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December 21, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR: BUD McFARLAN
FROM: BOB SIMS hd
SUBJECT: TIME Intervi

Attached is the edited text of Time's interview with
the President. Larry Barrett has asked that we reviewt
it and return it to him by noon Wednesday.

In one place, Larry has edited out a Q and A in which

the President clarifies the answer on "focus of evil",

by indicating he would not use that term again because J&éﬂ
he has already made his point to the Soviets. Should '/L{ ’
we ask them to put that back in? |

Otherwise, the interview looks very good to me. Would

appreciate receiving from you and changes you believe
are necessary. /

M
/z/fiﬁ%g o X £
gl w BT

Attachment
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STM: /RF/ MSG: FLA
TO: WASHINGTON
FOR: WWSH
FROM: WORLD
BY: IN:
SLUG: INTERVIEW CLOSE: 12/23/83
TK: LINES: [IE:
EOH:

THE FOLLOWING STORY, SENIOR EDRITED BUT UNCHECKED, -
IS SENT TO YOU FOR COMMENTS AND CORRECTICONS '

SENT FROM ATEX AT 19:43:32 19-DEC-83, SN: T7664.
(FILE: CONGREGNV-BIGBOY-TME. FMT: ,
HNJ: Y 0381 LINES.)

CONFRONTATION: REAGAN INTERVIEW (BARRETT)ALF LINE CUUNT‘ 371

AN INTERVIEW WITH PRESIDENT REAGAN @eTHERE IS

LESS OF A DANGER TODAY THAN THERE WAS A FEW YEARS AGO- <

THE MORNING”S BULLETIN FROM VIENNA REPORTED ANOTHER CHILL
OF SILENCE IN THE DIMINISHING DIALOGUE EETWEEN THE UU.S. AND
THE SOVIET UUNION. NEGOTIATIONS ON REDUCING CONVENTIONAL ,
FORCES HAD GONE INTO RECESS WITH THE WARSAW PACT NATIONS
REFUSING TG SET A DATE FOR RESUMPTION OF THE TALKS. BUT THAT: zv-p
AFTERNOON IN THE OVAL OFFICE RONALD REAGAN’S MOOD WAS ““““”'“
SANGIIINE, HIS BEARING CONFIDENT, AS HE DISCUSSED SO IEI:——~Z§EiZ}f?f;
AMERICAN RELATIONS WITH THREE VISITORS FROM @ EDITzR-
IN-CHIEF HENRY GRUNWALD, MANAGING EDITOR RAY CAVE AND WHITE

HOUSE CORRESPONDENT LAURENCE I. BARRETYT. THE PRESIDENT _WAS




SMILE, BECAUSE @EGTHERE ARE A GREAT MANY MISPERCEPTIONS OUT  ( 2—)

THERE ABQUT THE SITUATION NOW. AS A MATTER OF FACT, IF YOU
CORRECT THE MISPERCEPTIONS. YOU“LL HAVE AN EXCLUSIVE
SCOOP. - HIGHLIGHTS OF THE INTERVIEW: %L%I:TER THREE
YEARS OF EXPERIENCE WITH THE SOVIETS. HAVE YOU ENCOUNTERED
ANYTHING THAT WAS DIFFERENT FROM YOUR EXPECTATIONS?
NO. I CAME HERE DETERMINED TO ATTEMPT TO BRING AROUT A
REDUCTION IN ARMS, AN END TO THE ARMS RACE. WELL., IT REALLY
HADN’T BEEN AN ARMS RACE. THERE HAD ONLY EBEEN A RUILDUP ON
ONE SIDE. I ALSO WANTED TO SEE IF WE COULDN‘T GET THE WORLD
ON A PRACTICAL ROAD TO PEACE. AND I“M STILL DEDICATED TO
THAT. I THINK THAT, CONTRARY TO SOME OF THE CRIES OF DESPAIR
OUT THERE. THE WORLD SITUATION IS BETTER THAN IT WAS WHEN WE
CAME HERE. B

‘THERE IS ONE NEW DEVELOPMENT THAT I HAVE WORRIED ABOUT FOR
SOME TIME. THAT IS THE EXTENT. LATELY, TO WHICH MILITARY
LEADERS IN THE SOVIET UNION ARE. APPARENTLY WITHOUT ANY
COACHING OR BEING BRIEFED BY THE CIVILIAN PART OF
GOVERNMENT—- AT LEAST THERE IS NG EVIDENCE OF THAT-- TAKING IT
UPON THEMSELVES TO MAKE STATEMENTS. AND RATHER BELLICOSE
STATEMENTS. THERE HAS NGT., IN THE PAST. BEEN EVIDENCE OF TOF
MILITARY LEADERS GOING PUBLIC WITH ATTACKS ON THE U.S. AND
SEEMING TO ENUNCIATE POLICY ON THEIR OWN. WE HAVE TO ERE
AWARE OF THIS AND PAY A LITTLE ATTENTION TO THIS, TO SEE IF
THEY HAVE BECOME A POWER ON THEIR OHN.qﬁ HAVE YQU
FORMED ANY IMAGE IN YOUR OWN MIND OF YDUR COUNTERPARTS OVER
THERE? DOES IT HELP TO TRY TO THINK OF THEM AS HUMAN BEINGS
WITH STRENGTHS AND FAILINGS? ﬁk&EEALLY, YOU DEAL WITH
THEM AS HUMAN EBEINGS. BUT YOU WERE AWARE THAT., CERTAINLY.
THEY ARE IDEOLOGUES DEDICATED TO THE PHILOSOPHY THAT BROUGHT
THEM INTO POWER. AS A MATTER OF FACT, WE HAVE HAD SOME
REPORTS FROM QTHER OBSERVERS THERE AND PEOPLE FROM QTHER

(bractek ) COUNTRIES THAT [SOVIET LEADERS) SEEM TC FEEL THAT THEY CAN

COMMUNICATE BETTER WITH US BECAUSE WE ARE MORE CONSISTENT.

bgBETTER THAN WITH JIMMY CARTER? A}NELL, I WON‘T

USE ANY OTHER NAMES. BUT PREVIOUSLY THEY DIDN‘T KNOW,
REALLYs WHAT THE POLICY OF AMERICA WAS AND WHAT WE WERE
DOING. THIS HAS BEEN RELATED TO US, AS I SAY., BY THIRD
PARTIES. AT LEAST THEY KNOW WHERE WE STANL. Gl}T HAS
BEEN SUGGESTED. ON THE BASIS OF A STATEMENT ISSUED IN MR.

ANDROPOVS NAME, THAT THEY HAVE GIVEN UP ON Y(Cii, DECIDED
. h. B
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GERMANY. I WOQULD HOPE, WITH THE SAME LACK OF SUCCESS.
BUT YOU DO NOT FEEL IT HAS BECOME IMPUSSIELE TO DO
BUSINESS WITH THEM? ZﬂfND' I DO NOT, BECAUSE THEY HAVE
TO LOOK REALISTICALLY AT THE ALTERNATIVE. IT WAS SUMMED UP
IN A CARTOON THAT I LOVE TO CITE, WHEN BREZHNEV WAS
PORTRAYED AS SAYING TO A SOVIET GENERAL, @€l LIKED THE ARMS
RACE BETTER WHEN WE WERE THE ONLY ONES IN IT.““ WELL, THEY
HAVE TO KNOW THAT WE ARE NOT GOING BACK TO OQUR WINDOW COF
VULNERARILITY THAT EXISTED BEFORE WE DID OUR MILITARY
REFURBISHING. THEY HAVE TO KNOW THAT WHATEVER THEY LO IS
GOING TO DICTATE OUR COURSE IN THAT REGARD. AND THEY ALSC
HAVE TO KNOW THAT INDUSTRIALLY THEY CANNCOT COMPETE. '
CAN YOU TELL US ANYTHING ABOUT YOUR CORRESPONDENCE WITH
ANLROPOV? ‘_ﬁ, NO. AND I WOULDN'T USE THE WORD
@eCORRESPONDENCE, 77 ALTHOUGH WE HAVE CHANNELS OPEN. THIS,
AGAIN, IS PART OF THE MISPERCEPTION OUT THERE-- THAT,
SOMEHOW, WE ARE INCOMMUNICADO. WE ARE NOT SPEAKING TO EACH
OTHER. WE HAVE BEEN IN COMMUNICATION WITH THEM. AND INTEND
TO CONTINUE. (REAGAN AT THIS POINT RECALLED HIS FIRST LETTER
TO BREZHNEV, WRITTEN IN APRIL 1931, WHILE CONVALESCING FROM
THE ASSASSINATION ATTEMPT.) I WROTE THAT LETTER TO BREZHNEV
IN LONGHAND AND IT WAS SENT TO HIM IN LONGHAND. I éAID TCO
HIM THAT I HAVE LONG BELIEVED THAT HIS PEOPLE AND OUR PECPLE
WANTED THE SAME THINGS: THAT THOSE PECPLE OUT THERE ON THE
STREET, IN THEIR HOMES, WANT TO RAISE THEIR FAMILIES IN
PEACE. THEY WANT TO EDUCATE THEIR CHILDREN. I SAID THAT ONLY
GOVERNMENTS SEEM TO CAUSE WARS. WARS DO NOT COME FROM
PEOPLE. NOW. WHETHER HE READ THAT LETTER COR NOT. I DON‘T
KNOW. AND WILL NEVER HAVE ANY WAY OF KNOWING. AFTER GUITE A
LONG DELAY, THE ANSWER THAT CAME TO ME WAS NOT HANDWRITTEN,
NOR WAS IT PERSONAL. IT WAS THE USUAL RHETORIC ,THAT IS
PUBLICLY EXCHANGED BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES. CQHOULD
YOU SEND THE SAME KIND OF LETTER TO MR. ANDROPOV?
WE HAVE TRIED TO GET THIS KIND OF CORRESPONDENCE., BUT IT HAS
BEEN DIFFICULT. I UNDERSTAND THE SITUATION WITH THE NEW
REGIME COMING IN AFTER THE DEATH OF BREZHNEV.[END NGW IF
THERE ARE HEALTH PROBLEMS OR NHATEVElﬂ QBUT YOuU DO
NOT FEEL SUCH A LETTER WOULD BE APPROPRIATE AT THIS TIME?

I FEEL A LITTLE HARD PUT BECAUSE OF THE LACK OF ;fEMQk
INFORMATION AND KNOWLEDGE THAT WE HAVE ABOUT WHERE HEZ}S. IT

OF GETTING INVOLVED IN AN AMERICAN ELECTION AS THEY DID IN (::>



YOU KNEW WHERE HE WAS AND FELT YOU KNEW HOW TO REACH HIM, (E£>
BUT WE DO HAVE CONTACTS, WE CAN GET OUR VIEWS THERE AND

SOLICIT THEIRS. WE HAVE DISCUSSED SPECIFIC ISSUES BETWEEN

T QUR TWO COUNTRIES A D HAD SOME RESULT FROM THEM. [QWHEN

YOU SAY. @GWHERE HE NA 7 YOU MEAN IN THE SOVIET HIERARCHY?,

ET HIERAR
-------- W mTHER WORDS. YOU W
ARE NOT ABSOLUTELY QURE THAT HE HAS YET TOTALLY TAKEN

CONTROL OF THINGS? ﬁ'l HAD A FEW MONTHS‘ ADVANCE

WARNING TO GET A GOVERNMENT ORGANIZED, SO I KNOW WHAT SOME
OF THOSE PROBLEMS ARE. YOU HAVE BASED YOUR NUCLEAR
NEGOTIATING STRATEGY ON THE CONVICTION THAT ONCE MOSCOW WAS
PERSUADED THAT DEPLOYMENT OF THE FPERSHING II AND CRUISE
MISSILES IN EUROPE WOULD GO AHEAD, THE SOVIETS WOULD THEN
BARGAIN SERIOUSLY. NOW THOSE CONDITIONS HMAVE BEEN MET. YET
THE SOVIETS ARE NOT NEGOTIATING SERIOQUSLY. HOW DG yYOU
PROPQOSE TO DEAL WITH THAT? 1EE}SN’T IT POSSIBLE THAT

THEY HAD EMBARKED ON A KIND OF NEGOTIATING PROUCEDURE THAT
DID NOT RESULT IN NEGOTIATING DIRECTLY WITH U5, BUT WAS
TRYING TO ERING SOME WEAKENING OF THE NATCO

ALLIANCE IN ORDER TO PREVENT THE DEPLOYMENT OF THE
INTERMEDIATE-RANGE WEAPONS THAT NATO HAD ASKED US

FOR IN 19797 NOW 1 OFFERED WHAT I THINK WAS A VERY
REASO%BEREAND COMMON-~SENSE PROPOSAL: THE ONE WAY THERE *
_ WAS IF THEY WOULD DESTROY THEIR WEAPONS
oULD HAVE ZERQ-ZERCO, NGO INTERMEDIATE-RANGE WEARPONS IN
THE EURCOPEAN THEATER.

