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THE GREAT WALL, China
ooking over the Great Wall
of China, which snakes like
a sinuous dragon over the
low mountains that stretch

from here for thousands of miles
into inner Asia, one’s first thought
is that even this superhuman enter-
prise did not keep the Mongol hor-
des from ancient Cathay.

One’s second thought tends to be,
“Thank God, this could never hap-
pen again.” Today, one would have to
add, “Oh, yeah?”

The incredible fact is that, far
from being things of the ancient
past that we Westerners go to won-
der at, walls are making a foreign-
policy comeback. Everywhere you
look in the world, there are mam-
moth new walls — walls of brick,
walls of hardened sand, walls of
barbed wire, with self-starting
machine guns.

The beginner’s glossary of walls
in our *modern” world:

¢ India is building a 1,200-mile
wall between the eastern Indian
state of Assam and horribly over-
populated Moslern Bangladesh to
the south. This is clearly a wall
designed to keep the increasingly
desperate Bangladeshis out of
Indian space. It was decided upon
after the terrible pogroms against
Bangladeshi refugees in Assam
two years ago.

e Morocco has built, with hardly
anybody realizing it, a wall 6 to 12
feet high of baked sand that
stretches more than 800 miles in an
arc from near the Algerian border
to the Atlantic. Walls have also been
built around Dakhla, the only pop-
ulation center in the south.

These walls, which are heavily
fortified and have electronic sen-
sors, are credited with having been
instrumental in ending the long and
bitter war between Morocco and
the Polisario Liberation Front,
which has its headquarters in
neighboring Algeria and is dedi-
cated to “liberating” the Western
Sahara claimed by Morocco.

® Few people seem to realize that
not only is there a high brick wall
between East and West Berlin,
which brutally keeps East Germans
in, there is also a wall more than
1,000 miles long that runs the entire
border from the Baltic Sea to the
borders of Czechoslovakia, divid-
ing East and West Germany.

[ flew over this wall several years
agoin ahelicopter and found it to be
one of the true "*horror wonders’’ of
the modern world. First, there is

Georgie Anne Geyer is a nation-
ally syndicated columnist.

the barbed-wire fence. At that timne,
it had just been equipped with self-
starting machine guns, which
would shoot whenever someone
touched the fence. Then there were
wide plowed areas, filled with
mines. These were followed by
paths patrolled by soldiers with
dogs. Behind them there were still

more fences and 40 miles of |

“secure” villages where only the
select of the communist state could
live.

® Even China, whose seventh-
century B.C. Great Wall is the only
man-made wonder you can see
from the moon (if you happen to be
on the moon), has new walls.
Around the new "‘free” enterprise

Do walls ever work?
Do they keep some
people in and others
out?

zones along the coast, which are .
supposed to open China to the West, .
there are walls to seal off the zones

from the rest of China!

Do walls ever work ? Do they keep
some people in and others out? -

What do they say to an interdepen-
dent world?

The Great Wall of China cer- -
tainly did not keep people out. .
Originally built to keep the Chinese
states from warring among them-
later it was built in its -
entirety to keep out the Mongols — ||
that ferocious force that destroyed -
the civilizations of the known -
worid. Eventually the Mongols .
swarmed over and through the :

selves,

Great Wall.
What is even more remarkable is

that today, when so many in the-
world think only of nuclear war, the -
world in many places is returning .
to its ancient past. Consider, for '
instance, all the return-to-the-past -
religious revolutions (the Ayatollah .
Khomeini,the various Islamic fun-
damentalists). Ancient kinds of
warsarestill being fought, while we -
in the West wring our hands over .

the possibility of nuclear war.

It reminds me that we are still -

dealing with problems on a classic

historical scale and not just on the -

extraordinary scale so many
Americans think of. If we adjusted

our policies more to the scale of

walls and to the real little people

who build them, we would be deal- -

ing withafar more realistic world.




#

WASH.TIMES:9-18-84

GEORGIE ANNE GEYER

Ot70

3470

Polarization threatens to pull U.S. into morass of ‘irregular’ war

he age of “rent-a-guerrilia”

and “warfare by private

enterprise’ is upon us. If we

had been watching more
diligently, we could have seen it
coming in at least two phases dur-
ing the beginning of the Reagan
administration.

Early on, the president and his
men used covert activity in Nicara-
gua — the famous or infamous Con-
tras — in clearly overt ways. What
before wouid have been a futile
exercise in secrecy, the administra-
tion now was doing openly.

Second, when the Congress
threatened to, and then did, cut off
aid to the anti-Marxist contras,
everybody should have listened
more closely when the president
said — with what I thought was a
notable confidence at the time —
that other ways, then, would be
found to support them.

Now it's upon us. The deaths of

Georgie Anne Geyer is a nation-
ally syndicated columnist.

two Americans fighting with the
Contras last week got a lot of press.
Yet that event was actually of little
importance. Individual human
beings have persisted in going off —
out of idealism or out of personal
craziness — all through history to
fight other people’s wars. Other
revelations, though, are of singular
consequence.

Basically, three major events
have been revealed. The Contras
revealed, and the administration
confirmed, that American indi-
viduals, foundations, and compan-
ies in the last few months have been
filling in Congress's gap by giving
substantial funds — $1.5 million a
month was the figure mentioned by
the Contras themselves — to the
Contras. An American mercenary
group, the Civilian Military Assis-
tance under former Marine
Thomas V. Posey, was enlisting
American individuals to fight with
the Contras. Also, foreign countries
— Israel, Nationalist China, Argen-
tina, Guatemala, and Venezuela

But the United States has also, for the first
time on any real scale, entered this “irregular”
and increasingly anarchistic world. And that
is a fact of incalculable consequence.

were tallied — were helping the
contras directly and indirectly,
despite the countries’ denials.
Consider, first, some telling fig-
ures. At last count, in 1984, there
were 40 wars going on across the
globe, involving 45 different
‘‘nations.”” Most of those wars
involve movements, guerrillas,
what were called in American Civil
War times “irregular” forces.
Indeed, if we pause to look at the
world since World War 11, we would
see that of the 80 wars that began
after 1945, only 28 took the form of
fighting between the regular
armed forces of two or more states.
Forty-six consisted of civil wars,
insurgencies and guerrilla con-

tests. (The remaining six were riots
and coups d’etat.)

We all know the Soviet Union
sponsors many of these irregular
forces in the guise of international
terrorist forces and that it sent
approximately $100 million in mili-
tary aid to Nicaragua in 1983. But
the United States has also, for the
firsttime on any real scale, entered
this “irregular” and increasingly
anarchistic world. And that is a fact
of incalculable consequence.

This has come about not by acci-
dent. Since Vietnam, the polarized
and purist American left has tried,
in effect, to stop the United States
from acting at all. But this attempt

at self-paralysis is impossible in
any nation. People, particularly
those of the “patriotic” polarized
right, find ways to act. By then,
unfortunately, the ways are not
always all that desirable.

The purist and utopian
Americans who have brought us to
this point do not seem to realize
what this means. When you have an
“irregular” world, you have a world
in which none of the restraints of
civilized society hold; in which
there is no final authority or con-
trolted behavior but many
authorities in a world in which
“anything goes;" in which the inter-
national rules — say, against tor-
ture and against maltreatment of
prisoners — no longer pertain,
because you are not appealing even
to the relative coherence of govern-
ment.

Ironically, by morally tying our-
selves into knots, we have led to a

.potential resolution that could have

the most immoral consequences.
The central lesson of all this is

that the center is not holding. not
even in the United States. That is
why the fanatics on both ends of the
political spectrum — the far right
wanting to save the country and the
far left wanting to save the world
from our country — can play these
dark and dangerous games.

It is certainly not too late. But
these truly extraordinary revela-
tions of the last two weeks ought to
suggest to Americans that, unless
we pull ourselves together in a
rational center and in some sem-
blance of a unified outlook toward
the outer world, we will become
more and more like the countries
we are struggling against.

News comes from Thailand that
some guerrilla groups there
fighting inside Cambodia have hit
upon a new twist. There, groups
have organized by which you can
sponsor a guerrilla. You can pay for
his or her food, shoes, clothes, and
guns for a month.

Rent-a-contra, anyone? To each
his own war?
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wo years ago, when [ exten-.

sively toured the Eastern

European satellites of Rus-

sia, one could sense and feel
the deep changes coming about
there — but one could not yet actu-
ally see them.

¢ East Germany, the hardest-line
of them all, was in the midst of an
impassioned struggle between the
Lutheran Evangelical Church and
the government over the issues of
peace. 1 knew something was
changing when I watched "“Dallas”
in East Berlin.

¢ In Hungary, you never heard
the word “communism.” Hungary
had liberalized so much that it had,
quietly and patiently over a period
of 15 years, become a country
almost interchangeable with West-
ern Europe.

¢ Romania has always had its
own spirit. Its present ‘“commu-
nist”” government is in exactly the
same style as the old Romanian
monarchy.

e Poland was truly
extraordinary, not only because of
the formation of Solidarity, but
because its “martial law” govern-
ment had kept a Soviet invasion
force out for the first time since
World War II in an Eastern Euro-
pean crisis of this sort.

Today, you can actually see the
changes. Indeed, the astonishing
events of the last two weeks, with
Eastern bloc leader after Eastern
bloc leader forced by a nervous
Moscow to cancel state visits to the
West, illustrate clearly the failing

Georgie Anne Geyer is a nation-
ally syndicated columnist.

Discernable changes in
the East European bloc

hand of Soviet control — and of
Soviet ideology — over these coun-
tries. Historically, they have faced
to the West — and today they are
again facing to the West and begin-
ning to reclaim their original
national character, which was
always there.

Many analysts of the area have in
these last weeks averred that these
surface signs are not all that impor-
tant, that the bloc goes on as before.
1 do not for a moment believe that to
be true. While the changes most
certainly are slow ones, they are of
such consequence that it is difficult
to overestimate them.

Actually, the changes on this
Eastern European periphery of the
Soviet Union stem back to the fact
that, after World War II, Soviet
communist ideology was not will-
ingly adopted by these countries; it
was imposed upon the Eastern
European states by a victorious Red
army.

The Soviet ideology, with its basi-
cally Oriental authoritarianism
that went back to the early tsarist
times, was natural for Russia. It
was unnatural for Eastern Europe,
and it was adopted there only
because cynical men who aspired to
power grasped it as the only way to
attain power. It is, ronically, those

The astonishing
events of the last two
weeks, with Eastern
bloc leader after
Eastern bloc leader
forced by a

nervous Moscow to
cancel state visits to
the West, illustrate
clearly the failing
hand of Soviet control
over these countries.

same leaders who today are
attempting, in this new period, to
open their countries to the West and
to assert greater independence.
Many of today's changes stem
directly from the Ford administra-
tion's ostensible recognition of
Soviet control of East Europe in the
Helsinki Accords of 1975. What
that historic watershed did was
seemingly recognize the borders
but, in reality, under the guise of

that “‘security” for the paranoid
Russians, open the countries under
the new human and cultural
exchanges of detente.

Moscow, believing its borders
now were secured, did not respond
in its usual violent manner.

Meanwhile — glacially, but
surely — even the frozen center of
the Soviet empire, the “Third
Rome’' of Moscow, also was
changing. Moscow had certainly
not given up its desire to commu-
nize the world; there is such a basic
struggle between communism and
capitalism that one would have to be
blind (and many are) not to see it.

But Moscow's deliberate and
well-thought-out tactic after World
War 1] was to spread communism to
the former colonies of the great
powers — never to move obviously
but always incrementally. By the
time a country went ‘‘communist,’
it was simply too late for the West to
react. Meanwhile, Eastern Europe
was to be kept as the stable barrier
and border against the free viruses
of Western Europe.

Only now we can clearly see that
it hasn't quite happened that way.
There are changes within the
Soviet Union (not to speak of the
extraordinary changes within
China) that are so deep, if slow. that

one can begin to see the configura-
tions of an entirely new world
within what was once a monolithic
ideological, political, and economic
bloc.

For Russia, too, faces an irresol-
vable conundrum. It cannot pro-
gress further unless, like China, it
builds a free incentive into its fro-
zen system. But if it does that, it
losesits communist soul. Unlike the
Eastern Europeans, the Russians
do mostly believe in their ideology.

The danger to the West is that,
since the Russians' military
strength, unlike its economic
strength, is so great, the temptation
might well be to use that military
strength to remain a superpower in
the 1980s.

But there is at least one more
curious fact. As Henry Kissinger
cogently pointed out this week, the
Soviets have not used their power to
expand anywhere (even though the
earlier Afghan occupation contin-
ues), during and despite the blazing
rhetoric of the Reagan administra-
tion. It cannot be dismissed that
they might exactly understand a
hard-liner like President Reagan
and that they might well respond on
the deeper levels to the limits that
he clumsily sets.

Meanwhile, the Eastern Euro-
pean saga unweaves itself in ever
more fascinating forms. To dismiss
the signal events of the last few
weeks as simply another phase in
Soviet-American relations is to
miss the whole point. Eastern
Europe, like so many parts of the
world, is returning to its historic
self in this age that rapidly is pro-
gressing beyond artificially
imposed ideologies.
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The cruel hoax of
liberation theology

lion and lamb .

ope John Paul’'s now-
heightening struggle with
Latin America’s “liberation
theology” could be seen
clearly in embryo one July day in
1965 in a small study in Bogota.
_ “I consider the work of a priest
18 to take a person to God” the
youthful and eloquent Rev. Camilo
Torres was saying. “I consider
there are circumstances that do not
permit a man to offer himself to
God. A priest must fight those cir-|
cumstances, and for me they are
political.

*“The grave problem is political,
because the fundamental decisions
have to be political decisions, and
these decisions are now produced
‘ by the minorities and not the major-
1ies. Because of this the majority
must produce pressure groups; it
must take political power”

Camilo, became a legend after
t.hat. He was so handsome, so bril-
liant, so charismatic that women

.swooned in sheer piety. But this
;Colombian priest, with his radiant
. 3milé and his ideological the-
dlogigqi treining at the avant garde
iBelgien University of Louvain, did
ot Juidt form pressure groups.
Within months, he had gone to the
mountains with a Colombian Marx-
15t guerrilla group — and he was

_killed there in a battle with the
; ,'Qﬂ bian military.
_ . uWhat started in these years with
dﬁt i ‘— hero to many, fool or
;" Kyhye mothe? h—nnow has come full
. . Pope John Paul II has pub-
- Hahed &'major and highly cri?ical
. 'Vatican ‘document on the Latin
e A‘mer!q_un'theology of liberation.
xgytlonmt Latin priests hawe
called to the Vatican to be
assessed. What exactly is all this?
5 Liberation theology grew in the
60s and flowered in the '70s out of
the liberalization within the
Catholic Church and out of the des-
peration within many priests and
nuns over injustice and hopeless-
ness in Latin America. In their
despain, they turned to theories
dlose to Marxist analysis, believing
they could embrace Marxism eco-
nomically while remaining
Christians spiritually.

Part of liberationist thought was
called “dependency theory” The
Rev. Brian Hehir, the brilliant ana-
lyst of the American Catholic hier-
archy, described it to me thusly: “If
the dependency theory has validity,
you are saying that people who have
been shaped for centuries by forces
beyond their control have to take
control of their own destiny — or
diversify the dependency”

Christianity and Marxism
can'’t lie down like the

guad

the kingdom of God on earth,

so much so that many
Christians began looking at Marx-
ist Nicaragua as the ‘‘mediation of
the kingdom of God on earth.” Part
of it was believing that systems. like
individual human beings, can sin.
But most of all, two phrases
describe what liberationist theol-
Ogy purports to be.

The first phrase always goes
something like: “Comrade, there is
no road. You find the road in
struggling.” What this really means
is: “Nothing in history applies tous.
We have the original revolution. We

Part of the search was seeking

Georgie Anne Geyer is a nation-

ally syndicated columnist.

can deal with the Marxists, if

nobody else could.”

The second phrase, about Marx-
ism, is always, “It's scientific.”
What this really says is that, flying
in the face of all history,
liberationists have found not a ten-
tative answer to man’s misery but a
scientific method, a perfect answer,
something thatistrue of necessity.

Marxism becomes perfect in
economics; the Gospel remains
perfectin the realm of the spiritual.

Here you have the problem,
which the pope certainly is
addressing when he says in his
statement, “The class struggle as a
road toward a classless society is a
myth which slows reform and
aggravates poverty and injustice.”

In their despair, they
turned to theories
close to Marxist
analysis, believing
they could embrace
Marxism
economically while
remaining Christians.

The ostensible mix of
Christianity in Marxism cannot,
simply, ever work. [t is no longer a
question of experimenting without
knowing the outcome. We already
have a plethora of examples now —
Cuba, for instance, where there is
basically no longer any
Christianity.

But even worse than that old idea
that Christianity and Marxism can
lie down together like the lamb and
the lion is believing that Marxism
is some kind of ‘‘scientific”
method, when it has been palpably
unable to create wealth anywhere
on earth.

The liberationist Christians are
denying the proof of history when
they say, in effect, that, “Nothing in
history applies to us.”

Even more serious, these intoxi-
cations cut out the real solutions —
and there are real solutions. But
they are not utopian and they are
not all-encompassing and they are
not fanatically ideological. We have
examples in the well-balanced and
democratic Christian Democratic
parties and programs in Latin
America, as well as in the countries
thriving around the rim of the
Pacific. These are totally workable
ways to development.

The final irony in the liberation
theology that started with Camilo
these 20 years ago, therefore, is that
even their dreams cannot work. The
hope, as the pope gets into the fas-
cinating fray, is that they can learn
that other dreams can come true.
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Chernenko Conciliatory

TOM BROKAW: Soviet President
Konstantin Chernenko was speaking
to the White House today in-
directly. And President Reagan
responded 1in which the same
fashion. Chernenko told a
Washington Paost reporter the
Soviets are waiting for some
practical steps by the White
House to break the arms control
deadlock between the two coun-
tries.

Steve Mallory reports from
Moscow tonight that statement and
others came from Chernenko during
a highly unusual appearance.

STEVE MALLORY: Tonight,
Soviet television showed a
picture of The Washington Post
Washington Post Moscow Bureau
chief, Dusko Doder, during his
interview with Konstantin
Chernenko. The highlights of the
interview were read during the
evening news and on Radio
Moscow's English language
broadcasts.

NEWSCASTER: The Soviet
leader, Konstantin Chernenko, has
announced that the Soviet Union
is prepared to better relations
with the United States if the
American side displays a sincere
desire to do the same.

MALLORY: Chernenko said that
he noted similar statements by
the American government, but
added that the U. S. readiness
for negotiations has not been
backed by action, Chernenko
called for agreements to prevent
the: militarization of oauter
space, a mutual freeze on nuclear
weapons, ratification of two
underground test ban treaties,
and a pledge by the U. S. not to
be the first to wuse nuclear
weapans.

NEWSCASTER: If at least one
of these proposals materialized,

there would be a real turn for
the better in Soviet-American
relations and the international
situation in general.

MALLORY: Dusko Doder, who
conducted the interview yester-
day, said that he met with the
Soviet leader for twenty minutes,
that he answered questions that
had been submitted earlier in
writing and responded directly to
questions during their meeting at
the Kremlin. Doder, comment ing
on Chernenwno's health, said the
Soviet leader's complexion was
ruddy, his handshake extraordin-
arily firm, and his gait steady.
Political observers here suggest
that it's no coincidence Chernen-
ko chose this particular time to
be interviewed by an American
correspondent. Not only does he
want to dispel rumors about his
ill-health, but it is believed
that Chernenko timed the inter-
view to influence the debate on
foreign affairs between President
Reagan and Walter Mondale.

Steve Mallory, NBC News,
Moscow.

BROKAW: From the White House
and other parts of the Reagan
administration tonight, there is
a cautious reaction to the
Chernenko interview. Marvin Kalb
reports tonight they can't very
well ignore it in the middle of a
presidential campaign, but
neither do they find anything
particularly encouraging.

MARVIN KALB: The official
reaction did not come from the
President. It came from his top
aides, and it was carefully
crafted. Foer the cameras with
domestic politics foremost 1in
mind, the tone was conciliatory.
VICE PRESIDENT BUSH: Where it
leads, the new signs out of
Chernenko and the discussiocns
that I was privileged to sit in
on with Gromyko, I don't know.
But there is a new tone, and I
think it's a very positive thing.

KALB: Privately, officials
describe the Chernenko interview

2 Thursday, October 18, 1984




as nothing new, just well-timed
propaganda aimed at influencing
Sunday's debate, an attitude that
peeked through the spokesman's
well chosen words.

- LARRY SPEAKES: President
Chernenko has stated that
improvement in the U. S.-Soviet
relationship depends on deeds,
not words. We agree.

When the Soviet Union 1is
prepared to move from public
exchanges to private negotiations
and concrete agreements, they
will find us ready.

KALB: The Chernenko interview
with The Washington Post 1is
remarkably similar to an Andropov
interview last January 24th with
Pravda, an almost word-for-word
recitation of Soviet policy.

And what's interesting, Tom,
is that it produced an almost
word~for-word administration
response, indicating that there's
been really no progress on arms
control from January until now.

BROKAW: But Marvin, if they
had nothing new to offer, why did
the Soviets go to all of this
obvious trouble?

“KALB: Politics on beoth sides.
The- Russians really wanted to
make sure, as one official here
told me, that they got their
agenda, their question in in the
Sunday debate, and the White
House really could not dismiss
what Chernenko said without
giving Walter Mondale some
additional political ammunition.

BROKAW: The Soviets are keep-
ing the pressure on President
Reagan by continually raising the
prospects of talks or no talks.

' KALB: Well, they're keeping
the pressure on, and what they're
really doing, I think, is setting
the agenda, the framework for
arms control negotiating once the
election is out of the way. And

BROKAW: Thanks. Marvin Kalb
at the State Department tonight.

Commentary by John Chancellor

BROKAW: John Chancellor 1is
here tonight, and, in his
commentary, he's talking about
what a Nobel prize means to a
country.

Jahn?

JOHN CHANCELLGOR: Twenty years
ago, the Soviets were saying that

communism would bury capitalism
in an avalanche of Marxist
productivity. If you made that
argument today, you'd be laughed
off the stage.

These days the Kremlin 1is
saying we are as strong as you 1in
nuclear weapons; why don't you
treat us as equals? So the
argument has gone from we will
outproduce you to we can kill you
even though you can kill us. Not
much progress and not much reason
to demand equal 1international
footing with the United States.

Weapons can make a country
strong, but it takes more than
that to make a country great.
Which brings us to the Nobel
prizes for science which are
being awarded this week.

Over the last ten years, the
United States has outperformed
the Soviet Union by a ratio of 40
to one in these science prizes:
40 prizes since 1975 to American
scientists; one prize to a Soviet
scientist. And he was Pytor
Kapitsa, a critic of Marxism,
which was tolerated because he
was famous. So much far equality
between the United States and the
Soviet Union.

And this stunning record of
American science raises another
question. Americans are becoming
more nationalistic these days.
The invasion of Grenada and the

we are doing the same thing on Olympics produced patriotic

our side. Both superpowers are cheers. But Grenada was a small

setting the framework, hoping operation, and some of the

that their priority items are on toughest competitors didn't

the top of the list. compete in the Olympics. Maybe
3 Thursday, October 18, 1984
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White House News Summary Monday, October 15, 1984 -- B-13

MEET THE PRESS (cont.)

On Northern Ireland:

Ferraro: I think what the Mondale-Ferraro administration would do is seek
to work within the Irish forum with their -- right now they're attempting
t0 negotiate a peaceful solution to that region, again, of the
world....That's another place where a-spécial envoy could be important.
Again, this Administration has done abso‘hzfery nothing. It's walked away.
In fact, if you take a look --

"\ ——— -
.. — e

=

Ferraro: Let me suggest this -- Yeah, [ think it's a good idea, someone to
go in there and attempt to assist in negotiations. What's happened is --
currently is we have throughout fhe world 13 hotspots....This
Administration has done virtually nothing to exert a little bit of influence
in any of these regions....We've done nothing as a superpower to ward off
the problems that are being faced throughout the world. 1 think we have
to move in and start. Pick our places....

Mudd: Are you prepared, Ms. Ferraro, to accept as face that the American
college students on the island of Grenada were in danger, and that was
justification for the invasion or rescue operation?

Ferraro: Well, Fritz Mondale and 1 do not agree about this. He is ready
to because he has some information with reference to those students' lives
that [ do not have.

Mudd: He didn't share that with you?

Ferraro: Well, I never bothered to go and find out, because it is a fact
that is completed. Let me suggest here --

Mudd: If they were in danger shouldn't you have found out?

Ferraro: Well, if they were in danger [ would have, you know, and if it
were a place where [ would be making a decision [ assume that [ would
have been privy to the information, as president or vice president. [ was
not privy to that information as a member of Congress. [ came out against
the invasion when it occurred. 1 have not gone further and pursued with

Mudd: But he's left you hanging, nhasn't he, Ms. Ferraro?

