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D 
1/ 31/ 83 ate: __________ _ 

TO: MORTON BLACKWELL 

FROM: WAYNE H. VALIS (\N~ 

□ For your information 

□ Per our conversation 

□ Other: 

Please read the attached. You'll 
note that Dr. Ranney believes that 
conservatives won 3/ Sths of all 
referendums in the '82 elections. 



The Year of the Referendun, 

Nuclear Weapons Freeze 
Measures 

f"tJ Arizona 
~ Yes 273 ,146 

No 397,462 

670 ,608 

~ California 
Yes 3,795 ,732 
No 3 ,439 ,082 

7 ,234 ,814 

[M' District of 
Columbia 

Yes 79 ,219 
No 34 ,366 

-~ 85 

cef Massachusetts 
Yes 1,319,442 
No 471,968 

1,791 ,410 

@' Michigan 
Yes 1,585 ,809 
No 1,216 ,172 

2 801 ,981 

[if New Jersey 
Yes 1,255 ,468 
No 643 ,780 

1,899 ,248 

~North Dakota 
Yes 139.089 
No 98 ,882 

237 ,971 

[:i Oregon 
Yes 606 ,143 
No 378 .780 

984 .923 

[¥Rhode Island 
Yes 161 ,852 
No 112,011 

40 .7% 
59.3% 
Turnout = 32.5% 

52.5% 
47 .5% 

Turnout = 39.6% 

69 .8% 
30.2% 

Turnout = 23 .3% 

73 .4% 
26 .3% 

Turn out = 40.8% 

56.6% 
43 .4% 

Turnout = 42.7% 

66 .1% 
33.9% 

Turnout = 34.3% 

58.4% 
41.6% 

Turn out = 50.3% 

61 .5% 
38.5% 

Turnout = 50.4% 

59 .3% 
40 .7% 

273 ,863 Turnout = 37.7% 

[:i Wisconsin {September) 
Yes 641 ,514 75 .8% 
No 205 .018 24 .2% 

Turnout = 24 .4% 

In the November 1982 elections at least 
one referendum measure was on the bal­
lot in 42 states and the District of Colum­
bia , and just under 200 propositions were 
voted on in all. 

Sixty-four propos it ions in 26 states ap­
pear to have attracted more tha n local in­
terest. As in 1978 and 1980 (see Public 
Opinion, Nov./ Dec. 1978, pp. 26-28 and 
Feb./ Mar. 1981, pp. 40-41 ). the turnout on 
these proposit ions was generally higher 
than in elections for the House of Repre­
sentatives , although the gap was a bit 
narrower than in the earlier years. The 
mean turnout on the 64 propositions was 
40 .2 percent of the voti ng-age population, 
compared with Congressional Quarterlv's 
estimated 35.7 percent in all races for the 
House. The 1982 turnout on referendums 
was slightly higher than what it had been 

Measures Limiting Nuclear 
Power and Waste Disposal 

M Colorado {study conversion of Rocky 
~ Flats nuclear plant to other uses) 

Yes 
No 

263 ,236 
481 .074 

35.4% 
64 .6% 

744 ,310 Turnout = 33.4% 

M Maine {end nuclear production of 
~ electricity after 1987) 

Yes 
No 

201 .617 
256 ,124 

44 .0% 
56.0% 

457 ,741 Turnout = 55.1 % 

[ef.Massachusetts {restrict building of 
new nuclear power plants and dis­
posal of nuclear waste) 

Yes 1,244,171 67 .4% 
No 602,351 32.So/o 

Turnout = 42 .0% 

f'v1' Montana (remove present prohibi-
~ lions against placing nuclear waste in 

state) 
Yes 69 ,126 24 .3% 
No 214 ,740 75 .7% 

283,866 Turnout = 49.9% 

~Montana {against basing MX missile 
in the state) 

Yes 162,164 57 .2% 
No 121 ,536 42.8% 

283,700 Turnout = 49 .9% 

"Bottle Bills" 

it Arizona 
Yes 223 ,825 31 .9% 
No 477 .856 68 .1% 

701,681 Turnout = 34.0% 

rt California 
Yes 3 ,281,803 44 .1% 
No 4,162,884 55.9% 

7,444 ,687 Turnout = 40 .7% 

¢ Colorado 
Yes 191 ,420 24 .4% 
No 591 ,812 75.6% 

783 ,232 Turnout = 35.2% 
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in 1978, but ,· as one would expect , well 
below the comparable figure of 52.1 per­
cent in the presidential year of 1980. 

The outcomes of the selected 64 propo­
sitions show several clear trends . The 
measures receiving the most national 
atte ,1tion were the " nuclear weapons 
freeze " propositions on the ballots in 9 
states and the District of Columbia ; they 
won everywhere except in Arizona, and 
provided liberals with by far their great­
est successes in 1982 referendum voting. 
What impact, if any, the results will have 
on national policy remains to be seen, 
but it is worth noting that the issue did 
no t arouse the unusually high voter in­
terest and turnout some observers had 
predicted: The mean turnout on the freeze 
proposition was 37.6 percent, compared 
with 40 .2 percent for all referendums. 

[!'.(' Massachusetts {retain present law) 
Yes 1 ,142,566 59 .1% 
No 790 ,966 40 .~% 

1,933 ,532 

~ Washington 
Yes 311 ,614 
No 747 ,637 

1,059,251 

Turnout = 44.0% 

29 .4 % 
70 .6% 

Turnout = 33.6% 

Pro-Consumer Utility 
Regulation Measures 

Michigan {establ ish publicly elected 
public service commission) 

Yes 1 ,026,160 36.7•% 
No 1,771,098 63.3% 

2,797,258 Turnout = 42.7% 

~ichigan (prohibit automatic utility 
rate adjustments without prior hear­
ings) 

Yes 1,670 ,381 59.6% 
No 1,131 ,990 40 .4% 

2,802 ,371 Turnout = 42 .8% 

ffi,Nevada (approve legislature's estab­
lishment of office of advocate for 
utility customers) 

Yes 
No 

158,296 
62 ,802 

221 ,098 

71 .6% 
26.4% 

Turnout = 33.4% 

rV Missouri {establish organizations to 
~ represent utility consumers in hear­

ings before public service commis­
sion) 

Yes 
No 

510 ,613 
808 ,607 

1,319,220 

38.7% 
61.3% 

Turnout = 36.2% 

M Ohio {establish elected public util ity 
P board) 

Yes 1,050,745 32.6% 
No 2,174,587 67 .4% 

Turnout = 41 .4% 



Tax measures drew less attention in 
1982 than in the earlier years, but there 
was no shortage of them. Th irteen such 
measures were on the ballots in 12 states, 
with 9 tax-cutting propositions w inning 
and 3 losing. The most consistent pattern 
of all emerged in votes in 7 states on 
measures related to criminal justice : Ari­
zona, Illinois, and Florida voted to make 
more d ifficult the pre-tria l release of per­
sons accused of felonies; Connecticut 
and Hawai i voted to allow trials on felony 
charges without requiring indictments by 
grand juries ; Massachusetts voted to le­
galize the death penalty ; and Virginia 
voted against a measure to restore civil 
rights to convicted felons. 

Other measures that attracted consid­
erab le nationa l attention were handgun 
control in California (defeated) , legaliza-

Tax Measures 

~laska (limit increases in state 
appropriations) 

Yes 
No 

102,135 
65,786 

60.8% 
39.2% 

167,921 Turnout = 58.5% 

~olorado (limit rate of increase of 
property taxes) 

Yes 
No 

466,813 
244,424 

711 ,237 

65.6% 
34.4% 

Turnout = 32.0% 

(ef:Maine (index income tax rates to 
inflation rate) 

Yes 240,023 
No 182,939 

422,962 

56.7% 
43.3% 

Turnout = 50.9% 

M Nevada (permit imposition of an es­? tatetax) 
Yes 86,701 39.2% 
No 134,359 60.9% 

221 ,060 Turnout = 33.4% 

efNevada (exempt goods and furniture 
of single households from taxation) 

Yes 
No 

169,066 
54 ,368 

223,434 

75.7% 
24 .3% 

Turnout = 33.8% 

r'irl Nevada (exempt food from taxation) 
P Yes 94,014 41 .2% 

No 133,999 58.8% 

Turnout = 34.5% 

North Carolina (permit legislature to 
issue general tax increment bonds 
without voter approval) 

Yes 
No 

182,167 
810,565 

992,732 

18.4% 
81 .6% 

Turnout = 22.5% 

Oregon (limit property taxes to 1.5% 
of true cash value) 

Yes 486,865 
No 502,411 

989,276 

49.2% 
50.8% 

Turnout = 50.6% 

tion of gambling in Minnesota (won), 
South Dakota (won) , and Montana (won) ; 
and limitation of state funding of abor-
tions in Alaska (defeated). ..._, 

We noted in 1980 that the strong con­
servative trends some observers saw in 
the presidential and congressional elec­
tions were not reflected in those referen­
dum results which, by my admittedly chal­
lengeable coding , posed reasonably clear 
choices between conservative and liberal 
positions. The same methods yield another 
set of contrary trends in 1982. Most com­
mentators summed up the congressional 
elections as a significant gain for Demo­
crats and liberals, but my "scorecard" for 

power measures. Conservatives won 4-1 
on " bottle bills ," 3-2 on utility regulation, 
9-3 on tax cuts , 7-0 on get-tough-on-crime 
measures, and 7-4 on other issues. Again, 
however, it is necessary to say that these 
results may be artifacts of my coding-or, 
even more likely, products of the fact that 
most voters are less concerned with 
whether a particular measure represents 
~ "liberal " or a " conservative" position 
han with whether it is right or wrong . 

Austin Ranney 
Resident Scholar 

American Enterprise Institute 

Totals do not reflect 
late absentee votes and 

recounted ballots. 

the referendums shows an overall 33-22 
victory for conservative positions. By my 
count, liberals won 9-1 on nuclear weap- } 
ons freeze measures and 3-2 on nuclear ._ _______________ __. 

!l 

"Let's leave out 'No Taxation without Represent,rnon '1 What congress would 
vote taxes without consulting the people?" 

Reprinted by permission of Tr ibune Company Syndicate, Inc 

Oregon (increase tax base of taxing 
districts as new construction in­
creases the districts' value) 

Yes 
No 

212,777 
750,303 

963,080 

22.1% 
77.9% 

Turnout = 49.3% 

South Carolina (exempt any industry 
decid ing to locate in state from any 
new taxes for 5 years) 

Yes 231 ,387 
No 241 ,546 

472,933 

48.9% 
51 .1% 

Turnout = 20.6% 

[0"' Texas (repeal state property tax) 
Yes 1,609,998 72 .0% 
No 626,123 28.0% 

2,236,121 Turnout = 20.7% 

M Washington (remove sales tax on 
P food, replace it with a corporate prof­

its tax) 
Yes 
No 

453,221 
889,091 

1,342,312 

33.8% 
66.2% 

Turnout = 33.0% 
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[0" West Virginia (property tax limitation 
and homestead exemption) 

wves 
No 

404,851 
101 ,347 

506,198 

80.0% 
20.0% 
Turn out = 35 .9% 

Measures on Crime 
@" Arizona (prohibit bail for accused 

felons who pose danger to society) 

Yes 
No 

550 ,220 
128,992 

679,212 

81 .0% 
19.0% 

Turnout = 32.9% 

M Connecticut (abol ish grand jury , sub­
stitute hearings , in cases where life 
imprisonment or death might be im­
posed) 

Yes 437,231 73.6% 
No 157,080 26.4% 

594,311 Turnout = 25.0% 

[ef'Florida (no pre-trial release if public 
safety not reasonably assured) 

Yes 1,412,269 
No 917,092 

2,329,361 

60.6% 
39.4% 

Turnout = 28.5% 

[0" Hawaii (abolish grand jury, substitute 
hearings, in felony cases) 

Yes 
No 

191,798 
95,216 

287,014 

66.8% 
33.2% 

Turn out = 40 .1 % 

~ Illinois (prohibit bail in cases where 
life imprisonment might be imposed) 

Yes 1,389,796 
No 239,380 

1,629,176 

85.3% 
14.7% 

Turnout = 19.5% 

~ Massachusetts (legalize death pen­
alty) 

Yes 1,125,653 
No 746,733 

1,872,386 

60.1% 
39.9% 

Turnout = 42 .6% 

r"7f Virginia (restore civil rights to con­
~ victed felons after serving sentences) 

Yes 
No 

396,322 
685,753 

36.6% 
63.4% 

1,082,075 Turnout = 26.5% 

California (handgun control) 
Yes 2,776,973 
No 4,690,734 

7,467,707 

37 .2% 
62.8% 

Turnout = 40.9% 

California (measures for water con­
servation and redistribution) 

Yes 2,449,513 
No 4,488,645 

6,938,158 

35.3% 
64.7% 

Turnout = 38.0% 

Colorado (permit wine sales in gro­
cery stores) 

Yes 
No 

288,797 
552,205 

841 ,002 

34 .3% 
65.6% 

Turnout = 37.8% 

~ Idaho (lower voting age from 21 to 18; 
end restrictions on offices women can 
hold) 

Yes 
No 

193,007 
102,321 

295,328 

65.3% 
34.7% 

Turn out = 44 .7% 

Maine (repeal control of wholesale 
and reta il milk prices) 

Yes 
No 

222,422 
232,430 

454,852 

48.9% 
51.1% 

Turnout = 54.7% 

[B" Minnesota (permit parimutuel betting 
on horse racing) 

Yes 1,1 08,255 
No 624,721 

1,732,976 

64.0% 
36.0% 

Turnout = 58.0% 

Montana (expansion of authorized 
gambling and creating of state gam­
ing commission) 

Yes 111 ,686 
No 185,542 

297,228 

37.6% 
62.4% 

Turnout = 52.2% 

Montana (abolish quotas for beer and 
wine l icenses for restaurants) 

Yes 
No 

116,444 
177,181 

293,625 

39.7% 
60.3% 

Turnout = 51.6% 

~ Nebraska (prohibit all non-family pur­
chasing of farm and ranch property) 

Yes 
No 

290,377 
224,555 

514 ,932 

56 .4% 
43.6% 

Turnout = 45.0% 

~Nevada (affirm citizens ' rights to keep 
and bear arms) 

Yes 
No 

162,432 
66,361 

228,793 

71 .0% 
29.0% 

Turnout = 34.6% 

~ew Hampshire (affirm state citizens' 
right to keep and bear arms) 

Yes 178,773 
No 66,441 

245,214 

72.9% 
27.1% 

Turnout = 35.2% 

North Dakota (outlaw blackjack) 
Yes 
No 

96,677 
164,816 

261 ,493 

37.0% 
63.0% 

Turnout = 54 .9% 

Oregon (abolish state land conserva­
tion and development commission 
and state's land use planning author­
ity) 

Yes 
No 

447,462 
552 ,1 92 

999,654 

44.&% 
55.2% 

Turnout= 51 .2% 

Oregon (permit self-service at gaso­
line stations) 

Yes 
No 

426,603 
589,320 

1,015,923 

42.0% 
58.0% 

Turnout = 52 .0% 

South Dakota (legalize gambling) 
Yes 
No 

107,555 
147,147 

254,702 

42.2% 
57.8% 

Turnout = 52 .8% 

Washington (reduce interest rate 
charged on credit sales from maxi­
mum of 18% to maximum of 12%) 

Yes 
No 

348,753 
685,590 

1,034,343 

33.7% 
66.3% 

Turnout = 32.8% 

Michael Millard assisted Dr. Ranney in the preparation of this article. 

Other Measures CONSERVATIVE-LIBERAL SCORECARD, 1982 

~ Alaska ("tundra rebellion": claiming 
state ownership of federal land) 

Yes 126,471 
No 47 ,485 

173,956 

72.7% 
27.3% 

Turnout = 60.6% 

Alaska (l imit state funding of 
abortions) 

Yes 72,062 
No 104,152 

176,214 

40.8% 
59.1% 

Turnout= 61 .4%, 

Arizona (repeal "sagebrush rebel­
lion " by abandoning state claims to 
certain federal lands) 

Yes 279,411 
No 372,179 

651 ,590 

42.9% 
57.1% 

Turnout= 31 .6% 

Issue 

Nuclear weapons freeze 

Nuclear power and waste 
disposal limitations 

Bottle bills 

Pro-consumer utility regulations 

Tax measures 

Get-tough-on-crime 

Other issues 
_., 

./ 
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Conservative Wins 

Ariz. 

Colo ., Maine 

Ariz., Calif., Colo., Wash. 

Mich., Mo., Ohio 

Alaska, Colo ., Maine, Nev. (2) , 
N.C., Tex ., Wash., W. Va . 

Ariz., Conn., Fla., Haw., Ill. , 
Mass., Va. 

Alaska, Ariz., Calif. (2), 
Nev., N.H ., Wash. 

Liberal Wins 

Calif. , D.C., Mass., Mich., 
N.J., N.O. , Ore., R.I., Wis. 

Mass., Mont. (2) 

Mass. 

Mich ., Nev. 

Nev., Ore., S.C. 

Alaska, Ida., Maine, Ore. 

/ 

/ 

/ 
; 

\ 

! 

/ 



Bill Ress 
30th District 

Howard Philips 
The Conservative 
450 Maple Avenue 
Vienna, Virginia 

Dear Howard: 

Ohio Senate 
Statehouse 
Co lumbus. Ohio 43216 
614/ 466-6508 

Caucus 
East 

22180 

6198'3 

Committees: 
Natural Resources Env,ronment 

& Energy 
State GovernfTlent. Heal th & 

rluman Resouces 
Ways & Means 

May 4, 1983 

Enclosed please find a copy of the uclear Freeze 
Resolution that passed the Ohio Senate yester ay, 
vote of 19-14. 

I have also enclosed the amendment I offered which was de­
feated 17-16. 

The Dems control the Senate 17 to 16. Senator Paul Pfeifer 
cast the key vote. If he had voted against the final resolu­
tion .•. the other two Republicans would not have supported it. 

I think you should let some folks know that our 1982 U.S. Senate 
candidate was responsible for passing the Nuclear Freeze Resolu­
tion in the Ohio Senate. 

BR/rp 

Enclosures: Sub. S.J.R. No. 5 (Bill Ress) 
Senate Joint Resolution No. 5 

Best regards, 

_,: . .-lf , . 
. ::,..-; ·•.<- · .~ 

Bill Ress 
State Senator 
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lSC 115 1161 

115th General Assembly 

Regular Session 

19~3-1984 

1.4 

1e6 

S 1 • 7 

1.a 

HR• RESS 

J O 1 N T R E S O L U T I O N 

1.9 

1.11 

1.12 

To memorial~ze Congress dnd the President of the 1•14 

united States to negotiate a proposal cal ling for 1•15 

mutual Jy verifiable reduction in testinq, 1e16 

production, and further deployment of nuclear 1.17 

weapons by the United States and the Soviet 

Union• 

de IT RESOLVED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THc STATE OF OHIO: 1e20 

WHEREAS, The horror of a nuclear holocaust is univer_saJly 1•22 

acknowledged, as the United States and the Soviet Union presently 1•24 
• 

possess large quantities of nculear weapons; and 

WHEREAS, The United States and the Soviet union plan to 1e26 

ouild more nuclear warheads, including a new generation of super- 1e28 

accurate, firs~-strike-capable weaPons; and 

WHEREAS, The increased accuracy of these new weoPons ~ill, 1e30 

for the first time in the history of the .arms race, threaten the 1.31 

retaliatory capaoilitY of each side's missile forces; and 1.32 

WHEREAS, The continuation of the nuclear arms race may, if 1.34 

not stopped, increase chances of a massive nuclear exchange 1.35 

d~ring this time when economic difficulties, pof icicai 1.~6 

dissention, revolution, and comcetition fo~ energy supciies are 2•1 

on the rise worlowide; and 2•2 ------

WHEREAS, Rather than Permit this dangerous future to 2e4 

continue, the United States and the Soviet Union should negotiate 2.s 

~he immediate, mutual, and verifiable reduction in al I further 2e6 

testing, proouction, ond de~loYment of nuclear weaPons and of 2.7 

missiles and new aircraft designed orimarily to deliver nuclear 2.a 

~eapons; and 2e9 



-­. 

2 

WHEREAS, Reducing the production of nuclear weapons and 

~eapon-grade material may increase the incentive of other 

countries to adhere to the Nonproliferation treaty, renouncing 

their own . nuclear wedpons, and may help prevent the spread of 

nuclear weaoons to other countries; and 

WHEREAS, Balancea and verifiable reductions in the nuclear 

arsenals of the United States and the Soviet Union may further 

lessen tensions and further decrease chances of nuclear war; 

therefore be it 

RESOLVE □, That the members of the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the 11~th General Assembly of Ohio hereby 

memorialize the Congress and the President of the United States 

co se~k the adootion of .the follo~inQ proposal: 

C1) As an · essentia& step toward lessening . the risk of 

nuclear war, the United. States ana the Soviet Union should 

negotiate an immediate, mutual, and verifiable reduction in the 

cesting, production, and further dePI oYment. of nucl ea.r weaoons 

and of missiles ~nd new aircrat designed primarily to deliver 

nuclear weapons, with particular emphasis given co effective 

measures of verification, including provisions for onsite 

inspections; and 

C2) Al• funds that would otherwise hawe gone to these 

weaoons programs should be returned co the taxpayers~ and be it 

further 

2.11 

2.12 

2.13 

2., 14 

2.1s 

2 •. 18. 

2.19 

2.20 

2.22 

2.24 

2.25 

2.27 

2.28 

2.29 

2e30 

·2e31 

2.32 

2.33 

2.35 

2e36 

RESOLVED, That the Clerk of the Senate transmit duly 3e2 

authenticated copies of this Resolution to the President of che 3e3 

~nited States Senate, the Speaker of the onited States House of 3.4 

keoresencatives, the memoers of Ohio•s Congressional uelegation, 3.~ 

and t he P res i den c o t th e Un i t e d Su t.e_s • 3 •-6 



...... ··- .. -

ls Reoorted by Senat! Judiciary Committee 

115th General Assembly 

1.4 

1.6 

Regular Session 

1983-1984 

Se J. Re Noe 5 1.7 

1 • 8 

MESSRS. SCHWARZWALDER-FISHrR-~ESHEL-ZI~MERS-SUTTS-BOIJEN~ 

ROBERTO-PFE IFF'ER-BOGGS-aR>.NSTOOL-FRIES-~A URER-PF'EIFER-

7"S. VALIOUETTF:-MESSRS. OC.!SEr.'.-S!<.\Ll~AR NEY-ZALESKI 

1.10 

1 • 11 

1 • 1 2 

---------
J O I N T RES O LU TI 0. N 

1 .13 

1 .1 4 

Tc a: em o r i a I i z e Cong re s s and t he Pre s id~ n t of the 1 ·.1 6 

United States to adopt th~ proposal calling fer 2 1.17 

freeze- on t("stinq, oroduc ti or:, and further 1 .1 8 

deployment of nuclear wP.apons by t~e United 1.19 

States and the Soviet Union, a balanced reduction 

of such ~eapons, and a redirection of funds to 1.20 

help create a tie-althy, job-productiv~ e-cono~y. 1.21 

BE rr RESCLVED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF OHIO: 1•24 

IJHEREAS, The horror of a nuclear holocaust is universally 1.26 

acknowled9~d, as the United States and the Soviet Union oresently 1.28 

possess more than 50,000 nuclc-ar weapons that can destroy eac·h 1.29 

society many times over and thre-aten al I I ife ·on Parth; and 1.30 

l.'HE'REAS, The Unit~d States and the Soviet Union plan to 1.32 

build more than 20,000 new nuclear -.arht"ads, including a . new 1.33 

generation of suo~r-accurate, first-strike-capable w~aponsJ and 1.35 

YHERE~S, The incrt!"ased accuracy of these new weapons wi 11, 2.1 

for the first time in th~ history of the arms rac~, threaten the 2.2 

retaliatory capability of t-ach sid~•s missile forces, and 2.3 

pressure each sid~ to adoot a hair-trigger •I aunch on ~arninw• 2.4 

policy creating a substantially greater risk of accidental 2.5 

nuclear warJ and 2.6 

'.HEP.EAS, The continuation of the nuc.l ear arr.:s race wil 1, if 2.s 

not stooped, increase chances of a massive nuclear exch~ng~ 2e9 

du rino this time w'1en economi~ difficultitts, political 2.10 

dissention, revolution, and cornoetition for energy -~upolies are 2.11 

on the ris~ worldwide; and 2.12 



2 

W H ERE A S , Th tr in c re a s i n g sum s of m on e y r.f e v ot e d to c r eat i n g 2 • 1 4 

weapons of d~struction are d~priving our economy of resources 2.15 

.., hi ch, if transferred, would develop a hea I thy job-productive 2.16 

economy and could b~ used for social servic~s; and · 2 .1 7 

WHEREAS, Ohio cities are in desperc:te need of jobs and the 2.19 

u. s. BurEau of tabor Statistics reporttd in 1 982 that mi I itary 2.2a 

spending creates substantially fewer jobs per S1 billion expended 2.22 

than civilian and service industries; and 

WHEREAS; The threat of nuclear war is already having an 2.24 

a dverse psychological ~ffect on the citizens of our nation and is 2.25 

es-oecially crippling our children; and 2.26 

WHEREAS, Rather than oermit this danrerous future to 2.28 

continue, the Unite1 States and the Soviet Union s~ould adopt t~e 2.29 

imrrediatE', mutual, and verifiable freeze on all -further t~sting, 2.3a 

oroduction, and deployment of nucl~ar ~ea~ons and of missiles and 2e32 

new aircraft desigried orimarily to deliver nuc lea,- wt"aponsJ and 2.33 

\iHEREAS, The u. ~. Department cf . 0t!fl'°nse in its annual 2.35 

reoort in fiscal year 1982 testifies as fol I ows: •The United 2e36 

States and the Soviet Union are roughly 

nucl~ar cower•; and 

e o ua I 1 n st r at e g i c 3 • 1 

3.2 

ijH ERE/. S, Sti:>ooing the production of nuclear w~aoons and 3e4 

wPapon-qrade material would incre-ase- the incentive of other 3.5 

countries to adhere to the Nonproliferation Tr~aty, renouncing 3.6 

their own nucl~ar- weaoons, and wculd help prevent t ·he soread of 3.7 

nuclear weaoons to other countries; a~d 3 .a 

-HEREAS, Balanced and v~rifiabl~ rPductions in the nuclear 3e10 

arsenals of the United States and th~ Soviet Union, fol lowing the 3.12 

first str-o of a freeze, will further lessen tensions and further 3e13 

decrease the chancP.s of nuclear war; and 

\I H ERE A S , B o t h a f r ~ e z e a n d s u b s e Q u en t r f'd u ct i o n s can be 3 • 1 5 

satisfactorily verified by existino national technical meansJ now 3.17 

the ref ore be it 

RESCLVE0, That the members of the Senatt- and House of the 3.19 

Reoresrntatives of the 115th G~neral ~sse-111bly of tne Stat~ of 3.20 

Ohio her~by m~morializP the Con~~ess . an~ th~ President of the 3e21 

>-- •. . ~ 
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United States to se~k the adootion of the fol lcwin9 prooosal, 3e22 
. . 

that: 3.23 

C1) As an ttssential first st!p toward. I essening the risk 3e25 

of nuclear war, the United Stat~s and the Soviet Union should 3.26 

adopt an imniediatr, mutual, and v~rifiabl ,,. fre·eze on the testing, 3.27 

oroduction, and further deployment of nuci ear w~apons and of 3.28 

111issiles and ne-w aircraft desi~ned ori ■ arily to deliver nucl .ear ~.29 

weacons; 

<2 > Proceedino from this freeze, the United States and 3e32 

Soviet Union should oursue major, mutual, 

reductions ,n nuclear warheads, missiles, 

syst~ms, th rough ?-nnua I oercent apes or eaua I I y 

in a manner that en~ances stability; 

and verifiable 3.33 

a.1d other delivery 3.34 

effective III e ans, 3 • 3 S 

13.36 

(3) J I I funds that would otherwise have gene to these 4e2 

weacons ~rograms should be redirected to help creatt"' a healthy, 4.3 

job-productivf' ~ccnomy and provide- needeid soci .al servic~s.: and be 4.5 

it furt~er 

RESOLVED, That the Cl~rk of the Senate transmit duly 4.7 

au th fl n t i cat e d cop i e s of th i s Res o I u t i on to t !-i e P r es i dent o f t he 4 • 8 

United States Senate, the Soeaker of the United States Hous~ of 4.9 

Reoresentative-s, the members of Ohio's ConQressional Delegation, 4.10 

and the President of the Uniterl States. 4 ■ 11 
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A Single 

A bortion and nuclear war...1-
since they both deal with 
the Joss of innocent human 

life, in a certain sense belong 
together . as political and moral 

' iS~l!.C:,S, Yet as t~e Aweric.!uq,i_snops~ 
: become in'creasingJy· emphatic on 
the subject of nuclear weapons, it is 
going to· be_ difficult for them not lo 
de-emphasize · the abortion issue in 
the process. · · 

·For 10 years abortion has been 
recognized as the chief priority of the 
American bishops. Now some bish­
ops are ·explicitly saying that nuclear 
weaponry is equally 'important, 
while others even say that the 
nuclear issue is ·the most important 
of a!I,'with no mention of ;:ibortion. 
Can the bishops have two chief pri­
orities? Perhaps, but it is not going 
to be easy. While in theory the two 
issues may belong together, in prac­
tice it is going to be extremely dif­
ficult to harness them. 
. A few months ago the anti-abor­

tion movement suffered a narrow 
defeat in the Senate, the first time it 
came close lO passing legislation that 
would partially outlaw the practice. 
The bishops, by what ii;i retrospect 
seem clearly mistaken political 
judgments, contributed to that 
defeat.· 

In the wake of that experience 
many people are saying that the 
abortion question is now dead, a 
claim reinforced by the fact that the 
recent election probably means that 

· anti-abortion sentiment . in the 
House (not in the Senate) will be 
somewhat diminished in January, 
th·e l 0th anniversary of the Supreme 
Court's original legalization of the 
practice. 

