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November 23, 1987 
8:00 p.m. 

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: HERITAGE FOUNDATION LUNCHEON 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 1987 

Thank you. Thank you all very much. It's always a great 

pleasure to come here to the Heritage Foundation -- I've always 

considered Heritage, in a sense, my shadow cabinet. 

In fact, Ed Feulner did come into the Administration for a 

short while at the beginning of the year -- and his help and 

advice were invaluable -- but he wanted to get back to Heritage. 

He knew where the real power center in Washington is. 

In the last 10 years, with Ed at the helm, and with the 

constant support and vision of Joe Coors, Heritage has 

transformed itself f~om a struggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives to, well, a struggling and valiant coterie of ------------·~--------------------------
conservatives, though today the influence and importance of 

Heritage is widely recognized in this town and, indeed, by policy 

makers around the world. 

Thinking back to those days when, as we used to say, all the 

conservatives in this town could fit in a single phone booth, I 

remembered the story Lincoln told one day when he found his 

entire Cabinet, with the exception of one man, against him. 

During a revival meeting in his home town in Illinois, one of the 

audience, who'd indulged too much in the refreshments before 

hand, passed out and stayed asleep when the preacher challenged 

the assembly: "Who here that is on the Lord's side, stand up!" 

And the whole audience, of course, except for the drunk, stood 

up. When the preacher then asked, "And who is on the side of the 
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Devil?" he suddenly awoke, rose, and standing there all alone, 

said, "I don't exactly understand the question, but I'll stand by 

you parson, to the last." 

Well, we've stood by each other -- all of you today, who 

have been so generous, have stood by the cause, and demonstrated 

the kind of dedication that has made conservatism the dominant 

intellectual and political force in American politics today. 

When we think of those people who have helped shape American 

politics, one special name comes to mind -- a voice of 

patriotism, reason, and conservative values. That voice is now 

silent, but the memory of our great and good friend, Clare Boothe 

Luce, will conti~ue to speak loudly -- not just to a new 

gen~ration of conservatives, but to all Americans, to all people•· 

who cherish freedom, who know it's worth the struggle. 

Clare once remarked that no matter how great or exalted a 

man might be, history will have time to give him no more than a 

single sentence: George Washington founded the country; Abraham 

Lincoln freed the slaves; Winston Churchill saved Europe. But I 

can't help but think that Clare will prove the exception to her 

own rule. History will have to make time to chronicle all her 

great achievements. Or if there is a single line, it will be: 

Clare Booth Luce, she did everything, superbly. 

Before I get to the main body of my speech, there are 

two subjects I'd like to discuss -- really I want to ask for your 

support. The first, our nomination of Anthony Kennedy to the 

Supreme Court. He's tough on crime. He believes, as we do, that 

judges should interpret the law, not make it. He knows that 
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there are victims to crime as well as criminals, and he doesn't 

confuse the two. He's served for 12 years as a judge on the 

9th Circuit Court of Appeals where he's won the respect of the 

entire legal community. He's been on my short list from the very 

start. In fact, the only thing wrong with Anthony Kennedy is 

he's not 41-years-old. But you know those Californians, they're 

all health nuts, and they have a way of sticking around for a 

long time. 

The second thing I'm going to be needing your support on is 

the budget deal we hammered out with Congress. Now, I know many 

people are unhappy with that deal. I don't expect people to be 

jumping up and down in ecstasy. But let me tell you about two 

important steps forward we've taken that should be reassuring to 

conservatives: Marginal income taxes -- the heart of incentive 

economies have not been touched. The second round of rate 

cuts will go into effect, just as scheduled, on January 1st. 

That's vital for a strong, growth year in 1988. And there are no 

new across the board taxes, there are user fees, loophole 

closings and the like -- I had $11 billion of them in my own 

budget this year -- we've kept our pledge to the American people 

on taxes. 

The second step forward was on defense. Now, some people 

said we would have been better off with sequestration. Well, 

sequestration would have cost us $11.5 billion in defense. With 

this deal, we gajned $6.5 billion back and ended with $3 billion 
v~J' 1 71((S ~,'rn'f.iff ,·t' 

more in defense spending than last year. (He may Qau.s ~id 
i);'n'"&<"iuvr __ 'trl~r ..frr el..t.--k v-.~. Nt Vt~ (er>', v~ t ~ ~ t- -::C II lM .l'fi"// et,·.rtt ff:/k~ 
hH. ~ ---f.arewell te Cap ~ieinb~!!er, bat as I saia to llim, we know t ~ 

f CQ~ ( J.---i~ ,tL /,rt H-- ~~J't:.~/ 111rrn.~ f¥'y ~ 'Nl+.'-n.-11 ~t~[~ l'vt-JY>t~ '1 
c.rr,,~\.-?V'lf,·~ ,.v.J. 1- IM-4'/ ~~ C-"'1 ,/,) i>-e/ kif , ._ NII, "1 tfL ;..-~ fo ,L ,/i~. 
ii..- .-r µ1-

~~( ~.&11 
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the RliUJfti£ie:ent ;ee he did zebuihling oat ~efenses is nowhese 

neaz ee!ftple'6e 

CO!taui Lill@!~ 

Well, as you all know, a week from today I will be receiving 

an important visitor. There's been, as you also know, a lot of 
MltttJi~ 

-4,e: ck and for th ¼1) preparation for this s ummi te;,--'€:=-"'n""tvT!S::-i--t+l~y-.1,t ... '""'s~,_,b,..e ... e""'!'I"':..--

)rrJ.l ,Aeor'je Sl,1t:1lt21 9oiA~ eaelc and fez t:;£) For now, we seem to have 

~ -~t vu~v..Uf ironed out the difficulties, and I'm confident that they will 

:A.t'~ stay ironed. 

With all of the things going on, however, one might be 

forgiven if one felt a little like Harold Macmillan in his famous 

exchange with NB.kita Khrushch~~• It was Macmillan, of course, 

who was delivering an address at the United Nations, when 

Khrushchev pulled off his shoe and started banging it on the 

table. Unflappable as ever, Macmillan simply remarked, "I'd like 

a translation, if I may." 

Well, today I want to give you a translation. I want to 

talk to you about relations between the United States and the 

Soviet Union relations that focus upon four critical areas. 

First -- and in many ways primary -- human rights; second, 
5 f7II (< f- pe i.... V \ '-f'\ i "' 

,..-• Pl'C~etiated aettle~e~ts t~ regional conflicts; third, expanded 

exchanges between our peoples; and fourth, arms reduction. Let 

me begin with the last, because in this area, particularly, our 

realism, patience, and commitment are close to producing histcric 

results. 
w-t 't-t- rtA " ... ~ I remember when I visited Bonn, back in 1982, when we wagan 

Nk+-" ff Wf)Vtl,t r' fl.we fttw !'Nte-+ Jr- ?.c,s (l v-u.L~ {tA. r1 #~. 
deploy.i..w:Pour Pershings in Europe~ Thousands of demonstrators 

/\ 
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chanted and marched. And I couldn't help thinking what irony. 

For it was to secure the peace they sought and the freedom they 

were exercising that we were deploying the missiles they 

protested. 

Despite intense political pressure, NATO held firm. The 

two-track policy of arms reduction negotiations and deploy~ent 

stayed -- well, it stayed on track. And yes, it was when we 

lf~~~o:e:Mo~;f~~~t:~r~~ t::J~!tess, if need 1'~ to meet 

{force witft fe~e~that the Soviets -- after first walking out of 

A-<,~r.,; 
~ 
/J f' YVU>Atf 

~fl 
c.Mf\"'ll~•,;.J 

ft-<,.,,,,.., '1 
{Sf-I fl/f) 

I\ 
the negotiations -- eventually returned and began to talk 

seriously about the possibility of withdrawing their own I.N.F. 

missiles. 

I'm pleased to say that the agreement we're nearing is based 
• 

upon the proposal that the United States, in consultation with 

our allies, first put forward in 1981 -- the zero-option. The 

zero-option calls very simply for the elimination of this entire 

class of U.S. and Soviet I.N.F. missiles. 