Ferraro: No, no, no, no, not at all, and that's not a fact. Let me say
this, that for two years this Administration had had the government of
Grenada attempting to come in and speak with our Administration. They
were looking for help. They were looking for assistance. The
Administration turned around and did nothing. All of a sudden in and

invade....That's my problem with what went on. This Administration
moves militarily first and then says, well, we were justified in doing
it....The invasion is over. It's a fait accompl....Would [ have done the

same thing? No. [ would have moved ahead and tried to speak with the
government during those two years to see what could have been done,
instead of moving in with force first. That should be our last resort, and

>y



,"/

~7 1980, then voted against it in '817?
—_— e - - S

Fy

/
7

—

-

White House News Summary Monday, October 15, 1984 -- B-14
MEET THE PRESS (comt) —— o
e T -‘\\\

Kalb: Why did you vote for the MX, which you say you don't like, in ~.

Ferraro: Because in 1980 there was a different basing mode for it. [t was
a basing mode that was survivable -- at least more survivable than the

_——basing mode that President Reagan has suggested....

Kalb: So it's just the basing mode? You don't object to the missile itsel\f?\\\

"
S —
Fervaro: ...The basing mode particularly bothers me because it is
vulnerable....If it's vulnerable, why build it instead of something like that

-- you know, the Midgetman is a much more survivable missile. And
that's what we_support.

Mudd: ...What do you think the effect has been on the Bush campaign of
the repeated comments about you, most of which rhyme with witch?

Ferraro: Oh, I don't know....

Mudd: What's you opinion?

Ferraro: ...My reaction is that perhaps they're beginning to get a little
worried when they see the polls moving. That's the type of thing that st
occurring out of the Bush campaign or out of the Reagan campaign
whenever we start seeing the movement in the polls which you referred to.
The other thing I thing it might be is a bit of a statement on , you know,
my candidacy. Who am [ to challenge this man?

##a
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Arms Control Violations

BROKAW: The White House
sent to Congress late today a
.-report on alleged violation of
arms control agreements between
the United States and the
Soviet Union. And Marvin Kalb
is in our Washington studio
tonight with late details.

MARVIN KALB: Tom, the
report had to be released
today. It was demanded by a
small group of conservatives on
Capitol Hill.

The report says that the
Russians have been in violation
of existing arms control
agreements between the two
superpowers since 1961, for the
past 23 years. Among the
examples cited, 17 in all, were
these: an 1illegal ICBM test,
the dispatching of nuclear-
powered submarines to Cuba, and
the setting up of massive
radars in Central Asia.

The Russians, according to
this report, and I quote, show
material breaches, violations,
probable violations or circum-
ventions of contractual
obligations.

Secretary of State Shultz
last month confirmed one
violation.

SECY. SHULTZ: They are in
the process of constructing a
radar that we believe 1is a
violation, if it 1is put into
being, of the ABM treaty.

KALB: A senior official
describes this report as a
turkey, implying that there's
nothing really substantive in
it. It was supposed to have
been released last month,
actually, but it was held up by
the White House until after the
visit of Soviet foreign
Minister Gromyko.

BROKAW: If we can presume
that the State Department let
the Soviets know about this
today, or earlier than that,
will this in any way derail the

Administration's efforts to try
to get some kind of an arms
contral agreement?

KALB: Not realy, Tom,
because the Russians yesterday
attacked the United States for
violating arms control agree-
ments. Both sides are exchang-
ing propaganda at this point,
but nobody really feels that it
will affect the efforts of the
two superpowers to get a deal.

ABC WORLD NEWS TONIGHT
7:00 PM

ABC-TV
OCTOBER 10

£l Salvador Peace Process

PETER JENNINGS: Secretary
of State Shultz has arrived in
El Salvador for discussions
with President Jose Napoleon
Duarte. Topic A is the peace
conference which President
Duarte has proposed for next
week, to which E]l Salvador's
anti-government guerrillas have
said they will send representa-
tives. ABC's John McWethy is
in San Salvador.

JOHN MCWETHY: E1l Salvador's
President Duarte returned home
from the United States last
night saying he would meet with
his brothers, the guerrillas,
in the mountains. The crowd
went wild.

Today the excitement and
praise continued, as Secretary
of State Shultz arrived in E1l
Salvador reading a message fraom
President Reagan.

SECY SHULTZ:
leadership and
decisian.

I applaud his
support his

MCWETHY: But there was more
than just praise. Shultz
turned the Duarte peace

initiative in El1 Salvador into
a challenge aimed at El
Salvador's neighbor, Nicaragua.

SECY SHULTZ: If only the
commandantes in Nicaragqua would
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NETWORK NEWS SUMMARY FOR SUNDAY EVENING, September 30, 1984

GROMYKO MEETINGS (continued)

Donaldson: Henry Kissinger did make a prediction of sorts today on

i ——— - . - » -
when serious negotiations might occur -- late this year or sometime
next year, he said. Then Kissinger revealed a secret -- his true

feelings about FM Gromyko. Said Kissinger: "God may punish me
for this -- but I rather like Gromyko."

NBC's John Palmer: While one Reagan Administration official was
predicting that talks with Gromyko would lead to arms control
negotiations within a few months, Secretary Shultz would say only
that the opportunity for negotiations have been approved. As
Gromyko arrived in Moscow today, it was reported that plans for his
meetings with President Reagan were kept secret from some
Administration hardliners, for fear they might try to scuttle the
meeting.

\~.
(NBCLS Marvin Kalb:) FM Gromyko returned to Moscow tonight to brief
his talks with President Reagan and Secretary

Shultz. The Minister's line, as reflected in the Soviet press, is that
the Russians want to see deeds. Back here, the high-level meetings
have quickly become part of the presidential campaign. Vice
President Bush, in Cleveland, put a most positive spin on the

President's exchange with the Soviet diplomat -- (TV coverage: Vice
President at news conference: "FM Gromyko returned to Moscow with
the feeling that President Reagan is determined -- really determined

-- to achieve a negotiated settlement with the Soviets that would
bring about nuclear arms reductions.") But Walter Mondale said
there was, apparently, no progress towards arms control, then drew
a broad conclusion -- (TV coverage: Mondale coming out of church:
"We have a President who's not really in charge. He's not mastering
the details, he's not leading in crucial questions, albeit arms control
-- ") But assuming for a moment that this week's meetings with
Gromyko do lead to serious and sustained talks, when might they
begin? Henry Kissinger -- (TV coverage: Kissinger on "Face the
Nation": "I think we will begin serious negotiations, which [ expect
will happen by the end of this year or early next year -- but the
orocess will be going on all the time.") Some senior officials worry
about the U.S. appearing to be too eager. (TV coverage: Shultz on

"This Week...": "You have to be relaxed about the need for an
agreement if you're going to get a good one. The only agreement
worth getting -- from our standpoint -- is one that serves our

interest.") But before any deal can be struck, President Reagan
must first come to grips with the differences still raging within his
Administration over the value of arms control -- with Secretary Shultz
favoring the effort and Secretary Weinberger very skeptical.

MONDALE

Donaldson: Mondale pressed his attack on President Reagan's foreign
policy leadership today, charging that the Reagan-Gromyko meeting
was apparently a failure, and Vice President Bush, just as forcefully
responded, that it is Mondale's reading of the situation that is a
failure.

-more-
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NBC -- MEET THE PRESS

Correspondents: Marvin Kalb, Roger Mudd

Guests: Sen. Gary Hart, Rep. Jack Kemp
Mudd: Which Ronald Reagan are we supposed to believe?

Kemp: [ think the American people recognize they have in President
Reagan both firmness and flexibility, and I would suggest that that is
probably what the Soviet Union is seeing, and that's why Gromyko came to
the United States and to visit with the President.

Mudd: Do you see some genuine chance for an arms agreement?

Hart: [ haven't seen that flexibility, nor have the American people, and
there is no reason to believe we'll see that kind of flexibility that
represents mainstream American foreign policy with the Soviets and others
in a second Reagan term. I think the American people are going to turn
their back on that. We're not seeing firmness, either; we're seeing
confrontation, and that is not a healthy foreign policy in an age of nuclear
weapons.

Mudd: Do you think the U.S. is incapable of protecting its embassies
against terrorists?

Kemp: We have to protect those foreign service officers and our embassy
personnel, and we have to do a better job of it, but that shows the
fragility with which a democracy has to approach its involvement in the
global affairs. Terrorists are always attacking democratic governments,
and never, ever attack Soviet Union embassies or those personnel that are
involved with the Soviet Union.

Hart: I'm waiting for this President to stand up one time and say it was
my fault. He hasn't done that in four years. [ think the responsibility is

Kalb: Are you certain this Administration has a united policy on m\
control?

Kemp: In terms of first-strike capability, we're not seeking superiority,
but when it comes to defending freedom and democracy and our own
interests, we want to have the capability to deter war and to assure the
survival of the interests of the U.S.

Kalb: Just before the Gromyko meeting, the President -- or many in the
Administration -- wanted Soviet violations of existing arms control
agreements to be made public. The White House sat on that. What does
that suggest about the Administration?

Kemp: [ think they want to recognize that there is a chance now to see
the prospects of a better atmosphere and environment between ourselves
and the Soviet Union to go forward. I think in order to have a realistic
relationship with the Soviet Union, candor and the truth must be known,
and I think it's important that the American people know there have been
violations by the Soviets.

=MO T




>3

White House News Summary Monday, October 1, 1984 -- B-11

NBC -~ MEET THE PRESS (continued)

Kemp continues: The President has talked about it, he brings it up in his
meetings, and he certainly discusses the linkage between our talks with
the Soviet Union and their behavior in previous agreements as well as
their behavior with regard to Polland, Afghanistan, the Third World, and
other parts of the world.

Hart: 1[I think this President is held hostage by the far right -- the
extreme right elements of his own party -- on U.S.-Soviet relations,
particularly arms control. I think they've let him off the reservation for
this 6- or 8-week period so that he can get reelected, and we're going to
see more of the confrontational cold war attitude in a second Reagan term.
This President has been less involved in the overall policy and the details
of that policy having to do with arms control than any President since the
nuclear age, and I think it's fundamentally because he doesn't understand
the issues. :

Mudd: Why is Mondale so far behind?

Hart: He's running against an incumbent President. Second, any time
you have to put the Party together after a contested nomination, that
takes some time. Finally, I think this Presideht is skillfully using the

photo opportunity type campaign, and [ think that bubble is beginning to
burst.

Kalb: Why do you think Mondale can win?

Hart: He represents the mainstream of domestic and foreign policy in this
country for the past 25-30 or more years.

Kalb: Should the President be leading the effort on the latest Civil Rights
bill before Congress?

Kemp: The President should be leading the effort, particularly to meet
some of the objections that have been legitimately raised, but in terms of
the commitment to civil rights, I think it is a very important statement
that needs to be made by all of us on both sides of the political aisle.

Hart: 1 think we've seen an abdication of Presidential leadership on the
question of civil rights.

Mudd: Will you be a candidate for President in 1988?

Kemp: I'm going to spend 1984 talking about the Reagan-Bush record and
the opportunity to reelect them -- and then when 1985 starts, we'll begin
to talk about 1988.

Kalb: Sounded like a yes to me.

Kemp: Well, it may be a yes.

Mudd: Will you be a candidate in '88?

Hart: Not if Walter Mondale is the President, and I believe he will be.

Mo re—
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NBC -- MEET THE PRESS (continued)

Kalb: Why does the U.S. seem to be pulling back from its full support of
the Contadora peace process in Central America at this particular time?

Kemp: I think Nicaragua is in trouble economically, diplomatically, and
within the hemisphere, and it's obvious things that are not going well for
Nicaragua are also causing problems for the rebels in El Salvador. I think
the Administration is right to raise these issues of fundamental importance
to the security of the U.S. in this hemisphere, which is to make sure that
Cuba removes its troops from Nicaragua before there is any acceptance of
a so-called peace process with the Contadora countries.

Mudd: The campaign really comes to a stop this week, going into the
debates. Walter Mondale is no slouch as a debater. People have made a
profession, however, of underestimating Ronald Reagan as a debater. He's
a terrific debater if he's prepared. But this, coming up in one week, is
the central act, and Walter Mondale, given the polls that we see, really
has to do well if he's going to get any momentum going. It's a critical,
critical day in the life of Walter Mondale. He has to score well, and
Ronald Reagan has got to make a serious mistake.

B4+
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himself up and come back fighting with more energy and
determination than before. What has he been fighting for?
He has been notoriously unable to “articulate a vision,” in
the columnists’ stock phrase. But there is a vision implicit
in his whole public career, a vision of a secure and compas-
sionate society in which liberty is guaranteed and oppor-
tunity and education are open to all. In the end that’s why
he stands up again when they knock him down, and in the
end that's why we’re for him.

Realignment this time?

THE BI1IG SWING

OR YEARS NOW, political scientists and politicians

have been eagerly awaiting a great realignment of
America’s political parties—an event such as occurred in
1828, 1860, 1896, and 1932, when popular loyalty swung
decisively from one party to another, making it dominant
for a generation or more. The wait for a surge from Demo-
cratic to Republican rule has been going on so long that
some of the foremost prophets of realignment have decid-
ed itisn’t going to happen after all, that de-alignment—the
breakup of both parties—is the destiny of American poli-
tics. But this year realignment talk is in the air again,
produced by anticipation of another landslide victory by
President Reagan. Is it finally going to happen? Well, this
time the Republicans have a real chance, but as in the past
they may blow it.

The situation is complicated by misunderstanding about
the nature of realignment and de-alignment. Journalists,
especially, tend to expect realignment to arrive like a tor-
nado on the first Tuesday in November in a Presidential
election year, and by the next morning to have left the
political landscape unmistakably altered. In fact, only one
of the nation’s four previous realignments took place sud-
denly and completely—William McKinley’s Republican
triumph of 1896, which was brought on by the Panic of
1893 and the capture of the Democratic Party by William
Jennings Bryan and the easy-money populists who scared
the wits out of the business community. All the other
realignments have occurred gradually and fitfully, as po-
litical scientists have established in the vast literature on
the subject written in anticipation of the newest coming.
The Democratic Party dominance established by Andrew
Jackson began breaking up over slavery a decade before
Abraham Lincoln won the Presidency in 1860. The seeds
of the New Deal realignment could be seen in Al Smith’s
losing campaign in 1928, and F.D.R. didn’t put the Demo-
crats fully in charge of the country until 1936, after he had
endorsed the Wagner Act and brought working people
decisively to his side.

The New Deal coalition, as everybody knows, has been

12 THE NEW REPUBLIC October 22, 1984

decaying for twenty years now. The Solid South left first,
going over to Barry Goldwater in 1964 after John F.Ken-
nedy and Lyndon Johnson committed the Democratic Par-
ty to racial integration. L.B.]. calculated that the Demo-
crats could make up in newly enfranchised blacks what
they lost in southern whites, but it hasn’t worked out that
way. The only Democrat to carry the South in the last five
Presidential elections was Georgia’s Jimmy Carter in 1976,
and Jesse Jackson’s voter registration efforts this year are
not likely to change the tide of history for Walter Mondale.
Another wave of defections has occurred among north-
ern whites—especially ethnics and Catholics—over race,
social issues, and foreign policy. It was on the basis of this
shift, plus that of the South, that Kevin Phillips argued
after the 1968 election that Richard Nixon's vote (43.4 per-
cent) plus George Wallace’s (13.5 percent) represented the
makings of The Emerging Republican Majority. The majority
hasn’t yet emerged—Phillips now thinks it won’t—but the
1968 results contain a cautionary reminder for Democrats
in 1984. Those who think that Walter Mondale will be
doing well to pull “a Hubert Humphrey” and roar back
into contention this year forget that Humphrey only
polled 42.7 percent of the popular vote; had Wallace not
been in the race, the chances are that Nixon would have
collected most of his vote and trounced Humphrey.

N SPITE OF the Vietnam protest movement, social

chaos, and the 1972 McGovern debacle, the Republi-
cans failed to forge a new conservative governing coalition
for three reasons: Watergate, the 1974-75 recession, and
the Democrats’ nomination of a moderate southerner in
1976. According to public opinion analyst William
Schneider of the American Enterprise Institute, working-
class voters stuck with their old party primarily because it
continued promising to protect them from economic ad-
versity. But by 1980 Carter had failed them in that, and
they defected to Ronald Reagan. They wavered during the
1982 recession, but with the current recovery they have
returned to Reagan in force. This may only be out of per-
sonal attachment to Reagan, or it may be more lasting. For
the first time since it began asking the question in 1951, the
Gallup poll this month found that 50 percent of the Ameri-
can people believe that the Republican Party does a better
job of maintaining prosperity. The Democrats, consistent-
ly viewed for decades as the nation’s prosperity party, now
is seen in that light by only 33 percent of the electorate.

To some this only suggests that the 1980 clection repre-
sented a return to the historical trend begun in 1964 and
1968, but interrupted in 1976, and that another smashing
Reagan victory this year will seal realignment. However,
members of the de-alignment school point to several con-
trary indicators. Polls over the past thirty vears show no
grand shift from Democratic loyalty to Republican, but
rather a gradual drain from both parties to “independ-
ent.” In 1952, according to University of Michigan re-
searchers, 47 percent of voters called themselves Demo-
crats, compared to 27 percent Republicans and 22 percent
independent; in 1982 the figures were 44, 24, and
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30. Even the latest Washington Post-ABC poll shows 39
percent Democrats, 26 percent Republicans, and indepen-
dents up to 34 percent.

In the classic realignment pattern, President Reagan car-
red in a Republican Senate with him in 1980. Contrary to
the pattern, he failed to carry the House and lost twenty-
six seats there in 1982. At the state level, there has been no
Republican trend at all. Democrats control thirty-five gov-
ernorships and seventy-one of the nation’s ninety-nine
state legislative houses. The de-alignment school believes
that television, direct mail, and other modern campaign
techniques have made party loyalty a secondary factor in
determining how people vote, and have put primary im-
portance either on candidate charisma or ideology.

-AND YET something new may be stirring in the elector-
ate this year—the startling inclination of young peo-
ple to favor not only Ronald Reagan, but possibly the
Republican Party as well. Classically, realignments occur
not only because voter groups switch party allegiance, but
because huge numbers of new voters—in 1932 it was im-
migrants and workers—join the electorate for the first
time, swelling overall turnout from its meager level of the
preceding de-alignment period. This year there is a possi-
bility that the baby boom generation will be out in force, all
75 million souls of it, or one-third of the electorate. Up to
now voters under 40 have been turning out in numbers far
below their proportion of the population (only 35 percent
of all 18- to 24-year-olds turned out in 1980, for example).
Republicans hope, and Democrats fear, that this year may
be different.

According toa new Yankelovich survey in Time maga-
zine, 18- to 24-year-olds represent Reagan’s strongest age
group: 63 percent say they support him, compared to 18
percent who support Walter Mondale. The survey
showed that 25- to 34-year-olds favor Reagan by 56 percent
to 24 percent. A survey conducted this summer by Peter
Hart, Mondale’s pollster, indicated that a plurality of vot-
ers over 25 years old consider themselves Democrats; but
under 25, Republicans outnumber Democrats 46 percent
to 30 percent. CBS-New York Times polling over the course
of this year suggests that among 25- to 29-year-olds, Dem-
ocrats outnumber Republicans by only 36 percent to 30
percent, whereas four years ago the margin was 44 percent
to 19 percent.

The Reagan campaign is making an ali-out effort to at-
tract young voters and disaffected Democrats, but aides
say they will not decide until mid-October whether to
have the President openly appeal for a Republican Con-
gress to help him push through his program. Except at
party events, the President practically never utters the
word “Republican.” He refers so often to Democrats—
F.D.R., Harry Truman, John F. Kennedy, and Hubert
Humphrey especially—that one might think he’d never
left his former party.

Campaign strategists admit that Reagan is not running a
programmatic campaign of the type thatappeals to colum-
nists and the League of Women Voters. “It's pure puffery,

yes,” one aide admitted, “but it's important puffery. A
society’s sense of its own well-being—its morale—ulti-
mately is more important than the specific programs thata
candidate puts forward.” The kind of puffery that the 73-
year-old Reagan dishes up to young people is marvelously
concocted. It's future-oriented, progressive, idealistic,
and even irreverent. Whereas Walter Mondale often
comes off as a scolding school marm, Reagan recites his
accomplishments and declares, “You ain’t seen nothing
yet.” Like the yuppie hero, Gary Hart, Reagan is forever
representing his ideas as “new’” and Mondale’s as “‘old”
and “tired.” He promises “high tech, not high taxes,”
“confidence instead of malaise . . . excellence instead of
failure.” One aide claims, “we are not appealing to youth
on the basis of materialism, but through the Olympic spir-
it—'go for the gold!” doesn’t mean money; it means, ‘you
tell me the standard and [I'll beat it.” It's the spirit
of pioneers and immigrants. It's optimistic, youthful—
adolescent, in fact.”

Reagan campaign officials figure that whether or not the
President makes a bid for a Republican House of Repre-
sentatives, the best he can expect is to gain back the
twenty-six seats lost in 1982. This would again give him
the working ideological majority he used to push through
his tax and spending cuts in 1981. Some other Republican
strategists say they now expect a pickup of twenty to
twenty-five seats, but that if Reagan can clobber Mondale
by a margin of 16 to 20 points, they might win thirty-five or
forty seats. Democratic Congressional campaign officials
say the worst they expect to do is lose ten seats, although a
few Democratic strategists privately assert that a Mondale
collapse could result in a fifty-five-seat loss and deliver
political control of the House to the Republicans for the
first ime since 1954. The Senate now seems certain to
remain comfortably in Republican hands, so it's remotely
possible that this time we could really have realignment.

Or could we? Real realignment necessitates more than a
partisan wipeout in one or two elections. It requires that a
party attain more or less stable control over the govern-
ment for a generation. For this to happen, two things must
transpire. First, Reaganomics has to succeed in providing
long-term prosperity. If it instead produces another deep
recession next year, voters are likely to turn with a ven-
geance on the President and his party in 1986. Second, the
Republican Party must express the values of the baby
boom generation. Polls indicate that both halves of
the baby boom group—college-educated yuppies and
working-class kids—are economically conscrvative right
now. On social issues, though, they tend to be permissive
if not libertarian. The President might hold young people
if he appointed a moderate—say, Howard Baker—to be
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, but it’s hard to see
how a Republican Party under the influence of Jerry Fal-
well and the anti-abortion lobby could do so. If the Repub-
licans fail once again to take advantage of their opportuni-
ty, perhaps the Democrats can bounce back.

MORTON KONDRACKE
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seems expedient to do so. It's been an open secret for years
among New York lawyers that judges routinely save the
best-paying conservatorships and other court-appointed
jobs for their friends, relatives, and campaign contribu-
tors. According to a story by Sam Roberts and Marcia
Chambers in the September 11 New York Times, New York
judges awarded $6.8 million in fees to officials they ap-
pointed over the last nineteen months; the bulk of the
money went to former colleagues on the bench, law part-
ners, and political cronies. It's the sort of thing one would
expect from any ordinary Queens politician and her family
under the circumstances. But not from an extraordinary
one.

O BUSHISM OF THE WEEK: from the September 11 Wall Street
Journal:** ‘Ibelieve in unions.and I believe in non-unions,’
the Vice President said yesterday in a tour of a non-union
furniture plant in Archdale, N.C.” The man has convic-
tions, but he’s not a nut about it.

O THE HOUSE HAS ALREADY PASSED, and the Senate is
fixing to pass, a bill extending the antitrust immunity al-
ready enjoyed by the federal and state governments to
local governments as well. Moreover, the bill in its present
form would have the effect of making the immunity retro-
active—apply it to pending cases, in other words—there-
by giving proved local government miscreants an easy
way off the hook. The best example is the case of Unity
Ventures v. Grayslake. In 1972 a developer named William
Alter obtained the rights to develop six hundred acres of
Lake County, Illinois. He planned a residential, commer-
cial, and light industrial project that would have benefited
lower-income people in the area. But he needed access to
sewage facilities—and this he was systematically denied
by local officials who, to put it bluntly, wanted to keep
poor people and black people out. In January, after years
of costly litigation, a jury found that officials of the govern-
ments of the wealthy village of Grayslake and of Lake
County had indeed been guilty of egregious violations of
both antitrust and civil rights laws. In accordance with the
antitrust laws, the jury’s award to Mr. Alter of $9.8 million
was trebled. While the successful jury verdict is still mov-
ing through the courts (where it should remain), the de-
fendants have decided to take their case elsewhere—to
Congress. Arguing that this award will bankrupt their
county (not true—it’s one of the richest counties in the
country), the defendants have appealed to Congress to
overrule the jury’s decision. If Congress does not elimi-
nate (or at least limit) retroactivity from the antitrust bill, it
will simply be inviting others whom the lower courts have
found guilty of violating the law to skip the judicial proc-
ess and have Congress bail them out.