THIS THEY REJECTED OQOUT OF HAND, ANDI SO I SAID, @ALL RIGHT.
IF THEY ARE LINWILLING TO GO THAT FAR., THEN WE WILL MAKE A
PROPQSAL FOR A REDUCTION TO FAIR AND EQUAL AMOUNTS ON BROTH
SIDES AND LET THEM COME IN AND NEGOTIATE OUT. WHAT IS A
NUMBER THAT THEY WOULD BE AGREEAEBLE TO?77 AND, SO FAR, THEY
HAVE STILL KEPT TO THEIR PROGRAM: @eNO. WE MUST STOP THE
(NATOQ) DEPLOYMENT. 7 IN OTHER WORDS, THEY EBOUGHT
OUR ZERO-ZERO PROPOSAL-- SOPCT. OF IT. ZERO FOR US. AND THEY HAL
OVER 1,000 WARHEADS ALREADY TARGETELD' ON WESTERN EUROPE.

NOW THEY HAVE LEFT THE NEGOTIATIONS. I HAVE TO BELIEVE THAT
ONCE THOSE MISSILES OF OURS ARE PUT IN PLACE AND' THEY SEE
THAT WE HAVE THE WILL TO GO FORWARD WITH THIS-- THAT THEY
HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO SEPARATE THE ALLIANCE-— THEN, I THINK,

- THEY WILL RETURN TO THE TABLE. AND WE ARE WAITING FOR ANY

PROPOSALS THAT THEY WANT TO MAKE. [ERQO YOU THINK THE
Y P



.......

| LQ. YU THINK IT WILL LEAD TC A REASONAELE DEAL WHEN? IN

THE NEXT YEAR OR S0O7 ZéLI DON“T KNOW WHAT THE TIME
PERIOD WILL BE. BUT I DO KNOW THIS: WHEN WE CAME HERE-- YQU

ASKED ABOUT SURPRISES—- WE WERE ALL SURPRISED. WE THOUGHT WE

KNEW SOMETHING DURING THE CAMPAIGN OF THE SITUATION, BUT WE

WERE STILL SURPRISED TO FIND HOW DESPERATE THE J.S. POSITION

WAS MILITARILY. BUT WE HAVE BEEN VERY SUCCESSFUL IN WHAT WE
HAVE DONE. AND I THINK THIS IS WHAT BROUGHT THE SOVIETS TO
THE TABLE IN THE FIRST PLACE. FOR THE FIRST TIME IN YEARS
THEY HAVE SEEN THAT THE AMERICAN PEOPLE HAVE THE WILL TO
PROVIDE A DETERRENT FORCE. f® IN DEALING WITH THE

SOVIETS. HAVE YOU FOUND THE WEST EURCOPEAN ALLIES A HELP OR A

HINDRANCE? ATHEY HAVE BEEN VERY MUCH A HELP. THIS IS

EVIDENT IN THE INF DEPLOYMENT. THEY HAVE HELD UP

UNDER ALL THIS PROPAGANDA. ALL THESE DEMONSTRATIONS. YES.

THE ALLIANCE IS STRONGER AND BETTER THAN IT HAS EVER EEEN.
[Eg DO YOU FEEL THAT THE SOVIETS ARIDE BY THEIR TREATIES

AND COMMITMENTS? 223 THEY THEMSELVES HAVE DECLARELD

THAT PIE CRUSTS ARE MEANT TO BE BROKEN ANDN SO ARE TREATIES.

NOW, I THINK THAT THIS IS ONE OF THE REASONS WHY, IF WE ARE

TO HAVE REALLY GOOD WILL AND A TREATY OF ANY KIND, THEN THE

ONLY WAY IS TO AVOID ANY POSSIBILITY OF SUSFPICION ANB—FHAT—

IS TQO HAVE LEGITIMATE VERIFICATION, &‘_NHEN YOou MADE

THE REMARK CONTAINING THE PHRASE @@FOCLIS OF EVIL. < WHICH

CERTAINLY NETTLED THE SOVIETS. DID YOU FEEL THAT IT WAS

APPROPRIATE? WOULD YOU MAKE THAT KIND OF REMARK AGAIN?
&Ei__l THOUGHT AT THE TIME THAT THEY REALLY HAD TO KNOW

AND UNDERSTAND HOW WE FELT, WHAT OUR VIEWS WERE AND WHY WE

THOUGHT 1T NECESSARY TO BUILD UP OUR MILITARY DEFENSES. NO,

I WOULD NOT SAY THINGS LIKE THAT AGAIN. EVEN AFTER SOME DF

THE THINGS THAT HAVE BEEN DONE RECENTLY.

&,

IN ADDITION TO THEIR AGGRESSIVE POLICY OF WANTING TO SPREAD

THEIR DOCTRINE THROUGHOUT THE WORLD, I BELIEVE ALSO THAT
THERE IS A GREAT FEAR ON THEIR PART THAT THEY MUST BE
CONSTANTLY ON GUARD AND DEFENSIVE. THIS WAS CHARACTERISTIC

OF RUSSIA BEFORE IT WAS COMMUNIST, A SUSPICION OF NEIGHBORS.

MAYBE IT GOES BACK TO NAPOLEON AND HIS MARCH ON MOSCOW.
MAYBE 1T GOES BACK TO OTHER THINGS OF THAT KIND. I WOULD
LIKE TGO FIND WAY3S TO CONVINCE THEM THAT THERE IS NOT ANYCONE
IN THE WORLD THAT HAS AGGRESSIVE INTENT WHERE THEY ARE
CONCERNED. CERTAINLY WE DON“T. AND WE HAVE PROOF OVER SO



s-  ONLY POWER WITH NUCLEAR WEAPONS? DID WE THREATEN THE WORLD? <;Z:>
i DID WE SAY TO EVERYONE. @RLAY DOWN YOUR ARMS’ -7
- I WOULD LIKE TO MAKE THEM SEE THAT IT IS TO THEIR BEST
o INTEREST TO JOIN US IN REDUCING ARMS. WHAT MORE OF AN
INTERNATIONAL SUPERPOWER THEY COULD BE IF IT WAS NOT JUST IN
& THE MILITARY THAT THEY WERE SUPER, BUT IF THEY COULD JOIN
THE FAMILY OF NATIONS AS TRADING PARTNERS, WORKING TOGETHER.
& AS ALL OF US ARE., FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF THEIR OWN PEOPLE‘S
STANDARD OF LIVING. I DON‘T KNOW WHETHER THAT’S FPOSSIBLE FOR
THEM TO SEE. BUT I THINK IT“S WORTH A TRY. LQSPEAKING
OF THEIR JOINING THE @@FAMILY OF NATIONS, 7 DO YOU THINK
= THEY HAVE ANY USEFLIL ROLE TO PLAY JOINTLY WITH US IN THE
_ MIDDLE EAST? [ﬁ:wELL, RIGHT NOW THEY ARE IN THE MIDDLE
i EAST IN ONE PLACE., AND THAT IS WHERE THERE IS TROUBLE. THAT
HAS BEEN A TACTIC OF THEIRS: THEY DO NOT NECESSARILY START
= THE TROUBLE, BUT THEY GET IN AND STIR THE POT. THEY COULD EBE
HELPFUL IF THEY WOULD USE THEIR INFLUENCE TCO PERSUALDE SYRIA
B TO WITHDRAW FROM LEBANON AND LET THE LEBANESE REGAIN CONTROL
OF THEIR COUNTRY. LELYUU HAVE VERY CONSISTENTLY SAID
i THAT A SUMMIT MEETING NEEDS AN AGENDA, AND THAT IT SHOULD
NOT BE EMBARKED UPON UNLESS A RESULT IS VISIELE. BUT AS
g CONCERNS CONTINUE TO RISE ABOUT THE STRAIN BETWEEN THE U.S.
AND THE SOVIETS, DO YOU CONCEIVE OF ANY FORM OF SUMMITRY IN
i THE NEAR TERM THAT COULD BE LESS FORMALIZED? [4 1 HAVE
NEVER THOUGHT OF IT SO MUCH AS BEING FORMALIZEL. BUT WHEN -
. ONE OF THESE THINGS TAKES PLACE, WE KNOW FROM THE PAST, THE
. HOPES OF PEOPLE WORLDWIDE ARE BROUGHT TO A HIGH LEVEL. AND
HE THEN IF THERE IS NOTHING ACCOMPLISHED EXCEPT THAT YOU HAVE
HAD A MEETING, AND NEITHER ONE OF YOLI HAS ANYTHING TO SAY
S WHEN YOU LEAVE THAT MEETING. THERE IS A LETDOWN. THE
LETDOWN, THE DISAPPOINTMENT—-— I JUST DON‘T THINK THAT IS
HEALTHY OR GOOD. BUT YOU MENTIONED ALL THE @@STRAIN. ” I
HAVE TO SAY THAT I THINK THERE IS LESS OF A RISK AND LESS OF
T A DANGER TODAY THAN THERE WAS A FEW YEARS AGCO. I THINK THAT
THE WORLD IS SAFER AND FARTHER REMOVED FROM A POSSIELE WAR
THAN IT WAS SEVERAL YEARS AGO. [ELNOULD YOu TELL LS
WHY< [&BECAUSE THERE WAS MORE RISK OF SOMECONE
: GAMBLING IF IT DID NOT LOOK AS IF WE COULD RETALIATE IN ANY
o EXTREMELY L[AMAGING WAY. I THINK THE SOVIETS NOW UNDERSTANL
THAT WE HAVE THE WILLPOWER TO PRESERVE THE DETERRENT, SO
THERE IS LOGIC IN OUR TALKING. IF BOTH OF US WOULD SAaY.




's:-. o FJTRELF COULD BE DESTROYED. AS LONG AS WE MAINTAIN THINGS SC

G . THAT NEITHER SIDE IS ABLE TO START A WAR WITH THE OTHER. WHY
- DON‘T WE REDUCE OUR ARSENALS?‘“ AND IF WE START DOWN THAT
= ROAD OF REDUCING, FOR HEAVEN’S SAKE. WHY DON‘T WE RID THE
WORLD OF THESE WEAPONS? WHY [0 WE KEEP THEM? HERE’S A WORLD
TODAY WHOSE PRINCIPAL ARMAMENTS WOULD WIPE OUT CIVILIANS IN
THE TENS AND HUNDREDS OF MILLIONS. LET’S GET BACK TQ BEING
@ CIVILIZED.
ETX:
2 EOT:
QWAWETX
=  TIMEINC NYK

oy

TIMEINC WSH



THE WHITE HOUSE

.\\' )
WASHINGTON

December 21, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR MIKE DEAVER
FROM: DAVE GERGEN’W

SUBJECT: Outstanding Scheduling Items

Over the past several days, we have received a number of
requests -- verbal and written -- from groups seeking
Presidential interviews. There are also several items with
press groups that have been outstanding items for a while.
It would be helpful if we could address all of these soon in
a group setting.

TELEVISION

(1) ABC - Two interview requests have recently come in:

~- Request for Peter Jennings to have a l-on-1
around the time of the State of the Union,
preferably before. Would run on World News
Tonight. Could be spread over a couple of nights.

-~ Request for GMA interview with David Hartman
around time of announcement. We "owe" one to GMA
after the last interview; as you recall, that was
never aired because of the Beirut bombing and they
handled it in a classy way. Incidentally, RR told
Hartman in a receiving line recently that he
wanted to sit down with him again.

(2) CBS - Has only one request; came in recently:

-- "Face the Nation." They would like only an
interview with Leslie Stahl; have said it's
unlikely since RR not doing Sunday shows.

(3) NBC - Has recently come in with two requests:

-- "Today Show" interview with Bryant Gumbal
around time of SOTU or later. Would run as 22
minute segment.

~- "Nightly News" interview with Tom Brokaw,
l-on-1, around time of SOTU. Would be broken into
two segments of 3-4 minutes apiece shown on
successive nights.
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~-- There is one other NBC request brewing, but it
hasn't come to head yet.

(4) CNN - Two ideas floating:

-- Larry has proposed a CNN interview for January
since we haven't done anything with them so far.

-- "The Freeman Report" (hostess Sandi Freeman,
one of biggest audiences on CNN) has requested a
l-on-1 interview with RR sometime during year.
Their twist is that during the show RR could take
live calls from around the country.

PRINT INTERVIEW REQUESTS

We have several items that need attention:

-- Sperling Breakfast: We have agreed to do this; need
to work out a date.

