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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

FROM: Alan M. Kranowitz 
Office of Legislative Affairs 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 10, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR ALAN M. KRANOWITZ 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

SUMMARY 

GERALD MCKIERNANY 
LARRY HARLOW (:.Lt1 (J 

l 

Hill Outlook on Space Funding 

The two major Administration initiatives, the Space Station and 
the Commercially Developed Space Facility (CDSF) are in trouble 
on the Hill. Caught in the squeeze for funds and played off 
against each other, there is a disposition to provide minimal 
funding or support for both, preferring to let the next 
Administration make the go-no go decisions. In an election year 
there is little sentiment to fund the Space Station at the 
expense of breaking the budget agreement, or at the expense of 
domestic programs. 

Senator Jake Garn has indicated that he may seek a revision of 
the 302(b) allocations when the Senate takes up its first 
appropriation bill. Although Garn may receive support from 
education groups (who also want reallocation), chances of success 
are doubtful. 

SPACE STATION 

The House Appropriations Committee has funded the Space Station 
at $902 million for FY'89, $65 million below the Administration's 
request. Revised 302(b) allocations approved today will reduce 
this amount further since the Committee must come up with another 
$440 million in cuts prior to going to the floor. NASA has 
advised us that Administrator Fletcher will recommend termination 
if funding is less than $500 million. 

In the Senate, Chairman Proxmire is expected to propose only 
enough money ($250 million) to sustain the program until January 
1989 when the next Administration can resurrect the program with 
a supplemental should they chose to do so. 

CDSF 

The 1989 NASA Authorization includes a provision allowing limited 
authority to proceed with an RFP for thE CDSF. No contract may 
be let without express Congressional approval and three bids must 
be received to constitute a legitimate offer. 
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In the Senate, the NASA Authorization is silent on the CDSF but the Committee has directed Jim Fletcher to prepare a report prior to proceeding with -the RFP. 

There is no enthusiasm or support ~or the CDSF from Space Station advocates in either House because they view it as the cheap, convenient, inadequate alternative to the Space Station. They perceive quite correctly, that the CDSF draws support away from the Space Station. 
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PERSONAL 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION 
WASHINGTO~ 20546 

THE ADMINISTRATOR 
June 17, 1988 

Honorable Nancy J. Risque 
Assistant to the President 

and Cabinet Secretary 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 

I Dear Nancy: 

Here are the draft letters I mentioned to you on the phone. It is extremely urgent that letters go to all members of the Senate (or at least members of the Appropriations Committee) since the full committee markup is scheduled for next Wednesday. 

The letters to Hous e members should go to House leadership and key members who can effectively stop possible amendments to the House Appropriations Bill befor e it comes to the floor (possibly Wednesday or Thursday next week), or possibly during a floor debate. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosures 

PERSONAL 



DRAFT 

To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 

permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 

to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 

just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 

the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 

space program has been the source of innovation and techno­

logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation . Moreover, the Space Station is an important 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology projec t ever undertaken . 

We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 

even more important, but less tangible, reason: the p r ide we 

all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 

exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 

on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 

top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 

billion i''n FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance 

of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 

that appropriations be made for FY 1~90 and 1991 as well. 



The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY 

1989 appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent 

Agencies Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the 

Space Station and effectively force termination of the Space 

Station program . This would be totally unacceptable. Not 

only would we lose the direct benefits to our economic and 

technological strength at home, we would also suffer a major 

embarrassment in the international arena. 

The Soviets already have an active space station program 

and are increasingly using it to support civilian space goals 

and to advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our 

closest friends and allies in Europe, Japan and Canada have 

agreed to join with us in a cooperative relationship which 

will substantially increase the capabilities of the U.S . 

station. A failure now to adequately fund this vital project 

will significantly undermine our national space effort and 

will, raise serious questions about whether we are any longer 

a reliable leader and partner in an area where our leadership 

has been so vital for three decades . 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 

Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use ' of the full 

range of space capabilities . 



