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MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, O.C. ZOSOI · 

3775 
Add On 

May 30, 1984 
. . 

MEMORANDUM FOR CHARLES HILL 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

SUBJECT: International Conference on Population 

Attached is a draft position paper for the International 
Conference on Population in Mexico City, August 6 - 13, 1984. 
The paper was prepared by the White House Office of Policy 
Development, in coordination with our staff. 

Please provide your comments or concurrence by Wednesday, 
June 13. Please respond jointly to Robert C. McFarlane and 
John A. Svahn, Assistant to the President for Policy Development. 

Attachment 
Tab A Position paper 

cc: John A. Svahn - ---........_ 
bcc(__~derson, OP.E.__J 

Ahne Higgins 
Becky Norton f"'· ' -- lop 

~~-~t 
Executive Secretary 
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DRAFT Statement 

For many years, the United States has supported, and helped 

to finance, programs of family planning, particularly in ·the less 

developed countries. This Administration has continued that 

support but has placed it within a policy context different from 

that of the past. It is sufficiently evident that the current 

exponential growth in global population cannot continue 

• indefinjtely. There is no question of the ultimate need to 

achieve a condition of population equilibrium. The differ~~ces 

that do exist concern the choice of strategies and methods fer 

the achievement of that goal. The experience of the last two 

decades not only makes possible but requires a sharper focus :or 

our population policy. It requires a more refined approach tn 

problems which appear today in quite a different light thar. t hey 

did twenty years ago. 

First and most important, in any particular society toda ~· . 

population growth is, of itself, a neutral phenomenon. rt is ~ot 
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necessarily good or ill. It becomes an asset or a problem only # 

in conjunction with other factors, such as economic policy, 

social co~straints, need for manpower, and so forth. The 

relationship· between population growth and economic de~elopment 

is not a negative one. More people do not mean less growth; that 

is absurd on its face. Indeed, both in the American experience 

and in·the economic history of most advanced nations, population 

growth has been an essential element in economic progress. 

Before the advent of governmental population programs, 

several factors had combined to create an unprecedented surge in 

population over most of the world. Although population levels in 

many industrialized nations had reached or were approaching 

equilibrium in the period before the Second World War, the baby 

boom that followed in its wake resulted in a dramatic, but 

temporary, population "tilt" toward youth. The disproportionate 

number of infants, children, teenagers, and eventually your.g 

adults did strain the social infrastructure of schools, health 

facilities, law enforcement and so forth. It also sustainec 

strong economic growth and was probably critical in boostinq the 

American standard of living to new heights, despite occasiona~ly 

counterproductive government policies. 

Among the less developed nations, a coincidental popularir.n 

increase was caused by entirely different factors, directly 

related to the humanitarian efforts of the United States a~c 

other western countries. A tremendous expansion of health 

services -- from simple inoculations to sophisticated surgery 

saved millions of lives every year. Emergency relief, 
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facilitated by modern transport, helped millions to survive 

flood, famine, and drou9ht. The sharin9 of technoloqy, the 
; . 

teachin9 of a9riculture and en9ineerin9, the spread of western 

ideals in the treatment.of women and children all helped to 

drastically reduce the mortality rates, especially infant 

mortality, and to lengthen the life span. 

The result, to no one's surprise, was more people, 

everywhere. This was not a failure but a success. It 

demonstrated pot poor planning or bad policy but human progress 

in a new era of international assistance, technological advance, 

and human compassion. The population boom was a challenge: it 

need not have been a crisis. Seen in its broader context, it 

required a measured, modulated response. It provoked an over-

reaction by some, largely because it coincided with two negative 

factors which, together, hindered families and nations in 

adapting to their changing circumstances. 

The first of these factors was governmental control of 

economies, a pathology which spread throughout the developir.g 

world with sufficient virulence to keep much of it from 

developing further. As economic decision-making was concentrated 

in the hands of planners and public officials, the ability of 

average men and women to work towards a better future was 

impaired, and sometimes crippled. Agriculture was devastated by 

government price fixing that wiped out rewards for labor. 

creation in infant industries was hampered by confiscatory 

Personal industry and thrift were penalized, while dependency 

upon the state was encouraged. Political considerations made it 
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difficult for th• economy to adjust to chanqes in supply and 

demand or to disruptions in world trade and finance. Under such 

circumstances, population qrowth · chanqed from an asset in the 

development of economic _potential to a peril. 

The worst consequence of economic statism was that it 

disrupted the natural mechanism for slowinq population qrowth in 

problem areas. The world's more affluent nations have reached a 

population equilibrium without compulsion and, in most cases, 

even before it was government policy to achieve it. The 

controllinq factor in these cases has been the adjustment, by 

individual families, of reproductive behavior to economic 

opportunity and aspiration. Economic freedom has led to 

economically rational behavior. As opportunities and the 

standard of living rise, the birth rate falls. 

That historic pattern would already be well under way in 

many nations where population growth is today a problem, if 

short-sighted policies had not disrupted economic incentives, 

rewards, and advancement. In this regard, localized crises of 

population growth are evidence of too much government control a :~ c 

planning, rather than too little. 

The second factor that turned the population boom into a 

crisis was confined to the western world. It was an outbreak 0: 
an anti-intellectualism, which attacked science, technology, a~c 

the very concept of material progress. Joined to a commendable 

and long overdue concern for the environment, it was more n 

reflection of anxiety about the unsettled times and the uncert~:~ 

future and disregard of human experience and scientific 
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sophistication. It was not unlike other waves of cultural 

anxiety that have, over the centuries, swept throu9h weste 

civilizati~a durin9 times of social stress and scientific 

exploration.· 

The combination of these two factors -- counterproducti 

economic policies in poor and struggling nations and a 

pseudo-scientific pessimism among the more advanced -- provoked 

the demographic overreaction of the l960's and 1970's. Doomsday 

scenarios took the place of realistic forecasts, and too many 

governments pursued population control measures that have had 

little impact on population growth, rather than sound economic 

policies that create the rise in living standards historically 

associated with decline in fertility rates. It was the easy way 

out, and it did not work. It focused on a symptom and neglected 

the underlying ailments. For the last three years, this 

Administration has sought to reverse that approach. We recognize 

that, in some cases, immediate population pressures may make 

advisable short-term efforts to meliorate them. But this cannot 

be a substitute for the economic reforms that put a society or. 

the road toward growth and, as an aftP.reffect, toward slower 

population increase as well. 