It will be tempting for many peo­
ple, inclllding some bishops, to say 
in effect: "We gave it .a good try, but 
we failed . Alr"we can do now 1s move 
oii"'ioother things." Such a s·tance 
would be a self-fulfilling prophecy, 
insuring the issue's death. 

Bishops are human beings, and it 
must be assumed that, like most 
people, they do not like being villi­
fied . Yet iheir prolife stand has 
caused them to be continually villi­
fied in the m'ajor media for almost a 
decade: The television networks, the 
m·ost influe·ntial newspapers, and 
the news magazines arc highly un­
sympathetic to the prolife cam-

paign, · and repeatedly the bishops 
have been accused of "interfering" 
in politics and violating separation . 
of Church and state. 

Their venture into the nuclear 
\\'Capons issue inspires the same 
charges, but mostly from people ·. 
perceived as being on the fringe of 
things (the right wing) . Most liberal 
and "centrist" commentators now 
applaud the bishops and seems even 
to relish a possible confrontation be­
tween them and the Reagan admi­
nistration. Gone is any worry about 
Church-state separation or the 
rights of individual Catholics to 
adhere to their own consciences. 

Bluntly .stated, it is going to_ be 
tempting for ·some bishops to' em-

' phasize the nuclear weapons issue -
which brings them overwhelmingly 
favorable publicity and applause 
from their former detractors - at 

· the expense of the abortion issue, 
which bas brought them mainly 
abuse . 

It is startling, for example, to read 
that the president of the National 
Council of Churches, Methodist 
Bishop James Armstrong, now 
strongly supports the bishops' pro­
posed statement on nuclear issues. 
This is the same Bishop Armstrong 
who, where abortion is concerned, 
accused the bishops of violating the 
separation of Church and state (and 
who threw in an attack on clerical 
celibacy for good measure) . What 
kind of allies ·are we now courting? 

In the end, however, it will be dif­
ficult to give abortion and nuclear 
weaponry equal priority simply be­
ca use in practice voters will have to 
choose between candidate~ who 
support the bishops in one area but 
not the other. Broadly speaking 
(with a number of notable excep­
tions), conservatives tend to oppose 
both abortion and the nuclear 
freeze, hberals to favor both.Cath-
6hcs who sincerely seek to vote mac­
cor1la11ce with the bishops' guiaance 
will nn<l tliemselves In a l1!1emma. If 
half vote mainly on the abortion and 
half mainly on the nuclear weapons 
issue, the results are likely to be so 
split that both sides will be rendered 
impotent. In the process, politicians 
owing their seats to their anti­
abortion stand may be voted out of 
office by Catholics following lf'Cir 
b ishops on the nuclear weapons 
issu,,.-==;,....---c:------

There is no sign yet 
bishops themselves are ready to 
scuttle the abortion issue, although 
some of the leading "peace 
bishops" · · · · 

ere are some trial balloons. 
California Right-to-Life, for exam­
ple, has complained that in the re­
cent election Father Thomas Har­
vey, director of the National Con­
ference of Catholic Charit ies, en­
dorsed California Congressman 
George Miller, who has been consis-

Miller as a "protector o f our 
nation's children. and families," 
although Millerila_s even voted to 
allow experimentation on fetuses . 
Harvey's endorsement shows that 
some prominent Catholic priests 
now totally ignore abortion in mak­
ing political judgments. It is not un­
realistic to suspect that some bish­
ops are not far behind. 

There is one overwhelming reason 
to give abortion priority over nu­
clear w.eapons - nobody has been 
killed in a nuclear war since 1945; 
abortions are taking place almost 
every_ min_ute. A..s the bi~-~OJ?_S, find ~ 
their voice on the nuclear issue, they 
must insure that they do not los e it 
on their official chief priority. 
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·Reagan 
And 
1984 

. ·• .. 
.. , ....... 

' t.:. By Torn Wicker 

_I 

- - •! ... . ~:.' ••:~ } ~ .' !~·:?~·::--::: 
When the sharp November rise in 

unemployment . was _ announced, 
moreover, once again the Democrats 

. were ready with nothing ·more than 
loud calls for a new jobs program-·· 
.despite the prospect of a 1983 deficit" · 
climbing toward $200 billion, despite 
President Reagan's promise ·10 veto 
and despite recent political evidence 
that such· expedients !CIOk to many 
voters like the same old Democratic 
medicine in which they've lost con!!- · 
dence. .. . _,. ·· ·1.: ~; ~7 .fl e·.-!: 

Besides, Mr. Wirthlin suggested to 
Hedrick Smith of The New York 
Times, economic trends may be 
favorable for the President by 1984. If 
inflation is under 6 percent and unem-

-On the Monday after unemployment ployment and interest rates are d&- · 
rose above 10 percent, the Dow Jones clining, even slowly, Mr. Reagan will 
average broke 1,000. On the day the be able to argue plausibly that his pro­
Commerce Department announced grams have proved their long-term ef- · 

·tliat ·unemployment had reached 10.8 ficacy and ·should not be exchanged 
percent, President Reagan's political for _ J?rofligate Democratic spending 
advisers let it be known that they bad pobc,es. . .,•.. .. . , , . .- ,, _, 
begun to plan his re-election cam- In fact, another issue on which Mr. 
paign: It's a strange year. Reagan capitalized in 1980 - · the na-

Mr. Reagan has not yet said - or tion's alleged military weakness ...,.. 
perhaps decided - that he will run could be more of a problem for him in 
again. But he let the planning meeting 1984 than the economy. It was one 
go forward ; and his friend Senator thing to promise to make the United 
Laxalt said he accepted the chairman- States "No. l" again; but it's quite an­
ship'of the Republican National Com- other to spend the kind of money Mr. 
mirtee only because he believed the Reagan has committed to the milltary 
President would seek re-election. at a . time when the economy is stag-

But by any conventional standard, nant, millions of people are out of 
the' highest unemployment level work and the 'budget deficit is all but 
sipce 19-40 is not the best platform for out of control.- · · 
a President to run upon. And even The difficulty Mr. Reagan is having 
though the election is nearly two in persuading Congress to buy the MX 
years away, that number may not missile (and his ludicrous attempt to 
sink .. by then to politically acceptable disguise its 10 warheads by calling It 
levels ; Martin Feldstein, the chair- the "peacekeeper"), the efforts gath­
man of the Council of Economic Ad- ering force in Congress to cut back his 
visers, said recently that it would defense budget, the refusal of the 
take Jive years to get unemployment Soviet Union to back down from the 
down to 6 or 7 percent without re--ig- Administration's military bluster and• 
roting inflation. the growing anti-nuclear movement 

All of which should make Mr. Rea- the President has tried so hard to dis­
gan -wince when he recalls his own suade or discredit ·_ all suggest that 
campaign joke from 1980. A recession, he may find military issues far less 
he liked to say then, was when your profitable politically, the next time 
neighbor lost his job ; a depression around. · · · · 
was when you Jost your job; and Besides, the single biggest issue Mr. 
=,very would be when the President Reagan had going for him in 1980 -
Jost.his. · e public's eagerness to dump 

. · -. Jimmy Carter - bas disappeared. To 
Still, as far as_ the econo_my IS . con- the extent that the so-called "social 

cerned, Mr. Reagan an~ his adVJsers 1 issues" - abortion school prayer and 
have-several reasons to feel "not con- . . • . 
fident but comfortable" about 1984, . -the like-. woo_ ~m votes In 1980, four 
th hras · f Richard Wirtblin th years of mability to advance these 

e I? ~ 0 
• . causes substantially should neutraliz 

President s poll-taker. For one thin _ them in a Reagan re-election . 
e,at polls taken on election day thi paigo . . . 
ye,ar _ showed that about as man · · , ., . • . 
voters as held Mr. Reagan responsibl But Mr. Reagans populanty, If n 
actually blamed the Democrats for his job rating, re_mains high and his -
hard economic times. demeanor attractive to many. He bas 

That probably reflected the Presi- no cl~ opponent in sight, and the im­
deot's persuasive arguments for his pending scramble among hordes of · 
economic program; but it also sug- Democratsmaydolittletoendearany 
gests a troubled belief among voters of them to the public. 
that the Democrats don't have an al- So Mr. Reagan's political thinkers 
ternative other than a return to the are by no means wasting their time as 
policies Mr. Reagan has done such an 'they begin to plan for 1984. It's a rea-

• effective Job or condemning. And sona bly good bet that he'll run again, 
though the Republicans lost ground in- as most Presidents do; and although 
the 1982 elections, there was little evl- it's not as easy to re-elect a Presideot ­
dence of a wholesal~ swing back to the as It on_J;e was, Ronald Reagan has . 
Democrats, on economic or any other shown that he'd be a tough contender 
grounds. in any race. 
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'i i 200 signatures needed 

j Freeze I oes petition ~ r referendum 
I 
! 

By GUTHRIE SA YEN 
· WASHINGTON, Conn. - Michel Craig, who opposes 
the nuclear arms freeze resolution~ adopted at last 
month's town meeting, said Monday he and others will 
have collected enough signatures by this weekend to 
bring the same resolution to a referendum vote. 

A group of 11 petition circulators have collected at i least 175 of the 200 signatures necessary to place the 
; · resolution, which passed by a 154-81 vote April 13, on 
~ a machine ballot early next month, Craig said. The 
: airline pilot, who was in Bombay during the first vote, 
; said he alone has collected 105 signatures. 
J If Craig's group collects 200 signatures, voters will 
~ be able to discuss the resolution at the annual town 

meeting May 28, but the vote will adjourned to a re­
ferendum to be held sometime between June 5 and 11. 
If the group does not collect enough signatures, discus­
sion of the resolution could be held at the meeting, but 
no action could be taken. 

- .• J 

Craig said he.opposes the resolution, which calls on 
· the United States, the Soviet Union and all other na­
tions to freeze their nuclear arsenals, because it would 
leave the United States at a. disadvantage and because 
only 7 percent of the registered voters supported the 
resolution at the town meeting. 

The Rev. Thomas Kelso of the New Preston Con_gre­
gational Church, who helped organize support here for 
the nuclear freeze resolution, said if it goes to a re­
ferendum vote, "I feel the outcome will be at least the 
same, if not more in favor." 

Craig's group is "moving on the basis of a miscoil- · 
ception ... These large numbers (of people opposed to 
the resolution) are Just not there. They're attempting 
the impossible," said Mr. Kelso. 

Once the group has enough signatures, Craig said, 
"Our efforts will be directed toward informing people 

1 about the various freeze proposals ... There are other 
options, apd people_ sh~uld be aw_are of ~hem." 

" ,r_~,...... ................ ~ 

Craig wants parity between the nuclear arsenals of . :j 
the two superpowers before negotiating a freeze. He . .l 
sees Washington's resolution as a local variation on ., 
the Kennedy-Hatfield amendment introduced iI1 Con­
gress, which he opposes because. unlike the Jackson­
Warner amendment, it makes·no mention of parity. 

According to Mr. Kelso, there was no attempt 
among those who organized support for the local reso­
lution to align themselv~ with the Ker.nedy-Hatfield ; 
amendment or any other national r(:S()Jution. 

Although he disagrees with the wording of the local 
resolution, Craig said, "I am definitely anti-nuclear 
weapons." 

Should Craig's group obtain the requisite number of 
signatures, Washington could become a propaganda 
battleground. Craig sa;d he is contemplating several 
strategies, including a townwide mailing. 

Mr. Kelso said his group had no specific plans yet, 
but if the resolution goes to a machine vote, :•we'll 
crank up and meet them on that ground." 
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Arms Freeze 
' 

Foes Set for 
Round 2 in 
Washington 

By CANDACE PORT 
WASHINGTON-Sparks arc ex­

pected to fly at the 'annual town 
meeting next Friday when residents 
debate for the second time a proposal 
for an immediate bilateral nuclear 
arms freeze . 

Opponents of the freeze resolution 
submitted to the town enough 
signatures to put the freeze resolution 
before a second town meeting. They 
say they expect by this weekend to 
have the 200 signamrcs necessary to 
bring the question to a referendum in' 

. early June. 
The group, which is led by resident 

Michel Craig, is hoping to reverse the·· 
town meeting decision last month in 
which residents by a 154-81 vote ap­
proved a resolution calling on the 

· United States, the Soviet Union and 
Jill other nations to halt production 
of nuclear weapons. Mr. Craig and 
other members of his group oppose 
the resolution because they say it 
would leave the United States, which 
they claim trails the Soviets in nuclear 
strength, vulnerable to Soviet attack. 

If Mr. Craig's group is successful 
in its referendum drive, residents will 
be able to discuss the freeze Friday, 
but the meeting will be adjourned to 
a referendum to be held sometime 
between June 5 and 11 . If the group 
docs not collect enough signatures, 
residents may still discuss the freeze, 
but ~o vote would be taken. 

Also on Friday's agenda-and ex­
pected to stir little controversy-is a 
vote on the $943,591 town govern­
ment budget. The spending package 
represents a 6.6 percent increase over 
this year's budget , and if combined 
with Washington's Sl.9 million share 
of the three-town Region 12 school 
budget, · plus offsetting revenues, 
would mean a tax increase of about 
one mill, according to First Select­
man John Mar!h. 

Other votes on Friday's agenda 
arc : 

-The appropriation of Sl0,000 
from the non-recurring fund for 
capital expenditures to be used for 
resurfacing the town's tennis courts. 
This would be added to SI0,000 ap­
propriated last year . 

-Acceptance of title to open space 
land on Shearer Road . If residents 
vote not 10 accept the · parcel , they 
may ·vote to authorize the selectmen 
to execute a quit-claim deed 
reconveying the title to the Little Bear 
Company. 

-Sale of .2 acres ur' land on Rout, 
45 to an adjoining landowner for 
payment of taxes due . 

Friday's meeting will be h:ld at 8 
p.m. in Bryan ,\'lemorial Town Hall . 

. 1--:,··:·.~;~.;,·,,:·-----.;:... ...... __________ ~ 



'!"~ . , , ~-..... ... . ' • 't 

' ' .. . ' ~. 
lie ~. 
~· t ... 

s freeze ,ref erendum 
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~' By GUTHRIE SA YEN 
ih· WASHINGTON, Conn. - The selectmen 
: : Wednesday set June 8 as the date for a re-. 
· ferendum on the nuclear arms freeze reso-

lution that an April town meeting endorsed 
by a nearly 2-1 ratio. 

A group · opposing the resolution filed a 
- • petition with 256 signatures Tuesday, call­
__,. mg for a machine vote to reconsider the 

. resolution. Although only 200 signatures are 
, necessary to place a question on the ballot, 
: Terrell E. Stevens, one of the petition circu­
, latocs, filed Eight more signatures Wednes­
: day. 
: The petitionrrs asked that the referen­
: dm:n b~ held June 5, a Saturday, hut the 
~ Church of Our Lady of Perpetual Help had 
• previously reserved Town Hall, where vot­
; ing takes place, for a tag sale on that date. 
; : The selectmen settled on the following 
; Tuesday, the· traditional day for voting. 

Proponents of the resolution, which calls 
..... 

on the United States, the Soviet union ana 
all other nations to freeze production of nu-. 
clear weapons, have again swung into ac­
tion . 

Five ministers have endorsed a state-
ment that read~ in part: 

"We continue to support the vote at the 
last town meeting ... which favored a bilat­
eral arms freeze by a heavy majority. Each 
denomination rerresented by our churches 
has taken a strong stand in favor of the 
freeze and has urged its members to work 
for its passage ... 
' "There is no more important issue before 
us. We urge your consideration, your 
prayers and your support. Once again, let 
us endorse this important step on the· road 
to peace." 1 

The statement will be read to congrega­
tions and published in church bulletins, said 
Thomas J. Kelso, pastor of the New Preston 
Congregation~l Chur~h. 

Also endorsing the statement, according 
. to Mr. Kelso, are: Richard E. Crews, rector 
of St. Andrew's Episcopal Church; Haig J. 
Nargesian, rector of St. John's Episcopal 
Church; Lee A. Neuhaus, pastor of the First 
Congregational Church of Washington; and 
David L. Sundell, pastor of the Salem Cove­
nant Church. 

The ministers encouraged their congre~ 
gations to support the freeze resolution the 
first time it was considered, Mr. Kelso said. 

Mr. Kelso predicted the resolution will 
pass by an even larger margin June 8 than 
on April 13, when voters approved it by a 
vote cf 154-81. "We're very confident of an 

·overwhelming victory," he said. "There's 
nobody sweating it. We're going to win." 

Katharine Faulkner, a pro-freeze activ- '. 
ist, said Tuesday a group of six or seven t 
residents would be phoning people and ask, ; 

- .....;. ...J......... ~ .......... }.. .. ...i .. _.. ·• 

8 
ing them to support the resolution. 

None of the principal organizers of the 
opposition could be reached Wednesday for 
comments on their plans. 

But one of them, Michel Craig, has said in 
the past that, in addition to the statement 
he plans to make at Friday's town.meeting, 
when the resolution will be discussed but 
l)Ot voted on, his group plans a mailing ef­
fort. 

After discussion of the resolution at Fri­
day's annual town meeting, which beg::is at , 
8 p.m. at Town Hall, the vote will be ad­
journed to the referendum. The polls will be 
open at Town Hall June 8 from noon until 8 ~ 
p.m. 

~·-··-' · ... -,. ,~...J 

~ 

iO 
C 

9 
0 
0 
::s 
f 
>-3 
::r' 

' C I ,.. 

~ ; 
~ 
~ 

;1~ C: 
cc 
(X) 
N) 

~ 
t '." 

f"-~••r 



z 
' O 
I­
C, 
'z ·;:: ro 

m 
• a 

®!!A] 

~ 

• ~ 
0 
~ 
[¢&.J] 
®!!A] 

• 
-• -

.. 
c .. u 

~1 

N co 
°' , .. : ' 
N ... 

C, 

~ 
,;;. 
C, 

"D .. 
:i .., ... 

.. 
~I 
c, · ... ' 

0 ' .., , 

Petitioners victorious 
.-. 

in nuke referendum 
BY JOE FOSTER 

WASHINGTON- There will definitely be 
a town referendum · on the nuclear arms 
freeze resol11tion passed at the April 13 
special town meeting. 

As of noon on Tuesday, Town Clerk Doris 
K. Welles had verified 256 signatures on 15 
petitions submitted to her earlier in the 
day . 

The petitions stated : 
"Because an estimated 93 percent of the 

voters of Washington did not vote for the 
resolution passed at Washington town hall 
on April 13, 1982, calling for a .freeze on 
nuclear weapons by the United States, the 
Soviet Union and all nations, the under­
signed petition: 

"I. That the same resolution be 
presented for discussion on May 28, 1982, in 
a Washington town hall meeting: and 

"2. That a referendum be held Saturday, 
June 5, 1982, by machine ballot for the 
voting· to be conducted for or against the 
aforesaid resolution." · 

The referendum will not be held on June 
S as requested in the petition ( see related 

1 story>. The main hall in Bryan Memorial 
Ha II has been reserved since January by 
Our Lady of Perpetual Help Church for a 
tag and bake sale·that day . 

First Selectman John Marsh said late 
Tuesday afternoon the referendum will 
more than likely be June 8 from noon to 8 
p.m . The board of ~electmen met late 

1 
yesterday I Wednesday) afternoon I after 
deadline time) In special session to set the 
date for the referendum. 

At press time yesterday the wording to 
go on the ballot at the referendum had not 
yet been determined . 

There wi ll be discussion on this con­
troversial issue at the annual town meeting 
tomorrow (Friday ) at 8 p.m. in Bryan 

Memorial Hall . 
Michael Craig. the airline pilot who 

spearheaded the drive for a referendum on 
the nuclear arms freeze resolution. peti• 
tioned for the 20 signatures needed to get 
the issue on the call of the annual town 
meeting. Craig was not available for com­
ment this week. 

Craig was not at the special town 
meeting April 13 which approved the 
resolution by a 2-to-1 margin , because he 
was in Bombay, India. 

When he returned he was shocked to 
learn ttiat only seven percent of the 2,245 
registered voters in town had voted for the 
freeze at · the town meeting. He said 
previously, "Seven percent of the voters Is 
not a fair sampling." 

Craig made it clear in an interview with 
The New Milford Times earlier this month 
that he is not opposed to a nuclear weapons 
freeze . But. he stated, he is "vehemently 
against" the Kennedy-Hatfield resolution 
calling for it. 

He much prefers the Jackson-Warner 
resolution and for the new U.S. proposal to 
reduce nuclear warheads on both sides. 
Craig has said all along, "This is not a 
political issue nor Is it a liberal­
conservative issue." 

Terry Stevens: who has assisted Craig in • 
the referendum drive, sa Id yesterday he 
felt the last vote on the resolution was " too 
rushed." 

Stevens said, "I am one of the greatest 
advocates of peace there Is, and I'm all for 
a freeze, but the Kennedy-Hatfield pro­
posal is simply not the proper way to do It." 

Those who petitioned for the referendum 
were Robert R. Matheu, Harold A. Meyer, 
Jr .. Carl Paul Vassbrinck, Michael R. 
Caroe (three petitions ), Craig (five peti­
tions!, Norman Hannibal, Robert A. 
Witkoskl and Charles A. Smith. 
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,Pilot Aims 11
0 Thaw Town · Vote for Nuclear·Arms Freeze 

,· By NEALE. YATES 
:: Courant Staff Writer 

:'t_ij 
f ;ASHINGTON, Conn. -A Pan 

Art)!:ri-:an WorM Airways pilot, 
. unn_ble to participate in the town 
: mct:ting vote last month to join 
, tht!J:lluclear arms freeze move­
m~t because he was in his 747 
halt way around the world, is forc­
in~:this affluent town of 3,500 to 
ta Ji another vote. 

t · chel Craig's successful ef­
fo(.t for a referendum on the issue 
mt rks the first time that a town 

!1!it®, -- -' 

meeting endorsement ls being re­
voted anywhere in the nation. 

"When I looked in the new~pa­
per and saw what had happened," 
Craig said Thursday, "I was dis­
appointed - not in the way the 
vote came out, b'ut in the fact that 
a small number of people had 
managed to create the impression 
that the citizens of the town of 
Washington had voted in favor of 
a freeze." 

"My resolve came when I found 
out that no one really knew what 
it was all about . . . win lose or 

draw they will know what they 
are voting on," he said, explaining 
that he opposes the freeze be-,. 
cause he believes it is a commu­
nist plot designed to insure Soviet 
superiority in nuclear weapons. 
He said it is a plot that has at­
tr acted many well-meaning 
Americans. 

Karin Fierke, co-director of 
the Nuclear Weapons Freeze 
Campaign National Clearing­
house in St. Louis, said Thursday · 
that Washington's referendum 
will mark the first time in the 

movement's one-year history that 
a town meeting vot~ will be re­
considered. 

Craig was flying on the New 
York-Frankfurt-Bombay run 
when the town meeting voted 154-
81 April 13 . to join the 41 other 
Connecticut communities that 
have voted to support the halt of 
the nuclear weapons race. 

After returning, Craig began a 
petition drive to force the town to 
conduct an all-day referendum on 
the question. He and his support­
ers collected 65 more than the 

necessary 200 slgnatur~. forcing 
a referendum June 8. 

The Rev. Thomas Kelso, pastor 
of the Congregational Church of 
New Preston, one of five town 
churches who~e pastors actively 
supdort the pro-freeze resolution, 
sa1 he welcomes the referendum 
because he believes it will bring 
the pro-freeze movement an even 
greater margin of victory. 

"Getting 250 or so names on a 
petition Is one thing," Kelso said, 

"but that doesn't mean they can 
muster that many votes - I don't 
think they can." 

"There is n.) more important is­
sue be!cr0 •is,' ' Kelso said, calling 
the churche.•' efforts a "moral 
committmem separate from par­
tisan politics. ' 

He said a _joint statement urg­
ing Washing ioi:i voters to vote 
again for the freeze resolution 
_will be par. of every Sunday 
church bulletin until the referen­
dum. 
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Roxbury, Cornwall Votes Pass 
By CM:DACE PORT 

The record now shows nine L itchfielct 
County towns backing a resolution 
which calls for an immediate nuclear 
wea!)Ons freeze·. and one against. 

Ro,bury and Cornwall approved the 
nuclear freeze resolution last Friday 
night and New Hartford and Barkhamp­
sted, took the same stand Tuesday night , 
joining Falls Village , Kent Salisbury. 
Washington and Bridgewater, which 
had passed the measure earlier. Only 
Torrington in effect rejected the freeze ; 
its City Council members decided two 
months ago not to put a freeze vme on 
iheir agenda . 

Other county towns are gearing up for . 
votes on the resolution, which has been 
approved by nearly JOO New England 

' communities. Warren's town meeting 
vote is scheduled for next Friday at 8 
p.m. in Town Hall. and future votes are 
planned for Woodbury. Litchfield and 
·Bethlehem. By far the hottest debate on 
the question is expected toda y in 
Washington, where a group of residents 
has successfully petitioned for a recon ­
sideration of last month 's town meeting 
freeze approval. 

Led by Washington resident Michel 
Craig, group members claim the 154-8 1 
approval did not represent the sen­
timents or the majority or townspeople. 
Their efforts have led to a second discus­
sion or the freeze tonight at 8 p.m. in 

. Town Hall , and to a referendum next 
month. If voters in that referendum 
defeat the freeze proposal, Washington 
would be the first town in the nation 10 
lake a re-vqte on-and rejec1 - the 
freeze, according 10 national disarma­
ment leaders. 
• Freeze proponents on the local and 

s1a1e level say !hey are op1imis1ic the 
Washing1on re-vo1e will reaffirm 1he 
10wn 's earlier freeze support. The se­
cond vote, !hey say , will give them 1ime 
to step up !heir campaign to inform 1he 
public abou1 the currem status-and 
danger-of the Uni1ed S1ates' and the 
Sovie! Union 's nuclear arsenals . 

In New Milford, selec1men have 
scheduled a June 10 public hearing on 
the Board . or Selectmen ·s upcoming 
freeze vote . Eight New Milford physi­
cians endorsed the freeze resolmion in a 
letter to local newspapers !his week, con­
curring with a similar endorsemem by 
the 10,000-membcr Physicians for Social 
Responsibility and aligning themsdves. 
t!:ey said, "with 1he 1housands of physi­
·cians, bo!h here and abroad , who regard 
the nuclear arms race as !he pa1h 10 in­
comprehensibk tragedy ." 

A hearirg on the freeze resolution wa![ 
also scheduled for last night in Li1 -
chfieJd . No date ha~ been set for a town 
mee1ing vote there . 

