ly acute when the administration proposed
a $364 million arms package for Saudi
Arabia Both sides in the dispute grappled
in a constitutional limbo, while the old
pre-Chadha export controls functioned
out of sheer inertia. Ultimately, both
houses of Congress rejected the sale, the
president vetoed their vetoes and the Sen-
ate upheld the presidential veto by a single
vote. "

Another force in favor of Bide.. Levine
is the American Jewish community led by
its chief foreign policy fobbying organiza-
tion, the American Israel Public Affairs
Committee (AIPAC). When arms sales to
Arab countries have appeared to threaten
Israel, AIPAC has coordinated the opposi-
tion, planned strategy and brought grass-
roots pressure to bear. Its greatest suc-
resses In preventing arms transfers have
been largely unpublicized — the contem-
plated sales have been withdrawn before
they were even presented to Congress or
were vastly modified. Even when it has
lost a vote, its tenacity and aggressiveness
have made admintstration victories Phyr-
ric ones. AIPAC has been particularly ef-
fective in Congress, and the lack of con-
gressional authority to block sales means
a potential weakenlng of the Jewish
lobby's influence.

Aside from institutional forces, industry,
pundits and outside experts have long ex-
pected Congress to take some action on
arms sales in the wake of the Iran-contra
scandal. Biden-Levine provides that op-
portunity for lawmakers who want to
make an impact. However, early indica-
tions are that there 1s less excitement
about the legislation than might have been
anticipated.

Another factor is Biden’s presidential
aspirations. Although known to have his
eye on the White House, Biden has never
had his name attached to a piece of legis-
lation Biden-l.evine provides that oppor-
tunity as well as the chance to gain an im-
portant constituency in any 'tare race.

if, as expected, Biden-Levine is intro-
dhiced this week, it will mean that the bill’s
advocates already have won a victory.
They will have overcome intense opposi-
tion to its introduction at all. From then
on, the fighting can only get more fierce.
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Jewisb War Veterans of the United States of America

1811 R Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20009
(202) 265-6280

0287031NX
February 9, 1987

President Ronald Reagan

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

On behalf of the Jewish War Veterans of the U.S.A. I am writing to ask
your aid in helping a heroic velferan receive the recognition he deserves.

Tibor Rubin is a member of our organization from Garden Grove,
California. In 1985, his Congressman Robert Dornan introduced legislation
H.R. 3221 to waive the statute of limitations in regard to awarding the
Congressional Medal of Honor to Tibor Rubin. Mr. Rubin distinguished himself
by acts of valor during the Korean War. We expect this legislation to be
introduced this year and will certainly offer our endorsement. If you, Mr.
President, gg;g—to_dlrect_snma_gi_your attention to Mr. Rubln s case, I am

I have recently met Mr. Rubin and I am very proud to know him as an
American, as a Korean War Veteran myself .and as hils National Commander. Tibor
Rubin entered this country as a refugee only a few short years after being
liberated from a Nazi concentration camp where he had been imprisoned as a

teenager. A Hungarian Jew, Rubin enllsted dp the U.S. Army.in JFebrunary,..l950,
after only I8 months in this country “and before attaining his citizenship.

As a member of "I" Company, 8th Calvary Regiment, 1lst Calvary Division,
he was captured in Unsan, North Korea by the Chinese Army in November 1950.
During his two and one-half years of captivity he saved the lives of some
thirty-five to forty GI's. Everyday he risked his life stealing food and
medical supplies for his fellow prisoners, caring for them by cleaning their
wounds and keeping up their morale. He did this, while suffering from his own
injuries, which left him with 100%Z disability rating.

The men who are alive today, and have attested to Tibor Rubin's numerous
acts of bravery, never knew if he left Korea alive, they were unaware that he
was part of an exchange of the most severely wounded prisoners of war in
April, 1953. Mr. Rubin, who primarily learned English while In the P.0O.W.
camp, never knew of medals awarded for such bravery, and returned home amidst
little fanfare or glory.
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February 13, 1987

Mr. Linas Kojelis

The White House

0ld Executive Office Building #196
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. Kojelis:

Confirming telephone conversation with' the White House
office, the American Ex-Prisoners of War National Officers
and Board of Trustees would appreciate a White House briefing
covering Strategic Defense Initiative and Foreign Affairs
Policies of our government.-

The afternoon of April 28, 1987, would be most convenient to
us as those concerned will be in Washington for a Capital Hill
reception that evening.

Mr. Charles M. Willians is the coordinator on this matter and
can be reached by telephone number: 275-1500. Your kind co-
operation in this matter is appreciated.

T.G.I.F.
(Thank God I'm Free)

Sincerely,

(Xlat % A

Charles M. Williams
National Director-At-Large

CMW/mpr
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Blame Entitlements for the Deficit, Not Defense

Derisive applause broke out in the House chamber when
President Reagan in his State of the Union address termed the
federal deficit “outrageous.” When the president produced the
familiar red herrings of a balanced-budget amendment and a
line-item veto, assembled legislators on both sides of the aisle
groarned.,

The president followed with his usual rejection of new taxes,
stating confidently that the American people “know that we
don’t have deficits because people are taxed too little; we have
deficits because big government spends too much.”