According to this agreement, the Soviets will be required to 
Y'/1,1 'rt ~ "'- tfi.r-" 

remove~ times as many nuclear warheads as will the United 

States. Moreover, the Soviets will be required to destroy not 

only their entire force of SS-20's and SS-4's, but also their 
'1-NF 

shorter-rang~ballistic missiles, the SS-12's and SS-23's. 

@_t. wottlEi, bowever, be hasty to assume tb~~..r..e....-.t tAe 

point where we are ready "to put pen to-pap-er-a~~. 

For ene t-hiftg, in g~e. impo-~ ,.i;ea -1;- u.e.r.if~Lc.at,jg~-.tbe 
lk INF ~~ 1.-11villJ\ .. J1t ~;l1 

t.roaty i!I net yo~ Q9Rlpl ete A~l'treaty "''i 1 ,gwa r ts ma~ provide 

for effective verification, including on-site inspection of 
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facilities before and during reduction and short-notice 

inspection 
::1t1t slu,v.J-" i'-1- wl/1 ~ ~ ~If .f'lv;~~ 

afterwards. ~verification regime 6',e Ail'IO p,:t 

iR ,aRaYa ~& •ne me9~ e@~in!en~history of arms 

control negotiations. 6 w.t4.I Aet. seft:fe i4t ; tbi,.g,g lesa) -

We are a1s!-rzr:/!;/.g'-1./e7Jirr:ft.1~~ ag~~J:2"::' f"ad.';,j~': our 
A 

two nations' strategic arsenals by half. Our Geneva negotiators 

have made progress. The Soviets must, however, stop holding 

strategic offensive missile reductions hostage to measures that 

would cripple our research and development of S.D.I. 

It's no longer a secret that the Soviet Union has spent 

\«~''1 ~~~i~Dn billion£ 0$ do~:r~ J:~~i':r1'i::; t~ir own 

S'~!':l•~'1u!fftft;l7I':iiYlil sye:eefft, Research and development in some 
•. 

~ ,,,. ..... 
,,~k-~-r 
.... S' ().J. 

N"C-1\~,...,,.-k,,," 
t* 11.ft~f
-~~ ~'\--
t!,JL~'•f 

JJ~) 