Friday 's 1own meetings in Cornwall 
and Roxbury bo1h gave 1he freeze over­
whelming support. More 1han 100 Corn­
wall residems unanimously approved a 
resolution calling for !he Uni1ed S1a1es 
and 1he Sovie1 Union to stop producing , 
testing· and deploying- nudear weapons, 
and to reduce and ultima1ely abnlish 
nuclear weaP')ris "ou1 or a deep con:ern 
for the peoplts of 1he ~arth .. " 

Ro.xbury's 63 -21 ~ndorsen1en1 came 
after an hour of sometime\ emotional 
debate in which speakers on bo1h sides 

I of the issue recited whal are fast bernm-
' _ _( __ in~ ston a_{!umcnls in_, .the .J13!iop~id~ _, 
t'f,,1,xe1.:~,i.e.Q~~-.:. . , .. 

_j F_reeze supponers ci1ed th e dan~ers of / 

, · T~:i:~~:~::t~-:~,77: 7:~b~;/~; · 1 

moni1oring arr arms freeze . Opponents 
warned of potemial Uni1ed Srates 
vul nerabili!y 10 Soviet auack if arms 
produc1ion were halted . 1he impo» iboli ­
lY of trus1ing 1he Soviets anJ o r 1he 
message of weakness a" freelc wo,;ld 
send 10 !his country's allie, and enemies. 

"This is a good resolu1ion ... sa id 
playwrighl Anhur i\liller, a Roxb ury 
residen1. "II won '1 solve an y1hing itself, 
but ii will speak from our hearts 10 our 
leaders ... 11 will s!fenglhen 1hose in 1he 
leadership so they will be able 10 siand 
up 10 !he Sovie! Union and say, ·\Ve 
want peace. We will no! surrender our 
nation to you . Now. do you wa nt pea~~? 
And what are we going 10 do abou1 1hi.s 
problem?' 

Calling himself a " man o( peace," 
residem Henry Turner said he upposes 
an immedia1e nuclear freeze because 
"our enemies migh1 fee l !hat American 
people are not reall y determined to pre­
vent the RtL,sian domina1ion or 1he 
world." 

He was joined by George Kibitz. who 
said he favored President Ronaid 
Reagan's proposal calling for th e 
withdrawal of middle-ran2e Sovic1 
missiles from Europe. -

"The main reason we have ne,·er had 
a third · world war is lhrough superior 
de1errence on our part , .. Mr . Kibi1 z 
said. "I feel more lives will be saved 
1hrough keeping our de1errcnce than 
through dismamling it. .. 

The freeze resolu1ions. in effect. back 
a resolu1ion sponsored by Sena1ors Ted 
Kennedy, Democra1 of Massachuselt s, 
and Mark Ha1field . Republican or 
Oregon , which calls for an immedia1e 
hall 10 !he.nuclear arms race . The 10wns' 
resolu1ions are sent 10 President Reagan 
and 10 !he s1a1e's Congressional de.lega­
tion . 
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'Freeze vote 
petition may. 
be contested 

WASHINGTON, Conn. - A June 8 re­
ferendum to reconsider a nuclear arms 
freeze resolution passed by an April town , 

. meeting is in doubt. · 
Andrew Glantz of Washington and Peter 

Wassdorp of Warren said they found Thurs-
_. day about 60 discrepancies between the _sig­
natures on a petition calling for a ref eren-

.. !!um and the registrars' list of voters. They 
said they examined fewer than half of the 
264 signatures verified by Town Clerk 
Doris Welles. In order to hold a referen­
dum,· the town clerk tnust receive at least 
200.bona fide signatures. 

Opponents to the freeze filed the petition 
this week calling for a machine vote on the · 
same resolution endorsed at the April 13 
town meeting. 

Glantz, who supports the freeze, said he 
is not yet certain he will challenge the peti- • 
tion. He said he planned to consult with a 
group of pro-freeze citizens meeting Thurs­
day night. 

Mrs. Welles admitted there were discrep­
ancies, but that they were minor, such as 

, someone not signing a middle initial. 
Michel Craig, who organized the.referen­

dum campaign, said he was prepared to get 
more signatures. 

Mrs. Welles said she will call the secre­
. tary of the state this morning for advice. 
!>; ...... Mt .., ct ,it.~:.. ": . .• . .:,, •- ..... -4-l · .w 
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;, e to f reeZe re vote e ;', 

By GUTHRIE SA YEN 
WASHINGTON, C"nn. - A possible challenge to the .. 

June 8 referendum on a nuclear arms freeze resolu­
tion was dropped Friday. 

Andrew Glantz said be will not contest any signa­
tures on the petition calling for a second vote on the 
freeze resolution passed .by a nearly 2-1 margin at an 
April town meeting. 

Although he cliamed to have found 123 alleged in­
consistencies between signatures on the petition and 
the registrars' lists of voters, Glantz said a challenge 
would have been "nitpicking." 
. A group of opponents to the freeze resolution ap­

proved by the town meeting petitioned for a revote by 
collecting 264 signatures. Only 200 signatures verified 
by the town clerk are necessary to place a guestion on 
a machine ballot. If at least 65 of Glantz s possilbe 
chalenges had been upheld, the referendum would 
have been postponed until more signatures bad been 

. -•., -~· .. 

collected. 
Glantz, who cast his ballot at the town meeting in 

favor of the resolution calling on the United States, the 
Soviet Union and all other nations to freeze production 
of nuclear arms, said he was not motivated by his pro­
freeze stance, but by sense of concern for the town 
meeting form of government. , 

"I felt it · was running totally against the grain of 
New England participatory democracy" to bring to a 
referendum vote a resolution that a town meeting en­

, dorsed by a 154-81 paper ballot vote, said Glantz. 
He also said it was expensive to hold a referendum. 

First Selectman John A. Marsh estimated it would 
cost about $450. Marsh also noted that because of the 
threat of Gl~ntz's challenge the town had incurred 
over $100 dollars in legal fees . . 

Town Attorney Richard C. Gradowski said be ~old 
the town clerk that not signing a middle initial or us­
ing a customary abbreviaton of a first name would not 

--· -· --- ----- ·--. -- ---

invalidate a signature if the identity of the signer ,, 
could tie readily established in reference to the voting '; ,:,-; 
lists. Based on that opinion, it would seem that Glantz ·: 
would not have been able to contest a significant num- ~ :: 
her of signatures. 

Had Glantz been able to bring ah injunction against 
the referendum, Michael Craig, who spearheaded the 
petition drive, s,ua bis group was prepared to secure 
enough signatures to insure the town would have the 
opportunity to reconsider the freeze resolution. 

The Rev. Thomas Kelso, pastor of the New Preston 
Congregational Church and a pro-freeze activist, said 
he expected the resolution to be endorsed a second 
time by a "very strong majority. We don't need to 
resort ti> any kind of trickery. If they (Craig's group) , 
have a valid petition - and they obviously do - we 
accept that." . 

On the other hand, he said, it was worth inspecting 
the petitions. 



"" .. 
14-Waterbury Sunday Republican, May 30, 1982 

- ..-, - .,, 

,' 
/ 

, .I--.. . • r ssue -
. ....... .. 

• • '"j 

-re I s t SI es, 
W ASIUNGTON, Conn,- - Unlike the rela- ant for all who did not get to the last meet~: 

tively calm town meeting th~t en_dorsed. a ing to make their voices known." 
nu~leaf arms freez~ resolution m Ap~1l,, Many of the speakers said those for and'"" 
Fridays town meeting on that resolution against the resolution have much in com•", .. 
prompted numerous· emotionally charged mon. : .. ~".: 

; speec~es. . Norman Levitt said, "They both want the: 
l . While. the !ssue_ was debated a second same thing. There is no valley betweerr"' 
( t1me Friday night, 1t was n~t acted up~m. them." And Michel Craig, the force behind ,.,, 

l Opponents of the resolution - calling on the petition to reconsider the resolution . ~~ 
the United States, the Soviet Union and all ' -" 
other nations to freeze the production of nu- said, "Our goal is common. Our method is ,,~; 
clear weapons that the April town meeting different." - .,. .. :; 
approved by a 154-81 vote - petitioned to He urged people to inform themselves on .. ·r 
place the same resolution on the call of the the issue. After the meeting, Craig handed '.',; 
annual town meeting for the purpose of dis- out a questionnaire that he said was de--~;: 
cussion only. signed to defuse the emotional response to .. ~ 

They then collected more than the 200 the resolution. - - -
signatures necessary to bring the resolution On one side of the questionnaire is a list' -­
to a machine vote. After Friday's discussion of 10 questions that can be checked yes or"~~ 
concluded, the town meeting was adjourned no. On the other side are Craig's answers. ,. ·,; 
to a June 8 referendum. Craig said he is also planning to send, 

., In April, perhaps five peo-ple spoke to 250 "very precise information" to voters before . '': 
~ or more people on the resolution. Friday, the referendum. · · ·· 
. three or four times as many people rose to Pro-freeze activists are_ also gearing up .,,; 

address about 100 people. : for the .Tune 8 vote. Before the town meet- ::j 
· Most of the arguments advanced by oppo- ing, the Rev. Thomas J. Kelso of the NeY{ 

nents and proponents alike had been ex• Preston Congregational Church said he at-' 
pressed in numerous editorials and letters tended a meeting Thursday night at whicli' '~; 
to the editor. Judging by the applause fol- ab~ut 20 people planned a telephone cam~~~ .. 
lowing speakers' remarks, freeze support- pa~gn to turn out voters in favor of the resqi,~~~ 

. ers decidedly outnumbered opponents. lution. - .. _ 
Speaking in favor of the resolution, Cov- In addition to Kelso, four other ministers.. ~• 

ington Hardee said, "I signed the petition will be encouraging their congregations to., 0 

(circulated by freeze opponents) to have a support a freeze on tl:e production of nucle- ·· 
: referendum because I believe it is imoort- ar weapons. . - _ · · ~·11 

. . ' , ,:-,, .. -,~ 

" -... ~, ............. , ..... ·.._.._. ~- -=~ ........... 
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Emotions run high during 
nuclear freeze meeting 

BY JOE FOSTER 
... -- - --- -- . -

WASHINGTON --The re:enlly-approved 
nuclear arms freeze resolution became an 
emotional issue at the annual town meeting 
Friday night in Bryan Memorial Hall. 

The emotions ol people who spoke rose as 
the meeting wore or •. Some people rose and 
walked lo the microphone and said. " I 
came here with no intention ol getting up 
and speaking. ar,d here I am ... 

It was a scror,d go-round on the nuclear 
arms lree1.e in town . A resolution was pass­
ed at the April 13 special town meeting. 
where voters approved it by a 154-81 vote . 

The resolution called on the United 
Slates. the Soviet union and al! nations to 
freeze a ll production ol nuclear arms 
weapons . 

But Michael (;raig spearheaded a drive 
lo force a referendum . because he !ell the 
small turnout at the April 13 town meeting 
only represented seven percent ol town 
voters. · 

Craig then proceeded lo get the 20 
signatures required to get the issue on the 
can ol the an!?ual town meeting Friday 
night and also . get the necessary 200 
signatures !or the referendum set !or Tues­
day from r.oon lo 8 p.m. in Bryan Memorial 
Hall. 

Rev . Thomas Kelso led oll lhe parade ol 
proponents and opponents or the freeze 
resolution . which passed at the April 13 
town meeting. 

"On June C we must ~nee again vote to 
put the cold ,.-ar altitude into cold 
sloraee ... 11 ycu oppose the arms freeze. ., 

you arc part of a small and shrinking ma­
jority . 

"Lile on our planet is more subject to 
destruction by computer error. by human 
~rror. or at the hands ol teaders who per­
sist in the charade that some ol us would 
survive an atomic war. .. 

"Give it a chance by joining us." Kelso 
concluded. the 80 percent majority ol 
Americans who will continue to vote !or 
peace. for sane diplomacy and for sur­
vival. " 

Norman Leavitt said Hussian morality 
was taken from the Communist hlanilesto. 
a document. he said . "lhich should be " re• 
quired reading in the senior year ol high 
school. .. . 

Lea\'ill said he "would follow Piesident 
Reagan's lead in arms reduction ." 

Craig chided proponents ol the freeze 
resolution . 

"Where were you when Russia was 
building up the arms race?" he asked . 
" Where were you in the UN's Decade ul 
Disarmament 11959-79 )? And where were 
you in 1947 when Truman told the Russians 
we would dismantle 011r nudear weapons if 
they and other nations did not build them? 
Where were you then?" 

Covington Hardee sale!. "We are not the 
Congress of the United States. We are ex­
pressing our opinion on a dillicult issue. ll 
Is Important th at to"'nS m:,ke-lhei r voices 
hcard .... And I hope our deci~ion will be 
tha t we will support the resolution that was 
prissed . ·• 

~lichael Caroe. who prev iously spoke 
against the lreczt resolution . said . "Let us 
stand up and be counted. 11 wr don't honor 

our honor. we a e letting down our NAT() 
allies ... Ca roe s, i1! h~ fm·ored a debate on 
the issue . 

Michael Harwood favored the freeze 
resolution. ·I ' ll tell you what my vok was 
about - this madness has to stop. So say :I 
loud and clear. ·stop it. .. . 

Emory Roth said . " I'm frightened. 
That's wh y I voleil for the freeze reso lu-
tion." · 

Mrs. R:.ndo!r·• ltolles said . " The best 
way to keep pt.; ,·e is tu be prepared !or 
war·· 

Rode rick :: :,i,. rdsun said. " We ilre all 
concerned All o! us are against a nuclea r 
war. By voling ·or a freeze. we do not 
elim ini!le a nucle;1r war. The So\·iet Union 
will not go to the r, ~gotiating table .·· 

Rova t Gra ves , , id he was in favor of the 
fret>ze resolution " Nuclear \\ eapons are 
very eomplicated They must bt tested fre­
quenll ) . They a, , totally unsa fe to have 
around.·• hes.a id. 

Katharine Faulkn~r said. " l::111s!ein onc e 
said . ·Tne world has now c!.anged. but peo­
ple think the same 11'3: .' Thmk of the un­
born generation . We must have a safe 
place !or it. The Russians are not perli,ct 
people. and neither are we . So we must get 
together. " 

Re, Kelso sai·, 1H'ar the c lose or the 
len~thy meeting. •·we are bcginnmg to ta!~ 
togel!1~r. -:ior1,i l ~r;,lautl H1a t. Tltf' t 1uJ01 ~e­

. mcul oJ a frcez-.: ·t.-~u lt1h on is nol a n t n· 
don,t.:mcnl of R·1 ,siu Thc-1 e is ri u c1 ,·11 
defen~c. 1m med cul delense .igainst a 
nucl t ar anack: . A .. c thtre are also no :,1 ir ­
vivors " 

' ~· 
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Freeze 
Revote 
Watched 
Closely 

By Alfred T. Banfield Jr. 
The first effort in the nation to over­

turn a town 's endorsement of a bilat• 
era! nuc lear arms freeze is being 
watched closely by persons on both 
sides of the issue at local , national and 
international levels. 

When voters of the Town of 
Washington return to the polls next 
Tuesday to cast ballots on the same 
wording in favor of a bilateral nuclear 
freeze approved 154 to 81 April 13, skep­
tics of the freeze will be sounding the 
movement for an indication of shal­
lower support. 

'The repercussions could be wide­
~pread if the vote should indicate a 

. change of sentiment. 
f'or instance, two freeze opponents, 

who last week placed ads with mai l-in 
coupons in two Kent newspapers in an 
efiort to gauge a possible backlash, 
thmk a ·reversal :n Washington would 
be a definite factllr in spurring a revote 
in Kent. 

And Michel Craig. a Pal] American 
World Airways pilot who successfully 
petitioned for the revote in 
Washington , said Tuesday that persons 
from three other towns . including one 
in Northwest Connecticut have called 
him ·about his campaign and the poss i­
bility of carrying the revote issue to 
other towns . Craig indicated without 
saying so specifically that the North­
west town is Salisbury. 

Meanwhile, supporters of tho! freeze 
. movement in Washington and Kent feel 

confident that a revote will confirm the 
earlier support for a bilateral fr<'eze . 
possibly with a stronger showing. 

Bui town officials such as First 
Selectman Robert Ward of Kent and 
Selectman Jane Knowlton of 
Wa~hinglon think the revote Is a bad 

' precedent since it challenges the legiti­
macy of all votes at towr. meetings . 

" I do thmk the t0'-''11 meeting is total 
democracy , pun~ democracy." said 
(See NUCLEAR FREEZE, Page A-Zl 

Falls Village Cornwall Ke nt Norfolk Sheffield 
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Knowlton . " If something is voled on at 
a town meeting , iL shouffl stick, 
whether it is the freeze, or a road issue. 

"A referendum costs the town almost 
$500. It's a foolish exercise; I hope it 
doesn't set a precedent. The town meet­
ing was open to all voters . They should 
realize that and they should recognize 
any vote and abide by it , or otherwise it · 
is an exercise in futility." 
__ The focus of the freeze issue itself, 
however . is whether there should be a 
bilateral freeze at present nuclear ar-

1 mament levels or after the United 
States has achieved a further arms 
buildup designed to achieve what the 
Reagan Administration calls parity. 

A number of authorities, including 
Dr. Herbert (Pete) Scoville Jr. of 
Taconic and McLean, Va. , contend that 
rough parity now exists and that the 
Soviet Union does not have defense 
superiority . Dr. Scovme is former di­
rector of the Armed Forces Special 

, Weapons Project and former deputy di­
. rector of the Central InteJ/igence 
Agency for science and technology. 

" I talked with about a dozen people 
f on both sides of the issue," said Craig, 
· the initiator of the revote , '' and not one 

was. aware of the similarity between 
the Washington freeze resolution and 
the Kennedy-Hatfield non-parity 
freeze resolution. 

Craig said the Washington residents 
i were unaware of and uninformed about 

the Warner-Jackson resolution that 
centers on a freeze at parity. 

" I have confirmed in my own mind," 
.··.·said Craig, "that the people who had 

voted were uninformed about the op­
tions, but their moral goal is correct. I , 
too, support a decrease in the threat of 
nuclear weapons." 

Craig said the initial vote was adver­
tised but not well advertised , that there 
were no discussions on the issue to his 
knowledge. He said most of those who 
voted for the freeze were told to do so by 
their ministers , live of whom publicly 
endorsed the freeze resolution . 

So, to inform the public , a discussion 
on the issue was held last Friday in 
Washington. 

In Kent, First Selectman Ward does · 
not see the need for a revote , despite 
the undercurrents caused by the two 
newspaper ads . He thinks the democra­
tic process was served in the first vote, 
saying that he is not sure how legiti­
mate or respectable a mail ballot from 
an ad would be. 

" Any stranger or visitor in town 
could fill one out ," Ward said. 

He said there had been plenty of dis­
cussion on the issue in Kent and plenty 
of tim e for voters to make an informed 
decision. ' 

"It was a well-laid town meeting with 
advance notice and discussion ," Ward 
said. "I don 't know where these people 
(the opponents) were at the approp-

. riate time. Those gung ho against 
should have been there . 
"Town meeting democracy is a fragile 
thing. Those who take part are those in­
terested. If they are interested, why 
weren't they there at the town meet­
ing? " 

Bill Litwin , president cl Kero-Sun 
and himself a former Pan Am pilot, and 

i; Hamilton O'Hara , who actually resides 
ir. New Milford , placed (he ads in the 

,, GO<Jd· 11imes•Dis"patch a_q,d :I'he..11--:nnim 
· 1>1 Kent .'11,e ads re all : ' 

'· Suh&¥.JUl'.rtl,t.o..tbe ,: !~.ee.Ifl ',.,1/.0!l' ,,,in. 
· ·:,li.el:Dl!flimul ··,postt«ms -- ""' · ,. -'utt,n 

dramatica lly estahlished . 1 ThP 

U .S.S.R. has spoken out in favor of a 
'freeze .' 2. President Reagan has spo­
ken out for bi-lateral arms reduction. 
The turn of events places those who 
voted in hasty meetings for a nuclear 
'freeze ' in the awkward position of sup­
porting the U.S.S.R . for a HIGHER 
level of nuclear armament - as 
against President Reagan 's proposal 
for a bi -lateral reduction . 

"Therefore, this opportunity for a 
more repre~entative town referendum 
is hereby offered. If you wish to add 
your vote, or change your vote due to 
recent events - here is your ballot .· ' 

Litwin said the freeze endorses 
Soviet nuclear arms superiority and · 
does not address the total scope c,f re­
ducing nuclear arsenals worldwide 
since, he said , other countries such as 
China and India have nuclear capabil­
ity and could trigger World War Ill . 

"We can find no fault, " Litwin said 
Tuesday, " with those people who advo­
cate their opposition to nuclear 
weapons. I just feel the issue of a so­

, called freeze is a political issue seized 
on by the Soviets as a proµaganda 
weapon against the U.S., particularly 
against President Reagan." 

Craig eluded to Communist efforts 
behind the freeze movement, as !.lid 
John Harney, who had tried to block ­
Salisbury's vote in favor of the freeze 
on grounds it was illegal for the town to 
vote on the issue. 

"I have documented personally in 
conversations in Washington , D.C., 
and London, " said Craig, "that this 
movement is inspired by Moscow . 
through the World Peace Clluncil. It is 
not a grass-roots effort. It is a highly or­
chestrated ploy to make the United 
States and their NATO allies vulnera­
ble to Soviet military superiority , 

"Very knowledgeable persons in 
anonymous positions with both govern­
ments (U.S. and British/ told me," said 
Craig, refusing to divulge who these 
persons were. 

Craig did say he had spoken Tuesday 
with a member of the U.S. State De­
partment who was sending 1000 
brochures pertinent to the nuclear 
freeze ·to him. He responded that he had 
not spoken to James L. Buckley. Under 
Secretary of State for Sec?Jrity Assist­
ance, Science and Technology, and, in 
fact , had never met Buckley, 

Harney said he is not planning to try 
for a revote in Salisbury, but he is not 
ruling it out. · 

"There is nothing concrete at this 
time," Harney said. 

But he said that if the Washington 
vote is overturned he will be tempted to 
seek a revote. 

"Whe n and if we do," Harney said. 
" we'll go through an educational pro­
cess and find out about the people 
deeply involved in the freeze m;;ve­
ment ." 

Karin Kierke; co-director of the Nu­
clear Freeze Campaign National 
Clearinghouse in St. Louis , Mo., said 
Washington 's referendum is the first 
time in the movement 's one-year his- 1 , 

tory that a town meeting vote will be re- i [ 
considered. 

Until the vote in Washington. most 
opponents are watching and waiting , 
But for Craig. he already has planned 
for nex~ week personal talks with mem­
bers of the Committee to Prevent Nu­
clear War at its international head-

•. 'quadez:s .irr-.,W.a.sl!mgton;,, B . C. A ,at~~ '·\, 
'European headquarters in Lund on. In ! 

·\:l.iactt.holfl.,a,a~I\!lalikn,w1IJ ,,,0Mwtlt>n tih: 
"polls -uµen ,at nourf"l'uesday and then 

h,-,.,..,....1 "' '1 ,t"7 f,.._ T ,.. .. ..,1 .,. _ 
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e eren m se 
on C ear freeze 
By And.rew Gorosko 
News-Times staff 

kened U.S. hand at the nuclear bar-
gaining table. . 

Asked about the claimed Commu-
WASHINGTON, Conn. A local nist-inspired nuclear freeze resolu-

. m·an who claims that the movement tion, Craig said, "I don't think you've 
to halt nuclear weapons production got a Communist in the town of 
by the U.S. and U.S.S.R. is Commu- Washington." 
nist-inspired has gathered petition Craig said there is Communist . 
signatures to force a referendum on sentiment in the higher echelons of 

·. the nuclear freeze issue. the movement and area anti~nuclear 
Michel W. Craig, of Ferry Bridge activists are unaware of it. 

l. '. Road, has collected petition signa- He said the nuclear freeze issue is 
r tures for the referendum which has not a partisan issue pitting liberals 

been . scheduled for Tuesday. Ma- against conservatives but an issue in 
chine voting is scheduled for noon to which the ''informed" face the "un-
8 p.m. in Bryan Memorial Hall. informed." 

Washington residents at an April Voters at the April 13 town meet-
13 town meeting supported a resolu- ing were uninformed, he said. 
tion calling for a halt to U.S. and . According to a spokesman for the 
U.S.S:R. atomic arms production. national freeze movement, Craig's 
The vote was 154-81 in support of a effort marks the first time in the 
freeze. year-long anti-nuclear campaign 

But Craig was out of town at the that a town meeting endorsement is 
, time. On his return, after learning of being challenged. 

the voting results, Craig began col- The Rev . . Thomas Kelso, a local 
lecting petition signatures to force a • pastor, said he welcomes the refer-

. referendum on the issue. Craig said endum because he believes it will 
that 105 people of · 130 people to bring the movement an even greater 
whom he submitted petitions signed margin of victory here. 
it. Kelso strongly backed the freeze 

Craig, a senior pilot of Boeing 747 resolution at the April 13 town meet­
jumbo jets, was at work overseas on ing. 

l April 13. · As Craig gears up for the Tuesday 
Craig said last night he favors an referendum, nuclear freeze sup­

eventual halt to nuclear arms build- porters are preparing up for a June 
up, but opposes the resolution which 12 march and rally in New York 
was presented to voters at the town · . City. The rally coincides with Second 
meeting. United Nations Special Session on 

Craig said he favors President Disarmament. 
Reagan's position of having the U.S. Representatives from peace, 
continu 1 nuclear arms production labor, reliJious, third world, en­
until it achieves nuclear equality vironmental, and women's groups 

. with the U.S.S.R. and then halt prod- are expected to attend the rally, ac­
uction. He added he opposes an im- cording to Peter Waasdorp Jr., a nu­

' ~ediate halt to arms production as clear freeze organizer from Warren. 
specified fa the resolution approved Celebrities and entertainers are ex-

, by local voters. pected to attend. 
Craig opposes an immediate halt - Waasdorp helped organize support 

to nuclear arms production because, in Washington, Conn. for. a nuclear 
h~ c.!!llUC! it wnnlrl Poe!-n l+ in a. tT1'.o.n. _ ,_"',_ .. ,,,.. _...._.._n.1 -.i.:..-..-
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• Washington, Coim., will get a sec­
ond chance to decide whether it will " 
endorse or oppose a freeze on nucle­
ar weapons at their present levels. In 
Washington, as in other towns and 
cities around the state, town meet-

. ings and city councils have been be-· 
. sieged by the " peace" activists. , 

How representative this cadre is 
of the views of voters remains ques- . 
tionable. At the previous town meet­
ing · vote in Washington the freeze 
was backed 154-81. The town has 
3.,600 residents . This was a small 
e_nough vote so that the activists 
could distort the views of the popu­
lace. A new vote may well give a 
different reading of the . voice of the 
people. 

A substantial voter turnout is im­
portant in Washington on Tuesday. 
So far in this grand publicity cam­
paign the freeze forces have been · 
able tp sway the few people at town 
meetings with their deceptive asser­
tion that nuclear parity exists· be­
tween the U.S. and USSR. 

There is scant discussion of the 
weakness of America 's out-of-date 
land based mi'ssile system and B-52 
fleet, nor of the potential communi­
cations problems with U.S. nuclear 
subs. Nor is timing much consid­
ered, even though the peace off en­
sive has blossomed at the moment of 
peak Soviet nuclear strength and 
maximum U.S. vulnerability. 

: Like a fight between the cavalry . 

and the Indians, the peace propa­
ga nd is ts have again and again 
caught the advocates of an inviolate 
national defense flat footed, disor­

·ganized and unprepared. Their well 
executed blitzkrieg has worked· in 
town after town . 

This time in Washington the skir­
mish will be fought a second time. 
In this new stand defenders of na­
tional defense and sound deterrents · 
should make a better effort to win 
the day. It probably won't get na­
tional publidty if the freezers lose, 
but it would have been worth it. 