I am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be 

made in setting priorities among the competing demands for 

funding this year, but this is not the time to turn our backs 

on the future. I am asking you to help assure that future by 

supporting appropriation of the funds necessary for the space 

program our Nation needs . 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



To Members of House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. 

DRAFT 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 

permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 

to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 

just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 

the future~ but it is more than this. We all know that the 

space program has been the source of innovation and techno­

logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken . 

We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 

even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 

all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 

exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 

on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 

top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 

billion in FY 1989. In addition, because of the imµortance 

of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 

that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 



Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 

range of space capabilities. 

The HUD-Independent Agencies appropriation bill as 

reported by the Appropriations Committee would permit NASA to 

proceed with the Space Station, subject to a favorable 

decision by the next President, and would fund the other 

elements of the civil space program at a level significantly 

below the budget request . Although these reductions are a 

matter of grave concern, significant progress can be made in 

the overall program provided no further reductions are made. 

I urge you to strongly oppose any proposed amendments 

which would have the effect of further reducing funding for 

the future Space Station, the Space Shuttle, or any other 

element of the civil space program . 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



Document No. ---------

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: __ 6_/ _2_ 1;_a_a __ ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: 

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL LETTER ON SPACE STATION 

VICE PRESIDENT 

BAKER 

DUBERSTEIN 

MILLER-OMS 

BAUER 

CRIBB 

CRIPPEN 

CULVAHOUSE 

DAWSON 

DONATELLI 

FITZWATER 

GRISCOM 

HOBBS 

HOOLEY 

KRANOWITZ 

POWELL 

RANGE 

RISQUE 

RYAN 

SPRINKEL 

TUTTLE 

CLERK 

GRAHAM 

5:00 pm today 

ACTION FYI 

□ □ 

~: 
~□ 
□ 

□ 

□ □ 

REMARKS: . Please provide any comments directly to my office by 5:00 this 
afternoon. Thanks. 

RESPONSE: 

Rhett Dawson 
Ext. 2702 



EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, O.C . 20503 

June 21, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR: RHETT DAWSON 

FROM: w a yne,.--A ~ .,,,.,..,-· 
--------

SUBJECT: Presidential Letter Space Station 

I understand that in today's markup, the Defense Appropriations Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee (SAC) provided additional funding for the space station. The funding was taken from Defense, despite Administration objections. We are working to have the funding restored to Defense when the full Committee meets to markup the FY 1989 appropriations bill on Friday, June 24th. 
In light of this, I do not believe we should send a letter now. My fear is that by sending this generic letter at this time, we will leave the impression that we support funding the space station at the expense of the President's defense priorities. 

c: Nancy Risque 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 21, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR RHETT DAWSON 

FROM: NANCY 
/ , l, ---

J. RISQUE /..., \., V ·- \ 

I 

SUBJECT: PresidePtial Letter on Space Station 

NASA Administrator Fletcher and Commerce Secretary William Verity have requested in writing that the President convey his strong 
support for adequate funding for the Space Station program, 
currently pending in the Senate and House budget process. Deputy 
Secretary of Treasury Peter McPherson, as well as the National 
Security Council and the Office of Management and Budget concur in 
this recommendation. 

Timing is crucial. The Senate Appropriations Committee mark-up 
of the space budget is scheduled for Wednesday morning, June 22. 
It is the view of the above-mentioned agencies that the 
President's message be conveyed to the Hill before the Senate 
mark-up. 

While all of the above agencies believe it is important to issue 
a Presidential message or statement on Space Station, NASA has 
suggested that a letter is the best approach. Attached is NASA's 
draft letter for circulation that would be sent by the President 
to select Members of the House and Senate. 

Last week the President sent a letter to several Members of 
Congress in support of all of the Administration's space 
initiatives. While that letter was helpful, the Space Station 
program remains in jeopardy due to budget pressures. 

Alan Kranowitz asked that I put this letter in circulation, 
rather than his office. 