u-..~~ 
10 (i+f 

~~~-

parts of the Soviet strategic defenses.-- we call it the "Red 

Shield" -- began more than 15 years ago. Today it includes 

everything frorn~\r ,~:.~) i......,kto the modernized 
Af~ ~'/4.tf ~rrw.,/ ~A,.·k._~ 1wil ettJ•~Vl 

A.B.M. defenses that ~AMoscow. More than 10,00~scientists~ 

are working on military lasers alone -- with thousands more 

developing other advanced technologies such as particle beam and 

c~ ~ ,,,. )v\"f ... vrtitl'r °""~ ~~-"""'' 
kinetic energy weapons. ~··Hr Iii~ f'"~J'"ft"'4ti • J 

rr.. ~-,~ ~ ~~ ~\t~ ,,.,., ;," ,,11,-,,.,.re~ .. 
The 11 Red Shield" program dwarfs S.D.I".JI\ Yet some in Congress • 

would bind us to an overly-restrictive interpretation of the 

A.B.M. treaty that would effectively block development of S.D.I., 

giving the Soviets a monopoly in anti-ballistic missile defenses. 

This effort to tie our hands makes even less sense when the 

Soviets aren't abiding by the A.B.M. treaty. Whatever 

interpretation you give the A.B.M. treaty, broad or strict, the 
V,rt-v-./1,, f/1 ~~~k,, -IV"tk J~ 61 «N

soviets are violating it. (!J;u or tliE lt.t,~ travty's big«,eet:a. -

~., ~:11 ~ 
,, trlj~ 
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this area or any other area. 

{i recent report released by the Department of Defense, 

called "The Soviet Space Challenge," warns that the Soviets are 

developing a space-launch capability much greater than that of 

the United States. T~e report estimates that the Soviet launch 

requirements will be two to three times our own, while their 

proposed launch capability between 1990 and 2005 is nearly double 

any requirement we can identify. "Clearly," the Secretary of 

Defense states, "the Soviet program points in one direction -

the methodical pursuit of a war-fighting capability in space." j 
[This report raises an ominous specter. Together with the 

long-standing "Red Shield" program,;;~~.i,e :,e~:tieR, ua.sa t~ 

construction of the Krasnoyarsk radat,~of an early warning and 

¥ ~ V•'k1 ~VJf el 
tracking system r the Soviets may~ be {t, e :peaitiQA 5e •-

) 

"break,::out" of the A.B.M. 1reaty, to confront us with a fait 

accompli that we will be totally and dangerously unprepared for.] 

There has been a strange tendency by some in Congress to 

discuss S.D.I. as if its funding could be determined by purely 

domestic considerations, unconnected to what the Soviets are 



,~rr ~ 
~ 

\JYtW\M · 

~I~ 
j~KA-' 
kt~ 
~~t,,, 
{o.cc.Nl.i'j ~ 
~-+z.. 

~'t"1'#v'~ ~ 
L,--r" 
;h~,,,.,,) 

doing. 
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S.D.I. is too important to be subject to ~ngressional 

--log-rolling. It is a vital insurance policy, a necessary part of 

any national security strategy that includes deep reductions in 

strategic weapons. In decades to come, it will underwrite all of 

us against Soviet cheating on both strategic and 

intermediate-range missile agreements. S.D.I. is not a 

bargaining chip. It is a cornerstone of our security strategy 

for the 1990's and beyond. We will research it. We will develop 

it. And when it is ready, we will deploy it. 

Now, let me just say a few more words about two of the other 

subjects I'll be discussing with General Secretary Gorbachev -

first human rights. There has b~en a lot of speculation about 
• ~ f,~~--c...."--~ ,r<- 1J,..t _... C..,\11,t rk.., .. ~_r •. 

glasnbst recently. 4it5w slncei.e an efiat=• is& ie i!e refeAI ~aFJ'let 
IJJ'( SU? 
~••ee'T} Will this first breath of openness be followed by real 

freedoms? Those of us who have lived through the last 70 years 

remember earlier moments of promise in Soviet history 

temporary thaws soon frozen over by the cold winds of oppression. 

{!1:1t we caz:i certainly aloe look for signs of hope~ 

recent sign came from Joseph Terelya, the brave Uk>..ainian ,,,,,.,,,.-,, 
Catholic human rights activist who was r;J..etrsed from the Soviet 

--
Union in September after 20 years in·_..-s";viet Labor camps, prisons, 

and psychiatric hospital1/~usly, Mr. Terelya had feared 

that glasnost was no.,.m6re than, in his words, "camouflage for the 
/ ' 

West." He poiI:1ted out that "beginning in January 1987 repression 
, / 

has inc~ased in the Ukraine," and that the Soviet press has been 

"f~f :srehemeM hatied"-crga't'n-st.u the UJtrai..nian..._Qptholic Church. 
.. ____ ··- --- -
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optimism. Saying that "somet)l..ing has· changed at the top of the 

Soviet Government," ~of an apparent willingness on the 

part to consider legalization of the Ukrainian 

religious freedom -- freedom of worship for all the people of the 

Soviet Union, including Protestants, .(.sA&lie~. Orthodox Jews, 
,.~ u~lr".s- -- '"'~'"--'•k.J .._. ~~ 

~followers of Islam./ For th.iii x:aafiQR; ri11e will so leokii.R! with 
~,~t~ rl- . 

c;J;.-vt eagerness. apd -grgat expecta•••n•; at the L&11cs 15etween ·. 
9oriet officials ~a~ the Catholic Church in the Ukraine. 

"t~ '41~ ~ J~ ~t- .h\,,t-1,f )U/tr~ ik. ,tL, · 
Finally, lies mo juct se\la~ on tbe siU,ject ,,,,Q,t regional 

1v1·JI ~ h,1~ ~ ~'7 ~'-'· '-+ ·t 1\4.t_ ,r,/--,t,_ VK.el~ ~~ 111.~~~Mh h )ft).,. -r-e/,,;.IIJ 
conflicts~ Today, even as their economy flags at home, the ~. 

Soviets spend billions to maintain or impose Communist rule 
I"~ w, Wt 'If,, 

abroad, from Eastern Europe, to Cuba, ~oen~-,. South Yemen, 

Angola, Ethiopia, ~zanib~ Nicaragua, and Afghanistan. It's 

estimated that the Soviet war on Afghanistan costs them between 

$5 billion and $6 billion a year. The Soviet bloc has supplied 
('uv Ji'$~ 

some $1 billion annually to the €ona.mnist Angolans and $2 billion 

to the Sandinistas in military hardware alone. 
A~ J ,vtr:f, Yn,. r/c,d 

Meanwhile, Soviet~forces in Afghanistan and Angola have been 
Jlr.'-"'r" 

suffering devastating deUats at the hands of the freedom 

fighters in those nations. ~eordil'l~ t:e c.s.~. news, an 

operation by the Muj ahadee-n-±a-s-t-sprnrg-,~·-1ed by--·the---courageo-us 

Gefteral Wtud~ inf-l±eted-some-·-uf·-"theneavfest "losses ·orr --i-~ 
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INSERT ON AFGHANISTAN 

In Afghanistan, the Mujahedin have proven they cannot be 

defeated. In the past 15 months, fighting heroically to liberate 

their country, they have improved their weapons, their tactics, 

and their coordination. They have inflicted a string of serious 

defeats on Soviet elite combat units as well as on the puppet 

Afghan army. And the Resistance has strengthened its political 

unity as well. 

International support for the brave Afghan freedom fighters is 

more solid than ever. Three weeks ago the UN General Assembly 

with a record vote called overwhelmingly for the withdrawal of 

all foreign forces from Afghanistan. 

The Soviet leaders say they are prepared to withdraw their 

troops. I have urged -- and I urge again -- that they set a date 

certain an early date certain -- for that withdrawal to begin 

and end. They should respect the voice of the Afghan people and 

negotiate with the Resistance, without whose assent no political 

solution is possible. And they should face reality and allow a 

process of genuine self-determination to decide Afghanistan's 

destiny. 



For the present regime in Kabul is discredited and doomed; its 

days are clearly numbered. From comments we hear the Soviets 

making, in many parts of the world, it's beginning to look as if 

even they are writing off that regime. The Soviets pride 

themselves on recognizing objective reality. It's time for them 

to bite the bullet. 

The goal of the U.S. remains a genuinely independent, nonaligned, 

neutral Afghanistan, free from external interference. Once the 

Soviet Union shows convincingly that it is prepared to withdraw 

promptly and permit self-determination, the United States will be 
~ 

helpful diplomatically. In the meantime, the struggle against 

tyranny continues. 
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c-e-rr iers, and some_ airer a ft--were-dest-royedT-aftd---5ev-ie-t 

sia~le operotie~ 

In Angola in the past few weeks, Jonas Savimbi's freedom 
~II'< .r Nk,/- - b.,~ hl'PLA~.r. 

fighters...,,inflicted another crushing defeat on the&oieee This _,,l~ ~,fl.~~,,..~~~ A 
fall's 081'111~~ offensiveA-- the biggest ever in Angola ended 

in a routEiti>l'J tA~ -i~~nieie& > The heroes of the LAmba River did it 
h "4tf'~'-j /il'7k 

again, pushing back the massive ~·1ie"b assau1;na:,destroying ~-

t~~r,vr,: Soviet tanks J,. e:11;.'';-J :~~l~ ~,t&ea'ti.,;~~.; 7' 

-z.4:6:.work.i,&4J trucks(VMld 24 werlti.:M' 4-aPliit a drama::c:1c gai o ~ ---;?:::::::e:e::~ ~::e ~:::. :':: :0 ::"e. #md as 

l..tWYt f ,vt-,1,f A1 p L.A- •"-I ,,,,... 
maR¥ as :ti' helicopters and fl' planes ~liililii&: iAOt down The ,.saui et i, '"°' 

rw~+,v..1 {.1~~ ,..,,,.~ 

"' 
are truly beginning to feel the "sting" of free people fighting 

back. 
~SJ 

Then there•s~Ethiopia. Two years after the devastating 

famine that galvanized world attention, that poor country seems 

to be sliding agonizingly into another that health officials 

predict could be even worse. 

Once again, we hear that the~1use of the famine threatening 
~~rs ,t,...+-,._ V1ti•$ "-'~-I.ti~;.._ A ""'""--

Ethiopia is poor weather. N'o doubt weatfte• pla~s a •elate~~ 
#,-~'f'C4.S, •""f ,n.-.,~ Cvq.f ~rt. ~.vJ'~~• ,A/-!V"<~~ {~,~,, A ~, .... J v-t. * 

1:1-tere 13 1eal7.jtiestlon 1£ l.9 lS the illdjbl CUlpt±L. II'lU.li ygar, 

~a'°':¼Jtl~~!'lrtq ';;~J~t r :e~~a7'l11b~S t; a f!v!'~ ""f i t~1;1!,~ ~~ ~•~ 
'Y"V~rl'. 

~o sad fact is, Ethiopia'• agonizing sjtuation is directly 

attributH1lil.& •e sha polieie!I ef i~s Ceaumwjst ruler •. More than 

one relief agency has accused the Ethiopian Conununists of 



~ •S-..,i SI-,, 
,~.or ,.,,t, , .. 1,.-
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manipulating the famine and relief efforts in the civil war 
. 1"-4. Sy J'k )')\.A A'-t t"ta,~.rft~ Tf- ,11 pnVJl'k ;11 i/.'111,v,.. 

against their own people. ;.._ ~,n_,:,,-;. 1,4--il/ ~J-lv-Jt~ 4\"h1·, a,yttvltv-,./ S~ 
.f..rv. y~V1 +- ~ ,· 1-- Ur ~\J"t~. 

Last time, the United States was generous in responding to 

the emergency, sending more food, supplies, and logistical 

support than any other nation. 
. µI .,I . . 

fam1neAreturn1 to Ethiopia, we 

f,'ltc.-< 
If ~Re ~eee Lord forbi~ 

will again do what we must to save 

innocent lives. But we will also insist that the Soviets do 

their part. Last famine, while the rest of the world sent food 

and medicine, the Soviets sent their clients in Ethiopia weapons 

of war. 

It's long past time the Soviet Union accept its 

responsibilfty to save lives in Ethiopia. They must mg,Ja 

~eaiateJ.:.pto pressure'their client rulers in Ethiopia to 

institute the reforms that will prevent the horror of famine from 

happening again. The first time it was a tragedy -- the second 

will be a crime. 

When I meet with General Secretary Gorbachev, I will ask 

him: Isn't it time that the Soviet Union put an end to these 

destructive, wasteful conflicts around the world? Without an end 

to Soviet efforts to impose totalitarian regimes through force of 
v-c-,l n,,, ~ ttvttf- ,· II'\ .,.eu..1,.,.. 

arms, I will tell him, there can never be a tr~c gla~no~t, ~rue r 

o,&RAees;, between /his nation and ours. 

~* I will also make it clear that the greatest stumbling blocks 
~ ~ 

to increased cooperation @?d mrcba:r.~ between our two nations is 

Soviet support for Communist tyranny in Nicaragua. Here too, the 

Soviet-backed forces are hurting. With our aid, the Nicaraguan 

freedom fighters have made impressive gains in the field and 
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brought the Communist Sandinistas to do something that they never 

would have done otherwise -- negotiate. 

If I can turn to the domestic side of this question for a 

moment, I hope the Members of our own Congress will not forget 

this important fact: Without the freedom fighters, there would Iv-.~~'· 4f~~~ .1 be no~ paa•e J!lliaan, there would be no negotiations, and no 

hope for democracy in Nicaragua. An entrenched, hostile 
~\,4.1V.I~ 

0euaaanist regime in Nicaragua would be an irreversible fact of 

life. The Sandinistas would have permanently consolidated and 

fortified a new Cuba on the American mainland. 

Within the next month, Congress will have to vote on ----c.:..c::....::..:: 

nonlethal id to the freedom fighters -- aid that will keep them 
i 

~~~e through mid-January when the Central American Presidents 
~ .._. l. &411 ~~ k ,. . 

meet to determine compliance with theAAria~ pea-el! plaR. If 

Congress votes down this aid, the freedom fighters will run out 

of supplies i.";:;1~::'?;;;s/:1 ~1e~:/ Becemher mez:e t.h.aR a l'ftOA.th 

,,--15'efore EAe mee€ingy The Sandinistas will know all they have to 

do is play the waiting game. They will have no incentive to 

negotiate, no incentive to make real concessions to democracy. 