It is time for the voters to look at 
the facts behind the simplistic freeze 
argument _and stand up for national · 
defense. 
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I Opponents of Nuclear Freeze See Soviet Ties 
I c:;I')~ l ·-· . - By CANDACE POHT . 

nuclear freeze r~-vote in th e nation nuclear war if they th ink they can wi n 
, lated here f.:, r Tuesda y, local frcc,c np- it . ' ' 

WAS HI NG T ON-W ith 1h e fir st opia1eof1hema;scs'andwhowil1 .,1ana I 
poncn t1 have , cepped up charge, that the Washington's referendum v. ill be the ;g , ••••-' mo,,mm, " 1;, ,,; ,o Sun,,- '°"" "'""" " " '"' ~ mo"""" '"' I-' 
backed organ i,atio ns. nuclear arms halt . It is the result 0 f a 

Backlash against the freeze is also petition drive by Mr . Cra ig's gm up, 
mounting ·in several ot her areu towns which claims the first vote-a t0w n 
whic h last month approved reso lutio ns meeting in April at wh ich a freeze 

~• ~ calli ng fo r an immediate bi la teral resolution was approved 154-SJ- did 
nuclear arms freeze . Sherman anti• not represent the feelings of a maj ori ty 
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freeze leaders say they plan 10 send peti• of townspeople. A,cording 10 nat ional 
: -tions signed by about 400 residents op- freeze information spokesmen, the 

posing the resolution to President town's referendum is the first re-vote on 
Reagan , while a group of Kent freeze the freeze question in the nation. 
opponents is seeking a "second round" 
on the freeze I hrough newspaper 
coupons to be sent to the President. 
Neither group says it plan 10 seek a se­
cond formal freeze vote. 

Claim of Sovitt Links 

Mrs. Sirkin and \-Ir . Craig base their 
claim of Soviet-freeze links on what they 
cite as the origins of the freeze move­
ment. In December 1979, they say, the 
Soviets launched a media campaign 
against NATO's announcement of plans 
to deploy medium-range Pershing-II and 
cruise misiles in European NA TO na­
tions . This was followed by an emergen­
cy strategy sess ion of the World Peace 
Council Bureau , whkh sought to coor­
dinate public orinion to prevent deploy­
ment o f the " Euro-missiles." 

First to Charge 

The Sherman anti-freeze campaign is 
being led by Natalie Sirk in , economist 
and writer, who was one of the first 
freeze opponents 10 publicly charge that 
the freeze movement is backed by pro­
Soviet groups. Both Mrs . Sirkin and 
Michel Craig, leader of Washington's 
anti -freeze movement , claim the arms­
halt ca mpa ign was organized and is run 
by the World Peace Council (WPC), a 
group Mr. Reagan· has described as 
"bought and paid for oy the Soviet 
Union." 

The disarmament movement was then . 
taken up by the American Friends Ser­
vice comminee (AFSC) , anti-freeze 
spokesmen say . An old-line peace 
group, tne AFSC helped organize the 
successful Vermont freeze campaign last 
year and spearheaded [recze efforts in 
many northwest Connecticut towns this 
year . 

"The current freeze campaign was in­
itiated in Moscow through the World 
Peace Council and is being run by 33 dif­
ferent anti-defense lobbies in the United 
States ," Mr. Craig · said in a letter to 

· local newspapers this week . " ... A ' yes ' 
vote at (Washington 's) June 8 referen­
dum is a- vote for the Soviet Govern­
ment. A Government that does not 
believe in God, considers religion 'the 

Area rreeze leaders meanwhile 
describe accusations of Soviet links as 
" not worth y of response" and "gloves­
off McCarthyism." 1-1_arta Dani:ls, a 

., .. ,., ......... . 

I 

i statewide coordinator of the Co~nec­
; ticut Campaign for a U.S .-U .S .S.R. 
' Nuclear Arms Freeze , said the 41 Con­
~ necticut pro-freeze votes have all occur­
f red because of a grassroot s movement o.f 
' townspeople, not "highly organize~" 

1 

AFSC efforts . 

Grassroots Movement 

Mr. Craig is quick to point out that 
his charges or Soviet ties are not aimed 
at the local freeze leadership . 

"I'm not accu sing an yone in 
Washington who supports the freeze of 
being a Communist-I doubt 1here's-0ne 
Communist in Washi11g1on ," he stress­
ed . "But what the Communist leaders 
do is to go around and pick people who 
are morally commined to peace, and 
who might be a little inclined , because of 
the emotion involved , to go along with a 
program that if they intellectually 
analyzed it, they might not pursue: . . 

•• I can.' t say at what level the Com­
munists come in, " he said . "But 
somewhere along the line there is a tran­
sition from concerned individuals 10 so­
meone who knowingly backs this Com­
munist movement ." 

Phone, Mail Campaign 

Mr. Craig said he and other members 
of his group are planning a telephone 
drive and possibly a mailing 10 en­
courage residents to vote in the referen­
dum and to in fo rm the puhhc about 
what they sec as the danger of the freeze 

· in light of Soviet 11uclear supremacy . 
Pro-freeze activists are also planning a 
tekphone dri ve, and ministers suppor­

·,·,·.tl!Jg•.the·.fre,::,e ►_vj l_l , be_ e11cour;iJti!).1!, their 
congregations to support the resoiution . 

· , ., T.U:filaw '.s rclcrc 11dum -11•il.J~ /1,,.:id, iu 
• "Uryun·"M~rrcrrial ''1-own '¥1-ali ·trom'Tloon 
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Voters scrap 
arms freeze· 
· resolution 

JEANNE SYMMONDS 
WASHINGTON, Conn. - A nuclear arms 

freeze resolutlon approved in April at a 
town meeting was rejected by a vote of 394 
to 341 Tuesdav in a townwide referendum. 

The turnout by nearly a third of Washing­
ton's 2,268 voters was triple that ol the 
town meeting that approved the resolution 
154 to 81 on April 13. 

The referendum here was the first time 
the passage of a freeze resolution passed at 
a town meeting has been challenged, ac­
cording to a natirnal freeze campaign 
clearing house. 
. The resolution rescinded Tuesday called 

on the United. States, Soviet Union and all 
other nations to halt production, deploy­
ment and testing of nuclear weapons. 

Resident Michel Craig and others said 
they opposed the resolution because it 
doesn't provide for "parity" or equality in 
the nuclear arsenals of the superpowers be­
fore a· freeze, leaving the U.S. at a disad­
vantage. 

For that reason and because of the small 
turnout at the town meeting, Craig led a 
petition drive for Tuesday's referendum. 

The group mailed letters espousing their 

(See Page Four, VOTERS) 
\._ -- .. ..ill-!.- -·· 

Voters~-
. (From Page One) · 
. cause to voters last week and continued to 

hand out literature Tuesday outside the 
Town Hall polls. 

Craig was.unavailable to comment on the 
outcome. But the Rev. Thomas Kelso of the 
. Ne'! Preston Congregational Church, an or­
ganizer of the fr~ze movement here said 
he was "of course, disappointed." . ' 

He said the nation as a whole supports 
the freeze by a ratio of 3 to I and he is 
"sorry that the voters in Washington failed 
to vote with the majority." 
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;, Washington ~ejects freeze 
I;Iow representative have been the 

town meeting votes on a nuclear 
freeze? Judging by the orily actual 
test of strength in this area, the an­
swer is not very. 
: In Washington, Conn. a town 
meeting went full tilt behind a 
freeze proposal, 154-83 . The 
plitzkrieg by the dogooders was very 
~ff ective . and the peaceniks could 
chalk up another small town in the 

. ~'win" column. This is what papers 
such as The New York Times call 
grass roots support. 
: Unfortunately for the freezers, 
the roots on that'grass aren't as deep 
as they thought. An agitated group 
in the town thought the earlier vote 
WflS . unrepresentative and decided to 
ppt it to a wider test. 
: This time the intricate issues 
represented in the attempt to reduce 
nuclear weapons were more thor-
9ughly aired and a wider cross sec­
tion of the town w.as involved. In the 
iatest town vote, a freeze without 
parity in Soviet-U.S. arms was re­
jected, not by 250 voter , but by 
more than 700. 
. By a· vote of 394-341 the decision 
of the earlier town me_eting was 

' . 

overturned. The turnout was over 30 
·percent of the towns 2,268 voters 
and is slightly less than last fall's · 
town elections, about 800 when 
voted. 

Considering the timing of this 
vote, it can safely be said: that the 
turnout for an issue of this nature 
was very high. 
. The leader of the freeze move­

ment, Rev. Thomas J. Kelso , 
couldn't. go out quietly on this vote, 
however. "We're sorry that the peo­
ple of Washington failed to vote 
with the majority in Connecticut, 
New England and the . United 
States." · 

It is easy to talk about abstract 
majorities, ·but the .fact is tow n 
meeting votes can be packed, par­
ticularly when the subject has no di­
rect bearirig on local government. 
Despite Mr. Kelso's assertion, the 
majority of the people haven't been 
asked to adjudicate this issue in 
Connecticut or New England or the 
country. 

One suspects that town meeting 
votes elsewhere have been as far 
from the mark as in Washington on 
the Arms issue. . , .. ,,; ., ,.,. 
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Washington Arms Freeze Defeat 
May Spur Other County Re-Votes 

I 
By LIS,'\ STF.NZA '\. 

. WASHINGTON-The refer.endu~"-· - ~~-~~-ittee for Survival, was hastily 
·vote Tuesday rescinding the April 13 formed a week before that town 
town meeting vote in fa ·,or of a nuclea.- meeting, which left them little time to in-
arms freeze may spark re-vote drives in form residents of their views. Mr . 
other Litchfield Count-y towns, freeze Harney said some members have argued 
opponents say. that the Salisbury vote did not represent 

Voters here rejected the arms freeze a large percentage of the population. 
proposal by a 394-341 margin, making "What anyone \in the group) will do, 
Washington the first town in the country I don't know," he said. "We won't be . 
10 rescind an earlier vote in favor of the ready to make a decision (about starting 
measure, according to national freeze a referendum petition) until we can 
coordinators. assess what's .really going on." 

Pro-freeze voters in Washington ex- 'Unnecessary' 
pressed shock over the outcome, and 
some indicated that freeze supporters William R. Harris, a Salisbury resi-
may conduct a drive to collect signatures dent who also is a member of the Com-
for a second referendum. mittce for Survival , said he felt the 

Freeze Stlll Ahead, 9-i 

Nine Litchfield County towns have 
passed an · arms freeze resolution . 
Washington is the first in the county to 
reject the motion, although Torrington 
in effect rejected it when the city council 
refused twice to take a stand on the 
issue . Woodb11ry will vote Monday on 
the freeze proposal. 

Voters · at a town meeting in 
Bethlehem Tuesday approved a nuclear 

. freeze resolution 69-29 after more than 
an hour of debate. Warren voters ap­
proved a freeze resolution, 64-47, .. at a · 
town meeting last Friday. 

Opponents of the freeze in !foxbury, ' 
Salisbury and Sherman, which is in Fair­
field County, said residents may start 
petition drives for referendums in those 
towns . 

Salisbury Action Possible 
Salisbury resident John Harney, who 

opposes the freeze , said it-is possible that 
residents may start a petition drive in 
that town. A freeze resolution was pass­
ed 276-45 at an April 16 town meeting in 
Salisbury. 

Mr . Hamey's ar_ii-freeze group, the 
.' 

Washington re-vote proved the anti ­
freeze advocates' point, making a ·· 
Salisbury referendum unnecessary. 

"But it may very well happen that 
way-someone could call for a referen­
dum vote;''. Mr. Harris said. He said if a 
re-vote was demanded, it would pro-

Continued on Page Thirteen 
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Washington Arms ,,, ote Reversed 
Continued from Page One 

bably be a member of his committee 
who would precipitate the drive. 

Lorette Kibitz of Roxbury who spoke 
in favor of rejecting the freeze proposal 
at a May 21 town meeting where the pro­
posal was endorsed 63-21, said she 
would support any attempt to call for a 
referendum vote . 

Mrs. Kibitz said the towri meeting 
vote represented a ''minute" percentage 
of Roxbury's more than 1,000 voters. 
Although she had not considered star- · 
ting a referendum drive herself and had 
not heard of any other residents con­
sidering it, she said it is possible that the 
Washington turn -around might en­
courage such action. 

Sherman First Selectman Kenneth 
Grant, wh0 opposes the freeze, said that 
to bis knowledge there was no effort in 
Sherman to call for a referendum. "But 
you never know," he said. "There's 
always somebody out there who's willing 
to do it." 

Mr. Grant said he hoped there will not 
be a referendum. "lt'·s over and done 
with," he said, adding that he would not 
support a petition drive to collect 
signatures for a referendum . 

A petition drive of a different sort was 
conducted in Sherman by local anti­
freeze advocates, who sent a petition this 
week to President Reagan stating that 
those who signed it-some 400 
residents-were opposed to the freeze 
despite the town's official vme. 

Anti-freeze advocates in Washington 
started a drive to force the referendum 
after the freeze was approved in a I 54-81 
vote . on April 13 . They obtained 65 
signatures more than the 200 necessary 
on a petition to.have a re-vote . 

Freeze supporters in Washington who 
were astonished with the defeat of the 
proposal said there is a definite possibili­
ty that they will petition for a second 
referendum . 

Advocates of the freeze campaign said 
opponents of the measure successfully 
convinced Washington voters to reject 
the resolution through posters, literature 
and phone calls. If another referendum 
was ordered, they said, a ·comparable 
campaign by freeze advocat~s would 
have to be conducted. 

When the Washington vote tally was 
announced, a gasp came from the 25 
people gathered at llryan Memorial Hall 
to hear the result. Peter Waasdorp, a 

Warren resident who helped organize 
the Washington free ze effor\, im­
mediately headed for the door. "Well , 
we ' ll just have to get our own 200 
signatures," he said. 

Judy Staubo, .a Washington resident, 
said she was "very , very disappointed" 
with the result and that there was a 

· "good possibility" that another vote 
will be dematoded by freeze advocates . 

Washington resident Elizabeth Miller 

· said she· hoped another vote would not 
be taken. "I can't believe the 
results-I'm sick about it-but this has· 
to stop." She shook her head. "It was 
such a simple proposal, " she said. 

The referendum proposal read : "To 
request a freeze on nuclear weapons by 
the United States, the Soviet Union and 
all nations." 

The 742 voters in Washington's 
referendum represented almost one­
third of the town 's registered voters, ~ 
larger turnout than the school budget 
vote received, according to Registrar 
Jean Mahoney. 

Washington Selectman Jane 
Knowlton was dismayed to · hear · about 
the possibility of another referendum. 
"This is an unnecessary expense," she 
said . Each referendum costs the town 
about $450 for poll workers and for the 

setting up of the machines. 
New Preston resident Roderic 

Richardson, a proponent of the anti­
freeze campaign started by Washington 
resident Michel Craig, a pilot who was 
out of the country when the vote was 
tallied, said the vote showed that "sup­
port for a nuclear freeze is not as 
unanimous as people think ." 

Mr. Richardson said he did not know 
if freeze supporters would petition, but 
he said he would not be surprised if they 
did . 

Mr. Harney said it is too early to 
determine to what degree the 
Washington vote will affect surrounding 
towns. "I thought the re-vote was 
worthwhile," he said. " I don't know 
what's going to happen now. Maybe it ' s 
best not to pursue it-the point's been 
made ." 
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Voters reject . nuclear arms freeze resolution 
"ere at least two heated arguments among the bystanders 

BY JOE FOSTER waiting to hear which side won. 
Doreen Brown. Washington. shook her finger at one ol the anti-

l~i-iiNtffo~ Th-;; - ~~~l~a~ arms ·-,~eeze resolution which freeze proniolers and sho~ied , "Just remember. there is no such' 
~d a lo\i'n meet mg vole 154 to 81 Apri l 13 was rejected by a lh mg as a nuclear victory . .. 
df :194 to 341 Tuesday in a town referendum . The resolution that was derealed Tuesday requested_ a lreeze 
mtl rked the lirst time lhal the passage ol a rreeze resolution on nucle,~r weap_ons by the Uni_l_ed S_l_ate~,- lh~_Sov1et Union and all 
ed by tdwn meeting \'Ol e was ever ct,allenged, according to a nations . Voters simply voled yes 01 no. 
1n:d fre_r;ze campaign hcadquarte_rs. . Voter turnout was high lor a town relerendum . Nearly a third 
ti s. Wa_slun glon becomes the C1rsl town ever to reJect a or the town 's 2.268 registered voters as or Tuesday morning voted 
•at arins freeze resol ut ion passed by a town meeting. on the resolution. There were seven invalid voles . 
s•k h. }uesday 's referendum attracted considerable atl~n- There were 732 persons who voted lrom the voter list and 10 

·,y !he ,.,edia . Channels 3 and 8 each shol him lootage during from the tax list. !or a total ol n2 who voted . Only 434 voted in the 
;11 , . c11:1nnel 8 camer<1:ncn hovered over Bryan Memorial Mav 4 referendum on the $4.4 million school budget. 
\rl a l.•,licopt c• r in the early evening, shooting lootage ol · 
_i: Mls :, s !hey ente1·ed tile hall to vote . Michael Craig, the airline pilot who spearheaded the drive !or 
r,,i•~ thl p"lls closed at 8 p.m. there were reporters and disrussion on the call ol lhe annual town meeting May 28 and lor 
1grapl1C'rs lrom throughout the slate wailing lor the vote the reh:r~ndum Tuesd_ay, was in London Tuesday . 
I His lamily issued a statement by Craig which he prepared 
er Lhe 1to11s closed and uefore the vote was announced there bernre he lelt town . II reads: "The previouslv silent majorilv or _ __...__..,. ______ ,.... ______________ """ __ 

Washington citizens have voted to stand behind the United States 
Government by voling no lo a Kennedy-Hatlield type non-parity 
freeze which is backed by the Soviet Union . 

"Our ellorts to inlorm people in other towns will continue, and 
any person interested in following ou r lead may write IF I ln­
lormed Freeze 1. Box 130. Washington. Conn. 06793 . 

Prior to the relerendum. Craig sent a letter to a selected mail­
ing list in lown. II read : 

"The President or the United States is against the type ol lreeze 
resolution recently passed in Washington. The United States 
Department of Slate is against the type ol lreeze resolution 
·recently passed in Washington. The majority or Americans 
recently polled by AP . NBC. The New York Times. CBS are 
against this type ol lreeze. 

" We the undersigned citizens of Washington ask you to vole no 
lreeze at the relerendum Tuesday .... Your NO vote is very impor­
tant. " This is followed by more than 50 signatures . 

Craig. who pushed lor the referendum because he fell the seven 

percent who voted at to~ 10 ,,0 meeting April 1:1 was not a r,11 
sa mpling. has maintained all a ,ong that he is not opposed to . 

nuclear fr eeze. 
He lavors the Jackson-Warne · resolution on the issue an<! ,ll '< 

the nuclear arms redudion p,a , recent ly set lorth hy Prcs iden 
Reagan. 

He prev iously told The New ~tilfurd Tim es. "This 1s nol 
politica l issue nor is 11 a liberal -conserva tive issue." 

The Hev. Thomas Ke lso. one or the prominen t pro-fn·e,c ;r ,J 
voe ates. said yeslcrday I Wednesday I morn in g ... A,h-,,cates 0 1 :1 
bilateral arms frec1e are sorrv that manv vcilcrs in \\" Jsh1n1!}cm 
have rail l!d lo vote wi th the ·majo rity 1fl Connecucut . in \ C' ·.~ 
England and in the Unrted St ates, wh~re pro-freeze prelerencr. ,., 
rou ghl y 3 tot. 

··we lost a.close one locally . but 11•e arc glad to b,: part of a nJ ­
tional majority opinion and wi, l continue to work fu r freeze . :.inu 
lor peace." 

Hev. Kelso said to his knowh~O~e there a re no ulans at pr"~-rnt 
to continue the issue ,n Was hing!<,n · · 
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Call for Arms Halt Rejected, 
But Town R2mains Divided· 

By SAMUELG, FREEDMAN 
Spoclal to tbo New YorUI""' 

WASHINGTON, Conn., June 11 - all nations" - according to Karin 
Voters here have reversed their earlier Fierke, co-director of · the Nuclear 
adoption of a resolution calling for a Weapons Freeze Campaign National 
freeze. on the production of nuclear Clearinghouse in St. Louis. So bad 35 
weapons. · town meetings, 14 town councils and the 

. The decision, in a referendum vote on General Assembly in Connecticut, ac­
Tuesday, was the latest skirmish in cording the leaders of the state's freeze 
what one resident termed a "cold war" movement . . 
that began after approval of a freeze Only the City Council in Rome, Ga., 

1 
. resolution at a town meeting April 13. bad reversed an approval, said Miss 

f,~ The result of the referendum - 3!M Fierke, who added that the vote here 
votes against the resolution, 341 for - was the first time an electorate had 
indicates how closely loyalties are reversed such a resolution. , 
divided in this town of 3,600 residents, When it came, however, the tempest !·, who are not accustomed to controversy. rose quickly. Mr. Craig, an airline pilot 
But the tally alone does not show the in- who was in Bombay, India, at the time 

0 
tensity of the campaign, which included of the first vote, began petitioning for a . 

5
_ charges of smear tactics and outside referendum to·reverse the result Within 

agitation. days of his return. He and nine vo1un-: 
, "If you wish to vote for the Brezhnev, teers gathered 65 more than the re-
b, Kennedy freeze," one resident, Michel quired 200 signatures. 
t. · Craig, wrote in a flier he distributed-be- Then Roderic Richardson, home for 

fore the April vote, "I recommend you the summer from Columbia University, 
b · also vote to have Washington, Conn., re- distributed 5,000 pamphlets propound­
~-:• named Marx. Moscow. or Misilr ing the deterreqce viewpoint from a 
~·• formed." table In the downtown area. :!le got 
t: . Irritations Remain them from the Committee to Prevent 
-<: Having won in the referendum, Mr. Nuclear War, a group based in Wash-
~ Craig has tempered his rhetoric. But lngton, D.C. · 
~ advr·-ates of the freeze are still irrl-, Octogenarian Sets Up Booth 
o· , tated by the intimations that their num- And Kay Faulkner - an 80-yeu-old 
3 - ber- Including clergymen and at least who said her political life began with a 
e one octogenarian - are well-meaning, 1952 drive to draft Associate Justice 
3 · but unwitting, pawns of Soviet aims. William 0 . Douglas of the Supreme 
q- "It's the old red baiting idea, trying to Court for the Presidential nomination 

link a grass-roots American movement - set up her own booth with fliers advo­
to Russia," said the Rev. Thomas eating a nuclear arms freeze from the 
Kelso, pastor of the New Preston Con. American Friends Committee. 

w••. gregational Church. "This brings back "You don't know anything," she said s.: cold war fears. That's ridiculous, but It one passer-by told her. "All of ~ is 
lsextremelydivisive." managed by the American Communist 

t Both sides agree that this community party." 
.f made an unlikely setting for such divi- Five local clergymen, including Mr. 
:>· sl:ms. The town is placid (a current Kelso, issued a statement to their con­
-i · Issue is whether one of its two post of- regations endorsing the freeze resolu-
11. fices should be closed), prosperous (in tlon as the "moral position." 

the top 20 In the state in per capita in- The statement ignited more contn>-
.,.., come) and conservative (a better than versy. Mr. Richardson, for one, con­
j;_" 2-to-l margin for Ronald Reagan In tended, "They have no business giving 
'It. 1980). . ecclesiastical sanction to a political , 
;j· It is hardly, they say, a harbor for lssueonwhichpeopledlsagree." 
'<'' subversives. The disagreement apparently 
.C Even most freeze advocates, Mr. spurred Tuesday's high turnout - 735 

Kelso said, were surprised by how voters, compared with 820 in the last 
quickly the resolution came up locally. municipal election. Even Mr. Craig 

..:•· They expected a vote Lti.is fall; the managed to cast his ballot before flying 
, Democratic Town Committee put the to London. 
~ ·' item on the agenda In April. When contacted there and Informed 

"It was premature," Mr. Kelso said. of the results, Mr. Craig said he planned 
"We won, but we didn't have a chance to meet soon with other activists who 

1 · to :io much educating." opposed e freeze. They hope to petition 
·;(' Still, the 154-to-81 vote hardly seemed for referendums In other Connecitcut 
;l;F- controversial at the time. More than 400 towns, he said. 

communities nationwide have BJ>- Mr. Kelso scoffed. "One so-called vlc-
1: proved the same resolution - "To re- tory in Washington," he said, "does not 
a. quest a freeze on nuclear weapons by cancel out a grass-roots movement. It's 
!) · the United States, the Soviet Union and foolish to ass.ume too.mU(',h!J:Xlm It.': v. 

~-:-:~-~l''.' ~ ...... .. .... =t . . . 
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Few Towns Appear Willing 

'!To Vote Do,vn Nuclea~ Freeze 
By NEAL E. YATES 
Gou-rant Stq/f W1·iter ,/1r.t~z 

WASHINGTON, Conn.- Pan 
Am pilot Michel W. Craig is flying 
high over his successful effort to 
reverse this small town's endorse­
ment of a nuclear freeze, but the 
reaction against freeze endorse­
ments he expects in other towns 
may not get off the ground. 

" The point 's bee n made in 
Washington," said John Harney, a 
close friend of Undersecretary of 
State James L. Buckley and lead­
er of the anti-freeze effort -in 
Salisbury. Harney said that, be­
cause Washington has shown that 
a pro-freeze vote can be reversed, 
he has no plans to seek formal re­
consideration of the April 19 
Salisbury town meeting vote that 
overwhelmingly endorsed the 
freeze. 

Craig had been away from 
home on an overseas flight when 
Washington voted , 154-81 , on 
April 13 to endorse the freeze res­
olution. When he returned and 
learned of the vote, he began a 
petition drive that resulted in 
Washington 's referendum to re­
consider the issue. Last Tuesday, 
the town voted 394-341 against 
the freeze - the first time in the 
freeze movement's history that 
any town meeting vote has been 
reconsidered, much less reversed. 

But the victory may prove only 
a moral one, for few seem anx­
ious to follow Craig's example. 

" If it's gonna be done, it'll be 
done by someone else," said Ham­
ilton O'Hara of Kent, who, with 
former Pan Am Pilot William 
Litwin, had placed large adver­
tisements in local newspapers 
urging people to fill out an en­
closed ballot supporting a revote .. 
The ballots were published two 
weeks ago and brought in 30 re­
sponses, which as yet have not 
been opened. 

He said he is not interested in 
revoting the issue in Kent, where 
an April 30 town meeting en­
dorsed the freeze proposal 85-24. 
O'Hara said his primary interest 
was to show that many others in 
the town oppose the freeze move­
ment. 

Natalie Sirkin of Sherman, who 
sent petitions signed by 426 peo­
ple opposed to the freeze to Presi­
dent Reagan and the Connecticut 
Congressional delegation follow­
ing Sherman's town meeting en­
dorsed the freeze in May 142-98. 
"I've done enough," she said. 

Although she plans to contact 
Craig and offer to help, she said "I 
feel I've demonstrated my point 
conclusively." 

Craig was not discouraged. 
"They're not go_~na move unless 

I 

.,:•=--"~' 1, 

they ·have someone to get them 
together , give them some direc­
tion and guidelines," Craig said in 
a telephone interview from Santa 
Monica, Calif. Thursday night. 
"And I plan to be one of those peo­
ple." 

He said he plans to call a re­
.gional meeting when he returns to 
Connecticut and will be "in full 
gear" by the end of summer. 

Craig believes that freeze ad­
vocates are unwittingly playing 
into the hands of the Soviet Union. 

"The current freeze movement 
is backed by the World Peace 
Council (in Helsinki, Finland), a 
Soviet Union-controlled Commu­
nist front, which is conducting a 
worldwide peace offensive de­
signed to have the U.S. freeze (nu­
clear arms development) at non­
parity. A non-parity freeze may 
lead to an even greater chance for 
war." 

The anti-Communist tone used 
by Craig and his supporters was 
dismissed as nonsense by freeze 
advocates - until Tuesday's de­
feat. 

"The nerve of anti-communism 
they touched is one that's very 
deep in the American psyche -
one that goes back into the early 
1950s and McCarthyism, and it's a 
disservice to us all to use such a 
tactic," said Marta Daniels of Vo­
luntown, coordinator of the Con­
necticut Campaign for a US­
USSR Nuclear Arms Freeze, an 
arm of the American Friends Ser­
vice Committee. 

The pro-freeze campaign has 
experienced relatively smooth 
sailing with endorsements com­
ing from more than 350 New Eng­
land towns in the past year, in­
cluding 51 in Connecticut. 

She said her group will contin­
ue to list Washington's original 
endorsement on the record of vic­
tories, because, she said, Tues­
day's referendum was not a re­
vote, just a second opinion. 

"In a town that's 4-to-1 Repub­
lican," Daniels said, the close ref­
erendum vote proves "it wasn't 
the g,·eat victory they claim." 

There were 1,178 Republicans, 
467 Democrats and 600 unaffiliat­
ed voters in Washington as of last 
month, said Town Clerk Doris 
Welles. 