DRAFT 

To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 
permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 
to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 
just begun# and the Space Station is the key next step into 
the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 
space program has been the source of innovation and techno­
logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 
stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 
vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 
cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 
We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 
even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 
all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 
exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 
on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 
top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 
billion {n FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance 
of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 
that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 



The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY 
1989 appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent 
Agencies Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the 
Space Station and effectively force termination of the Space 
Station program. This would be totally unacceptable. Not 
only would we lose the direct benefits to our economic and 
technological strength at home, we would also suffer a major 
embarrassment in the international arena. 

The Soviets already have an active space station program 
and are increasingly using it to support civilian space goals 
and to advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our 
closest friends and allies in Europe, Japan and Canada have 
agreed to join with us in a cooperative relationship which 
will substantially increase the capabilities of the U.S. 
station. A failure now to adequately fund this vital project 
will significantly undermine our national space effort and 
will raise serious questions about whether we are any longer 
a reliable leader and partner in an area where our leadership 
has been so vital for three decades. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 
the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 
Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 
scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 
range of space capabilities. 



I am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be 

made in setting priorities among the competing demands for 

funding this year, but this is not the time to turn our backs 

on the future. I am asking you to help assure that future by 

supporting appropriation of the funds necessary for the space 

program our Nation needs. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



To Members of House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. 

DRAFT 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 
permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 
to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 
just begun, and the Space · Station is the key next step into 
the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 
space program has been the source of innovation and techno­
logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 
stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 
v~hicle of international cooperation - the largest 
cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 
We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 
even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 
all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 
exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 
on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 
tqp priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 
billion in FY 1989. In addition, because of the irnpQrtance 
of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 
that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 
the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 



Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 
scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 
range of space capabilities. 

The HUD-Independent Agencies appropriation bill as 
reported by the Appropriations Committee would permit NASA to 
proceed with the Space Station, subject to a favorable 
decision by the next President, and would fund the other 
elements of the civil space program at a level significantly 
below the budget request. Although these reductions are a 
matter of grave concern, significant progress can be made in 
the overall program provided no further reductions are made. 

I urge you to strongly oppose any proposed amendments 
which would have the effect of further reducing funding for 
the future Space Station, the Space Shuttle, or any other 
element of the civil space program. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 
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I have spoken with representatives from the followipg 

agencies who believe a Space Station letter should be 

sent to the Hill, but with language concerning the 

Defense Budget transfer: 

Commerce (Mccaffrey) 

NSC (Bii1L , Cockiell· - , Roger DeKok' s deputy DeKok 
was travelling yesterday and last night) 

Treasury (McPherson 1 

0MB (Wayne Arny although Arny believes the 
wisest course is to wait to assess the Defense funds transfer) 

Larry Harlow cautions that a letter on Space 

unnecessary given ! he President 
letter on alls & t initiatives 

Station is: 

just sent a 0 

o could play into the hands of those who support Defense cuts 

o could anger Senator Garn who supported 
the transfer of Defense funds, and who may 
atterapt a "cute" amendn1ent that would violate the budget agreement for the sake of increasing Space Station funding (and that the Administration would not support) 



To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator -----. . 

DRAFT 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

In anticipation of the Senate Appropriations Committee meetings 
this week, I am writing to urge your support for the Space 
Station program while preserving the integrity of the defense 
budget and the budget process itself. 

The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY 1989 
appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent Agencies 
Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the Space 
Station and effectively force termination of the Space Station 
program. This would be totally unacceptable. 

Equally unacceptable, however, would be any plan that takes 
critical funds away from another national priority, our country's 
defense budget. I understand that the Defense Appropriations 
Subcommittee has proposed to do just that by transferring more 
than $600 million from Defense research and development into an 
account to pay for the Space Station. Not only is this 
counterproductive to our goals for both Defense and the Station, 
but it also violates the budget agreement. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements on 
overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the top 

DRAT 
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DRAFi 
priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 billion 

in FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance of a stable, 

long-term commitment to this program, I proposed that 

appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

We all know that the space program has been the source of 

innovation and technological growth here on Earth. Our economy 

needs that stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an 

important vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. We 

need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an even more 

important, but less tangible, reason: our pride as a nation when 

America leads the world into the peaceful exploration and use of 

space. 