CFIFTY YEARS AGO IN THE NEW REPUBLIC: “It has long been
evident that there is a growing dissatisfaction with the
quality of the material offered to American radio listeners.
Not only is a large proportion of all time on the air devoted
to blatant advertising, but even the so-called entertain-
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ment aspects of the programs are frequently such that no
civilized person can listen to them without acute nausea.
This is often the result of a deliberate policy on the part of
the advertiser, who finds that people of low intelligence
respond most readily to his commercial appeal, and there-
fore baits his trap with material intentionally designed to
reach only those who are not quite bright.”” (“For Better
Broadcasting,”” The Editors, October 3, 1934.)

The candidates battle for the Jews.

SCARING UP VOTES

T WOULD BE hard to think of two potential 1984 Presi-

dential candidates with more consistent records of sup-
port for Israel or friendship for Jews than Ronald Reagan
and Walter Mondale. Yet Jewish voters are being told that
a Mondale Administration might well be infected with
anti-Semitism, and that Reagan in a second term might
promote the isolation—if not the persecution—of Jews in
American society. A nasty campaign is under way for the
Jewish vote this year, partly because Jews are pulling loose
from their traditional Democratic moorings and are be-
coming a key swing constituency in eight of the country’s
largest states. For the first time in sixty years, it’s not clear
which party will receive a majority of the Jewish vote.

In 1980, in fact, neither party won a majority, but that
was a three-way race. A CBS exit poll indicated that Jimmy
Carter won a small plurality of 45 percent to 39 percent for
Reagan and 15 for John Anderson. Two different ABC
polls put Carter just above 40 percent, Reagan just under
40, and Anderson at about 20. A recent poll by the Ameri-
can Jewish Committee indicates that Carter got 43.9 per-
cent; Reagan, 38.7, and Anderson, 14.7. Whichever figure
is accurate, historically speaking it was a disastrous show-
ing for the Democratic candidate. Carter himself had
polled 75 percent of the Jewish vote in 1976, and since 1928
Democrats had fallen under 70 percent only three times—
in 1952 and 1956, when Adlai Stevenson received 64 per-
cent and 60 percent, respectively, against Dwight Eisen-
hower, and in 1972, when George McGovern polled 65
percent against Richard Nixon. John F. Kennedy polled 82
percent of the Jewish vote in 1960 and Hubert Humphrey
got 81 percent in 1968.

This year Mondale almost certainly will attract less sup-
port than his first mentor, Humphrey, but more than his
second, Carter. The crucial question is, by how much?
There are only about 4.5 million Jewish voters in the
United States—5 to 6 percent of the usual Presidential
turnout—but they are concentrated in the biggest electoral
vote states. Ten percent of the Jewish vote in New York
State represents about 160,000 votes, which happens to be
just about the margin by which Reagan beat Carter there
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in 1980. In Massachusetts, 10 percent represents just 2,200
votes, but that's also close to Reagan’s victory margin. If
Mondale can’t carry New York or Massachusetts, he
hasn’t much chance of avoiding a Carteresque wipeout.
Jewish political observers agree practically unanimously
that Reagan’s elevation of the religious issue in Dallas
damaged his chance to build support toward a majority.
What isn’t clear is whether the damage was temporary or
permanent. Mondale’s chief staff strategist on Jewish is-
sues, David Ifshin, says confidently that Mondale will poll
65 percent in November. The White House’s chief liaison

man to the Jewish community, Marshall Breger, says that.

the Reagan campaign'’s goal is to hold Mondale to 60 per-
cent and garner 40 percent for the President, which would
equal Eisenhower’s modern record. “But we’d like to reach
S0 percent,” he said, “to establish that this is now a two-
party situation.” Some Democrats say it could happen.

Pre-election polling of Jews is notoriously unreliable be-
cause samples are so small, but for what it is worth, the
one poll to surface thus far—a Reagan survey conducted
just before the Dallas convention—showed Mondale at 50
percent, Reagan at 37, and 13 percent undecided. The
hunch of most observers is that Dallas dropped Reagan
back to the low 30s and pushed Mondale close to 60, but
the battle is just commencing.

HE BATTLE for Jewish support is being fought on

four issues: the two traditional ones of support for
Israel and domestic social-economic policy, and the two
new and raucous ones of anti-Semitism and separation of
church and state.

The Reagan campaign wants it thought that Mondale,
despite his strong record of support for Israel as a Senator
and his close personal and political association with the
American Jewish community, will cave in through weak-
ness of character to Jesse Jackson and confirmed Arabisants
from the Carter State Department. The Reagan campaign
has budgeted a record 32 million to spread this word and
the positive message that Reagan has been building “a
strong America” that can help "“a strong Israel.” Instead of
treating Jews as one of many ethnic “"heritage groups,” the
Republican Party and the Reagan-Bush campaign have
organized a permanent National Jewish Coalition, headed
by Richard Fox, Reagan’s 1980 Pennsylvania campaign
chairman. The group has paid staff in eight states with its
own headquarters, direct-mail operations, and phone
banks that are supposed to contact 600,000 households
before the election.

Meanwhile, despite warm praise of Reagan by Israel’s
former Prime Minister, Yitzhak Shamir, and Defense Min-
ister, Moshe Arens, that could easily be mistaken for a
Likud endorsement of the President, the Mondale cam-
paign will try to convince Jews that Middle East policy in a
second Reagan term will fall into the pro-Arab hands of
Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger. Despite a total ab-
sence of anti-Jewish behavior in Reagan’s past, Mondale
will also charge that the “’real Reagan” will go all-out in his
second term to reintroduce prayer in schools, to ban abor-
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tions, and to otherwise assist fundamentalist sects in the
“Christianizing of America.”

Mondale launched his attack on September 6 by charg-
ing before a B'nai B'rith audience in Washington that
right-wing allies of the President “‘are reaching for govern-
ment power to impose their own beliefs on other people.”
Mondale is scheduled to attack Reagan’s Middle East poli-
cies in a radio broadcast on September 16, the sixth anni-
versary of the Camp David summit agreement, and before
his newly organized National Leadership Group on Sep-
tember 17. The Democrats will spend about a quarter of
the Republicans’ total in wooing the Jewish community.

Just how negative this campaign may get before it's over
was suggested when a Reagan-Bush campaign aide leaked
word to the New York Post and several other publications
that David Ifshin, as the 21-year-old President of the Na-
tional Student Association, visited Hanoi in 1970 and
urged American troops in Vietnam to quit fighting. The
leak produced an exposé in the Post that now has White
House aides worried about a potential backlash against
Reaganite “dirty tricks.” Ironically, Ifshin has metamor-
phosed into one of the least dovish of Mondale’s advisers,
especially on the Middle East and defense preparedness.

Another target of Reagan attack is Mondale’s close for-
eign policy adviser, David Aaron, who served as deputy to
Jimmy Carter’s national security adviser, Zbigniew Brze-
zinski. The Mondale campaign was sufficiently concerned
about Aaron’s vulnerability to send him off to Israel in the
company of Ifshin and Morris Amitay, former executive
director of the American Israel Public Affairs Commission,
to assure officials there that he did not share Brzezinski’s
views on the Middle East, which are widely regarded in
the Jewish community as anti-Israel. According to one
prominent American Jewish leader, a Democrat, “anyone
who served in the Carter White House will give the Jewish
community great concern’’ because of the former Admin-
istration’s perceived tilt toward the Palestinians. This
extends even to Mondale himself, of whom this Jewish
leader said, “Mondale was a team player. He may have
argued privately for greater balance, as he claims, but he
was their messenger to us, not our messenger to them.”

That expresses Mondale’s fundamental problem with
Jews, as with millions of other Americans: he is not per-
ceived as being strong enough to make his own good
principles prevail when they are opposed by other forces.
That is the nub of the anti-Semitism issue that the Reagan-
ites are using against Mondale to such effect. “‘Jesse Jack-
son is not the issue,” said Ben Waldman, executive direc-
tor of the National Jewish Coalition for Reagan-Bush.
“Jackson has always been anti-Semitic. What startled
everybody was that Walter Mondale watched him express
his anti-Semitism, and said nothing.”

RIVATELY, Jewish leaders say, Mondale has fre-
quently given assurances that Jackson would have no
influence in his campaign or Administration. He did so at
one especially important three-hour meeting at his home
in North Oaks, Minnesota, on August 12 that was attend-
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ed by Lawrence Weinberg and Thomas Dine, the presi-
dent and executive director of AIPAC; Kenneth Bialkin,
chairman of the Conference of Presidents of Major Jewish
Organizations in America; and Theodore Mann, president
of the American Jewish Congress. “Less than a month
later,” said one of the participants, “what do I see in the
paper but that Mondale is meeting privately with Jackson
and then assigning him a major role in his voter registra-
tion strategy.”

Mondale aides say that their man silenced the Jewish
leaders with the argument that if he were to denounce
Jackson, the effect would be to drive more blacks into the
arms of extremists and anti-Semites. Yet Mondale has
seemingly compromised his principles so much that noth-
ing short of an outright break with with Jackson will sat-
isfy the Jewish community.

NE WIDELY discussed incident occurred at the Dem-

ocratic National Convention when top Mondale
aides promised that a resolution condemning “hatred, big-
otry, racism, and anti-Semitism’’ would be adopted by for-
mal vote of the Democratic National Committee after the
convention, rather than being voted on the convention
floor, where Jackson supporters might have fought it. The
resolution was not voted on by the committee, however.
Mondale aides claim that an error in communications oc-
curred, but it’s widely believed in the Jewish community
that Mondale again was afraid to confront Jackson.

As a Reagan strategy memo puts it, “Republicans
should remind voters that support for Mondale and Fer-
raro entails some kind of accommodation of the concerns
of Jesse Jackson, and they should press the Democrats to
say what it would be. It is a scandal that Democrats in-
clude people hostile to Jews in their coalition, and they
shouldn’t be allowed to slip away from this dilemma.”’

Because black votes are so essential to Mondale’s elec-
tion hopes and because Jackson is deemed by the Mondale
campaign to be so central to winning black votes, the
“anti-Semitism” issue ought to cut deeper against Mon-
dale than the “Christianizing” issue cuts against Reagan,
especially since Reagan needs Jerry Falwell’s support less
than Mondale needs Jackson’s. Still, the issue cuts. It
brings back memories of Jews being pressured as children
to say Christian prayers in school and raises fears that
their children might have to do the same, even if Reagan
says school prayers under his proposed constitutional
amendment would be nondenominational and voluntary.
A Jewish political expert who works in Washington but
lives in rural Virginia says that “there are directories
around, and TV commercials saying ‘buy in these Chris-
tian stores.” What does that mean about stores that aren’t
‘Christian’? Paul Laxalt writes a letter addressed ‘Dear
Christian leader,” not, ‘Dear religious leader. I've got peo-
ple coming by my house asking me to change my faith.
The feeling among Jews is that they’ve lived most comfort-
ably in societies that are open and free. Fundamentalism is
actually a worse threat than anti-Semitism. Everybody
agrees that that’s out of bounds. We have plenty of allies

on that issue. This Christianizing business goes much
deeper into the Jewish soul. It's a survival issue.”

“What this conjures up among Jews,” said Bernard
Aronson, a Mondale adviser, ““is: ‘You're an outsider.
You're a target. You don’t belong.” Historically, when
someone’s decided Jews don't fit, they’'ve tried to kill them
or drive them out. It's happened enough times in the
name of Christianity that Jews are very sensitive about it.”
According to Mark Siegel, former executive director of the
Democratic National Committee, ““In historical memory,
what we're talking about here is Cossacks and the Inquisi-
tion. In the Inquisition, they didn’t kill you for being a Jew.
They asked you to convert, and if you didn’t, then they
killed you. Practically every one of our grandparents or
parents fled some sort of persecution. Jews became furri-
ers and jewelers precisely because they had skills they
could take to another place when they were driven out.
One of my relatives told me as a kid in New York not to put
money in the bank, but buy some diamonds so that when I
had to flee, I could. Not if, mind you—when.”

It's widely felt in the Jewish community that Reagan had
an opportunity to tranquilize the fundamentalist issue in
his speech on September 6 to B'nai B'rith, but that he failed
to do so adequately. White House strategists say he did
not want to give added attention to a Mondale issue, so he
merely affirmed his dedication to the principle of separa-
tion of church and state and went on to recount at length
what he’s done for U.S.-Israeli relations.

The Reagan record on the Middle East is mixed, in fact,
much as the Carter-Mondale Administration’s was. Carter
produced the Camp David settlement, but he also hec-
tored the Israelis about West Bank settiements, toyed with
the ideas of an independent Palestinian state and a Gene-
va Conference on the Arab-Israeli dispute, and appointed
two United Nations ambassadors who sympathized with
the Palestine Liberation Organization.

Reagan has the advantage of having made his mistakes
early—selling AWACS to Saudi Arabia, allowing aides to
criticize Israel’s destruction of Iraq’s nuclear reactor and
invasion of Lebanon, and promoting a peace plan that Isra-
el rejected. In the last two years, though, Reagan has tilted
strongly toward Israel on strategic cooperation and aid.

Reagan also has a not-so-secret weapon in U.N. Ambas-
sador Jeane Kirkpatrick. When Israel's departing U.N.
ambassador, Yehuda Blum, spoke to an American audi-
ence not long ago and was asked to compare U.S. policy at
the U.N. under Carter and Reagan, he said, “We went
from the worst relations we’ve ever had, which couldn’t
get worse, to the best relations that couldn’t be better.”” If
the Reagan campaign can get Jews to identify the Admin-
istration with Kirkpatrick and Mondale with Jesse Jackson
and Andrew Young, then Reagan can win a Jewish major-
ity for the Republicans for the first time since 1920. Walter
Mondale, meanwhile, has got to remind Jews that he was
a part of Camp David and to identify Reagan with the
radical right.

MORTON KONDRACKE
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decide whether it will remain autonomous or under civil
power. It must establish the rights of trade unions. And it
must consider guarantees of habeas corpus and mecha-
nisms to protect citizens’ rights.

Pressure exerted by the United States was decisive in
bringing about the elections and in reducing the violations
of human rights, and that pressure must continue if back-
sliding is to be prevented. Congress can do this by sending
Guatemala the economic aid the Administration has re-
quested, while holding off approving the proposed 510
million in military assistance until after a constitution is
adopted and a democratically elected government takes
power. That would be a judicious way for the United
States to give the government of Guatemala the praise it
deserves for having taken a long first step, while making it
clear that more such steps ought to be taken.

NOTEBOOK

O IN THE COURSE OF LISTING Republican convention speak-
ers in last week’s editorial (“The Big Tune-Out,” Septem-
ber 3), we mentioned the chairman of the National Black
Republican Council, LeGree Daniels, and asked paren-
thetically, “can that really be his name?” The answer is
still yes (our question was rhetorical), but we got one thing
wrong. It really is her name.

O TWENTY YEARS AGO IN THE NEW REPUBLIC: “The most
notorious case in what is being called the ‘harassment of
the arts’ in New York is that of Lenny Bruce. His present
trial for obscenity climaxes a six-month lockout of Lower
East Side art activities. Theaters have been padlocked,
coffee shops driven out of business, summonses served,
arrests made. In less than a decade, the avant-garde has
transformed itself from a secret brotherhood of hipsters
living dangerously in the deep shadows of hatred and fear
of authority, to a band of beat ‘saints’ welcoming a show-
down in the courts—where they expect to triumph either
legally or morally through martyrdom. Lenny Bruce, who
turned up in court looking like a bearded rabbi in the garb
of the concentration camp, was once an impeccably
groomed, stylishly accoutred Broadway entertainer who
projected his satiric images of American society with typi-
cal professional aplomb. But when he found that his audi-
ences were kissing the rod with which he flailed them, he
insisted on drawing blood instead of pocketing his $5,000 a
week and going on with the show. He demanded, ‘How
many niggers we got here tonight?’ or threatened to uri-
nate on the audience. Eventually, he punched through the
mask of the funny man and the satirist and emerged as a
furious and sometimes frightening shaman, struggling,
with the aid of lights, drums, chants and surreal fantasy,
to exorcise the demons of the national conscience.” (“The
Trial Of Lenny Bruce,” by Albert Goldman, September 12,
1964.)
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WHITE HousE WATCH

BEYOND REAGAN

Dallas
CCORDING TO officials at the White House and the
Reagan-Bush reelection committee, the takeover of
the 1984 Republican platform by conservative firebrands is
of little consequence. These officials say that they were too
busy assuring that women got nearly half the seats at the
convention (final count: 48.9 percent) to concern them-
selves with the makeup of the platform committee. Had
they wanted to fight over taxes and Fed-bashing, the Pres-
ident’s people say, they could have beaten the conserva-
tives, but they preferred to avoid a bloodletting.

“Who reads platforms, anyway?”’ was a line repeated
over and over by Reagan aides and Republican moderates
who lost out on issue after platform issue to a coalition of
supply-side true believers and social-issue conservatives
the week before the Republican convention began in Dal-
las. Reagan aides said that, in spite of the platform’s abso-
lute ruling out of any tax increases, advocacy of still fur-
ther massive tax cuts, and veiled threats to the
independence of the Federal Reserve Board, the President
was not bound by the document and would do what he
thought was necessary in a second term.

This version of reality is sound as far as it goes, but it
may well conceal a deeper message about the future of the
Republican Party, both in a second Reagan term if there is
one and in the race for the 1988 Presidential nomination.
The fact is that the platform takeover was the product of a
well-planned and executed year-long campaign by a com-
mitted group, led by Representative Jack Kemp of New
York, which has specific policy goals to press upon the
Reagan Administration and Congress during the next four
years. More important, its members have the energy, con-
viction, and charisma—and the courage to challenge the
establishment—that could make it the dominant force in
the Republican Party in four years.

Right now, according to the conventional wisdom, Vice
President George Bush is the front-runner for the 1988
Republican nomination. A poll by the Dallas Morning News
showed Bush the favorite of 48 percent of 1984 delegates to
26 percent for Kemp, 16 percent for Senator Howard
Baker, 5-plus percent each for Transportation Secretary
Elizabeth Dole and her husband, Senator Robert Dole.
Bush has obvious advantages for 1988 by being Vice Presi-
dent, but he has the disadvantage of being a moderate-
conservative in a field crowded with the breed. Kemp, a
mere Congressman from New York, is already running
second, and he is the lone supply-sider among the top
contenders.

“The future depends entirely on the model,” says Jude
Wanniski, the former Wall Street Journal editorial writer
who is one of the key theologians in the Kemp-led “oppor-
tunity society” movement. Wanniski is talking about the
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economic model of tax cuts (or, ““economic freedom,” as
the movement puts it) which is supposed to stimulate
such a burst of enterprise and investment as to pay off
budget deficits, employ the jobless, and launch a new
golden age of prosperity for both America and the rest of
the world.

A second part of the model, which is not yet well under-
stood by the public, is that prosperity would be guaran-
teed by a return to “sound money” whose value would be
stabilized by being tied again to the price of gold. This
glorious vision has obvious political appeal in the Republi-
can Party because it begins by allowing rich people to keep
more of their money. But it also contains a promise of
hope—whether valid or empty—for non-rich younger
people who are worried that the inflation-prone Demo-
cratic welfare state and recession-causing conventional
Republican “‘austerity economics” offer them a future
mired in stagnation,

The “supply-side” or “opportunity society’" group
thinks its model is working under President Reagan, but
is constantly in danger of being torpedoed by convention-
al economic thinkers in the White House, the Treasury,
the Congress, the Federal Reserve, and the press, who
are so transfixed by the specters of inflation and budget
deficits that they will raise taxes and/or cut down on
money supply and choke off growth. So last August, ac-
cording to Wanniski, some of the leading lights of the
opportunity movement gathered beside Kemp’s pool in
Bethesda, Maryland, for a strategy session aimed at the
1984 Republican platform and the Congressional agenda
for 1985-88.

EPORTEDLY THERE WAS some disagreement at the
session over whether Kemp should introduce his
own proposal for tax reform or join in a bipartisan cam-
paign with Democratic Senator Bill Bradley and Represen-
tative Richard Gephardt, who are the authors of a plan
to close tax loopholes and lower tax rates. Neoconserva-
tive philosopher Irving Kristol reportedly advocated the
bipartisan course and also urged Kemp not to make a
major issue of the gold standard on the grounds that the
public would never understand it. Kristol was opposed by
Wanniski and by Lewis Lehrman, the former New York
gubernatorial candidate who may also run for President in
1988. Wanniski says he argued that monetary policy could
be and should be made a popular, indeed “populist”
issue.

Kemp followed that advice and introduced, with Sena-
tor Robert Kasten of Wisconsin, a "“modified flat tax’* pro-
posal that is more regressive than Bradley-Gephardt, and
also a gold-standard-resumption bill. These proposals
formed the rally points for action on the platform and will
be the focus of “opportunity society’” agitation in 1985 and
beyond.

Politically, the supply-siders joined with their sometime
allies, the New Right conservatives, to see to it that their
friends in various states were appointed to the platform
committee. The chairmanship of the committee went to

Kemp’s best friend in Congress, Representative Trent Lott
of Mississippi, who conceivably could become a supply-
side Presidential candidate. Lott picked Kasten to head the
economic subcommittee. Kasten remained to be persuad-
ed on the gold issue; this was accomplished in part by
Kasten's Senate aide, Elise Paylin, and clinched by Repre-
sentative Newt Gingrich of Georgia at another dinner at
Kemp’s home.

It is not true to say that the White House was unaware of
what was happening. As reported by James McCartney of
Knight-Ridder newspapers, Lott was a kind of double
agent in the affair. He was in league with the Kemp forces
to get the platform written their way, but he was also
keeping the White House informed about what was hap-
pening. By the time the platform committee met, how-
ever, there was little that the White House could do to
prevent supply-side-ism from dominating the proceed-
ings. The best that Presidential representative Drew Lewis
could do was to soften wording here and there.

HE PLATFORM completely rejects any tax increases,

and calls for new tax cuts primarily targeted to the
well-off, including expanded I.R.A.s, lower tax rates on
interest income, indexation of capital assets, and elimina-
tion of double taxation of corporate dividends. It does not
specifically endorse the gold standard, but mentions it—
which the supply-siders count as a victory. It offers lower-
income persons a higher personal exemption and a larger
earned-income exclusion, but it also declares that the par-
ty “pledges to continue our efforts . . . to eliminate the
incentive-destroying effects of graduated tax rates.”” Presi-
dent Reagan has been trying to hide the fact that his tax
rates are regressive; the supply-siders exult in the fact.
According to Gingrich, this is part of “the model.” He
admits that supply-side-ism is based on providing re-
wards for the rich. “There is no equitable model that
works,” he says. ““But if the inequitable model can really
provide jobs and an opportunity for the economy to grow
and poor people to get out of poverty, will you be against
it?”

Those are big “ifs,” on which depend the future of
supply-side Republicanism. Conventional economists be-
lieve the model can't work and will lead to disaster even in
its limited Reaganite form. The next move for the supply-
siders, assuming that Reagan is elected, is to get recalci-
trant conventional thinkers out of the Reagan Administra-
tion, starting with Beryl Sprinkel, the Undersecretary of
the Treasury for monetary affairs, whom the supply-
siders accuse of pushing austerity measures both on the
Administration and foreign countries.

Supply-siders claim they have few quarrels with top
officials of the Administration, including those nemeses of
the New Right, White House Chief of Staff James Baker
and his deputy, Richard Darman. Baker and Darman are
moderate to liberal on the social issues—abortion and the
E.R.A.—that form the top of the New Right’s agenda, but
they are deemed educable by many supply-siders.

One leader of the movement said, “Baker and Darman
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are comparatively young. They want to be influential in
the party for years to come. If we are the wave of the
future, they are not going to stand in our way.” Some
supply-siders note with pleasure that it was principally
Darman who made life difficult for conventional econo-
mist Martin Feldstein, who as the President’s chief eco-
nomic adviser urged a program of tax increases.

The agenda of the opportunity gang after the election
includes getting some of their own appointed to Feld-
stein’s old job and to some other key subcabinet posts, and
pressuring the Administration to adopt their policy pre-
scriptions. If necessary, the group is prepared to lead re-
sistance against any attempt by the Administration to in-
crease taxes in violation of the platform.

ND WHAT ABOUT 1988? Kemp told me in an inter-
view that he is not thinking about 1988. They all say
that, of course, but there is something a little different
about Kemp. Besides being ambitious for himself, he is
ambitious for his idea. My old football coach, Sid
Gilman, used to tell me, ‘You, as a quarterback, are
supposed to go for first downs. If you do that, the touch-
downs will take care of themselves.” That's what I try
to do, rather than throwing bombs and getting into trou-
ble.” If this is any more than just a football story for
Rotarians and reporters from the former star of the San
Diego Chargers and Buffalo Bills, it means that the step-
by-step fulfillment of Kemp’s policy agenda is the best
formula for getting Kemp to the Presidency, in contrast to
the conventional politicians’ approach of climbing from
job to job.