Nor can population control substitute for the rapid ar.d 

responsible develop~ent of natural resources. In responding to 

certain Members of Congress concerning the previous 

Administration's Globul 2000 report, this Administration in 1981 

repudiated its call "for more governmental supervision and 

control. Historically, that has tended to restrict the 
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availability of reaources and to hamper the development of 

technoloqy, rather than to assist it. Recoqnizinq the 

seriousnegsiof environmental and. economic problems, and their 

relationship to social and political pressures, especially in the 

developing nations, the Administration places a priority upon 

technological advance and economic expansion, which hold out the 

hope of prosperity and stability of a rapidly changing world. 

That hope can be realized, of course, only to the extent that 

government's response to problems, whether economic or 

ecological, respects and enhances individual freedom, which makes 

true progress possible and worthwhile." 

Those principles underlie this country's approach to the 

United Nations Conference on Population to be held in Mexico City 

in August. In accord with those principles, we reject compulsion 

or coercion in family planning programs, whether it is exercised 

against families within a society or against nations within the 

family of man. The United Nations Declaration of the Rights of 

the Child (1959) calls for legal protection for children bef0re 

birth as well as after birth: and the United States accorcj~gly 

does not consider abortion · an acceptable element of family 

planning programs and will not contribute to those of which it is 

a part. Nor will it any longer contribute directly or indirectly 

to family planning programs funded by governments or private 

organizations that advocate abortion as an instrument of 

population control. Efforts to lower population growth in cas~s 

in which it is deemed advisable to do so must, moreover, resp~ct 

the religious beliefs and culture of each society. Population 
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control i• not a panacea. It will not solve problems of massive ~ 

unemployment. Jobs are not lost because there are too many 

people in a qiven area. Jobs are created by the conjunction of 
'· 

human wants and investment capital. Population growth fuels the 

former1 sound economic policies and properly directed 

international assistance can provide the latter. Indeed, 

population density may make the latter more feasible by 

concentrating the need for both human services and technoloqy. 

Bu~ as long as oppressive economic policies penalize those who 

work, save, and invest, joblessness will persist. 

Population control cannot solve problems of unauthorized 

miqration across national boundries. People do not leave their 

homes, and often their families, to seek more space. They do so 

in search of opportunity and freedom. Reducing their numbers 

qives them neither. Population control cannot avert natural 

disasters, includinq famines provoked by cyclical drouqht. 

Fortunately, world food supplies have been adequate to reliPVP. 

those circumstances in recent years. Problems of transportation 

remain; but there are far deeper problems as well, in those 

governmental policies which restrict the rewards of agricultural 

pursuits, encourage the abandonment of farmland, and concentrate 

people in urban areas. 

It is time to concentrate upon those root problems which 

frequently exacerbate population pressures. By focusing upc~ 

real remedies for underdeveloped economies, the United Nations 

Conference on Population can reduce demographic issues to tr.ci~ 

proper place. It is an important place, but not the control:1 ng 
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one. It requires our continuing attention within the broader 

context of economic growth and of the economic freedom that is 

its prereqiiisite. Most of all, questions of population growth 

require the approach out~ined by President Reagan in 1981, in 

remarks before the World Affairs Council of Philadelphia: •Trust 

the people, trust their intelligence and trust their faith, 

because putting people first is the secret of economic success 

everywhere in the world.• That is the agenda of the United 

States for the United Nations Conference on Population this year, 

just as it remains the continuing goal of our family planning 

assistance to other nations. 
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Mrs. Becky Norton Dunlop 
Off ice of Presidential Personnel 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mrs. Dunlop: 

7 May 1984 

I am concerned that so much time has elapsed since you 
asked me if I would assume the chairmanship of the U.S. 
delegation to the forthcoming Conference on Population in 
Mexico City, but too many matters remain unresolved for me 
to make any decision in the matter. 

Several weeks ago, I commented on a draft policy statement 
on population prepared by the NSC and the Office of Policy 
Development. With the modifications I proposed, I believe 
the paper will represent an appropriate and necessary 
definition of the American position on population matters. 
It affirms the President's integrated approach to economic 
development and, without renouncing any element of current 
policy, lays the basis for greater flexibility and a 
sharper focus for the Administration in the future. I 
believe it is an accurate and convincing expression of the 
message the Administration wants to pres.ent at the Mexico 
City Conference on Population. 

It is my understanding that the statement is now being 
vetted through bureaucratic channels~ a process which, 
unfortunately, can prove endless if someone doesn't force 
an early decision. In the meantime, arrangements for the 
Conference proceed. There have been planning sessions in 
New York and in Mexico City at which the Conference agenda 
and the position of the United States concerning its 
substance have been discussed. I call your attention 
particularly to the enclosed State Department notice 
announcing a very public forum concerning the Mexico 
Conference. This symposium is not likely to enunciate a 
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the necessary planning. Given the critical nature of staff 
work in matters of this kind, it would be naive to assume 
the work can be assigned to anyone with any serious 
reservations about the fundamental merits of the 
Administration's population policy. 

In light of all these considerations, I am sure you 
understand my reluctance to assume the responsibility of 
heading the U.S. delegation to the Conference. So much has 
been permitted to proceed on its customary course that, at 
this late date, there may not be sufficient time to get 
things on the right track. 

Of course, there may be matters of which I am uninformed 
that would put a more encouraging face on the situation. 
If so, I hope I will hear about them soon. 

\ Sincerely yours, 

\,.', . . 
,; - - - . -' .. . '1 . ; · f ., ·'J ~7 

I ' ...- - - - -v ... ,,. 

1 James L. Buckley 

Enclosure 
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I DEPARTMENT ~OTICE 
TO ALL EMPLOYEES 

J ST A TE, IOCA, USIA, ACDA 

POPULATION AND THE GLOBAL COMMUNITY 

May 15, 1984 

Foreign Service Institute, Room 101 
A Symposium Presented by the 

Center for the Study of Foreign Affairs 

* * * 

MORNING SESSION 

8:45 - 9:00 

9:00 - 9:05 

9:05 - 9:10 

9:10 - 9:25 

9:25 - 9:40 

9:45 - 10:30 

10:30 10:45 

10:45 - 11:15 

Coffee and Registration 

Welcome 
- Leo Moser, Director, Center for the Study 

of Foreign Affairs 

Introduction 
- Richard Benedick, Ambassador, State 

Department Coordinator for Population 
Affairs 

An Historical Perspective 
- Phil Claxton, Project Manager, The Futures 

Group 

What Happened at Bucharest 
(1974 World Population Conference) 

- Phil Claxton 

Population and Development 
A. Foreign Policy Perspective 

- Edwin Martin, Ambassador (Ret.) 
Richard Benedick, Ambassador 

Coffee 

B. Ethical/Human Rights Concerns 
- James McHugh, Monseigneur, Sacred Heart 

Cathenr~l, Newark, N.J. 