The Soviets already have an active space station program and are 

increasingly using it to support civilian space goals and to 

advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our closest 

friends and allies in Europe, Japan, and Canada have agreed to 

join with us in a cooperative relationship that will 

substantially increase the capabilities of the U.S. station; 

indeed, we are about to sign intergovernmental agreements with 

these partners, who collectively will contribute over $7 billion 

to the Space Station's costs. A failure now to fund adequately 

this vital project will significantly undermine our national 

space effort and will raise serious questions about whether we 

are any longer a reliable leader and partner in an area where our 

DR Fi 
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DRAFT 
leadership has been so vital for three decades. 

At every point in the budget cycle, we considered the full range 

of federal programs and their competing demands on scarce 

taxpayers~ dollars. If we are to insure our future economic and 

strategic security, funding of science, space, and technology 

programs must remain a top priority. Because proposed programs 

in science, space , and technology are largely complementary and 

interdependent, we have avoided ranking one proposal over 

another . However, we are now in a situation where proposed 

budget cuts threaten to terminate the Space Station program. 

I am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be made in 

setting priorities among the competing demands for funding this 

year, but this is not the time to turn our backs on the future or 

on needed defense spending. By making the difficult but 

necessary decisions about where funds are to be spent as well as 

where funds are to come from, we can achieve the priorities our 

nation needs . 

I am asking you to help assure that future by supporting 

authorization and appropriation of the funds necessary for the 

space program our Nation needs without sacrificing the defense 

program our Nation requires. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 

DR 



June 22, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: NANCY J. RISQUE 

SUBJECT: LETTER TO CONGRESS IN SUPPORT OF SPACE STATION 

Adequate funding for the Space Station program is in jeopardy. 
While the House Appropriation Committee has cut your request by 
$ __ million, the ?enate ~ommittee is considering even great ·~ • 
reductions. A p ,J..-~ A,1/l-U ,b... ~ ~ J(jv., ~~ ~ 