George Bush and Walter Mondale are the quintessential
ladder-climbers, and as one key Bush supporter noted,
Bush does not have the Mondale advantage of being
backed by institutions with the power of organized labor.
Nor, this friend noted, does Bush have Kemp's charisma
or the time to spend over the next four years personally
meeting every third voter in New Hampshire.

Howard Baker, who does have the time now that he is
retiring from the Senate, apparently does not plan to
spend four straight years campaigning, but will work for
the party and for 1986 Congressional candidates and then
begin a Presidential effort—if he isn’t appointed Secretary
of State first—two vears from now. Baker is the refresh-
ing sort of politician who would like to be President and is
better qualified than anyone, but doesn’t live and die
for it.

The prospects of both Baker and Senator Robert Dole
seem to rest, like Kemp’s, on the success of the supply-
side model. If Reaganomics succeeds, a Baker adviser ad-
mitted, “Kemp will end up being the mainstream of the
Republican Party. If it fails, you’ve tossed the ball in the
air and it's anybody’s chance.” Baker and Dole, as the
party’s primary defenders of traditional Republican eco-
nomics and doubters of supply-side-ism, presumably
would be in the best position to catch the ball. Dole,
though, may yet decide not to run, opening the way for
his wife, who is also a moderate. Poor George Bush, with

all of his positional advantages, would seem to lose out
either way—to Baker-Dole if Reaganism fails, to Kemp if it
succeeds.

Kemp, too, says that “my future is linked to the ideas
I've been talking about. . . . The person who's got the best
chance for 1988 is not just the person who's closest to the
center of gravity of the party, but to the truth, who can
communicate these ideas and arouse support for them.
Leadership is not telling people what you're against, but
what you're for, the way Reagan did in 1980.”

While George Bush has seniority going for him—and
Republicans are an orderly group that tends to observe the
rule of waiting in line—my guess is that the heart, gut, and
pocketbook of the Republican Party is with Kemp.

MORTON KONDRACKE

Bias in the South African courts.

APARTHEID JUSTICE

AST YEAR the State Department went out of its way to
praise the South African judiciary for a ruling that
appeared to advance the civil rights of that country’s op-
pressed black majority. The official statement spoke of the
values shared by South Africa and the United States, as
exemplified by South Africa’s system of an independent
judiciary operating under the rule of law. This description
summons up a splendid image of South African judges
heroically enforcing justice despite prevailing attitudes, as
U.S. federal judges did in the South during the 1950s and
1960s. To anyone familiar with South African courts that is
a preposterous notion. Beyond the fact that the judges
wear black robes, there is little resemblance to a system of
justice as we know it.

Consider the following cases, which occurred during
the last fifteen months. A white youth who battered a
black man to death with karate sticks was ordered to serve
1,200 hours in prison on weekends. According to trial
testimony, 20-year-old Ronnie Johannes Van Der Merwe
was walking down the street with his girlfriend and
bragged that he felt like killing a “houtkop” (blockhead)—
a derogatory term some Afrikaners apply to blacks. He
brutally beat to death the next black man he encountered.
The judge said Van Der Merwe could be partially excused
for his actions because he was upset that his parents were
considering a divorce. The case received little notice in the
press. “This is totally demeaning to us,” a black journalist
complained privately. “They treated the case as if some-
one had wantonly killed a dog.”

In another case three young white men were tried for
kicking a black man to death because they thought he
might have been tampering with their car. They were
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which are obliged to employ shills to press game
show tickets on reluctant tourists, ought to understand.

Still, the “media event” theme was one the networks
harped on in San Francisco, constantly noting as news the
party’s effort to manipulate them. On the third night of
the Democratic convention, for example, NBC’s Roger
Mudd reported that the party had asked the networks to
move up their coverage by a half-hour, but that the net-
works had refused. Mr. Mudd reported why the request
had been made—so that George McGovern’s speech,
Gary Hart’s address, and Walter Mondale’s nomination
could all occur during “prime time”’—but not why it had
been turned down, which was the other half of the story.
There were no badgering interviews with network execu-
tives to get the answer to that one.

N ABC PRODUCER named Jeff Gralnick, perhaps by
way of justifying his network’s disgraceful perfor-
mance, has been going around saying that the conven-
tions are “dinosaurs.” Leave aside the fact that the dino-
saur, due to its great size and extreme rarity, is a most
interesting beast. Is it really the conventions that are stum-
bling toward extinction? Or is it the networks? The net-
work executives’ inability to understand that the conven-
tions are interesting is a confession of massive stupidity
and lack of imagination. A network that can interrupt a
political convention to show a rerun of an old detective
serial thereby announces that it is ready for the boneyard.
The networks are begging to be replaced—by videocas-
sette recorders for entertainment, and, for news, by small-
er, more maneuverable, less cynical, less star-choked
cable operations.

No story? With all due respect, and not much is due,
that is not for network executives to decide. The conven-
tion of a major American political party is not just another
news item to be covered or not as some executive sees fit.
Like it or not, the televised political convention has be-
come part of the unwritten Constitution of the United
States. Do “only” half the people watch conventions?
Well, only half the people vote in elections. No doubt both
institutions have their problems, but abolition is not the
answer for either of them.

No story? But that is a journalistic judgment. Somehow
we suspect that the decision to minjaturize convention
coverage is being made on other grounds. Cutting back
will allow the networks to make a good deal more money;
but that has always been the case. Why do the networks
suddenly feel free to indulge themselves? Might it not
have something to do with the zeitgeist—with the I've-got-
mine moral atmosphere that has coincided with the rule of
the Reagan Administration? We have a government that
has glorified the market, sanctified greed, devalued social
goods, and legitimized contempt for public life. Is it any
wonder the networks are insolent? There is a rumor that
ABC has decided to reduce its coverage of the Republicans
to an hour a night. Perhaps the other networks will follow
suit. If it happens, a wee chicken will have come home to
roost.

NOTEBOOK

O ‘BIG BROTHER BLUES,’ a collection of the very sharp and
funny editorial cartoons of Ben Sargent, has been pub-
lished by Texas Monthly Press. Mr. Sargent’s cartoons
appear in The Austin American-Statesman, and he also
draws regularly for TNR. (See, for instance, page 15.) The
book may be ordered direct from the publisher, for $7.95
plus $2 postage and handling, from P.O. Box 1569, Austin,
Texas 78767.

O FIFTEEN YEARS AGO IN THE NEW REPUBLIC: ““Benares: Mil-
lions of Hindus come to this holy city to wash away their
sins in the Ganges, where bodies of babies and ashes of
adults are tossed into the waters as an act of final redemp-
tion. Now on the banks of the holy river, near the flickering
pyres of the dead, a billboard intrudes upon the ancient
rites: TWO OR THREE CHILDREN—THAT'S ENOUGH! The
message at Benares is the battle cry of the heavily U.S.-
backed birth-control program in India. Buses, matchboxes,
trains, calendars, rickshaws, cinemas, shopping bags, car-
nival banners, and post offices give Orwellian repetition to
the slogan. But in an underdeveloped country where reli-
gion and family traditions emphasize reproduction, where
many girls marry at 14 and have two or three children by
the age of 20, implementing birth control is more difficult
than convincing the Pope.” (“The Ford Condom In India’s
Future,” by Zalin B. Grant, September 6&13, 1969.)

WHITE HOUuSE WATCH

SMUG IN DALLAS

HE REAGANITES are heading for Dallas supremely

confident of their ability to defeat Walter Mondale and
Geraldine Ferraro. One might even say they are brash and
overconfident, except that they have a lot to be confident
about. Both public and private polls show the President
leading Mondale by 14 or 15 points nationally, wiping out
gains the Democrats made with their successful conven-
tion. State-by-state polling suggests that Reagan enjoys an
overwhelming electoral vote advantage; one top Presiden-
tial adviser said it was “insurmountable.” The Reaganites
think Mondale has few issues going for him to begin with,
and that he is botching his game strategically as well. They
now think that, regardless of the outcome of the current
controversy over Ferraro’s finances, her selection will ulti-
mately work to Reagan’s advantage, gaining him more
votes among traditionalist men than it helps the Demo-
crats among women. Totting up all of Reagan’s advan-
tages, some of his aides are thinking not just about win-
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ning the 270 electoral votes it takes to get elected, but of
going for 400-plus—a “mandate.”

Such cockiness has a few Republicans worried. A re-
spected young moderate-conservative member of Con-
gress said, for example, “When you look at the fundamen-
tal situation—how liberal Mondale and Ferraro are in
relation to the country, how much strain there is between
the South and the other elements of the Democratic coali-
tion, how hard it is for Mondale to get to 270 even if he
carries the North—you think that the Democratic ticket
ought to be sinking like a rock. But then you look at Santa
Barbara, and you think, Jesus, this thing is not right.”
The reference, of course, is to the vacation White House in
California, where Reagan and Vice President George Bush
seemed not to be able to tell the same story on whether
there will be a tax increase in a second Reagan term, where
the President had to be prodded by his wife into remem-
bering that he was doing all he can to negotiate with
Russia, and where Reagan made a joke about starting a
nuclear war in the voice test for his weekly radio
broadcast.

HITE HOUSE aides have lots of comforting expla-

nations about Santa Barbara. “It's August,” was
one line. “We always make our mistakes in August.” A
corollary explanation is that when he’s on vacation, Rea-
gan gets away from his top advisers, they also go on
vacation, and White House communications break down,
leading to “goofs.” One White House aide said, “‘the pub-
lic expects small mistakes from us. The only way Mondale
is going to win is if there is a big mistake, a really big one.”

This official does not think that Reagan has made any
such mistake in the sparring with Mondale over deficits
and taxes. To the contrary, the President’s staff thinks that
Mondale’s vow to raise taxes next year works to Reagan’s
overall advantage. “All of our tactical bumbling can’t undo
his strategic mistake,” one aide told me. “Instead of play-
ing to our weakness, which is on the war-peace issue,
Mondale tried to attack our strengths, which are that we
have cut taxes and have produced an economic recovery
and that we have a President who is believable. Mondale
obviously is trying to raise the deficit issue, but deficits are
an abstraction to people, while tax cuts and growth are
realities.”

Moreover, according to Reagan campaign aides, Repub-
lican polls indicate that 69 percent of American voters
believe that Mondale would not use increased tax reve-
nues to narrow the deficit, but to fund his promises to
Democratic constituent groups. “Every time Mondale
talks about taxes,” one campaign official said, “it’s a free
ad for us.” The Reagan plan is to use convention speeches
and the Republican platform to make the point that Mon-
dale favors higher taxes as a “’first resort,” while for Rea-
gan they are a desperately to-be-avoided “last resort.”

The Reagan campaign is convinced that Mondale has
made a grave error in promising to write a plan to reduce
the deficit by two-thirds by fiscal year 1989. Reagan advis-
ers say that Mondale is almost duty-bound to base his plan

on the pessimistic deficit estimate of the Congressional
Budget Office—s265 billion—which means that he will
have to come up with spending cuts and tax increases
totaling nearly $180 billion. How can he do so, and at the
same time keep his promises not to touch entitlement
programs, not to cut the defense budget deeply, not to
increase corporate taxes, and not to raise taxes for the
middle class? The Reaganites are certain he can’t, and they
already have worked out budget tables to show why not.

In addition to offering an opportunity to bash Mondale
on fiscal policy, the Republican convention is designed to
be a celebration of Reagan’s claimed success in economics
and foreign policy and an appeal to constituencies—nota-
bly, women and Hispanics—where the Reaganites think
their man needs shoring up. The convention keynoter,
U.S. Treasurer Katherine Ortega, is supposed to appeal to
both constituencies at once and in very personal terms to
make the larger point that hard work and individual effort
pay off. United Nations Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick, a
registered Democrat, is supposed to demonstrate that
women have been given more than token jobs in the Rea-
gan Administration and to assert that Reagan foreign poli-
¢y has made the world safer. The Reaganites hope that
Kirkpatrick also will advance their strategy of attracting
disaffected conservative Democrats and Jews.

Reagan convention planners have created other side-
shows, such as a patriotic extravaganza borrowed from
the Olympics and 1988 night”” on Tuesday, when various
future Presidential possibilities—Representative Jack
Kemp, Senator Bob Dole, and Transportation Secretary
Elizabeth Dole, his wife—will address the gathering. The
high points of the convention, however, are to be Presi-
dent Reagan’s acceptance speech and the eighteen-minute
movie that introduces it, which was written by Phil Du-
senberry, the advertising executive who created the
“Pepsi Generation” campaign and who wrote the screen-
play for the movie, The Natural. Both movie and speech are
supposed to bring tears to the eyes of the audience—the
Reagan-Bush campaign is fighting with the TV networks to
get them to carry the film, as they did Senator Edward
Kennedy’s introduction of Walter Mondale—and to
“make you proud to be an American,” as one campaign
official put it.

OME Republicans worry that the party and the Ad-
ministration are coasting along too much on style,
symbolism, and the Reagan record, are avoiding sub-
stance and ideas, and are getting so complacent that it will
seem that Reagan is not willing to fight for people’s votes.
My Congressional friend says, for example, that the Presi-
dent and the platform should flatly rule out any tax in-
crease, even though Congress may force one on the Presi-
dent next year. “Too many of the President’s advisers are
worrying about policy in the next term,”” he said. “"They
forget that there’s an election to be won first.”
In fact, most of the Reagan people do think the election
is all but won. “I can think of 27 different ways that we can
win this election,” said one top campaign official. “There
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is not a single state that it’s absolutely necessary for us to
win. [ don’t see any way that Mondale can do it without
carrying Illinois and Texas, and we're ahead in both
places.” In Texas, both Republican and Democratic polls
reportedly show Reagan with a lead of 20 points.

Reagan campaign officials think that Mondale and Fer-
raro are committing straiegic blunders by campaigning so
intensively in the South and in California, violating the
supposedly iron rule that candidates should shore up their
own base first—in the Democrats’ case, that would be the
Northeast and Midwest—and then try to make gains else-
where. At the moment, the “Sunbelt” states of the South
and West seem far out of reach for Mondale and Ferraro.
Reagan is leading in California by 17 points, according to
Democratic polls, and Reagan’s surveys showed Reagan
leading in the South (including liberal Maryland) by a
margin of 54 percent to 38 even after intensive campaign
tours by Mondale and Ferraro. The CBS-New York Times
poll showed Reagan leading in the South by 49 to 32 and in
the West by 54 to 31.

The Reaganites also scoff at the idea that black registra-
tion drives and appearances by Jesse Jackson can win the
South for Mondale. ‘““The bottom line,” one campaign offi-
cial said, ““is that we are pulling 69 percent of the white
vote in the South and what you need to win is 63 or 64.
Jesse Jackson has already registered almost all the blacks in
the South that he’s going to. His efforts to register more
will only help us with whites. Last year Democrats were
out-registering us 4 to 1 in the South, but this year we
are out-registering them by 3 to 1 and even 7 to 1 in some
states.”

HE REAGANITES are so supremely confident, in the

end, because of this electoral mathematics: if they
carry California, Florida, and Texas; the rest of the West
minus Oregon and Washington; the rest of the South mi-
nus West Virginia and Arkansas; and add the normally
Republican states of Indiana, New Hampshire, Kansas,
and Nebraska, they have 263 electoral votes. To go over
the top, they have to carry only one of the five remaining
large states—Michigan, Ohio, Illinois, Pennsylvania, New
York—or even a smaller state like Missouri or New Jersey.
Reagan is leading so handily all over the country—by 49 to
35 in the Midwest and 45 to 39 in the Northeast, according
to CBS—that it’s only natural for campaign officials to
think about going for a ““blow out” of 1980 proportions. So
far, however, the dominant inclination in the campaign is
to work on 270 first and see later in the campaign if bigger
things are possible.

Besides the electoral math, the Reagan people are confi-
dent that Mondale-Ferraro can be portrayed as super-
liberals based on their Congressional voting records, that
Ferraro will strike working-class men as overly brassy
even in her own home region, and that Ferraro’s refusal to
release her husband’s income tax returns will damage the
Democratic ticket's ability to reclaim the ‘“traditional
values” issue. They are also pleased to note that the Presi-
dent runs strongest with the youngest group of voters, the

18-to-30 cohort, suggesting that 1984 may start a long-term
Republican era.

“We have two enemies,” one of Reagan’s top campaign
aides said on his way to Dallas. “One is apathy and the
other is complacency. There is always a banana peel out
there, and there are more Democrats in this country than
Republicans. We could have another 1948. We're con-
scious of it.” Actually, the Reaganites seem conscious of
overconfidence only when their euphoria is rudely inter-
rupted by a question about overconfidence. In spite of all
of Reagan's enormous advantages, he might be better off if
he and his campaign were a little scared. Republican hu-
bris may be the Democrats’ best hope this year.

MORTON KONDRACKE

POSTZZRCARD

HYPE CITY

Dallas

O GET to Fred Meyer’s office at the top of the brand-

new San Jacinto Tower, you take an Otis Elevonic 401
elevator with a digital message board (WHEN WAS DISNEY-
LAND OPENED? 29 YEARS AGO TODAY.) and a computerized
voice system that tells you what floor you're on, and get
off on the twenty-ninth floor. Then you turn a corner and
take the penthouse elevator (sans voice and messages) to
the thirty-second floor. You ascend to the thirty-third floor
by a winding, blue-carpeted, green marble staircase set off
by a mammoth crystal chandelier. From there through the
windows you can see sundry new office towers sprouting
like urban stalagmites around you. If Dorothy had taken a
meeting with the Wizard in Dallas instead of Oz, this is
how she would have arrived.

Meyer, president of the Tyler Corporation, is a skinny,
intense, red-haired dynamo who serves as chairman of the
Dallas County Republican Party and heads the Republican
Host Committee for the Republican Convention. On the
day we meet, Walter Mondale, Sister Boom Boom, and the
rest are cavorting in San Francisco, and Meyer is reveling
in the contrast with Dallas. “'This is a great environment, a
great milieu in which to display the values of President
Reagan and the Republican Party,” he says. ““We are free-
enterprise oriented. We are private-sector oriented. We
are entrepreneurial oriented. The economy of the future is
right here.”

He takes a call about an upcoming fund-raiser, and goes
on without missing a beat. ““We’'re not going to be able to
spend $20-525 for unskilled and semi-skilled labor when
there are a lot of people around the world who are willing
to do those jobs for $3, $4, and $5. This is economic reality.
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The Bush performance:
show-stopper or sideshow?

He can lead cheers, nothing more

he polls and a majority of

pundits have declared

George Bush the winner of

last week’s vice pres-
idential debate, but I sat through
his performance cringing.

At times, Mr. Bush was frenetic,
almost out of control. At other
times his behavior was just weirdly
inappropriate. And throughout, he
was so sycophantic toward his boss,
the president, as to be laughable.

Geraldine Ferraro’'s perform-
ance was far from perfect. She got
unnecessarily testy when asked
about her lack of experience with
military matters and she distracted
her audience by constantly looking
down at her notes.

More important, the substance
of her answers on Central America

and U.S.-Soviet relations suggested
that she has thoughtlessly adopted
the reflexive “blame-America™
bias that prevails among many
House Democrats.

But, what are we to make of
George Bush?

esides having been a member
of Congress, as Rep. Ferraro’

now is, he has been vice pres-
ident, CIA director, and ambassa-
dor to the United Nations and
China, and yet he utterly lacks
gravitas, the seriousness of spirit
that it takes to lead a great nation.
Instead of a world leader, Mr.
Bush comes across like a Boy Scout,
a cheerleader, or a water boy —
someone who jumps to salute when
someone else commands.
He seemed so unsure of his own
inner strength in the debate that he

MAED

kept hammering at points long
after they had been made. His high-
pitched voice and blurting-out of
strange interjections (“Whine on,
harvest moon!") made him sound
frantic.

His patronizing condescension
toward Rep. Ferraro and constant
fawning praise for President Rea-
gan made Mr. Bush seem, in the
end, pathetic.

And it was also pathetic to see Mr.
Bush, the Brahminic preppy from
Yale, try to be one of the boys with
a Longshoreman's union official on
the day after the debate by joshing,
“We tried to kick a little ass last
night”

Aides to Rep. Ferraro suspect
that Mr. Bush’s remark was noacci-
dent, but the extension of a pattern
begun when Mr. Bush's press secre-
tary called Rep. Ferraro “bitchy”
and Mr. Bush's wife called heran 1
can'tsay it,butitrhymes withnch.”

The Ferraro aides charge that
Mr. Bush either is reacting to Rep.
Ferraro’s being a woman, to her
being an Italian-American,ortoher
being of less lofty socioeconomic
origins than Mr. Bush. “In any
event,’ oneaide said, “the Bushatti-
tudeis ‘How dare sheopposeus?’

Another theory is that Mr. Bush
is indulging in displays of macho to
build up his image for the 1988
Republican presidential race
against Rep. Jack Kemp, a former
professiona!l football quarterback.

Whichever is correct, Mr. Bush
does not come out of all this as
inspiring confidence or demon-
strating the self-confidence it takes
to lead.

In the debate, too, he seemed so
lacking in confidence in his ability
to make points forcefully that he
began attributing false motives to
the Remocrats. :

One example was the allegation
that Walter Mondale somehow had
slurred the Secret Service, the peo-
ple who *'saved the life of the pres-
ident,” when in fact, Mr. Mondale
only said that Mr. Bush pays a lower
tax rate than Mr. Bush's chauffeur,
who is a Secret Service man.

Aneven more Nixonian trick was
Mr. Bush's statement that “for

somebody to suggest, as our two
opponents have, that these men (the
265 servicemen killed in Lebanon)
died in shame, they better not tell
the parents of those Marines.”

Rep. Ferraro responded by giv-
ing Mr. Bush the spanking he
deserved.

*“No one has ever said that those
young men who were killed through
the negligence of this administra-
tion ... died in shame,” she said.
“No one who has a child, a son,
who's 19 or 20, would ever say that
about the loss of anybody else's
child”

Mr. Bush also accused Rep. Fer-
raro of opposing all covert CIA
operations, though in fact she
opposes (mistakenly, I think) only
aid to anti-government guerrillas in
Nicaragua.

These low blows and the rest of
Mr. Bush's performance suggest
that he rattles under pressure.

He couldn’t calmly praise Mr.
Reagan’s record. Instead, he
heaped it on, as in the statement on
Lebanon: "I don’t think you can go
assigning blame. The president, of
course, is the best I've ever seen at
accepting that. He'’s been wonder-
fulaboutitin absolutely everything
that happens.”

And then there was Mr. Bush
talking about the president meet-
ing with Soviet Foreign Minister
Andrei Gromyko: **1 wish
everybody ¢ould have seen that one

. excellent, right on top of that
subject matter and I'll bet Gromyko
went back to the Soviet Union say-
ing, ‘Hey, listen, this president is
calling the shots, we’'d better
move. "’

The conventional wisdom about
Mr. Bush's performance is that it

means nothing important for 1984,

but only for 1988. [ disagree. In the
presidential debate with Walter
Mondale, Mr. Reagan showed signs
of age, intimations of mortality.

Ghoulish though it may be to
think about, the fact is that Mr
Bush has to be looked at as someone
who might be president before
1988.

Since the polls indicate that the
Republicans still are likely to win
the election, Mr. Bush'’s debate per-
formance makes me want to pray
for President Reagan's continued
good health.
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Social
Security
liti
t's nice to have the Democrats
back in the presidential race,
but why do they have to start
their comeback by scaring oid
people over Social Security?

Walter Mondale beat the socks
off President Reagan in their TV
debate by demonstrating personal
strength and forward-looking
vision.

But the very next day, he and
other Democrats reverted to that
tired charge that Mr. Reagan was
going to cut Social Security bene-
fits to balance the budget.

Mr. Reagan promised
unequivocally that he would not cut
benefits for any current recipients,
but this wasn't enough for the
Democrats.

What about future recipients,
they demanded to know? And the
White House, having been burned
before over Social Security, imme-
diately caved under pressure,
issuing a statement that future
benefits would not be cut either.

The Reagan administration
deserved the battering it got over

Social Security inthe 1982 congres-
sional elections, for repealing mini-

mum benefits for those with short .

work histories, trying to eliminate
benefits for orphans and foster
families, and for abruptly
springing on the public a plan to
reduce early-retirement benefits.

Democrats like to
foster the myth that
old people in America

are poor.

But the Democrats know full well
that the president and congres-
sional leaders reached a fair com-
promise in 1983 to keep the Social
Security system solvent, and that
Mr. Reagan did not push for reduc-
tion of benefits to current recipi-
ents.

But now, if federal deficits are
ever going to be brought under con-
trol, some adjustment of middle-
class entitlement programs is
going to have to be made, and Social
Security is going to be affected.

Contrary to assertions by the
Democrats, present old-age recipi-
ents are not going to be cut under
anybody’s proposal, but future
benefits do need to be altered.

If they are not, then cuts will
have to be imposed on so-called
“means-test programs” — which
are aimed at the poor. This has been
done both by President Reagan and
Democrats in Congress during the
past four vears.

|
|
|
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The two sides also collaborated
in keeping middle-class programs
basically intact.

