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Thank you., It is an honor for me to be ,with all of you ﬁen {
/ A peiq ot i il 1d

and women of science and engineering, who play such a v1ta1 role
in this age of technology. I will have to admit I’m a bit awed
by what I’ve seen and heard today.

Of course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a

demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.

President Hayes’ reaction: "That’s an amazing invention," he

-

said, "but who would ever want to use them?" (PAUSE) When I
heard him say that, I thought he might be mistaken.

Seriously though, I was born in a small town in the farm
country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor |
plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a radio
crystal set. Just in my lifetime, we’ve gone from a time when
many, if not most, people traveled by horse power -- and I mean
the kind that eats hay -- to an era of supersonic passenger
service. And just possibly before I leave the scene, we will
have developed a craft that will take off from runways as planes
do today, but once at high altitude, this craft will rocket
itself into space and zip to its destination at four or five
times the speed of sound -- from New York to Tokyc in 90 minutes.

(PAUSE) This could bring a whole new meaning for "sushi to go."




The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yet that opportunity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my youth
could possibly have imagined. Affordable world-wide
communications and transportation have not just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time ago
was available only to large corporations, is now being put to use
by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man can do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others
like théh, like many of you, bgilt on that foundation. It has
been technology and freedom, together, that have pushed America
ever forward and made her the land of abundance and progress we
love so dearly.

British statesman Arthur Balfour once noted, "Science is the
greatest instrument of social change... the most vital of all
revolutions which marked the development of modern
civilizations."

Science and technological-based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. After what I have seen today, I believe that mankind
is again on the edge of a revolution that will change the basic

assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape the

world in which we live. JQJ{_ on  Soa
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Until now, mankind’s search for security, focused

A

felt the sting of defeat and the pain of subjugation.
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once you’ve completed your work, the world
-
will never be the same. I suggest it will be a better and a
safer world. And what better legacy can this generation leav 4* o

than a safer world? - pesa ‘6

Our Strategic Defense Initiative offers mankind securit belt.

through protection rather than retaliation. It is a scientific
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advance that will be judged a success-based not on how many lives
it is capable of taking, but on how many it is able tg SANE.,

It

is a moral as well as scientific endeavor worth every minute and

hour you are dedicating to it Qur L v b J*hr
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I realize that being a government project, w1th all the

politics that goes with that reality, your work can be
frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick gravj

but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming.

Your mental prowess and creativity, and, yes, your hard work,
will make or break the program. And I want you to know, what you
accomplish will be put to good use in protecting your country,
the free world, and perhaps all mankind against the threat of
nuclear holocaust. You are not working to build a bargaining

chip. It will not be traded away.



Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses required to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to
maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I’d say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile is fired,
even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the consequences
because there is no way to stop it. In the case of S.D.I.,
America cannot afford not to do everything necessary to develop
this missile defense system and put it lnto operatlon.

. . —-G:c:‘s

The Soviet Union, even as they cr1t1c1ze our S I research
effort, has been aggressively moving ahead on its own
anti-ballistic m15511e defense. They are spendlng many billions
of dollaég— and ve concentratéd €ﬁe'ﬁﬁtr\‘dk ent

gy and~talent of their
brightest scientific minds. More than 10,000 skilled scientists
and engineers are working on military lasers alone =-- with
thousands more developing high-tech weapons that use particle
beams and kinetic energy.

The Soviet government wages its propaganda campaign against
our S.D.I. research, even while they work ove ti:j to develop
their own S.D.I.-like system. We must not bigéenaai into
reducing our commitment. Their military program, which includes
everything from killer-satellites to the modernized anti-missile
system that protects Moscow, dwarfs our S.D.I. program already.

Those who would cut or eliminate funds for our effort would grant



a clear monopoly in this vital area to our adversary. Because
the question is not, will strategic defenses be developed? The
question is rather, will the Soviet Union be the only country to
possess them? The choice is ours.

Furthermore, the Strategic Defense Initiative is not aimed
at protecting us and our allies against the Soviet Union alone.
Francis Bacon once wrote, "He that will not apply new remedies
must expect new evils; for time is the greatest innovator."

Well, in the decades ahead, who knows what governments will
obtain ballistic missile technology? Who knows how rational or
competent those governments will be. I spoke before a meeting of
the American Council of Life Insurance last week and I called
S.D.I. an insurance policy. And that’s what it is. ‘.

S.D.I. 1s not a weapon of war, but an insurer, a protector,
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of the peace. It is totally within the llmltéAas—-et—hy the
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agreements. With a defensive system in place, the possibility

that one side has cheated, and has a few missiles in hiding, is
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ore likely. A system that makes ballistic missiles less
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Now there are those who may be pessimistic about the chances
of deep reductions in the nuclear arsenals, but let us not forget
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zero optior;K it too was
all but written off by many commentators. In the time that has
followed, we persevered and stuck to our principles. We held
firm against the advocat so-called nuclear freeze. We
followed through onfgéiféggiégi;ation program and in close
cooperation with our allies, installed the Cruise and Pershings
in Europe. When at long last it was realized that we in the
alliance had the courage to protect our own long-run interests,
progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.

As you are all aware, General Secretary Gorbachev will be
visiting Washington beginning December 7th: If the last-minute
details can be worked out, we hope to sign an histgric treaty
that will eliminate a whole class of U.S. and Soviet
nuclear-armed intermediate-range missiles from the face of the

Earth, the first mutually agreed upon reduction in our nuclear

arsenalswéd 14s coule wall be jush a begm-'x) .
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hope to see progress on a number ofAfronts. The United States,

for example, has proposed a 50-percent reduction in the—Rumnber—of
U.S.-Soviet Offensive Strategic Forces. We-ars-also—teekirg—Tor
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giving up the Strategic Defense Initiative and the protection it
will provide is too high a price for any agreement.

Neither the I.N.F. treaty we hope to sign during the
upcoming summit, nor any other agreement that follows, will be
built on trust. Agreements with the Soviet Union must be based
on reciprocity, verification, and realism. And while we want to
bolster the peace and improve relations, no agreement should ever
be signed simply for the sake of signing an agreement, for the
sake of atmospherics. Improving the general tone of relations
between our countries, as I’ve outlined on several occasions,
will require much more movement toward the solution of regional
conflicts, a far greater respect for human rights within the
Soviet Union, and progregs on a number of bilateral issues
between our countries. As I’ve explained to General Secretary
Gorbachev, our countries do not have differences because we are
well-armed, we are well-armed because we have differences.

Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change
needs to take place before trust, like that we have with
democratic governments, can come into play. The Soviet peoples
themselves -- even though there has been some change -- still
tell stories and joke about their plight. I heard one about a
fellow who went to the K.G.B. to report that he lost his parrot.
The K.G.B. asked him why he was bothering them. Why didn’t he
just report it to the local police. He answered, "I just want
you to know, I don’t agree with a thing that parrot has to say.”

In 4 months, we will mark the 5th anniversary 6f the

March 23, 1983, speech in which I challenged the scientific



community to develop a system that would make ballistic missiles

obsolete. General George Patton once said, "Never tell people

how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will surprise

you with their ingenuity." That statement showed a deep insight

into the American charac r, and it has been proven again in our
¢
drive to develop a < efense systen.

Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I‘’ve seen and

w The progress made toward achieving our goals has been

nothing less than astounding. The critics who claimed it

couldn’t be done have been proven wrong again -- just has been
the case with almost every technological triumph in the past.

The scientific research and engineering work you are doing, along
with that of others like you ;p hundreds of locations throughout
this great land, is a tribute to the genius of America. This is
truly a national effort -- both government and private sector --
involving pre-eminent individuals in industry, education, and the

scientific community. No President could be prouder or more

grateful than I am for all you, and your fellow colleagues around

the country, are doing. God bless you.
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(I@«S s o °077'f+— November 21, 1987

fﬂ(ﬁg Fimey P?mﬂﬁ"*‘- 5:00 p.m.

I 728 4 P?_.
PRESIDENTIAL ADDREéS SDI/INF 7 L(r") o U)K— .
MARTIN- IETTA PLANT

** DENVER, COLORADO /
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1257/

Thank you. And thank you Mr. Pownal{/aﬁg;ggneral

Abrahamson. It is an honor for me to Martin-Marietta with
all of you, men and women of science And engineering, who play
such a vital role in this age of technology. I will have to
admit I’'m a bit awed by what I’ve seen and heard today.

Of course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a
demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.
President Hayes’ reaction: "That’s an amazing invention," he
said, "but who would ever want to use them?" (PAUSE) When I
heard him say that, I thought he might be mistaken.