Without __ ade-qtiate \ funds/~e Space ,,,,.s..t:-a-tion progµm wilJ,.- b~~ rminated. 
~~~--~ ~ L~ \.~ ~r ~ --~»v-~1 ~ -])~~ 
~ kground: ,P u "---..Q_ ~ -----~ 

affected agencies -- NASA, Commerce, Treasury, 0MB, and the 
C-:;-:__ believe that your involvement is crucial to save the 

~; ace Station program and to communicate displeasure over the 
l ~ enate' s p~()posed .shi_fting ~f funds away from the Defense budget ? 
(.__ V'- f/lA--,.~ ::._~:.05.~~· (:_ ,:;.._,.J-~7 ~ L.,,.-L.,0J~ __ s-~ -. ~--1.. b , • s--· -

~ a-b"94--r:i.~:e.:G- age~5:.ie....s---9-...__nd yo~r senior st~:f_r..-r-e-ee-~t~at you 
1 n~,.-tne i3.:lc'C;_gched- r ~ ~£ers ~ ,,~ ~e s _E:n9 te----App roJ?riations-~ . / i ttee 

l~aersh~ today, prior to · the 2:00 p.m . meeti-ng- ---

?-eC . ~--------- - ----- ··- --.. - -- --· 
1 Background: 

) 

The Senate Appropriations Committee is scheduled to mark-up the 
· space protion of the budget this afternoon at 2:00 p . m. 

This action would violate the budget agreement that was reached 
with Congressional leaders last November. 

The prospect of insufficient funds to preserve the Space Station 
or of funding the Space Station at the expense of the Defense budget 
are both unacceptable. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 22, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: NANCY J. RISQUE 

SUBJECT: Letter to Congress in Support of Space Station 

Issue: A letter from you to Senators Stennis and Hatfield. 

Background: Adequate funding for the Space Station program is in jeopardy. While the House Appropriations Committee has cut your 
request by nearly $100 million, the Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee dealing with space programs has proposed even 
greater cuts that would barely keep the Space Station alive. At 
the same time, another Senate Appropriations Subcommittee that 
deals with Defense has proposed transfering enough money (about 
$600 million) from the Defense budget to keep the Space Station 
funded at an amount similar to that agreed to in the House. A final decision on the Space Station funding will be made by the 
full Senate Appropriations Committee today. 

Discussion: Affected agencies -- NASA, Commerce, Treasury, 0MB, and the NSC -- believe that your involvement is crucial to save 
the Space Station program and to communicate displeasure over the 
Senate's proposed shifting of funds away from the Defense budget, a move that violates the budget agreement. 

Recommendation: These agencies and your senior staff recommend 
that you send the attached letter to the Senate Appropriations 
Committee leadership today, prior to the 2:00 p.m. meeting. 



• r 

Document No. ---------

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: __ 6/_2_2_;_s_s __ ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: ll: 15 am today 

SUBJECT: REVISED LETTER ON SPACE STATION 

ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT □ □ 

BAKER □ ~ DUBERSTEIN □ 

~ MILLER-OMS □ 

BAUER □ □ 

~ CRIBB □ 

CRIPPEN □ 

CULVAHOUSE ~ ;ts DAWSON OP 

DONATELLI □ □ 

FITZWATER 

~ 
□ 

GRISCOM □ 

REMARKS: There will be a meeting in my 
finalize this letter. Please 
meeting. My office will call 

RESPONSE: 

ACTION FYI 

HOBBS □ □ 

HOOLEY □ □ 

KRANOWITZ ~ □ POWELL □ 

RANGE □ 

RISQU □ 

RYAN □ □ 

SPRINKEL □ □ 

TUTTLE □ □ 

GRAHAM ::: □ 

TUCK 
□ 

□ □ 

office at 11:15 this morning to 
have your comments ready 
to confirm attendance. 

for the 

Rhett Dawson 
Ext. 2702 



. " 

DRAFT 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator 

In anticipation of the Senate Appropriations Committee meetings 

this week, I am writing to urge your support for the Space 

Station program while preserving the integrity of the defense 

budget and the budget process itself. 

The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY 1989 

appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent Agencies 

Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the Space 

Station and effectively force termination of the Space Station 

program. This would be totally unacceptabl e . 

Equally unacceptable, however, would be any plan that takes 

critical funds away from another national priority, our country's 

defense budget. I understand that the Defense Appropriations 

Subcommittee has proposed to do just that by transferring more 

than $600 million from Defense research and development into an 

account to pay for the Space Station. [ Not only is this 

counterproductive ot fense and th~ ion, 

g reement.:J 
~ 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements on 

overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the top 

DRAFT 
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DRAFT 
priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 billion 

in FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance of a stable, 

long-term commitment to this program, I proposed that 

appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

We all know that the space program has been the source of 

innovation and technological growth here on Earth. 

the Space Station is an 

--important vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. We 

need the Space 

important, but 

space. 

in t..© the peaceful exploration and use of 

The Sovie~ h ~ n active space station program and a.,o 
increasingly using it to support civilian space goals and to 

advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our closest 

friends and allies in Europe, Japan, and Canada have agreed to x 
join with us in a cooperative relationship that will 'f?.J\ 

substantially increase the capabilities of ' the U.S. station; :,.,, 

indeed, we are about to sign intergovernmental agreements with / 

these partners, who collectively will contributG,er $7 bi1L .) 
~ ...,_.. .. I ,~ __ (\ to the Space Station#il1-1~ B> ~ t ai ! u~ N ~W to ~ adequatel 1 ~ 

this vital prq ject w~ si • • =an !b y: nae • :aational 
L . • . " ~ c.. . 4 t- . -space effor~ :i'i1~ ~ e ser1ou?1-uest1ons about· w • e --~ ---

~ ' . · ~ ~ ""4 ,-.._ ... e .. • bl , . ~ -"" . .l'.1¥ lo - - ~ i..a.t,k leader a£2i ' rtner in an area where our 

DRAFT 
• 
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DRAFT 
leadership has been so vital for three decades. 

At every point in t h:e-e'.~ get cycle, we cons :i:d·ered the full range 
--1G --~~ -"'~ of federal p2 ograms an their s::.ompeting demands on scarce _ __...,, 