The Sandinistas will know that Congress, by pulling the plug 

on the freedom fighters, accomplished what they and their 

billions of dollars in Soviet aid could not -- the final 

extinguis~t of all hope of freedom and democracy in Nicaragua. 

If we're serious about this peace process, we must keep the 

freedom fighters alive and strong until they can once again 

return home to take part in a free and democratic Nicaraguan 

----
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society. They are brave men, and they have sacrificed much in 

the cause of freedom. They deserve no less. 

There will be few more important votes in Congress than this 

one, and as I have so often in the past, I'll be counting on your 

active support. With your help, I know we can win this one. The 

fact is, as you all very well know, we have no choice -- we have 

to win this one. 

Well, thank you very much, and God bless you all. 
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P~GE 22 

'\ 

Thank you. Thank you all very much. It'• alway• a great 

pleaaure to coma here to the Heritage Foundatio~~'l,;;.-•1£!'1&,JCr 
-£ cc;; i fesi?t §e ,a Gee 'i, l ,,: 5§1 ii:&EL ii IS 4 

!ii ll t: Ed Feulner did come into the Adlniniatration for a 

short while at the beginning of the year -- and hi• help and 

advice were invaluable -- but he wanted to get back to Heritage. 

He xn'ew where the real power center in Washington 1•. 

In the la• t 10 years, with Ed at the helm, and with the 

con• tant support and vision of Joe Coor•, Beritaqe haa 

tran&formed itself from a • truggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives to, well, a etrugglin9 and valiant coterie ot · 

con•ervative•, though today the influence and importance of 

Heritaqe 1• widely recognized in thi• town and, indeed, by·policy 

ma~ers around the world. 

Thinking back ~o tho• e days when, aa we used to say, all the 

conservatives in thi• town could !it in a • ingle phone booth, I _,,,,. 

remembered th• story Lincoln told one day when he found his 

entire Cabinet, with the exception of one man, against him. 

During a revival meeting in his home town in Illinois, one of the 

audience, who'd indulged too much in the refreshments betore 

harid, . passed out and stayed asleep when the preacher challenged 

the a• sernblyi "Who here that is on the Lord's side, • tand up!" 

And the whole audience, of course, except !or the drunk, stood 

up. When the pr~ach•r then a• ked, "And who i• on the aide of the 

• 

' 
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Devil?" he suddenly awoke, roae, and standing there all alone, 

said, •1 don't exactly understand the question, but I'll stand by 

you parson, to the last." 

Well, we've stood by each other -- all of you today, who 

have been so generous, have stood by the cauae, and demonstrated 

the kind of dedication that has made conaervatism the dominant 

intellectual and political force in American politics today. 

When we think of those people who have helped shape American 

politics, one special name comes to mind -- a voice of 

patriotiRm, r11son, and conservative values. That voice ia now 

silent, but the memory of our great and good friend, Clare Boothe 

Luce, will continue to • peak loudly .. - not ju•t to a new 
- . 

; ·, •, 

generation of conservatives, but to all Americans, to all people 

who cherish freedom, who know it'• worth th• struggle. 

Clare once remarked that no matter how great or exalted a 

man might be, hi_story will have time · to give him no more than a 

single sentence: George Washington founded the country1 Abraham 

Lincoln freed the elave• i Win• ton Churchill aaved Europe. But l 

can't help but think that Clare will prove the exception to her 

own rule. History will have to make time to chronicle all her 

great achievements. or if there is a single line, it will be: 

Clara Sooth Luce, she did everything, superbly. 

Before I get to the main body of ~y speech, there are 

• • 

two subjects I'd like to discuss -- really I want to a1k for your 

support. The first, our nomination of Antho~y Kennedy to the 

Supreme Court. He's tou~h on crime. He Delieves, as we do, that 

judge• should interpret the law, not make it. Ha knows that 

f 
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ther~ are victim• to crime as w•ll •• criminals, and he doesn't 

contu•• the two. He's served for 12 years as a judge on the 

9th Circuit Court of Appeal• where he's won the respect of the 

entire legal community. He's been on my short li~t from the very 

start. In fact, th• only thing wrong with Anthony Kennedy is 

he~years•old. But you know those Californians, they're 

all health nut•, and they have a way of sticking around tor a 

long tiJne. 

The aecond thing;- 90,,, •• ~• ne•d- your •upport on ia 

the budget deal we hammered out with Congress. 
,Sow,c_. 

Now, I know ••! 
' d,·$._,,.;__,.#6L

people arel..r,t.ap!',Fwith that deal. I don't expect people to be 
~. 

jumping up and down in ecstasy. But let me tell you about two 
• . 

important ster~ f~rward we've taken that •hould be reasaurinq to 
+-t. ..M h,t.,,_c~ 

conaervativex Marginal income tax~s -• the heart of incentive 

economies -- have not been touched. The second round of rate 

. cut• will go into effect, juat as • chedul•d~ on January_ lat. 

That'• vital for a atrong, growth year in 1988. And there are no 

new across the board taxes, there are user fees, loophole 

closing• and the like -- I had $11 billion of them in my own 

budget thi• year-· w~•v..s,.kept our pledge to the American people 
l, G-e~t•• @• r,11 c. ~ /' • es. 

The second step torwara wa .. vu J ... !.a.P.aa. ~Tn1,r. tnm,- R•g-;,~ 

aai~ we wuuld ha~~ bean b~t.t.ar off with sequestration. Well, 

sequestration would have coat us $11.S billion in defense. With 

this deal, we gained $6.5 billion back and ended with $3 billion 

more in defense spending than last year. We may have bid 

farewell to Cap Weinberger, but as I said to him, we know that 
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the magnificent job he did rebuilding our defenses is nowhere 

near complete -- and we're not • lacking on• iota from that 
Al\cl ~•~"-'° "~.. .. MIC •re. • -Hee -,.,e •-I if ,,~•"J 

commitment. _-' ~ ol&U •' \41WSllt\• ti "o~ ...,.._, -,_;,.,.f, ,-lo ~ 
A frc..t, ff> ,-e,a \lc,& A.- ~ c...,;• ,. • t... A ~~ • 

. Wall, as you all know, a week from today I will be receivin~~ 

an important visitor. There's been, aa you also know, a lot of 

back and forth in preparation for this summit -- mostly it' • been 

George Shultz 9oinq back and forth. For now, we aeem to have 

ironed out the difficultie• , . and I'm confident that they will 

stay ironed.,_ o&>'\(:J 
With all of the thing• going on, however, one might be 

forgiven if one felt a little like Harold Macmillan in hi• famous 
• 

exchange with N/1,kita Xhrushchev. It waa Macmillan, of course, 
'· who was delivering an addres• at the United Nations, when 

Khrushchev pulled off his shoe and atarted banging it on the 

table. Unflappable as ever, Macmillan simply remarked, •I'd like 

a translation, if I may." 

Well, today I want to give you a translation. I want to 

talk to you about relation• between the United States and the 

Soviet Onion relations that focua upon four critical area• • 

First -- and in many ways primary~- hlll'tlan righta1 second, 

negotiated settlement• to regional conflicts, third, expanded 

exchanges between our peoples; and fourth, arm• reduction. Let 

me begin with the last, becau&e in thi& area, particularly, our 

realism, patience, and commitment a.re close to producing historic 

results. 