-- Knight Ridder Editors: We have agreed to do a lunch
or major sit-down; need to work out date.

-—- Publishers Lunch: (Kohler group) Same as Knight
Ridder.

-- Business Editors Lunch: Have not resolved in
scheduling meetings. Recommend we do. Very successful
last year. First time these editors had been since
Truman.

I have asked Karna Small to review other groups so that we
can begin to do something very desirable -- lay out a plan
of interviews over the course of the year.

Thanks.
cc: Jim Baker ///

Mike McManus
Larry Speakes



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 5, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR MIKE DEAVER
FROM: DAVE GERGEN ? >

SUBJECT: 1984 State of the Union

The primary message, in my view, ought to be very simple:
the state of the union is getting better and under RR's
continued leadership, will get better still.

A good thematic vehicle for that message is to separate the
decade of the 70s from that of the 80s. In the 70s, we
accumulated an enormous burden of problems as the result of
failed policies that dated way back into the past. The
economy was a mess, as inflation soared to peacetime highs,
interest rates went through the roof, and recession followed
upon recession with deepening intensity. Families were sent
reeling. At the same time, American authority overseas was
steadily declining as the Soviets and their surrogates
expanded their influence from Afghanistan to the Caribbean,
and as the Western alliances were weakened. In short, the
70s left us a bitter legacy.

In the 1980s, by sharp contrast, we are no longer creating
prcblems but solving them step-by-step. We are reversing
the downward spiral. We set to work three years ago on the
economy as cur first and foremost priority. Today, as the
result of bipartisan successes in cutting taxes and reigning
in runaway spending, we see inflation cut by two thirds and
interest rates cut in half. We are bcuncing out of
recessiocn and men and women are finding jobs at near record
rates. Families are sticking together more and there is a
renewed belief in traditional family values. Just as
importantly, America's adversaries now see renewed strength
and determination in the West. The deterioration in ocur
military preparedness has been halted, and we are better
able to keep the peace today than only three years ago.
From Central America to the Middle East, we have
csuccessfully demonstrated a rew resolve. In the face of
Soviet intimidaticn, we have moved forward as an alliarnce
with deployment of new weapons that will strengthen European
security. Today, Bmerica 1s not only closer tc prosperity
but we have greatly enhanced the prospects for long-term
peace and freedom.
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Sure, many daunting problems remain. Too many still need
work, deficits loom large, arms talks are difficult, etc.
But America can now face its future with renewed confidence
that it can overcome the challenges before it. We have

not just endured the difficulties of the past; we have
prevailed. Our greatest need now is to stay on course,
gradually, calmly, clearing away the rest of the debris of
the 70c and building a much better world for our children
the rest of this century.

As we have over the past three years, we must build not just
for today but for the long-term. This Congress in 1984 has
an opportunity -- and yes, a responsibility -- to act on
measures that will carry us far into the future. (Succinct
discussion follows, avoiding a long laundry list of measures
but hitting the high spots).

-- To sustain the recovery: we need to curtail spending
growth, enact the line item veto, pass a balanced budget
amendment, move toward simplified taxation, etc.

-- To improve the quality of life: we need to pass
legislation for strengthening the family, for enterprise
zones, tuition tax credits, the environment (and education),
etc., and we need to chart out new frontiers in space.

-- To stengthen prospects for peace: we need X,Y, and Z.

Our agenda is still long, our tasks still enormous. But
(returning to a central theme) we have already shown in
these past few years that we now have the capacity and the
will to make the 80s one of the most creative and memorable
decades of the century. The pessimists are still among us,
but they are in retreat, their numbers dwindling.

In every difficult age, the times call forth new leadership,
new vision, new action. In this age, we see those new
leaders stepping forward in towns and cities across the

nation -- the heroes that RR spoke of in his inaugural
address who are transforming the American eccnomy and
restoring the American spirit. (RR might cite three - four
examples). It is their spirit that we celebrate as the new

year beginsg, and it is to them that we must dedicate our
efforts in Washington in “he weeks and months ahead.



Notes:

-- If RR were to cite a few stories of authentic heroes
that he likes to talk about -- say, a volunteer leader, an
outstanding black principal, an unusual blue collar worker
(ethnic), a senior citizen, etc. -~ that would not only make
it a more interesting, Reaganesque speech but would also
Craw press attention to the people. They would be good
offsets to the Democratic attacks that are sure to come.

~- We all agree that this speech should 1ift a piece of the
curtain on the second term. I don't know what the 5-year
project group is producing, but it might be helpful to see
if they have any particular thoughts at this time.

-- Now that the announcement speech seems so closely tied
in time to the State of the Union, we obviously need to
resolve how the speeches would fit together.

-~ Oh, yes, the State of the Union Address should be oral.

cc: Baker
Darman
Duberstein
Fuller
McManus
Svahn
Elliott
Kimmett
Oglesby
Rollins



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
December 3, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR JIM BAKER
MIKE DEAVER

ED MEESE
FROM: DAVE GERGEN "\{/.
SUBJECT: AEI Dinner this Thursday

There is an obvious personal interest here... but I still
would like to make one final appeal for the President to
drop by the annual AEI dinner this Thursday when he returns
from Indianapolis.

Here are the arguments:

-- RR has not attended a single one of the annual AEI
dinners since he became President (he did attend in 1980 as
President-elect but has only sent a tape since then). 1In
the meantime, he has attended several Heritage and Hoover
events.

-- This dinner marks AEI's 40th birthday.

-- AEI has apparently contributed more people to this
administration than any other "think tank". Among the 19
professionals from AEI are Jeane Kirkpatrick, Arthur Burns,
John Rogers, Jim Miller ( a list is attached).

-- There has been some speculation that AEI made money
off its involvement with the private sector initiative
study. I checked that out and found that the institute lost
between a half million and million dollars, according to its
records, because of the way it restructured its programs to
accommodate the study that year. Admittedly, that episode
left some bad feelings on each side, but I would think that
now we ought to put that controversy behind us and concen-
trate on the good that can come from a warm relationship.

Many thanks.



Departures related to the Reagan Administration

Professionals: Arthur Burns
Murray Weidenbaum
David Gergen
Jim Miller
Richard Exb
John Rogers
Roger Fontaine
Jeff Eisenach
Bob Helms
Jeane Kirkpatrick
Wayne Valis
Pedro San Juan
Larry Korb
Dale Tahtinen
Sid Moore
Hunter Harrison
Dodie Kazanjian
Sid Jones
Bud Brown

Staff: Jean Balestrieri
Pat Gleason
James Waldron
Scott Herring
Debbie Rundell
Anne Young
Linda Perryman
Winnie Peterson
Jackie Tillman
Lane Farrokhnia
Victoria Bezanilla
Ann Anderson



THE WHITE HOUSE AV
WASHINGTON
December 1, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR JIM BAKER
MIKE DEAVER

LARRY SPEAKES
FROM: DAVE GERGE@g
SUBJECT: Q & A with the White House Press Corps

In order to maintain our commitment to an open administra-
tion and to maintain the good press relations that have
generally characterized the last three years, it is
essential in my opinion to have a regularized process for
the President to answer questions of the White House press
corps. We all agree that he did that in California with
great success, and he has repeatedly demonstrated his
effectiveness in these "mini" press availabilities and other
forums while here.

Unfortunately, we have been slipping in recent months. A
check of the records over the past 22 weeks (since July 1),
shows the following:

Number of RR press "opportunities" over past 22 weeks

full-scale press conferences 2
with WH press corps

"mini" press availabilities 2%
with WH press corps

interviews with regional, 4
specified press groups

special interviews with individuals 11
or press organizations
(e.g., NY POST)

(Note: This list does not include the times when RR has
answered a couple of guestions in impromptu settings).
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As these numbers indicate, we are doing pretty well with
scheduling outside groups and individual interviews. But I
would urge that we return to our previous agreement to have
regularized, frequent exposures to the general White House
press corps. There are a variety of ways to do this, of
course, and I would recommend we discuss them before the
Christmas break.

Many thanks.

* The numbers of "minis" will increase to 3 if we do one in
the next few days.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 29, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR BOB SNOW

FROM: Larry Speakeg:EE;

In reviewing the press coverage of the sand-filled trucks
here, it occurs to me that we could have done a better job
in sharing information.

My staff and I had difficulty getting timely and accurate
information, due to the fact that not everyone is familiar
with each other. 1I'm attaching a list of those who are
our regular spokesmen. They are authorized to give and
receive information.

We could have avoided delays and confusion had our office
been given a heads-up in advance of the security steps
that were taken.

While we refer all questions concerning security to the
Secret Service Public Affairs Office, it is always helpful
for us to be knowledgeable with the facts at hand before
steps of this type are taken.

cc: John Simpson
Robert DeProspero
James Baker v



Larry Speakes
Peter Roussel
Marlin Fitzwater
Bob Sims

Mark Weinberg
Anson Franklin
Kim Hoggard
Robin Gray

Sheila Dixon



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 29, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD G. DARMAN
FROM: DAVE GERGEN%

SUBJECT: Signing Statement on Civil Rights

While concurring that the President ought to sign the enrolled
bill, I seriously question the wisdom of this signing statement
as drafted.

Essentially, any statement we issue now ought to be positive in
nature, putting us firmly on the side of the angels but with no
bending on principle. We ought to be four-square for a civil
rights commission (which is consistent with the President's
long-held position) and we ought to be four-square for equal
opportunity (also consistent).

The current draft is very negative in tone and conveys the
impression that we want to curtail the powers of the commission.
There are two primary defects in my view:

(1) Paragraphs 2 and 3 of page 1 revive the whole
controversy over the President's original nominees and raises
arguments that we did not make publicly at the time (we argued
that our commissioners were excellent and that the President
had the power of appointment; this draft in a convoluted way
puts the controversy into the context of equal opportunity
versus affirmative action). I would drop these two paragraphs
altogether.

If something need be said about the future course of the
commission, I would draw from the language in Dave Stockman's
memorandum to the President -- namely that the commission ought
to serve as a forum for civil rights matters on terms "which do
not automatically assume that gquotas, busing, higher social
welfare expenditures, etc,, advance the interests of minorities."
This is much firmer and more understandable than the language
in the current draft, which can easily be construed to be
anti-affirmative action.

(2) The last paragraph on page 2 is also very negative
and certainly leaves the impression that we believe the powers
of the commission are curtailed. In fact, the Stockman memo
says: "The basic purpose of the Commission -- to investigate,
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study, appraise and report on discrimination -- would be
maintained under the enrolled bill, and most of its current
authorities would remain intact."” I would have the signing
statement say just that.

In short, I believe that this signing statement ought to
be an opportunity to put this controversy behind us and take
a positive step forward in the President's commitment to
civil rights and equal opportunity. The current draft, in
my judgment, does not meet that goal.

cc:*/ﬁim Baker
Ed Meese
Jack Svahn



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 21, 1983

\

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: DAVID R. GERGEN?

SUBJECT: Activities Relating to "The Day After"

Our administration spokesmen (and women) have done a first
rate job over the past few days in promoting your policies
during the renewed debate over nuclear arms. With Secretary
Shultz in the lead, they have been particularly effective in
framing the issue (how do we prevent a nuclear holocaust?)
and in providing the answer (support your policies of
deterrence and arms reduction).

Karna Small has pulled together a list of the activities we
have undertaken with White House and NSC coordination. It
shows that over the past 48 hours, administration spokesmen
have:

- Appeared on 12 television shows (half national,
half major media markets);

-— Appeared on 15 radio talk shows; and,

- Written 6 op-ed pieces (including the Vice
President's article in the NY TIMES on Monday) .

Among those who have been especially helpful, in addition to
Secretary Shultz, have been Ken Adelman, Richard Perle and
two women appointees -- Kathy Troia of DOD and Karna here at
the White House.
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For background, some items you may wish to review:
Tab A -- Description of activities by administration;

Tab B ~-- Op-eds that have appeared so far;

Tab C -- Talking Points for administration spokesmen
and briefing book for public and surrogate
use.