(Continued on reverse) 



11:15 - 12:00 

12:00 - 1:30 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

1:30 - 2:15 

2:15 - 2:45 

2:45 - 3:00 

3:00 - 3:45 

3:45 - 4:30 

Population and Development 
C. AID's Role 

- Steven Sinding, Director, Office of 
Population, AID 

Lunch 

Population and Development 
D. Role of the Private Sector 

- Sharon Camp, Vice President; Population 
Crises Committee, Washington, D.C. 
George Zeidenstein, President, Population 
Council, N.Y. 

- Phyllis Pietrow, Director, Population 
Information Program, Johns Hopkins 
University 

Preparing for Mexico City 
Werner Fornes, President, Population 
Institute, Washington, D.C. 

- Richard Benedick, Ambassador 

Coffee 

Mexico City and Beyond 
Raphael Salas, Exectutive Director, UNFPA, 
and Secretary General of the UN Population 
Conference 

Discussion 

* * .• * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * • • • • * 

This symposium will be offered on a tuition-free basis. Call (703) 
235-8830 to make arrangements to attend. 
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1 J-J r \\ H I r E 11 () l ... t 

February 13, 198~ 

Dear Bishop Quarracino: 

! am sorry to be so late in responding tc your 
August letter, but the matters you brougr.t up 
were of such concern to me that J asked £or a 
review of our policies and programs. 

-. 
We strongly agree that our AID programs must b~ 
guided by the religious tradit~ons, cultural 
heritage, and moral convictions cf the citizenE 
of ~ given region. Ke must recogni~e i~ 
p~r~icular ' that policies in th!E sensitive area 
deal not only vith individuals, but w!~~ the 
i~tegrity and vitality cf the fasily unit. 
Chiidre~ are the Des~ ?recicus asset of beth 
families and natic~s--they are, as one of our 
J....:"".""1erica:;, poets wrote, 2. "::ic;n fr err. Goe -::hat the 
~orld should continue,~ but they a~e also the 
sea~s by ~hich that future will co2e tc 
frui~ion. 

~s you know, our goals for the future ~re to 
coc·pez:-a te with ou:::- :fr iena s in La tin J...rr,e:::-::.ca in 
pursuit of peace, prcs?erity, ~nd the 
c5.evelcpment of cer.ioc:::-atic insti tuticr~s. I ar.. 
confident that theEe are the aspirations of the 
f2.milies of Latin 1'.J'.lerica as well. Gcverfo"71er:ts 
are instituted by the people to serve thes~ 
aspirations, and not the other way around. Fo~ 
thct reason, the cornerstones of our family 
planning programs must al~ays be the principles 
of voluntarism and respect for the value and 
dignity of each human life. 
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This Ac~inistration has worked to correct past 
Eroble~s in U.S. assista~ce procrams abroad with 
re9ard to abortion and the uncerfunding of 
natural faffiily planninc procrrams. Our law is 
clear that U.S. assistance monies cannot be used 
by any government or private crg2nization to 
provide assistance for abortion.services, 
abortion ecuinment, the traininc or encouraae-... .. - .,; 

rnent o: persons to per:orrr. or obtain abortions, 
or to conduct research on rnethocs of abortion as 
a means of family planning. Ke wot;.ld view the 
violatio~ o.f.. the letter or sn~rit of this policy 
with crave concern. hny information that the 
Episcopal Conference of Latin ]..rnerica provides 
in this 6onnection will assist in completing the 
:review of cur activities in Latin America that 
I tave re~uested. 

I can report that we are movins a~ead in our 
e f :f o:;..-t_ s tc inc :::-e c. se suppo::-t for :-, c.-: urc. l :family 
planni~g an6 to :re~cve a~y barriers tha~ may 
ex i s-:. to -c. :r-. e i :r av a i l c. bi l i t y . : r, :.. a tin ;._"ii er i ca. 
during 198~, we ~ill assist severe.: natural 
ia..r.;ily ?la:rrninc; ~:ror;:-c..;-:;s, ir;c~...:ci:-:c; the Lay 
~ssocia~ion fer Fa~ily ~erk i~ Fe=~. the 
c: - - .. - ":"' - ~ ... - .. - ~ . ~ · - ~ -::. .. - - ·- ,..:. - .._ c. -=- - - .: 1 -c." i'- c. .E: .tvU;iCc ... 10,. _r, -Cgo ... c., c. .. ~ '- •' - -c..' " ~ y 
the ;._.-:-c:r:i..cc.s ro-~:;ca-:icn \;hich prc::.c'LES the 
Bill.::::c;s !·~ethoC. of 'Katural Fc..r.:il~- Plc.nr.ir;g. 
recoc;~ize that more needs to be ~one, an6 the 

of 

ex?er:e:;ce gc.ir.ec th:::::ou9h these ~nitic.l prosrams 
will be inval~able in helping us pla~ ou~ future 
C01.l:-Se. 

Tor;ether, we look for~c.rd to the day ~hen 
natior;s ever::r"''he.re :=.ase their policies en 
reverence for the dignity of each and every 
merr,ber 0£ the hurr.ar. :amily. 'P.s I have said on a 
nt:I:'~er of occasior.s, the nations of our 
Eemi s·phere share the bones of a com.rnon tradition 
and deeply held values. We rnust work to 
strengthen these bonds and to revitalize those 
traditions, so that one cay our chilcren and our 
chilare~'s children car. know the sa~e gifts of 
life and liber~y that \Jere our birthright. 
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Thank you asain for sharing your concerns, and 
tnay God be with you in all of your work on 
behalf of His people in Latin Americo. 

~he Right Reverend 
~ntonic Qu~rracino 

Sincerely, 

? . - .r . h ~ ' .. res1cent o~ ~-e -pisccpa~ 
Conference of Latin Arr.erica 

Obispado ce Avella~eca 
AIT.eghino 907 - Avellaneca 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D.C. zoso• . 

3775 
Add On 

May 30, 1984 
• I 

MEMORANDUM FOR CHARLES HILL 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

SUBJECT: International Conference on Population 

Attached is a draft position paper for the International 
Conference on Population in Mexico City, August 6 - 13, 1984. 
The paper was prepared by the White House Office of Policy 
Development, in coordination with our staff. 

Please provide your comments or concurrence by Wednesday, 
June 13. Please respond jointly to Robert C. McFarlane and 
John A. Svahn, Assistant to the President for Policy Development. 

Attachment 
Tab A Position paper 

cc: John A. Svahn 

. - ------ ---- .......... bcc(_~l Anderson, OP.E__J 
Ahne Higgins 
Becky Norton f'·' "lop 

~~-~ 
Executive Secretary 



. . 