I remember when I visited Bonn, back in 1982, when we began 

deploying our Per&hings in Europ~. Thousands of demonstrators 
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chanted and marched. And I couldn't help thin~ing what irony. 

For it wa• to ••cure the peace they • ought and the freedom they 

were exerci• ing that we were deploying the missiles they 

protested. 

Despite intense political pressure, NATO held firm. The 

two•track policy of arms reduction neqotiations and deployment 

stayed -- well, it stayed on track. And yes, it was when wa 

showed our determination, our willingness, if need be, to meet 

force with force that the Soviets -- after first walking out 0% 

the negotiations eventually returned and began to talk 

seriou• ly about the possibility of withdrawing their own I.N.F. .... ... __ 

ai •ailoa. •. '}:, ,J.~ .. 
t•~ pleased to aay that thet\agreement ~·Ten••••~ i • based 

upon the pro~oaal that the United States, in consultation with 

our allies, first put forward in 1981 -· th• zero-option. The 

zero-option calls very simply !or the elimination of this entire 

class of U.S. and Sovi~t I.N.F. missiles. 

According to this agreement, the Soviets will be required to 

remove four times as many nuclear warheads as will the United 

Statea. Moreover,. the Soviets will be required to destroy not 

only their entire force of SS-20's and SS•4'1, but al10 their 

shorter-range ballistic missiles, the SS-l2'a and SS-23 1 1. 

-pe:i:ft:a. ,,.,.a;e w• are ready to put pen to pe:pe9 and !1ign ttre Li.taty 

Flt?: QDP thiR9, '"::r~~i-=~t~fia ... ,eN:ii.eetio~~: thfJ" 

..-oa~, i• ne~ Y•• eeRlfl••-,3 Any treaty I agree to1.n1N1t=provide 

for effective vwrificaticn, including on-!ite inspection of 
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b•f(,r• and during reduction and short-notice 

·nspeetion afterward•. The verification regime we have put 

our Geneva negotiator• 

~ ·-
began more than 15 year, i:.ela11lle8r 

k~~~==-=== Shield• program dwarf• S.D.I. Yet •ome in Con9res1 

~ould bind u• to an overly-restrictive interpretation of the 

A.B.M. treaty that would effectively block development of S.D.I., 

giving the Soviet• a monopoly in anti-ballistic missile defenses. 

This effort w tic ca• he:miPJ rnakes even less sense when the 

Soviets aren't abiding by th• A.B.M. treaty. Wftl 9115-

-~~~ '1'f" -~ .lats mp 1 tbs I Doti: i ... , ... J»;s1J ea •~ICC, 

"~ Sc i _U@ •••e• ?etiec 1;- l}wci]of the A.B.M. treaty's biggest 

- ----------~ ... -
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proponent• in this co~ntryG; Robert McNamara and McGeorge 

Bundy -.Jaqree that th~ . Soviet construction of the large, 

phase-array radar at Xraanoyarsk is almost certainly a violation 

of A.B.M. 

., ~I ,.,.,. le 4-1,tl/ 
;~ur hand• to a treaty that the other • ide feel • 

perfectly free to violate.a.• u,_a 11• Reillh•R! • 91'1 lahaa Uhiliterai 

•••••• aa1rt.. And 
~ 410 

as I promised Cap Weinberqer ..W wee~;n his 

farewell at the Pentagon -- we're not unilaterally di• arminq in 

this area or any other area. 

A report released by the Department Gt eel••••· 
Space Challenge,• warns that th• Soviet• are 

eve loping 

he United States. 

much greater than that of 

report estimate• that the Soviet launch 

equirement• will be two 

ropo• ed launch capability 

our own, while their 

and 2005 i• nearly doub 

y requirement ·we can identify. "Clearly," the ·Secretary of 

fense states, •the Soviet 

e methodical pursuit of a 

Thi• report rai••• an ominou• 

l ng-etanding •Red Shield• program and 

c nstruction of th• Krasnoyarsk radar, 

tacking •y1tem -- the Soviets may soon be in 

• reak out• of the A.B.M. treaty, to confront 

· that we wil 

There has baen a ••••-•2• tendency oy aome 1n Congresa to 

di1cu1• S.D.I. as if it• funding could be determined by purely 

domestic con• iderations~ unconnected to what the Soviets are 
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doing. s. D. I • 

insurance policy, a nece •• ary part of 

any national security strategy that in~lude• deep reductions in 

strategic weapons • . i'fl dac•••• to CQIM· 1t t::ill .. ••••• .. j,te 111 a, 
us i!•insb euoiala eheat:iny 011 eet:h et.a•a•e~• •n• 29 

ihtez:uu••••• ••nCJ• ••••; \• .a.ga:•••••*• s. D. I. ta lib C a -

•••9aiR••! ••'•· •• is a corner• tone of our •ecurity strategy 

for the 1990's and beyond. We will research it. we will develop 

it. And when it is ready, we will deplo;s: it. // • Utcl:s wfuG: £ -
Now, Let me just • ay a few more word• about two of the other 

subject• I'll be discussing with General Secretary Gorbachev -

first human rights. There baa been a lot of apeculation about 

glasnost recently. How • incere an effort i• it to reform soviet 

society? Will this first breath of openn••• be followed by real 

freedoms? Thoae of us who have lived through the la•t 70 years 

remember earlier moments of pro~i•• in Soviet history 
.-H-.. .f. ct • .,., • .; • 

\eaprz-..,, thawa t 1• :Is i9I lf JSJ e:c by the cold wind• of oppres• ion. 

But we can certainly alao look for aigns of hope. One 

recent sign cam• from Joseph Terelya, the brave Ukrainian 

Catholic human rights activi• t who was released trom the soviet 

Union in September after 20 year• in Soviet Labor camps, prisons, 

and p1ychiatric hospitals. Previou• ly, Mr. Terelya bad teared 

th~t gl~snost wa~ no more than, in his words, "camouflage for the 

West.~ He pointed out that "beginning in January 1987 repression 

has increased in4aa Ukraine," and that the Soviet press has been 

"full of vehement hatred" against the Ukrainian Catholic Church. 

•. 
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Recently, howevr:tr, Mr. Terelya MB fo&RII sc:sl I u. ;alfllls• 

ttrt1zdr• r~·-, th~t "10methin9 has changed at the top of the 
p OJ.tt''-'e. 

soviet Government." be apoke of a. •!IP••ttJt willi~gn••• on the -part of the Soviet• to consider legalization of th• Ukrainian 

Catholic church, 

Few moves on the part of the Soviet government could do more 
i-h ~- ,-

to convince the world of~ sincerity~• -.,t Ii 1 :te reform. 

One of the truest measures of gl~snoat will be the degree ot 

religious freedom -- fr•edom of worahip for all the people of the 

Soviet Union, including Protestant•, Catholics, Orthodox Jews, 
~ 

and follower• of Islam. [ior thi1 rea1on, we will be l~oxing with 

great eagernea•, and great expectation•, at the talks between Vd'-p.}~ 
•. 

Soviet official• and the Catholic Church in the Ukraine.:] 

·Finally, let me just touch on the 1ubject of regional 
,._,_,. •4-k ..,_;. a11,,-,..at. ,._.,,-,.s.--

conflicta •. Today, even •~tile• ·••R••r ,-.a..,..t home, the 

~~ 
r~ 

Soviets spend billions to maintain or impoae Communist rule 

abroad, . from Eaatern Europe, to Cuba, Vietna.in, South Y•men, 

Angola, ·Ethiopia, lw1 rt· a , Nicaragua, and Afghaniatan. It' 1 

estimated that th• Soviet war on Afghaniatan costs them betwe•n 

$5 billion and $6 billion a year. The Soviet bloc ha• 1upplied 

some $1 billion annually to the Communist Angolans and $2 billion 

to the Sandinietaa in military hardwar• alone. 