As you know, preliminary estimates indicate as many as 100
million saw the movie and about two-thirds of them stayed on
to watch Secretary Shultz and Viewpoint.

cc: Jim Baker
Mike Deaver
Ed Meese
Bud McFarlane



ACTIVITIES REGARDING "THE DAY AFTER"

o Talking points were developed for all Administration spokesmen
regarding the President's policies of deterrence and arms
control. Talking points were sent to several hundred
Administration appointees and were distributed at a special
briefing session for spokesmen. Talking points were also shared
with a small number of conservative columnists.

o A White House Digest was prepared for distribution to spokesmen
and members of the press outlining the President's views on
arms control, current negotiations with the Soviets and a
series of quotes of the President on these issues over the last
three years. Digest also sent to public calling in for information.

o Guidance, 0Os and As were developed and sent to all Base Commanders,
defense agencies and Public Affairs Officers world-wide
indicating the best ways to respond to the film or questions
raised by the public or media.

o FEMA prepared letters and a new booklet to be available
to the public requesting information on Civil Defense.

o) Twenty volunteer telephone operators were brought in to
answer questions from the public after the film Sunday night.
(Results showed a majority favored the President's programs
to reduce arms).

o} A rotary hot-line was set up for Mid-level specialists at
the Department of Defense to answer requests from local
radio and TV talk shows after the film Sunday evening.

o) Op-ed pieces were written, signed and placed: (see attachments)
-- New York Times, November 21 - the Vice President

-— USA Today, November 21 - Ken Adelman

-- Washington Times, November 21 - Kevin Hopkins

-- Washington Post, November .22 - Secretary Weinberger
~— Chicago Tribune, November 22 - Edward Derwinski
-- New York Post, November - George Keyworth

(note: the same piece was sent to approximately 100 other
smaller dailies across the country.

o Discussions were held with ABC-TV about the "Viewpoint" program
following the film and it was arranged for Secretary Shultz
to appear on the program by remote hook-up from his home.



Administration spokesmen were placed on Radio and TV programs
in answer to requests:

NBC's MEET THE PRESS - Ken Adelman

ABC's THIS WEEK - Richard Perle

CNN EVANS & NOVAK - Richard Perle

CBS Sunday night network news - Richard Perle
CBS Morning News Monday - Richard Perle

CNN CROSSFIRE with Braden & Buchanan - Richard Burt
WRC Radio - Franklin Miiler (DOD)

National Public Radio - Franklin Miller (DOD)
National Public Radio - Karna Small
KABC-Radio, Los Angeles - Richard Perle and John Kelley
WHDH-Radio, Boston - Ken Adelman

WABC-TV, New York - Katheryn Troia (DOD)
KMOX-Radio, St. Louis - Katheryn Troia (DOD)
KTSA-Radio, San Antonio - Katheryn Troia (DOD)
WBBM-TV, Chicago - Richard Perle

WLS-TV, Chicago - Richard Perle

WGY-Radio, Schenectady - Katheryn Troia (DOD)
CNN FREEMAN REPORTS - Katheryn Troia (DOD)

CNN News - Karna Small

KSTP-~Radio, Minneapolis - John Tefft’(State)
KGNR-Radio, Sacramento - Katheryn Troia (DOD)

WNWS-Radio, Miami - Beraard Halloran (ACDA)

(State)

KABC-TV, Los Angeles - hook-up with Richard Perle in Chicago

KKBJ, Minnesota - Bernard Halloran (ACDA)
KFBK-Radio, Sacramento - Karna Small

KZZB-Radio, Beaumont, Texas - Karna Small

WHO-Radio, Des Moines - Ken Adelman



Columnists given Administration position:

Patrick Buchanan
Rowland Evans
Morton Kondracke
Allan Ryskind
Wiiliam Safire
Nicholas Thimmesch

Outside groups had numerous activities in connection with the
film:

Citizens for America sent packets of talking points

and position papers on the Administration's arms control
efforts and deterrence strategy to their Chairmen in each
Congressional District where 110 press conferences were
held Monday morning.

High Frontier offered its own documentary to ABC affiliates
in rebuttal to the premise of the film -- at least 40
TV stations had scheduled their film.

American Security Council alerted members about the film,
members appeared on talk shows throughout the country.

RNC sent out two mailings to State Chairmen and VIP list

with talking points regarding the Administration's positions
on deterrence and arms control; Chairmen encouraged to
respond to invitations to talk shows and speaking appearances
to support the President's policies.
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KLVIN HOPKINS

through the film, in which a
middle-aged farm family Mom is
calmly making her bed while
atomic missiles streak across the
Midwestern sky. As her husband lit-
erally carries her downstajrs
toward the basement, she sereams
out in piercing, breathless sobs
that “this can’t be happening.” Any-
one who has confronted the import
of his or her own death will recog-
nize this unparalleled fear.

What a relief it is for the viewer,
then, to wake up the next morning
after secing this program and dis-
cover that the radio disc jockey is
telling funny stories with the same
verve he had the week before, that
thewuster still works, and thatcars
are still traveling down the free-
way. But this relief is edged with a
new, clinging caution. Nuclear war
is no longer a faraway prospect or
a grim statistical accounting of
millions of deaths; it is a starkly
human horror that ends forever the
almbivalence with which one might
look upon the weapons of mass
destruction.

This is the lirst lesson propo-
nents of a strong defense must be
prepared to learn in the days ahead.
“The Day After” will deeply affect
nany mllions of viewers both hiere
and abroad. Few will be uble to
watch unmoved as a  beautiful
youtig woman on the eve of her
wedding is transformed into a gro-
tesyue parody ol life, or as an inno-
cent baby is born into a Danteun
inferno.

l

The challenge for those who

oppose the implicit message of this -

film — that we should disarm, uni-
laterally and at once — is not to
deny these horrific visages, but to
use them to further the cause of
real, permament and livable world
peace. In particular, “strong
defense” advocates should avoid
several tempting but inevitably
counterproductive rhetoric traps:

1. Do not rely on the film’s cine-
matic weaknesses to undermine its
credibility.

Granted, some of the dialogue in
the first 40 minutes is bad enough
to make even soap opera fans
cringe, and the plot is occasionally
disjointed, but that is mere quib-
bling. The characters are generally
well-realized, the acting is almost
uniformly good, and the special
effects are first-rate. Most impor-
tant, the movie had impact, prob-
ably more so than “Fail-Safe” and
“The China Syndrome,” which are
better films from a technical
standpoint.

2. Do not criticize ABC for show-
ing the fiim.

Itis true that the movie, airing as
it does just before the deployment
of the Pershing Ils in Europe,
comes at an awkward time, and its
effect, if not intent, is blatantly
political. But ABC actually does the
nation a service by bringing the
nuclear bogeyman out of the closet.
This is the evil monster we have
been hearing so much about, and it
is just as hideous as we expected.
So what? If ABC suddenly decided
not to show the film, would that
make nuclear war any more accept-
able? Better to know the nature of
the beast so we can more effec-
tively and more determinedly ward

Now, the day after “The Day After’

3. Do not bemoan the movyie’s
political bias.

Yes, “The Day After” does tilt
leftward, and even portrays the

United States as exploding the first
nuclear device. It is also morally
neutral between the free United
States of America and the totalitar-
ian U.S.S.R.

But after a few seconds of
watching human beings flash-fried
into skeletons and then vaporized,
the viewer finds the movie’s politi-
cal ornamentation irrelevant. The
script could have included an
unnerved American president on
TV informing the country that the
Soviet Union had launched an
unprovoked nuclear first-strike on
the United States, and it would have
diminished little the central point
of the film: that nuclear war would
be almost unbelievably horrible.

4. Do not deny the possibility of
nuclear war.

Nuclear war remains extremely
unlikely as long as the first-strike
button is also the self-destruct but-
ton. But with large stockpiles of
nuclear weapons extant in this
world, one would only undermine
his credibility — especially in the
aftermath of this graphic film — by
claiming that there is no possibility
whatsoever of such a contlict.
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Once and tor all, we can put
petnnd as the yueston o whether
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therciore move beyond this con-
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Ui horrors of nuclear war, but on
Giae ticails Lo prevent such a catas-
ttophe while preserving our free-
o and  that of generations 10
corse Only then will the American
people profit rom last mght's cino-
Lonally unsctthog evening of TV
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There s, Dinally, a third lesson
tas b, one lor those who scee
“1he Day alier” as a two-hour
pohitical adveruscinent for the
Btchear treeze. Let us assume that
Lhe Trecse proponents get exactly
wLat they want: President Keagan
Hnticdiately declares a unilateral
O lear recze dollowing upon the
s pauoval of all of its warheads
loon Burope during  the 1970s
wlille he Suviels were doubling
thenr oswn theater wissile deploy-
el and promises not o deploy
the Porshing s under any circum-
Slance. ' The Soviets, thereby cibol-
doacd, cluse utl West Berlin s
s don e Ll The Western
Loccn s by o brvak the blockade tas
L e Lk, and e Soviets
Copotid Dy oretrunougg West Ger-

many. The NATO countries, fright-
ened by this onslaught and wholly
unable w0 stop it by conventional
means, delonate a nuclear device
over the advancing Soviet troops.
Sovict leaders (who proved their
paranoia, if nothing else, in the
Korean airliner massacre) retali-
ate (again, as in the film) by
destroying NATO headquarters
with an atomic warhead, and then
by launching a nuclear first-strike
against the United States. Mutual
annihilation follows. And it does so
becuuse of, rather than in spite of,
a nuclear freeze.

‘The ABC script could have been
written justas credibly that way. Or
any number of ways. This very fact
points up perhaps the most impor-
tant lesson of “The Day After:”
Peace is nol an easy proces; it can-
not be evoked by mere protesta-
tions of “Peace!” or the incantation
of the shibboleth du jour, but must
be produced through long, hard

negotiation and a willingness 10 -

stand firm in its pursuit. Most
important, it must have as its goal
the reduction, and ultimate
climination, of nuclear weapons,
not the mere “freezing” of their
numibers into place.

President Reagan has demon-
strated that he recognizes this
reality. In November 1981, he
offered to stop the 1983 deployment
of Pershing and cruise missiles,

provided the Soviets uagreed to
move back their intermediate
ngglear forces. Iln May 1982, he
oftered to destroy 2,200 strategic
warheads — nearly a third of the
l_J.SA total — if the Soviets would do
likewise. And in October 1982 he
proposed an interim  series of
“‘nuclear build-down” proposals for
Europe, in which existing missiles
would be destroyed for each new
one deployed.

Unfurmnulely, the Soviets have
so far rejected each of these initia-

tives, making it clear that they, and
not the American people, have been
the stumbling block to niutual and
verifiable disarmament.

But this must not lead
Americans to become either fatal-
istic or starry-eyed, no matter how
depressing the freeze movement'’s
latest instrumentality, nor how
seductive the campaign’s simplis-
tic promise. For it is only through
forthright arms reduction propos-
als, carried to fruition by diligent
and hard-nosed diplomacy, that the
world can be made truly safe from
the “day after”

Would that those who so vocifer-
ously agitate for “peace” began to
realize this fact of political life.
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KENNETH L. ADELMAN

Guest columnist

Only a strong defense
will deter nuclear war

WASHINGTON — Last night
millions of TV viewers saw &
powerful portrayal of the hor-
rors of nuclear war. Two
weeks ago a distinguished sci-
entific panel again confirmed
that nuclear war wouid have
horrible, far-reaching conse-
quences.

These are piercing remind-
ers of the need to eliminate the
chances of nuclear war from
ever occurring

That issue concerns Presi-
dent Reagan more deeply and
personally than any other. As
he has said so often: “A nuclear
war cannot be won and must
never be fought. ... There are
no winners in a nuclear war —
only losers.”

Avoiding war, while preserv-
ing freedom, is a tough busi-
ness. It requires not just a com-
mitment to a strong defense
but also serious negotiations
and our best moral, inteliectual
and emotional resources.

The recent dramatizations
show the problem and the hor-
rors, but not the solution. Given
the unimaginable tragedy if we
fail and the demands to pre-
vent nuclear war, simple for-
mulas gain popularity. The im-
pulse to “freeze” nuclear weap-
ons or to unilaterally disarm
are understandable approach-
es — they appear easy and are
deceptively alluring.

But a freeze or unilateral dis-
armament will not reduce the
chances of war. They run a
high risk, in fact, of inviting just
the opposite result.

Paradoxical as it may seem,
history has taught us that we
must be prep2red for war in or-
der to avoid it Strength can

Kenneth L. Adelman is di-
rector of the U.S. Arms Control
and Disurmarnent Agency.

and does deter aggression.
Weakness is provocative. Nu-
clear deterrence and strategic
balance are essential to keep-
ing the peace.

Weakness not only diminish-
es deterrence but also under-
cuts arms control. The Soviets
are not unlike any tough nego-
tiator. If we give them strategic
superiority by neglecting our
force modernization, we can-
not hope to regain parity
through arms control. If we
pursue necessary moderniza-
tion programs, however, the
Soviets will have strong incen-
tives to negotiate for genuine
reductions. We may still not
succeed, but it will not be for
lack of trying.

President Reagan has led
one of the most ambitious arms
reductions agendas ever devel-
oped. We are seeking deep re-
ductions of at least one-third in
strategic nuclear weapons and
the lowest possible level of in-
termediate-range, land-based
nuclear forces. We are trying
to prevent the spread of nucle-
ar weapons and reduce the
chances of war arising from er-
ror or miscalculation.