DRAFT Statement 

For many years, the United States has supported, and helped 

to finance, programs of family planning, particularly in the less 

developed countries. This Administration has continued that 

support but has placed it within a policy context different from 

that of the past. It is sufficiently evident that the current 

exponential growth in global population cannot continue 

• indefinjtely. There is no question of the ultimate need to 

achieve a condition of population equilibrium. The differ~~ces 

that do exist concern the choice of strategies and methods fer 

the achievement of that goal. The experience of the last two 

decades not only makes possible but requires a sharper focus :or 

our population policy. It requires a more refined approach to 

problems which appear today in quite a different light thar. ~hey 

did twenty years ago. 

First and most important, in any particular society toda~·. 

population growth is, of itself, a neutral phenomenon. rt is ~ot 
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necessarily qood or ill. It becomes an asset or a problem only -

in conjunction with other factors, such as economic policy, 

social co~straints, need for manpower, and so forth. The 

relationship· between population growth and economic de~elopment 

is not a negative one. More people do not mean less growth; that 

is absurd on its face. Indeed, both in the American experience 

and in ·the economic history of most advanced nations, population 

growth has been an essential element in economic progress. 

Before the advent of governmental population programs, 

several factors had combined to create an unprecedented surge in 

population over most of the world. Although population levels in 

many industrialized nations had reached or were approaching 

equilibrium in the period before the Second World War, the baby 

boom that followed in its wake resulted in a dramatic, but 

temporary, population "tilt" toward youth. The disproportionate 

number of infants, children, teenagers, and eventually young 

adults did strain the social infrastructure of schools, health 

facilities, law enforcement and so forth. It also sustained 

strong economic growth and was probably critical in boosting the 

American standard of living to new heights, despite occasiona~ ly 

counterproductive government policies. 

Among the less developed nations, a coincidental popula~ion 

increase was caused by entir~ly different factors, directly 

related to the humanitarian efforts of the United States a~c 

other western countries. A tremendous expansion of health 

services -- from simple inoculations to sophisticated surgery 

saved millions of lives every year. Emergency relief, 
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difficult for the economy to adjust to chanqes in supply and 

demand or to disruptions in world trade and finance. Under such 

circumstances, population qrowth ·chanqed from an asset in the 

development of economic.potential to a peril. 

The worst consequence of economic statism was that it 

disrupted the natural mechanism for slowinq population growth in 

problem areas. The world's more affluent nations have reached a 

population equilibrium without compulsion and, in most cases, 

even before it was government policy to achieve it. The 

controlling factor in these cases has been the adjustment, by 

individual families, of reproductive behavior to economic 

opportunity and aspiration. Economic freedom has led to 

economically rational behavior. As opportunities and the 

standard of living rise, the birth rate falls. 

That historic pattern would already be well under way in 

many nations where population growth is today a problem, if 

short-sighted policies had not disrupted economic incentives, 

rewards, and advancement. In this regard, localized crises of 

population growth are evidence of too much government control a 71 c 

planning, rather than too little . 

The second factor that turned the population boom into a 

crisis was confined to the western world. It was an outbreak n~ 

an anti-intellectualism, which attacked science, technology, a~c 

the very concept of material progress. Joined to a commendable 

and long overdue concern for the environment, it was more n 

reflection of anxiety about the unsettled times and the uncert2i~ 

future and disregard of human experience and scientific 
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' 
sophistication. It was not unlike other waves of cultural 

anxiety that have, over the centuries, swept through weste 

civilizati~a during times of social stress and scientific 

exploration.· 

The combination of these two factors -- counterproducti 

economic policies in poor and struggling nations and a 

pseudo-scientific pessimism among the more advanced -- provoked 

the demographic overreaction of the l960's and 1970's. Doomsday 

scenarios took the place of realistic forecasts, and too many 

governments pursued population control measures that have had 

little impact on population growth, rather than sound economic 

policies that create the rise in living standards historically 

associated with decline in fertility rates. It was the easy way 

out, and it did not work. It focused on a symptom and neglected 

the underlying ailments. For the last three years, this 

Adl!linistration has sought to reverse that approach. We recognize 

that, in some cases, immediate population pressures may make 

advisable short-term efforts to meliorate them. But this cannot 

be a substitute for the economic reforms that put a society o~ 

the road toward growth and, as an aftereffect, toward slower 

population increase as well. 

Nor can population control substitute for the rapid ar.d 

responsible develop~ent of natural resources. In responding to 

certain Members of Congress concerning the previous 

Administration's Globul 2000 report, this Administration in 1981 

repudiated its call "for more governmental supervision and 

control. Historically, that has tended to restrict the 
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availability of reaources and to hamper the development of 

technoloqy, rather than to assist it. Recoqnizinq the 

seriousne~s•of environmental and. economic problems, and their 

relationship to social and political pressures, especially in the 

developinq nations, the Administration places a priority upon 

technological advance and economic expansion, which hold out the 

hope of prosperity and stability of a rapidly changing world. 

That hope can be realized, of course, only to the extent that 

government's response to problems, whether economic or 

ecological, respects and enhances individual freedom, which makes 

true progress possible and worthwhile.• 

Those principles underlie this country's approach to the 

United Nations Conference on Population to be held in Mexico City 

in August. In accord with those principles, we reject compulsion 

or coercion in family planning programs, whether it is exercised 

against families within a society or against nations within the 

family of man. The United Nations Declaration of the Rights of 

the Child (1959) calls for legal protection for children bef0re 

birth as well as after birth: and the United States accordin~ly 

does not consider abortion · an acceptable element of family 

planning programs and will not contribute to those of which it is 

a part. Nor will it any longer contribute directly or indirectly 

to family planning programs funded by governments or private 

organizations that advocate abortion as an instrument of 

population control. Efforts to lower population growth in cases 

in which it is deemed advisable to do so must, moreover, resp~ct 

the religious beliefs and culture of each society. Population 
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control 1• not a panacea. It will not solve problem• of massive 

unemployment. Jobs are not lost because there are too many 

people in a ~iven area. Job• are created by the conjunction of 
' . 

human wants and investment capital. Population qrowth fuels the 

former1 sound economic policies and properly directed 

international assistance can provide the latter. Indeed, 

population density may make the latter more feasible by 

concentratinq the need for both human services and technoloqy. 

But as lonq as oppressive economic policies penalize those who 

work, save, and invest, joblessness will persist. 

Population control cannot solve problems of unauthorized 

miqration across national boundries. People do not leave their 

homes, and often their families, to seek more space. They do so 

in search of opportunity and freedom. Reducinq their numbers 

gives them neither. Population control cannot avert natural 

disasters, including famines provoked by cyclical drought. 

Fortunately, world food supplies have been adequate to reliPve 

those circumstances in recent years. Problems of transportation 

remain: but there are far deeper problems as well, in those 

governmental policies which restrict the rewards of agricultural 

pursuits, encourage the abandonment of farmland, and concentrate 

people in urban areas. 