Seriously though, I was born in a small town in the farm
country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor
plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a radio
crystal set. Just in my lifetime, we’ve gone from a‘time when
many, if not most, people traveled by horse power -- and I mean
the kind that eats hay -~ to an era of supersonic passenger
service. Anévjust possibly before I leave the scene, we will
have developed a craft that will take off from runways as planes
do today, but once at high altitude, this craft will rocket

itself into space and zip to its destination at four or five




times the speed of sound -- from New York to Tokyo in 90 minutes.
(PAUSE) This-could bring a whole new meaning for "sushi to go."

The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yet that opportunity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my youth
could possibly have imagined. Affordable world-wide
communications and transportation have not just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time ago
was available only to large corporations, is now being put to use
by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man can do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others
like them, like many of you, built on that foundation. It has
been technology and freedom, together, that have pushed America
ever forward and made her the land of abundance and progress we
love so dearly.

British statesman Arthur Balfour once noted, "Science is the
greatest instrument of social change... the most vital of all
revolutions which marked the development of modern
civilizationg.“

Science and technological-based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. Before joining you, I was given a classified update

on some of the key elements of the program you’re working on.
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It’s clear that the project is bounding forward and I couldn’t be
more pleased. After what I have seen today, I believe that
mankind is again on‘the edge of a revolution that will change the
basic assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape

the world in which we live.

Until now, mankind’s search for security often focused on

expanding the ability to lash out, to kill, to destroy.
Technological advances throughout the ages increased man’s
destructive power, and those nations that did not keep pace soon
felt the sting of defeat and the pain of subjugation. But
humanity, in almost every case found a defense for every offense,
and that is exactly what we are seeking: a defense against
mankind’s most deadly weapons: ballistic missiles.

You are laboring to develop a defensive system that will
change history. Once you’ve completed your work, the world will
never be the same. I suggest it will be a better and a safer
world. And what better legacy can this generation leave than a
safer world?

Our Strategic Defense Initiative offers mankind security

ff\e. 't‘l\ F-ea."" o‘F

through protection rather thanAretaliation. It is a scientific

advance that will be judged a success based not on how many lives
. . ‘l'l\r-e_ad‘en\w3 . . . .
it is capable of takimeg -- which is none -- but on how many it 1is
able to protect. It is a moral as well as scientific endeavor
worth every minute and hour you are dedicating to it. Our goal

is to strengthen deterrence by moving as soon as we are ready to

increasing reliance on defenses to keep the peace.



I realize that being a government project, with all the
politics that goes with that reality, your work can be
frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick gravity,
but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming."

I appreciate the extraordinary effort each of you is making.
Your mental prowess and creativity, and, yes, your hard work,
will make or break the program. And I want you to know, what you
accomplish will be put to good use in protecting your country,
the free world, and perhaps all mankind against the threat of
nuclear holocaust. You are not working to build a bargaining
chip. It will not be traded away.

Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses required to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to
maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I’d say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile is fired,
even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the consequences
because there is no way to stop it. In the case of S.D.I.,
America cannot afford not to do everything necessary to develop
this missile aefense system and put it into operation.

The Soviet Union, even as they criticize and try to cripple
our S.D.I. research effort, has been aggre551vely moving ahead on

: . e . <, maghz &0
its own anti-ballistic missile defense. They asn spen
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10 years -- and have concentrated the energy and talent of their
Sou(q.'t"
brightest scientific minds. More than 10,000 skilledAscientists

and engineers are working on military lasers alone -- with

thousands more developing high-tech weapons that use particle
T cmf‘msf) we have spant less ol g
beams and kinetic energy. (o biliisw Lellars since Che SOL Program
) beaav\. i (223,
The Soviet government wages its propaganda campaign against

our S.D.I. research, even while they work overtime to develop
their own S.D.I.-like system. We must not be lulled into
reducing our commitment. Their military program, which includes
everything from killer-satellites to the modernized anti-missile
system that protects Moscow, dwarfs our S.D.I. program already.
Those who would cut or eliminate funds for our effort would grant

W u)Ou.(eQ un Lermine tha PR‘"““’\
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the question is not, will strategic defenses be developed? The

question is rather, will the Soviet Union be the only country to
possess them? The choice is ours.

Furthermore, the Strategic Defense Initiative is not aimed
at protecting us and our allies against the Soviet Union alcne.
Francis Bacon once wrote, "He that will not apply new remedies
must expect new evils; for time is the greatest innovator."
Well, in the decades ahead, who knows what governments will
obtain balli;tic missile technology? Who knows how rational or
competent those governments will be. I spoke before a meeting of
the American Council of Life Insurance last week and I called
S.D.I. an insurance policy. And that’s what it is.

S.D.I. is not a weapon of war, but an insurer, a protector,

of the peace. It is totally within the limits of the A.B.M.
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treaty. Let me add, the United States has observed the A.B.M.

treaty, but with the construction of the huge phased-array radar

s @

at Krasnoyarsk the Soviets have violated one of the treaty’s bsy-kﬁy
provisions. This is but another example of why it’s important
not to rely on words alone. The Strategic Defense Inltlatlve,)“j

helpel bring fke 55&)\;{'} !’Da,(_k “+o tla miah 4.{-1 “q LL (< «
you QEETEGEEérwrltes our efforts to achieve offensive arms

reduction agreements. With a defensive system in place, the
possibility that one side has cheated, and has a few missiles in
hiding, is far less threatening. S.D.I., then, makes further
reductions more likely. A system that makes ballistic missiles
less effective, makes those missiles more negotiable.

Now there are those who may be pessimistic about the chances

US. arel Soviet

of deep reductions 1n e nuclear arsenals, but let us not forget
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zero optloé:-fzu:;o was  A)r~
all but written off by many commentators. In the time that has
followed, we persevered and stuck to our principles. We held
firm against the advocates of a so-called nuclear freeze. We
followed through on our modernization program and in close
cooperation with our allies, installed the Cruise and Pershings
in Europe. When at lon? last it was realized that we in the
alliance had the courage to protect our own long-run interests,
progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.

As you are all aware, General Secretary Gorbachev will be
visiting Washington beginning December 7th. If the last-minute
details can be worked out, we hope to sign an historic treaty

that will eliminate a whole class of U.S. and Soviet

nuclear-armed intermediate-range missiles from the face of the
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Sut tha Soviets have to ANP '('f)\gfr' fd—c{'\‘s st
ho(&ihj s{‘v-.‘e?(c stHencive rzAuct Fas f\on‘a.j?_.
+o their etfocts fo cripple SpT.
be just a beginning. We hope we can see

arsenals ever.
And this could-‘wel

forward movement on a mber of other fronts. The United States,

for example, has proposed a 50-percent reduction in U.S.-Soviet

Offensive Strategic For&es. Much progress has been made toward a

START agreement and more is possible. ™ But let there be no doubt,
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Neither the I.N.F. treaty we hope to sign during the f“fk.ﬁsq,ﬂf
upcoming summit, nor any other agreement that follows, will be ND
built on trust. Agreements with the Soviet Union must be based

on reciprocity,,verification, and realism. And while we want to

&o O PM_t‘ "'D
bolster the peace andAimprove relations, no agreement should ever
be signed simply for the sake of signing an agreement, for the
sake of atmospherics. Improving the general tone of relations
between our countries, as I’ve outlined on several occasions,
. g L" : -F\ ‘—'\ o%"—!/’ s 'L
et Cowars ‘tne Zolution of Feqiona
will require}lmuch more > toward the 'solution of regional
~ DUy
conflicts, a far greater respect for human rights within the
Soviet Union, and progress on a number of bilateral issues
between our countries. As I’ve explained to General Secretary
Gorbachev, our countries do not have differences because we are
well-armed, we are well-armed because we have differences.
Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change
needs to take place before trust, like that we have with
democratic governments, can come into play. The Soviet peoples

themselves -- even though there has been some change -- still

b

-




tell stories and joke about their plight. I heard one about a
fellow who: went to the K.G.B. to report that he lost his parrot.
The K.G.B. asked him‘@hy he was bothering them. Why didn’t he
just report it to the local police. He answered, "I just want
you to know, I don’t agree with a thing that parrot has to say."
In 4 months, we will mark the 5th anniversary of the
March 23, 1983, speech in which I challenged the scientific
community to develop a system that would make ballistic missiles
obsolete. General George Patton once said, "Never tell people
how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will surprise
you with their ingenuity." That statement showed a deep insight
into the American character, and it has been proven again in our
extablish
drive to dewmekep a strategic defense systenm.
Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I’ve seen a
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couldn’t be done have been proven wrong again -- just has been
the case with almost every technological triumph in the past.

The scientific research and engineering work you are doing, along
with that of others like you in hundreds of locations throughout
this great land, is a tribute to the genius of America. This is
truly a national effort -- both government and private sector --
involving pre-eminent individuals in industry, education, and the
scientific community. No President could be prouder or more
grateful than I am for all you, and your fellow colleagues around

the country, are doing. God bless you.
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Thank you. It is an honor for me to be with all of you, men ;/

and women of science and engineering, who play such a vital role
in this age of technology. I will have to admit I’m a bit awed
by what I’ve seen and heard today.