Democrats like to foster the n1yth
that old people in America are poor.
but the fact is that their average
income is equal to that of the rest of
society.

Ider people represent about

13 percent of the population,

but payments to them and
programs for them account for 27
percent of the federal budget. And
because of theiy political clout,
their programs.grow even faster
than inflation.

The fiction also persists that old
people are merely getting out of
Social Security what they put into
it, but the truth is that the average
single worker gets back 2.5 times
his input,and a married couple gets
back even more.

Middle-class entitlements,
including Social Security, Medi-
care, federal retirement, and farm
programs, have been growing far
faster than any part of the federal
budget over the last 20 years.

In 1970, these programs
accounted for a third of all federal
spending. In 1980, they were half,
and Social Security and Medicare
alone accounted for a quarter of the
total.

Food stamps and Aid to Families
with Dependent Children
accounted for about 2.5 percent of
federal spending, yet those poor-
people’s programs bore the brunt of
Reagan-era cuts.

So, what kind of changes should
there be in entitlements? The
Brookings Institution, in its book
Economic Choices 1984, recom-
mends a one-year freeze on cost-of-
living adjustments as long as the
inflation rate is below 5 percent,
and a similar freeze on Medicare -
physicians’ fees.

This would save $15 billion in
1985, and would create a lower base
for determining future benefit lev-
els, saving increasing amounts as
years went on.

As part of the bipartisan 1983
compromise, the full-benefit
retirement level will be gradually
raised from 65 to 67, beginning in
the year 2000.

More money could be saved
either by speeding up the transition
process, or by extending the retire-
mentage to 68 or 69 in years beyond
2000, when life expectancy and the
ability to be productive will be even
greater than they are today.

Medicare can be made cheaper
by making it more like major-
medical private insurance pro-
grams, and by requiring wealthier
patients to pay a greater share of
their own initial medical expenses
than do poor people.

Social Security should never
become a ‘“‘welfare' program
limited to the poor — it would lose
its political support if that hap-
pened — but it should be possible to
make the Social Security tax sys-
tem more progressive than it is now,
and to raise more money with it.

Social Security deserves to be an
issue in the 1984 campaign, with
both parties offering plans torevise
it for the good of the country.
Instead, it has become a political
football, and the public interest is
getting kicked.



WASH.TIMES:
10-11-84

MOR l ON KONDRACKL

Who is the Great Commumcator now?

ogetto the bottomline right

at the top, | thought Walter

Mondale won the pres-

idential debate by a miile,
but he's still got a long way to go to
win the election.

To change the sports image, Mr.
Mondale scored no knockout, to be
sure, but if you count each of the
panelists’ series of questions as a
round, and add the candidates’ clos-
ing statementsas another, I give Mr.
Mondale seven rounds, President
Reagan one, and call onc round a
tie,

The round Mr. Reagan won was
the fourth, during which the pres-
ident said he promised four years
ago to control inflation, increase
employment and foster excellence
in education.

“All 1 said I'd do, 1've done.” he
said. Polls show that whopping
majorities of Americans agree.

My. Reagan tried to use his clos-
ing statement 10 remind people
about his record, his reputation as
a lcader and the good fcelings
Americans have about their coun-
try. But he blew it.

The president seemed unable to
remember his lines, and for the
first time in his presidency he
made people think there might be
something to the “age issue.”

Mr. Mondale, by contrast, was
cloguent, good-humored, trenchant
and forward-looking. He said that
the big issue of the campaign is not
only “"Are you better off?” but “Will
we be better off? Will our children
be better of?”

The round Mr. Reagan won was
the fourth, during which the pres-
ident said he promised four years
ago to control inflation, increase
employment, and foster excellence
in cducation.

Mr. Mondale, was

by contrast,

Morton Kondracke is executive
editor of The New Republic and o
nationally syndicated columnist.

eloquent, good-humored, tren-
chant, and forward-looking. He
said that the big issue of the cam-
paign is not only “Are you better
olf?” but “Will we be better off?
Will our children be better off?”

On every other point, though, |

thought Mr. Mondale won. e
seemed dignified, self-possessed,
and “presidential,” while Mr. Rea-
gan appeared nervous, like an old
warlord who knows he’s lost hig
cdge in combat.

Mr Reagan tried to show that he

was on top of facts and figures, but
appeared ill at case with the data,
as though reciting badly memo-
rized lines from 3-by-$ cards he
wasn't allowed to bring with him.

By contrast, Mr. Mondale
avoided his old probiem of getting
bogged down in facts and missing
over-arching themes.

Mr. Mondale operated Sunday.
nighton the level of values that peo-
ple can understand — for example,
by referring to budget deficits not
as an accountant’s problem, but as
“a fantastic burden of debt we've
loaded on our chitdren”

I give Mr. Mondale
seven rounds,
President Reagan
one, and call one
round a ftie.

1t was Mr. Mondale, not Mr. Rea-
gan, who talked to the country
about the future. Mr. Reagan
seemed mired in the past, repeat-
cedly flogging that dead horse,
“Carter-Mondale,” instead of pre-
senting his own hopes and plans for
the futre,

When Mr Reagan retreated to
the tried-and-true “there you go
again” gambit that worked in the
1980 debate, Mr. Mondale was
ready for him.

Breaking the dcbate ground
ritles, Mr. Mondale turned to speak
directly to Mr. Reagan and
demanded to know if he remem-
hered that he'd promised in 1980
not to cut Medicare — and then pro-
ceeded to do so.

/“\"{Do

Mr. Reagan looked like a guilty
hound, and compounded his prob-
fem by suggesting in his response
that to solve Medicare's continuing
financial problems, he might cut
benefits some more.

Advance advice to Mr. Mondate
was that he not challenge Mr. Rea-
gan on his strong point — “leader:
ship” - but Mr Mondale did so
anyway, and cffectively.

e broke the rules again by
bringing up a forcign-policy topic

~the three bombings of US. Tacili

ties in Lebanon — to show that My
Reagan wasn't on top of his job.

Mr. Reagandidn’t rebut Mr. Mon-
dale’s pointon Lebanon — he hardly
could — but lamely claimed he
belicved in appointing good people
and letting them do their jobs.
That’s not lcadership.

Mr. Mondale showed remarkable
ability toimpose his frame of refer-
ence on the debate, even on the
sticky issues of abortion and reli-
gion.

He made it seem that ahornons
are only performed in cases of rape
and incest. lle made it seem that
politicians would be writing school
prayers and that Jerry Falwell
would appoint Supreme Court jus
tices in a Reagan sccond term.

Mr. Reagan, on the defensive,
retreated into vagueness, which
couldn't satisfy either libertarian
young votersor the religious right.

Polls taken after the debate indi-
cate that the public thought My
Mondale had won, but there's no
sign a majority is about to vote for
him on the basis of one perform-
ance.

My guess, though, is that Mr
Mondale surprised people with his
deftness and strength, and that
they may be prepared to give him a
second listen.

It's vital now that Mr. Mondale
apply the lessons of his successful
debate performance to the cam-
paign.

He's got to talk about values,
growth and the future. Fe stole the
“Olympic spirit” theme from bMr_
Reagan by showing how civit-rights
laws had enhanced opportunitics
for black and women athletes.

The more My, Mondale can
appropriate the Reagan campaipgn’s
optimism and sense of uplift, the
closer this race will become.

Can Mr. Mondale win this thing,
coming from so tar behind? o will
be hard, but then, whoever thought
that he could clobber the Great
Communicator on television?
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'm convinced that politics is an
extension of the schoolyard. If
you don't believe it, look at the
1984 presidential campaign.

Walter Mondale is a preacher’s
son, and every time his family
moved to a new town, he had to
prove he wasn't a sissy.

He fought, he played football, but
still the voters whisper to cach
otherthathe’sa“wimp, andit’'sone
of the major rcasons he's far behind
Ronald Reagan.

President Reagan comes across
as self-possessed, sure enough of
his strength and masculinity that
he doesn't have to prove anything o
anybody.

He's the kid the boys picked first
for baseball, the girls giggled
about, and everybody clected class
president.

The schoolyard is a cruel, unfair
place, where people get judged far
too much on looks and athictic
ability, but it's also where character
gets formed and tested. Some kids
become bullies; others becaome
cowards, goody-goads, cheats, ov
clowns. Others become leaders.

Mr. Reagan is winning this elec-
tion above all because he’s per-
ceived as a leader and Mr. Mondale
isn’t. Polls show that both men and
women believe this, but boys more
so than girls.

LEven in this age of scxual
cquality, leadership is involved
with masculinity, both in politics
and the schoolyard.

What kids and grown-ups expect
of a feader is that he stand up to
bullies and be able to fight for
“what's right!" If he can get bad
boys to back off without a scrap, so
much the better.

Mr. Reagan comes across as
somebody who will “‘stand up™ —
for America, against the Russians
and Qaddafi, and also to Congress
and our allies. Mr. Mondale doesn't

Morton Kondracke is executive
editor of The New Republic and a
nationally svndicated columinist.

Schoolyard view
of the campaign

Mr. Mondale, despite his real-hife
schoolyard experience, comes off
as a kid who can only talk, never
administer a punch in the nose.

That quality just might keep him
and us from getting killed if Mr
Mondale becomes president, but it
also condemns Mr. Mondale to be
seen as forever giving i to some-
body -- the Soviets, the labor
unions, Jesse Jackson, the women’s
movement, homosexuals.

Nominating Geraldine Ferraro,
though attention-getting, may
prove to have been a big politicad
mistake for Mr. Mondale.

Thereisnorcason - ingrown-up
reality —— why a womian can’'t be an
effective national leader, and Rep.
Ferrvaros nomination is a first step
toward a woman being president

The sad reality this vear, how-
cveristhat Rep. Ferrarois not seen
as “tough cnouph™ Tor the job, and
Mr. Mondale is widely believed 1o

have picked her under duress

Another problem for Mre Mon-
dale 1s that he epitomizes the cur-
rent confusion about the roles men
are supposed o play vis-a-vis
woimnen in this society. Mr Reagan,
cven il heis old-fashioned about it
seems confident in s role.

Women also don’t scem sure
about what they want modern men
to be. Brutish macho clearty is out,
but whats in? Alan Alda expresses
one model - that of the sensitive
gentleman who is as willing to he
led by women as to fead.

Harvison Ford (Indiana Jonesyis
an alternative the “lox™ who
leads, protects women from dan-
ger, and also makes their lives
exciting.

Mr Mondale comes across as an
Alda type. T his Tilmed biography
shown at the Democratic National
Convention, M. Mondale was pic-
tured inan apron cooking fish and

taking it his
daughter

Mr. Reagan, in the movie shown
at the Republican convention, was
pictured riding a horse, wiclding a
chain saw, and basking in his wife's
wide-eyed adoration.

As a candidate for president. My
Reagan is better than a Harrison
Ford. who's a bit reckless. Mr Rea-
ganisan aged fox. He knows all the
tricks, but now is courtly toward
wonmen — protechive, sale, reassur-
mg.

If women aren’'t sure what they
want men to be, modern men are
cven more confused, and 1 think
they are angry about the con
flicting messages society is send-
ing. Mr. Mondale is the victim and
Mr. Reagan has become the 1ole
model.

Probably sexappeal and sublimi-
nal symbolism shouldn’t be part of
politics. Ideally, we should decide
rationally who ta clect — on the
basis of the candidates’ records and
policy proposals.

for approval to

To the extent that subconscrous
memoriesof the schoolvard remain
a vital part of politics, however, the
whole Democratic Party is at a dis-
advamtage right now.

It stands for feminism and ilso
“feminine' political virtues — com-
passionand conciliation — ata time
when the country seems o favor
competition and combativeness,
male characteristics that are the
stock-in-trade of the Republicans,

But people and political fashions
change. Thereis a mean and macho
streak inthe GOP — exemplificd by
Jesse Helms — and a strong and
sellf-assured core in the Demo-
cratic Party, excmplified by
Franklin D. Roosevelt and Mario
Cuomao.

1t could happen one of these davs
that the Republicans could nomi-
nate a bully and the Democrats, a
leader. It could also happen that
adults could grow up and out of
their schoolyard mentality. That,
however, [ doubt.
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(Qaddafi and the
Beirut bombing

he scene is the People’s

Hall, Tripoli, Libya. The

te is March 2, 1984. The

casion is the seventh

anniversary of the Libyan rev-
olution.

The speaker is (who else) Col.
Muammar Qaddafi, ruler of Libya
and a linchpin of the world terrorist
network. His words that day, as
broadcast by Radio Tripoli, are
important reading for those who
think the latest bombing of a U.S.
Embassy was ‘‘senseless violence,’

War has been SSs!
declared on the 5%
United States, and
bombings of our
Marine barracks and
embassy buildings are
a part of it.

as a Keagan administration
spokesman put it.

Before getting to his plans for
America, Col. Qaddafi has some
words for his own people, specifi-
cally about popular resistance to

his plans to draft women into the ;

army.

This, he says, is the work of
“reactionary forces in Libya. This
group (the reactionaries) is very
dirty. There is no point in it living
on earthyIt'drinks, it eats, and does
not produce. It is an agent for
America. It constitutes a fifth col-
umn for America and for the Israe-
lis.”

The resistance to military
service for women is the only con-
crete internal trouble that Col. Qad-

~ dafi refers to. but it’s known now

Morton Kondracke is executive
editor of The New Republic and a
nationally syndicated columnist.

T

that there also has been violent
resistance to his rule, which has
been put down ruthlessly.

“It is the task of thg revolution-
ary forces,’” he says, “to settle
accounts with the reactionary
class”” In Libya, this is accom-
plished by public hangings.
Abroad, Col. Qaddafi’s opponents
are assassinated.

Col. Qaddafi makes it clear in
this speech that he is bent on the
destruction of other than Libyan
“reactionaries,” specifically Egyp-
tian President Hosni Mubarak and
President Gaafar Nimeiri of the
Sudan.

“They are the agents of America.
The ones who enter Camp David
and those who welcome Mubarak,
who is head-to-toe sinking in trea-
son. They entered the list of
(Anwar) Sadat, the camp of shame,
which must be liquidated either
individually or in the form of a rev-
olution against their regime,’ Col.
Qaddafi says.

Most of the terrorist leaders of
the world profess to believe 1n
peace; Col. Qaddafi, possibly
because he burns with such intense
fanaticism, comes right out and
says what he's up to. We should lis-
ten closely to him.

In this remarkable speech, he
goes on to talk about Lebanon,
where he says the ‘‘revolutionary
forces” have won a great victory.

‘“The defeat which the
Americans suffered in Lebanon.®
he says, "'is not less than its defeat
in Vietnam. "

“The (battleship)’ New Jersey,
the most powerful vessel in the
world, was used. The Marines, who
can land and occupy any place in
the world — they were dealt a pow-
erful blow by the blowing up of the
U.S. and French headquarters, and
were forced to leave.”

Col. Qaddafi gues on to gloat uver
the imminent abrogation (which
occurred three days later) of the

Lebanese government's May 17,

1983, disengagement agreement

with Israel and looks forward to
more victories.

‘“If we are able — we the
revolutionary forces, the Libyans,
the steadfast Syrians, and the
Palestinian resistance — to over-
throw the May 17 agreement, it
would mean that we have the power
to overthrow the Camp David
agreement,’ by the “liberation” of
Egypt.
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And beyond that, he says, the
transceript suggesting he has put
himself and his audience into a kind
of frenzy, “we must farce America
to fight on 100 fronts all over the
carth. We must force it to fight in
Lebanon, in Chad, in Sudan, and to
fight in El Salvador.

“We must escalate the people's
liberation war in Somalia so that we
mauy force America to fight there,”
and he says the same should happen
in Namibia, Latin America and
south Africa.

“We must wage a people’s war of
liberation which America cannot
face up to and thus make the United
States realize that it is proceeding
along a road harmful to America
itself so that reason will return to
this maniac power.

*[ say this so that Reagan, the
chief, may hear” He is stopped by
applause. *We have defeated him in
LLebanonand we are celebrating our
victory over him. We have forced
him to flee,” he declares, and his
crow.d bursts into chants.

The clear message 1n all this 1s
that war has been declared on the
United States, and bombings of our
Marine barracks and embassy
buildings are a part of it.

We would be foolish to take up
Col. Qaddafi's challenge and com-
mit troops to fronts, but we do have
to rally our allies to help resist the
advance of Col. Qaddafi-style bar-
barianism in the Middle East,
Africa, and Latin America.

If we want to avoid committing
our own soldiers, we are going to
have to spend money, provide mili-
tary assistance, maneuver politi-
cally and use covert action very
skillfully. We haven’t been doing
that up to now.

[ erroneously reported in a
recent column that copies of the
New Testament were included in
packets of materials provided to
delegates of the Republican
National Convention, setting off
allegations in the Jewish commu-
nity that the Republican Party was
bent on the '“Christianizing of
America.”

In fact, GOP officials stopped an
attempt to put the books into the
packets. News stories written about
the attempt, plus other events at the
convention, however, have weak-
ened President Reagan's strength
among Jewish voters, as [ reported.
I regret the error, but stand by the
main points of the column.
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Beirut bombing culpability

f the term “executive responsi-—

bility” means anything at ail
any more, Ronald Reagan is to
blame for letting terrorists
bomb us in Beirut for a third time.

Mr. Reagan, as everyone knows,
is not a detail-man president like
Jimmy Carter was. He's a board-
chairman president who makes
highpolicy and lets others adminis-
ter the details.

But after the American Embassy
in Beirut got car-bombed in April
1983, even a board chairman should
have commanded his underlings to
see to it that U.S. installations were
secure.

After 241 U.S. servicemen were
killed in their sleep at a woefully
insecure barracks last October, any
executive worth his salary would
have made it his business to see that
this never happened again.

Last week's bombing of the new

" embassy makes three, and Pres-

ident Reagan and his people simply
can't toss it off with a shrug or a
joke.

This is one time when Mr. Rea-
gan's ‘Teflon coating has taken a
deep scratch, and his political oppo-
sition, including Walter Mondale
and Democrats in Congress, has
every right to raise the roof and
demand investigations of possible
nonfeasance.

All the criticism that Mr. Carter
sustained for the Iran hostage cri-
sis, Mr. Reagan deserves at least in
triplicate for his Beirut botching.

The Reagan record is worse than
Mr. Carter’s not only because Mr.
Reagan let this happen three times,
but because American vulnerabil-
iy to attack is better understood
than it was in 1979 and because the
Reagan administration has talked
so tough about combating terror-
ism, w'

This June, in one of its periodic~
verbal binges on the subject, the
administration vowed to mobilize
the allies against terrorist nations
and Secretary of State George
Shultz indicated that the United
States might make pre-empiive
strikes at terrorist groups.

n fact, it seems like talk only.
The United States did a little

naval shelling and aerial

strafing after the Marine barracks
bombing, but there has been no fur-
ther punishment.

There is a problem of whom to
hit. The administration acted very
certain that Iran and Syria were
responsible for killing the Marines
— though nothing was ever done to
either country — but now the
administration is acting as though
no one knows anything about the

group claiming credit for the latest
embassy bombing, the Islamic
Jihad.

I find it difficult to recommend
that the United States adopt a policy
of all-out war against the world’s
terrorist network (which would
involve assassinations and bomb-
ings) or even the Israeli policy of
reprisals against any group
claiming credit for terrorist
attacks and against countries that
offer sanctuary to terrorists.

But, if the United States is not
going to retaliate violently, we
ought to stop blustering about how
we might. In Beirut, our bluff has
been called.

What should we do? Well, it
seems too obvious to say, but exper-
ience makes it necessary: security
has got to be improved.

The president and his subordi-
nates are correct in saying that it's
hard to prevent attacks by people
who are willing to give their own
lives in an attack, but we certainly
can make things more difficult for
them.

We protect the White House ade-
quately — or, at least, [ hope we do
— and we can use the same steel
doors, concrete blocks, electronic
sensors and (if necessary) air-to-
ground missiles for U.S. embassies
located in war zones.

The American Embassy in Bei-
rut was hit this time before more
adequate security devices could be
installed, but in the period before
the White House and the U.S. Cap:-
tol got their full complementof bar
riers, cement trucks were used fv
provide protection. No such eftort
was made in Beirut.

If necessary, U.S. embassies
could be constructed underground

— in whole or 1n part — and it could
be made all but impossible to drive
within a certain distance of them.

Second, we need a beef-up of our
human intelligence-gathering —
that is, spy — capability so that we
know what terror groups are up to.

It may be impossible to penetrate
the Islamic Jihad, but it oughtn’t be
impossible to penetrate the Syrian,
Libyan, and Iranian intelligence
services by bribing or otherwise
“turning’’ key officials.

To recruit such spies, our CIA
agents can't operate under thin U.S.
diplomatic cover, as they often do.
They may have to pretend not even
to be American.

If we presently don’t have
enough CIA personnel who are up
to the task, there are wily, daring
undercover people now at work
fighting narcotics trafficking. Why
shouldn’t we get some of them into
the anti-terrorist effort?

And third, the United States
ought to really organize acampaign
of political isolation against coun-
tries which encourage terrorism.

Libyais the obvious prime candi-
date, Col. Muammar Qaddafi
having bragged defiantly in a
recent speech about how the U.S.
Marines had been forced out of
Lebanon by the combined strength
of his country, Iran, Syria, the Pal-
estine Liberation Organization,and
various Lebanese militias.

Col. Qaddafi, whose regime is a
major headquarters for terrorism
and instability in the Middle East,
ought to be cut off from trade and
diplomatic contact with all
civilized countries and ought to be
denounced by them routinely in all
international forums.

It's time, in short, for the Reagan
administration to stop just talking
about terrorism and begin doing
something about it.

%l
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The first
debate of
88 race

he first debate of the 1988

Demacratic primaries has

been held, long-distance.

The subject was religion
and the winner, by a hair, was New
York Gov. Mario Cuomo.

Mr. Cuomo and Sen. Edward Ken-
nedy deserve equal points for
urgency and eloquencein their sep-
arate speeches last week, but |
thought Mr. Cuomo won out in the
category of intellectual sophistica-

. tion.

ulists” — those who believe That
people should “do their own thing”
in the areas of morality and reli-
gion, and those who want govern-
ment to tell people what to do.

Possibly because the 1984 race
seems all but over already, or possi-
bly because everything in this soci-
ety becomes a reality the minute
somebody can conceive of it, it
seems that the 1988 issues are
becoming central already.

This year’s election was sup-

Mr. Kennedy argued thatwposed to be about fairness, arms

“churches can speak out on any sub-
ject, but should attempt 1o “harness
government” behind their views
only on public questions such as
nuclear and economic policy. On
private matters such as abortion, he

said, churches should stick to per-
sonal persuasion.

That seems to me a flawed argu-
ment, since the government
constantly deals with private
behavior, as in the case of laws
against wife-beating and murder.
Churches surely have a right to
influence such policies.

Mr. Cuomo’s case was more com-
pelling — that a public official has
responsibilities to enforce the law
and defend the Constitution thag
transcend his responsibilities as
church member.

There's little doubt that th
Cuomo and Kennedy staffs feel
sense of rivalry about 1988 already]

For some time, some bright theo
rists about practical politics in bothy
parfies — especially Patrick Cadd
ded, for the Democrats and Le¢
Atwater and Bob Teeter for the
Republicans — have been
prophesying that the main focus of
the 1988 presidential contest was|
likely to be on social issues rathert
than ontraditional questions of eco-
nomics or foreign policy.

Instead of being a race between
liberals and conservatives, they've|
said, the 1988 contest might be
between “libertarians” and “pop-

dontrol, Central America, and
taxes. but the subject thats got
everyone's attention is religion.

And even though they started
making religion the hot issue of
1984, the 1984 candidates — Ronald
Reagan and Walter Mondale —
aren’'t nearly as interesting to listen
10 on the subject as the 198X can-
didates, Mr. Kennedy and Mr.
Cuomao.

Rep. Geraldine Ferraro, a long-

- shot for 1988, is on the libertarian

Democrat side of this issue. too. but
she has yet to issue a major theo-
retical statement on the subject..

One reason that the 1988 candi-
dates are so much more interesting
than the 1934 ones is that they are
Catholics and are faced with the
necessity of juggling their obliga-
tions as children of the church with

- their politics.

The 1984 candidates, Mr. Mon-
dale and Mr. Reagan, are ' oth Prot-'
estants. Their religious tradition
allows them to think and say what-
ever they want, independent of any
hierarchy. That's pari of what Prot-
estantism is all about.

Ina way they can't acknowledge,
Mr. Cuomo, Mr. Kennedy, and Mrs.
Ferraro are actually acting like
Protestants, too — saying that they
will follow the teachings of their
church so far, but no farther.

Mrs. Ferraro stated the point
quite simply in the letter she co-
signed for the group “Catholics for
Free Choice” in 1982.