It is time to concentrate upon those root problems which 

frequently exacerbate population pressures. By focusing upc~ 

real remedies for underdeveloped economies, the United Nations 

Conference on Population can reduce demographic issues to ttci~ 

proper place. It is an important place, but not the contro!:1ng 
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one. It requires our continuing attention within the broader 

context of economic qrowth and of the economic freedom that is 

its prereqi.iisite. Most of all, questions of population qrowth 

require the approach out~ined by President Reaqan in 1981, in 

remarks before the World Affairs Council of Philadelphia: •Trust 

the people, trust their intelligence and trust their faith, 

because putting people first is the secret of economic success 

everywhere in the world.• That is the agenda of the United 

States for th~ United Nations Conference on Population this year, 

just as it remains the continuing goal of our family planning 

assistance to other nations. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR CARL A. ANDERSON 

FROM: JOHN A. SVAHN •-
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR POLICY DEVELOPMENT 

SUBJECT: INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON POPULATION 

~ . 

Pursuant to our c~versation earlier today I would like you 
to serve as Wftit~ayse coordinator for the International 
Conference on Population. In this capacity you will be 
responsible for the development of a policy paper on 
population for the use and guidance of the American delegation 
to the Conference. In addition, you should coordinate 
preparations for the Conference with the appropriate officials 
in the White House, the Department of State and other agencies 
as well as with the chairman and members of the delegation 
when they are appointed. 

' I 
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The statement has been softened in several additioEtal ways: 

"advocate" has been stricken so as to redf.uce first amendment 
objections and "perform or promote" has h·, een inserted; 

"population control" has been stricken an1d family planning 
inserted; 

"direct or indirect" has been stricken 

Statement #1 addresses only "organizations" and wot:tld therefore blur 
coverage of UNFPA in the prohibition 

Statement #2 addresses only "private voluntary orgEmizations" and 
would clearly exempt UNFPA from the p1rohibition 
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The United Nations Declaration of the Rights of the Child (1959) 

calls for legal protection for children before birtJh as well as 

1 

after birth; and the United States does not consideT abortion an 

acceptable · element of family planning programs and 'Will not contribute 

ta those of which it is a part. Accordingly, when dealing with 

nations which support abortion with funds not provi:ded by the 

United States government, the United States will coontribute to such 

nations through separate accounts which cannot be u1sed for abortion. 

Nor will the United States any longer contribute to1 organizations 

which perform or promote abortion as a method of fa:rnily planning. 
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The United Nations Declaration of the Rights of the Child (1959) 

calls for legal protection for children before birth as well as after 

birth; and the United States does not consider abortion an acceptable 

element of family planning programs and will no longer contribute 

to those of which it is a part. Accordingly, when dealing with nations 

which support abortion with funds not provided by the United States 

government, the United States will contribute to such nations 

through separate a~counts ·which cannot be used for abortion. Nor 

will the United States any longer contribute to pr!vate voluntar1 : 

org~nizations which perform or promote abortion as a method of 

family planning. 
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availability of resources and to hamper the development of 

technoloqy, rather than to assist it. Recognizing the 

seriousneis~of environmental and. economic problems, and their 
' · 

relationship to social and political pressures, especially in the 

developing nations, the Administration places a priority upon 

technological advance and economic expansion, which hold out the 

hope of prosperity and stability of a rapidly changing world. 

That hope can be realized, o~ course, only to the extent that 

government's response to problems, whether economic or 

ecological, respects and enhances individual freedom, which makes 

true progress possible and worthwhile.• 

Those principles underlie this country's approach to the 

United Nations Conference on Population to be held in Mexico City 

in August. In accord with those principles, we reject compulsion 

or coercion in family planning programs, whether it is exercised 

against families within a society or against nations within the 

family of man. The United Nations Declaration of the Rights of 

the Child (1959) calls for legal protection for children bef0re 

birth as well as after birth: and the United States accordi~gly 

does not consider abortion·an acceptable element of family 

planning programs and will not contribute to those of which it is 

a part. Nor will it any longer contribute directly or indirectly 

to family planning programs funded by governments or private 

organizations that advocate abortion as an instrument of 

population control. Efforts to lower population growth in cas~s 

in which it is deemed advisable to do so must1 moreover, resp~ct 

the religious beliefs and culture of each society. Population 
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May 16, 1984 

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN A. SVAHN ,/l_ 
ANDERSON /kf FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

CARL A. 

Presidential Message for International 
Conference on Population 

Attached is a modified version of ~the draft statement 
referred to our office. The arrangement of certain 
paragraphs has been changed and some ~ords deleted in 
order to set a more moderate tone and reduce the sense 
of crisis that pervades sections of the statement. 
Also gone are terms such as "essential priority element" 
and "urgent" which seem to establish a basis for budget 
increases in the near future. Finally the statement 
has been amended to reflect the President's concern 
that individual freedom and economic expansion is the 
key to prosperity and stability. 

As amended I believe the statement represents a clear 
expression of the President's policies in a manner least 
likely to draw criticism from those parties increasingly 
interested in activities surrounding the International 
Conference on Population. 

... 
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REVISED DRAFT PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE 

We are grateful to Mexico, under the leadership of 

President Miguel di la Madrid Hurtido~ fo~~ts gracious 

l hospitality in hosting the International Conference on 

Population. 

World leaders have come to recognize that the historically 

unprecedented growth of population now occurring in many 

countries affects economic and social development and presents 

a unique set of challenges and op~ortunities. It is for these 

reasons that the United States provides bilateral and mult­

lateral assistance in population programs. 

Recognizing the seriousness of environmental and economic 

problems, and their relationship to social realities, the 

United States places a priority upon technological advance and 

economic expansion, which hold out the hope of prosperity and · 

.stability for a rapidly changing world. That hope can be 

realized .. to the extent that nations respond to problems, 

whether economic or ecological, in ways that respect and 

enhance individual freedom. 

We believe population programs can and must be truly 

voluntary, cognizant of the rights and responsibilities of 
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individuals and families, and respectful of religious · 
• 

and cultural values. When they do so such programs can 

make an important contribution to economic and social 

dev~lopment, to the health of mothers and children, and 

to the stability of the family and-of-soci~ty. 

Our concern over the dimensions of demographic change ~ 

is inseparable from a concern for the welfare of children--who 

are the ultimate resource of any society. Together, we must 

strive for a world in which children are happy and healthy, 

with the opportunity to develop their · full mental and physical 

potential and, as young adults, tci"' find productive work and 

a decent and dignified existence. 

I wish the participants in this Conference good counsel 

and inspiration in addressing these issues. I am confident 

they will fulfill their responsibility to produce recommendations 

for actions by the international community which wil1 improve 

the well-being of generations to come. 