Effective arms contirol
promises to be a long, hard
road. It is complicated by the
unabated Soviet military build-
up, by differences between the
two nations’ force structures
that are difficult to bridge, and
by American impatience.

But if we are patient and
persevere, arms negotiations
can make a key contribution to
the betier world we all seek.



~ Preserving Peace
Through Deterrence

By George Bush

WASHINGTON — Since taking of-
fice. ] have traveied to 4¢ states, 3
United States territories and 47 for-
eign countries. Everywhere I have
gone, leaders and ordinary citizens
alike have voiced one concern above
all others: the need to avoid nuciear
war. Qur Government has set policies
in place that, if adhered to, will keep
such a war from ever taking place.

For nearly 40 years — years span-
ning Republican and Democratic
Presidencies — the United States has
pursued a consistent, twofold pro-
gram to maintain nuclear peace.

Our first aim has been effective
deterrence. We have made certain
that our adversaries understand that
& nuclear strike against us or our
allies would result in retaliation. That
sounds chilling, but by keeping our
deterrent forces strong enough to be
credible, we have avoided the need to
use them. In Europe, where our
deterrent efforts have been focused,
there has been peace since 1845. In
the rest of the world, more than 100
wars have taken place.

Our second aim has been genuine
arms control — a persistent, dedi-
cated effort to reach agreements with
other nuclear powers that would con-
trol the production and testing of
weapons. Such agreements include
the Test Ban Treaty, signed by John
F. Kennedy in 1963, and the Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty, signed by
Richard M. Nixon in 1972.

Throughout these almost four dec-
ades, this program has placed bur-
dens on our nation. We have had to
spend large amounts of money on de-
fense, station thousands of troops far
from home and learn to live with the
pressures involved in maintaining
our freedoms in the nuclear age. As
protesters march and rally in the
days and months ahead, we would do
well t0o remember that despite its
costs, this program has succeeded in
keeping the peace.

The gravest threat to this peace
emerged in the 1970’s. It was then
that the Soviet Union embarked on an
arms buildup so vast it lacked any
paralle] in history — a buildup that
continues today. In many categories
of conventional and nuclear forces,
the Russians have achieved superi-
ority. One such category much in the
news is that of intermediate-range
nuclear forces in Europe. The Rus-
sians began to deploy new and threat-
ening missiles in 1877, and today they
have more than 1,000 warheads
aimed at targets throughout Western
Europe. Our European allies were
alarmed by the creation of a Soviet
nuclear monopoly in this category of
weapons. The deployments we are

carrying out today, the first in mrz- -
years, respond to a reguest from cu-
NATO allies, to which we agree. ir
1879.

The Russians have threatenel t¢
wal’: out of the talks on intermedizi<-
range nuclear forces, in Geneva, and
this they may do. We would remain 2:
the table, ready and willing to negat:-
ate seriously; and we are certain tha:
the Russians eventually would re
turn. They know as well as we that nu-
clear arms reduction talks must suc-
ceed for the sake of us all, Russian:
and Americans alike.

In addition, we are engage¢ ir
three other arms negotiations wil
the Soviet Union. These cover nu-
clear, chemical and conventiona!l
weapons. These are all serious negoti-
ations, to which the United States is
committed.

President Reagan has directed the
Defense Department to study the fes-
sibility of developing a strategic nu-
clear defense — .one that would de-
stroy hostile strategic nuclear mis-

siles in space. If this defense could be ’

perfected, it could help lift the
shadow of nuclear war from every-
one.

The President’s leadership in each of
these initiatives is a reflection of his

commitment to arms reductions. Some

have voiced doubts about the Presi-
dent’s commitment. 1, who see him
daily, know that it is deep, sincere and
abiding. To this end, in 1881 we re-
moved 1,000 nuclear weapons from Eu-
rope. We have recently decided to re-
move 1,400 more tactical weapons from
Europe in the near future,

1 believe President Reagan has the

best chance of any recent President

to achieve genuine arms reductions.

My own view of war and its horrors
first came in the pre-nuclear era. At
the age of 18, as a torpedo-bomber
pilot, I was shot down in the Pacific
and was the only survivor of my
plane’s crew. That experience, vivid
in my memory, has been a constant
incentive for me to do all in my power
to see that my children and grandchil-
dren can grow up and not have to face
the dangers of war — either as com-
batants or innocent victims.

1 am convinced, from all I have
seen here and abroad, that our policy
o! strength, deterrence and serious
negotiation holds open the door to
lasting peace. There are no “‘quick
fixes’' available to us. The price of
peace and freedom includes courage
and determination and patience. The
American people have these qualities
in abundance, and I urge you to join
us in pursuing the policies of peace
and deterrence that have worked so
well for so long.




//
THE WHITE HOUSE y

WASHINGTON

November 19, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR: Dave Gergen

FROM: Mark Goode

¢

Following our conversation prior to your departure for Japan, I became
curious about how much unnecessary money was being spent for the.documentary
crew employed for the trip. The figures are significant enough that I felt
you would be interested.

Had I been called upon to select and negotiate for a crew fully experienced

in the type of work to be done, the cost would have been approximately $21,200.
As you are aware, the contract agreed upon for the assignment calls for
payment of $125,000. (Incidentally, the estimate is based upon employing an .
East Coast crew, and includes the increased air fares to the Orient).

In addition to the cost difference of more than $103,000, the production,
identity and post-production factors previously discussed are important.

I am aware that the organization of this project was not left to you, but

the result provides strong evidence of how costly it is to have inexperienced
amateurs attempting to do the work of professionals.

cc: James A. Baker III



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON "
November 1, 1983 /%6“”7

MEMORANDUM FOR MIKE DEAVER
FROM: DAVE GERGEN'\).{-

SUBJECT: Follow-up on Grenada

Since I will be out of the city on Wednesday, I wanted to
give you a summary of ideas -- some already on the table,
some not -- concerning our follow-up to last week:

I. MILITARY/STUDENT EVENTS

Staged Withdrawals of Forces: Most of us agree
with Teddy White's observation this week: "If Reagan has
the troops out of there in six weeks, he'll be a hero. 1If

.
/e

not, you will see the support fade." Clearly, we need a set Z¢a. )

of phased withdrawals, well publicized, the bigger the
groups the better. When units of the fleet leave, that also
ought to be done with fanfare.

CQ Students Meet with Liberating Forces: Everyone
sees this as a key event, and it needs to be done before RR
leaves for the Far East. Monday is probably the best day.
Speakers ought to include the military commander (Admiral
Metcalf), perhaps one or two of the enlisted, one or two
students, and the President. I see nething wrong with this
being arranged as an event at the Pentagon with the students
being invited to come and letting them pay (a private group
could help to sponsor those who couldn't get here on their
own) .

3. Students Visit the Wounded: Many of the wounded
would probably welcome a thank you visit from a student
delegation. DOD could tell us where the wounded are, and
appropriate visit(s) can then be set up.

atddiir B

W '
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_’/>7important in bolstering the case that "we got there just in 232::2&9

0 —7
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. Student Messages to RR: Apparently some of these
letters and wires have been stlrrlng We should consider
their publlcatlon (with the permission of the senders, of
course) in a major publication, e.g., "People" might be
interested in publishing photos of some of the students
alongside a letter and possibly some memories of the events.

. 60 Minutes Piece: Given all the mystery that has (2%;;)

surrounded the 1nitial landing, the strategy, etc., we might
propose to Mike Wallace that we work with him in laying out
the full defails on the landing and securing of the island,
making key players available, reconstructing events,
possibly revealing some new information, etc.

6. The Documents: Bob Sims says they may be available ;;Zzia
for public release by the end of the week. They will be .

time". Recommend they be released with major briefings,
etc. (could have 1-2 selected leaks to increase impact). Zz;uql&f

7. The Weapons Cache: Someone familiar with the ,/
captured weapons should determine whether they should be put
on public display. Could be a major plus. Show could start

in Miami -- the Cubans there would love it -- and then come
Al s
2 8. Metcalf and the Congress: If Metcalf comes to D.C.
m for anything with the students, he also ought to brief ;%b’

Congressional leaders about the operation. Conceivably
could address the Senate, though that seems an outside
possibility.

II. POLITICAL RECONSTRUCTION

As Dick Darman made clear on Monday, the progress we make
here will be terribly important. But we also have to
recognize this must essentially be a Grenadan effort and

that Governor General Scoon is a man of independent mind. [Jdbfbj
Some possibilities we might explore: fa

1. Scoon to U.S. Mainland: There is talk of Scoon ”ﬁ%}ﬁ?}

coming to the U.N. If so, it would be helpful to have him Py
speak at the General Assembly, come to Washington to see the
President, speak at the Press Club, and do some major inter- -

views. He can be convincing on the question of restoring
democracy. —

2. O.E.C.S. Leaders to Grenada: It would be good if
all the leaders of the community went there together,
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examined things, and met with Scoon and others on the : uture
of democratic institutions in the region. It would be even
better if their sessions there coincided with the depa: ture
of our troops -- in effect, they would be thanking us for
our military help and making it clear that now the process
of building democracy is in the hands of the people in the
region.

3. Restoration of the Judicial System: We are ncw ;ﬁ””/
holding some of the radicals such as Austin. It would be ’dwé?¢27
reassuring to everyone if they were given demonstrably fair /7

trials. T

I don't know where things stand on a Congressional visit
this weekend, but the designated leader of the group, Tom
Foley, is an honorable man, and if he goes, we should work
with him carefully before and after the trip. (I assume the
Eastern Caribbean falls outside the scope of the Kissinger
Commission, so there will be no visits from that group.)

IITI. ECONOMIC RECONSTRUCTION

Progress on this front will also help to dramatize the
worthy intent of the mission. Once again, the nations of
the area will need to be prominently involved, and there is
the difficulty that Grenada is poor for some good reasons.
Nonetheless, these thoughts:

1. A Seabees Project: Secretary Shultz has raised the ;h;4f'
possibility of the Army Construction Battalion going in soon -##%/ —
to clean up the rubble, rebuild at least one bridge, etc. s
Tony Motley favors this idea, and I recommend we give it 197QWW
strong support. Shows a different, positive side of our /15,447ﬂﬁrf
military.

2. Economic Assistance: Peter McPherson at 11:00 a.m.
Wednesday is holding a press conference to announce a $3
million package of reconstruction relief that should help to
tide over the island for 3-6 months. Money comes from his
contingency funds. Peter is also considering the
possibility of a trip there. His efforts can be helpful,
but I hope we can get the private sector even more out
front.

3. Business Initiatives: We should explore ways to Cj//gﬂc/
get the private business involved through a variety of (h¢
channels: Private Sector Initiatives, the Latin American 527m*)
branch of the U.S. Chamber, expansive application of tle + :
Caribbean Basin Initiative, etc. 7W//
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4, Latin American Business Hel»: Since some of the
countries on the mainland are much c .oser by and should be .
pleased with events, they could be vary helpful if

delegations of their businessmen came to the general area tc>§£ﬂl%ﬁ/é/
see what can be done for economic reconstruction.

* * *

N

Other points:

Delegation to Europe: Some of our worst opposition is ZQJ*{/
coming from there, and it could strengthen efforts to block 714/7
missile deployment in the next few weeks. State/USIA ought égywdﬂyq
to explore ways to get a delegation(s) of highly credible ;b(
people to visit Europe and tell the story of Grenada (e.g., W /
some of the students, a leader or two from the general area, ,w“”//
someone off the island such as Scoon, etc.).

N

Weinberger were to call in the heads of major press
organizations such as ASNE for a major dialogue with him and
military leaders on the proper role of the press in modern
military operations. If we approached it with an open mind
and were serious about it, the press would be less concerned ﬁkal'

Military-Press Dialogue: It would take some of the sting ZkM?WW/
out of current bitterness if someone like Secretary ;

about the future. Right now, there is a fear within the ,
press that Grenada will serve as the model for the future, aﬁ”/r
and some of their strong public demonstrations are designed

to head that off. We would be a lot better off to channel

that frustration and bitterness into constructive dialogue.

cc: Jim Baker
Robert McFarlane
Richard Darman
Craig Fuller
Mike McManus
Bob Sims
Larry Speakes
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THE WHITE HOUSE t
WASHINGTON
October 24, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR: JAMES A. BAKER, III
MICHAEL X. DEAVER

FROM: PETER ROUSSEXPAC .,

We are getting numerous questions regarding how the Lebanon
situation will affect travel plans later this week. The tenor
of some of the questions is: "You mean he'd go to a partisan
political fundraiser at the same time these dead Marines are
being brought home?" —

It strikes me that as a possible alternative to any
cancellation of these events, while maintaining continuing
Presidential involvement in the matter -- and demonstrating
his (a) commitment to the Marines; (b) commitment to our
presence in Lebanon; and (c) deep personal sympathy and
gratitude to the families of the dead -- why not have him stop
at Camp Lejeune or Dover (or wherever the bodies are being
returned) en route to Dallas.