Of course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a

®

demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.

‘President Hayes’ rqactioﬁ: "That’s an amazing invention,"™ he

said, "but who would ever want to use them?" (PAUSE) When I
heard him say that, I thought he might be mistaken.

" Seriously though, I was born in a small town in the farm

country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor

plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a g&ﬁ&o
crystal set. Ju;t ih my lifetime, we’ve gone from a ﬁigz‘when
many, iflnot;nolt, people traveled by horse power -- and I mean
the kind that eats hay -- to an era of supersonic passenger
service. And just possibly before I leave the scene, we will
have developed a craft that will take off from runwayé as planes
do today, but once at high altitude, this craft will rocket
itself into space and zip to its destination at four or five
times the speed of sound -- from New York to Tokyo in 90 minutes.

(PAUSE) This could bring a whole new meaning for "sushi to go.”
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The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yét that opportunity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my youth
could possibly have imagined. Affordable world-wide
communications and transportation have noﬁ just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time ago
was available only to large corporations, is now being put to use
by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man c@n do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others
like théh, like many of you, built on that foundation. It has
.been technology and freedom, together, that have pushed America !
ever forward and made her the land of abundance and progress we
lo§e so dearly.

British statesman Arthur Balfour once noted, "Science is the
greatest instrument of social change... the most vital of all
revolutions which marked the development of modern
civilizations."

Science and technological-based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. After what I have seen today, I believe that mankind
is again on the edge of a revolution that will change the basic

assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape the

world in which we live.



Until now, mankind’s search for ncurity‘ focused
expanding the ability to lash out, to kill, to destroy

will never be the same. I suggest it will be a better “and a
safer world. And what better legacy can this generation }eav
than a safer world? ,

‘_:‘-——
‘ﬁ Our Strategic Defense Initiative offers mankind securit

‘ ';DI through protection rather than retaliation. It is a scientifi
\easc advance that will be judged a success -based not on how many lives

- < WAL (5 Aokt >~ jvukt{ :
6, F“u it is capable of taki but on how many it is able to sana. It

m(‘ is a moral as well as scientific endeavor worth every minute and

hour you are dedicating to it@uf’t‘?d b ﬁh‘pﬂ,,d l DAte bx
%

\ I realize that being a governnént project, with all the

)olitics that goeé with that reality, your work can be

frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick

but sometimes the paporwork is overwhelming."

Your mental proweé and creativity, and, yes, your hard work,
will make or break the program. hd I want you to know, what' you
accomplish will be put to good use in protecting your country,
the free world, and perhaps all mankind against the threat of - - -
nuclear holoc#ust. You are not working to build a bargaihing

<

chip. It will not be traded away.

¢
{
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Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses required to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to
maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I’d say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile is fireqd,
even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the conseguences
because there is no way to stop it. 1In the case of S.D.I.,
America cannot afford not to do everything necessary to develop
this missile defense system and put it 1:to oth:tion.\e’ ‘

The Soviet Union, even as thp{y criticizefour s.r‘ I. research
effort, has been aqgréssively moving ahead on its own
anti-ballistic missile defense. They are spending many billions
of dollara and t‘gu?:oncex;g?a edh!‘:‘het‘e-xttr\gy and lc;: of their
brightest scientific minds. More than 10,000 skilled scientists
and engineers are working on military lasers alone -- with |
thousands more developing high-tech weapons that use pttticICH%
beams and kinetic energy. | ,

The Soviet government wages its propaganda caipaign against
our S.D.I. research, even while they wo 0‘926 %m to develop 5;%”
their own S.D.I.-like system. We must not be nonn.d-into
reducing our commitment. Their military prqgrgg}/ﬁhich'includes
everythingAfrom killer-satellites to ihe modernized anti-missile
system that protects Moscow, dwarfs our S.D.I. progian already.

Those who would cut or eliminate funds for our effort would grant
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a clear monopoly in this vital area to our adversary. Because
the question is not, will strategic defenses be developed? The
question is rather, will the Soviet Union be the only country to
possess them? The choice is ours.

Furthermore, the Strategic Defense Initiative is not aimed
at protecting us and our allies against the Soviet Union alone.
Francis Bacon once wrote, "He that will not apply new remedies
must expect new evils; for time is the greatest innovator."
Well, in the decades ahead, who knows what governments will
obtain ballistic missile technology? Who knows how rational or
competent those govornnents~w111 be. I spoke before a meeting of

the American Council of Life Insurance last week and I called

S.D.I. an insurdnce policy. And that’s what it is. ‘.
s.D.I. is not a weapon of war, but an insureﬁth: protector,
a A
of the peace. It is totally within the 11mitﬁﬁaﬁ-o¢t-hy the

A.B.M. treat‘, and———even—though-thaxe.is _gvidence that.the

j?BvtEt!'!ra-tn'vtUTattun-ut-tbts-t-eannu-auo-&ntnnd_;n.santinue
) (” ouaieauptiunee. -i-hoiiowufehutfrie Strat.gic’nefense Initiat1v§g)
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_

vadorweites e M A

~aies-t-pienont- our efforts to achieve mirseibe reduction
agreements. With a defensive system in place, the possibility

that one side has cheated, and has a few missiles in hiding, is

o , _
da G?Jr' far less threatenipg. S.D.I., then, makes further reductions
%A'Utgo

h‘ ob.hfué ffective, makes those missiles more negotiable.

“ t M L ™ 4 'K ‘\“ J—-
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ore likely. A system that makes ballistic missiles less




Now there are those who may be pessimistic about the chances
of deep reductions in the nuclear arsenals, but Lt t tc'.n:-got:.jv‘}Q,j'»'U
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zer ‘bgtkggk/jé/too was J
all but written off by many commentators. In the time that has
followed, we persevered and stuck to our principles. We held
firm against the advqcfﬁf" ..a so-called nuclear freeze. We
followed through on QJ%KZESZEE;zation program and in close
cooperation with our allies, installed the Cruise and Pershings
in Europe. When at long last it was realized that we in the
alliance had the courage to protect our owh long-run interests,
progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.

As you are all aware, General Secretary Gorbachev will be

‘visiting Washington beginning December 7th: If the last-minute
dgtails can be worked’out, we hope to sign an histﬁric treaty
that will eliminate a whole class of U.S. and Soviet
nuclear-armed intermediate-range missiles from the face of the

Earth, the first mutually agreed upon reduction in our nuclear

arsenals ever.

A ' ‘
mmmW, We would
o

hope to see progreés on a number ofAfronts. The United States,

for example, has proposed a 50-percent reduction in the-Rumber—ot

U.S.-Soviet Offensive Strategic Forces.

ead-a-xeduction

But let there be no doubt,
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giving up the Strategic Defense Initiative and the protection it
will provide is too high a price for any agreement. | 9
Neither the I.N.F. treaty we hope to sign during the

ubcominq summit, nor any other agreement that follows, will be

‘built on trust. Agreements with the Soviet Union must be based

on reciprocity, verification, and realism. And while we want to
bolster the peace and improve relations, no agreement ihdn;d sver
be signed simply for the sake of signing an agreement, for iﬂ?
sake of atiocpherics. Improving the general tone of rclatiqn;
between our countries, as I’ve outlined on several occasions,
will require much more movement toward the solution of regional
conflicts, a far greater respect for human rights within the
Soviet Union, and progrdks on a number of bilateral il!ﬂé.
between our countries. As I've explained to Genorni siarigify
Gorbachev, our countries do not have differences because w§'are
well-armed, we are well-armed because we have differences. |
Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change
needs to take place before trust, like that we havc‘!1ﬁ§ fr ‘
democratic governments, can come into play. The 80viothp;§pihu
themselves -- even though there has been some chaagc‘-- Cﬁili'
tell stories and joke about their plight. I heard one about a
fellow who went to the K.G.B. to report that he lost his parrot.
The K.G.B. asked him why he was bothering them. Why didn’t he
just report it to the local police. He answered, "I just want
you to know, I don't‘agree with dithing that parrot has to say."
In 4 months, we will mafk the 5th anniversary of the
March 23, 1983, speech in which I challenged thn\scientific

'



comnunity to develop a system that would make ballistic missiles
obsolete. General George Patton once said, "Never tell people
how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will surprise
you with their ingenuity.® That statement showed a deep insight

into the American cha?acEEr,'and it has been proven again in our

¢

drive to develop a efense system.

Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I’ve seen and
E—Eiiigj' The progress made toward achieving our goals has been
nothing less than astounding. The critics who claimed it
couldn’t be done have been proven wrong again -- just has been

‘the case with almost every technological triumph in the pasf.