J 
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Dear //2//: 

July 30, 1981 

Thank you for your letter of June 22, signed by 84 of your colleagues 
from the Senate and House, urging that the Administration address the 
issues raised in the Global 2000 report to the President, which con­
cerned global resource problems and possible ways· to address them. 

As you know, the conclusions reached by the Global 2000 report have 
been controversial, in terms of both the report's initial assumptions 
and its ultimate findings. Moreover, the specific recommendations in 
Global Future: Time to Act, which were made public in the last days 
of the previous Administration, need careful assessment and review. 
Some of them would seem to call for more governmental supervision 
and control. Historically, that has tended to restrict the availability 
of resources and to hamper the development of technology, rather than 
to assist it. . 

I 
Recognizing the seriousness of environITTerital and economic problems, l 
and their relationship to social and political _pressures, especially in the 
developing nations, the Administration places a priority upon technological 
advance .and economic eYpansion, which hold out the hope of prosperity 
and stability for a rapidly changing world. 

That hope can be realized, of course, only to the extent that I 
( 

government1s response to problems, whether economic or ecological, 
respects and enhances individual freedom, which makes true progress 
possible and worthwhile. · 

Again, thank you for your thoughtful letter. We appreciate your 
continuing interest in this important matter. 

With cordial regard, I run 

MbF :Vi.rd: C~1P: eai3 

J Sincerely, 

Max L. Friedersdorf 
Assistant to the President 

cc: w/copy of incoming, M:-irty Anderson - FYI 

;. - • • • ·-~~O'!Ji__f'. ll'....,........,.. __ .._ .... p..., ______ ---
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DRAFT PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE 
/ 

. I 

world leaders have come tp.recognize that the historically 
• 

unprecedented grqwth of population now occurring in many 

countries has serious implications for economic and social 

development, adding to such problems as malnutrition, illiteracy, 

unemployment, health, and the environment.--·our concern over ~he 
... 

dimensions of demographic change is inseparable from a concern 

for the welfare of children--wh6 are the ultimate resource of any 

society. Together, we must strive for a world in which children 

are happy and healthy, with the opportunity to develop their full 

mental and physical potential and, as young adults, to find 
.... 

productive work and a decent and dignified existence. 

It is because of these concerns that United States bilateral 

and multilateral assistance to population programs is an 

essential priority element of our development aid strategy. We 

believe that such programs can and must be truly voluntary, 

cognizant of the rights and responsibilities of individuals and 

families, and respectful of local spiritual and cultural values. 

such programs can make an important contribution to economic and 

social development, to thfl health of mothers and children, and to 

the stability of the family and of society • 

we are grateful to Mexico, under the leadership of President 

Miguel de la Madrid Hurtado, for its gracious hospitality in 

hosting the International Conference on Population~ 
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I wish the participants in this Conference good counsel and 

inspiration in addressing these urgent issues. I am confident 

they will fulfill their responsibility to produce recommendations 

for actions by the . international community which will improve the 

well-being of generations to come. 

J 
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United States Department of State 

/ 
Washington, D.C. 20520 8413737 

•\ 

May 9, 1984 

• 
--

. ~ · .... 
MEMORANDUM FOR MR. ·ROBERT C. MCFARLANE "t-;""t •"' ~- :·"'. • :.·r/ ':' .. ~ 

-~' i ..J.'""\ i ..... ,,. . t. ... - • ~ 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

-- -
Presidential Statement on the Occasion of the 
International Conference on Population 

In connection with the International Conference on Population 
(Mexico City, August 6-13, 1984), the UN is producing a volume of 
statements from Heads of Governments giving their views on 
population issues. It has thus far received more than 70 such 
statements, including ones from Heads of Government of the United 
Kingdom, Japan, and Germany. ~ 

Rafael Salas, Secretary-General of the Conference, has written 
to Ambassador Kirkpatrick requesting a statement from the President 
(Tab 2). He also requests a photograph of the President to be 
published ~long with the message. 

A draft message is attached (Tab l) for the President's 
signature. The draft is consistent with statements the President 
has agreed to in the past (Tab 3). It is essentia1 that the message 
and the photograph be transmitted to the UN before May 31 in order 
to be published in the volume. 

Attachments: 

t-./char les Hi 
Oe~ecutive sec 

Tab l. Draft Presidential Message 

Tab 2. Letter from Rafael Salas to Ambassador Kirkpatrick, plus 
brochure on the Conference 

Tab 3. Excerpts from Ottawa and Versailles summit Declarations; 
Presidential Message to the Western Hemisphere. _ 
Conference of . Parliamentarians; letter from Kenneth · 
Duberstein to Members of Congress 

- I 
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world leaders have come to recognize that the historically 

_unprecedented growth of population now occurring in many 

countries has serious implications for economic and social 

development, adding to such problems as malnutrition, illiteracy, 

unemployment, health, and the environmen~. .Otrr concern over t he-

dimensions of demographic change is inseparable . £rom a concern~ 

for the welfare of children--who are the ultimate resource of any 

society. Together, we must strive for a world in which children 

are happy and healthy, with the opportunity to develop their full 

mental and physical potential and, as young adults, to find 

productive work and a decent and dignified existence. 
~ 

It is because of these concerns that United States bilateral 

and multil~teral assista~ce to popul~tion programs is an 

essential priority element . of our development aid strategy. We 

believe that such programs can and must be truly voluntary, 

cognizant of the rights and responsibilities of individuals and 

families, and respectful of. local spiritual and cultural values. 

such programs can make an important contribution to economic and 

·social development, to the h~alth of mothers and children, and to 

the stability of the family and of society. 

we are grateful to Mexico, under the leadership of President 

Miguel de la Madrid Hurtado, for its gracious hospitality in 

hosting the International Conference on Population• 
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I wish the participants in this Conference good counsel and 

• inspiration in addressing these urgent issues .• I am confident 

they will fulfill their responsibility to produce recommendations 

for actions by the internati~nal community which will improve the 

well-being of generations to come. 