“The Catholic pasition on abor-
tion is not monolithic,” the letter
said. “There can be a range of per-
sonal and political responses to the
issue.”
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Archbishop John J. O’Connor of
New York made it quite clear that
the ~Catholic position” 1s not open
to interpretation because it is what
the church says it is, not what a lay
Catholic may wish it were. ‘

Lay Catholics have been pri-
vately ignoring the hxerarchy on
birth control for years —acting tike
Protestants, while still going to
church. Now Catholic political
leaders, the Democrats anyway, are
going public with their apostasy.

All of the Roman Catholic liber-
tarians have a terrible logical prob-
lem with the abortion issue that
none of them has yet faced, and per-
haps none will be abie to face.

It 1s that the church holds abor-
tion to be the equivalent of murder,
and they as public officials are not
only condoning it, but subsidizing
it. How can they do so? .

The probable truth is that they do
not really believe abortion has the
same moral gravity as murder. Mr.
Cuomo acts as governor in a very
different way about the death pen-
alty than about abortx_on —
speaking against it, vetoing it, and
taking political risks to oppose it.

Fascinating as the 1988 debate
has been so far — more so than th’e

1984 campaign, by miles — there's
something missing. It's time to hear
from the Republicans — Gearge
Bush for the libertarians, Jack

Kemp for the populists.

3
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VIeLAUGHLTYM GRPOUP

T

ost: John Melauehlin

d

Panelists: Fred Rarres, Rcbert Novak, Jdack Germond, Fortcn Kondracke
Rarnes: 1 think RBush won. He was more animatec. Ferraro was o little
brittle. She was a little weak on foreign pelicy, and the fallout is that,
whereas the Reagan campaign could be hemorrhaging, now it's just
bleeding & little bit.

Novak: ...Rush was probablv a marginal winner, hut the effect of the

cdebate is to carrv on to the rext presidential debete., Tt's meaningless
otherwise,

Germond: 1 dor't thirk the debate has arv imnortance at all,...1 think
this thing will be cuickly forgetten....

Fendracke: .. Ferrareo T thought was calm ernd controlled and steedy, and
Rush was rambling and freretic and he overstated points and he accused )
her of saving that the Marines had died in shame in Beirut....l mear, he

was out of control....That was no leadership performance....

VeLaughlin: Who won the Ferraro-Rush debate?

Rarnes, Novak, Germond, McLaughlin: Rush. Kondracke: Ferraro.

On the presidential debate:

Germond: ...There is no guestion that, beginning the morning after the
Louisville debate, talking to people all around the countryv, Fepublican and
Democrat alike, vou were getting strong feedback on the question of the
President’s age. Whether the hesitations end the falterings were the

sign of some kind of fatigue or slippage or his part....7he immediate
impact of this is to make the debate in Kansas City extremely important
arnd to put Reagan under a great deal pressure....

Rarnes: I thought his performance -- the President's -- was a disaster!
Mondele was better than ['ve ever seen him at anv time, anvplace,
anvwhere....

MeTLaughlin: What we see evidenced is a pack mentality at work., David
Rroder, or the dav after the debate ..., said, unlike Nixon (in 1860)...,
Peagan remeined in command of himself and the situation throughout the
evening., The next dav, Rroder reversed himself somewhat. Ve said that
Peagan did verv noorly with a pastiche, a compilation of useless facte in
his conclusion.
Novak: 1 called it 2 Jdebacle form the very heginning, which it was, Tred
Rarnes called it a disaster, which it was. Let me tell vou sorcthing. The
villain in this thing is not David Broder, it's Nevid Stoekmon. ... Stockman
is somebody who is intevested in crvnching Social Security instead of
cutting taxes, and when the President comes ~ut with that pein and deep
root canal economics, he locks bad.

-more-
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MeTL, AUGETIN GROUP (cont.)

N

MeLaughlin: ...How much is the age issue going to cost Eenald Reacsr in
percentage peirts in the November elaction?

2arnes, Yclaughlin: Zero.

Novek: Mavbe one or two voints.
.

R

Kondracke: Four or five points.,

Predictions:
Barres: Walter lMondele will have arother verv streorng performance in the
second debate. But it won't be erough hecause Rerald Peagan will show
up, spesk well, appear a little bit vounger than 73, wipe cut the age
factor and lock up the election.

Novak: Evervbodv on both sides agree the Republicans will keep the
Senate in '84. The worrv is '86, and the Republicans are alreadv trving
to find some good candidates. And, holv Moses, thev have got Charlton
Heston coming up in California to run egainst Sen. Alan Crenston.

Cermond: The Republicans may give up or a seat in Connecticut next time
that wasn't anticipated. Towell Weicker is talking abhout running for
governor of Connecticut. .
Zendracke: As a means of tryving tec get the Sovietiback to the negotiating
table, the Reagar Administration will reverse ccurse on the issue of selling
oil arnd gas drilling equipment to the Soviets,
e T T S . . - - : Tt s oy ¥
VieLaughlin: The Republicans will lose two Senate seats, and the
Republicans will not lose the Senate. Rut there are signs of scme
deterioratior in scme of these races. This hss rothing, however, to do
with the debate in which Rcenald Reagan was invelved.

g44
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MCLAUGHLIN GRCUP

Hiost: John Mclaughlin

Panelists: Pat Ruchanan, Robert Novak, Eleanor Cliff, Yorton Kondracke

Ruchanan: Tf I were Mondale's adviser, I would tell him...be presidential
for once all the way through the debate and don't start talking about kids
eating poison at toxic waste dumps.

Novak: The first thing he has to do is get out of his mind the notion that
somehow this debate is going to turn the election around. It's not....I
think he has to cool off, try to present himself in a positive light and not
expect this debate to de much good for him.

Cliff: ...Mondale has to reach out of the format, challenge the President
with questions. He's got to go into foreign policy, which is Recagan's
biggest weakness, even though the debate is supposed to be only domestic
policy....

Kondracke: I think what Mondale's got to do is to challenge Reagan on the
level of values, not walk him around from interest group to interest group
and say, "What did you do for this one, what did you do to that one?"..

Buchanan: ...What Walter Mondale and the Democrats have got to realize is
that the proklem is not Ronald Reagan, the problem is themselves....

McLaughlin: Who's going to win the debate?

Buchanan: Reagan will win it because Mondale will be carping.

Novak: On the points, Mondale will be given an edge, but in the real
world of politics, Reagan will be the winner.

Cliff: 1 go for Reagan too, but I think his pclls are going to go down
anyway.

‘.Xondracke: I think Mondale is>going to perform very well, and people are
going to see him as a potential president.

peLaughlin: Four Reagans, one Mondale.

On the campaign:

Cliff: It was a terrible campaign week for Ronald Reagan. I this went on
for another three months, maybe Walter VMondale would have a chance....

Novak: You're reallv laboring under the inside the Beltwav mentality
hecause, believe me, it wasn't a bad week in the eves of the ovdinary
voters....

On Vice Precident PZusi’s taxes:

Cliff: I think it's zero (political impact) on Ronald Reagan, like most
everything else in the campaign. On George Fush, it reinforces his image
as an upper-class person, which [ think is a problem for him....

-more-
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White Fouse News Summary Mondayv, Cctober 8, 1984 -- E-10

YViecLAUCHLIN GRGCUP (continued)

Novak: What I think this shows is that George Bush is nice man. He's a
good public servant. And he is a terrible poiitician, because he has
messed up this thing from beginning to end....

Buchanan: I don't think the problem is serious and enduring, but I do
think it was badly handled....

McLaughlin: He's on the horns of a dilemma. On the one hand, he wants
to Insulafe himself from any charge that he's using his public office for
private gains. So he uses a blind trust, over which he has no control.
And on the other hand, he's bcund to a disclosure requirement by reason
of the current culture....What (negative) impact on George Bush?

Zuchanan, McLaughlin: Zero. Novak, ClLff, Xondracke: Little.

Cn Secretary Donovan:

Novak: ...Of course the timing (of the indictment) is political. The other
auestion you have to ask is: What is Ray Donovan doing at the Labor
Department?...I have no idea whether he's guilty or innocent, but there's
no doubt that any prudent politician would have said, 'we've got to get
this guy out of here,' long before the election....

Cliff: There has been so much sleaze on both sides that it cancels itself
out. We mav have to get a visit from the Roto-Rooter man before the
campaign is over.

McLaughlin: Will the Democrats raise this as a sleaze issue...?

Ruchanan: No, the sleaze factor won't be raised because I know that John
Zaccaro was back before a grand jury this week.

Novak: Thev'll raise it but nobody will pay any attention.

Cliff: I think either side raises it at their own peril.

Kondracke: The trial's not till after the election.

On the government shutdown because of no funding resolution: N

Kondracke: ...This was a $20 million campaign ad for Ronald Keagan that
the taxpavers paid for, this shutting dowh the government....

Cliff: ‘What a political show for Reagan. He arm wrestled Tip O'Neill and
he won, and he made a statement that he still is Ronald Keagan and he's

defving the government.

velaughlin: ,..Was this session a plus or minus for Ronald Reagan?

Buchanan, Cliff, Xondracke, McLaughlin: Flus.

-more-
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MeLAUGELIN GRGOGUP (continued)

Predictions:

Buchanan: ...(The Israeli prime minister) is going to be asking for a
tremendous amount of ecoromic aid, and for the first time -- coming up in
the next Congress -- you're going to have a real fight over increased

economic aid tc bail out the Israeli economy, which is just about bankrupt.

Novak: In the closing days in the Senate, Senator Dole undercut the
Republican leadership and some of his clese allies by sabotaging an
adjournment., It has hurt him badly on the race to become majority leader
next vear. Right now, the co-favorites for the majority leadership are
Senator McClure and Senator Lugar.

Cliff: In a domestic equivalent to his trip to China, Reagan will visit the
University of California at Berkeley before this campaign is over. This is
a personal victory for President Reagan. When he was governor out
there, that campus was a hotbed of student unrest. He hardly dare set
foot on it. It's now not only safe, but he is actually a revered figure
there and on other college campuses.

Kondracke: After the debate, if Ronald Reagan maintains his lead, he's
going arcund the country to campaign for realignment -- asking for a
Republican House.

McLaughlin: Shimon Peres will be told by Ronald Reagan that a $16 billion
program over five years will be forthcoming for Israel.

B



hite House News Summary Monday, October 1, 1984 -- B-14

THE MCLAUGELIN GROUP

Moderator: John Mclaughlin., Panel: Morton XKondracke, Pat Buchanan,
S I ISmar L ———
Jack Germond, Robert Novak.

Puchanan: This overproduced extravaganza has wiped Mondale out of the
news for the week. It has further mocted his argument that Reagan can't
meet with the Russians. But the President has paid a price for this,
He's adopted Mondale's tight rhetoric at the U.N., and he's accepted
Mondale's heirarchy of concerns, namely that arms control is the primary
concern and objective of American policy.

Novak: This is verv good for Ronald Reagan. Gromyko and his
colleagues still want Mondale to win the election. .

¥ondracke: Ronald Reagan, looking to a second term, wants to be some
sort of men of peace. 1[I don't know whether the Administration is
organized to pull off any kind of arms control agreement. If The Pussians
can take advantage of our electoral politics season and the stupidity, they
think, of the electorate who will fall for this -- it's a positive thing for

them and for us to have the meetings at all.

Novak: The Soviet Union wants arms control on their terms. They got it
irom Nixon, Carter -- and I don't think -- despite the rhetoric in the
U.N. speech, they're going to get it from Reagan.

Buchanan: I think the Russians want a second detente. They want to
stop "Star Wars." They want the credit, the tracde, the technology. I
think the Administration may be ready to deal.

Q: Is this a plus or minus for Reagan? All but Germond: Plus.

Q: Are we on the start of a Detente 112 All but Buchanan and
McLaughlin: No.

G: 1Is Mondale's new offensive going to work? ' N

Kondracke: Mondale had a good week because Reagan is now moving over
Ty T T . . »
and playing ball on Mondale's turf, which is arms control. And that is a.
mlstake for Mr., Reagan and’ Txe”s gom0~ to pay for itV

Germond: FHis onlv chance with this kind of a message is to keep
repeating it and hope he firms up the Democratic base enough to close the
nolls,

Ruchanan: This (speech at GW) wes probably the best camp‘ngn speech

N

he's given, and that just shows vou how bad his campaign is.
O:  Is Vondale playing the Gromvko meeting right?

Kondracke: He's got himself -- being some sort of an intermediary, some
sort or a neutral in the battle betwoen Gromvko and the President. That's
not what he's supposed to be. He's supposed to be an American; he's
supposed to sav, "I stand with the President until this issue gets
resolved.”

R

-more-
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THE MCLAUGHLIN GROUP
Host: Jeohn McLaughlin
Panel: Robert Novak, Jack Germond, Pat Buchanan, dorton Xondracke
On the Beirut bocmbing:
Buchanan: The U.S. must become a ccuntry vou don't trifle with.

Novak: As long as the U.S. carries on its present Middle East policy,
no embassy or ambassador will be safe.

Germond: I don't think you can properly blame the President for this.

Kondracke: The President is reaponmble for embassy oecumty ultlmatelv
The_Administ¥ation is claiming it does rot know what the Tslamic’ Jihad wa
Mall about A year ago, Weinberger said it was the Syrians. We did
nothing about it. We talked, we bluffed, we encourage these people. We
are plcturer1 througheout Islam as the enemy of the Arab world and the
enemy of Islam. We open ourselves up to this.

Buchanan: The Soviet Union diplomats are not taken hostage. Their
embassies are not invaded, because, if you do, vou pay a terrible price,

Cermond. We spend a lot of money on intelligence. Why don't we ever
know anything?

MeLaughlin:  It's inexcusable after what happened to the Marines.
Reagan's policy is a failed miserable policy in Lebanon.

Q. Will Ronald Reagan take retaliatory action? All: No.
On politics: Is VMondale inching his way back?

Germond: Not that I've noticed. The debate is impertant, but Mondale is
in such dire straits. He does have some coherence in what he says now.

Novak: 1 don't think Mondale has hit bottom vet. The Democratic
candidates are really running for the hills. Mondale is typhoid Maryv.

McLaughlin: Tony Coelho said the Democratic Party is not at fault. It's
the ticket that's at fault. They're cutting Mondale and Ferrarc off.

Kondracke: It's very ironic that these are the guys who nominated

Mondale and now they're ratting out on him. DIebates do tend to equalize
candidates. If Mondale handles himself well, people are not going to think
"ds117of him as thev do. There is a sympathy factor. The Reagan-Bush
campaign in Cealifornia is pulling Segretti-style dirty tricks everv stop
along the way. Theyv've got these little Nazis, called "Fritz-busters.”

Buchanan: I den't think they ought to be shouting down Viondale. I
think Reagan should speak to the subject. We are seeing the
VicGovernization of the Viondale campaign. FHe's becoming whiney and
shrill. Fe says Ronald Reagan is more interested in prevailing in a

nuclear war that preventing one. Nobody believes that about Eeagan.
-more-



White House Mews Summary Mondavy, September 24, 1984 -~ R-1]
THE MCLAUGHLIN GROUP (continued)

Novak: This is the first time we have serious Democratic politicians
saving we could take a bath on November 6th on the House races,

MeLaughlin:  Will there be a realignment in the House in 19847

Buchanan: No. Novak: For the first time, I think it's possible.
Germond: It may be more than 20 seats, Kondracke: No. McLaughlin: No,

Cn Nleese: Is the way now cleared for Meese to become Attorney General?

Kondracke: I would guess it is. There were ethical questions raised
about him. he's cleared. Howard Metzenbaum's job is to oppose the
Reagan Administration in the Senate.

Novak: The opposition to Ed Meese initially had nothing whatsoever to de
with criminal impropriety or any impropriety. They opposed him because of
his views on criminal justice, which were the working man's views and
against the elite's views. There are some people who are saving the
special prosecutor did not actually clear him. Of course he cleared him.

Germond: He did clear him, and Meese is entitled to the clean bill.
Buchanan: There is no reason to oppose Meese, except ideology.
MceLaughlin: Will Edwin Meese become Attorney General?

Buchanan: All Yes but Germond.

Comments on the Ray Shamie primary win in Massachusetts,

Novak: Republicans voted for Richardson, independents and blue-collar
voters went for Shamie.

Germond: These were people attracted to Shamie the way they are attracted
to Ronald Reagan. It is what's happening all over the country.

Buchanan: Shamie represents the future of the Republican Party;
Richardson represents the past.

Kondracke: There are no liberal Republicans left.
Will Shamie win?

Ruchanan: Yes. Novak: Probably not. Germond: Probablyv not.
Xondracke: No. McLaughlin: No.

Predictions: Ruchanan: The bank's next big problem -- Peru.

Novak: Jesse Helms will win if Reagan wins big.

Germord: Carl Levin in Michigan will win.

Kondracke: Mondale is doing his debate preparation this weekend with

Viichael Soveran, President of Columbia University.

MeLaughlin: Mulroney and Reagan will cut deals on cooperation cn acid

rain; eliminating dumping of potatoes and other food crops and fisheries.

In exchange, Mulroney, will come to aid of Reagan in Central America and on

arms negotiations., 24
-more-
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White House News Summary Monday, Septemher 17, 1984 -- R-19

MCLAUGHLIN GROUP

Moderator: John MeLaughlin. Panel: Pat RBuchanan, Jack Germond, Morton
Kondracke, Robert Novak. .

LicLaughlin: Why did Gromyko accept Ronald Reagan's invitation?

Buchanan: Ronald Reagan and the White House are plaving politics.
Gromyko has a strategic objective, I'm speculating. What they want
primarily is an interruption or cancellation of a strategic defense bv the
United States. [ think he's going to try to get a concession on the ASAT
testing.

Novak: I think it's less a matter of substance than Pat does. The
Administration is putting out the line that this shows the Russians know
they can't be intransigent. That's a lot of bunk. I think there are two
reasons (Gromyko decided to come.) One is that thev decided Mondale is
a loser and the second thing is I think they feel that if Reagan wins that
he should win without a totally hard line against the Soviet Union.

Cermond: The White House is demonstrating once again that it can be
totally shameless politically, do the most obvious, crude, stupid things and
get away with it. I don't think it means a thing; perhaps marginally it
softens Reagan's image.

\'A

k)
4

Yondracke: It's clearly political, Why cidn't they invite him a long time
ago? 1 think THe Sovicts have tried to beat up on Reagan; that d1dn't
work. Reagan is way ahead in the pclls and they figure they'll get the
best arrangement they can out of him. I don't think anything is going to
come cut of this.

Novak: If it's a friendly meeting, Reagan wins. If Gromyko says this man
is a warmonger, the people will gather around the President. The
interesting thing, 1 believe, is that this is a very strong effort by George
Shultz and the other people at the State Department who want a soft line
to avoid winning the election without some contact at the upper levels of
the Soviet Union.

Kondracke: It may just be we're going to get some negotiations going in
the second term.

McLaughlin: Gromyko consented to come because he's under pressure from
the Eastern bloc nations who are fed up with the Cold War. Fe said tc¢
Honecker, "I will do the detente business, vou stay home."

PREDICTIONS -- The grcup's electoral! predictions for November election:
Buchanan -- Reagan 511, Mendale 27

Novak -- Reagan 488, liondale 50

Germond -- Reagan 405, Yondale 133

Xonaracke -- Reagan 450, Yondale 88

VieLaughlin -- Reagan 515, Mondale 23

-more-
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MCLAUGHLIN GROUP (continued)

Predictions -- Popular vote percentage:
Ruchanan -- Reagan 57, Mondale 43
Nevak -- Reagan 535, Vondale 45
Cermond -- Reagan 54, VMondale 46
Kondracke -- Reagan 56, Mondale 44
Yelaughlin ~- Reagan 60, Mondale 490

L
-

Barring a calamitous event, can Mondale win?

Buchanan: If T were part of Mondale™s Secret Service detail, I'd take away
his belt and shecelaces at night; barring a calamitous event, he can't win.
Novak: He needs something really uproarious. Germond: I do think it is
possible if there ware a pseudo-dramatic event. There are seven weeks to
go. Xondracke: Yes, but it's very hard. ¥ecLaughlin: No.

e,

hicLaughlin:  Mondale's campaign this week was a political horror show.

rirst, his deficit reduction plan bombed. Secondly, the polls. Third,

Ferraro. And fourth, the Gromyvko visit. Did Mondale get any political
mileage out of his deficit reduction plan.

Germond: We don't know whether his deficit plan bombed or not. There's
nc way of telling until we see how it goes with people and how Reagan
reacts, whether or not Mondale is effective at all in forcing the President
to rebut him on specifics, which he has not been. Secondly, the polls are
devastating for Mondale, but it is essentiallv no change since the
convention.

Novak: You may not know whether it bombed, but I know, and so do
Democratic peliticlans. Sen. Dole is exactly correct, that the Democratic
politicians are running away freom this thing as fast as they can. A guy
like Paul Simon in Illinois wants nothing to do with it. The trouble is a
lot of people like you think the American people want tax increeses.
Believe me, they don't.

Kondracke: A lot of people like Jack and me think the American people
might want to know what the next four vears is going to be like. Here's
Ronald Reagan sitting there with his book closed, not telling us anything.
He's calling for a line item veto? ©Okayv, Mr. President, you've got your
line-item veto, what are you going to veto?

Buchanan: I don't know any Demcecrats running around saving this is a
ferrific plan. The thing is dead and Mondale's saddled with $85B in
taxes.

Novak: T was out with Peagan this last week. He is not doing a good job
0! attacking this plan, in my opinion, hecause he's got all the cautious
menagers saving not to sav anything.

Is the deficit plan a plus or a minus for “ondale?

Puchanan: BRig minus. Novak: Massive minus. Germond: We don't kuow,
Kondracke: Pelitically, it's probably a mirus, but it shouldn't be.
MeLaughlin: Minus.

-raore-
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VICLAUGELIN GRQUP (continued)

MeLaughlin: Who is winning the battle between the Catholic hierarehv and

Geraldine Ferraroc?

Kondracke: I don't think the Cathoclic hierarchy is winning at all because
the Catholic politicians are doing what Catholic lay people have been doing
for yvears. When they want to, they are ignoring what the hierarchy said.

Buchanan: Ferraro is being hurt. What's being peeled away from Ferraro,
Cuomo and Xennedy is the solid, ethnic, socially conservative Catholic
support they've got.

Novak: Ferraro is losing on this issue because she's in the terrible
———— . T . L

positicn of not merely seeming to be pro-choice, but seeming to be
pro-abortion. The only thing that mitigated in her favor was that George
Push had a very bad week cn abortion. He was skating all over the
place.

Germond: The one bit of research that's been done on this issue earlier
when O'Connor and Cuomo got into it showed that overwhelmingly the
voters in New York, including Roman Catholics, supported Cucmo's
position rather than the archbishops'.

Who's winning on the overall religious question?

Buchsanan: Reagan. Novak: Reagan, because it's pinned dewn the South.
Cermond: Reagan. Kondracke: I think it's turning against Reagan.
McLaughlin: I think it's a wash.

PREDICTICNS

Buchanan: I think the Russians are going to pull an October surprise
somewhere. I think there's going to be a challenge before the election.
Novak: In their lovev-dovey withh the Russians mood, the White House isn't
talking about it, but the Russians have eight super-nuclear carricrs under
construction and there's going to be trouble when they break out.
Germond: Some Republican prominents are urging some of the leading
Catholic clergy to back off. I expect them to do that in the next few
weeks. ZKondracke: This weekend is the anniversary of "Camp David.”
Vcndale is going to clobber President Reagan for not having advanced the
peace process in the Middle East. H&lcLaughlin: The prime rate will drop to
11.5% by December 21 and 9.5% by June 30, 1985. Ronald Reagan will
capture the majority of the Jewish vote come November 6.

#i#
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MCLAUGHLIN GROUP

Yoderator: John Mclaughlin. Panel: Pat Buchanan, Eleanor Clift, Jack
Germond, YMorton Xondracke.

¥McLaughlin: Did Ronald Reagan violate the Constitution with his remarks
e
on religicn and government?

Buchanan: There are elements of cynicism and humor in Walter Mondale
talking about the wall of separation between Church and State before a
group cf black pastors, bishops and ministers who are busy turning their
churches into Mondale-Ferraro store fronts. This is an exercise by the
media and by Mondale to keep out of politics the Christian evangelicals and
fundamentalists who have the same rights as the black bishops.

Clift: I don't think he's gone over any line.

Cermond: There's a difference between the use by Democratic politicians of
the black Church structure and the use by right-wing politicians which
have very specific moral goals they're trying to establish,

Kondracke: I don't think there's any constitutional violation, but Ronald
Reagan 1s putting the power of the presidency not behind religion in -
general, not behind Judeo-Christian values, but behind very specific
religious cults which have very specific goals. To get behind a specific
Church'’s specific agenda, I think, is wrong.

How long is this issue going to last?

Buchanan: [t depends on whether Mondale quits. Clift: I agree. 1 think
Feagan is the winner. Germond: Oh, abcut 12 minutes. Kondracke:
Vondale may try to flog it a little while longer. I hope it's over now.
NWicLaughlin: Three days.