THE WHITE HOUSE \/

WASHINGTON

October 24, 1983

e e e~

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES BAKER
MICHAEIL DEAVER

FROM: Larry Speakes >

Larry Barrett has asked for another interview, Time is
doing a cover on Lebanon this week and he and Brew would
like to interview the President at the end of the week
for 15 minutes.

May immediate judgement is not to do it, but we should take
a look at it Wednesday before giving him a final answer.



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
October 22, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR FRED FIELDING
FROM: DAVE GERGEN

SUBJECT: Radio Speeches and Equal Time

I would like to reguest again that we get a letter out ASAP
to all the network executives, radio and TV, about our
interpretation of the equal time provisions. Several major
networks such as NBC and ABC have indicated to us that they
agree with our interpretation, but it is clear from the
attached that not everyone has such good legal talent as we
enjoy here. It is very important, as you know, that we keep
as many stations on the line as possible while the radio
series continues.

bce: Jim Baker ©
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" floh Angeles Bimes

WWASHINGTON (UPI) — United
International and the Associ-
Press radio networks an-

ndnnced Friday that they will stop

: ‘ofﬁermg live broadcasts of President

's 'weekly tadio speeches
use he is a Jega! candidate for

Jection, - ,

kesmen for ABC, NBC and

. Mygtual Broadcasting System Inc.

\ howgver, that their networks

j continue to offer the speeches

‘to gadio stations for live broadcast.

' has not been doing so.

1 and AP executives said they

drop both the Saturday presi-
addresses and Democratic

nses that have been broadcast
ur later, but will cover both as
events ona delayed bnm

-t

.

Ve

Reagan has been giving the
five-minute addresses for more ,
than a year on such diverse topics as
sanctions against Poland, his reap-
pointment of Federal Relerve

Chairman Paul A. Volcker,

-fights with the Democrats

-
v‘y'

search for & liver donor.

The White House said it has not
been informed officially of the UPI
and AP decisions, but one alde sald,
“We would regret it of course.”

"The radio networks have been

'offeﬂngthelpeecheatothelrm

ates and subecribers as and
the Democrats delivered them. The
decision on whether to broadcast
the iz then up (0 the
{ndividual stations.

UPI serves approximately 1,100

I, AP Won’t Offer Reagan Broadcasts

subscribers and the AP about 1,130.
White House spokesman Larry
Speakes said a number of radio
stations have already dropped the
spéech because of Reagan's status
nllegalcmdidate.
hunotyetn!dvbether
he will run for a second term. But he
authorized formation of a campaign
committee Monday, legally making
hlmaundidale.

[, R A



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 18, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR: JIM BAKER -~
MIKE DEAVER

FROM: DAVE GE RGEN@

SUBJECT: Speechwriter Meetings with the President

When Aram Bakshian left, we stopped having the Friday
meetings of the speechwriters with the President. Now
that Ben Elliott has taken charge of that shop, I would
like to request that we re-institute them on as many
Fridays as possible. They made a good deal of difference
in the quality of the writing (not to mention the morale
of the shop) and the President seemed to enjoy them.

Many thanks.

cc: Fred Ryan



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 13, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID GERGEN

FROM: Larry Speakes f;/

I was surprised to learn that you had assigned the
preparation of schedule proposals for pre-Asian trip
foreign interviews to Karna. I would like to tactfully
reassign this to Les Janka since he, as Mort Allin's
successor, has been working with foreign press and,
consistent with past practices, would be the logical
person to set up these interviews.

Let's talk and work together on this.

cc¢: James Baker o~
Les Janka



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 12, 1983

MEMORANDUM TO: JIM BAKER ~
JOHN ROGERS

FROM: DAVE GERGEN y

SUBJECT: Landon Parvin

In our discussions about Landon Parvin, I thought
the attached should be helpful.

cc: Dick Darman



Production:

Since January, 1983, Parvin has:

o) written 85 speeches, drop-by remarks, talking
points, etc. for the PRESIDENT

o} written 37 speeches for the FIRST LADY

o this total of 122 to date for 1983 is considerably
higher than the average per writer of 80 (a total
of 485 speeches, talking points, etc. written by
the speechwriters from January, 1983 divided by
six--~the number of writers); additionally, Landon
is the only speechwriter doing work for the First
Lady

Outstanding Writing

Bundestag: "if there were medals for speechwriting,
one would be due for presentation now."
--West German TV

"...rhetorically powerful--rich and
sensitive, defiant but also reassuring"
--The New Republic

NAACP CONVENTION "eloquent in its castigation of the
evils of racism, sharp and clean in its
delineation of the Reagan position on
combatting those evils."

~--The Washington Post

"eloguent and committed"
--The New York Times

ARMS CONTROL "...a tour de force. It is difficult
to imagine a more effective
presentation... (Reagan) demonstrated

something like perfect pitch in fine
tuning his appeal for support..."

~-~Time

JOINT SESSION "It was one of the best of this

ON CENTRAL AMERICA presidency, forceful yet temperate"
-=Time

"a great speech"
--Morton Kondracke

UN SPEECH "...some may argue (this speech) will
be the most impressive address ever
given at the U.N. by a President . . ."

--Dan Rather



BOB HOPE TRIBUTE

GRIDIRON

"The commander-in-chief . . . got more
laughs than Hope."
--Washington Post

"Mr. Reagan was not to be outdone
when it came to humor."
-~The New York Times

"a self-mocking speech unmatched since
the days of President Kennedy."
--The New York Times

"his prepared one-liners a big cut
above those of other Presidents"
--The National Review









THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 11, 1983

Dear Mr. Levine:

Thank you for your very generous letter of
October 6. Like you, we are delighted that
Secretary Weinberger plans to join you at
your coming convention.

I continue to regret the difficulty we
encountered last time and hope that with the
help of strong staff members such as Debbie
Hutton, we can continue to provide leading
members of the administration as spokesmen
for your events. Please let us know if we
can do anything else to be helpful.

With every good wish,

Sincerely,

37°-_§':a:~
David R. Gergen

Assistant to the President
for Communications

Mr. John M. Levine
President-elect

Inland Daily Press Association
840 North Lake Shore Drive
Suite 802 West

Chicago, Illinois 60611

I

/

Ve



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
September 27, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR: TONY DOLAN
BEN ELLIOTT

FROM: DAVE GERGEN W

SUBJECT: Heritage Foundation

You asked for thoughts or guidance on the Heritage Foundation
speech. 1In checking here (Meese, Baker, Deaver), I found a
consensus and strong recommendation that he speak to them
about the campaign promises of 1980 and his record of living
up to them. It's a remarkably good story and one that if used
in this speech should get more attention. We should not be at
all defensive in this speech.

It was also suggested that RR praise the contributions that
Heritage has made, including the work during the transition
and the follow-up report at mid-term (be careful on the
specifics). Heritage has given the administration a great
deal of help and support. As its 10th anniversary arrives, it
has also become a sparkplug of the conservative movement, able
to translate conservative theory into conservative practice.
It is also action oriented, providing assistance to receptive
iembers of Congress as well as members of the administration.
Yet, as Ed Meese points out, there is much to be done: have to
continue the conservative "revolution" both in thought and
action, Still necessary to motivate both houses of Congress
as well as the general public, and Heritage should have a
clear, continuing role of leadership.

Ed Meese also suggests exploring the notion that arms
reduction is a conservative idea. We're not at the bargaining
table to do the Soviets any favors. We're there because we're
trying to serve our own interests -- to make America and the
world more secure, etc. This could be fleshed out with NSC
help.

Ed's office is also looking to see if we can come up with an
initiative or announcement for the evening that would be
helpful with the conservative community.

We definitely ought to ask for their help in getting the
message out about the President's record and accomplishments.

cc: Jim Baker v
Mike Deaver
Ed Meese



Date; September 13, 1983

TO: Jim Baker
FROM: DAVID R. GERGEN
FYI: B34

LET’S DISCUSS: U]
COMMENT:

iSibject: Briefing for Hispanic,
Labor, and Religious Press

Here's a roundup of speakers for

the 100 Hispanic, labor and religious
editors coming in Wednesday for a
full round of briefings. The
briefing was originally set up to
explain Central America policies;

it has since been expended some by
Karna, who has organized things
working with Faith's office.



PROGRAM FOR SPECIAL BRIEFING OF HISPANIC, LABOR AND RELITIOUS
PRESS: 10:00 - 12:00 450 EOB. Wednesday, September 14, 1983

Ed Meese - Domestic issues, economic recovery,
family values.

Langhorne (Tony) Motley - Central America.

Richard (Rick) Burt - KAL 007.

The President - Remarks, brief Q & A (10 min. total).
Karna Small - Wrap-up befofe lunch.

Otto Reich - Central America.

Peter McPherson - Economic Development in
Central America..

Elliott Abrams - Human rights and refugees.

Reception at State Department. (John Hughes)



September 12, 1983

yd
MEMORANDUM FOR JIM BAKER L//
FROM: DAVE GERGEN<Q%:
SUBJECT: Lebanon

FYI - These random comments in USA Today (Sept. 12) are worth
reading. While unscientific, they say a lot about current
attitudes and understandings of our efforts in Lebanon.






THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHING T ON

September 12, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR JIM BAKER
MIKE DEAVER
KEN DUBERSTEIN
DICK DARMAN
CRAIG FULLER

FROM: DAVE GERGEN %

SUBJECT: Attached Memo

FYI - This memo from Doug Elmets is a
followup to our conversation of last
Friday.

—\

.



THEZ WHITE HOUSE
WASHINITON

September 12, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID GERGEN
FROM: DOUGLAS ELMETS 2%

SUBJECT': News Coverage and its Relation to the President's Job
Approval Rating

As you know, the public opinon polls have reflected a dip in the President's job
approval rating for August. In light of the dip, the rise in percentages of news
coverage devoting time or space to foreign policy verses econcamic policy appears
dire..ly related to the decline of the President's standing in the polls.
Consistently, the major foreign policy issue in June, July and August was tension in
Central America and the possibility of greater U.S. involvement.

It is worth noting that as the total percentage of coverage (measuring TV nets,
major newspapers and magazines) went up for foreign policy/Central America, the

President's rating went down — and vice versa.
GALLUP
Foreign Econamic Reagan
Policy Policy Other roval
JUNE 34% 13% 53% 48%
JULY 27.8% 14.3% 57.9% 52%
AUGUST 45.5% 17.2% 37.3% 44%

Figures for September are unavailable at this point, but many experts feel that the
Korean Air Lines disaster will be the biggest story of the year and will help the
President's standing in job approval polls.
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September 8, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR JIM BAKER

FROM: DAVE GERGEN"%’

SUBJECT: Follow-up on Korean Airliner

You asked for an update of activities in the future that will
help to support the President on the airline massacre. We
have been working with NSC, State, USIA and others in
developing events over the past week; the ideas here flow from
these same joint efforts.

Aviation Measures

(1) Government Aviation Group -- The U.S. and many other
nations belong to the International Civil Aviation
Organization (IACO) that is having an emergency meeting in
Montreal on Sept. 15. Key meeting. We are looking for a
resolution of condemnation as well as adoption of proposed
measures to make the skies safer. U.S. expects to be repre-
sented by high-level delegation, yet unnamed.

Recommendations:

-- Name the U.S. group ASAP, have them immediately
draw up list of changes needed to protect airliners.

-- RR should meet with delegation in well-publicized
meetings before and after Montreal meeting.

(2) Airline Pilots -- Potentially, they can impose some
of the most important sanctions. In Europe this week, a group
led by U.S., British and Canadian pilots called for 60-day
boycott of flights going to Russia. They want to move
quickly. SAS will begin boycott this Monday; British Airlines
is polling its 5,000 pilots and looks like it may move soon,
too. Others also moving.
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This is a good, supportive story for RR -- witness
its major treatment in the NY TIMES Wednesday -- but there is
a strong feeling that our role in it ought to be very low key.
If we push publicly, that could backfire.

(3) Airline Companies -- State says they are ambivalent,
and little can be expected from them. Apparently, they are
reluctant to take on Aeroflot.

Recommendation: Despite this ambivilance,
recommend that someone high in Administration undertake quiet
contacts to see what can be done.

(4) Aeroflot in U.S. -- State tonight is quietly giving
the Soviets a protest note, a legal formality that leads to
the formal notification on Thursday that Aeroflot must close
down its office in the U.S. (offices are in NYC and
Washington) and personnel must leave.