tax ' ______ rf we are to insure our futur ~ 

funding of science, space, and technology 

remain a top priority ,:) Be= m'l~ - ) roposed programs 

technology are largely omplementary and 

~ ~vo~~- r . . pr/ osal over 
_ are new 1.n a s1. tuat1.on wt.re _:reposed 

bud g e ~ s threaten to terminate the Space Station program. 

am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be made in 

setting priorities among the competing demands for funding this 

year, but this is not the time to turn our b acks on the future or 

on needed defense spending. By making the difficult but· !! • • 
~ -ta• t..t '!J ~.-.J ~~ ·"'-necessary decisions about ~ funds are to be spent a...wce J.: l~ a·~ 

'Wh-e:i;; f..y~as:-:-·a-r·= ~ 't=r , 
I we can achieve the priorities our 

nation needs. 

I am asking you to help assure that future by supporting 

authorization and appropriation of the funds necessary for the 

space program our Nation needs without sacrificing the defense 

program our Nation requires. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 

DRAFT 



DRAFT 

To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 
permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 
to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 
just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 
the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 
space program has been the source of innovation and techno­
logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 
vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 
We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 
even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 
all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 
exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 
on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 
top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 
billion in FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance 
of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 
that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 
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, ~ The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY -~ \' 
~ ~ 1989 appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent 
~ '-
{~Agencies Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the .r 1 . \ ,Space Station and effectively force termination of the Space 
',~ 
~ , Station program. This would be totally unacceptable. Not ~~ 
~~only would we lose the direct benefits to our economic and ~ ½ 

L .J: ~ ~, technological strength at home, we would also suffer a major 
~~ embarrassment in the international arena. 
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The Soviets already have an active space station program 

~ ~~~ and are increasingly using it to support civilian space goals 
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\ •q,,._1 and to advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our ~ ' ~ \ 
~ ~ closest friends and allies in Europe, Japan and Canada have r-(-~ 

'-. ~ ~ agreed to join with us in a cooperative relationship which 
~ ~¾ will substantially increase the capabilities of the U.S. 
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will significantly undermine our national space effort and 

will raise serious questions about whether we are any longer 
a reliable leader and partner in an area where our leadership 

has been so vital for three decades. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 

Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 

range of space capabilities. 



I am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be 
made in setting priorities among the competing demands for 
funding this year, but this is not the time to turn our backs 
on the future. I am asking you to help assure that future by 
supporting appropriation of the funds necessary for the space 
program our Nation needs. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



To Members of House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. -----

DRAFT 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 
permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 
to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 

just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 
the future: but it is more than this. We all know that the 
space program has been the source of innovation and techno­

logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 
We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 
even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 
all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 

exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 
on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 
top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 
billion in FY 1989. In addition, because of the imp~rtance 
of a stable, long-term commit~ent to this program, I proposed 
that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 



Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 
scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 

range of space capabilities. 

The HUD-Independent Agencies appropriation bill as 
reported by the Appropriations Committee would permit NASA to 
proceed with the Space Station, subject to a favorable 

decision by the next President, and would fund the other 

elements of the civil space program at a level significantly 
below the budget request. Although these reductions are a 
matter of grave concern , significant progress can be made in 

the overall program provided no further reductions are made. 

I urge you to strongly oppose any proposed amendments 

which would 

the .future 

have the effect of further reducing funding for ! r1 f YJ '4,,f () WY ,l11:,/ip1, /7 -"'~d'$, 
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Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: __ 6_/_21_/_s_s __ ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: 5:00 pm today 

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL LETTER ON SPACE STATION 
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REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to my office by 5:00 this 

afternoon. Thanks. 

RESPONSE: 

Rhett Dawson 
Ext. 2702 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 21, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR RHETT DAWSON 

FROM: 
L, v\ 

NANCY J. RISQU~ /v v v ~ 