But Craig's talk of Commu­
nists, while perhaps successful 
Tuesday in Washington, didn't de­
ter fr eeze support in nearby 1 
towns. Town meetings Thursday 
night in New Milford and Litch­
field saw freeze resolutions en­
dorsed _by 10-1 margins. 

,, ,>1,-t 
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iSelectnien reject proposal 
if or bilateral arms f reez.e 

- - ---- ----- --- --
BY. PETER KOSTES 

New Mil lord seleclmen Monday nighl re:­
: jecled lhe immediate bilaleral nuclear 
- arms lreeze proposal overwhelmingly ap-
- proved last week at a public hearing . 

Instead, the board unanimously passed a 
.• resolution "urging" President Ronald 

•" Reagan to pursue a policy ol multi-laleral 
disarmament. 

Residenls voted 126-7 in lavor ol a freeze 
proposal at Thursday's public hearing. 

The deleated resolution called !or an im­
mediate and veriliable bilateral lreeze on · 
the testing, production and lurlher deploy­
ment of all nuclear weapons and delivery 
systems. 

In addition, the resolution requested the 
two countries join in a campaign to extend 
the lreeze world-wide. 

"I'm disappointed , but I wasn't surpris­
ed il !ailed," Rev·. Reese Grillin o! New 
Milford's United Methodist Church. one o! · 
the organizers or the local nuclear lreeze 
drive, remarked lhis week. 

Asked ii he !cit selectmen had passed a 
water-downed resolution. Grillin replied: 

"Yes, delinitely." 

The clergyman said the resolution, pro­
posed by Selectman Gordon Littlefield, 
was too generalized. 

"There's very few of us who couldn't 
agree with II, we all agree we don'I want 
war," said Grlllin. 

"This doesn't do anything," he charged. 

Grillin said his group's resolution is 
" specific" and addresses lhe two super­
powers with the largest arsenals . 

"Our two nations have to get (nuclear> 
arms under control." he said . 

The next generation of weapons. Grillin 
said, will have almost no means or detec­
·uon . 

Viclor Bernslein. anolher member o! lhe 
committee which drafled the resolution, 
told the board veriliabili ty is a problem as 
the nuclear arms race "miniatures" itself. 

" Veriliability will be out the win­
dow- that's where people gel a sense or 
urgency from." Grillin told The New 
Milford Times. 

Contacted this week. First -Selectman 
Clilford Chapin said he wasn't "surprised" 
the resolution was altered. 

"I felt it needed lo be a little more broad• 
based." he remarked. 

"Considering what's happened in our 
neighboring town !Washington>. it adds a 
little less surprise." he added . · 

An arms lrceze resolution which passed 
at a town meeting vote was recently re­
jected by Washington volers in a town 
referendum. 

Chapin. who did not attend the meeting 
due to the death or his mother. said he sup­
ported the approved resolution's call for 
multi-lateral negotiations for disarma­
ment. 

The !irsl selectman said he was worried 
about the terrorists who might gain access 
to nuclear weapons and fell a resolution 

should address them. 
Littlefield made the same point when he 

made his proposal. 
At Monday 's meeting, selectmen voted 

down two resolutions by an identica l 5-3 
margin . 

Besides rejecting the resolution modeled 
after the Kennedy-Hatfield, the board also 
defeated a motion endorsing the Jackson­
Warner bill which supports a balance of 
arms before a freeze is negotiated . 

Selectmen Vivian Harris, Lou White and 
Raymond O'Brien supported lhe first two 
freeze resolutions . 

Ernest Seinfield, an outspoken critic of 
lhe freeze resolution. disagreed with its 
proponents who said Russia has a good 
track record in past 'disarmament 
agreements. 

"They don't keep agreements, they 
chisel conlinously ( at existing 
agreements I.'' Seinfield charged. 

He called the issue a "complicated 
technological and emotional" subject. 

"You cannot com6 l.o an informed coli- .• 
clusion in such a short period," claimed 
Sein field . 

Selectman James Dolan said he was 
"surprised" God had not been mentioned 
earlier in talks on nuclear disarmament. 

"This. ( pro-freeze resolution l could have 
been wrillen in the Soviet Union- not one · 
word about the almighty in It." he main­
tained. 

A spokesman for the bilateral freeze 
commlllee said the group will " look into 
rh::tllPnalna" tho ro1,..,. • ...., ,. .,, ,. ,..,. ... ; ,..1 ,. ... 

35 c1~ts 
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Goshen Rejects 
Call To Endo~rse 

~ 7rj,PZ 
N-Arms Fre zeH.c. 

By NEAL E. YATES 
Ccrurant Staff Writer 

GOSHEN - Residents of this northwest-
. ern Connecticut town voted 27-25 Wednes­

day night not to endorse a freeze on nucle­
ar arms construction and deployment, 
marking the freeze movement's second de­
f eat in this corner of the state. 

More than 30 town meetings in Connecti­
cut have joined to call on the United States 
and the Soviet Union to halt the production 
and deployment of nuclear weapons. 

Prior to Wednesday's vote, the only set­
back suffered by pro-freeze forces in the 
state had come in nearby Washington, 
where a June 8 referendum turned down a 
similar resolution 394-341, and in New 
Britain, where the Common Council voted 
10-2 Wednesday night against the freeze. 
The Washington vote reversed an April 13 
town meeting that had endorsed the freeze 
154-81. 

Since January, more than 50 Connecti­
cut communities have approved freeze 
resolutions, as has the General Assembly. 

Kenneth Sarvis, who led the pro-freeze 
movement in Goshen, chalked up the loss 
to overconfidence. 

"We were convinced that our cause was 
so right and just that people would just 
gravitate toward it," Sarvis said Thursday. 

George Pappas, a local opponent of the 
freeze, said, "None of us want nuclear war. 
But we don't want to take any leverage 
away from the (Reagan) administration. 
We should demonstrate to the Russians 
that we have the determination to negoti­
ate from a position of strength - outspend 
them, if necessary, to bring them around. 
It's just a matter of how best to achieve 
disarmament." 

He said neither side of the argument was 
very well organized, though freeze advo­
cates conducted a telephone campaign to 
get out the vote. 

' "They called me to make sure I was go-
i~g to be there," Pappas chuckled. 

7 



The Newi,'. ilf or d Tim e s April 15th ,_6Afo ST r REEZE 

· Claims n~clear f ree-z.e would 'increase danger ' 
To the Editor : 

In contrast lo your usual balaPced. 
editorials deal ing with this commur. ity , 
your last one advocating a nuclear fr~eze 
and chiding local leaders for lack of in­
itiative in th is matter, was ill-limed. ill­
adv ised and counterproductive. 

Such a freeze would not diminish but 
rather increase the danger of nuclear war 
or blackmail. It would paralyze the Geneva 
ccnference on medium-range missiles in 
Europe, which is threatened by 300 of them 
without having any to counter them. 

While we reduced our defenses-both 
conventional and nuclear-< lhe latter ones 
relative to the Russians ) tile Warsaw Pact 
has engaged in an unprecedented military 
buildup, surpassing even Hiller's frantic 
armament during the 1930's. This buildup 
far exceeds any defensive need and bodes 
Ill for the future . 

President Reagan 's call for a complete 
elimination of medium range missiles in 
Europe was met with scorn ~nd ridicule b_y 
the Russians-as was Presider. I Carter 5 
offer of a sweeping reduction of all nuclear 
arms in 1979. Such a :reeze would also 
preclude any meaningful reduction of 
nuclear arms in the future . 

The island of Western civ ilization and 
democracy is getting smaller and smaller 
In this world. Nearly half of Europe has 
sunk into a sea of oppression and brulalily . 
The rest would have gone long ago without 
our nuclear strength, and the danger would 
have knocked at our gate . 

History has repeatedly shown that fear 
and lack of preparation never prevented a 
war; il was always strength and courage 
which kept the peace. 

Ernest Seinfeld 
New Milford 

She's 'glad' there's no nuclear free-z.e move 
To the Editor : 

In reply to a comment on why New 
Millord wasn't "leading" the nuclear 
freeze movement: 

I don't know why , but l am GLAD. 
Perhaps our town isn't full of hysterical 
pacifists. maybe one town has the sense to 
realize that a bunch of small towns 
"voting" for a nuclear freeze have no legal 
standing. Also that this protest sponsored 
by assorted churches does not back up our 
national policy, leaves us sitting ducks for 
aggression and must be making the Rus­
sians happy ! 

quated beyond use. · • 
Wake up, America ! Let's see If we still 

have any red blood or good old-fashioned 
patriotism! 

I am glad in a way for the Falkland 
Islands incident. It has awakened Britain 
from her sluggishness and rekindled her 
patriotism. Do we need another Pearl Har­
bor to get us out of our sniveling fear ? I am 
not a Catholic. but l couldn 't agree more 
when the Pope told his people to get out of 
politics. 

No one wants a nuclear war. any war for 
that matter, but If we can't retaliate we are 
lost. We have lots of nuclear warheads and 
missiles but how to deliver them? Our 
planes, silos etc. are either obsolete or anti- · 

: \ . 

A lot of these "freezers" will be pretty 
red in the face when they realize that these 
protests as well as those in Europe, are 
Communist-inspired. Their operators are 
very smooth and Americans are pretty 
dumb ! 

Leslie T. Kountze 
NewMillord , 

Critical of editorial 
on nuclear frm,e issue 
To the Editor: 

My wife and I have enjoyed 
the editorials of the paper for 
same time. However, one of 
the editorials of the April 8, 
1982 edition marks a sudden 
plunge in the quality of. civil 
discourse . 

In that . editorial, the paper 
asserts: "There can be no 
question that an arms freeze is 
a necessity .... " The column 
suggests neither · fact nor 
reason in support ol this 
brazen assertion. Moreover, 
the column completely fails to 
state the assumptions upon 
which the statement rests. 

This is not reasoned ~ditorial 
opinion but a blind appeal to 
emotion which if advanced by 
a politician should be con­
demned as no more than sheer 
demagoguery. Such an appeal 
is not only beneath the stan­
dard · which editors should 
observe but does a substantial 
injustice to your readers. 
· In sum, if the editors of our 
papers will not insist on higher 
standards of reasoned cil'il 
oiscourse in their own writing, 
soon they will be wasting our 
lime and their space with ab­
surd letters to the editors 
about the nicknames of 
politicans. 

. William J . Wellman 
. . ...;,._, _ .. : , . .-, _. __ New Milford 

Arms freeze would 'promote chance of war' 
To ·1he Editor : mament: 

A nuclear-arms freeze ? Our own Presi- One of the many organizations assisting 
dent says no. The Soviet's President says in that "freeze" effort, particularly in Con-
yes. Whom do you support ' nectlcut, is the American Friends Service 

President Reagan says a freeze would be Committee, AFSC. "AFSC asserts u.s. 
"dangerous." II would remove from the unilateral disarmament 'would provide in-
Soviets all Incentives "to meet with us and centive to other countries to stop nuclear 
reduce" the present arsenals of weapons. weapons production,"' says Western Goals 

Being ahead, they would have no induce- Report for September, 1981. 
ment to re~uce if they knew we were frozen AFSC must think we're simpletons. In 
mto infenor1ty. And in Europe that m- 1969. the President announced unilateral 
feriority is one to six. Brezhnev has an disarmament in poison gas. Did that pro-
enormous delivery system for his nuclear vide an incentive to the Soviets to do the 
warheads. Our NATO allies have precisely same' Far from it. They continued 
zero. lt 1s m Europe that Brezhnev wants developing more lethal speciMens and us-

• the freeze . ing them in Afghanistan, Laos and Viet-
Proponents of a "freeze" say we both · nam. 

have enough warheads to knock each other 
out. Putting aside the fact that NATO has 
no delivery system. we should realize that 

- a freeze cannot decrease the probabili ty of 
nuclear war. Whal is needed Is a dismantl­
ing of existing weapons. and that is what 
President Reagan offered the Soviets on 
Nov. 18. 

The present '•Call to Halt the Nuclear 
Arms Race'-' goes-back to December. 1979. 
when NATO decided it wanted a delivery 
system and asked us to produce cruise 
missiles and Pershing !ls for that purpose. 
Five days iater. the Soviet-con trolled 
World Peace Council Bureau held an 
emergency session In Helsinki to coor­
dinate "public opinion lo act without delay 

_ , ,lo __ p{evenl _ tile deployment of the new 
· · ,med1um,1.;111~nuciear~iss;b1~ J1>;~~, •. 

words. the ·· freeze" was unilateral disar-.. ~ 

In the fall of 1980, in the While House. 
Senator Sam Nunn !Dem.) said to Presi­
dent Carter : "Either you support us in our 
efforts to raise the defense budget suffi­
ciently to meet the needs vou say are 
necessary for this country. o'r vou should 
go before this country and adm·it that you 
do not intend to fund even the minimal 
defense needs you say are vital to protect 
our interests." 

P~esident Carter did neither. Today the 
Sovie ts have a ··margin of superiority." 

An arms-freeze is perverse. It will take . 
away from the Soviets any incentive they 
might otherwise have to dismantle nuclear 
weapons. will deprive us or our deterrent 

. and wiU,prOJn ote the.charu:c of w~r · ' 
· ·· ·'"•'Mltili-f~n•iun 

~rtTiaP 
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Takes issue with 
Loebel statements 
-ro the Editor : 

In Herbert Loebel 's letter of 
March 25. followed by a lro1'­
page article on April I. he tdis 
·us that fascism and co.-n• 
munism are just the same. 
echoing a sentiment that ap· 
peals to many anti· ' 
intellectural Americans who 
regard both as -- rore ign 'isms' 
" which can be treated as '" bad 
guys" and dealt with as , 
Western. movies deal with all 
viliains.· 

How simple . Only a few cen· • 
turies ago, Catholics 3nd Pro­
testants each saw the other as 
an agent of the devil, to be 
dealt with accordingly. In this 
century, Communism is the 
devil. One only needs more 
atom bombs than the other 
side, plus "first strike power," 
and, with God on our side, the 

Encourage support Lor _nuclear f reez.e idea 
- TotheEditor : 

Your editorial of April 8. "How About 
New Milford'" . deserves an immediate 
response. 

We cannot speak for the leadership of 
New Milford, nor for its residents and 
voters. But we want vou to know that our 
Quaker Meeting endorses without reserva• 
tion the bilateral nuclear weapons freeze, 

as a first step toward baiting the threat of a 
nuclear war. 

We hope that the other churches In New 
Milford will respond also, and that the peo­
ple of New Milford. given the opportunity, 
will vote to support the freeze. 

Miriam Swartz, Clerk 
Religious Society 

of Friends 
New Milford 

' . 
Urges good dialogue about nuclear freeze 

To the editor : 
Having recently read editorial calls to 

action and responding letters on the 
nuclear armament freeze issue. I was 
pleased to sec that some New Milford 
residents are aware of this issue and. at the 
same time, concerned that there be some 
debate and discussion on this issue before 
It is rushed to a vote in this town. 

We have an opportunity to look at an 
issue more vital to us than any local issue 
yet is ignored on a daily basis. Let us back 
this resolution with a clear majority and a 
clear head. 

If we can take this opportunity to cut 
through some of the confusion and ad• 
ministration double-speak, if rnly for 
ourselves, then we're all better prepared to 
live in, and someday graduate from, the 
"Nuclear Age". 

In the 165 or so New England towns that 

have backed this resoluuuu. mucn u1 me r.. 
popular sentiment was focused through the 
local clergy . So one course of organized ac• 
lion would be to talk to your priest. 
minister or rabbi and find out what is being 
done or can be done to learn more about 
this issue. Secular groups can organize as 
easily as it is to find a few people who think 
that 50,000 nuclear bombs in this world are 
enough. 

Establish a dialogue on this least ad• 
dressed issue. Can we trust the common 
sense God gave us? Or do we really need 
more nuclear bombs when a fraction of 
what we have will destroy ourselves, the 
Russians and this planet? 

It has to start somewhere-and every 
day we draw closer to the computE r or 
operator error that will launch these 
arsenals. 

JohnE. Kane 
New Milford 

problem ls all fixed. 
Where did Mr. Loebel get · 

this idea? From his prison ex · 
perience at Auschwitz? But it 
w•~ the Nazies who impri~or. ­
ed him. and the Commun i~ts 
who rescued him from prison. 
Why is he unable to tell the di!· · 
ference• 

Noth ing in the experience he 
relates explains this. True, the 
prisoners were taken on a lore· 
ed march : not fun . perhaps, 
but not exactly like being left 
in prison. Somebody called so­
meone "bourgeois :" again. 
not nice. but I've heard worse. 
And the Russians built wooden 
tops on American jeeps and 
put up curtains-oh come on ! 
This is ridiculous ! No one 
hates anyone that much for 
such silly reasons. 

I suspect that Mr. Loebe's 
antagonism is based not on 
personal experience at all, but 
on what he's read in American 
newspapers-which he con• 
siders " too lelt•wing"-or 
heard from American poilti· 

1 cians, who never stop talking 
about the Red Menace. 

Someone else never stopped 
i · talking about the Red Menace, 
' and that someone was Hitler. 

How many people remember 
today that he called his 
alllance with Japan and Italy 
"the Anticominform 
League?" Or that he got 
himself appointed Chancellor 

, by promising to mop up on the 
Reds? Or that be created the 
anti-Red hysteria himself, by 
having his buddies set fire to 
the Reichstag and claim the 
Reds were attacking? 

-This may be ancient history , 
but Mr . Loe be I should 
remember, because he was 
there . Why. then. does he per• 
sist in Redbaiting as ii he still 
believed the German 
newspapers? 

South and Central American 
dictators know these tactics 
well . It 's not just Salvadoran 
guerillas who get the label, but 
also innocent refugees whose 
towns have been invaded by 
government and paramilitary 
troops, their young men dragg• 
ed out and killed with machete 
knives and their women and 
children left homeless. 

When missionaries like the 
Maryknoll Sisters try to help 
these refugees. they are called 
"a · Marxist-Maryknoll con· 
spiracy ." When Ed Asner 
wants to help them, or to sl'Jp 
the killlng by not sending \he 

. guns to do it with, Mr. Loebel 
cries th;,t they're all reds and 
should be denied the right o[ ._ 
lree speech I which he enjoys 
forhimselll. 

Once, it was the " interna· 
tional Marxist-Jewish plot" 
that Hitler screamed about. 
Have you forgotten , Mr. 
Loebel? 

Dorothy Ferrier 
Warren 
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Wonders about end result of arms f reez.e 
To the Editor: 

The right to disagree with the President 
of the U nlted States Is one of the rights 
which makes this country great. The right 
to disagree with our President while agree­
in~ with Soviet ri ; :-sid(;:~ Ltuni,t ~ riz.j1ucr. 
is a differenl matter. 

The Washington, Connecticut, citizens 
who promoted and voted for the United 
States nu clear freeze have endorsed the 
wishes of a man who presides over a 
totalitarian government responsible for 
the execution and starvation deaths of tens 
of millions of its own people and the brutal 
suppression of freedom movements in 
Hungary 0956) , Czechoslovakia ( 1968), 
Afghanistan ( 19791 and Poland (1982 ). 

The Soviet surge in production of nuclear 
weapons, poison gas and conventional 
weapons bas occurred during reduced 
United State's production and: the Non­
Proliferation treaty ; the Seabed Arms 

Control treaty; the Sall I Agreements ; the 
Biological Weapons Con\'ention ; the 
threshold Test Ban Treaty ; the Peaceful 
NucleJr Explosions Treaty; the En­
vironmental Modification Convention ; and 
tl1e negol!atea , &i.hough hv, ratified. Salt 
JI Agreements. 

If the "grass roots" support for a nuclear 
freeze for the l:nited States results in the 
Soviets rcduc'ng the number of missiles 
aimed at us and agreeing io on-site inspec­
tion, God bless all of those who voted for 
the freeze. 

If the Sovieis reject this gesture. our 
Pre~id•~t has been placed at a disad­
vantage. Our country and ourselves have 
been placed in greater danger of that 
which we all fea r. May God have mercy on 
all Americans. 

Mike Craig 
Washington 

·-- - ----.- ~ 

'3 

t Says nuke sessions act in 'state of ignorance' 
To the Editor: . 

I attended the Washington town meeting 
to hear the "debate" on the nuclear-arms­
lreeze resolution. Surely, I thought, 
Washington had enough enlightened 
citizens who would understand the issues 
and explain them well. 

Wrong. One churchman spoke for the 
freeze, made five points ( two, errors; 
three, irrelevancies >. Slogans, not ra­
tionality, were the order of the evening. 

Silence. Then a man from the unorganiz­
ed amorphous opposition rose to fill the 

at an end. No one else had anything to of­
fer. 

None of the essential points against the 
freeze was brought out: that II would 

· freeze the Soviet Union into a position of 
superiority < according to both President 
Reagan and the Soviet President, who 
would otherwise not have openly backed 
it): that Soviet superiority would increase 
alter the freeze because they would in­
creasingly be able to prevent our ancient 
B-52s from entering their air space. (Their 
surface-to-air missiles and interceptor air­
craft are not nuclear and so could continue 

• to be built. Our B-1, supposed to replace 
our nearly-obsolete B-52. could not be 
bulit l. 

And some other essential arguments: 
· Thal from their superiority, they could 

threaten us with nuclear war; that with a 
freeze, · they would refuse to bargain for 
weapons-reduction which our administra­
tion offered on Nov. 18, and which is on the 
bargaining table now in Geneva. So that a 
freeze is the first step. not towards not the 
elimination of nuclear war, but the 
elimination of one of the nuclear 
·powers-us. 

·And on further reflection, I believe it is in 
the nature of case that the opponent, 

, without a superhuman effort, will lose as 
they have already in every town meeting in 
which the subject has come up. 

void, said he didn't have a speech !mean­
ing apparently he really hadn 'I intended to , 
speak and so hadn't much thought about ii) 
and implied that with a freeze , we would no 
longer have a deterrent. ·, 

Then another man from the unorganized • 
opposition rose, spoke of the loss of 
freedom in East Germany and Poland. and, 
urged the town meeting to support the ; 
President (who has said the freeze would 
be "dangerous" ). 

A lady implied it would be insane not to 
vote for the freeze , and the discussion was 

All the proponents have to do is frighten 
the people Into irrationality, which they 
can and do do with a few slogans I we both 
have overkill ; a bilateral freeze is the first 
essential step towards disarmament ) and, 
sometimes, a scary propaganda film which 
erroneously implies that the way out is 
through a nuclear weapons freeze. 

On lhe other hand, the opponents have to 
do the impossible. They have to present a 
one-semester college course in ten minutes 
that explains arms, arms-control, history 
of Soviet-American treaty-making and 
treaty-breaking, and why the Russians 
believe they have superiority. 

Who among the opponents is that arms­
control expert? Who could explain the com­
plexities of this subject in the turmoil of a 
town meeting which has not done its 
homework? What town meeting could or 
would undertake to do its homework. 

In this state of ignorance, are we about to 
box the administration? To send our disar­
mament negotiator into the ring In Geneva 
with one hand tied behind his back by Ibis 
freeze? 

What's to be done? This is one of the 
reasons why in our town we have petitioned 
the selectmen to disallow the pending peti­
tion for the nuclear-arms freeze, which 
they can do by state law. 

Natalie Sirkin 
Sherman 

. .i • 

! Sees Washington ·,f reete' vote as small minority 
.., 

· To the Editor: 
. In a recent issue of your pa~r you ran a 
story to the effect that the town of 
Washington voted in favor of a freeze on 

· nuclear weapons. It also commented that 
the norrl'llly conservative town did a flip 

there are more than 2,200 registered voters 
in the town. One hundred fifty-lour people, 
seven percent of the total voters. voted for 
the freeze. Ninety-three percent did not 
vote for the freeze. 

flop , or whatever words you used. Whaddya say, guys, how about telling it 
That peaked my curiosity so I peeked In- like it is? 

to the facts. The clerk 's . office in 
Washington advised me by phone that 

Dick Ericson 
Roxbury 
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'Arms' counter-movement saddens him 
To the Editor : 

I was saddened but hardly dismayed by 
Iasl week 's news of a counter-movement 
aga inst the She:man Nuc1ear Arms freeze 
campaign. 

We mustn't expect to immediately con­
vert all Reagan supporters of a nuclear 
arms race. What is sad is that these good 
folks, who are undoubtedly opposed to a 

, nuclear war, seem as undoubtedly commit-
_._.-- •-· 

led to the continuing manulaclure I by both 
sides-U.S. and Russ ia ) of the very 
missiles that make nuclear war not only 
possible, but proii,bl) . 

But take heart, Shermanites for Peace, 
you are on the side of the angels . Keep up 
the good fight Read. learn, educ~te 1 

Karl B. Landt 
Bridgewater , 

•· Takes issue with 'rocking chair alarmists' 
To the Editor: 

This focuses upon a couple of rocking 
chair alarmists. 

Our area 's most vociferous example, 
Natalie Sirkin, has intemperately gorged 
herself upon Reagan's erratic warnings 
about Russia's might as opposed to 
America's feebleness . 

Having come to such an extremity, the 
lady is choking with enmity toward ad­

. vocates of peace. 
l 1 .._,._. 

She berates even the Quakers who, 
throughout their history, have done more 
for peace than have all the world 's com­
bative nationalists . 

Another agitated woman, Leslie T. 
Kountze. a hurler of exclamation points, 
surges to attack "hysterical pacifists." 

Ladies, shame on both of you . 
Charles Czap , 

Sherman . 

H ... .. ,_ ,;,:• .... ~~ 

·Believes patriotism means saving lives 
To the Editor: well-being of their fellow Americans . 

Well-informed specialists. including top through disarmament and determined in-
former members of the Departments of ternational peace negotiations. 
State and Defense, agree that at least 10 
million Americans would suffer terrible 
death should a nuclear war occur. 

II Is hard to understand why people who 
want to avoid this almost unimaginable 

· catastrophe are sometimes charged with 
lack of patriotism. 

The highest obligation for those who love 
their country is to ensure the survival and -----

We need to spend money to keep people 
alive. not to kill them, and a nuclear freeze 
seems a good first step in that direction. 
New Mllford should be proud lo join the . ; 
growing number of Connecticut towns ap­
proving that humanitarian step. 

Margaret Cooper 
New Milford 

Mo~ .warheads wo,uld only-~~~-unce ~he r~bb.le~'•1 
To the Editor : 

I was happy to see that our esteemed 
neighbor, the soundly conservative town of 
Washington, overwhelmingly approved a 
resolution calling for a freeze on nuclear 
arms by all nations, including the U .S.S.R. 
and the U.S . 

Clearly, It has become not only respec­
table, but downright upright I as a TV com­
mercial might put ii) to support a freeze. 
This is not to deny that many arguments 
advanced by opponents are also worthy of 
respect. I shall try here to respond to a cou­
ple that are most commonly advanced. 

The first is that by demanding a freeze, 
we are pulling the rug from beneath the 
President in his dealings with the Rus­
sians. Well , maybe we are and maybe we 
aren't. I note that of 33 western 
Massachusetts towns which recently vote 
for a 1reeze, 30 had voted for Reagan In 
1960. 

Maybe, far from seeking to pull the rug 
from beneath the President in voting for a 
freeze , they were seeking lo pull the Presi­
dent-and with him, themselves- 011 a 
dangerously skidding rug. It is, alter all, 
the llves of all of us that Mr. Reagan is 
discussing with the Russians. 

A second argument is{hat, unless we in· 
crease our nuclear arsenal, a Russian first 
strike could destroy our retall2tory power. 
And II the Russians don 't have to fear 
retaliation, what's to deter them from 
striking at us any time they wished? 

But 75 percent of our nuclear warheads 
are c~rrled by submarines and bombers, 

both largely invulnerable to a Soviet first 
strike, What does this mean in terms of 
retaliatory power? 

According to Time Magazine, each of our 
Poseidon subs carries 16 missiles ; each 
missile carries eight to 10 warheads: each 
warhead is lour times a_s powerful as the 
Hiroshima bomb. II has been said that one 
such sub could wipe out every large and 
medium-sized Soviet city. 

I'm no expert, and I can't vouch for that. 
But ii seems reasonable to suppose that 
alter live or six of our subs have each 
unloaded 150 warheads, each lour times 
more destructive . than the Hiroshima 
bomb, any additional warheads on the 
Soviet Union would do no more than bounce 
the rubble. · 

Would a freeze , freeze us into permanent 
nuclear inferiority to the Soviet Union? 
" ... the United States and the Soviet Union 
are roughly equal in strategic nuclear 
power," says the U.S. Department of 
Defense annual report for 1982 (page 43l. 