The scientific research and onqinee:inq work you are doing, along
with that of others like you in hundreds of locations throughout
this great land, is a.tributc to the genius of America. This is -
truly a national effort -=- both government and private sector --

involving pre-eminent individuals in industry, education, and the

‘scientific community. No President could be prouder or more
grateful than I am for all you, and your fellow colleagues around

the country, are doing. God bless you.

\ B 11;;0\“"[ “‘“‘11 oaMéth
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November 19, 1987
6:30 p.m.

PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: SDI/INF
-« MARTIN-MARIETTA PLANT

DENVER, COLORADO
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1987

Thank you. It is an honor for me to be with all of you, men
and women of science and engineering, who play such a vital role
in this age of technology. I will have to admit I’m a bit awed
by what I’ve seen and heard today.

Of course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford. B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a
demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.
President Hayes'’s reaction: "That’s an amazing invention," he
said, "but who would ever want to use them?" (PAUSE) I thought
at the time I heard him say that he might be mistaken.

Seriously though, I was born into a small! town in the farm
country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor
plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a radio
crystal set. Just in my life, we’ve gone from a time when many,
if not most, people traveled by horsepower -- and I mean the kind
that eats hay -- to an era of supersonic passenger service. And
just possibly before I leave the scene, we will have developed a
craft that will takg%ff from runways as planes do today, but once
at high altitude, this craft will rocket itself into space and
zip to its destination at 4 or 5 times the speed of sound -- from
New York to Tokyo in 90 minutes. (PAUSE) This could bring a

whole new meaning for "sushi to go."



The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yet that opportunity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my youth
could possibly have imagined. Affordable world-wide
communications and transportation have not just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time ago
was available only to large corporations, is now being put to use
by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man can do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others

0‘,4_(//!(;611.5 ﬁ’f-sﬂo-wt.
~ like t:j“' like many of you, built on that foundation. Eb-hes
5.:-19 -('L«,ktu/qf Micetles born oF ‘-an")crcg.@n—, ﬁ;m *f’f%— ﬁLe‘..«\ ﬂ-qA‘, o )(85‘/&7‘:../ /.,
have pushed America

The Superco—elictivg supercotll J7ﬁk4wgquv9 —_— =

ever forward and made her the land of abundance and progress we

love so dearly.

[EEitish statesman Arthur Ba once noted, "Science is the

q&z:fﬁygreatest instrument o

re - ‘
ﬂehft revolutions ch marked the development of modern

ocial change... the most vital of all

civi zations.EJ

Science and technological based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. After what I have seen today, I believe that mankind
is again on the edge of a revolution that will change the basic
assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape the

world in which we live.
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Until now, mankind’s search for securityAfocused o
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expanding the ability to lash out, to kill, to destroy.
Technological advances throughout the ages increased man’s

destructive power and those nations that did not keep pace soon

. , , L M Tnsert (S befr)
felt the sting of defeat and the pain of subjugation.”" [fhie—hes
/&ry Eaaneasfeos e o=ty suarecietngher e ve-Shangkay=che
6:%%%?’ ;che you’ve completed your work the world will
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;}i: never be the same. I suggest it will be a better and a safer
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*4¢/ through protection rather thanAFetaliation. It is a scientific

! 9 advance that will be judged a success not on how many lives it i
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capable of taking, but on how many it is able t NF‘“‘“ It is a*

f°”§f moral as well as scientific endeavor worth every mlnute and hour
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) - you are dedicating to it. bd FiO g 4o Uur“
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ﬁih” I realize that belng a government project, with 1 the

politics that goes with that reality, your work can be
frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick gravity,
but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming."

I appreciate the extraordinary effort each of you is putting
into this project. Your mental prowess and creativity, and, yes,
your hard work, will make or break the program. And I want you
to know, what you accomplish will be put to good use in
protecting your country, the free world, and perhaps all mankind

)/ou,g,e,,w'f’ Wee "‘J"‘Ubw/ﬁ(
against the threat of nuclear holocaust. Mka bargalnlng

chip. It will not be traded away.
¥ Fnse 1 L Aumanity 2 fs0 hae &/M.-r—;/-f'ﬁ-'/ A"J ‘LF%

Iz:t/ uf/‘-r\.g ,__,,Q ' ac‘{'/ w/‘\..z T 4t SCe
S RN M:ifvw/dhm@,/{

b c{ ¢z, fust-Fl Le //,',-7‘—,~C miss.les bl i FE A femcs
Cz“-ﬁ:—«‘j e-fCa-'bJ“‘- -3;::7—/( wrrhes L o . /



(Mete:

—

Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses requiréh to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to
maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I’d say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost will be, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile is
fired, even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the consequences
because there is no way to stop it. In the case of s.D.I.,
America cannot afford pot to do everything necessary to develop
this missile defense system and put it in operation.‘*gé;giszﬁ—g

The Soviet Union, even as they criticize our S.D.I. research

effort, have been rushing full steam ahead on their dwn

anti-ballistic missile defenseh They éég—opoaétng-br&*&eﬂs—of
dellears,—perhaps—tens—of—billions;—anRd) have concentrated the
ener y and talent of their brightest sc1ent1f1f f:is.

//4‘2 Seviet ~J~‘-3me¢r5. o t 4
10, Oooksc1entlstsh?re working on military lasers alone
thousands more developing high-tech weapons that use particle
beams and kinetic energy.

The Soviet government’s propaganda campaign against our
S.D.I. research, even while they work overtime to develop their
own S.D.I.-like system, is one of the greatest con games in

history. We must not be conned into reducing our commitment.
m:n

Thelr[Egcsmae“—weepe§§ﬁProgramk which 1nclud%{ everything from

killer-satellites to the modernized anti-missile system that

protects Moscow, dwarfg our S.D.I. program already. Those who
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‘Lj“'f._) at protecting us and our allies against the Soviet Union alone.

Francis Bacon once wrote, "He that will not apply new remedies
must expect new evils; for time is the greatest innovator.®

Well, in the decades ahead who knows what governments will obtain
—7 4,4::.//'} fe —{’edf\n-o/-"?] .?
OgTP Mkmissiles}\ Who knows how rational or competent those

wpests
26721,,7 governments will be? | I spoke before a meeting of the America
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FW Council of Life Insurance last week and I called S.D.I. an

insurance policy. And that’s what it is.

S.D.I. is not a weapon of war, but an insurer, a protector,
., <qred in
of the peace. It is totally within the limits'\w the
Zn Fkt'fj“f'fw, So—wd'/’r'o/ ML_ G—Ja;‘n:‘f— SOL /Lo'/'w{'f(s'Myj)
A.B.M. treaty, %
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has cheated, and has a few missiles in hiding, is far less
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those missiles more negotiable.
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Now there are % ose who may be pessimistic about chances of
o} §Ver
deep reductions in,\{_ﬁg——n&e&e@ arsenals, but let uf not forget
in )
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zero optionA it too was
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W?we persevered and
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stuck to our principles. We held firm against the advocates of a

f‘f'./c_ f.- iy an

so-called nuclear freeze, followed through on ourAmo ernization

program, and the in§}a11ation of Cruise and Pershings in Europe.
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When at long last,\ﬁ-‘vag‘]realized&t-wﬂdmeepe—em

) . A Frhe Allia~e
s &°B¥,3€5en_ef_ﬁ“¥°pg_by_ehe-Sevie;—Ua*égy that weApad the

courage to protect our own long-run interestg,€;d—eheseﬂcf-ehe
aliiawee] progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.
As you are all aware, General Secretary Gorbachev, will be
visiting Washington beginning December 3rd. If the last minute
details can be worked out, we hope to sign an historic treaty
u S T'SO ' (:r‘
which will eliminate a whole class opruclear-armed

intermediate-range missiles from the face of the Earth, the first

mutually agreed upon reduction in our nuclear arsenals ever.

0 ‘ W&M&M We would
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T/L/A' hope to see progress on a number of frontsA' The United States,
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built on trust. Agreements with the Soviet Union must be based
L efbedie .
on reci roc1ty,r¥er1f1catlon, and realism. And while we want to
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peace andﬁémprove relations, no agreement should ever

be signed simply for the sake of signing an agreement, for the
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sake of atmospherics. Improving the general tone of relations
between our countrles, as I’'ve outlined on several occasions,

y s lornstructve SovietT atfitodde
will requ1reApuch moreh?euonen%—%ewaﬁdrsoia%t955dénAfegional
conflicts, ijéreater respect for human rights within the Soviet
Union, and progress on a number of bilateral issues between our
countries. As I’ve explained to General Secretary Gorbachev, our
countries do not have differences because we are well-armed, we
are well-armed because we have differences.

Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change
needs to take place before trust, like that we have with
democratic governments, can come into play. The Soviet peoples,
themselves =-- even though there has been some change =-- still
till stories and joke about their plight. I heard one about a
feilow who went to the K.G.B. to report that he lost his parrot.
The K.G.B. asked him why he was bothering them. Why didn’t he
just report it to the local police. He answered, "I just want
you to know, I don’t agree with a thing that parrot has to say."

In 4 months we will mark the 5th anniversary of the
March 23, 1983 speech in which I challenged the scientific
community to develop a system that would make Wjé«/‘;f?@
missiles obsolete. General George Patton once said, '"Never tell
people how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will
surprise you with their ingenuity." That statement showed a deep

insight into the American character and it has been proven again

o osfab sk aFfectve stat "/t
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Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I’ve seen and

The scientific research and engineering work you are
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doing, along with that of others like you in hundred of locations

throughout this great land, is a tribute to the genius of

America. This is traly a national effort -- both government and

private sector -- involving pre-eminent individuals in industry,

education, and the scientific communitx, [Eo—f&esident—eeu&d—be—
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and some of the best minds in Allied countries as well.

This search for effective defenses, which protect our populations
while threatening no one, represents the best instincts and

highest moral values of our democracies which are joining together
for just that -- the common defense. It is an effort which we ézﬁuv¢,
ssspmmse already is going to succeed, thanks to vou and vour
colleacues across the u.s., and abroad.ﬁZ;;;-iet me assure you:

S°)
no President could be prouder or more grateful than I am for all

\&

you, and your colleagues, are doing. God bless you. /
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 20, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN

FROM: JIM HOOLEYW

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON SDI/INF SPEECH
DENVER, COLORADO

On page 5, there is reference to SDI being "totally within the
limits as set by the A.B.M. treaty and we intend to continue our
compliance with that agreement." In fact, the specific program
being worked on at Martin-Marietta, the Zenith Star Program, is
compliant in its testing stage within even the narrow interpretation
of the A.B.M. treaty. v,

Dawson
Griscom
Rohrabacher
Dannerbeck

ccC:

GuouArlx




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 21, 1987

MEMORANDUM FCR JAMES HOOLEY

FROM: BOB SCHMIDT W
SHELBY SCARBROUGH
SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON MARTIN MARIETTA SPEECH

Below please find some general comments on the speech for Tuesday,
November 25, 1987.

Page 1, Paragraph 1: Should there be some "personalization" to the
introductory paragraph. Suggest including the fact that the
President is speaking from Martin Marietta in Waterton, Colorado.
Also suggest thanking the host, Mr. Pownall, CEO of Martin Marietta,
and perhaps, General Abrahamson etc.

Page 1, Paragraph-3:- While the joke in this paragraph is not
offensive, due to the fact that the local news coverage
overwhelminglv focuses on the recent plane crash in Denver, it may
not be very sensitive in this particular instance.

Page 6, Paragraph 2: Unless something has recently changed, the
Soviets arrive December 7th.

e T [l




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 20, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN

FROM: JIM HOOLEY"ﬁE;D

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON SDI/INF SPEECH
DENVER, COLORADO

On page 5, there is reference to SDI being "totally within the
limits as set by the A.B.M. treaty and we intend to continue our
compliance with that agreement." In fact, the specific program
being worked on at Martin-Marietta, the Zenith Star Program, is
compliant in its testing stage within even the narrow interpretation
of the A.B.M. treaty.

cc: R. Dawson
T. Griscom
D. Rohrabacher
J. Dannerbeck
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: 11/19/87 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: 2:00 p.m, Friday 11/20

S

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: SDI/INF - MARTIN-MARIETTA PLANT
DENVER, COLORADO

(11/19 6:30 p.m. draft)

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI
VICE PRESIDENT O o FITZWATER O
BAKER o GRISCOM‘—-@M o
DUBERSTEIN o oy’ Hosss O o
MILLER - OMB O O  HOOLEY O p/
BALL v O KNG o o
BAUER o O RANGE P/ O
CARLUCCI g/ O RISQUE D/ O
CRIBB O O  RYAN o O
CRIPPEN O O  SPRINKEL o o
CULVAHOUSE ¢ O U o O
DAWSON o o#f Dpoan 0 V
DONATELLI O O GRAHAM v O

REMARKS:

Please provide any comments/recommendations directly to

Tony Dolan by 2:00 p.m. on Friday, November 20th, with
an info to my office. Thank you.

RESPONSE:  Doya @@.a.a_ mwvuem.,
+ore w/“%i o~ b a..u-f
®£‘wf MW A Rhett Dawson
é‘h M/M endrd Ext. 2702



(Rohrabacher/ARD)
November 19, 1987
6:30 p.m.

PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: SDI/INF
MARTIN-MARIETTA PLANT

DENVER, COLORADO
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1987

Thank you. It is an honor for me to be with all of you, men
and women of science and engineering, who play such a vital role
in this age of technology. I will have to admit I’'m a bit awed
by what I‘’ve seen and heard today.

Of course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford. B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a
demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.
President Hayes'’s reaction: "That’s an amazing invention,: he
said, "but who would ever want to use them?" (PAUSE) I tﬁought
at the time I heard him say that he might be mistaken.

Seriously though, I was born into a small town in the farm
country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor
plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a radio
crystal set. Just in my life, we’ve gone from a time when many,
if not most, people traveled by horsepower -- and I mean the kind
that eats hay -- to an era of supersonic passenger service. And
just possibly before I leave the scene, we will have developed a
craft that will takeoff from runways as planes do today, but once
at high altitude, this craft will rocket itself into space and
zip to its destination at 4 or 5 times the speed of sound -- from
New York to Tokyo in 90 minutes. (PAUSE) This could bring a

whole new meaning for "sushi to go."



The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yet that opportunity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my youth
could possibly have imagined. Affordable world-wide
communications and transportation have not just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time ago
was available only to large corporations, is now being put to use
by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man can do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others
like them, like many of you, built on thas foundation. It has
been technology and freedom, together, thai have pushed America
ever forward and made her the land of abundance and progress we
love so dearly.

British statesman Arthur Balfour once noted, "Science is the
greatest instrument of social change... the most vital of all
revolutions which marked the development of modern
civilizations."

Science and technological based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. After what I have seen today, I believe that mankind
is again on the edge of a revolution that will change the basic
assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape the

world in which we live.



Until now, mankind’s search for security focused on
expanding the ability to lash out, to kill, to destroy.
Technological advances throughout the ages increased man’s
destructive power and those nations that did not keep pace soon
felt the sting of defeat and the pain of subjugation. This has
been a fact of life. What you are doing here, is changing the
facts of life and once you’ve completed your work the world will
never be the same. I suggest it will be a better and a safer
world.

Our Strategic Defense Initiative offers mankind security
through protection rather than retaliation. It is a scientific
advance that will be judged a success not on how many lives it is
capable of taking, but on how many it is able to save. It is a*
moral as well as scientific endeavor worth every minute and hour
you are dedicating to it.

I realize that being a government project, with all the
politics that goes with that reality, your work can be
frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick gravity,
but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming."

I appreciate the extraordinary effort each of you is putting
into this project. Your mental prowess and creativity, and, vyes,
your hard work, will make or break the program. And I want you
to know, what you accomplish will be put to good use in
protecting your country, the free world, and perhaps all mankind
against the threat of nuclear holocaust. It is not a bargaining

chip. It will not be traded away.



Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses required to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to
maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I’d say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost will be, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile is
fired, even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the consequences
because there is no way to stop it. 1In the case of S.D.I.,
America cannot afford not to do everything necessary to develop
this missile defense system and put it in operation.

Thé Soviet Union, even as they criticize our S.D.I. research

oUW,
effort, have been ‘ushing—fudi—ciseadl ahead on their own

anti-ballistic missile defense. They are spending billions of
dollars,»;maﬂuqnhdunnrtﬁ?tﬁﬂﬂﬁnnma\ and have concentrated the
energy and talent of their brightest scientific minds. More than
10,000 scientists are working on military lasers alone -- with

thousands more developing high-tech weapons that use particle

o

beams and kinetic energy ‘ <
wajes s I
The Soviet government propaganda campaign against our

S.D.I. research, even while they work overtime to develop their
own S.D.I.-like systemgy, $s—eonpe—of—bhe—graalasti-com—games—im.
~hisbeoxix. We must not be conned into reducing our commitment.
Their "Cosmos" weapons program, which includes everything from
killer-satellites -to the modernized anti-missile system that

protects Moscow, dwarfs our S.D.I. program already. Those who



would cut or eliminate funds to our effort, in doing so would

Cleay
grant a,monopoly in this vital area to the Soviet Union.