SUBJECT: PresidePtial Letter on Space Station 

NASA Administrator Fletcher and Commerce Secretary William Verity 
have requested in writing that the President convey his strong 
support for adequate funding for the Space Station program, 
currently pending in the Senate and House budget process. Deputy 
Secretary of Treasury Peter McPherson, as well as the National 
Security Council and the Office of Management and Budget concur in 
this recommendation. 

Timing is crucial. The Senate Appropriations Committee mark-up 
of the space budget is scheduled for Wednesday morning, June 22. 
It is the view of the above-mentioned agencies that the 
President's message be conveyed to the Hill before the Senate 
mark-up. 

While all of the above agencies believe it is import~nt to issue 
a Presidential message or statement on Spac e Station, NASA has 
suggested that a letter is the best approach. Attached is NASA's 
draft letter for circulation that would be sent by the President 
to select Members of the House and Senate. 

Last week the President sent a letter to several Members of 
Congress in support of all of the Administration's space 
initiatives. While that letter was helpful, the Space Station 
program remains in jeopardy due to budget pressures. 

Alan Kranowitz asked that I put this letter in circulation, 
rather than his office. 



DRAFT 

To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 

permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 

to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 

just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 

the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 

space program has been the source of innovation and techno­

logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 

We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 

even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 

all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 

exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 

on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 

top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 

billion {n FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance 

of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 

that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 



The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY 

1989 appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent 

Agencies Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the 

Space Station and effectively force termination of the Space 

Station program. This would be totally unacceptable. Not 

only would we lose the direct benefits to our economic and 

technological strength at home, we would also suffer a major 

embarrassment in the international arena. 

The Soviets already have an active space station program 

and are increasingly using it to support civilian space goals 

and to advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our 

closest friends and allies in Europe, Japan and Canada have 

agreed to join with us in a cooperative relationship which 

will substantially increase the capabilities of the U.S. 

station. A failure now to adequately fund this vital project 

will significantly undermine our national space effort and 

will. raise serious questions about whether we are any longer 

a reliable leader and partner in an area where our leadership 

has been so vital for three decades. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 

Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use -of the full 

range of space capabilities. 



I am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be 

made in setting priorities among the competing demands for 

funding this year, but this is not the time to turn our backs 

on the future. I am asking you to help assure that future by 

supporting appropriation of the funds necessary for the space 

program our Nation needs. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



To Members of House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. -----

DRAFT 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 

permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 

to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 

just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 

the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 

space program has been the source of innovation and techno­

logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an importarrt 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 

We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 

even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 

all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 

exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 

on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 

top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 

billion in FY 1989. In addition, because of the impprtance 

of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 

that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 



Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 

range of space capabilities. 

The HUD-Independent Agencies appropriation bill as 

reported by the Appropriations Committee would permit NASA to 

proceed with the Space Station, subject to a favorable 

decision by the next President, and would fund the other 

elements of the civil space program at a level significantly 

below the budget request. Although these reductions are a 

matter of grave concern, significant progress can be made in 

the overall program provided no further reductions are made. 

I urge you to strongly oppose any proposed amendments 

which would have the effect of further reducing funding for 

the future Space Station, the Space Shuttle, or any other 

element of the civil space program. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 
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6121188 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENTDUEBY: S:OO pm today DATE: 

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL LETTER ON SPACE STATION 

ACTION FYI' 

VICE PRESIDENT O ~ 
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REMARKS: Please provide any comments directly to my office by 5:00 this 

afternoon. Thanks. 

RESPONSE: 

Rhett Dawson 
Ext.2702 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 21, 1988 

MEMORANDUM FOR RHETT DAWSON 