Since both we and the Russians are both 
blessed (cursed?> with mulll-overklll 
capacity, isn't this just the right time to 
call a hall to nuclear idiocy? 

That's why I'm grateful to The New 
Milford Times for taking the initiative in 
calling for discussion, and to the quickly 
formed ad hoc committee that arranged a 
meeting at town hall for Thursday evening, 
April 29, at 7:30 o'clock, to which all of New 
Milford Is invited. 

Victor H. Bernstein 
NewMlllord 
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He urges 'preserving peace through strength' 
To the Editor: 

Hav ing read J im Stuart 's "Reporter's 
Notebook" with usual interest on April 22, 
and disagreeing thoroughly with his stand 
on the nuclear freeze, I nevertheless decid­
ed to foi!QW nis ao~1ce , aga ramg the 
meeling of the organizers of a "freeze 
resolution" stating "let's hope, too. that 
people from ALL POINTS OF VIEW 
!capita liza tion > will turn up and sound 
off ." So, I came to th is meeting on April 29 
wh:ch planned to frame a resolution for a 
nuclear freeze. 

According to Mr. Bernstein, one of the 
organizers, The New Milford Times 
fathered the Idea of this resolution. Un­
fortuna tely, The Times Intellectual off spr­
ings not only did not care to listen to "all 
points of view,"' they ·made sure that none 
other was presented. 

The main speaker gave a Jong, blood­
curdling and simplistic I this is your term, 
Jim ) description of this complex question 
including a vivid description of New 
Milford's vaporization and concluded with 
the statement that he "does not believe in 
scare tactics." His presentation seemed to 
be charactristic of the substance and 
methods of the freeze movement. 

When I asked to be permitted to present 
the other side of this question, my request 
was first refused and tmauy I was given 
five minutes-very grudgingly. How can 
one do justice to such an important and in­
volved Issue in five minutes? I for one 
could not. 

With your paper coming out so strongly 
lor one side of this issue, I believe It would 
be proper for you to afford your readers a 
more balanced view than ls possible by the 
!lmtted format you permit In the Letter to 
the Editor columns. 

For a start let me quote from a recent 
editorial, "How Much ls Enough" (4-11) In . 

the New York Times, lhat "rad ical". 
" mili ta ristic " "chauvinistic" tabloid. 
"W hat now passes for 'debate' of nuclear 
slralegies is understandably passionate, 
bul il is becoming romantic. confused, 
even irreleva nt." 

"Still. th~ rhetorical techniques of the 
I nuclear arms I opposition are hollow . With 
the future oi arms control in the balance, 
the Russi . r.s can lhink of nothing better 
than cheap propaganda against the U.S., 
as though they bear no responsibility In the 
arms race. Western politicians leap to the 
front of the disarmament parade with bar­
ren formulas to freeze the race." 

"The problems are "How much is 
enough ', and "Enough what ' " .. . 
"Secretary of State Ha ig says enough_.,,, 
means enough to deter the use of nuclear · 

. weapons anytime, anywhere . ., . .. . "Deter- \ 
rence is immoral. contends Jonathan Schei 
in a t~uted tract, 'The Fate of the Earth ' ". , 
"But the rest of us are left in a real world, 1 · 
stuck with the only available alternative to 
catastrophe. Deterrence It will have lo 
be." ... "And no matter how unsettling the· 
risk of catastrophe in 20 minutes, It has 
kept the industrial world at peace for the 
longest stretch in this century.'' 

These short excerpts give only the gist of 
this edltoriRI, and the editorial itsell covers 
only a limited spectrum for the case and 
means of preserving peace through 
strength . We are faced by an aggressive 
adversary bent in the past and now on ex- ­
pansion and intent. in the words of the 
blunt Krushchev "to bury tis." 

Your editorial view of this matter Is long 
on good intentions and short on realism. 
Why not study and rethink this question 
and encourage your ·readers to do 
likewise? 

Ernest Seinfeld 
New Milford . .. .... . -., 

'Ignorance surrounds' nuclear freeze issue 
f . To the Editor : 
· Having been absent from Washington on-

ly a brief while and not having heard of It 
before departure, it seems to me that the 
nuclear freeze proposal went through this 
town with the speed of one of Einstein's 
famous bullets capable of moving at the 
speed oflight. . 

Questioning people on both sides of the 
Issue and read ing your paper. my impres­
sion Is that the Ignorance surrounding this 
topic is yards thick: that it is now hardened 
into concrete by the polarization process. 
There will not be much understanding until 
basic information is studied by individual 
brains rather than reacted to by emotions. 

The information the thoughtful resident 
needs on this topic fall s under two heads. 
The first deals with weapons and strategy, 
while the second concerns the worldwide 
and domestic anti-nuclear campaign Itself . 
Should you be so generous as to allow me 
the opportunity, I would like to cover the 
first topic here and the second in & subse­
quent letter . 

The most misleading and dangerous line 
of reasoning In th is deba te Is packed Into 
the question, "Since we already have the 
nuclear bombs to annihilate the USSR 
several limes over. why are we spending 
more money on nuclear weapons?" 

That is a logical question, but it is totally 
irreleva nt. Only a small fraction of the ad­
ditional funds being routed into defense 
ends up as net new nuclear explosive 
material. What is really at issue is 
credibility, creating the certitude in the 
minds of those governing Russia's vast 
slave empire that America could withstand 
a first strike and slill destroy their society. 

For 37 years, U.S. strategy has been bas­
ed on the theorv that nuclear war could 
best be prevented by making it clear to the 
Soviets that they could not win . However 
repugnant this concept to sensitive people, 
they cannot deny that it has worked. 

But under cover of our preoccupation 
with Vietnam. Russia has concentrated Its 
best brains and a much heavier percent of 
its GNP on building a nuclear capability 
together with· a sophisticated civil defense 
system. The net of this is that experts to­
day estimate that a Soviet first strike could 
destroy up to 90 percent of our land-based 
missiles. 

After that. an American President would 
face the grim options of either trying to 
destroy Soviet cities with submarine­
launched missiles, knowing that the 
Soviets still had the power to demolish 
most of our urban centers, or of surrender­
ing. Credibility therefore depends on 
creating a delivery system capable of sur­
viving a first strike. Hence, the increase In 
defense outlays is going mainly Into 
delivery systems. 

Freeze proposal acllvlsts have capitaliz­
ed on the natural fear we all share of 
nuclear conlllct. They have obscured, In­
deed, "hidden " by non-mention·, the impor­
tant distinctions made above. And they 
have neglected to explain that a freeze 
would lock the U.S. into a perm anent disad­
vantage, laying America open to nuclear 
blackmail. My guess is that only a tiny 
minority of those voting for the feeze pro­
posal understood the above elements of our 
military posture. 

R. Randolph Richardson 
Washington 

,p· ·-,, 
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Calls for United States commitment to peace 
miraculous results if enough ind ividuals 
cared enough to become involved. 

To the Editor : 
There have been some pretty strong ad· 

;ectives direct~d r~centlv toward those of 
• us who havt been seeking some reasonable 
means of halting the mad rush to oblivion 
throug11 nuclear prol iferation . We"ve been 
accused of "self-righteous rantings. For 
my part, I consider the recent activities 
necessary alternative to frustration. 

The comm itment ol our country to peace 
has never been even remotely matched by 
our dedication to winning wars. Indicative 
or this, even today, is our willingness to 
support the government in the expenditure 
of a trill ion dollars on the defense I read 
that "war") budget, but we have never 
spent a cent for a Department of Peace. 

A hearing was held in Washington last 
week asking for a small percentage of that 
amount for a National Peace Academy- It 
barely made the papers. We glibly talk 
about peace, but we aren 't really willing to 
try It. 

We trust weapons power more, In spite of 
the !act that each war embodies within 
ltsell the seeds ol luture wars . II we really 
believe that peace is anything more than 
an abstract word, then it's time we, as 
adults-parents, grandparents, poltticians, 
teachers. everyone-began to !ind some · 
time from our TV watching. sportswat· 
cblng, garden clubs, book clubs, bridge 
clubs, goll dates and various other 
organization and group meetings for the 
more urgent job ol working !or a peaceful 
future . 

Otherwise, we have absolutely no right to 
demand or expect the sacrifice of our sons 
for patriotic reasons in some fu ture war 
which we haven't taken the time to try to 
prevent. And there are numerous pro­
grams already in place that might produce. 

In lnitialinq th• Pe.ople-to-People pro­
gram some vea rs ago, President Dwight 
Eisenhower said : "lf we are going to take 
ad vanta ge of the assum ption that all peo­
ple wa nt peace, them the problem is for 
PEOPLE to get together and leap govern­
ment- Ir necessa ry to evade govern­
ments ... to work out not one method but 
thousands of methods by which people can 
gradually learn a little more about each 
other ... we firmly believe that peace should 
be everybody's business." 

As for the nuclear freeze movement. 
there are those who predict it will " fizzle." 
Don't believe it ! This concern has been a 
Ion~ time building- at least 25 years in my 
case. It will continue until the shouts you 're 
hearing now become a roar that will not on· 
ly be heard in Wash ington. but will 
penetrate the Kremlin wall, maybe even 
crumble It. We're no longer willing to trust 
the future of the earth and our children to 
the bureaucrats They' re too shackled by 
power politics to listen. It 's more impor­
tant to take action as individuals-people­
to-people .. 

Norman Cousins, in his book "Anatomy 
of an Illness," said : "The human species is 
unique because It alone can do things for 
the llrst time. We can reasonably argue, 
therefore, that human beings are equal to 
their need, that a problem can be resolved 
ii It can be perceived, and that the crisis to· 
day In human affairs is represented, not by 
the absence of human capacity. but by the 
failure to realize that that capacity exists .' '. 

I have to believe that. 
JeanneF. Delohery 

New Milford 

~apresponds to 
1

Leslie Kountze 'pepper' .. · ' .. :~ 
• -To the Editor: · , . ment . stinks;" but an even greater stink 

My brief note concerning Leslie Kountze will rise If human bodies suffer nuclear at­
caused that renowned lady to respond with tack. 
plenty of _pepper. . Leslie, you possess a great deal of 

She m1.~takenly a~~uses me_ of viewing energy. Do try, as a noble experiment, to 
her In an armchair. What I did write was channel that energy in the cause of peace 
that sh~ occupied a "rocking chair." a type that doesn't depend upon armaments, 
of furniture that often creaks, and the ac- threats and suicidal enmities. ' 
lion ol which may induce the sitter to doze, 
and suddenly come awake with a healthy 
snort. 

Now, Leslie. since I, as usual, am up and 
awake. I'm not writing !or the "birds." 
You, however, appear to follow and ap­
prove the expensive llights of the Pen­
tagon's "hawks." 

In regard to "hangups," the Important 
one who still is hanging Is Jesus, transfixed 
where many Christians apparently are 
content to leave him. It's amazing how 
many -thousands of religious folk who pro­
fess to ·believe in him and his counsels 
nevertheless go on and on endorsing 
satanic nuclear armament. 

You point out that "the coffee of the mo-

Now to the encyclopedic Natalie Sirkin. 
She's not the only one who does research. 
My extensive and up-to-date file concern­
Ing nuclear power and nuclear warfare, 
pro and con, goes way back to the blasts in 
New Mexico, Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 
The record Is awesome, startling and bar­
baric. Few people know the extent of ii. 

In closing this partly-joshing, mostly• 
serious exchange with Leslie Kountze, I 
wlll defend, to her very last exclamation 
point, her right to swallow a!1d grow wise 
upon whatever propaganda her favorite 
authorities concoct. 

Charles Czap 
Sherman 
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'Freezers' are not the only ones concerned 
To the Editor : 

It is important to realized that we all 
ha\'e fears about nuclear wa r. \o one has a 
monopoly on concern for humanit,·. not the 
... ongre~allonalis ts . not the nucleal' 
freezers. not the >loral >l ajonty . \ ·o one. 

But many freezers seem to have taken 
the position that you are only mo ral. pro­
humanity and agarnst nuclear war 11 you 
are for a nuclear freeze . 1 I hear many 
as ton ished gasps: ·· Why ... isn·t that 
true?•'1 , I would suggest that many people 
are practicing a for m of moral ostentation 
without really considering the conse­
quences. 

In truth. the only rational and morally 
rigorous question is : "Which will sooner 
lead us awav from nuclear holocaust I and 

·towards arms reduction 1. nu clear freeze, 
or a pol icy recognizing that our current 
defensive position is needlessly dangerous 
and inadequate. and that the Sov iet Union 
will sooner come to the table to discuss 
serious. verifiable arms reductions if there 

- is a definite consequence to not coming to 
the table I ie . a stronger America that could 
credibly retaliate and an undesira ble arms 
race1?" 

It is obvious what the nuclear freeze does 
for certain Amer ican 's moral self-esteem. 
The question is wha t does it do to our posf­

. tlon vis a vis the USSR• Where does It 
freeze us? Does it halt the "arms race"? 

l mil~t say I agree with the freezers : we 
do not needmore total megatonage, since 

days l. . 
There is some awfully fuzzy and chic 

moral and pseudo-strategic reasoning be­
I Ing put forward by Soviet spokesmen. miii­
: · tant pacifists. clergymen, gravy-train 
1 politicians and some honestly concerned 

anti frieht,.,H•rt ,-a i-,i-n~ J r~n only ;utvi!i:fl 

we a1 reaoy na ve enough to blow the world 
several ti mes over. But cu rrent ly. It 1s also 
true that a S01" 1et fir st strike wou ld destroy 
90 per cent of our la nd-based silos , these 
thin~, ~ere J<S1g11eo 1o r l%u 's technology, 
for God's sake I, leaving us with most of. 
our population momenta riiv intact and tl1e 
choice between inltating genocide and sur­
render to tntali tarian monsters , i. i .. 
Moscow : The Home of Yellow Rain ,. 

Because our system can not even defend· 
itself adequate ly. it can only be presumed 
to be a weapon of offensive escalation. The 
system itself gi ves the Soviet Cnion an ex­
cuse for proliferat ion I The only good 
defense is a trul y de fensive defense. which 
does not necessarily consist of just more 
bombs. 

I am a Columbia student who goes to 
school only 312 miles away from Ground 
Zero in Manhattan. Needless to sav, I'm 
concerned. Yet I believe over-stockpil ing 
by 10. 20. 100 or 1.000 ti mes is rather irrele­
vant to the likelihood of I or defense 
againsll nuclear war. per se. 

But I greatly fea r nuclear annihilation 
when one power believe it can get the best 
of another, even in the short steps up until 
the threshold. And what does a freeze do 
but weaken America 's will to defend 
herself and give the Soviets of the'Yellow 
Rain every reason to double-speak and 
delay at the negotiating table? 1 During 
Salt 11 negotiaitons. Soviet deployment of 
ss2o·s went on at the rate of one every five , 

and urge it would do everyone well to 
THINK. 

Roderick R. Richardson 
Students for Peace and 

Security 
Washington 

Offers support for equal time assembly 
To the Editor : 

By the logic of Darwin's theory. we may 
not survive as a free people. We're simply 
too dumb, too obl iv ious of even recent 
history to continue free in a world where 
thugs rule nations and nice guys wind up in 
lorced labor camps. 

A teacher at New Milford High asks the 
U.S. State Department !or a speaker on 
disarmament. And he makes a similar re­
quest of the Soviet U.N. Mission. State 
dallies. can 't be bothered, and won 't pay 
expenses. The Russians reply promptly, 
sending two speakers and paying all ex­
penses. 

The Soviets do the expected. The hoary 
propaganda theme of a Russia frightened 
by prospects ol invasion sails into an un­
prepared schoolboy aud ience. 

According to the account. no questioner 
rose to ask why. if the U.S.S.R. "lakes its 
treaties very seriously". it is today using 
ghastly bio-chem ical weapons against 
derenseless civilians in East Asta a nd 
Afghanistan. And nobody told these 
youngsters tha t it 's relevant to note that 
the United States today has about half the 
nuclear explosive tonnage It had in 1960. 

Most important, no one explained the 

Marxist Aesopian definitions of "peace" 
and "oppressed countries" I which in­
cludes the entire non-communist world). 

There 's little point in one American poin­
ting out propaganda ploys and supplying 
facts to counter lies . Sooner or later. he or 
she will be denounced as a latter day Mc­
Carthy and lazy minds crippled by emotion 
will snap shut. 

I think it outrageous that American 
students gain much of wha t little 
knowledge of the U .S.S.R. they will carry 
away from their education from trained 
Soviet propagandists. There's a very great 
deal they and their elders need to know 
about Soviet propaganda and disinforma­
tion activities. And of equal importance. 
what it is like to be a citizen of a communist ·· 
state. 

To further this end, I offer to locate and 
pay 25 percent of the cost or bringing a Rus­
sion or East European dissident to New 
Milford High to address the same six­
school audience on the topics so cleverly 
discussed by Messrs. Smidovitch and 
Kudryavtses·, 

R.R. Richardson 
New Preston 

I 

' J 

\ , ,_, .I 

(Continued from Page4) 

Points out Soviet 
use of poison gas 
To the Editor: 

Did other readers note the 
biting sarcasm the two New 
Milford High School sen iors in­
cluded in their report of the 
question-and-answer period 
-with the two Soviet delegates 
totheU.N.? 

"The Soviet Union never 
cheats on treat i es ," 
Smidovllch said adamanUy. 
"We take our treaties very 
seriously." 

Soviets have used poison gas · 
against Afghanistan despite 
the ban of 1925, an agreement 
that "The Wall Street Jour­
nal" of May 14 dubbed "the 
granddaddy of all arms con­
trol treaties ." 

The Journal added: "In 
Laos and Cambodia, Soviet­
.supplied forces have been us­
J n g ' yello w rain ,' and 
testimony exists that Soviet of­
ficers have participated in 
these attacks .. .. 'Yellow rain ' 
contains biological toxi ns 
derived lrom molds. The pro­
duction, possession or transfer 
of such toxins was explicitly 
outlawed by the Biological 
Weapons Convention of 1972 .... 
the same year that President 
Nixon and Chairman Brezhnev 
signed SALT-I." 

·.'l' Michael Caroe 
Washington 
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Local physicians endorse nuclear arms freeze 
To the Editor : 

The undersigned New MiJrord phys ic ians 
full y endorse the pursuit of a bila teral. 
v~n tiablt L5'·LS.): \ ,1w .. :ear '" rms treeze. 
In doing so. we associate ourselves with 
thousam!s of physicians. both here and 
abroad . .\'ho regard the nuclear arms race 
as the path to incomprehensible tra ~ed y. 

As phys icians. we concur with the Ph ysi• 
cians for Social Responsibil ity . whose 
nearly 10.000 members have concluded 
that : 

I-Even a " limiled" nuclear war .. if such 
were possible .. would result in death . inj ury 
and disease on a scale unprecedented in 
history: . 

2 .. Medical planning for nuclea r war 
would be meaningless . Most hospitals 
would be destroved. most doctors and 
nurses dead or ·injured. most suppl ies 
destroved and most ··survivors" doomed to 
horribie suffering and ultimate dtath : 

3-There could be no effective civ il 
defense. The blast and-or the thPrm•I •n<i 

' ... you can't trust 
th.9se Americans 
To the Editor : 

In response to those who 
would not vote for an Im­
mediate bilateral nuclar arms 
freeze because. "You can't 
trust the Russians ." : 

In the past 21 years the U.S. 
and USSR have signed 14 COD· 
secutive. lasting agreement 
which the Soviets did not . 
violate. These include the 1963"' 
Nuclear Test Ban treaty. the .. 
1967 ban on nuclear wea,pons in 
outer space. the 1968 Non­
Proliferation Treaty. the 1971 
ban on placing nuclear 
weapons on the ocean floor . 
and the 1972 Salt II Treaty . 

Even though the US did not 
ratify Salt ll. the Russians 
have. honored it. Under its 

· terms the USSR was to 
dismantle a specific number of 
Its Delta-class submarines by 
May 1980, AND THE Y HAVE 
DONE SO. 

On the other hand. the U.S. 
has not kept some of its treaty 
commitments. We invaded 
Nicaragua, excusing our ac• 
lions under the guise of the 
Monroe Doctrine. We joined 
the Organization of American 
States in agreeing not to in· 
terfere in the domestic affairs 
of American countries. but in 
·1965 we sent troops to the 
Dominican Republic . We sign­
ed the Potsdam Agreement to 
prevent German rearmament. 
but today we have U.S. nuclear 

rad iation effects would kill even those in 
shelters : fallout would contaminate much 
of the glnb• inr gpn,rolins s and. in con• 
Junction with other atm ospheric effects. 
would seve1·ely injure where it did not 
altogether destroy all living things : 

4 .. Jn conrlusion. there could be no win• 
ners in a nu~!ear w::ir . 

The Board of Trustees of the American 
Med ical Associat10n succinctl y stated: 
"There is no adequa te medical response to 
a nuclear holocaust. " Our signatures attest 
lo our concern in establishing a verifiable 
uS-USSR nuclear arms freeze . 

S. Zalar Naqvi. M.D. 
Morris Clark. M.D. 

Thomas Danyliw. !11.D. 
W. f . Lahvis. M.D. 

Jeffrey ferris . M.D. 
John M. Street. M.D. 

HaroldJ . Kamm. M.D. 
Joseph J . Burton. M.D. 

New Milford 

missiles in Germany. 
I'll bet right now there are 

two Russians heatedly 
debating the Immediate 
bilateral nuclear arms freeze , 
and one of them is saying, 
" ... but you can't trust those 
Americans." 

JanetM. Hill 
Washington 
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Resident 'shocked' 
by Pentagon plans 
To the Editor: 

Sundav·s New York Times 
(5-30-82>° front page carried an 
article which chilled me to the 
bone. The caption reads: 
"Pentagon Draws Up First 
Strategy For Fighting a Long 

· Nuclear War" . I was shocked 
and horrified by the gall of the 
minds which have dralled the 
plan designed to show that we 
can survive a protracted 

nuclear arms confrontation. 
Nuclear arms have changed 

.the lace ol warfare lorever. 
We · can no longer assume 
another war the scale ol World 
War II is " survivable". 

America has not really lelt 
the effects ol war. Aside from 
Pearl Harbor. we have not 
known the devastation war br­
ings to a land and the. 
psychology ol its people. 

There is no doubt In my mind 
that· a nuclear conlrontatlon 
would !ind its way to our 
shores. There Is no protection 
from the bombs In existence 

"-- -
today. The devastation ol 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki are 
nothing compared to that 
which our present nuclear 
devices are capable of. 

Even iI we can manage to 
survive the explosions in safe­
ty, I must ask. "Survive for 
what?" To come out ol our 
bunkers to a land devastated 

. and poisoned !or years 
therealter? How can we plan 
for the future with this threat 
banging over our heads? Is the 
Soviet Union so terrible that 
we must submit ourselves o 
nuclear destruction in the 
name ol freedom and human 
rights? 

What good ts freedom If we 
have no future in Ille as we 
now know It ? II communism Is 
the alternative to nuclear con­
frontation. I would rather live 
under such a regime with the 
sun rising and !ailing over 
lields ol lile than in a 
democracy standing on silent 
radioactive land. 

Nuclear power In any lorm 
is evil and more lile threaten­
ing than an y plague or 
pestilence this world has ever 
encountered. The nuclear 
arms freeze Is just a beginn­
ing. Because we did not have 
the sense to hold on to t~is 
deathly knowledge until some 
way was lound lo control the 
power and dispose ol the waste 
elfectively, we are already 
suffering from the effects or 
"peaceful" uses ol nuclear 
power. 

We must put an end to this 
madness . There is too much 
threatening the ability ol peo­
ple to live sane, just lives to be 
playing war games which 
threaten the very existence ol 
lile on this earh . Why can't the 
great minds being put to the in­
vention and imptementatior. ol 
death marhines be put to work 
on solving environmental and 
economic problems? It Is lime 
to think ol lulure generations 
and to understand that all na­
tions share one planet. 

• £ather-ine Scher~, 
Washington 

June 3~· 1982 Elli FrtEEZE 
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Clergy supports bilateral, 
verifiable f reez.e 
To the Editor : 

As people who have 
dedicated our lives to pro­
cla iming a God who lovingly 
created this world. we would 
like to voice our support !or ge­
nuine ellorts !or world peace. 

We see the continuing arms 
race as a threat to peace and 
human survival. Estimates ol 
the many millions who would 
die in a nuclear war make such 
a prospect Irreconcilable with 
our belie! in the dignity ol 
human Ille . 

With God's grace, peace Is 
possible. All human beings, as 
custodians ol God's creation; 
must ,work to advance the 
cause'&! peace. 

We view the bilateral and 
verlliable nuclear arms freeze 
proposal, to be presented at a 
public hearing on June 10, an 
Important step in the process 
ol eliminating the threat ol 
nuclear war. We encourage 
people to support this pro­
posal. 

Rev. Archie B. Altcheason 
. Associate Pastor 

First Congregational Church 

Rev. A. Russell Ayre· 
Pastor ·' 

First Congregational Church 

Encourages attendance 
at June JO hearing 
To the Editor: 

! have been asking all my 
lr:ends and neighbors to sup­
pr,rt the Bilateral Nuclear 
Freeze Committee. The Com­
mittee is holding a public hear• 
Ing at the high school on Thurs-

' day, June 10 at 8 p.m. to pass a 
resolution !or a freeze on 
nuclear weapons. 

We need the votes ol 
everyone. I urge everyone to 
attend and be a part ol this 
necessary action. 

Doris Pick 
GaylordsviUe 

- . n ....... __ ... .. . ,, - . . 

defense before voting 
To the Editor : 

During a town meeting in 
Washington on rr,day , May 
28. there was discussion ol a 
resolution call ing ror "a freeze 
on the manuract1Jre. deploy­
ment , and testing or nuclear 
weapons by the United States, 
the Sovi•t t! nioo aa~ • '' nth•r 
nation, ." whid , had been pass­
ed at a town ·neeting on April 
13 and ts to be re-voted by 
referendum on June 8. 

Michael Craig. originator ol 
the petition calling for the re­
vote by referendum, express­
ed the hope that all voters 
would become well-inlormed 
before they cast their ballots, 
and following · the meeting 
handed out a queslion­
naite-with answers-which 
he had prepared. Numerous 
llaws in Mr. Craig's 
"answers" were obvious to 
those who had made an ellort 
to become informed. 

I would like to direct atten­
tion to part ol Mr. Craig's 
answer to his Question 9, 
which read: "The Un ited Na­

. lions actually designated 1969 
through 1979 as 'The Decade of 
Disarmament.' During this 
lime the United States and 
other United Nations countries 

. slowed their arms buildup. 
The Russians in the meantime 
built the most massive 

· military threat the world has 
· ever seen.' ' 

Right-wing groups in the 
, United States, such as the 

American Security Council, 
have asserted that while the 
Soviet Union has been moving 
rapidly ahead in military 
_capability In the past two 

Rev. Richard Curci 
Chaplain 

Canterbury School 
1 - - -....,.-.. - - ,,. , . · 

'Voice objections', 
decades, the United States has 
been unilaterally disarming or 
engaging in unilateral 
restraint. 

eEv. Jeffrey A. Fillian 
Pastor 

Gaylordsville United 
Methodist Church 

'-• - ~ . 

·,:.b.ef ore plat 
Rev.neeseGrillin gets deadly 

Pastor 
United Methodist ChurT~ the Editor: 

Rev Robert Hallqu The deadly play ol nuclear weaponry 
· Pasieonsists ol three critical stages l t l to thmk 

FlrstAssemblyo!Gthe unthinkable 121 to speak the 
unspeakable, and linally (3l to do the undo-

. Norman Kcable. · 
Ral The second stage was completed on Sun-

Temple Shal,day, May 30. when in the New York Times 
some ol the contents ol a 125-page un• 

Rev. Benjamin R. Pri,published lirst strate~y by Pentagon 
Chapl:policy-makers !or llghtmg a protract_ed 

oratoryoltheLlttleWU.S.-Sov1et nuclear war appeared. m-
. eluding a strategy under which the 

Rev Robert E Sandt military forces would be prepared to strike 
· · Pasilhe Soviet homeland and Soviet Allies such 

St F I X · Ch as Cuba. Vietnam and North Korea m the 
· ranc s avier ur event ol a long conventional war with the 
R . F kW Th tSoviet Union. 

ev · rAan 
1 
· t Purs I The rele;:se ol such vital information is 

ssoc a e as . d • t 1· d' s t r · t c r !'Ch certamly not con uc1ve o m mg way o 
irs ongrega iona ur reduce tensions between the U.S. and the 

Rev . Frank Watt Soviet Union. particularly when, one week 

Pastlater. President Reagan will address the 
First New MllfoU.N. special session on disarmament. 