A

Furthermore, the Strategic Defense Initiative is not aimed
at protecting us and our allies against the Soviet Union alone.
Francis Bacon once wrote, "He that will not apply new remedies
must expect new evils; for time is the greatest innovator."
Well, in the decades ahead who knows what governments will obtain
long-range missiles? Who knows how rational or competent those
governments will be? I spoke before a meeting of the America
Council of Life Insurance last week and I called S.D.I. an
insurance policy. And that’s what it is.

S.D.I. is not a weapon of war, but an insurer, a protector,
of the peace. It is totallyiaithin the limits as set by the
A.B.M. treaty and we intend to continue our compliance with that
agreement. In fact,Gire™TUTT armd=petf—of—tire—ikichdin
Rebyithstanding, I believe that the Strategic Defense Initiative
compliments our efforts to achieve missile reduction agreements.
With a defensive system in place, the possibility that one side
has cheated, and has a few missiles in hiding, is far less
\\ Preatemng Further ) .

. S8.D.I., then, makes\deeper’?éductlons more likely.
A system that makes nuclear-armed missiles more vulnerable, makes
those missiles more negotiable.

Now there are those who may be pessimistic about chances of
deep reductions in the nuclear arsenals, but let us not forget
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zero option, it too was
all but written off by the commentators -- not all of them, but

many of them. In the time that has followed, we persevered and




stuck to our principles. We held firm against the advocates of a
so-called nuclear freeze, followed through on our modernization
program, and the installation of Cruise and Pershings in Europe.
When at long last it was realized that we would not accept the
nuclear domination of Europe by the Soviet Union, that we had the
courage to protect our own long-run interests and those of the
alliance, progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.

As you are all aware, General Secret:fy Gorbachev, will be
visiting Washington beginning December‘\eé;’ If the last minute
details can be worked out, we hope to sign an historic treaty
which will eliminate a whole class of nuclear-armed
intermediate-range missiles from the face of the Earth, the first
mutually agééed upon reduction in our nuclear arsenals ever.

As I say, this will be a history making event, yet it is
only a first step, a model for others that will follow. We would
hope to see progress on a number of fronts. The United States,
for example, has proposed a 50 percent reduction in the number
of longer-range nuclear-armed missiles. We are also looking for
an agreement on chemical and biological weapons, and a reduction
on both sides of the conventional military forces facing each
other on the European continent.

Neither the I.N.F. treaty we hope to be signed during the
upcoming summit, nor any other agreement that follows will be
built on trust. Agreements with the Soviet Union must be based
on reciprocity, verification, and realism. And while we want to
bolster the peace and improve relations, no agreement should ever

be signed simply for the sake of signing an agreement, for the




sake of atmospherics. Improving the general tone of relations
between our countries, as I’ve outlined on several occasions,
will require much more movement toward solutions in regional
conflicts, a greater respect for human rights within the Soviet
Union, and progress on a number of bilateral issues between our
countries. As I’ve explained to General Secretary Gorbachev, our
countries do not have differences because we are well-armed, we
are well-armed because we have differences.

Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change
needs to take place before trust, like that we have with
democratic governments, can come into play. The Soviet peoples,
themselves -- even though there has been some change -- still
tell stories and joke about their plight. I heard one abo?t a
fellow who went to the K.G.B. to report that he lost his p;frot.
The K.G.B. asked him why he was bothering them. Why didn’t he
just report it to the local police. He answered, "I just want
you to know, I don’t agree with a thing that parrot has to say."

In 4 months we will mark the 5th anniversary of the

March 23, 1983, speech in which I challenged the scientific

)
community to develop a system that would make nuclear-armed
missiles obsolete. General George Patton once said, "Never tell
people how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will
surprise you with their ingenuity." That statement showed a deep
insight into the American character and it has been proven again
in our drive for a nuclear defense system.

Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I’ve seen and

heard. The scientific research and engineering work you are




doing, along with that of others like you in hundred of locations
throughout this great land, is a tribute to the genius of
America. This is truly a national effort -- both government and
private sector -- involving pre-eminent individuals in industry,
education, and the scientific community. No President could be
prouder or more grateful than I am for all you, and your fellow

colleagues around the country, are doing. God bless you.




Jo |
Publ. ¢

a1
{301

November 20, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN
FROM: MAX GREEN

SUBJECT: Martin Marrietta Speech

Suggestions for revicions:

1. Talk about othcr things people saic <ruldn't be done, e.g.
flying, the A-boub, etc.

2. Talk about the enormous progress that has already been made.

3. Talk about the Soviet's fear of SDI, how it brought them to
the bargaining table.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON 7\'!

November 20, 1987 \\\\\\\\fj

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY R. DOLAN
DEPUTY ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND
DIRECTOR OF SPEECHWRITING

FROM: ARTHUR B, CULVAHOUSE, JR.
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Presidential Address: SDI/INF -
Martin Marietta Plant, Denver, Colorado

Counsel's office has reviewed the above-referenced Presidential
Address and has no legal objection to its delivery by the
President. We suggest, however, the following changes:

(1) Page 4, Paragraph 2, Sentence 1. Substitute
"has" for "have" and "its" for "their". .

(2) Page 5, Continuation Paragraph. Delete "in
doing so".

(3) Page 5, Paragraph 2. Delete the second
sentence. We do not believe the President
should bind himself to adherence to the A.B.M.
treaty, and there may be certain aspects of an
S.D.I. program that are prohibited even under
the "broad interpretation”" of the A.B.M. treaty.

(4) Page 6, Continuation Paragraph, Line 3. We
believe it would be appropriate to emphasize
the allied nature of the cruise and Pershing
missiles deployment. Along these lines, we
suggest that the phrase "with the close
cooperation of our allies, installed" be
substituted for "the installation of".

(5) Page 6, Paragraph 1, Sentence 1. It is our
understanding that General Secretary Gorbachev
will arrive on December 7, 1987, not December 3.

Attachment

cc: Rhett B. Dawson



(Rohrabacher/AKuv)
November 19, 1987
6:30 p.m.

PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: SDI/INF
MARTIN-MARIETTA PLANT

DENVER, COLORADO
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1987

Thank you. It is an honor for me to be with all of you, men
and women of science and engineering, who play such a vital role
in this age of technology. I will have to admit I’m a bit awed
by what I’ve seen and heard today.

O0f course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford. B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a
demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.
President Hayes’s reaction: "That’s an amazing invention," he
said, "but who would ever want to use them?" (PAUSE) I thought
at the time I heard him say that he might be mistaken.

Seriously though, I was born into a small town in the farm
country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor
plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a radio
crystal set. Just in my life, we’ve gone from a time when many,
if not most, people traveled by horsepower -- and I mean the kind
that eats hay -- to an era of supersonic passenger service. And
just possibly before I leave the scene, we will have developed a
craft that will takeoff from runways as planes do today, but once
at high altitude, this craft will rocket itself into space and
zip to its destination at 4 or 5 times the speed of sound -- from
New York to Tokyo in 90 minutes. (PAUSE) This could bring a

whole new meaning for "sushi to go."



The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yet that opportunity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my youth
could possibly have imagined. Affordable world-wide
communications and transportation have not just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time ago
was available only to large corporations, is now being put to use
by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man can do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others
like them, like many:of you, built on that foundation. It has
been technology and freedom, together, that have pushed America
ever forward and made her the land of abundance and progress we
love so dearly.

British statesman Arthur Balfour once noted, "Science is the
greatest instrument of social change... the most vital of all
revolutions which marked the development of modern
civilizations."

Science and technological based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. After what I have seen today, I believe that mankind
is again on the edge of a revolution that will change the basic
assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape the

world in which we live.



Until now, mankind’s search for security focused on
expanding the ability to lash out, to kill, to destroy.
Technological advances throughout the ages increased man’s
destructive power and those nations that did not keep pace soon
felt the sting of defeat and the pain of subjugation. This has
been a fact of life. What you are doing here, is changing the
facts of life and once you’ve completed your work the world will
never be the same. I suggest it will be a better and a safer
world.

our Strategic Defense Initiative offers mankind security
through protection rather than retaliation. It is a scientific
advance that will be judged a success not on how many lives it is
capable of taking, but on how many it is able to save. It is a*
moral as well as scientific endeavor worth every minute and hour
you are dedicating to it.

I realize that being a government project, with all the
politics that goes with that reality, your work can be
frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick gravity,
but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming."

I appreciate the extraordinary effort each of you is putting
into this project. Your mental prowess and creativity, and, yes,
your hard work, will make or break the program. And I want you
to know, what you accomplish will be put to good use in
protecting your country, the free world, and perhaps all mankind
against the threat of nuclear holocaust. It is not a bargaining

chip. It will not be traded away.



Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses required to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to
maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I’d say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost will be, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile is
fired, even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the consequences
because there is no way to stop it. 1In the case of S.D.I.,
America cannot afford not to do everything necessary to develop
this missile defense system and put it in operation.

The Soviet Union, even as they criticize our S.D.I. research

has ds
effort, have been rushing full steam ahead on $hedr own
anti-ballistic missile defense. They are spending billions of
dollars, perhaps tens of billions, and have concentrated the
energy and talent of their brightest scientific minds. More than
10,000 scientists are working on military lasers alone =-- with
thousands more developing high-tech weapons that use particle
beams and kinetic energy.

The Soviet government’s propaganda campaign against our
S.D.I. research, even while they work overtime to develop their
own S.D.I.-like system, is one of the greatest con games in
history. We must not be conned into reducing our commitment.
Their "Cosmos" weapons program, which includes everything from
killer-satellites to the modernized anti-missile system that

protects Moscow, dwarfs our S.D.I. program already. Those who



would cut or eliminate funds to our effort, imdeing—se would
grant a monopoly in this vital area to the Soviet Union.

Furthermore, the Strategic Defense Initiative is not aimed
at protecting us and our allies against the Soviet Union alone.
Francis Bacon once wrote, "He that will not apply new remedies
must expect new evils; for time is the greatest innovator."
Well, in the decades ahead who knows what governments will obtain
long-range missiles? Who knows how rational or competent those
governments will be? I spoke before a meeting of the America
Council of Life Insurance last week and I called S.D.I. an
insurance policy. And that’s what it is.

S.D.I. is not a weapon of war, but an insurer, a protector,
of the peace. -4é—és—%eta&&y:;4%hin_ths—%émits—as—set-by~the*

i g : ¥ 1 bl
agreement: In fact, the huff and puff of the Kremlin

notwithstanding, I believe that the Strategic Defense Initiative
compliments our efforts to achieve missile reduction agreements.
With a defensive system in place, the possibility that one side
has cheated, and has a few missiles in hiding, is far less
frightening. S.D.I., then, makes deeper reductions more likely.
A system that makes nuclear-armed missiles more vulnerable, makes
those missiles more negotiable.

Now there are those who may be pessimistic about chances of
deep reductions in the nuclear arsenals, but let us not forget
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zero option, it too was
all but written off by the commentators -- not all of them, but

many of them. 1In the time that has followed, we persevered and



stuck to our principles. We held firm against the advocates of a

so-called nuclear freeze, followed through on our modernization
Ler\ it clogt edeperAion o ouv rddies instothaf

program, and{the—installationr—ef Cruilse and Pershings in Europe.

When at long last it was realized that we would not accept the
nuclear domination of Europe by the Soviet Union, that we had the
courage to protect our own long-run interests and those of the
alliance, progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.

As you are all aware, General Secretary Gorbachev, will be

visiting Washington beginning December_;ré?u If the last minute
details can be worked out, we hope to sign an historic treaty
which will eliminate a whole class of nuclear-armed
intermediate-range missiles from the face of the Earth, the first
mutually ag;éed upon reduction in our nuclear arsenals ever.

As I say, this will be a history-making event, yei it is
only a first step, a model for others that will follow. We would
hope to see progress on a number of fronts. The United States,
for example, has proposed a 50 percent reduction in the number
of longer-range nuclear-armed missiles. We are also looking for
an agreement on chemical and biological weapons, and a reduction
on both sides of the conventional military forces facing each
other on the European continent.

Neither the I.N.F. treaty we hope to ¥e signed during the
upcoming summit, nor any other agreement that follows will be
built on trust. Agreements with the Soviet Union must be based
on reciprocity, verification, and realism. And while we want to

bolster the peace and improve relations, no agreement should ever

be signed simply for the sake of signing an agreement, for the



sake of atmospherics. Improving the general tone of relations

between our countries, as I’ve outlined on several occasions,
will require much more movement toward solutions in regional
conflicts, a greater respect for human rights within the Soviet
Union, and progress on a number of bilateral issues between our

countries. As I’ve explained to General Secretary Gorbachev, our

countries do not have differences because we are well-armed, we

are well-armed because we have differences.

Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change

needs to take place before trust, like that we have with

democratic governments, can come into play. The Soviet peoples,

themselves -- even though there has been some change -- still

tell stories and joke about their plight. I heard one about a

b

fellow who went to the K.G.B. to report that he lost his parrot.

The K.G.B. asked him why he was bothering them. Why didn’t he

just report it to the local police. He answered, "I just want

you to know, I don’t agree with a thing that parrot has to say."

In 4 months we will mark the 5th anniversary of the

March 23, 1983 speech in which I challenged the scientific

community to develop a system that would make nuclear-armed

missiles obsolete. General George Patton once said, "Never tell

people how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will

surprise you with their ingenuity." That statement showed a deep

insight into the American character and it has been proven again
in our drive for a nuclear defense systenm.

Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I’ve seen and

heard. The scientific research and engineering work you are



doing, along with that of others like you in hundred of locations
throughout this great land, is a tribute to the genius of
America. This is truly a national effort -- both government and
private sector -- involving pre-eminent individuals in industry,
education, and the scientific community. No President could be
prouder or more grateful than I am for all you, and your fellow

colleagues around the country, are doing. God bless you.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 20, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY DOLAN .
FROM: JONATHAN F. THOMPSON ?§§

SUBJECT: OSTP Comments on SDI Address

our specific suggestions are incorporated into the draft,
attached.

We would offer the following general comments:

1. Comment: This forum is a showcase opportunity for
the President to celebrate the tremendous strides we have made

in the most historic initiative of his Presidency--SDI. It
needs a sense o ook how far we have come, look GHEETE??EEE?]BL&+‘ .
’ .{L'-lt?

shown can be done," which is lacking in this draft.

Recommendation: Add discussion of milestone
accomplishments of SDI.

2. Comment: The fundamental theme we need to get across
is that SDI is President Reagan's greatest contribution to
peace and security. The language employed in the present \
draft would leave the listener with the impression that the 4 <.
President believed arms control agreements and the INF‘EE/f'
agreement constituted more historic accomplishments.

Recommendation: Adjust tone to include appropriate
references; e.g., "my highest priority as President is to
ensure the success of SDI for future generations of
Americans."

3. Comment: Finally, while there will be many
opportunities between now and December 7 to talk about arms
control, it would be unfortunate to consume too much of this
address with arms control issues. We want to emphasize that
SDI will not be compromised by any agreement so long as RR is
President; extolling the virtues of arms control here raises
exactly the opposite inference.

Recommendation: Reduce discussion of INF and arms
control as much as possible.
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: 11/19/87 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE 8Y: 2:00 p.m. Friday 11/20

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: SDI/INF - MARTIN-MARIETTA PLANT
DENVER, COLORADO

(11/19 6:30 p.m. draft)

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI
VICE PRESIDENT o o FITZWATER 0 m/
BAKER O g/ GRISCOM v o
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REMARKS:

Please provide any comments/recommendations directly to

Tony Dolan by 2:00 p.m. on Friday, November 20th, with
an info to my office. Thank you.
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e 6:30 p.m.

PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: SDI/INF
MARTIN-MARIETTA PLANT
DENVER, COLORADO
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1987

Thank you. It is an honor for me to be with all of you, men
and women of science and engineering, who play such a vital role
in this age of technology. I will have to admit I’m a bit awed
by what I’ve seen and heard today.

Of course, not all my predecessors shared my sense of wonder
about such things. One, President Rutherford. B. Hayes played
host to a notable science and technology event back in 1876 -- a
demonstration in the White House of the newly invented telephone.
President Hayes’s reaction: "That’s an amaziqg invention," he
said, "but who would ever want to use them?" }PAUSE) I thought
at the time I heard him say that he might be mistaken.

Seriously though, I was born into a small town in the farm
country of Illinois. Progress in those days meant indoor
plumbing, electric lights, a telephone, and perhaps a radio
crystal set. Just in my life, we’ve gone from a time when many,
if not most, people traveled by horsepower -- and I mean the kind
that eats hay -- to an era of supersonic passenger service. And
just possibly before I leave the scene, we will have developed a
craft that will takebff from runways as planes do today, but once
at high altitude, this craft will rocket itself into space and
zip to its destination at 4 or 5 times the speed of sound -- from
New York to Tokyo in 90 minutes. (PAUSE) This could bring a

whole new meaning for "sushi to go."




The America I was born into was acclaimed for its liberty
and opportunity, yet that opportﬁnity for which we were so proud
has been expanded today beyond anything the Americans of my
youth could possibly have imagined. Affordable worldwide
communications and transportation have not just extended, but
eliminated horizons. Computer capability, which a short time
ago was available only to large corporations, is now being put

to use by small business and individual entrepreneurs.