FROM: NANCY J. RISQUE (., 'v v 
I 

SUBJECT: Presidential Letter on Space Station 

NASA Administrator Fletcher and Commerce Secretary William Verity 
have requested in writing that the President convey his strong 
support for adequate funding for the Space Station program, 
currently pending in the Senate and House budget process. Deputy 
Secretary of Treasury Peter McPherson, as well as the National 
Security Council and the Office of Management and Budget concur in 
this recommendation. 

Timing is crucial. The Senate Appropriations Committee mark-up 
of the space budget is scheduled for Wednesday morning, June 22. 
It is the view of the above-mentioned agencies that the 
President's message be conveyed to the Hill before the Senate 
mark-up. 

While all of the above agencies believe it is important to issue 
a Presidential message or statement on Spac e Station, NASA has 
suggested that a letter is the best approach. Attached is NASA's 
draft letter for circulation that would be sent by the President 
to select Members of the House and Senate. 

Last week the President sent a letter to several Members of 
Congress in support of all of the Administration's space 
initiatives. While that letter was helpful, the Space Station 
program remains in jeopardy due to budget pressures. 

Alan Kranowitz asked that I put this letter in circulation, 
rather than his office. 



DRAFT 

To Members of Senate 

Dear Senator 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 

permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 

to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 

just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 

the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 

space program has been the source of innovation and techno­

logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest • 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 

We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 

even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 

all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 

exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 

on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 

top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 

billion {n FY 1989. In addition, because of the importance 

of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 

that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 



The Senate is now at a critical decision point. The FY 

1989 appropriation bill as marked by the HUD-Independent 

Agencies Subcommittee would provide only $200 million for the 

Space Station and effectively force termination of the Space 

Station program. This would be totally unacceptable. Not 

only would we lose the direct benefits to our economic and 

technological strength at home, we would also suffer a major 

embarrassment in the international arena. 

The Soviets already have an active space station program 

and are increasingly using it to support civilian space goals 

and to advance foreign policy objectives. Meanwhile, our 

closest friends and allies in Europe, Japan and Canada have 

agreed to join with us in a cooperative relationship which 

will substantially increase the capabilities of the U.S. 

station. A failure now to adequately fund this vital project 

will significantly undermine our national space effort and 

will. raise serious questions about whether we are any longer 

a reliable leader and partner in an area where our leadership 

has been so vital for three decades. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 

the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 

Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 

range of space capabilities. 



I am fully aware of the difficult decisions that must be 

made in setting priorities among the competing demands for 

funding this year, but this is not the time to turn our backs 

on the future. I am asking you to help assure that future by 

supporting appropriation of the funds necessary for the space 

program our Nation needs. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



To Members of House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. 

DRAFT 

In 1984, I directed NASA to undertake development of a 
permanently manned Space Station because it is so important 
to the future of this Nation. Our venture into space has 
just begun, and the Space Station is the key next step into 
the future; but it is more than this. We all know that the 
space program has been the source of innovation and techno­
logical growth here on earth. Our economy needs that 

stimulation. Moreover, the Space Station is an important 

vehicle of international cooperation - the largest 

cooperative science and technology project ever undertaken. 
We need the Space Station for all these reasons and for an 
even more important, but less tangible, reason: the pride we 
all have when our Nation leads the world into the peaceful 
exploration and use of space. 

In my FY 1989 budget, within the terms of our agreements 
on overall spending levels, I put the Space Station among the 
top priorities and included the necessary funding of about $1 
billion in FY 1989. In addition, because of the imp~rtance 
of a stable, long-term commitment to this program, I proposed 
that appropriations be made for FY 1990 and 1991 as well. 

The Nation needs the Space Station and needs it within 
the framework of a strong civil space program. The Space 



Shuttle is well on the way to recovery, and the important 

scientific programs are ready to make good use of the full 

range of space capabilities. 

The HUD-Independent Agencies appropriation bill as 

reported by the Appropriations Committee would permit NASA to 
proceed with the Space Station, subject to a favorable 

decision by the next President, and would fund the other 

elements of the civil space program at a level significantly 

below the budget request. Although these reductions are a 
matter of grave concern, significant progress can be made in 
the overall program provided no further reductions are made. 

I urge you to strongly oppose any proposed amendments 

which would have the effect of further reducing funding for 

the future Space Station, the Space Shuttle, or any other 

element of the civil space program. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 
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