Baptist Chur More important. it holds out a challenge 
· ·not only to the Soviet Union but to all 

Americans. Are we as willing as some ol 
our leaders to sanction a nuclear lirst 
strike under such conditions. or any other 
conditions? 

In World War 11 , President Truman ac­
ting In secrecy, in what he believed were 
our best interests. accepted responsibility 
!or the damage inflicted by two atomic 
bombs dropped on Japan. 

Th is lime our nuclear , · <t in(enlions 
have been made public u U1ey are no 
longer a secret. It thereto,, • up to each. 
and every American to v, .•. , any objec­
tions that he or she may h,,. · w the Presi' 
dent and the Congress t•c"··· >: -~e ,rlo,Jhe 

· .• -<~tWa11i.·e. 
r, av ld It . Stewart 

lM,or&l,il,!~i! 

These charges ol American 
military . weakness were so 
grossly inaccurate that the 
Pentagon lelt compelled to 
respond. The specilic charges 
ol the American Security 
Council and the Pentagon's 
responses have been reprtnted 
by the Center !or Defense In­
formation in The Di:fense 

· Monitor, volume IX, number 
BA, 1981. Among the points 
made by the Pentagon in this 
12-page publication are : 
. "U.S. military strength re­

m a ins second to none." 
"Since 1967 the total number 

ol !nuclear> warheads in the 
U.S. inventory has more than 
doubled , •and the number of 
missile warheads has 
quadruple,J ." 

''The charge that the soviets 
cheated on SALT I is inac­
curate.' ' 

"General Singlaub 's state­
ment ( that out ol 27 sum mil 
agreements with the Soviet 
Union, they have broken or 
cheated on 26) Is nonsense.'' 

I recommend The Deferuie 
Monitor to Mr. Craig and to 
anyone interested in factual in· 
formation about U.S. and 
Soviet military power, par­
ticularly the lollowing issues: 

Vol. IX , no. 5. 1980 American 
Strength. Soviet Weakness. 

Vol. IX . no BA. 1981 Pen• 
tagon Rebuts Charges ol U.S. 
Military Weakness. l 1'his 
Issue was prepared in 
response to questions submit­
ted lo the Center for Defense 
Information by members ol 
Congress and others . l 

Single copy of any issue is 
.. a.vailable for $1.-.lrMh.ct:-Jllfr 

for Defense Information. 303 
iCl\pit,i,i • -G<1 JJ.ez~· ·-..v ... ~1 . · ,,.,oo 
"Mary , and Ave . S W , 
.Washington. D.C. 2~24 . 
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'Strength in U.S. 
has never led to war' 
To the Editor : 

Manyh of us who ha ve serv­
ed In the military know the 
value of a strong defense. 
Wu,·td Wars J and 11 could have 
been prevented or certainly 
shortened ii free world coun­
tries were as strong as "Nazi" 
Germ anv and " Remember 
Pearl Harbor." 

The communists never 
would have invaded Korea or 
South Vietnam if they didn't 
feel they could win . Strength in 
the United States has never led 
to war. Weakness in the United 
States has engulfed us in four 
ma jor conflicts in this century. 
L~t ·s make sure there aren 't 
five . 

H the President of The 
United States says "no" to the 
Washington . Conn.. type 
freeze resolution. I'll go along 
with him before going along 
with the President of the 
Soviet Union. The front i:age 
headlines in the Sunday May 
311th New York Times States: 
"72 PERCENT IN POLL 
BACK NUCLEAR HALT IF 
SOVIET UNION DOESN'T 
GAIN". 

If you vote "yes" on the 
Washington freeze resolution 
the Soviets do gain. If you vote 
''no." the Soviets do not gain 
and our country can pursue 
other freeze resolutions and 

· eventual reduction in nuclear 
arms. Vote with our govern­
ment and ~~-e · majority of 

Americans. Vote "NO" on 
Tuesday. June 8. 

Norman " Rip" Hannibal 
_____ ··--· Wasbing_ton 

'A 'no' vote is a 
V()te-for a safer world' 
To the Editor: 

The recent articles and let­
ters to the editors of Connec­
ticut papers regarding the 
Washington town freeze revote 
have been thought provoking. 

To approach an issue of in­
ternational importance based 
upon moral commitment 
without fact is equivalent to an 
airline captain leaving New 
York bound for London with no 
consideration giv en to 
weather, fuel or route. The 
pilot who expects to cross the 
ocean and land safely because 
II ls tbe morally correct thing 
and thus pays no attention to 
the preflight facts is a 
dangerous pilot. 

The same is true for people 
who go out and vote without 
learning the facts . Those who 
would vote ' •yes " for a 
Washington type freeze resolu­

. lion do three things. 
I. They vote against the 

President of the United States 
and against the United State 
Department or State and 
against our NATO allies. 

2. Their •·yes" vote is a vote 
In support of the communist 
military machine. 

3. They do not decrease the 
chances of a nuclear war, they 
Increase the chances. 

A "no" vote at the Tuesday, 
June 8, referendum at Town 
Hall ls a vote.for a safer world . 

Chuck Smith 
:· _ .. .. ,~bipl!,ton-Dellc: 

'Yes' vote is 'vote 
for Soviet government' 
To the Editor: 

As one o! the more visible 
proponents for a referendum 
on the .11UClt ... free"c i:;:iu~ h, 
Washington. I would like to 
,1ummarlze the issues. The 
following are easily verifiable 
facts. 

The President of the Ur.ited 
States and the United States 
Department of State do not 
back either the Washington, 
Ct. freeze resolution or the 
similar Kenned y-Hatfield 
resolution because of non pari­
ty with the Russians. Leonid 
Brezhnev and the Soviet 
military do back this type of 
freeze resolution, because it 
maintains their strategic ad­
vantage of better delivery 
capability. 

The current freeze cam­
paign was Initiated in Moscow 
throuiih the World Peace . 

Council and is being run by dif­
ferent anti-defense lobbies In 
the United States. 

The Soviets want this freeze 
because they know the .u .S.A. 
Is dangerously behind the 
U.S.S.R. In delivery systems, 
and our triad system ls 
V!Jlnerable. Our land-based 
missiles are vulnerable to first 
strike. our current bomber 
force potential victim to the 
Soviet anti-ballistic missile 
system and our submarines 
cannot launch their missiles 
before receiving orders 
through communication 
satellites . which are 
vulnerable to Soviet killer­
satellites. 

A "yes" vote at the June 8 
referendum Is a vote for the 
Soviet government. A govern­
ment that does not believe in 
God , considers religion " the 
opiate of the masses" and who 
wlll start a nuclear war If they 
think they can win it. 

A "no" vote ( no freeze! sup­
ports the United States. our 
NA TO allies and all free world 
countries. Only our strength 
and not our weakness will 
decrease the threat of nuclear 
war. 

Michel W. Craig 
Washington 

AGAIN ST Fi\EEZE 

Freete groups have 
'dreams of socialism' 
To the Editor: 

Prof. V. Bukrivskv . survivor 
or Soviet forced labor camps. 
writ ing 11, C~mr.i ,c:ary 
(May l, dates the Soviet origin 
of the pre,;ent worldwide anti­
nuclear c1mpaign from a 
Septembrr l980 meeting In 
Sofia, Bulgaria . hosted by the 
World Peace Council. 

He tells us that the current 
campaign was triggered when 
the Soviet hiera rchy concluded 
that the U.S. was determined 
to regain the ability to survive 
a first strike with sufficient' 
nuclear capability to cast into 
doubt the survival of the Soviet. 
leadership. 

Months of careful planning 
ensued. but ii was not careful 

· enough. As soon as the major 
demonstrations in Europe got 
up to speed. a number of "ac­
cidents" revealed the com­
munist hand. 

In Denmark, the Danes in­
dicted two organizers for ac­
cepting Soviet funds and ex­
pelled the Second Secretary of 
the Soviet Embassy. In Ger­
many, an environmentalist 
group known as the Greens. 
which had joined the 
demonstrations . sent 
representatives to an 
organizational meeting in 
Bonn on April 4. 1982. They 
were sufficiently incensed by 
the goon tactics used by the 
communists to control the 
meeting that they recounted 
their experience to the press 
and it received wide coverage 
in Europe, though next to none 
here. 

Edward Leigh. formerly 
correspondence secretary to 
Mrs. Thatcher. remarked. 
"There is absolute proof of 
Soviet funding of some 
elements of the European 
'peace' movement. " He and 
others have noticed that 
American journalists have 
surprisingly little interest In 
these connections. 

The campaign in the U.S. is 
the familiar mix of communist 
fronts ( The U.S. Peace Coun­
cil ; the National Lawyers 
Guild, Christian Peace Coun­
cil) and a host of organizations 
which seem to be persistent 
fellow travelers ( the 
American Friends Service 
Committee. Women's Interna, 
tlonal League for Peace and 
Freedom. Women Strike for 

' Peace, the Fellowship for­
Reconciliation l. · ' "· 1 

.. In hfiu behind such organlzh: 
··· lions is a very special breed ol 

humans that have such brigM 
dreams of world socialism and 
other stout delusions that 
reality cannot reach them. 
They exist only in free 
societies and they serve com­
munism enough to make their 
help essential. Lenin ,termed 
them "useful idiots" . They are 
the last among free men to 
learn the truth: And among the 
first to be shot after a com­
munist takeover. 

> 

Urges Washington 
to support President 
To the ~ditor : 

On June 29 the u .i; A. an 
dthe U.S.S.R. will w mmence 
strategic arms reduction 
talks. S1'''.l'!' . '!'l• rP" WPP~S 
prior to l~ l t dat e. the town oi 
Washington will have the op-­
portunity to support their 
President and country . A vote 
for nuclear disarmament at 
this time. would be a vote for 
Sov iet superiority. 

The Kremlin has been a 
strong supporter of the World 
Peace Council in Helsinki. It is 
believed that over SJOO million 
in Soviet funds have been i 
spent to promote the nuclear 
disarmament o[ the free 
world . 

The Kremlin would love for ; 
us to disarm here and in · 
Europe. They now have on 
their western front 300 SS20 
missiles as well as many SS4 
and SS5 missiles. The SS20 has 
a range of 3000 miles and 3 
nuclear warheads. We must 
then assume. that some 900 
cities in Europe are set for 
destruction if we do not keep · 
some balance of arms. 

I would recommend that 
anyone who wants to vote for 
nuclear disarmament read 
two· articles In the June 
Reader's Digest. 

1. Ban Whose Bomb? by 
William E. Griffith 

2. Master of Manipulation. 
by Frank Chapple 

Both articles are under the 
topic Perspective on the. Peace 
Movement. I am sorry that our 
news media tends to address 

. Itself to lhe ban movement and 
not pick up on articles such as 
the aforementioned., 

I do strongly support nuclear 
disarmament. but it must be 
done by those who know what · 
will keep a safe defense 

: against a Soviety-buildup. Our 
towns should not be voting on 
matters such as these. We are. 
for the most part, too ill­
Informed or Ill-advised to 
render an Intelligent vote on 
disarmament. 

James W. Heemstra 
Washington Depot 

At the local level, the nice 
young man across the s'treet. 
the daughter or a friend. and 
some of the local ministers 
I whose ministries seem to con­
sist mainly of participation in 
an endless succession or 

, political crusades). you 
discover. are active fighters 
for peace. Unsullied by any 
communist connections. they 
are involved for man y 
understandable reasons. Their 
concerns are sincere and s~ 
diverse as to have only two 
common denominators : They 
have a penchant for si mple 
solutions. And none real ize 

"that ·the tune they' re ct&ncing 
. lo J5 bein,g pJayed on .a 
~a.lut. 

R. R. Richardson 
~~w Pl"Ps.lnn 
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~ Urges 'no' vot'e in Washington's revote 
To the Editor: 

The freeze issue in Washington, Ct. has 
brought our town to the attention of many 
citizens throughout the state. The results of 
the June 8 revote referendum, which is the 
first in the nation, will cross state lines. 

Every vote on Tuesday is important. The 
freeze vote recently passed in Washington 
and several other Connecticut towns was 
voted on by small percentages of people op­
posed to nuclear war, who were largely 
uninformed with regard to the freeze facts. 

America's deterrence policy has main­
tained peac~ in Europe for the longest 
period since the fall of the Roman Empire. 
This policy would be undermined by the 
current freeze vote. 

I urge all to vote "no" and let the word go 
forth that Americans back the free world 
countries and not Soviet Russia. A strong 
America is a safe America. A weak 
America invites nuclear war. 

Harold Meyer, Jr. 
Washington 

......... , - ~• ' · , ~ J;_ ---~--

• ., •. _._ /# 4.~ .... ... .. ... ~ ~ • . . ·" 4,,·-,•:: '_· .ii , . .. ' '·-i ' , 

: Student claims politics, religion don't mix 
. . .. ,-~ 

' To the Editor: 
Last' Sunday five ministers in 

Washington abused their spiritual trust. In 
· seeking to mix politics and religion. they 

•. substituted moralistic gesturing for hard 
reasoning, failing to admit that persons of 
equal moral worth have valid reasons for 

1 opposing a nuclear freeze. I refer to their 
. jQint statement released to the press and 
' distributed in their churches. 
· · Moralistic gesturing has no place in our 

politics. Politics has no place in our chur­
ches, even in those of Rev . Neuhaus, 
Nargesian. Sundell, Kelso and Crews . 
. Mere opinion should not masquerade as ec­
clesiastic sanction. 

t 

People opposing the freeze have engaged 
in no similar self-righteousness jn claiming 
.a monopoly of morality for their position. 

They point out that what's at issue has 
nothing to do with whether or not the 
U .S.S.R. an.d America have enough 
nuclear·explosives to destroy the world. 

The crux of the matter. never mentioned ·· 
in the peace movement's propaganda, is ·· 
that we have half the explosive tonnage we 
had in 1960 and likely could not survive a , 
Soviet first strike with enough force intact 
to provide a rational reason for not sur­
rendering. The opponents of a freeze 
believe it would simply lock in Soviet 
superiority and that a freeze would help in­
sure. not peace. but an eventual nuclear 
war. · 

' Rod Richardson 
StMents for Peace 

&Security 
New Preston 

;:: ;,,.'', ,., ~: . .' ~'! .:_,.:r :~;J :J. ... ;' _;, :;·• -~ 



The Li t chfield county Times 

Neither Side Wins 

To the Editor : 

In the June 4 issue of yo ur newspaper, 
one or the articles and some of the leners 
to the editor credited the Russians with 
initiating the idea of freezing production 
of uudear weapons. This was news tc 
me, since I had thought it was our Euro­
pean allies who started the movem : nt 
and that it spread from there to h~re . 
Have we let the Russians beat us again? 
Sputnik, putting a woman in space, 
thinking up the idea o f a nuclear arms 
freeze-why are they always first? 

The article and the letters go on to tell 
us that the Soviets are running the freeze 
movement in the Unitetl States . I am a 
freeze proponent , but to date I have not 
received any communications from 
Moscow. Furthermore , I doubt that any 
of the other pro-freeze folks I associate 
with are Russian stooges either. 

However, I cannot help but wonder 

who is behind the anti-freeze movement 
in the United States . ·Could this be a 
Russian-inspired program ? It would be 
devilishly clever of the Soviets to urge 
America through such people to spend 
billions upon · billions on the strategic 
weapons that we don 't need and can ' t 
possibly use (since in using a few too 
many of them, we would destroy 
ourselves , too) . We are already 
overstocked; the Department of Defense 
assures us that we could destroy Russia 

' several times over. If we build more 
nuclear weapons, we will drain our na­
tional bank account to the point of mak­
ing ourselves desperately poor and 
weak. We will deprive the American 
people of money that is badly needed for 
education, for helping the jobless, the 
sick and handicapped , the poor, the 
tlderly, the environment. Is the anti­
freeze movement helping Russia? I 
wonder. 

The freeze resolutions that are being 
approved in community after communi­
ty of this country are asking that the 
Russians quit producing nuclear arms, 
too, and insist that the shut -down be 
verifiable . Can the anti-freeze people be 

· in opposition to that? 
Instead of speculating about the 

possibility that either the freeze pro­
ponents or those opposed to it are under 
the influence of Russia, let ' s all think 
seriously about nuclear war and its con­
sequences . There's no way either side 

"· would win. The results of such a war 
would be unspea kabl y horrible. So, let's 
quit wasting money getting ready for 

" one. · 

Question Anti-Freezers 

To the Editor: 

• After reading the front page ardcle 
(June 4, I 982) by Candace Port headed, 
"Opponents of Nuclear Freeze see 
Soviet Ties," I fee l that your readers 
should be made aware of the foJlowing : 

One of our freeze workers sent to 
Natalie Sirkin for material on which she 
bases her charges. He received a sheet 
labelled : "Antifreeze Command Post." 
The title in itse:f is revea ling. 

On this sheet the re;.der finds sugges­
tions on how to oppose the freeze . 

In light of Candace Port's article let 
me quote verbatim from the material. 

"Expose them as a left group (What 
about being hit wit h the charge of Mc­
Carthyism?) What do you have to lose? 
Get a re.w people thinking about it. And 
state your case strongly as if. you know 
what yo u arc ta lking about." 

This excecpt from the antifrcezers 
.• ·,,'.d.1r,ec1ives 1>3 )'i'•Hl':IL 

Fortun ately , I believe that your discer­
·..,,jng ,r.cad.eis fM'll .t10l !Jalt /lo Mrus!liue,df 

thinking, no matter how st rongly it is 

- ·/ 

June 11. 1982 .EQJi Fi<E EZE ~="-_______ _ 

For Peace 

To the Editor : 

Always l have hoped and prayed that 
someday we mi!!ht see our world at 
peace with no mo re Wil.T and nc mo re 
killing... hoped that mankind mi ght 
mature enough to care about e:,.ch other 
and their children . But whenever I've 
worked in any peace movement there 
have been those who claimed the Rus­
sians were behind it all. Can't we 
Americans ever be given any credit for 
wanting peace and a good world for our 
own? lsn 't it possible that there are 
millions of caring Americans who really 
want peace and not war ... who really are 
frightened by the possibility of a nuclear 
war? ·1 do not need a Russian to tell me 
that it 's a matter of lif~ or death . If 
Russia has 7,000 nuclear war-heads and 
bombs and we have 9,000 it will not 
make any difference in a .nuclear ex­
change because neither country will have 
a chance. The ONLY answer is that the 
whole idea,is .complete insanity and both 
countries ,,must '' 4gree to ending the 
nuclear weapons' build-up! 

Why are some.people frightened by an 
Arms Freeze? I can understand their 

concern for .this country.. . but when 
both countries sit like small children 
ready to throw deadly "blocks" a t each 

-other, it is time for an adult to step in 
and say " STOP .. . put down your 
blocks! " Violence and killing are evils 
and only mature love and understanding 
can prevent them . SOMEONE HAS TO 
BEGIN! Ask yourselves. "Wou ld Christ 
have · condoned a nuclear build-up, or 
would he have been one of the peace­
makers?'' 

Perhaps someday soon the ,var­
makers and the makers . of killing 
weapons, and those responsible for 
training soldiers to kill other human be­
ings will be called on to pay in some way 
for their part in the genocide they call 
war. and 'for their lack of concern for 
the commandment which comes first in 
most religious of the world .. . THOU 
SHALT NOT KILL! 

,# .. _ ___ _ 

Dallas Cline 
East Canaan 

Halt 'Double Suicide' 

To the Editor: 

The superpowers today are like a cou­
ple locked in long , acrimonious divorce 
proceedings , oblivious to all else e.xcept 
gettmg even and / or destroying the 
other, even if their children are the vic­
tims . 

Thi , state was described by General 
MacArthur as the "double suicide'' 
bind, when he said that " nuclear 
weapons have destroyed the possibility 
~f war 's being a medium for ,he prac­
tical settlement of international dif­
ferences .. . it contains only the seeds of 
double suicide." 

l believe a verifiable halt to the pro­
duction of nuclear weapons by the 
United S_tates and the U.S.S.R,. will pro­
vide an mtervention , a breath ing space 
before the next round of dead lier , more 
destabilizing weapons pushes U.S. still 
furthe r down the road to the war that 
nobody can win. or even su1vive. 

I intend t.o vote "yes" on the nuclear 
freeze proposal at my town meeting 
June 14. It's a vote for life . 

Jill Smith 
.Woodb.un · •,r.,-, _____ __ .....:.:, 

Enou~h is Enough 

To the Editor : 

Recent letters to editors o r local 
newspaper, opposin~ the gni wing , up­
pon for a nuclear arms ln~eD,! 'ie"ern to 
echo a common then\ .. , i.,.: :l:,H ;a: ··:- ..., ~ 
who support su~h a iu:ezt.' r1rt.' unin form­
ed, have nil busi ness presJmin g Ill in ­
stru ct our Government on defense 
policy. and / o r are dure, Il l' a wor ld ­
wide Communist propaga nda campa ign . 

As a member or the Woodb ury 
Nuclear Arms Freeze Committee . \\hich 
has conducted _ a community education 
program on the issue , I resent such 
characterizations and believe the y <lo a 
disservice to the process or dialogue · 
which should be taki ng pla~e in o ur 
democracy regarding this vital issue. We 
need not be defense specialists to realize 
that both the United States and the · 
U.S.S . R. have s ufficient nuclear 
arsenals to dest roy each other several 
times over, so that no one would be left 
to push the button 10 deliver any addi­
tional weapons we might now add to our 
stockpiles. We have every right , and du­
ty, as citizens of a democracy to tell our 
elected officials in Washington that at a 
time of 9.5 percent unemployment, 
when we can't afford to provi de 
assistance to the needy in our society, we 
want them 10 stop pouring billions of 
dollars into these superfluous, 
devastating weapons. 

Yet , the present Administration 
responds to this growing outcry that 
"Enough is enough" by cla iming that to 
stop now would freeze us into a· position 
of inferiority because the Russians have a 
greater nuclear capability than we . This 
is the kind of "fact " that freeze op­
ponents feel supporters are ignorant 
of-yet, it is not supponed by statistics 

. from the Department of Defense, which 
show each side as having certain advan-
tages in individual weapons systems, but 
portray an overall balance in our respec- , 
tive deterrent capabilities. In fact. many 
Defense Department and arms control 
officials maintain that virtual parity now 
exists between the United Stales aud 
U .S.S. R. Now is the time for a mutual 
freeze on all nuclear weapons and this is 
the message we should be sending to our 
leaders, before it is too late. 

Contrary to the accusations oi freeze 
detractors, I bel.ieve the facts of the issue 
can be ascertained by ordinary ci tizen s 
and that such facts support our instinc­
tive abhorrence of the growing possib!li­

· ty of a nuclear holocaust. We in New 
England have a unique opportunity to 
send . our message th?.! "Enough is 
enough " to our nation 's leaders through 
the forum of our towa meet ings. I urge 
all Woodbury voters to exercise this 
right by attending the June 14 town 
meeting to support the re, olution calling 
for an. immediate, bilateral, verifiable 
U.S.-U.S .S.R. freeze on the develop­
ment , testing and deployment of all 
nuclea r weapons . 

Margaret A . O'Dea 
Woodbury 

A Vote for Herself 

To the Editor : 

Pro-nuclear freeze or anti-~uclear 
freeze apart, I am becoming extremelv 
tired of Ms. Sirkin and Mr. Craig 1el:ing 
me what 10 do a nd inip:ying that l am 
uninformed if I do 11ot sote the way they 
want me to . As it hap pens, I will not be 
voting for Russia . l will be voting for 
myself and the people I love . Further­
more, I am entitled to do so. l wiU .n,,. 
ev.en sa1·,1hey •then ·-beha ,wr "'"'' -'b ·l!f 
McCarthyism. for !hat would he sinking 
~O~·-GOM.I!!. 
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Congratulates town I 
for f reez.e rejection ' 

To the Editor: 
I am ·,•rt mg o congratulate , 

the people in Wash ington, Con• 
. necticut for their wise and in• 

telligent decision to reject the ·· 

nuclear arms freeze resolu• 
" tion. 

Nuclear disarmament is 
something we all want. 
However. pople who think that 
passing nuclear arms freeze 
resolutions in town meetings 
will bring this about are naive. · 

What the people in 
Washington seem to realize is 
that a nuclear arms freezt 

·would only put this country at 
a disadvantage . From a 

. negotiating standppint thfs 
. becomes even more apparent. 
The arms freeze resolution 
many towris have endorsed 
sends the· wrong message to 
the Soviets and other nuclear 
powers. We are tying · the 

r' hands of our President to con- -
duct foreign policy. 

Negotiations for reductions 
in nuclear weapons are need· 
ed. But for the negotiations to , 
be effective we must be in a 
position. of strength . Other 

· ,nuclear powers · must know 
that though we are willing to 

· i:educe our arsenals. if they re­
'ject our efforts we have the . 
determination to match them . . ·· 

· · Unfortunately there. are no 
:petition drives in . Moscow. 
Peking, India , Pakistan, 
Libya, Iraq or in many other 

··countries with nuclear . 
· capabilities. Unless all coun-
. tries agree to reduce and 

hopefully eliminate their 
. nuclear · arsenals. efforts in , 
~ · this country for,nuclear reduc- -: 
. '- lions, would only end up being j 

an act in futility . · i 
I hope that other com~ i 

'·!!..,;_ __ _ 

I. 
' murlities will make the same 

positive decision as the people 
In Washington. Connecticut 
regarding nuclear arms freeze 
resolutions. The United States 

. motto should be "Peace 
through strenght.' ' This is the 
best way to guarantee 
everyone 's future existence . 

. John Morris 
· ·· .Morris 

.. ; .. . ""C, ,,::. ·_::·;;:., ' .... / ..... ,~!.l ... . ,., . . ·- _.,!IL 
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Movement started by 
neighbors, not 'Reds' 
To the Editor: 

-:- \. ~ ::·:.:lc"r arms race that 
prevails among nations. with 
tbe Soviet Union and the 
U.S.A. markedly most mvolv• 
ed, reveals the extent to wh ich 
barbar ism is las hio nab le 
among governments and large 
segments ol populations. 

Enslaved by the concept ol 
military strength as a means 
to " peace," " innocent. " 
"foolish. " " ignorant. " " 
" unlformed," " frenzied. " 
"stupid." "disloyal. " 

Such jabber rises from 
minds that fizzle with a sense 
of superiority. authOrity and 
Intellectual ascendance. This 
arrogance. however will not 
serve to subdue the ever in­
creas ing thous a nds of 
thoughtful humans who are 
rising to contest the primitive 
policies of governments run by 
men who cannot be trusted to 
establish a tree civilization. 

The industrial-military• 
. political framework. based 

upon greed monopoly, ex• 
cessive production , con• 
nivance and manipulation of 

· thought through cunning pro-
paganda, is a framework now 
subject to question and in­
vestigation by a population 
driven to resentment. 

People are tired of being lied 
to, of being Ignored, of putting 

. · up with the burden of pro• 
tracted economic disaster. It 
is evident that the system 
under which they strive lo live 
is dominated by powerful and 
moneyed cliques of successful 
predators. 

Hence, now on the rise is 
much rebellion ; rebellion 
domestically inspired that has 
nothing lo do with the Rus­
sians. This despite the often· 
beard contention that all 
rebellion is inspired by the 
Reds. The fanaticism of 
crediting a great deal of evil to 
the Communists is com· 
parable. to wbal the medieval 
populations credited to the 
Devil. 

Fortunatly , sanely • 
throughout much of the · 
western world, there is a pro· 
tective movement rising 
among common people . 
Millions of them are not 
strangers. not aliens, not 
Reds. Look around you. They · 

1 are your neighbors. 
, . Charles Czap 
; , • • Sherman 
'1. • . .i,' , . .., •· ·· 

· Woman relates timely 
' ·town meeting story 
' To the Editor: 

Despite the narrow marein 
of cteieat ID 1he June 8 
Washington re-vote on the 
Mclear freeze , I want to re­
n, ind Michel Craig and his con· . 
servative coali tion that very 
nearly_ half of the voters op• 
pose hes pronuke views. 