The president is absolutely right in his diagnosis of the
problem. But his prescription for a cure is misguided. As a
share of GNP, 1986 federal spending was close to 24 percent,
well above the postwar average of about 20 percent. By
contrast, 1986 federal revenues were 18.5 percent of GNP,
right at the postwar average. This pattern of expenditures
above normal levels with revenues at or close to normal levels
is typical of the 1980s.

The president wishes to indicate, without getting into too
much troublesome detail, that armed with a line-item veto and
a balanced-budget amendment he could eliminate the outra-
geous federal deficit. It is both irresponsible and outrageous to
convey that message to the American people.

As any responsible household budgeteer knows, the mcney
available for spending is equal to after-tax income less interest
payment on accumulated debt. The same is true for the federal
government if it is aiming to balance the budget.

The sad fact is that, due in no small part to the trillion-dollar
addition to the national debt over the past five years, federal
government receipts net of interest payments were in 1986 at
their lowest level since 1951, On average, after paying interest

on the national debt, federal receipts in the postwar period.

have been 17.5 percent of GNP. In 1986 the figure was 15.3
percent of GNP. That’s well over $80 billion short of what
would be available to spend on defense, entitlements and other
government programs were the federal government not so
deeply in hock.

The problem with so much interest due on the national debt
is that it means we have to run faster just to stay in the same
place. The interest has to be paid, and if we want to continue
government programs at postwar norms, we have to tax
ourselves more now or run deficits and tax ourselves more
later.

It is ridiculous to suggest, as the president does, that the

budget deficit problem can be solved by passing a law. In 1986 |

eliminating the deficit could have been achieved by such
measures as cutting 80 percent of the defense budget and half
of all entitlements programs, including Social S(_ecurity, Medi-

care and Medicaid, or by just eliminating all nondefense
discretionary spending and selling off the government’s gold
holdings. No one, least of all the president, is contemplating
any one of these ridiculous measures.

The major reason for tofal federal spending at levels well
above historical norms is not the defense buildup of the 1980s.
That expansion brought defense spending back to a level close
to, but still below, the share of GNP typical of the postwar
period. The rise in spending to a level 5 percent above receipts
is largely because of the rapid and popular growth of enti-
tlements, which have more than doubled as a share of GNP
since the start of the Great Society programs in the 1960s.
The bulk of these programs includes Social Security, Medicare
and Medicaid.

The sharp rise in spending on entitlements has greatly
reduced the share of America's aged below the poverty fine. In
1970, nearly 25 percent of the over-65 population had incomes
below the poverty line. In 1985, that share had been cut in half.
Meanwhile, however, the share of age-17-and-younger Ameri-
cans below the poverty line rose from about 15 percent in
1970 to more than 20 percent in 1985,

Some moderation of these trends is in order if we are to
avoid an even greater increase in intergenerational inequity, A
good place to start would be to modify the formula on which to
base cost-of-living adjustments for Social Security and other
retirement programs, The aim should be to adjust payments in
entitlements programs based on an accurate measure of
changes in the cost of living for the beneficiaries of those
programs,

Currently, the consumer price index is used to measure
changes in the cost of living for recipients of entitlements, It is
well known that the CPl overstates increases in the cost of

- living, especially for the retired population; since their share of

income spent on housing is much smaller than the middle-aged
and younger population. A better measure than the CP1 on
which to base cost-of-living adjustments would be the implicit
price deflator, or a price index constructed to reflect the
typical market basket of American retirees,
"The cost of mismeasuring COLA entitlements for Social
" Security and federal retirement programs is immense. Had a
GNP deflator been used in place of the implicit price deflator to
index entitlements since 1976, by 1986 the accumulated
budget deficits (the increase in the national debt) would have
been reduced by $550 billion, or half the increase in the
national debt since 1981. Between now and the year 2000,
were we to index Social Security and federal retirement
programs at two-thirds of the increase in the CPI, total savings
of $1.1 trillion would be possibie,

Measures on this scale will be necessary to bring the budget
deficit down to manageable proportions without a major tax
increase. Congress knows this well, having wrestled with the
painful reality for the past five years. The talk about reforming
the budget process or adopting capital budgets for the federal
government is just a diversion born out of the fact that all the
budget players are sick and tired of wringing their hands about
the deficit and the measures required to reduce it.

Even the president’s detachment from the day-to-day details
of governing will not invalidate the rules of simple arithmetic.
Breaking the impasse on the budget is the key to breaking the
impasse on the trade deficit and to improving our relationship
with our trading partners. Continuing to pretend otherwise

could leave the president facing an even more disenchanted.

Congress for his last State of the Union message while paving
the way for a more friendly address by a Democratic president
to a Democratic Congress in January 1989.

The writer is director of fiscal policy studies at the American
Enterprise Institute.
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