YceLaughlin: What's the status of Kondale's campaign?

Clift: Tec overtake a popular incumbent Presicdent who's riding a wave of
patriotism the way Ronald Reagan is, Mondale really has a job cut out for
him and so far, he has not shown he is up to the task. Pecple think he
needs to get back to the "fightin' Fritz" of the primaries, but T don't see
how he does that. Where are the issues? How do you get through the
personal charm?

Germond: Mondale's campaign is in verv bad shape and getting worsec nll
the time., Mondale needs to have something to say; he needs to decide
what his themes are going to be and get off these cxtraneous issues.

Kondracke: It weould be good if all the Democcratic constituency groups
stopped beating up on Mondale and started helping Mondale beat up on
Renaid Reagan. There really are issues; there's the war-and-pace issue,
for example.

Buchanan: I think Moert's got a good point. These people cught not to be
trashing their own guy. Mondale's got - real problem. The country does
not want his liberalism and the country does not want Fritz. What he's
got to do is find a way to tear down Renald Reagan without being
perceived as tearing down the countryv. It's a horriblv tough iob.

-more-
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MCLAUGHLIN GROUP (continued)

Kendracke: Roneald Resgan is coasting along on a lead. We know nothing

Az

about what the second term is going to be like.

McLaughlin: If he decides he's going to put on the table his vision of the
future, then Mondale will put his vision on the table, then we'll compare
thcse visions, Big deal. Bad politics. ERonald Reagan sheuld run on his
record and make NMondale run on his Mondale-Carter record.

Buchanan: I would like to see Reagan, even with his big lead, lay ocut
what he's going to do in a second term just so he can win the kind of
mandate he needs.

How do you call a Bush-Ferraro debate?

Kondracke: 1 don't xnow; she's pretty tough. Buchanan: Bush will beat
her on substance. Clift: T almest think it's in the eye of the beholder.
Germond: Ferraro. #cLaughlin: Rush.

Is the election of Mulroney in Canada an indication of planetarwv
conservatism?

Clift: No. Germond: Mulronev is not a Reagan—-type conservative.
Buchanan: There’s a Western-world gradual repudiation of the ideals of
socialism. ¥ondracke: The pendulum swings all the time. Believe me, the
liberals will be back,

PREDICTIONS

Ruchanan: If there's a perceived whitewash of the financial disclosure
investigation in the House Ethics Committee of Ferraro, there will be
Republican resignations. Clift: No matter what Ronald Reagan says now,
if he's reelected he will be dragged kicking and screaming toward a tax
inerease or he will go down in history as another Herbert Hoover.
Germond: In Tulsa, Oklahoma, the Republicans have nominated Frank
Keating, a former prosecutor, a very strong candidate, against Jim dJones.
(Given the Reagan strength in Tulsa, that is now a no better than even
race for Jones. Kondracke: The Republicans are trying to maneuver
Mondale into choosing between a second debate between Reagan and
Mondale and the Ferraro-Bush debate. If thev succeecd, there may not be
a Ferraro-Bush debate. McLaughlin: Mondale this week will reveal his
budget-cutting package, and it will bomb. The Administration will
successfully ridicule it.

#a4
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Rostow calls body tally
topic of disagreement .

By Heory Trewhitt
Sun Staff Correspondent

NEW YORK — Walt W. Rostow
emerged from obscurity yesterday
to report bitter debate about enemy
strength, but no deliberate falsifica-
tion, in the Vietnam War of the
1960s.

Mr. Rostow, national security ad-
viser to President Lyndon B. John-
son, was the first witness in retired
Army Gen. William C. Westmore-
land’s libel suit against CBS Televi-
sion. He presented a picture of hon-
est men disagreeing, not manipulat-
ing figures in a way that may have
cost American lives.

That in effect is what General
Westmoreland, then the U.S. com-
mander in Vietnam, says CBS ac-
cused him of in a 90-minute 1982
documentary, “The- Uncounted
Enemy: A Vietnam Deception.” He

“has asked for $120 million.

Mr." Rostow, 68, appearing for
Geperal Westmoreland, told of a
vigorous debate during the period

| eritical to the suit, 1967 and early

1968. It was the time leading up to
the Communist Tet offensive’ that

began January 30, 1968. Many histo- -

rians record the offensive as a mili-

tary defeat — but a psychological

victory — for the communists.
Enemy force levels were being

debated between the Central Intelli- .
| gence Agency and military leaders.:
In early 1967, Mr. Rostow said, the
.| CIA was revising upward figures
~} that.put enemy strength overall at
) 280 000.- - ]

General ‘Westmoreland among
others argued with the increases.

_They included, Mr. Rostow testified,

more than 100,000 indigenous South
Vietnamese Special Defense Forces,

including unarmed old men and chil-

dren without weapons.

At least three high-level meetings
were held to resolve the differences.
Finally they were settled in favor of
General Westmoreland’s position in
September, 1967. The irregular units
were omitted from the accounting of
main enemy forces.

It was not until late November,
Mr. Rostow testified, that it became
clear that a massive enemy buildup
was under way. Even then, he said,
there were two methods of account-
ing — Mr. Johnson’s and everyone
else’s. The president, he said, includ-
ed estimates of enemy forces on the
way south — but not yet in South
Vietnam — over the so-called Ho Chi
Minh Trail.

the numbers of enemy counted in the
south by a varniety of mtelhgence
sources.

On the CBS program Genera
Westmoreland said he rejected.the
higher figures, although some of his
senior officers agreed with CIA aga-
lysts. The public and some officials.
he explained, were “not sophisticat-
ed enough” to cope with the.."m~
crease.

- On the documentary, con'esp(m-
dent Mike Wallace concluded -that
there had beeh a deliberate attempt,
“even a conspiracy,” to mislead.
General Westmoreland says *CB3S
manipulated its interviews and pre-
sentation in a way that libeled him...

Mr. Rostow, Who was national se:

) curlty adviser from 1966 until’ 1’969,

has been seen little in public since

" Mr.-Johnson left office in 1969. High-

ly controversial within the academijc
community because of his suppor}-
-for the war, he was unable to return.

-to his teaching post at the Massachu-

setts Institute of Technology. Instead
he was accepted at the University of
Texas, in Mr. Johnson’s bome state
where he still feaches.

During the war years Mr. Rostow
was known as one of the most ardént
spokesmen for the U.S. campalgnin

"Vietnam. He said he made recom-

mendations to the president dbqut
how to handle public-relations xmph-

--cations of the intelligence argumenjg
"but never actually discussed thé re-
: vised estimnates with him. )

" “But I knew him well enough'tg

- know that he would have been farj-
- ous,” Mr. Rostow declared,

“jf:.hé
thought that a political element had

. .been injected into the making of:the

estimate itseif.”

He never doubted, he sald the
goodwill of the partxc:pants on
sides of the debate. LA VT

He refused to be drawn ‘by Dzmﬂ

" E. Boies, the CBS attorney, into"an
tirnafes

assessment of whether the es
were a factor in the course of theTef
offensive. :

In the aftermath, he said, he- bé-
lieved with others that some of the
indigenous enemy, uncounted in the
official estimate, had a material
role in the battle. But now, he said,
additional study had left him *‘nox
sure of that.”

Judge Pierre N. Leval sam‘«re-
peatedly yesterday that he would not
allow the trial to review the entire
internal conflict over Vietnam. But
it was clear that the scope of the evi-
dence, in a trial expected to :last

three maonthe wanld Aneas anees ~t
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L3 ad fur ’Hc:ra-

aress situl ull
guafl swILents, cvervone concerned
ggrees that thelr cumpasgn will cen-

tinue — with at least indirect
;,v.: from the administration.

“There are a iot of ways to skin
that cat mLhum violating the law.”

sun-

115, officiai said of support for N:ua-
rigua 3 anil-government “contras.’
‘xtb. agreed 2 cungressional aide

wite deiped araft the taw tnat halted
the aid. “uapout all we can ieally du
1o cut off the money

Ay Coagress stumbieg toward ad-
journment last week, 1t sheived an
adminisirauion request for more alc
0 the contras. Under the law finally
approved, the administration can re-
turn ¢ iZongress in March and ask it
6 free $14 million 1o back the 10.000
rebels harassing Nicaragua's leftist
government.

s Cungress & now composed. no
une thinke it would change its mind
Walter . Mondale. President Rea-
gans Lemwcralic  ogponent.  Rax
calied the ClA-sponsured program
iiegal meddling in another country.
What concetvably might uniock the
money would be Mr. Reagan's re-
etecuion «nd a0 INCrease in conserva-
tive sireagth in Congress.

Meanwhnile, a U.S. diplomat says,
sume noney is still available irom
the $24 million approved earlier for
s vear. U.S. officiais were report-
edny studying whether the pew legis-

U.S. support for Nicaraguan

jallon Jochei spending 1t

More important have deen the ac-
Lions of otiier governments and soine
srvate organizations — America
officials wili not identify themn -- to
fili the gup The admunistration
upenlty applauds thern, saying that it
will comply with the law but that it
dues not have to change 1S views
about the merits uf backing the rebel
undertaking.

The administrauon sees support
for the contras as a curollary tu sup-
port fur the guvernment of El Sulva-
dor. It has accused Nicaragua, which
1t says is fronting for Cuba and the
Soviet Union. of susiaining leftist
rebels in El Salvador. But 1t has had
far greater success recently in get-
ting money for £l Salvador from
Congress.

Ald legisiation

week provided $128 rnullion m muli-
tary a1d and $195 mtihon 1a ecunom-
ic suppurt fur LIl Salvador. The
amounls are unly slightly less than
the admunistration requested. The
explanation, a congressional aide
said. “can be summed up in one
word. Duarte.”

President Jose Mapcleon Duarte
{ El Salvador. eiected 1o May, has
impressed Congress with efforts 10
reduce human rights violabions and

appruved last

Lo negotiate with insurgents.

The adnmumistration did not ao as
well in Cungress with 15 broader
plan for the economic and democrat-
ic development of Central America

and the Caribbean. Congress put a
cap of $225 miliion on economic de-
velopment for the region, a little
more than half what the adminisira-
tion had requested.

The aid iegisiation also included

all the $500 mullion requesid
supsidized military sales te
Congress reduced uie lWie o) I
quest for Turkey rrom sus«
0 §875 mullion. T
Both countries are strengtnentex
thetr mulitary forces. wmen e .Lq
MINISITALON eNCOUTURS Getl. - "<
their position on the tank of 1. uropel
But relative levets of atd arc prickyy
because of their bhusuhity * a1t
each other
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U.S. telis Israel
‘to act firmly
'Oon economy

j By Henry Trewhitt
1 Washington Bureau of The Sun
WASHINGTON — Israel’s new

leaders, exploring the possibility of a
U.S. rescue of a tottering economy,
were told yesterday to get their own
house in order first. -

President Reagan promised

¢ Prime Minister Shimon Peres and
Foreign Minister Yitzhak Shamir
that the United States would help “in
the best way we can.” But he and
other U.S. officials fecused on eco-
nomic reforrmn and development
measures that Mr. Peres agreed
were necessary.
. One U.S. official suggested that
apart from the need for reform in Is-
rael, Washington is not eager to talk
about specific aid figures before the
plesidential election. “We're stall-
.| {ng,” he said.

In public remarks at the White
House, Mr. Reagan also said the
United States will help negotiate the
withdrawal of Israeli troops from
Lebanon — as Israel wishes — only
if all “the parties concerned” agree.
Recent soundings failed to produce
agreement from Syria.

In a day of intense discussions,
the twg governments agreed to cre-
ate a free trade zone — a long-pend-
ing plan ~ within 30 days. For the
longer termn, they decided to estab-
lish a joint commission to work on
an Israeli economic development
program.

American specialists said the $1.2
billion in ecoromic aid already ap-
proved by Congress for the new bud-
get year will finance necessary steps
in Israel for now. If more is required
and can be used productively, a sen-
ior diplomat said, the administration
will ask Congress for it next year.

In fact, another diplomat said, it
is all but certain that the bill for Is-

rael next year will be more than the
$1.2 billion in economic support and
$1.4 billion in military aid already
approved. But first, he said, reform
of the shattered Israeli economy is
essential, and “the Israelis are find-
ing that painful to contemplate.”

Israel’s Labor-Likud coalition has
been in office three weeks. There
had been hope here that the coalition
could deal ruthlessly with an econo-
my burdened by a 400 percent infla-
tion rate and a foreign debt of $9 bil-
lion. '

Instead, a U.S. specialist report-
ed, “the Israelis came to Washington
without their act in order.” The co-
alition is finding decision-making
difficult, he said, with ministers
jockeying for power as “Peres does
the best he can with it.”

Israeli leaders, another official
said, “hoped to find a magic formula
in Washington.” But the administra-
tion, especially Secretary of State
George P. Shultz, was resolved that
“just throwing money at the problem
would not solve anything,™ the

source said.

Yet Mr. Peres, speaking to re-

. porters at the State Department, io-
. sisted that “on practicaily all issues

we saw eye to eye.” He knew. he
said, “there are some very difficult
measures we have to take. We are
determined to do so.”

The meetings were unusually in-
tense. Mr. Peres and Mr. Shamir
held two working sessions with Mr.
Shultz, conferred and had lunch with
Mr. Reagan, and visited congression-
al leaders and Vice President Bush.
Officials repeatedly reaffirmed
what Mr. Reagan called “our funda-
mental commitment to Israel’s na-
tional security.”

But Mr. Reagan also pointedly af-
firmed his Mideast initiative of two
years ago, in which he proposed as-
sociation between Jordan and dis-
puted territory now held by Israel
The previous Israeli government re-
jected that approach.

Mr. Peres said the new govern-
ment is divided on the gquestion but
will make a decision when that be-
comes necessary. Asked if Mr. Rea-
gan made future U.S. support contin-
gent upon Israeli concessions on
such broader issues, Mr. Peres an-
swered with a firm no.

Was he sensitive, a questioner
asked, to the point that U.S. aid now
totals more than $1,000 a year for
every Israeli? “We are aware of it,”
Mr. Peres said. “We are thankful.”

But he went on to say that Israel
used American aid for a secure stra-
tegic position. not for its standard of
living. The money, he suggested, was
a good security investment for the
United States.

s
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[“President Duarte’s offer to
meet(\with the guerrilla military
leaders ts_a major forward step in
the process of national reconcilia-
tion based o‘n democratic elections
and a clear advance in the search
for peace in Central America. We
applaud this speech and these ac-
tions and fully support them,” the
“U.S. Embassy said in a statement
read over the tele~tane by a
spokesman.

{In Washington, State\ Depart-
ment spokésman Joe Rehp said
Duarte's offer “is a clear advance in
the search for peace in Central
America.”]

La Palma is on a main hxghway on

the edge of the guerrilla zone. It is .
village of artisans known for their ',

pottery, and is one of the few places
in the country where a wvisitor can
drive from government to guerrilla
territory and back without encoun-
tering difficulties,

The date set for the meeting is the
fifth anniversary of the overthrow of
a right-wing junta by a group of re-
form-minded junior officers.

It is also the deadline set by the
Contadora group—Mexico, Panama,
Colombia and Venezuela—for re-
sponses from the five Central Amer-
ican nations to the text the group has
proposed as the basis for a regional
peace. The four-nation group, which
first met on Panama’s Contadora
[sland, has been trying to negotiate a
Central American peace agreement
for 2% years.

In his speech, Duarte announced
that El Salvador would seek changes
in the text “for the verification and
control of everything that has been
agreed to.” He explained to report-
ers later that the text does not pro-
vide El Salvador with assurances
against destabilization, ,

“We fear,” he said, “that we will
be left helpless against support for
the guerrillas from other countries,
including Nicaragua,” unless broad-
er guarantees are provided. Duarte
proposed that the next step be di-
rect negotiations among the five
Central American countries—
Nicaragua, Costa Rica, Guatemala,
Honduras and El Saivader—*to try
to correct all these difficulties of
the Contadora act.”

The initial reaction to Duarte’s
offer from Nicaraguan sources was
that his announcement was intended

LATIN AMERICA & THE CARIBBEAN

Y

\

armed forces that cooperate with

to distract attention from ‘El Sal-
vador’s reservations about the Con-
tadora plan, and to drive a wedge
between Salvadoran guerrilla leaders
and their civilian allies. Nicaragua
supports the Contadora proposal.

For Duarte, it was a reversal of
the stand he had held since taking
office june 1, when he said no dia-
logue with rebel representatives
could be undertaken until a “climate
of security” has been established in
the country. This was interpreted to
mean the securing of his own author-
ity against threats from far right pol-
iticians and death squads allied Wlth
them.

Before his election, Duarte had
spoken of dialogue to end the civil
war but had warned that talks were
not possible with the civilian oppo-
sition leaders until they establisbed
control over the guerrilla armies.
He had never before suggested di-
rect talks with the rebel military
commanders of the five armies in
the Farabundo Marti National Lib-
eration Front. While the rebels
have charged that Duarte cannot
get rid of the groups within 'the

the death squads, the president has
said that the leftist politicians can-
not control the guerrillas, -
The left—both civilian and -mil-
1tary-repeatedly has proposed a
dlalogue, and has criticized Duarte
for reneging on his earlier promise
of one. But the rebels have rejected
government insistence that the
agenda be limited to the terms un-
der which-they could participi © 'n
legislative elections next Marc_
Today’s statement by Duarte left
the content of the talks wide open.
He announced that in due course I
shall propose to our legislative as-
sembly {a] general amnesty for po-
litical crimes.” There have been
four other amnesties in El Salvador
since the 1979 coup. In the most
recent, last year, several hundred
political prisoners were released,
but few guerrillas turned in their
arms. It was not known if the am-
nesty proposed today would be’ dif-
ferent from the previous ones.,

N
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Salvador
rebels get
talks bid

Duarte invites
guerrillas to parley

By Henry Trewhitt
Washington Bureau of The Sun

WASHINGTON — To the "ap-
plause of the U.S. administration,
President Jose Napoleon Duarte of
El Salvador proposed yesterday a
meeting with guerrilla opponents to
discuss ‘“their mcorporatlon in the
process of democracy” as a step to-
ward new elections.

Mr. Duarte’s remarks to the Unit-
ed Nations General Assembly ap-
peared to be his most conciliatory
since he became president in May.
He attached no political conditions,
omitting a familiar one excluding
rebels from a political role in ad-
vance of elections.

In Washington, officials wel-
comed what one called a significant
step in Mr. Duarte’s effort to stabi-
lize El Salvador. At the United Na-
tions, Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, the U.S.
ambassador, applauded. Represent-
atives of Nicaragua, which the Unit-
ed States says sustains the Salvado-
ran revolution, did not.

Mr. .Duarte, comritted against
extremes of both left and right,
made his offer in dramatic fashion.
He proposed a meeting with leaders
of the Farabundi Marti National
Liberation Front (FMLN), umbrella
organization for five guerrilla

groups, at 10 a.m. Monday in La ’

Palma, a town near the Honduran
border.

He would go without arms and
without security, he said, just as the
rebels must appear unarmed, to dis-
cuss “their incorporation in our
democracy.” He was offering “the
safety and security of a political
place in a pluralistic, democratic,
constitutional system,” he promised.

By going unprotected, he said, he
was “placing my life as a guarantee
to have this meeting attain peace.”
Representatives of the Salvadoran

CONTINUED NEXT PAGE
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Catholic Church, the international
press and “the population” would be
invited.

Previous efforts to bring together
the insurgents and the government
have bogged down mainly on a criti-
cal point: the rebel insistence on a
share of power froin the beginning,
and the gevernment’s refusal — with
U.S. backing — to grant it unless

- gained through elections. :

Mr. Duarte simply did not ad-
dress the point. The assumption by
U.S. officials was that negotiations
about that would he difficult, and
perhaps impossible, but that Mr.
Duarte’s position bad opened up a
aew area for discussion.

Indeed, Mr. Duarie seemed to im-
ply that the proposed meeting might
cover more than just the terms for
future voting. The goal, he said at
one point, would be to bring the in-
surgents “into the process of democ-
racy, and the preparation of an at-
mosphere of freedom so that we
may have another popular election.”

In a formal response later, the
State Department called Mr.
Duarte’s offer a “major step” and a
“clear advance in the search for
peace in Central America.” But it
noted that he had also endorsed the
21 proposals of four mediating Latin
American countries — the so-called
Contadora group — for regional
peace, alopg with guarantees of
compliance with commitments.

In sum, a State Department offi-
cial said, the specific new element in
Mr. Duarte’s offer was that of a time
and place for a meeting, with elec-
tions as 3 goal. There was no indica-
tion, another emphasized, that the
guerrillas — confronted by a strong-
er, democratic government — would
be “allowed to shoot their way to
power.”

The strategic situation in El Sal-
vador has chanaged in recent months.

Mr. Duarte, who has strong dem-
ocratic credentials, was elected
president last May over Roberto
D’Aubuisson, a right-wing candidate.
Political killings by the right have
declined, and the army’s perform-
ance is widely regarded as having
improved, both on the battlefield and
in its treatment of noncombatants.

Mr. Duarte said he was address-
ing his offer o the guerrillas of the
FMLN because “they alone have the
real power to negoiiaie peace.” But
he also paintad out ai a news confer-
ence that the government will de-
bate a leader of ihe Democratic
Revolutionary Front, the political
arm of the insurgents, Friday in Los
Angeles. :

While some revolutionary leaders
hinted they would react favorably to
a formal invitation from Mr. Duarte,
their group response o the political
offensive is uncertain — as is the re-
action of Salvador’'s powerful right-
wing leaders. Referring to the left,
Mr. Duarte said, “I am ready. ...
But I cannot guarantee what the oth-
er side will do.”

There has been speculation for
years that Salvadoran revoiutiosary
leaders of widely differing views
would fragment in the face of a gen-

uinely conciliatory government
offer.
U.S. administration officials,

determined to biock communism in
Central America, have said they are
encouraged by Mr. Duarte’s demeon-
strable progress. For its part, the ad-
ministration is assured of most of
the military aid it has requested
from Congress for El Salvador.
There . is still some prospect that
Congress, despite House reluctance,
will permit the administration to
continue covert support for anti-gov-
ernment guerrillas in Nicaragua.
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'We bope for a form of commumica-
¢ that is private and formal,” he
\ “‘As soon as we have it, we will be
e to consider it.” H
\ . Samayos spoke in an interview,
! ch was also attepded by Mario
i ancther commission member.
| said their statements were a
reply to Mr. Duarte’s offer.
eatire insurgent leadership will
an official response in few days,

9Ty

¢ Offer of Talks
officials said it was the
Mr. Duarte had specified a
place for talks. The rebels
sajd that they are willing to
diaiogue without candi-

said in a speech before
ted/Nations that he was willing
with rebe] representatives next
in La Palma, a town pear the
border, 45 miles north of San
. La Palma has often been oc-
insurgent forces. 3

yoa said the rebels woul
to agree to a cease-fireasa
talks, He added that pe-
d focus on *“‘peace and

2
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'S ﬁﬂm’ appears to mark a

the policy be has followed
being elected President four
amonths ago. While campaigning, he
Axomised to pursue talks to end the
five-year-old civil war.

1

/ # But since taking office, be has ap-

/

‘FORMAL INVITATION /

Rebel Leaders in Mexico C}J
Say They Would Be Willing
to Confer With Duarté

LR

By JAMES LeMOYNE
Spacial to The New York Tiphes

MEXICO CITY, Oct. 8 —Salvadoran

insurgent leaders said here today that

they had been “completely surprised”
President josé Napoleén Duarte’s
tfer to meet with ther. They said they
were “open and attentive” to the pros-
pect of 2 meeting if Mr. Duarte tor-
mally invited ther?'to El Salvador.
“We are awaiting deeds in the com-
ing hours,” said;Salvador Samayoca, a
member of the political-diplomatic
commission of the Farabundo Martd
National Liberation Front. “If he sends
us & comununiqué or an emissary, our
position v/duld be undoubtedly posi-
tve.”
- —Mrd Samayca said the murg?%s
would net ‘“‘accept a speech as an offi-
Gal p?(:posal.”

22

to back away from that posi-
, saying that be would first work to
te political conditions making
; possible.
i He did, however, support a prisoner
{ixc.hange and also agreed to send an
: dide to debate rebe] leaders in Los An-
'rla in N vember.
tn: Duarte Sought Army Support
+3.Rebel leaders have dismissed such
as inadequate. In a news con-
ce here on Friday, Rubén Zamo-
&, a leading spokesman, accused Mr.
Auarte of *‘playing with negotiations.”
#He said two specific proposals by the
rebels had yielded no reply.
2 According to Salvadoran Govern-
sment officials, Mr. Duarte has tried t0
“gain the support of the army before

Death squads thought to be associ-
ated with the security forces have often
threatened to kill those favoring negoti-
ations. When President Alvaro Magafia

talks last year, the death
squads reacted with a string of highly
publicized murders.