The unprecedented grass· 
roots res~onse that is growing 
m the nation for an immediate 
and unconditional. bi-lateral 
nuclear freeze is no belier ex­
pressed that the testimony of• 
lered by an old man in Ver• 

monl at a town meeting 
similar to Washington's own : 

"This nuclear arms race 
reminds me of a story about 
Calvin Coolidge." he said . ·•He 
came home from church one 
Sunday and his wife asked him 
what the minister had preach· 
ed about. 'Sin.' he said. His 
wife then asked him what the i 
minister said about sin. 

'Well .' said Calvin. 'he's .: 
agin it.' The old man con· · 
tinued: "With these nuclear · 
weapons we got. we 're prepar­
ing to kill thirty or forty · 
million people. The way I 
figure It, that's a sin. and I'm 
agin II. " 

No more nukes. Mr. Craig. 
No more nukes. Mr . Reagan.·. 
Me and a few million others.' 1 
and God-we're agin ii. · 

Susan Gould Tidyman 
. Washington , 

.. ~. . . ' ...... .,._. · - -·· J 

. Washington f rm.e 
supporters face choice 
To the Editor : . 

We who supported the 
nuclear freeze in Washington 
now have a choice : do we call 
for a re-vote hoping to con­
vince those that didn 't vote 

that we are not com~un.isl 
dupes _voting for Breshnev. but 
only c1t1zens asking for a stop 
lo nuclear escalation on both 
sides : or shall we sav- enough 
and hope that people will 
educate themselves to the 
dangers of a nuclear buildup? 

One nuclear warhead is • 
e~ual _ to one thou sand 
H1rosh1ma bombs. How many 
do we need ? Radioactive 
waste is already leaking into 
Lak e Erie from barrels 
designed to last so vears 

Our economy · is iacing 
eco_nom ic ru in with large 
del1clts causing high interest 
r~tes as we continue to spend 
b1lhons on the military. 1 
would think the Russian 

·· , .. . ,t J.eadets .Wfl.lJld. ,pIL'! ei;.,tba.!..en~ 

. ) 

Resident terms verbal 
attacks 'mud-slinging' · 
To the Editor : 

One of · the virtues of the 
Ameri-:an pol i'.ic.:l sy:'. 0

:--. is 
that it perm its opposing v 1ews 
to compete for public support. 
That virtue is subverted when 
cit izens att~ck the motives and 
allegiances of persons with 
whom they disagree. 

A case in point is the current 
debate over a recommended 
bilateral freeze on the creation 
and deployment of any addi· 
tional nuclear weapons over 
and above those already on 
hand. Recently anti-freezers 
have attacked pro-freezers 
"for not supporting our Presi· 
dent. " ' 

It has even been suggested 
that those who want such a 
freeze are " fellow travelers" 
or "supporters of Brezhnev" 
or that their views have been 
unduly influenced by alien 
arganizations. This is mud• 
slinging, not rational debate . 

I thank God that in America 
it is- not · required that we 
always agree with our Presi· 
dent or with our Secretary of 
State or with our Secretary of 
Defense . Man y New 
Englanders are unimpressed 
by statistics which speak ol 
"Soviet numerical advantage" 
in weaponry when most people 
know that the destructive 
power of even one nuclear 
bomb is one thousand times 
that of the one which fell on 
Hiroshima. 

. The way lo begin a long­
range bilateral effort to pre· 
vent mutual destruction is for 
both sides to stop adding to the 

. existing stockpile. All that a 
New England town can do is 
send a message to our leaders 
urging them to seek bilateral 
agreement to that effect. If 
this step can be taken, other 
steps may follow . 

- Covington Hardee 
... . Washington 

to a nuclea~ freeze. 
Diane Hardel 

Yf'.ashington 

Resident asks, 
'where is democracy? ' 
To the editor: 

A question ol • a1 athy has 
r'isen in our countrv. The lock 
of support for one issue or 
another. The lack of con· 
lidence in a political leader. 

What ever happened to the 
voting population? If the 
voting population was ever in 
att end ance at ll'l'on dav·s 
night's New Milford board of 
selectmen meeting. I know 
where the apath y comes from . 

When a town's population 
overwhelmingly ·approves a 
proposal for a bilatera l 
nuclear freeze 126 in favor and 
7 opposed. and the selectmen 
blatenlly ignore all manner of 
the ·proposal. where is the· 
democracy? When the oppos­
ing side of the issue. the losing 
side. mind you. leaves the 
meeting with smiles on their 
faces , w here i s the 
democracy? 

What is wrong with the New 
Milford town charter when the 
wishes of the majority are 
wiped aside? The elec\cd of­
· licials in this community ob­
viously reject the democratic 
process. 

···-·- .-·--· · . ., 
Whether you're for a nuclear I 

freeze or opposed. whether l 
you're for woman's rights or 
opposed. whether you're for 
tax reform or opposed. you 
have every righ t to expect that 
your elected officials will 
represent you . This is not the 
case in this town. 

As Mr. Dolan so wisely put 
· It. shouldn't we trust our 
elected oflicials to do the right 
thing? Well Mr . Dolan. the 
town trusted you. did you heed 
the wishes of the communitv? 
Delinitely not! · 

As the nuclear freeze issue 
steam rolls across the country, 
I hope our public electerj of­
ficials will notice the CBS poll 
which found that 72 percent ol 

. the population is in support of 
.. the freeze. One can oniy hope 
· so._Something needs to be done 

to show this community that 
we are united in st.pport of the 

• original freeze pr1Jposal. 
Write your letters to the 

selectmen: sign petitions. but 
show the ~electmen that 
apathy is nr,t alive and well 
and living in this communitv. 
Show the selectmen that ttie 
democratic process did not die 
last night in New Milford. 

1
1·. · 

" Jeffrey Kilberg 
New Milford .. , 
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(Note- the on l y pro fr ee ze l etters in tnis is sue were a "complete and 
correct ec: ,. version of C,'larl es Czap' s June 18 l etter and one condemi ng 
t he s el ectm en for tneir fre eze re j ect ion. 

'Strong Amel'ica will decrease threat' 
To the Editor : 

The recent area ·•freeze" dialogue and 
decisions hAvf:' onintPri n1 1t ttnt thP:-r ar(" 
three options open lo those who want to 
decrease the threa ts or nuclear war. The 
:~ew England towns that voted for the 
··freeze" were voting fo r the Kennedy• 
Hatfield resol ution with no ootion to vote 
for either the Warn~r-Jackson "freeze•· 
resolution or our president 's START pro• 
posal !Strategic Arms Reduction Talks >. 

I would suggest that all three options be 
placed on auy future town resolution . If not 
the results could be numerous revote 
re ferendum s such as the one in 
Washington, Conn . and in several other 
towns where the question will soon be 
brought back to the voters. 

In last week's letters to the editor in The 
New Milford times I was accused of relerr• 
Ing to Washington residents as "fellow 
travelers" or "Communist dupes." In the 
Danbury News Times of June 3 I stated "I 
don't think you have a Communist in the 
town of Washington." I was quoted in the 
June 4 Litchfield County Times. "I'm not 
accusing anyone in Washington, who sup• 
ports the freeze , ol being a Communist. I 
doubt there is one Communist In 
Washington." 

There is a great deal ol material to sup• 
port the !act that at higher levels the cur-

rent "freeze" movement ls barked by 
Communists through The World · Peace 
C'iu ~.c ;I R::j " ' ' , .,ters ol Manipulation" 
in the ,J une 1. IS82 Readers Digest. In Bar• 
rons May 17. 1982 on page 11 it slates "the 
lnsU·1te For Policy Studies, to Communist 
fronts. including the World Peace Council. 
org&nizing for the peace campaign has 
been underway for months ." In the book 
"The Soviet Peace Offensive" the Prest• 
dent of the United States refers to the 
above mentioned efforts as "Bought and 
paid for by the Soviet Union." Vermont 
Royster writes in the June 16 Wall Street 
Journal "There are those I know. who 
think il 'better red than dead ' and would 
willingly leave themselves defenseless 
before the Soviet Union. For them there ls 
nothing worth dying for, not for country, 
not tor liberty or freedom . not even !or the 
preservation of civilization ... " 

I believe a strong America will decrease 
the nuclear threat. If we back our presi• 
dent instead of the Preslde.nt of the Soviet 
Union we'll be backing the finest country 
this plant earth has ever seen. 

Michel W. Craig 
Washington 

P .S. Of all the area newspapers to cover 
the freeze Issue I wish to compliment the 
New Milford Times and especially reporter 
Joe Foster for objective coverage. 

Selectmen did represent the town 
To the Editor: 

Recently the Selectmen ol New Milford 
voted against the proposed freeze resolu• 
tlon, .following a public hearing in which 
the public was given an opportunity to vote 
and did so by 126 to 7 in favor of the resolu­
tion. The Selectmen have been attacked as 
unresponsive to the will of the people. 

But the question is. was the public bear­
Ing representative ol the people ol the 

:. town , or just of the people who want the 
.freeze? 

The !act is that people who do not want 
the freeze , stay home. The~ do not believe 
It ls the business of the local town meeting 
to take up this national question. Or they 
don't see that the vote of one town is signl!i• 
cant In the national picture. Or they believe 
that the Reagan Administration shares the 
objectives ol the people and is doing a good 
and conscientious job In representing 
them. Or !or some other reason they are 
not motivated to attend the town meeting 
to vote against the freeze. 

On the other hand. the people who want 
the freeze are highly motivated to attend. 
They may believe that the freeze would br· 
lng guaranteed peace. Or they may have 

other reasons for wanting the freeze, some 
of which may be wholly unrelated. For the 
issue has become a political issue, and ln 
some towns there is a lining up for the 
freeze by the Democrats. led by 
Democratic selectmen or the Democratic 
Town Committee. 

Since the freeze town meeting does not 
represent the views of the people of the 
town. In Sherman what the Ad Hoc Com• 
mittee for Peace Through Security did was 
to gather signatures on a letter to Pres!• 
dent Reagan saying that the Sherman 
Town Meeting vote of 142-98 in favor of the 
freeze does not represent the views ol the 
people of the Town, and the Ad Hoc Com• 
mittee collected on the letter 426 
signatures, which was three times the 
number who had voted for the freeze at the 
Town Meeting. (The letter was malled to 
the President with the 31 pages ol 
signatures on June 4, and a copy was sent 
to our Congressional representatives.) 

In my view. therefore, one cannot say 
that the Selectmen of New Milford do not 
represent the people of the Town. 

Herbert Loebel 
Sherman 

• Inventory of opinions needed 
1 To the Editor: · tories by computer, and clients can place 

In our piuralistic society. although divi• their orders. can we perhaps develop a 
sion in opinion is inevitable. means for fin· system· that will also enhance the elec-
ding a consensus do at times seem ques- torate's communications with our leaders? 
tionable. And decision in government A computer center might be created Into 
necessarily moves with the masses ii sen• which citizens with a pass could enter their 
s!tive to a movement. votes. An inventory of opinions to which the 

The nuclear freeze movement often Selectmen could refer . Voting more often 
refers to its massive majority. Statistics might encourage us to talk openly and 
are often suspect. The New York Times of regularly . 
June 13 shows how questionable it is to That I hold the nuclear freeze movement 
quote the figure of 72 percent. Other untimely because it Ignores our NATO 
percentages include 87. 30. 26 and 18. The obligations may be ol interest lo a Select-
numbers are " iffy ." man or more properly to Mr. Toby Mollett 

Crowds in the streets are out of touch--as or to my immediate friends. That it may 
A~t Buchwald neatly showed recently•· place other potential friendships in jeopar• 
with the very people they might be ;,er- dy is currently causer! by the system by 
suading to listen to them . Protests chiefly which we seem to expect government lo 
polarize. act : spasmodic talks in town meetings, 

Democracy requires that we move slow- protest marching and countermarching, 
ly . even information given to the press. All the 

In i969, again in !977, I suggested the ad• time, not just at referenda. we shoulrt t,, 
'·visabllit{of us,ngour electron!c mtans'for :' ':liil:m g·,wn-tt ,im .. oHr~tais>ar,a--.e>.el.~t,\;"<li· 

increasmg the input and output to and fro ficers and ONE ANOTHF:R. 
rbe.t~N)ple&1d-cllN..let1erl,.-r!iirau, :11 . \ .· ·,.. ·.m ,y..;;ad'&,r,o,,! 
·stares can atlv1se shoppeTs of their mven· Washl11gton 
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To involve ·more voters 

1 

I 

· Arms freeze referendum sought 
! 

: WASHINGTON, Conn. - Several resi­
t dents are considering circulating a·petition 

.r to bring the recently passed nuclear arms 
I freeze resolution to a referendum vote in 

I
,, June, Michel Craig said Wednesday. 
· The purpose of the drive would not be to 
rescind the rernlution, which passed by a 

( ratio of nearly 2-1 at the April 13 town 
~ meeting, but to give more people the oppor­

tunity to vote on it. After the town meeting, 
· the selectmen sent ·a letter on behalf of the 

'. . town to President Reagan and to Connecti­
cut's two senators and six representatives 

· in Washington, D.C. 
~ The resolution, which called upon the 

United States, the Soviet Union a11d all 
'[,. other nations to freeze the nuclear arms 

race, passed by a vote of 154-81. Craig 
l pointed out only 7 percent of the town's 

2,245 registered voters supported the reso-
~ lution. . 
I "Does· that represent Washington? I don't · 

think 7 percent r~presents anything," he ' 

: F or~e to get 

said. 
But he conceded that a machine vote 

could result in the freeze resolution passing 
by an even larger margin. 

Craig, an airline pilot, has been out of 
town frequently during the past week and 
has not had time to organize the group of 
four or five people he said would be neces­
sary to circulate petitions. He will decide in 
about a week whether to proceed with the 
petition drive. 

He mentioned that Michael Caroe, who 
spoke against the resolution at the April 13 
meeting, might be one of the petitioners. -
Caroe could not be reached for comment 

Wednesday. 1 

Craig must collect at least 20 signatures 
by May 14 to get the resolution on the agen­
da of the May 28 annual town meeting, said 
F'irst Selectman John A. Marsh. He must 
then collect at least 200 signatures before 
· the town meeting to have the issue a<l-
journed to a referendum. , 
. Although there would be no vote at t_he ·, 
town meeting, "I plan to make a very defm- ~ 
itive statement about what I think," Craig ; 
said. He declined to elaborate Wednesday, • 
but in a letter to an area newspaper he ,­
wrote in part: ' 

"If the 'grass roots' support for a nucie~r 
arms freeze for the United Stntes results m '. 
the Soviets reducing the number of missiles ' 
aimed at us and agreeing to on-site inspec­
tion, God bless all of those who voted for • 
the freeze. 

~ "If the Soviets reject this gest~re, our · 
,· President has been placed at a disadvan­

tage. Our country and ourselves hav~ been 
. placed in gr~ater danger of that wp1ch we 

.- all fear." ·t -
Craig said he wouirl have addressed the 

. neJV detective __ ~ - 1 
· · issue at the town meeting, but he was )n . 

r: Bombay. ,; 

-id, 

. --
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-WASHr GTON GROUP 
WA TS TO RESCIND 
A 1,1S FREEZE VOTE 

SEEKING A REFERENDUM 

Residents' Move to Negate 
Town Meeting Decision 
May Be First in Nation 

By CANDACE PORT 

WASH INGTON- Residents hen 
have begun what is probably the first 
petition dri,,e in the nation 10 rescind a 
town meeting vote approving a resolu­
tion for an immediate bilateral nucler.u­
arms freez_c , 

Michel Craig. an airline pilot living in 
Washington. said rh ;s week he and six 
other residents have begun gathering the 
200 signatures required for a referendum 

! .. revote" on tht nuclear freeze resolu­
tion, which was approved by a 

' Washington town meeting three weeks 
ago, 

Mr. Craig said his grou p had hoped to 
bring the question before a May 28 town 
meeting , and then to a town-wide 

; machine vote, But group members 
-discovered their petitions' wording was 
not legally correct , and according to Mr_ 

, Craig, "v.ill probably" begin a new peti­
. tion drive shortlf for a later town 
, meeting. 

FRIDAY, MAY 7, 1982 
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Vote Riflects Minority 

"I've talked to a lot of- oeople who 
; ·weren ' t happy with the fact that only 7 

percent of the town's register..:d -voters 
• ' carried that freeze resolution," he said, 

' ' And besides, the issue is a Congres­
sional matter-it has no place in a town 
meeting, But the opposition has . gone 
ahead and done it. and we can't pretend 
it hasn't happened. Let's find out what 
the silent majority-instead of the vocal 
minority-is thinking,'' 

Pro-freeze organjzers at the state and 
national levels were taken aback con­
siderably by news of the Washington re­
vote drive , They acknowledge that op­
position in some towns has been strong, 
but say they have heard of no other 
movement for a freeze recall, 

"It ' s the first I' ve heard of," said Bet­
sy Taylor, director of the Nuclear Infor­
mation and Resource Service in 
Washington, D,C "There have been 

·some counter demonstratiom under the 
banner of the Committee Against the 
Present Danger-a very conservative 
right-wing group-but I've heard of no 
other counter referendum or re-vote, " 

Re-Vote Called 'Sour Grapes'. 
Marta Daniels, a statewide coor­

dinator of the Connecticut Campaign 
for a U.S,-U.S .S,R, Nuclear Arms 
Freeze, which now · involves groups 
statewide, said Washington, to her 
knowledge, is the first town to see a re-­
vote drive, 

.. We've heard vocal, organized op­
' position to some town meeting votc:s, 

but when the debate is over and people 
vote their minds , then it's ov('r," Ms. 

I . Daniels said, "It sounds like sour graoes 
to me," 

Washington passed its freeze resolu­
tion by a resounding 154-8 1 votes, the 

I . 
.1 

first of four towns in Litchfield County, 
a.~d the fourth in the state to formally 

, back a resolution sponsored by Sena:ors 
i Ted Kennedy. Democrat of 
Ltt~c~u~::._ and Mark Hatfield, -~ 

Np..Xr' flrt,e 

... 



IE LITCHFIELD COUNTY TIMES 

J 

Continued from Page One 
Republican of Oregon, which calls for 
an immediate halt to the nuclear arms 
race. The Washington freeze proposal-a 
simple resolution by Democratic Select­
man Jane Knowlton-came in sharp 
contrast to freeze votes in more than 200 
United States towns, where months of 
public education and debate often 
polarized pro- and anti-freeze groups. 

,.Given more time, and more discussion, 
~ Mr. Craig · and other anti-freeze 

organizers say, the resolution would 
have met far greater resistance in this 
overwhelmingly Republican town of 
3;657. 

. ::: According to Mr. Craig, it is "too ear-
ly to tell" whether his group's move to 

: rescind the freeze resolution would pass 
, or fail in a townwide vote. But he and 
:· other freeze opponents say the drive is 

symptomatic of a mounting backlash 
. ggainst the freeze-a backlash that has 
l iparked bitter skirmishes in Salisbury I 
New Milford and especially Sherman: 
Although only the Torrington City Con- . 
cil has in effect rejected the proposal by 
refusing to take a stand on it, freeze op­
ponents predict there are more defects to 
come. 

Local proponents of the nuclear 
freeze meanwhile say they are not sur­
prised by the drive for a Washington re­
vote. They say they are optimistic the re­
vote will reaffirm-and perhaps 
strengthen--support for the freeze 
resolution. 

"As far as the pro-freeze vote goes, I 
feel we have nothing to fear," said the 
Reverend Thomas Kelso, who helped 
spearhead Washington's freeze drive. 
"Nationally, Americans favor a nuclear 
freeze, four-to-one. So the more people 
we get out-and a referendum will bring 
out more- the larger the · vote for the 
freeze will be." 

"I think there's one very important 
thing to remember,' ' said freeze 
organizer Peter Waasdorp, of Warren. 
"That (first) freeze resolution was spur­
of-the-moment. We were shocked when 
Jane Knowlton presented it-we had 
hoped to have much more time for 
education. Now, we welcome the 
referendum, because it will give us more 
time. I think the anti-freeze people will 
be shocked at just how great the pro­
freeze vote will be." 

But as the pro-freeze movement 
gathers strength, so does the backlash 
against it. And as many observers 
predict , the two are headed for major 
showdowns in several Connecticut 
towns. 

The confrontation v.ill perhaps be the 
bitterest in Sherman. Led by Natalie and 
Gerald Sirkin, who have orgmized the 
Ad Hoc Committee for Peace through 

· Strength, opponents of the freeze have 
: launched a three-pronged attack against 
;the pro-freeze movement . the Sirlcns 
discribe as "hysterical. " 

The anti-freeze group in Sherman first 
tried to block the freeze proposal by 

· challenging the legality of a town 
meeting vote on the ;ssue. They also 
began mailings anci petition drives to 
press home the dominant anti-freeze 
messages: that the United States should 
not consider an arms race halt because 
the Soviet Union's nuclear arms strength 
exceeds that of the United States; that a 
freeze would be impossible to enforce; 
that it would cost the United States the 
trust of its allies; and that the Soviet 
Union, whose goal, they say, is world­
domination, cannot be trusted to hold 
up its end of the bargain. 

The third line of attack, however, was 
· a new one to nuclear freeze clashes in 
this area. The Sirkins claim that the 
freeze drive is not the locally-based 
movement it bills itself as, but a skillful­
ly organized power play by the far left. 

"The freeze movement is not the 
grassroots thing they make it out to be,'' 
said Mr. Sir kin. "It is being ~areful!y or- . 
chestrated by a highly organized, Soviet­
backed organization. The people may be 
naive about the Soviet backing of the 
movement, but it's there." 

Like many other opponents of an im­
mediate freeze, the Sirkins favor a 
resolution proposed by Senator Henry 
Jackson, Democrat of Washington and 
Senator John Warner, Republican of 
Virginia, and backed by President 
Reagan, calling for a freeze only after 
the United States and the Soviet Union 
have reached a "parity" in nuclear 
strength. 

"The freeze opposition is not a rally­
ing behind the President," Mrs. Sir kin 
said. "It is something more impor­

·tant-something to save this country 
from becoming a vassal of the Soviet 
Union, which could be the cesult of the 
politics of freezing nuclear arms." 

Informed of the Sirkins' charges, Ms. 
Daniels said accusations concerning her 
group's leftist involvement are "not 
worthy of response." 

"None of those (town meeting) votes 
could have occurred without the work of 
local people. We have nC't organized one 
town meeting vote," she said. "Accusa­
tions like that are not even velvet-gloved ' -

NINE 1 

McCarthyism. They're gloves-off Mc­
Carthyism-the ultimate refuge of those 
who can't speak with clarity and truth 
on an issue. Instead, they malign their 
opponents." 

But while few of the freeze advocates 
expect opposition as heated as that in 
Sherman, they are nevenheless an­
ticipating the backlash will continue to 
grow-especially as the likelihood of a 
full-fledged U.S.-U.S.S.R. arms summit 
meeting this fall increases. 

"People may start to' feel more 
satisfied with Reagan's stand on arms, 
and that definitely will cut into the force 
of the freeze movement," said Ms . • 
Taylor of the Nuclear Information and 

· Resource Service in Washington. 
The freeze movement may also suffer 

from its own "too much-too fast" suc­
.:ess, Ms. Taylor and other observers 
say. Though Ms. Daniels predicts op­
l)Osition to the arms race will maintain 
its momentum and, with the economy, 
become the top issue in the November 
elections, Ms. Taylor says freeze ad­
vocates may find it difficult to imple­
ment the policy they have been so suc­
:essful in spreading. 

"Right now the leaders of the freeze 
movement are finding themselves wrestl­
ing with some tough questions," Ms. 
Taylor said. "One is, how do we define 
victory? There are some very different 
attitudes in the camp over whether the 
freeze proposal is an arms-negotiations 
proposal, or whether it should stop at 
l)eing !In educational tool. They're also 
asking how they can maintain the 
political strength to force the impll:men­
tation of the freeze and, later, a control 
policy .... We just didn't anticipate the 
extent of the activism, or that we would 
be so successful so soon." 

For freeze opponents, however, the J 
~uestion is more simple; they say the 
freeze will die as soon as p !Opie realize it 
just won't work. 

"I personally think they (freeze pro­
ponents) are suffering from the ostrich 
syndrome," said Mr. Craig. "They 
mean well, their goal is correct, but their 
methods are wrong . To put their heads 
in the sand, to believe the Rlls~ians \ltill 
go along with something that won't lead 

. to total Soviet domination of the 
world-that's naive." 

"Their side has only superficial and 
emotional appeal," said Mr. Sir kin . "If 
enough towns like Sherman get the in-· 
telligent criticism out to the public, this 
stampede-and it is a [tampede-will 
stop, and the nuclear freeze movement 
will end. 



..,.,. . 
~ ,·, --r ·- 'l'f-- . ~v ... ' . . _,...,.: ... 

. - .... _ ......... ·- ... \ ---· _ .,. . ..,.. 

(. . 

lilford Times 
Thursday, May 13, 1982 

~, Craig spearheads drive 
' l,· 
:~\' 

• s t see s nu 
BY JOE FOSTER 

WASHINGTON--The recently passed 
nuclear arms freeze resolution will more 
than likely come to a referendum vote at 
the annual town meeting May 28 at 8 p.m. 
in Bryan Memorial Hall . 

Michael Craig, Ferry Bridge Road. has 
spearheaded a drive for the referendum. 
He now has well over 100 signatures for the 

, 200 required for a referendum. 
Craig last week had more than the 

necessary 20 signatures required to get the 
nuclear arms freeze on the call of the town 
meeting. 

Craig, an airline pilot, was in Bombay 
April 13. the night of the special town 
meeting which passed the nuclear arms 
freeze resolution by a 2-to-l margin. 

When Craig returned from India. he was 
shocked lo learn that only seven percent of 
the 2.245 registered voters in town had 
voted for the freeze at the town meeting. 
"Seven percent of the voters Is not a fair 

Upheld 9 to l 

sampling," he said. 
"The interest in town for a revote is sur­

prising even to me/ ' Craig said earlier this 
week. 

He said there are 10 petitioners-one in 
New Preston. three in the Depot and si~ in 
Washington-se~king signatures for the 
referendum. 

T!le petition reads : "Because an · 
estimated 93 percent of the voters of 
Washington did not vote for the resolution 
passed ... April 13 calling for a . freeze on 
nuclear weapons by the United States. the 
Soviet Union and all nations, the under-
signed petition: · 

1. That the same resolution be presented 
for discussion on May 28 in a Washington 
town meeting; and 

2. That a referendum be held June 5 by 
machine ballot for the voting to be con­
ducted for or against the aforesaid resolu­
tion." 

Any voter who wishes to sign the petition 
may contact Craig at 868-0174 or Terry 
Stevens at868-2835. 

354-2261 
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Craig praised The New Milford Times 

for its edition last week highlighting the 
nuclear freeze issue on two full pages and 
for presenting and defining the Kennedy­
Half.ield and the Jackson-Warner resolu­
tions. 

Craig is "vehemently against" the 
Kennedy-Hatfield resolu,tion. but he is for 
the Jackson-Warner resolution and for the 
new U.S. proposal to reduce - nuclear 
warheads on both sid€S. He is not opposed 
to a nuclear freeze . 

"With the recent U.S. proposal to reduce 
nuclear arms," Craig said, "the freeze 
vote became a voteior more nuclear arma­
ment. Under the new proposal, the U.S. 
would have to reduce about 2,000 warheads 
and the Soviet Union somewhat less. The 
moral goal of the freeze advocates, in my 
opinion. has always been correct. 

"After talking with a number of 
townspeople who voted for the freeze. I was 
shocked to find some who didn't even 
realize that their 'yes' vote was for the 
Kennedy-Hatfield resolution. These same 

,' 
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people were unaware of the Jackso11 
Warner resolution, which also leads to , 
freeze ." 

Craig contioued, ··One resident on th1 
other side of the issue said he had mention 
ed lo one of the pro freeze leaders that tht 
whole issue as it then stood made about a! 
much sense as passing a resolution to ba11 
the gypsy moth." 

Craig said, "The religious leaders in 
town haye been advocates of a morally just 
cause and Uu:y apparently felt the 
Kennedy-Hatfield resolution was the best 
means to this end. But they now have a 
newly opened option to back the President 
of the United States in not only stopping the 
arms race but actually reducing the 
number of nuclear warheads." 

-He said there will be discussion at the 
May 28 town meeting. but no vote will be 
taken. 

"This is not a political party issue nor is 
it a liberal-conservative issue!" Craig said. 
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