J 

~ · · 
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·· ""'.'it·SS FONDS DES NATICNS UNIES 
. :-:PJ1.ATIO>l ACTIVITIES 

• •\ 
POU~ LES ACTIVITES EN M~Tl£qE Ct POPUl.· ~:ON 

~1ano .... a111tt' 
f'ffW TOlllK. H .Y. ,.,,, 

. l•·U·•4 

1NT/Bl/F06 2.9 November :;, ;;3 

\ Dear 1"'..sdam Ambas•ador, 

. ..,,, 

· In the· context of the forthcoming lntern~tional Confere-=:i:e en 
Population (Mexico City. 6-13 August 1984) .• it iB ~1ur intent:ion 
to produ~e a valumD comprising briei statements frcm Reads of Mei:ibc-;: 
:,-.,vernmenta <m ~heir views on popu;ation. Thtt voluma wil1 he 
;• t.C~\1C~1 around tlH~ middl(? of 1984. for global d:l5tribut.ion. 

w~ ,,,ould ba very grat~fu1 if you could kindly tn1ns:dt (' · 
ou~ request for a mes&age ~f approx1m.:i.t~y ~00 worda ~o H.E. t~e \ 
:-e~ident ~f the Unite~ States. 
\~e ·\."ould aleo Rpprec:late. receivini a pT1otog::aph to be 'Publis:~e-d 
.17 c!"lg- "1i th the 1re-cs01ge:. ··. · 

Attached, · fc-: ~our· infor~tion, is .a br1.1:;:l11..1re prov!ding • . .. . 
info.-ci.ation. on the C<mfarance. 

-· 

. 

c~-:;(l~-
/ / . 

S'ecr~·-Gcneral 

.J 

Int~rutttional Conf ercnce 
o~ Po?ulation~l984 

lf.E. Mr& .. .re~ne .I. · Kirkpatrlck 
Al!lbaasacfor ~traor.MT?~ .d. itlenittutcnt:f ary 
Parc:menr llepre.sf!ntattv& ~o ~he Unit.e£t N!4rions 
Vtdted ·Stat.Q5 Hi:seion· to the Unit~d Jfationa 
799 Uni~ed Na~ions Plaza !': " ~ .• . 

l~a\o7' YDYk~ NT 10011 . 

J.ot1on '!al:ett'!..· ---

Intt1els ________ _ 
Da.te _______ _ 

'l'>l'TfC'_'O..,..· • c~ cov" .J\Lfj.- l:JJ\L,.• .,,,, • • 

, 

• 
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The Ottawa Summit 
' , 
·\ 