Meanwhile, Soviet force, in Afghanistan and Angola have been 

suffering•• .. •••••••, defea.te at the hands of the freedom 

fighter• in those nations. According to C.B.S. news, an 

operation by th• Mujahadeen last 1prin9, led by the courageous 

General Wardock, inflicted some of the heaviest lo•••• on the 
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Soviet Army line• they invad•d that nation. _ tank~. _troop 

.carriara, and 10me_ aircraft were de1troyed, and _soviet 

troop• fell to the Afghan freedom fighters in juat that one 

single operation. 

In Angola in the past few weeka, Jona• Savimbi'• freedom 

fall's Communist offenaive -- the biggeet ever in Angola ended 

in a rout for the Soviet•• ~.,._...,. ... ..,.!'l""~Mmlr-:l::1111rn:,,l"""lffl,.,~IMH~" 

300 tanks. And•• 

The Soviets 

are truly beginning to feel the • • ting• of free people fighting 

back. 

another t 

ca.use of 

~ccused the Ethiopian Co nists of 



000 MH!LFAX 3501T UHLUTEC "478 '87 11-24 13: 05 PHGE 11 

' 

• 11 -

"'(n~pu~t.ing fhe t"fne •rd r•li•tfffortfi.n th~ 

ag\inst their\ovn p~ople. 
L""·-- ...... ".. '+h•·•,i ... 

. Last time, the United States was generou• in Te• pondinq to 

the eme~gency, • ending more food, ~uppliea, and logi• tical 

support than any other nation. If -- the good Lord forbid -

famine returns to Ethiopia, we will again do wh&t we must to save 

innocent lives. But we will al•o in• i • t that the soviet• do 

their part. t••• :l!a:atr\l!, while• •a• •••• • f th; wgrJ d sent fooc1 

-,!ft mad1C1m!, the !oviets acct tbs in sl ••••• •• Ftb1opi e NOOR~ 

o.t ua• -

It'• long past.~ime the Soviet Union accept its 

re•ponsibility to aave live• in Ethiopia. They mu• t move IIOCAJ 

1nvsfdcta•J.v•.to pr•••• ttaf..•t;1,-ft~~•••• in J:tJ;ieri• •• 
. i,. 1-f"-i.,., ... 

J-nat1 t:::tn WI• reform•l\that will preve.nt .t.he horror of famine from 

happening again. The first time it wa• a tragedy -- the second 

will be a crime. 

When I meet with General Secretary Gorbachev, I will &•k 

him: Isn't it time that the Soviet Union put an end to these 
s~ 

destructive, wa•tetul contlicte around the world? Without~n end) 

tp &Qui st ett •utu tQ t•r••• ••••~ i.taazia.: zeglllies thwwwgh foztc sf 

to increased cooperation and exchange between our two nations 

Soviet•eupport for Communist tyranny in Nicaragua. N•••PPL4i••> ,Aa, 

Sa ••*•becv::d fsrao• :st hus•iR,- With our~ Nicaraguan 

freedom fighters have made imprea• ive gains in the field and 



• 
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brought the Communi• t Sandin~sta• to do aomething that they never 

would have done otherwise -- negotiate. 

If I can turn to the domestic • ide o! thi• question for a 

moment, I hope th• Members of our own Congr••• will not forget 

this important fact: Without the freedom fighters, there ~ould 

be no Aria• peace plan, there would be no negotiations, and no 

hope for democracy in Nicaragua. An entrenched, ho• tile 

Communi1t regime in Nicaragua would be an irreversible fact ot 

life. The Sandiniatas would have permanently consolidated and 
d.,...,.,.-;,s'C _l-•~u-4/ 

fortified a~a:r 1m:,r1fAthe American mainland. 

Within the next month, ~ongre •• will have to vote on 

nonlethal aid to th• freedom fighters -- aid that will keep them 

viable through mid-January when the Central American President• 

meet to determine compliance with th• Arias peace plan. It 
S-&'fl "O 

Congre• s t fr~•dom fighters will run out 

of supplies in the first 2 weeke of December -- more than a month 

before the ll'Hting. The Sandinia~i:\1 l•111s1 11] tbe:r h•,• 111 

do is P••s bha ur#t1os some llllu,, will have no incentive to 

negotiate, no incentive to make real \,f.f!:t!u1e":.~,Aamocracy. 

Congress, 

If we're serious about this peace process, we must keep .the ...., _,._.,;._w,.,.. 
freedom fighters alive and strongbntil they·can once again 

return home to take part in a free and democratic Nicaraguan 
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society. Th•y are brave m•n, and th•y have aacrificed much in 

the cau•• of freedom. They deserve no leas. 

There will be few more important votes in Congres• than tbi• 

one, and.as I have ao often in th• paat, I'll be counting on your 

active 1upport. With your help, I know we can win this one. The 

fact ie, a• you all very well know, we have no choice -- we have 

to win this one. V 

well, thank you very much, and God ble•• you all. 

1•1 11111 
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_ou all very much. It's always a great 

pleasure to ~9'~!-:l~Pe- to the Heritage Foundation J: !'ve always X 
V'~ ~~c ~~ o.J.,r /e.A-

considered Heritage, in a sense, my shadow cabinet. ~~ 

In fact, Ed Feulner did come into the Administration for a 

short while at the beginning of the year -- and his help and 

advice were invaluable -- but he wanted to get back to Heritage. 

He knew where the real power center in Washington is. 

In the last 10 years, with Ed at the helm, and with the 

constant support ano vision of Joe Coors, Heritage has 

transformed itself from a struggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives to, well, a struggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives, though today the influence and importance of 

Heritage is widely recognized in this town and, indeed, by policy 

makers around the world. 

Thinking back to those days when, as we used to say, all the 

conservatives in this town could fit in a single phone booth, I 

remembered the story Lincoln told one day when he found his 

entire Cabinet, with the exception of one man, against him. 

During a revival meeting in his home town in Illinois, one of the 

audience, who'd indulged too much in the refreshments before 

hand, passed out and 

the assembly: "Who 

l eep when the preacher challenged 

on the Lord's s~staRli up!" 

And the whole audience, of course, except d.runkr stood 

up. When the preacher then asked, 

X 

X 
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Devil?" he suddenly awoke, rose, and standing there all alone, 

said, "I don't exactly under~tand the question, but I'll stand by 

you parson, to the last." 

Well, we've stood by each other -- all of you today, who 

have been so generous, have stood by the cause, and demonstrated 

the kind of dedication that has made conservatism the dominant 

intellectual and political force in American politics today. 

When we think of those people who have helped shape American 

politics, one special name comes to mind -- a voice of 

patriotism, reason, and conservative values. That voice is now 

silent, but the memory of our great and good friend, Clare Boothe 

Luce, will continue to speak loudly -- not just to a new 

generation of conservatives, but to all Americans, to all people 

who cherish freedom, who know it's worth the struggle. 

Clare once remarked that no matter how great or exalted a 

man might be, history will have time to give him no more than a 

single sentence: George Washington founded the country; Abraham 

Lincoln freed the slaves; Winston Churchill saved Europe. But I 

can't help but think that Clare will prove the exception to her 

own rule. History will have to make time to chronicle all her 

great 

Clare 

B 

nts. Or if there is a single line, it will be: 

oo she. did everything, superbly. 
~ 

ore I get to the main body of my speech, there are 

two subjects I'd like to discuss -- really I want to ask for your 

support. The first, our nomination of Anthony~ to the 

Supreme Court. He's tough on crime. He believes, as we do, that 

judges should interpret the law, not make it. He knows that 
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there are vict ims as well as criminals , and he doesn't 
~ 

confuse the two. He's served for 12 years as a judge on the 

9th Circui~t of Appeals wher~ he's won the respect of the 

entire legal community. He's been on my Ct, list from the very 

start. ennedy is 

~ he's not 41-years-old. But you 

t 16, 1 all heal th nuts, and they e 

II \l"\-1. long time J WL.....JJ!l.--.:=- -'-

~i;,,, .. 