We are in an age when the common man can do and experience
what in past times was enjoyed only by kings, royalty, and the
elite. Jefferson, Washington, and Madison laid the foundation
for liberty and equality; Edison, Einstein, Goddard, and others

like them, like many of you, built on that foundation. Our

precious freedom and technological miracles born of that freedom
N—

from the steam engine of yesteryear to the supercenducting
Sy SRR

supercollider of tomorrow have pushed America ever forward and

made her the land of abundance and progress we so dearly love.
[ 7 absd T

Science and technological based revolutions in health care,
food production, communications, transportation, manufacturing,
and other endeavors have changed how we live and the quality of
our lives. After what I have seen today, I believe that mankind
is again on the edge of a revolution that will change the basic
assumptions upon which we base our decisions and reshape the

world in which we live.




Until now, mankind's search for security focused on
expanding the ability to lash out, to kill, to destroy.
Technological advances throughout the ages increased man's
destructive power and those nations that did not keep pace soon

felt the sting of defeat. This has been a fact of life. Well,

that's not good enough. 1It's not good enough for you, or for

me. And it surely isn't good enough for our children. What you

are doing here, is changing the facts of life and once you've

completed your work the world will never be the same. It will
be a better and a safer world.w(That is why SDI has been one of
my highest and most vital goals. It is a legacy for peace that

you and I together can make a reality.

¢
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Our Strategic Defense Initiative offers mankind security
throﬁgh protection rather than retaliation. It is a scientific
advance that will be judged a success not on how many lives it
is capable of taking, but on how many it is able to save. It is
a moral as well as scientific endeavor worth every minute and

hour you are dedicating to it.

I realize that being a government project, with all the
politics that goes with that reality, you;r work can be
frustrating. Wernher von Braun once said, "We can lick gravity,

but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming."




But despite all the paperwork and the politics, today we

are closer than ever before to realizing an effective SDI

system. Soon we will begin operational tests of aspects of that

system, moving toward a phased deployment of real defenses for

Y e NI lr  ECPIPRTCRETT L At -

America and our allies. Peace and freedom will be more secure.

when a potential aggressor knows he can never succeed in any

attack against the Wegt.

I appreciate the extraordinary effort each of you is
putting into this project. Your mental prowess and creativity,
and, yes, your hard work, will make or break the program. And I
want you to know, what you have done and what you will
accomplish will be put to good use in protecting your country,
the free world, and perhaps all mankind against the threat of

nuclear war. You are not working to build a bargaining chip.

Let me be clear. I will never trade SDI for an arms

control deal. I will not accept limits on SDI, nor in any way

gonstrain our research and development program ip returp for
S

Soviet promises. I believe that we can and must negotiate

limits on strategic offensive forces oh their own merit, while

moving the world as soon as possible to a deterrent based on

Leaci g

real defenses against ballistic missile attack. We have before

us the possibil;gxrof rendering weapons of mass destruction

obsolete. And when we do, we will have given our children the

greatest arms control measure of all time.




Yes, there are those who complain about the cost. Benjamin
Franklin, himself a man of science and politics, once observed,
"The expenses required to prevent a war are much lighter than
those that will, if not prevented, be absolutely necessary to

maintain it."

Well, mirroring that thought, I'd say that what we spend to
protect ourselves from nuclear missiles is much lighter than the
cost will be, human and otherwise, if even one nuclear missile
is fired, even if by mistake, and we have to suffer the
consequences because there is no way to stop it. In the case of
SDI, America cannot afford not to do everything necessary to
develop this missile defense system and put it in operation as

soon as possible.

The Soviet Union, even as they criticize our SDI research
effort, have been rushing full steam ahead on their own

strategic defense system. They have spent some $150 billion

over the past ten years--15 times what we have--and have

concentrated the energy and talent of their brightest scientific
minds. More than 10,000 scientists are working on military
lasers alone--with thousands more developing high-tech weapons

that use particle beams and kinetic energy.




The Soviet government's propaganda campaign against our SDI

research, even while they work overtime to develop their own

ﬁm‘syﬁem, is one of the greatest con games in history.

We must not be conned into reducing our commitment. They have a

nationwide ABM radar network, an arsenal of killer-satellites

a&mhog:"
and a modernized anti-missile system eﬁgggggés Moscow, up and

operating. As I have told Congress,‘!!lllllll’ﬁﬁgrUSSR may be

own
preparing an ABM defense of its national territory--in violation

of the A . Those who would cut or eliminate funds to

our effort /-ih-Sedas

Sovi

defenses be develbped? The question is rather, will the Soviet
Union be the only country to possess them? The choice is_ggfff///

®
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SDI is not a weapon of war, but an insurer, a protector, of

the peace. 1In fact, the huff and puff of the Kremlin

notwithstanding, I believe that the Strategic Defense Initiative

comp%iténts our efforts to achieve missile reduction agreements.

With a defensive system in place, the possibility that one side

has cheated, and has a few missiles in hiding, is far less

frightening. SDI, then, makes deeper reductions more likely. A
~

system that makes nuclear-armed missiles less valuable, makes

those missiles more negotiable.

Now there are those who may be pessimistic about chances of
deep reductions in the nuclear arsenals, bui% let us not forget
that in 1981, when I first proposed our zero option, it too was
all but written off by the commentators--not all of them, bgi%

many of them. 1In the time that has followed, we persevered and




nt | 2ad
stuck to our principles. We held firm against the advocates of a
so-called nuclear freeze, followed through on our modernization
program, and the installation of Cruise and Pershings in Europe.
when at long last it was realized that we would not accept the
nuclear domination of Europe by the Soviet Union, that we had the
courage to protect our own long-run interests and those of the

alliance, progress toward a mutually beneficial treaty ensued.

'““Geﬁé?aITSEcretary~Gerbache1L will be
visiting Washlngton beglnnlng December 3rd. If the last mlnu;;TﬁCV/

-
details can be worked out, we hope to sign an historic treaty .

which will eliminate a whole class of nuclear-armed

intermediate-range missiles from the face of the Earth, the firsﬁ
v, !

I
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As I say, this will be a history making event yet it is ?

mutually agre\s upon reduction in our nuclear arsenals ever.

only a first step,,acgodei—for—Uthers—thae—wiéi-éeiéowx We would

AN

i
hope to see progress on“a number of fronts. The United States, ;

. )

for example, has proposed \39 percent reduction in the number:

- !

of longer-range nuclear-armed ﬁiesiles. We are also looking for
SN

N }

an agreement on chemical and/biologiqal weapons, and a reduction

USRI PO,

on both sides of the conventional miligary forces facing each
N

N,

l
other on the European continent. \\ ;
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Neither the I N.F. treaty we hope to be si ed during thes

:upcoming summit, ‘'nor any other agreement thet—fe&tuwslﬁr}i be

built on trust.
; e
on reciprocity, verification, and realism. And while we want {to

ke
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Agreements with the Soviet Union must be basgd

bolster'the peace and improve relations, no agreement should

.
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be«slgnedmatmply ‘for the sake of signing an agreement, for the:




sake of atmospherics. Improving the general tone of relations
between our countries, as I’ve outlined on several occasions,

e
will require much more movement toward solutions in regional

- !

conflicts, a greater respect for human rights within tHhe Soviet
~

Union, and progress on a number of bilateral isgpéé between our -
w d I
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countries. As I’ve explained to General Secretary Gorbachev, our
= i
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countries do not have differences because we are well-armed, we!

S
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are well-armed because we have differences. !

i
AN !

Even with all the talk of openness and Glasnost, much change

needs to take place beforeI;'VSt, like that we have with
democratic governments,,éé; come into play. The Soviet peoples,
themselves -- even ough there has béen.some change -- still

tell stories and,/joke about their plight.- luheard one about a ;

fellow who weht to the K.G.B. to report that hé\lqst his parrot.

The K.G.

asked him why he was bothering them. Why-didn’t he
just report it to the local police. He answered, "I jusi*wgnt

—agree—with a " Ehing that parrot has to say."

In 4 months we will mark the 5th anniversary of the

March 23, 1983 speech in which I challenged the scientific
community to develop a system that would make nuclear-armed
missiles obsolete. General George Patton once said, "Never tell
people how to do things; tell them what to do, and they will
surprise you with their ingenuity."™ That statement showed a deep
insight into the American character and it has been proven again
in our drive for a nuclear defense system.

Today, I have been deeply impressed with what I‘ve seen and

hiifg;jLThe scientific research and engineering work you are
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doing, along with that of others like you in hundreqf%f locations
throughout this great land, is a tribute to the genius of
America. This is truly a national effort -- both government and
private sector -- involving pre-eminent individuals in industry,
education, and the scientific community. No President could be
prouder or more grateful than I am for éll you, and your ﬁe&i?ﬁq

colleagues around the country, are doing. God bless you.