.July 22-23, 1981 
~.:..·.---........- .. ·--

~ 
~~~p 

' ,... 
, 

Le Sammet d'Ottawa ,. 

• 

DECLARATION OF THE OTTAWA SUMMIT 

20. We are deeply concerned about the implications of 

world population growth~ ·Many developing countries are 

taking action to deal with that problem, in ways sensitive 

to human values and dignity; and to develop human resources, 

including technical and managerial capabilities. We 

recognize the importance of these issues and will place 

greater emphasis on international efforts in these areas • 

• 

J 



Chateau de Versa.JI/es 
4, 5 et 6 juin 1982 

DECLARATION OF THE SEVEN HEADS OF STATE ARD GOVERNMENT 
ARD REPRESENTATIVES OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES 

(.EXCERPT) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

- Th• ~h of tM dsvet.oping ecwit-M.11s and the daepsning of 
a const-rucri Vfl H 1.arionship 7'ri. th them aN vi taZ. f o.,. 'the pot i 'tiea.Z. and 
sconorrric iv•tt.-bsi.ng of thB whats L>O"rl.d. It is th11.,.efo-re i.mpo.,.-t;an.t tha1: 
a high lBVsl. of · fina:ncia.7. [!.OfJJs and officio.! a.ssistance shou'Z.d b• 
nnintainsd and that thei.,. amount and thei7" sffec'tivensss should. ?>. 
inc.,.ea.sed a.s fa.,. a.s posttibte, witir_. I-s&por..sibiZitiflB sha:red byeoad.Zy 
among aZ.Z countM."s ca:pa.bl• '1:>f nri.king a eontnbu-tion. The launching of 
gl.obaZ. nsgotia.tions is a ~·o.,. pot.iriCa.l objec1:ive app~u.d by aZ.Z. 
panicipa.nts in the Summit. The 1.ateot dmft HsoZ.U'ticn t:f..,.euZatsd by 
th.a Grdup of the 77 ia · hs1.pfu1., and tM discussion at V~aaiZ.l•s shmJed 
gtftM'ra.1. acceptance of the vierv that it ivou'ld $S7"Ve a.a a basis for 
c·C1t1tUlta1:ions with ths corm.tn11s conc117'"1UUi. fie bflt.ieva tha1: the'NI is 
na.? a good praospsc"t f 01'" t1u ea:rly t.a:.mching and success of the gZ.oba.Z 
Mgotia'tions , pT"Ot'ided tha't ths ind6~e of the Sracia.Ziaed 
Agsncies is gua1W'Lt11ed. At ths aamB ti.mi!., ive a7"e P"'Bpa:red to continue. 
and <Uvetop p"t'aCtiea.7. coope'ra.tion with the <Uvstoping cozmt'riss th1"ough 
in:novatUmll TAri.thin t1u 'flo7"1.d Bank, through oirr suppon of the work of 
ths Regional DBVs1.opmsnt Banks, th7"0U9h p-rog79t1ss in coun:t11M,ng 
imrt:abiZ.i:ty of cormzodit:y u:pon .amngs., th-rough the tnu:ozrra.g11ment of 
p-M.wrte ~t<:.Z. f1,cv11., int:!1.uding inte~tionat. arnmgemen"ts "to i.mpT"Ove 

· tiul conditions fo.,. pM.vau invsstmmt, and through a fU1"1:hB.,. 
conc1mt7-crtion of off ieia.l ;z.srirtcmcs on ths pocn-irr countries. This is 
ivhy ive see a Mad fO'r .-p11cia.l umpo'l'"'a-ry arrung11111~s to ov11-rcome 
·f:mding praobt.sms fo-r IDA VI, and fo-r an aa:rty ..tan to t:en8ids-ra.'ti.<m of 
IDA VII. 'fie ~1.1. give B'OQeia.1. encoura.gemen't to progmmne1 oz: 
armngp:entf d.esignsd to incrMBe food and energ;i,o produetion in 
weZQVing eoimmes which bape to ~art these esserrtiaZs, and to 
pragmwies tp cyjtfress t;be i;z;7Zii;atiqna af pawlgtiqn gmwth. 
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THE \\'JllTE llOl"SE 

• 
November 30, 1982 

On the occasion of my visit to Brazil, I 
am delighted to extend personal greetings 
to the Western Hemisphere Conference of 
Parliamentarians on Population and 
Development. As representatives of the 
people of this great and varied region, 
you are gathered to consider some of the 
most challenging and urgent questions of 
our time. 

Many world leaders have expressed co,yicern 
over the dimensions of rapid population 
growth and its effects on the process of 
economic development. In our attempts to 
find solutions to this historically 
unprecedented set of problems, policies 
need to respect cultural and religious 
values and enhance the stability of the 
family and society. 

I am confident that you will examine these 
complex subjects with the wisdom and unique 
insights of your own national backgrounds 
and experience. 

I salute you for your sense of responsibility 
in considering these issues, and wish you a 
successful and productive meeting. 



F.: ;.. lllr a.: ... --- -.. --- ...,, ..-;-- Rii'I! --- -----. _. ..... f!£irt. s • · -.,-
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o;:n1N ' 61 AM fN •.>L•SCt-!E:N GA¢ff 
6U M JN ~., ~:. W ~1 EA'-'e. V 
TELEPHONE (Of!8J 1C: 

JAMES ~ BU: ._E_y 
p,e, 1de~I 

Mrs. Becky Norton Dunlop 
Off ice of Presidential Personnel 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mrs. Dunlop: 

7 May 1984 

I am concerned that so much time has elapsed since you 
asked me if I would assume the chairmanship of the U.S. 
delegation to the forthcoming Conference on Population in 
Mexico City, but too many matters remain unresolved for me 
to make any decision in the matter. 

Several weeks ago, I commented on a draft policy statement 
on population prepared by the NSC and the Off ice of Policy 
Development. With the modifications I proposed, I believe 
the paper will represent an appropriate and necessary 
definition of the American position on population matters. 
It affirms the President's integrated approach to economic 
development and, without renouncing any element of current 
policy, lays the basis for greater flexibility and a 
sharper focus for the Administration in the future. I · 
believe it is an accurate and convincing expression of the 
message the Administration wants to present at the Mexico 
City Conference on Population. 

It is my understanding that the statement is now being 
vetted ·through bureaucratic channels; a process which, 
unfortunately, can prove endless if someone doesn't force 
an early decision. In the meantime, arrangements for the 
Conference proceed. There have been planning sessions in 
New York and in Mexico City at which the Conference agenda 
and the position of the United States concerning its 
substance have been discussed. I call your attention 
particularly to the enclosed State Department notice 
announcing a very public forum concerning the Mexico 
Conference. This symposium is not likely to enunciate a 
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the necessary planning. Given the critical nature of staff 
work in matters of this kind, it would be naive to assume 
the work can be assigned to anyone with any serious 
reservations about the fundamental merits of the 
Administration's population policy. 

In light of all these considerations, I am sure you 
understand my reluctance to assume the responsibility of 
heading the U.S. delegation to the Conference. So much has 
been permitted to proceed on its customary course that, at 
this late date, there may not be sufficient time to get 
things on the right track. 

Of course, there may be matters of which I am uninformed 
that would put a more encouraging face on the situation. 
If so, I hope I will hear about them soon. 

\ Sincerely yours, 

\ 1 . 'I . I . ·1 . ·1 ? ·? J._/J 7 ' . 

{.,.. ""' ,,. ..,,. ,;,,.,; - - l
1

l "'"" - - . .:.. 
1 James L. Buckley 

Enclosure 
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TO ALL EMPLOYEES 
STA TE, IDCA, USIA, ACDA 

POPULATION AND THE GLOBAL COMMUNITY 

May 15, 1984 

Foreign Service Institute, Room 101 
A Symposium Presented by the 

Center for the Study of Foreign Affairs 

* * * 

MORNING SESSION 

8:45 - 9:00 

9:00 - 9:05 

9:05 - 9:10 

9:10 - 9:25 

9:25 - 9:40 

9:45 - 10:30 

]0:30 - 10:45 

10:45 - 11:15 

Coffee and Registration 

Welcome 
- Leo Moser, Director, Center for the Study 

of Foreign Affairs 

Introduction 
- Richard Benedick, Ambassador, State 

Department Coordinator for Population 
Affairs 

An Historical Perspective 
- Phil Claxton, Project Manager, The Futures 

Group 

What Happened at Bucharest 
(1974 World Population Conference) 

- Phil Claxton 

Population and Development 
A. Foreign Policy Perspective 

Edwin Martin, Ambassador (Ret.) 
- Richard Benedick, Ambassador 

Coffee 

8. Ethical/Human Rights Concerns 
- James McHugh, Monseigneur, Sacred Heart 

Cathenral, Newark, N.J. 

(Continued on reverse) 



11:15 - 12:00 

12:00 - 1:30 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

1:30 - 2:15 

2:15 - 2:45 

2:45 - 3:00 

3:00 - 3:45 

3:45 - 4:30 

Population and Development 
C. AID's Role 

- Steven Sinding, Director, Office of 
Population, AID 

Lunch 

Population and Development 
D. Role of the Private Sector 

- Sharon Camp, Vice President; Population 
Crises Committee, Washington, D.C. 

- George Zeidenstein, President, Population 
Council, N.Y. 

- Phyllis Pietrow, Director, Population 
Information Program, Johns Hopkins 
University 

Preparing for Mexico City 
- Werner Fornos, President, Population 

Institute, Washington, D.C. 
- Richard Benedick, Ambassador 

Coffee 

Mexico City and Beyond 
Raphael Salas, Exectutive Director, UNFPA, 
and Secretary General of the UN Population 
Conference 

Discussion 

* * * * * * * * * * • * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

This symposium will be offered on a tuition-free basis. Call (703) 
235-8830 to make arrangements to attend. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 9, 1984 

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN A. SVAHN 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

WILLIAM L. ROPER (}Jl..(l_ 

United States Delegation to the 
International Conference on Population 

(1 

According to the Office of International Conferences of 
the State Department, Presidential Personnel has indicated to 
them that James Buckley is to be the head of our delegation 
to this meeting. The remainder of the delegation is still in 
Presidential Personnel. ~ 



. · 

Dear Sil: 

i ., . . . 

.. .. 

... 

February 17, 1983 

... .,. 
,. , . . 

This is in further response to the letter which you and your colleagues • 
cosigned to the President last })ill on the-import~e of. inte~~tion.al .... 
population assistance. As you ·know, despite exist:irig budget. s·tringencies, 

' the international population assistance programs have held their own and..._ 
-been slightly increased in the Adrnjnjstration's FY 1984 budget proposals. 

The Administration is concerned about the problems which rapid population 
growth create for developing countries seeking to attain social and economic 
progress. This concern has been reflected, as you noted, in the Ottawa 
and Versailles Economic Summit Communiques, as well as in the President's 
recent message to the Western Hemisphere Conference of Parliamentarians 
on Population and Development. Aid to voluntary population and family 
planning programs has been an :important el~~nt and a high priority of 
U.S. development assistance strategy. 

We appreciate Congressional interest in international population activities 
and look forward to c9ntinuing to work closely -Y.ith Congress in our 
deliberations on budget matters. 

With best wishes, 

The Honorable Silvio 0. Conte 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Sincerely, 

·is( 
Kenneth M. Duberstein 

Assistant to the President 

J 

.. 