It is not clear why Mr. Duarte be-
lieves that pegotiations are nGw possi-
ble. But his thinking may have been in-
fluenced by deveiopments in the so-
called Contadora peace process aimed
at bringing about a settiement in Cen-
tral America.

CONTINUED NEXT PAGE
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By Henry Trewhitt -
Washmgton Burwu of The Sun .

- WASHINGTON. —-'After careful
exploration, the administration has
made a decision about renewed Mid-
east mediation: Not now, maybe
{ later. -

- The judgment, an mformed offi-
cial said yesterday, is that everyone
concerned with- Israeli withdrawal
from Lebanon — the first objective
— has fixed a price too high. And the

4| United States, its influence dimin-

ished, is in'no position to force com-
promise.

_That does not mean the United
States has.been dealt out of the Mid-
dle East, the official said; far from

ers in the region still look to the
United States for decisive diploma-
cy. But it does mean that the situa-
- tion is not “ripe,”
real arm-twisting.” .

While Richard W. Murphy, the as-
sxstant secretary of state for the re-
gmn was i the Mideast investigat-
ing the September 21 bombmg of the
tl.S. Embassy annex in Beirut, he

had another mission as weil.

- - It was to evaluate the growing

- . signals that the area would be récep-

tive 'to U.S. mediation only six
" months - after U.S. peacekeeping
troops. were driv'n, in effect, ‘from
Lebanon. The signals were even
'coming from the Lebanese govern-
ment, which' had accommodated to-
Syrian influence after American

from Syria itself.

Mf. Murphy. visited Lebanon,
Syna, Israel, Egypt and Jordan. In
days of greater hope, that would

' have been called shuttle diplomacy

for mediation. In this case the billing
was more modest. Mr. Murphy, the
administration said, was merely as-
sessing the possibilities and “putting
out ideas.” He did not carry a peace
plan or even more limited proposals,
officials declared firmly.

It was clear, however, that an

| .idea for one government is a plan to

another: Mr. Murphy indeed was
trying out in one place the ideas he
heard in another. The upshot, a U.S.
diplomat remarked, was that the
gaps are too wide for early progress,
at least before the U.S. elecuon No-
» yember 6. -

it- In fact, he emphasized, it is once-
- again clear that the principal play- -

as he put it, “for-

- withdrawal, as. well as, tentatively, -

Mideast not ‘ripe’
for U.S. mediation

ment agrees on the
the Israehs will not

objectlve But
ave in the ab--

aV‘

sence of a security system in south- -

_ern Lebanon that prevents a revival
“of terrorism in northern Israel.
Israel has quietly abandoned its
position — as has the United States
~— that the Syriang-must. withdraw
concurrently. Concurrent withdraw-

al was the goal when U.S. troops -

were committed to Lebanon last
year as part of a multinational
force, only to lose 255 men to terror-

ists. Now, U.S. diplemats say, a con- -

ciliatory gesture on  Syria’s part
would ease Israeli withdrawal.

But Syria has not made it. Presi- - -

dent Hafez el Assad will not give -

even.tacit approval for a minimum,

-residual Israeli presence for mtelh-

¥

gence gathering in Lebanon.

* “He may know that the Israelis’
" would reenter Lebanon if sufficient-

ly provoked,” an.administration offi~

cial said, “but he will not acknowl- -
edge to the slightest degree their

righttodoso.” . -.

Until 'that, problem is resolved -

there is little hope for reengaging

the Mideast in long-term, chronic is- .

stes such as the future of Palestini-

ans under Israeli control and a.
broader Mideast peace. That be-
" came clear to Mr. Murphy in Jordan. ~
. King Hussein, still dependent on -
the United States, nonetheless has .

said that early peacemaking is im-

possible because the United States -

knuckles under to Israel. ¥Yet he now

- has restored relations with Egypt,
the only, Arab couniry to make for-

mal peace with Israel.

- U.S. exploration will contmue{\ .

methodically. There will be talks -

here next week with Israeli Prime:
" Minister Shimon Peres.

But the discussions are expected
to be devoted equally to econormnic
reforms necessary for Israel to justi-
fy expanded U.S. aid. But nothing
conclusive is expected, U.S. officials
say, on either security arrangements
or aid.

“The Americans are not ready to
stick their necks out,” said a diplo-
mat familiar with Israeli thinking.
“They feel that since all this is going
to be a long haui, why start it before
the elections?”

In New York, where he is attend-
ing the U.N. General Assembly
meeting, Lebanese Prime Minister
Rashid Karami said yesterday that
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Serious diplomacy, even mdzrect
diplomacy, toward a broad Mideast
- settlement will not begin, everyone
agrees, until the Israells — bogged
down after two years in Lebanon -

~ra nant

her had asked for a meeting with
President Reagan, “because we
want America t0 play a constructive
role in our cause in Lebanon.”™ B
But a White House spokesman.
said there were no plans fpr such a. -
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U.S. may join Cambodia conference

By Heary Trewhitt
Washington Bureau of The Sun

WASHINGTON — The adminis-
tration announced yesterday that if
it were invited by Southeast Asian
countries it would attend a confer-
ence including regional and global
- powers to seek a settlement in Cam-
bodia.

In effect, the carefully drawn
State Department language respond-
ed to Vietnam's tentative offers to
negotiate a withdrawal of its troops
from Cambodia. In the long runm, a
U.S. diplomat said, current maneu-
vering could open a new chapter in
Southeast Asian politics, including
the U.S. role. :

The negotiating framework en-
dorsed yesterday would be a throw-
back to 1954, when outside powers
— including the United States, Brit-
ain, France, China and the Soviet
Union — stumbled into temporary
partition of Vietnam. How widely
acceptable the new framework
might be is not clear.

It is a long way, an American of-

ficial cautioned, from the present
state of play to negotiations or even
to agreement on the makeup of a
conference. Another suggested that
for the moment everyone involved,

-especially Vietnam and the United

States, is seeking a propaganda ad-
vantage, or avoiding a disadvantage.

Vietnamese Foreign Minister
Nguyen Co Thach, who was in Tokyo
yesterday while en route to the U.N.
General Assembly in New York, re-
stated his government’s interest in
negotiations concerning Cambeodia.

“If one is serious, one must sit
down and negotiate quietly,” he said.
Asked whether the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN),
closely associated with the United
States, would talk without making
Vietnamese withdrawal a precondi-
tion, he replied: *‘I hope so.”

Alan Romberg, a State Depart-
ment spokesman, said Vietnamese
readiness to negotiate a political set-

" tlement in Cambodia, based on troop

withdrawal and free elections,
“would be a welcome development.”
He noted that Mr. Thach is sched-

uled to meet the foreign ministers of
Indonesia and Malaysia — members
of ASEAN — in New York and said
the United States would be interest-
ed in ‘‘the results of those discus-
sions.” .

The current interplay is closely
related to Vietnam'’s recent history,
including relations with the United
States. Communist North Vietnam
overwhelmed the U.S.-supported
forces of the south in 1975, two years
after the withdrawal of the last
American combat troops.

In 1977, the United States and
Vietnam came close to reconcilia-
tion. But negotiations broke down
over Vietnam's insistence on war
reparations from America. A year
later, Vietnam invaded Cambodia.
crushing one Communist govern-
ment, the brutal, Chinese-backed
Khmer Rouge, and replacing it with
another.

Ever since, the United States has
made Vietnamese withdrawal, afong
witk, accounting for U.S. military
men still missing in Vietnam, a cun-
dition for improved relations.
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Soviets may want better ties, U.S. envoy says

By Henry Trewhitt
Washington Bureau of The Sun

WASHINGTON — Soviet leaders
may be interested in tenéwed ex-
changes with Washington dfter the
U.S. presidential election, the U.S.
ambassador to Moscow satd yester-
day, but it still is unclear whether
they are sufficiently united to act.
~ Ambassdador Arthur A. Hartman
was cautioug about potential results
from the visit of Soviet IPoreign Min-
ister Andrei A. Gromyko to New
York and Washington last weck. The
exchanges were “useful to clarify

American views and provide a sense
of American policy,” he sald. “But
we wqn't know until after the elec-
tion.”

Heé judged Konstantin U. Cher-

nenko, the Soviet leader chosen after

the death of Yuri V. Andropov earli-
er this year, to be an interim figure.
Even many Soviets, he said, “would
admit that Chernenko does dot hdve
the full backing of the apparatns.”
Mr. Gromyko, the most enduring
figure in the Soviet leadership, was
releniless in his public criticism of
U.S. foreign policy. In meetings with
President Reagan and Secrelary of
State George P. Shultz, he was said
to have been tough but non-polemi-
cal. Even after 40-odd years of deal-
ing with Americans, Mr. Hartman
said, he “still seems capable of mis-
conceptions aboul us and about the
outside world.” .
Mr. Reagan argued publicly and,
officials sald, privately for renewasl
of wide-ranging exchanges, includ-
ing arms control negotiations, be-
{ween Mdecow and Washington. Mr.
Gromyko insisted on U.S. conces-
siong in advance, “deeds, not words,”
ay ha put it. o , ,
_But Mr. Hartman 8aid he was
more interested in the tone of Tass,
the Soviet news agency, after the ex-
change$ than in the earlier polemics.

i

Tass calmly reported agreement to
keep talking in language close to
that of Mr. Shuliz, Mr. Hartman
nnted,

The ambassador, at a luncheon
meeling with reporters, was impa-
tient with those who attributed frigid
U.S.-Soviet relations of the past 3'4
years o Mr. Reagan’s anti-Soviet ai-
titude. That period, he noled, cov-
ered the illness and death of two
Soviet leaders and now the uneertain
leadership of Mr. Chernenko.

With an anthoritarian state, he
said, “you need a strong leader if
you are to accomplish anything” in
negotiations. He freely remarked,
"We don't know,” to several ques-
tions about where the leadership
goes next,

He cited three examples of recent
confusion among present leaders.
One was the unexplained ouster of
Marshal Nikolai Ogarkov as chiel of
staff, who was removed while some
of his supporters were away from
Moscow, _

The two others he listed were
what are regarded widely in the
west as public relations {iascos re-
lated to arms control. One was Lhe
Soviet Union's walkout late last year
from negotiations over intermedi-
ate-range nuclear weapong in Bu-
rope. The other was its more recent

abandonment of its own olfer ta ne-
gotiate space weaponry after the
United States ingisled on bringing np
other issues.

A senior U.S. diplomat suggested
yesterday that Soviet foreign policy
may remain erealic until new lead
ership emergek. That does nol mean
there will be no negotiations, he said,
but it adds uncertaintly to the out-

Aok,

It is apparent, he said, that some
Soviel officials would like Lo see &
“non-feet first transition” dext time,
in other words an orderly one not
necessarily based on death, But il is
clear, in the US. judgmeént, that
Moscow's power brokers have been
unabie to agree on a suceessor,

In keeping with public specula-
tion, the privale U.S. assessment is
that the main rivals are Mikhail 8
Gorbachev, 53, and Grigori V.
Romanov, 61. Success for Mr. Gor-
bachev wonld be zeen here as a step
toward  decentralization,  mare
power {o managers, and a pragmatic
foreign policy in the pattern started
by Mr. Andropav.

Victory for Mr. Tlomanov would
be regarded as a victory for the cen-
tral party bureaucracy and prohably
herald a mare polemical foreign
policy.
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By Henry Trewhitt
Washington Bureau of The Sun
©  WASHINGTON — Substantial

changes in a draft treaty for Central
America and delay in Nicarzgua’s
elections are necessary, the adminis-
tration said yesterday, if current ne-

the region.
In fact, a senior official reported,
i Nicaragua’s leftist government is
the only one to support the draft as it
now stands. Even its drafters — ex-
cept possibly Mexico — were said to
agree that further revisions are re-
: The treaty draft completed last
- - moath, the second produced by the
*; so-called Contadora group, is crafted’
; to regulate arms levels, reduce for-
" eign meddling, promote democracy,
and encourage peaceful exchanges
throughout Central America. It grew

.out of concern, with the United
States among those most concerned,
about the rise of the Sandinista gov-
ernment of Nicaragua and the leftist
insurgency in El Salvador.

The United . States regards the
document drafted by the Contadora
group — Mexico, Colombia, Vene-
zuela and Panama - as what one
official called “a good next step” to-
ward a solotion. But it is short on
specifics, such as ways to enforce
compliance, he said.

Senior State Department officials
conceded that Nicaragua had seized
the propaganda initiative by endors-
ing the draft in its present form. One
called it a “propaganda ploy” to di-
vert attention from the Nicaraguan

2tions.

Under terms now fizxed for the
voting, U.S. officials say, it can only

gotiations are to bring stability to

U.S. wants alterations
in draft Latin treaty

confirm the Sandinistas in power.

Unless it is postponed, they argue,

the Sandinistas will argue that they

* have held “free and fair” elections

 and be doubly reluctant to accept
democratic reforms.

(The Associated Press reported
from Managua yesterday that the
Sandinista government and the lead-

- ing political opposition have agreed
to postpone the elections.
' (The AP, quoting an opposition
source who asked not to be identi-
fied, said the agreement was
reached in Rio de Janeiro, where
Sandinista  political  coordinator
Bayardo Arce met yesterday with
opposition leader Arturo Cruz. He
said the meeting was arranged
through the Socialist International, a
worldwide organization of Socialist
parties and affiliates meeting in
Brazil. ,
(No new date was set for the elec-
tions, the source said.
‘ (Meanwhile, Nicaragua’s head of
state, Daniel Ortega Saavedra, said
in an interview with The New York
Times that the Sandinistas were un-
willing to accept any modifications
in the treaty. “Any modifications
that might be submitted would only
destroy the document,” he said.
(‘There is no time for meodifica-
tions, no time for further discus-
sions,” Mr. Ortega added. “The only
thing left right now is to make a de-
cision whether, in fact, we are for
i peace, or if we support a continua-
tion of a policy of war.”)
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The aaminislrauon weut puvuc
yesterday with 1t3 reservations
about the Contadora draft in an ef-
fort to counter an umpression that
the Sandinistas are committed to
arms coatrol and democracy. A sen-
ior State Department official listed
three areas of concern:

O A “lack of simultaneity.” What
that meant, he said, was that the
United States would have to limit or
end activity in the area immediately
while leaving arms limitations in
Nicaragua for later negotiations.

O Lack of “precise detail about
verification” of compliance. The
draft authorizes appointment of five
“verifiers” by the Contadora govern-
ments, but makes no provision for
staff, for operating funds, or for en-
forcement.

0 Vagueness about democratiza-
tion. The weak language included at
Sandinista insistence, one official
said, could amount to nothing more
than ratification of the Nicaraguan
political system.

Al the governments concerned
except Nicaragua — that is, the Con-
tadora governments as well as those
of El Salvador, Honduras, Guatema-
la and Costa Rica — have differing
views about the treaty, admimstra-
tion spokesmen reported All nine
are scheduled to meet in Pamama
October 16, the day after a deadline
for formal commentary on the lan-
guage, to sort out the treaty’s status.

The U.S. role in the process is
that of the great power exercising
influence on the sidelines. Nicaragua
has demanded that the United States

sign the document along with the
countries of the region. U.S. officials
say they of course would not accept
worldwide restrictions of the sort to
be applied to the region. But in fact,
one said yesterday, “We've pot de-

. cided exactly what our formal role

will be.”

' By inviting comment, he added,

i

the Contadora group indicated that
its members did not judge their cur-
rent draft to be a final one. They
have not been specific on that point,
however, and Mexico more than oth-
ers has promoted the draft. Several
countries in the regiom — including

El Salvador — have issued contra-
* dictory statements about the draft’s
degree of acceptability.

“Some of the deficiencies are sub-
stantial,” an administration official
said yesterday.
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Gromyko talks, .
weren't flashy,
but unpoxtant

ANALYSIS @W‘/é’ / U/

By Henry Trewhitt
Washington Bureau of The Sun

WASHINGTON — Those watch-
ing the US.-Soviet exchanges last
week for concessions toward detente
were disappointed and unrealistic.
What they saw is what they got, but
it was no small thing.

What they got was political reen-
gagement of the great powers after
almost four years of long-distance
snarling. President Reagan and An-
drei A. Gromyko, the Soviet foreign

| minister, agreed to keep talking.

Of course, there have been many
exchanges in recent years, and some
are still under way. But they are
minor by comparison with the hoop-
la surrounding Mr. Gromyko and
Mr. Reagan during their week in
New York and Washington.

Both addressed the United Na-
tions, with Mr. Reagan in the role of
near-supplicant for peace. The presi-
dent’s tone seemed to compiete a
transition away from the days when
he denounced the Soviet Union as an
“evil empire” destined for “the ash
heap of history.”

Mr. Gromyko was the hard-liner,
blaming the United States for all
that is wrong with the world. He
kept saying “show me” to Mr. Rea-
gan’s apparent conversion {0 peace-
maker.

The same tone, from all informed
accounts, dominated two private
meetings between Mr. Gromyko and
Secretary of State George P. Shultz,
and the long Gromyko-Reagan ses-

See GROMYEKQO, 2A, Col. 1
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Talks weren't flashy, but important

GROMYKO, from 1A

sion in Washington.

Each side heard what the ather
was saying. It was the meaning that
was uncertain.

- - There was hypocrisy enough on
both sides. Mr. Reagan called

"spheres of influence a thing of the

-past even as he invited the Russjans

. to help settle regional problems

-around the world.

-~ . With tunnel vision, Mr. Gromyko
blamed the United States even for
the torment of Afghanistan, where a
Saviet invasion force is having a dif-
ficult time of it.

-~ . The administration, while label-
-ing the meetings useful, was careful

not to oversell their potential. The
Soviets, in their own public evalua-
tion, finally omitted their familiar
skepticism to conclude that talking
was a good thing.

The key to where the relationship
goes from here probably is in under-
standing the motives. What drives
the two governments in the current
maneuvering?

Mr. Reagan’s superficial motives
are easy to understand. It is no acci-
dent that he invited Mr. Gromyko
five weeks before American voters
decide whether ta reelect him.

But there is more to it than that.
All the evidence suggests Mr. Rea-
gan did not have to change to get
reelected. Most presidents, however,
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want to exit as peacernakers.

He had to shun his own right wing
to start the process. It now seems
clear that Defense Secretary Caspar
Weinberger and some of his aides,
those most skeptical about arms
control, were excluded from deci-
sion-making.

Soviet leaders might reasonably
think that Mr. Reagan has moved so
far toward moderation that revers-
ing course again in the absence of se-
vere provocation is all but impossi-
ble. Nonetheless, it surely would be a
mistake to think that Mr. Reagan
has become a soft touch.

Indeed, the State Department, the

primary influence for a change of ,

tone, foresees very hard going if ne-
gotiations develop. But even more
than the president, Mr. Shultz thinks
that getting started is essential.

Mr. Gromyko doubtless knows all
this. He has dealt with Americans
for-almost 40 years. Qbviously he
would not accept the premise that
the United States can dictate terms.

But neither can he wish to pro-
voke Mr. Reagan, who is apparently
on the eve of reelection, . without
good cause. For that matter, he may
see some teal profit for Moscow in
Mr. Reagan’s yearning for talks.

There is compelling evidence that
Moscow needs relief in the super-
power competition. The global reach
of Soviet influence has been costly
— in Afghanistan, Southeast Asia
and Central America.

The domestic economy is stag-
gering. Another bad harvest has in-
creased dependence on U.S. grain.

Mr. Shultz' probably came the
closest to wisdom in the frantic
week when he remarked that the
meetings had established a neces-
sary first milestone. It is up to the
Soviets, he said, to decide where the
relationship goes from here.



Gromyko says
U.S. policies

must change
Sunday S ep 39

By Henry Trewhitt
Washington Bureau of The Sun

WASHINGTON — The Soviet Un-
ion and the United States yesterday
ended a week of intense diplomacy
about how to negotiate critical is-
sues with agreement ouly to keep
talking — and without saying how or
when.

President Reagan said . that be
had assured the Soviets of “a fair
deal” i they would negotiate. But
Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei A.
Gromyko remained publicly skepdi-
cal, saying that “a turn for the better

is impossible” unless U.S. policies.

change.

Mr. Gromyko’s remarks were is-
sued before his closing session yes-
terday with Secretary of State
George P. Shuitz. But as the foreign
minister left for Mescow in late. af-
ternoon, Soviet officials said that
nothing had happened to change his
mind.

The contrasting positions had
been consistent throughout the week:
Mr. Reagan appealed for efforts ta
improve relations; Mr. Gromyko
called for American concessions in
advance. There was po indication
that either side bad changed its posi-

See GROMYEO, 12A. Col. 1

tions on Issues ranging from arm
control to the Middle East.

The key result of the e‘(changes
Including almost four hours of talks
between Mr. Reagan and Mr. Gro-
mvl-‘{o Friday, one official said, “was
the one right before your eyes.’
That, he argued, was “the political
reengdgement” of the superpowers
after almost four years of estrange-
ment, during Mr. Reagan’s presiden-
cy.

Mr. Shultz and Mr. Gromyko
spoKe with each other for more than
two fours at the State Department
yesterday That meeting had not
beer} Scheduled formally until after
Mr. ‘Gromyko left the White House
Frm‘ay But U.S. officials, aware
that_the foreign minister had Satur-
day free, had assumed in advance
that it would occur.

“Nothing more,” Mr. Gromyko
shouted to reporters as he Jeft the
Staté' Department. Mr. Shultz was
slightly more forthcoming. There
had heen “substantial discussions,”
he said, and “among other things we
agreed . to keep in touch, and to do
so, “not casually, but carefully
through diplomatic channeis.”

There was no hint of what the
“other things” might be. One senior
offlcxal said there had been “agree-
ment on a process of follow-up con-
versations and . . . we hope that over
time we’ll see a more positive re-
sponse from the Soviet Union.”

Another official was even less op-
timistic about timing. Indeed a re-
sponse is expected, he said, “but we:
don’t expect anything in the short
term.” The Soviets, he speculated,
will need time to assess a range of
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Secretary of State George P. Shultz (left) talks to Soviet Foreign Min-
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ister Andrei A. Gromyko yesterday in Washington.

Reagan proposais extending from
the resumption of specific arms con-
trol negotiations — which Moscow
has suspended — to establishment of
regular ministerial meetings.

In any case, no one here expects a
concrete response until after No-
vember 6, when American voters
will decide whether to give Mr. Rea-
gan a second term. Mr. Gromyko
conferred Thursday in New York
with Walter F. Mondale, Mr. Rea-
gan’s Democratic opponent. Tass,
the Soviet news agency, spoke en-

, couragingly later about some of Mr.
Mondale’s ideas for arms control.

By and large, one U.S. diplomat
said, Mr. Gromyko had earned high
marks for even-handedness in listen-
ing to both Mr. Mondale and Mr.

Reagan. But Mr. Reagan had come -

out ahead in that respect, the diplo-
mat suggested, because he appeared
as “the president in office seeking

peace against Russian intransi-
gence.” :

Mr. Reagan, in his regular Satur-
day radie broadcast, said he had
made no effort to “paper over” criti-
cal differences between Moscow and
Washington. Now, he said, “the Sovi-
ets will return home to ponder our
exchanges. And while they know
they will not secure any advantages
from inflexibility, they will get a
fair deal if they seek the path of ne-
gotiations and peace.” '

The president was at Camp David
in the Maryland mountains. Robert
Sims, a deputy White House spokes-
man, said Mr. Shultz had called Mr.
Reagan immediately after the clos-
ing session yesterday to report that
“we have established a necessary
milestone on the way to more stable
relations.”

But the primary diplomatic load,
officials insisted, had been carried

by Mr. Reagan himself, first in a
United Nations address Monday and
then in his Friday exchanges with
Mr. Gromyko. For his meeting with
the Soviet foreign minister, one offi-
cial reported, the president had pre-
pared mnine pages of notes about
points he wanted to make.

Mr. Reagan specifically empha-
sized two points regarded as con-
cerns of the Soviet leadership, the of-
ficial said. First, he recognized the
Soviet Union as a legitimate super-
power and, second, he promised that,
while he disagreed with the Soviet
system, he would not try to change
it.

For his part, Mr. Gromyko, a
master diplomat, found time for
banter with Mrs. Reagan. At one
point, an official said, he proposed a
toast to her and asked her to whisper
the word “peace” over and over in
her husband’s ear.

Mr. Gromykoc apparently was
aware of reports that Mrs. Reagan
sometimes prompts her husband. In
reply, she said — with ‘“‘good
humor,” the official reported — that
she would be happy to whisper the
word in Mr. Gromyko’s ear as well.

Even after the personal ex-
changes, a White House official said,
the Reagan and Gromyko speeches.
at the United Nations last week —
Mr. Reagan’s Monday, Mr. Gromy-
ko's Thursday — remained the best
guide to the tone and substance of
the week. Mr. Reagan, discarding
earlier criticism and intensifying
overtures of recent months, said lit-
tle critical of the Soviet Union. Mr.
Gromyko blamed most of the
world’s problemns on Washington.
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