The second thing I'm going to be needing your support on is 
;--

the budget deal we hammered out with Congress. Now, I know many 

people are unhappy with that deal. I don't expect people to be 

jumping up and down in ecstasy. But let me tell you about two ,,, 
important steps forward w~ taken that should be reassuring to 

conservatives: Margi~~income t~xes ~- the heart of ince=e 

economies have no'{"be~n touched. The second round of rate 
~ ,- ~ . _.,. 

cutrwill go into effect, just as scheduled, on January 1st. 

~ That's vital for a strong, growth year in 

~~ new across the board Ce"s 
And there are 

t::;--
loopho ;Le ,-,. ---- --· 

1
,~i_: closin~nd the l~ke in my own 

~ budget this year 

61!r on taxes. 

~~ Y- The second step forward ,was on defCe. Now, some people 

f..-!' .,..,,~ aid we would have been better off wH~estratio_n. Well, 

~,i,\i sequestration would have cost us $11.5 billion in defense. With ·~,..,, ~ . -

,, this deal, we gained 1 $6.S billion back and ended wit~ $~llion ~J · 
.rr-- ~ ~ ~ 

more in defense sp~d; than last year. We may have bid ~•u~ 
farewell to Cap Weinberger, but as I said to him, we know that /AtLtL.}~ 
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the magnificent job he did rebuilding our defenses is nowhere 

near complete -- and we're not slac~ one iota from that 

commitinent. 

Well, as you all know, a week from today I will be receiving 

an important visitor. There's been, as you also know, a lot of 

back and forth in preparation ~or this summit mostly it's been 

George Shultz going back and forth. /i:i,r now, we seem to have ? 
ironed out the difficulties, and I'm confident that they will 

stay ironedj 
J 

With all of the things going on, however, one might be 

forgiven if one felt a little like Harold Macmillan in his famous 
-"\ 

exchange with Nttkita 

who was delivering an 

Khrushchev. It was Macmillan, of course, 

address at the United Nations, when 

e; 

Khrushchev pulled off .his shoe and started banging it on the 

table. Unjppable as ever, Macmillan simply remarked, "I'd 

,J trans lat~ if I may." 

likek 

Well, today I want to give you a translation. I want to 

talk to you about relations between the United States and the 

Soviet Union relations that focus upon four critical areas. 

First -- and in many ways primary -- human rightsi second, 

negotiated settlements to regional conflicts;Erd,~xpa~d 

exchanges between our people~and fourth, arms reduction. Let 

me begin with the last, because in this area, particularly, our 

realism, patience, and commitment are close to producing historic 

results. 

I Bonn, back in 19~Nil 22 &n 

7'ousands of demonstrat~rs 

) 

i-

? 
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chanted and marched. And I couldn't help thinking what irony. 

For it was to secure the peace they sought and the freedom they 

were exercising that we were deploying the missiles they 

protested. 

Despite intense political pressure, NATO held firm. The 

two-track policy of arms reduction negotiations and deployMent 

stayed -- well, it stayed on track. And yes, it was when we 

~~o~ o~e;:Jm~~i~w~~e~ ~~~to meet 
fo~ce.Jd..Ui-~ that the Soviets -- after first-w~'lking out of 

the negotiations -- eventually returned and began to talk 

seriously about the possibility of withdrawing their own I.N.F. 

missiles. 

I'm pleased to say that the agreement we're nearing is based 

upon the proposal that the United States, in consultation with 

our allies, first put forward in 1981 -- the zero-option. The 

zero-option calls very simply for the elimination of this entire 

class of U.S. and Soviet I.N.F. missiles. 