Recommendation: I have recommended to State that
they give the Aeroflot people a date certain next week for
closing down so that we can build press interest around a set
event. We are also looking for ways to dramatize the order to
close down.

(5) International Aeroflot Operations -- As you know,
the President is sending private letters and making some calls
to other leaders in an effort to isolate Aeroflot. The press
will probably judge our international success to a major
extent by how other national governments react; already, there
is some sense that a few -- Canada and Australia -- may be
tough, but that Europeans may shy away.

Recommendation: Important that this initiative be
pushed hard between now and the 15th when ICAO meets in
Montreal. Our success here will set the tenor and tone for
Montreal.

Reparations

State is now preparing a consolidated claim on behalf of
US families against the Soviet government. They have been in
quiet touch with the families and may speak to some of them
when they come to the memorial service in Washington on
Friday. State was also planning to present the consolidated
claim to the Soviet government on Friday.



3

Recommendations: It is paramount, in my view, that the
U.S. government do everything it can to help these families --
that's consistent with RR's pledge and with the tradition of
working with POW families and others like them. We ought to
be thinking very creatively in this area. Some ideas I would
recommend:

-- RR ought to be asked whether he would like to
meet with the families when they are here this Friday.

~-— If RR unavailable, we ought to have someone at
very high level -- Clark or Eagleburger -- meet with them and
pledge that we will do everything we can.

-- After meeting on Friday, recommend that the U.S.
claim be presented to the Soviets next week (this is strictly
a press consideration; we ought to separate out the stories).

-- We also ought to be seriously exploring question
of having a very high level lawyer or jurist (e.g., Clark
Clifford or Potter Stewart type) who can represent these
families in various international tribunals. Could clearly be
done pro bona, would help to provide them with the best
counsel in the world, and would establish yet another voice to
assert the case for justice.

I am concerned whether we are in fact doing enough
on behalf of the families.

International Diplomacy

In addition to the items above, here are some key markers
for the weeks ahead:

Madrid: As expected, news attention has temporarily
shifted there for Shultz-Gromyko talk today. Will be key
story. Shultz is dropping hints that if un- satisfactory, he
may drop meeting with Gromyko at U.N. this September. Other
foreign ministers there may also condemn.

United Nations: The U.S. is now working out language for
a resolution that will be introduced Thursday or Friday, vote
expected Friday or over the weekend. Jeane has been working
hard to fashion resolution that will win 9 votes, forcing a
Soviet veto. (Aside from the diplomacy, she deserves high
marks for her public presentations; both at the U.N. and on
Nightline Wednesday, she was outstanding).

-- Following up the Security Council session, the U.S.
will try to get the issue on the agenda in the General
Assembly, which opens on Sept. 22. There is apparently a
consensus at State that unlike the Security Council, we can
win in the Assembly. WNote that Shultz is going to be at the
U.N. for a number of days in late September and will make a
major speech there on Sept. 26th -- a big opportunity.



4

Other Forums: State has been surveying other interna-
tional forums that are coming up. U.S. Representatives are
to raise this issue front and center in almost every one from
large to small (E.G., International Tourism Organization
meeting in New Delhi in early October).

Evidence

There continues to be a great deal of press interest in
intelligence reports on what actually happened. We have been
trying to cool down all the debates in the White House and
State briefing rooms. But in the meantime, I urge that
someone be designated to comb thru all the evidence from a
public affairs standpoint to assess how to handle from here on
out (bits and pieces will continue to dribble out from unnamed
sources, and we ought to have a plan for dealing with them).

Other International Activity

USIA under Charlie Wick has a very energetic program
underway; have not tried to describe it here. We do want a
Presidential radio speech bolstering VOA.

Other Domestic Steps

(1) Congress

-~ Congress ought to be encouraged to act
immediately on RR's call for a joint resolution of
condemnation. Get it next week.

-- As preparation for that, recommend that
high~level administration briefing be conducted for members
this Monday, complete with playing of the tape (have asked
USIA to prepare dubs of tape).

—- Would urge that hearings also be held there on
question of international aviation safety, calling in pilots
and others. Could be good preparation for Montreal meeting of
International Civil Aviation Organization.

(2) Administration Spokesmen

-- We have a very active program underway to place
key surrogates on TV shows, radio call-in shows. Shultz,
Kirkpatrick, Eagleburger, Burt have all been highly effective.
(Preparing a list for you of these appearances).

-- Talking points distributed to all surrogates.

~- Briefing of administration surrogates scheduled
this Friday. We will try to place them in different forums.

-- Recommend that other "friends" of the administra-
tion -- key foreign policy and defense people like Don
Rumsfeld -- be briefed by NSC/State. Can also be effective
spokesmen.




(3) Other Press Activity

~- RR has a busy schedule of press activity in
coming days. Can keep world informed.

-- Mike Deaver and others are working on getting out
a definitive story on RR's leadership during this period.

-- We have some major press groups coming in from
outside Washington this month (e.g., some 250 ethnic, minority
and labor publications coming next week). Laying on special
briefings for them on this subject.

—-— Customary mailers also going out to press around

country.

(4) Outside Efforts

-~ Recommend that effort be made by Whittlesey shop
to get outside groups to adopt resolutions, buy ads, etc. in
support of President's efforts.

~- Recommend that a friendly group get out a film
ASAP that can be distributed around the country to various
groups, incorporating portions of RR's address, remarks, etc.,
the videotape of the pilots, etc. Can have a reverberation
effect in many local communities. Rollins should be able to
get this started.

-- The question has been raised whether Korea might
not take out ads every day for 269 days, showing each day
another victim with a little biographical material, saying
"Remember" in headline and quoting RR from speech: "This is a
crime against humanity we can never forget..." "Remember the
Lusitania" -- that was deeply etched in the American psyche;
memories need to be built here, too.

-~ Recommend we also establish information center in
administration on what private groups are doing in protest
(e.g., cancelling visits to Soviet Union). Can then help to
get word out to others.

It is clear that future interest in this subject will
depend in very large measure on what steps are taken by others
(e.g., foreign nations, pilots, etc.) and any additional
policy steps by the U.S. Press interest will last so long as
there continues to be some action and controversy. We need to
be pressing on many fronts.

For quick reference, I am attaching a summary calendar of
key events that are coming up.
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Current News Calender on Airliner

Thursday, Sept. 8

- Shultz - Gromyko in Madrid
- U.S. orders Aeroflot to close offices, leave country.
- Resolution of condemnation debated in U.N.

Friday, Sept. 9

- RR attends memorial services

- U.S. representatives meet with families of victims in
Washington (high-level participation)

- Debate continues in U.N. Security Council

Saturday, Sept 10

- Possible vote in U.N. Security Council

Monday, Sept. 12

—~ SAS begins 60-day boycott of its flights to USSR;
others may join

- Briefing of Congress by Administration

Tuesday, Sept. 13 - Thursday, Sept. 15

~ Aeroflot representatives kicked out of US

~ US presents reparation claim to Soviets

- Congress passes resolution of condemnation

- RR meets with U.S. aviation delegation before it
goes to Montreal

- Emergency meeting of ICAO in Montreal, begins on
Thursday; considers condemnation and steps to
improve international safety

Thursday, Sept. 22

- U.N. General Assembly convenes in NYC

Monday, Sept. 26

- Shultz addresses U.N. General Assembly

Tuesday, Sept. 27

- Shultz tentatively scheduled for another meeting
with Gromyko
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Prudently, Reagan refuses

to rise to Msc~w’s bait

The most important question, and
the most frlghtemng, is who was in
charge?

® Was it a political decision? Did
Yuri Andropov personally order that
Korean Air Lines Flight 007 be shot
down? Given 2% hours’ tracking, in-.
stant communications, a rigidly au-
thoritarian state and the fact that the
killing of 269 innocent men, women
and children — including 61 Ameri-
cans — inevitably would have major
international political impact, that
possibility cannot be discounted.

® Did . high-level Soviet military
commanders make the decision in con-
scious independence of Mr. Andropov
and the political leadership of the So-
viet Union? In defiance?

® Did middle-level Soviet military
commanders, acting on the basis of an
established procedure, secret but se-
cure, order the liner shot down in
confidence that they were unassaijl-
ably protected from disapproval by bu-
reaucratic policy?

If it was a case of middle-level rou-
tine, the same echelon of Soviet com-
manders then must appear capable of
beginning World War III. If it was
high-level military defiance of politi-
cal authority, the Soviet Union’s real,
global life-or-death power is clearly in
the hands of the military, not of those
leaders, including Mr. Andropov, who
are responsible — or appear to be
responsible — for negotiating arms-
control agreements and other matters
of consequence to every living human.

If Mr. Andropov did it — whether to
offset domestic opposition by hard-lin-
ers including military brass or as an
act of exemplary barbarism — then

‘ealing with him an

| any international

1es a very different

vhich "has recently

merican and Europe-
an p011t1c1ans and diplomats.

There is no indication and less rea-
son for hope that the Soviet govern-
ment has any interest in clarifying the
details of what President Reagan
branded Monday night as “the Korean

airline massacre.” lt does not take

Does this have

Three neurosurgeons operated on,

Kiko Bejines last Friday afternoon at
the Lc Angeles County-USC Medical
Center Thev removed part of his brain

more than a moment’s thought to con-
clude what would happen if the inci-
dent had been caused by any political-
ly accountable nation. Inquiry would
be swift. Responsibilty would be made
clear. Instead, daily the Soviet govern-
ment digs itself deeper into-a mire of
incredibility and arrogance. The Sovi-
et government’s belated and tortuous
concession yesterday that <ts plane
had shot down Flight 007 did nothing
more than deepen that mire.

As Moscow continues that course,
prudent people, whether in Washing-

ton or Gdansk, Peking or Lisbon, Bue-

nos Aires or, most important, Moscow,
must more deeply conclude that at the
level of actual control of Soviet policy
there is no limit on the degree of

barbarity that is acceptable if it has
nnlitical neafnlnecs ar convenience,

erw mwes e

are sounding. Every significant addl-
tional sanction the United States could

“impose, as Mr. Reagan argued, could
directly damage U.S. interests or the.

long-range hopes for a more peaceful
and secure world. The hard-line anti-
communist stayed his hand far short
of the sanctions his predecessor or-
dered in response to the mvasmn of
Afghanistan.

Mr. Reagan has been presented

with a historic, grisly and unwanted
opportunity to let the Soviet Union
demonstrate its moral character to an
attentive world. its murderous act and
its continuing incredible rationaliza-
tion of it more persuasively makes the
case against sentimenta
cialist totalitarianism thi | possible
ora he oul” e brc__. .tto bear.

! wver adaruonal facts or in-
sights may emerge from intelligence
sources or from the Kremlin, it is clear
that today the world seems a more
perilous place than it did before Flight

ANT +nnt MO innnarante tn their oraves

to I ippen?

fighters have ended up with their
brains addled, but studies have shown
that more than half do. “The most
predictable and p2rmanent reward” of
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" Pridgeon resisted. When Mr. Blanchard in-
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Insufficient Response

concentrate when his most dovish
critics compliment his handling of

1"7 B« DS

R onald Reagan should really begin to

¢

Mr. Keagan suvwu, ve veeeo,

Soviet propaganda, which is attempting to
blame the United States for the atrocity
that took: 269 lives. That requires a certain
amount of heated rhetoric.

But Moscow understands actions better
than words. And the president’s actions —
asking for an apology and financial compen-
sation, canceling cultural and technical ex-
changes, suspending talks on the establish-
ment of a new Soviet consulate in New
York, and reaffirming the ban of Soviet
airliners from American airports — are
insufficient.

Surely, Mr. Reagan could order with-
drawal from the Madrid talks on compli-
ance with the Helsinki agreement. And he
could refuse to sign the phony Madrid com-
promise statement that was negotiated to
let the Kremlin off the hook on human
rights.

What’s the point of signing a meaningless
document that legitimizes Soviet terror

The Governor’s

Dean Pridgeon was handled with
amateurish clumsmesa by Governor
Blanchard.
Mr. Pridgeon was appointed in 1979 by
former Republican Governor William Mil-
liken in the wake of the PBB scandal. His

T he dumping of Agriculture Director

 quiet competence and expertise as a farmer

and former Michigan Farm Bureau execu-
tive won immediate and lasting respect. His
performance is not in question.

When the governor asked for Mr. Pridg-
eon’s resignation to make room for
Democrat John Hertel, however, Mr.

aisted. Mr. Pridegon gave it to the Agricul-

when the thugs in question are willing to
take pot-shots at unarmed civilian aircraft?

Washington might also consider buying
up the outstanding loans to Soviet satellites
and then demanding payment, thus putting
increased pressure on Moscow to support
the satellite economies.

Mr. Reagan says the 13 nations that had
citizens killed in the Soviet air attack are to
consuit. Let’s hope the other 12 persuade
Mr. Reagan to exact a higher price than he
now proposes.

Washington doesn’t have the political
courage to cut off the grain sales — the one
act that might impose hardship on the
aggressor. But if grain sales are sacrosanct,
it becomes even more difficult to persuade
friendly nations to withhold technology and
other goods that might have military uses.

You may remember that the European
governments gave the Kremlin the technol-
ogy it needed to build the trans-Siberian
pipeline after Russian troops entered
Kabul. The pipeline technology became a
reward for aggression and only invited fur-
ther outrages.

The lesson is plain enough. Economic re-
wards won't civilize the Soviet leadership.
Instead, the West must do everything it can
- —-=~lma Rrnacian mishehavior.

3

Farm Problem

members of the Agriculture Commission
and the director to his office to discuss the
matter. Instead, he let the situation drag on
interminably.

Nevertheless, the Pridgeon controversy
does call into question the state’s commis-
sion system.

Several state departments are governed
by commissions and their directors answer

.to these boards rather than to the governor.

This was done to depoliticize the major de-
partments. But, as recent events show, de-
politicization is a charade.

The question comes down to this: Should
a new governor be able to put his imprint
on every department when he takes office,

P T I T T P Y Y
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Reagan response on the mark

Little by little, the Soviet Union unfolds its
preposterous version of the cold-blooded mur-
der of 269 passengers and crew aboard Ko-
rean Air Lines Flight 007. After days of infuri-
ating bluster and blather, it finally has owned
up to the fact that a Russian fighter did in-
deed blast an unarmed civilian jetliner out of
the skies. '

A cowed Soviet public may swallow whole
the Kremlin’s official justifications, but most
of the rest of the world is not likely to —
especially if the United States presents its
case with care before the bar of global opin-
ion.

ating with a shotgun mix of embargoes and
expulsions would have done a disservice to the
cause of international civil aviation and to the
memories of the KAL victims.

Americans need reflect back no further
than the sanctions initiated by the United
States after the Afghanistan invasion and the
imposition of martial law in Poland to meas-
ure the effectiveness of such weapons. In
truth, those measures did little more than
slightly inconvenience the Soviets while penal-
izing our athletes and farmers and antagoniz-

- ing our European allies.

For the president to have canceled today’s
scheduled meeting in Madrid between Secre-
tary of State George Shultz and Soviet Foreign
Minster Andrei Gromyko would have been a
grave mistake. If nothing else, it offers an

mmmambecmidas Lo aao 4. Lot 4. A s

The Soviets have dug themselves a deep,
deep hole. Reagan must take care to avoid
giving them — even inadvertently — some
pegs with which to climb ant.

 Ouit bugging Planned Parenthood

The Reagan administration’s almost nutty
harassment of Planned Parenthood continues
apace with a second, almost surely futile and
certainly improper attempt to kick the organ-
ization out of a federal employees’ charity
fund.

The decision is almost certain to be over-
turned by a federal court if it comes to that.
Last year, when a panel stacked with right-
wing ideologues attempted to keep the organ-
ization from receiving its fair share, a Reagan
bureaucrat reluctantly restored the organiza-
tion to the rolls, admitting that it met all the
eligibility requirements for the federal work-
ers’ equivalent of the United Way and couldn’t
legally be exluded.

from the Reagan White House. First, Reagan
ordered extraordinarary audits to determine
whether it used federal funds illegally to pro-
mote abortion (it did not). Later he named
abortion foe Marjorie Mecklenburg to oversee
federal family-planning programs, and pushed
for a “squeal rule” that would have weakened
the organization’s effectiveness by putting off
teens — most of them already sexually active
— who need contraceptives.

Planned Parenthood, which neither sup-
ports nor opposes abortion, but does favor
freedom of choice in intimate family matters,
has survived each assault. But each time De-
vine, an outspoken abortion foe, and his hand-
picked panel take aim at the organization, it is
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,Sovuets must be faced
with firm resolution -

ted

o~

<50 UCHIAUUTU UUSL LIC IUDMID  KIve & 1ul ﬂCL‘UUl’I(Il’Ig Of
what happened, an apology for it, compensation for the fami-
lies of victims, and assurances that such a thing will not happen
again. . -
‘The problem remains: What will we do if the Russians con-
tinue to ignore the: world outcry .over . their unprovolred
unjustified slaying of 269 people? _

ion
1 .
the United States already does in refusing landing rights to the
Soviet airline Aeroflot. That would be a very appropriate re-
sponse to a nation that does not respect the decencies of ‘com-
mercial aviation. But it 'is up to the other nations whether or
not they will do this. =
Mast of those demandin
mind a cutoff of trade with t
cent years we have seen that when the United States acts alone
with trade restrictions against the Soviet Union, they do not

strong action seem to have in

work: A U.S. grain embargo came in response to Soviet aggres- |

sion- in Afghanistan; other nations refused’ to cooperate and
eventually -US. public opinion turned against it. The same

thing happened with other trade restnctlons in response to op- |

pression in Poland. .
.The trouble is that the. Amencan pubhc, and even a great
deal of world opinion, is capable of outrage against the Soviets
_in the short run but we do not-seem capable of translating the
moment’s furv into pressures that last far anv leneth of time.

i

1

arms.agreement would benef}t us as much ¢ as. jt’ would the Sovi-
ets, and’ presumab]y ‘the Reagan’ administration ‘will not make
an agreement that is not balanced and verifiable.

- o= et - Satliad

The hlgh-tech future

crlsls in educatmn demonstrates a

s he most recent
I proverbial truth: Cet away from the basics and quality

suffers.

" For every business or mstltutron there is an identifiable job-

to be done. And, in a socjety that’s economically advaneed and

competitive, somebody most assuredly ‘Kas discovered-a way’ to.

do the job successfully. People who, for whatever reason, ‘ven-
ture from the path of demonstrated success risk failing miser-
ably.

Soviet Union. But twice in re-
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"EDITORIALS

Mr. Reagan’s Response
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power shot down in flames with Korean Air
Lines Flight 007. The nuclear freeze move-
ment undoubtedly will suffer because of
heightened doubts about Soviet intentions, as
could the fortunes of Mr. Reagan’s political
opponents at home.

Still, Mr. Reagan faced risks in handling
the crisis, and there is little doubt that the
White House calculated the risks before the

unitea States would not benefit from turning
the incident into a narrow Moscow-Washing-

ton battle, or from burning all the bridges of
cooperation.

Any remaining hopes for nuclear sanity -

would be hurt if Mr. Reagan broke off arms
control talks. American farmers, workers
and companies would be hurt if he suspended
trade agreements already signed. The West-
ern alliance would be hurt if the United States
took unilateral actions against the Soviets
with which its allies did not agree. Mr. Rea-

‘gan avoided making those mistakes.

What he did do was to characterize, prob-
ably with great success, the Soviet Union as
an outlaw country with selective regard for
truth and human life. Moscow’s admission on
Tuesday that its pilots shot down the unarmed
jumbo jet while continuing to call it a spy
plane and clumsily blaming the United States
for the incident, plays right into Mr. Reagan’s
hands.

The president’s lobbying for the MX mis-

sile and other military budget requests in his -

speech to the nation unfortunately lessens the
credibility of his response.

Opposition to the MX missile, for exam-
ple, is not based on a misreading of Soviet
intentions, but on the sound argument that it
is a prohibitively expensive, provocative and
already obsolete weapons system that the
United States would be better off without.

The destruction of Korean Air Lines
Flight 007 does not suddenly make the MX a
necessary part of America’s arsenal. Mr.
Reagan is wrong to use the incident as a
means to sell the MX. The tactic cheapens the
sacrifices of the victims of what the president
calls a “massacre,” and gives his response the
unwanted taint of political propaganda.

Another Tandem Battle Lost

Connecticut faces almost impossible odds in
its battle to keep tandem trailer trucks off the
state’s highways.

. That became even more apparent last
week when a three-judge panel of the 2nd U.S.
Circuit Court of Appeals upheld, without com-
ment, a federal district court decision voiding
the state anti-tandem law.

Appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court seems
pointless, as well as expensive, considering
the well-established precedent giving the fed-
eral government power to regulate interstate
commerce. The wisdom of appealing U.S.
District Judge Jose A. Cabranes’ ruling in a

case brought by the U.S. government should
have heen in dounbt from the becinning

says legislation limiting tandem truck travel
is stalled in a committee whose chairman is
unsympathetic to the bill.

Getting Congress to abrogate its pact
with the trucking industry — in which the
truckers swallowed a gasoline tax hike last
December in return for authority for big
trucks to travel on permitted routes on the
federal highway system in all states — was a
dicey bet at any rate.

The compromise with federal highway
officials which reduced the mileage of Con-
necticut highways open to tandem trailers
may be as much as the state can win.

Unless Congress or the courts pull off a
surprising change of dlrectlon 1t looks as 1f
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Moscow retreats
~on KAL 007

- -JELL, NOW THEY'VE admitted it. After five days of
lies and stonewalling, the Soviets said yesterday
that their fighters “stopped” the Korean airliner.

The Soviet pilot was more candid: He told ground control,
“Target destroyed.” o
They came to this admission gradually and grudgingly, as
they discovered that no one in the world believed them. Even
now, they haven’t come clean. Their statement repeated that
the 747 carried no lights, when the tapes show the fighter
pilot saw its wing lights and the strobe flashing on its roof.
Spy planes do not carry strobe lights. They put all the blame
on the U.S,, and offer tepid regret for the loss of life.
’ Soviet officials are ysed to lying, but on this occasion it’s
~no good. Foreign Minister Andrei Gromyko will meet

" Secretary of State Shultz in Madrid this week, and it would

. be a fine opportunity to make a clean breast of it and begin
» making reparations. . :

OF THE PEOPLE

s even tougher red-light law “

v red-light
»ur recent
aw, which,
: fines for
1etherit is
; a step in
ditorial is
r enough.
onal pride
ny law we

iever have
. pressure

by the Daily News and other media. And that
only continued pressure from the public and
the media will finally give us a law which
will require judges to suspend the driver’s
licenses of hard-core red-light runners. }

-1 introduced legislation on March 26 of
this year to that effect, providing for the
mr~datary suspension of a driver’s license
fo lays upon conviction of a sécond
‘tri_.._ _gnal violation committed within an
18-month period. I will continue to fight for
the passage of such legistation and hope that
with your continued support it becomes law.
Sen. Martin J. Knorr
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Clean out rats, PA
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Port ..u....ity for the mew Jersey
.. aslsit system five nights a week. Lgtely.
I've been seeing a large number of rats in the
terminal. They scamper around platform 53
where my bus leaves from, and I've also seen
a few behind the counter on the second leve_l
where I go for coffee. I'm sure the PA is
taking in enough money to hire the best -
exterminator’in the world. -
Norman F. Reinbaugh
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(Please include name and address with
letter. We will withhold both on request.)

- BEG PARDON

A story in The News on Sept. 3 on the
shooting death of Manuel Gonzales, 23,
allegedly by an off-duty police officer,
erroneously indicated that ‘the incident
occurred near the Suspenders bar at Stein-
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and for once the Soviets are feeling the full weight of it. We
may lead world opinion, in the United- Nations and else-

A deadline for ‘peace’

Christians and Moslems are at each other’s throats again
-in Lebanon, and two more United States Marines of the
so-called peacekeeping force have been added to the long list
of those who have been killed in that strife-torn country. It
was almost an exact replay of what happened a week ago
when two other Marines died in an artillery barrage fired at
United States positions around Beirut airport. ‘

The truth of the matter is ine r ot
tke=—-—-, The re canght ing racuons,
_1e_. __ _oway,shortc¢ ico: that the 1,200

~ Americans can end the fighting, paruculariy now that the
_ Israelis have begun their long-awaited withdrawal to more
secure areas in southern Lebanon. The Marines are sitting
ducks in a civil war that the Lebanese army cannot quell.
If the Reagan administration is prepared to intervene to
end the bloodshed, it should say so and let Congress have a
voice in the decision. A wiser course would be to set a date
for the fighting to stop and for all parties to come to their
senses. If it is ignored, then the Americans should be
withdrawn. It is a ridiculous policy for brave Marines to be -
left at the mercy of people who care so little for human life.

3 e e ue - g
How not to discipline teachers
The Board of Education’s system for handling teachers
and other employes who are brought up on disciplinary
charges is a joke. It takes an average of two years to resolve g
a case, and one procedure has lasted eight years with no end 2
in sight. The teachers, meanwhile, are “suspended” but draw -

full pay and perform clerical duties. Since they're still on ¢

} salary, they have little incentive to pu§h their cases before #
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