Accor~-3,11g to this agreement, the Soviets will be required to 
~~~ ,r-/ 
remove~ as many nuclear warheads as will the United 

e::---
States. Moreover, the Soviets will be required to destroy not 

~ 

::::t:::::~l::::: ::.::::::•t::ds::~•a:~~::.:~eir 
Q . ~ 

It would, however, be hasty to assume that we're at the 

p 1 t where we are ready to put pen to paper and sign the treaty. 

For one thing, in one important area -- verif~on -- the 

treaty is not yet complete. Ak treaty I agree ~ust provide 

for effective verification, including on-site inspection of 

) 

,1,_ ...l A/1::. f ;'1:j ~ tu<_ AH>.IL <;;-, ¥"'-' 

~ urJ)~~v. 
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inspection 
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have made progress. 
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. ,, 
The Soviets must, however, stop holding 

strategic offensive missile reductions hostage to measures that 

are working on military lasers alone -- with thousands more , 

developing other advanced ,;ec~~i;J.;,~cj~ as_ ~i~~m ~ 

kinetic energy weapons. efM r ~-.'>1.~~ .~J.L•f-t.. ?;,~ • 
The "Red Shield" program dwarfs S.D.I, ~Yet ~ome in Cong~~~sT .A..d~ 

~"l~~ ~ $,--;;;: o--:, 
would bind us to an overly-restrictive interpretation of the N~Jwl/,'JJt_, 

A.B.M. treaty that would effectively block development of S.D.I., 

giving the Soviets a monopoly in anti-ballistic missile defenses. 

This effort to tie our hands makes even less sense when the 

Soviets aren't abiding by the A.B.M. treaty. Whatever 

interpretation you give the A.B.M. treaty, broad or strict, the 

Soviets are violating it. 'lflo of . €Pit ". B .!la I CfAi l )' I e i j~t > 
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this area or any other area. 
~ 

A recent report released by the Department of Defense, 

called "The Soviet Space Challenge," warns that the Soviets are 

developing a space-launch capability much greater than that of 

the United States. The report estimates that the Soviet launch 

~ 
requirements will be two to three times our own, while their 

proposed launch capability between 1990 and 2005 is nearly double 

any requirement we can identify. "Clearly," the Secretary of 
~ 

Defense states, "the Soviet program points in one direction --

the methodical pursuit of a war-fighting capability in space." 

h . t . . -~ h . h h Tis repor raises an ominous specter. Toget er wit t e 

long-standing "Red Shield" prog~ ';p~ ~ with the 

construction of the Krasnoyarsk radar an early warning and 
:t ~ "'f)t,,r/,. "1 +nu~ 

IC/,1" l1( tracking system the Soviets may ~ ~ a posities to 

~~ "break out" of the A.B.M. treaty, to confront us with a fait ~r 
accompli tha:· we will be totally,.dangerously unprepared for. 

There has been a strange tendency by some in Congress to 

discuss S.D.I. as if its funding could be determined by purely 

domestic considerations, unconnected to what the Soviets are 
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r 
doing. S.D.I. is too important to be subject to congressional 

log-rolling. It is a vital insurance policy, a necessary part of 

any national security strategy that includes deep reductions in 

strategic weapons. In decades to come, it will underwrite all of 

us against Soviet cheating on both strategic and 

intermediate-range missile agreements. S.D.I. is not a 

bargaining chip. It ' is a cornerstone 1of our security strategy 

for the 1990's and beyond. We will research it. We will develop 

it. And when it is ready, we will deploy it. 
i.v-

Now, Let me just say a few more words about two of the other 

subjects I'll be discussing with General Secretary Gorbachev -

first human rights. There has been a lot of speculation about 

glasnost recently. How sincere an effort is it to reform Soviet 

society? Will this first breath of openness be followed by real 

freedoms? Those of us who have lived through the last 70 years 

remember earlier moments of promise in Soviet history 

temporary thaws soon frozen over by the cold winds of oppression. 
~ 

But we can certainly also look for signs of hope. One 

recent sign came from Joseph Terelya, the brave Ukrainian 

Catholic human rights activist who was released from the Soviet )< 
" °"-'CU<l-f/ -..3' I/ . . 

Union in~epthbe after~ y.ears in Soviet Labor camps, prisons, 

and psychiatric hospitals: Previously, Mr. Terelya had feared 

that glasnost was no more than, in his words, "camouflage for the 

-- - ~ 
West." He pointed out that "beginn~~in··'J'anuary 19 8 7 rep:(ession 

has increased in the Ukraine,..--;;;:;;;: ·:~at the Soviet press has been ~ / 
✓ .. / ' / 

"full of vehement hatred 11 '--against ___ ,:e·ne('_.ukrainian Catholic Church c::---~~ 
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doing. S.D.I. is to important to be subject to conr~liiessiooa 1 

l:•! e1pll "z1 Ti · a vital insurance policy, a necessary part of 

any national security strategy that includes deep reductions in 

strategic weapons. a1ui1a~ea le ee1t,t:, it w1i:;,>t1iidErw1itea all of 
' J 
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It is a cornerstone of our security strategy 

for the 1990's and beyond. We will research it. We will develop 

it. And when it is ready, we will deploy it. 

Now, Let me just say a few more words about two of the other 

subjects I'll be discussing with General Secretary Gorbachev -

first human rights. There has been a lot of speculation about 
,__,_) 1_, < '),'IU~'\..f._l,._ .:1..,,.._, -L-·I· ! L' • • • 1 f /J ~ Wu.. .Lt.A, rt fi. ~ 

glasnost recently. Hew sineere ai\ aififort. i.!t i~. ~e re_:Eerm Sewiet. v . ,") 
~ f •'-t- .Lt.<chv-(_~- - • --- 1.,4<,"f•U. rHr•...t,.1 V,.. '+-~ s (,,l -tu ~~"-" J 

so~ie:ty? <;Will this first breath of openness s• icl:lo11eel by½:eal · 
0 . 

freedoms? 11 Those of us who have lived through the last 70 years 

remember earlier moments of promise in Soviet history 

temporary thaws soon frozen over by the cold winds of oppression. 

~""::: :=:::s:::e::sc--looL.£or &iga5 

af u:rainian 

Union 

and psychiatric 

West." 

f vehement hatred" 

age for the 

in January 

that the Sov·et press has been 

Ukrai~ian Catholic Church. 
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Recently, however, Mr. Terelya has 

optimism. Saying that "something has c nged at the top of the 

Soviet Government," he spoke of parent wilKngness . on the 

part of the Soviets to consider the Ukrainian 
_u 

Catholic Church. 
K 

Few moves on the part of the Soviet government could 

~r-" 
do more /A 

// 
to convince the world of the sincerity of their desire to reform. • 

One of the truest measures of glasnost will be the degree of 

religious freedom -- freedom of worship for all the people of the 

Soviet Union, including Protestants, Catholics, Orthod~x)Jew~, X 
and followers of Islam. For this reason, we looking with 

great eagerness, and great expectations, 

Soviet officials and the Catholic Chu 

between 

Finally, let me just touch on the subject of regional 

conflicts. Today, even as their economy flags at home, the 

Soviets spend billions to maintain or impose Communist rule 

abroad, from Eastern Europe, to Cuba, Vietnam, South Yemen, 

Angola, Ethiopia, Nicaragua, and Afghanistan. It's 

estimated that the Soviet war on Afghanistan costs them between 

$5 billion and $6 billion a year. The Soviet bloc has supplied 

some $1 billion annually to the Connnunist Angolans and $2 billion 

to the Sandinistas in military hardwarone. 

Meanwhile, Soviet forces in Afghanistan and Angola have been 

suffering devastating defeats at the hands of the freedom 

fighters in those nations. ,,.. .B.y'. 
// < , 

ast spring, led by 
/ 

losses on the 

X 
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0~~ 
tank _troop Iii ,1~7'1 Soviet Army 

carriers, 
-----1,,11·" 

_Sov~ 

in just th.<'one 

si operation. r 
In Angola in the past few weeks, Jonas Savimbi's freedom 

fighters inflicted another crushing defeat on the Soviets. This 

fall's Communist offensive -- the biggest ever in Angola -- ended 

in a rout for the Soviets. The heroes of the L~a River did it 

again, back the massive Soviet 

east 6Koviet tanks Ti~n:--l=1'n!r-T,..,.,ff!ln!'le!""""--'M!--,~ 

20~king for 

And as 

The Soviets 

.,,,.,,,--
Then there's Ethiopia. Two years after the devastating 

famine that galvanized world attention, that poor country seems 

to be sliding agonizingly into another that health officials 

predict could be even worse. 

Once again, we hear that the cause of the famine threatening 

Ethiopia is poor weather. No doubt weather plays a role; but 

there is real question if it is the major culprit. This year, 

the neighboring countries of Sub-Sahara seem little effected. 

The sad fact 

attributable 

is, Ethiopia's agonizing situation is directly 

to the policies of its Communist rulers. Gore 
✓ 

the Ethiopian Communists of 

than 

\ 

1 
,t 
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manipulating the famine and relief efforts in the civil war 

against their own peopleJ _/ 

Last time, the United States w~enerous in responding 

the emergency, sending more food, supplies, and logistical 

support than any other nation. If -- the good Lord forbid 

to 

famine returns to Ethiopia, we will again do what we must to save 

innocent lives. But we will also insist that the Soviets do 

their part. Last famine, while the rest of the world sent food 

J Q_L 

and medicine, the Soviets sent their clients in Ethiopia weapons/ , 

of war. 

It's long past time the S
. ~ . oviet Union accept its 

responsibili __ ty to save lives in Ethiopia. They must move 
•, 

immediately to pressure their client rulers in Ethiopia to 

institute the reforms that will prevent the horror of famine from 

happening again. The first time it was a tragedy -- the second 

will be a crime. 
~ 

When I meet with General Secretary_ Gorbachev, I will ask 

him: Isn't it time that the Soviet Union put an end to these 

destructive, wasteful conflicts around the world? Without an end 

to Soviet efforts to impose totalitarian regimes through force of 

arms, I will tell him, there can never be a true glasnost, true 

openness, between this nation and ours. 

I will also make it clear that the greatest stumbling block 

to increased cooperation and exchange between our two nations is 

Soviet support for Communist tyranny in Nicaragua. Here too, the 

Soviet-backed forces are hurting. With our aid, the Nicaraguan 

freedom fighters have made impressive gains in the field and 
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brought the Communist Sandinistas to do something that they never 

would have done otherwise -- negotiate. 

If I can turn to the domestic side of tJe::uestion for a 

moment, I hope the Members of our own Congre~s will not forget 
~ 

this important fact: Without the freedom fighters, there would 

be no Arias peace plan, there would be no negotiations, and no 

hope for democracy in Nicaragua. An entrenched, hostile 

Communist regime in Nicaragua would be an irreversible fact of 

life. The Sandinistas would have permanently consolidated and 

fortified a new Cuba on the American mainl~ 

Within the next month, Congress will have to vote on 

,, nonlethal aid to th,:;reedom fighters --ei~ th twill keep them 

viable through mid-January when the Central erican Presidents 

~ 
\ ) 

peace plan. If 

said, the freedom fighters will run out 
v" 

of supplies · e first 2 weeks of December ~-~e than a month 
-~ ) -A¥14¥b~ - ~JP#~ :CC Cit ..:u+4 •, 

before t eetin;.:.JThe Sandinis.\?a.s will know all they have to 

do is play the waiting game. They will have no incentive to 

freedom anrcracy in Nicaragua. 

If we're serious about this peace process, we must keep the 

freedom fighters alive and strong until they can once again 

return home to take part in a free and democratic Nicaraguan 
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~ 
society. They are brave men and they have sacrificed much in 

the cause of freedom. They deserve no 17 
There will be few more important votes in Congress than this 

one, and as I have so often in the past, I'll be counting on your 

active support. With your help, I know we can win this one. The 

fact is, as you all very well know, we have no choice -- we have 

to win this one. 

Well, thank you very much, and God bless you all. 

J 
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: HERITAGE FOUNDATION LUNCHEON 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 1987 

Thank you. Thank you all very much. It's always a great 

pleasure to speak to the Heritage Foundation and have a chance to 

see so many old friends and supporters. 

And advisors: As many of you know, Ed Feulner joined the 

Administration for a short while at the beginning of the year --

and his help and advice were invaluable but he wanted to get 

back to Heritage. He knows where the real power center in 

Washington is. 

In the last 10 years, with Ed at the helm, and with the 
'· 

constant support and vision of Joe Coors, Heritage'has 

transformed itself from a struggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives to, well, a struggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives, though today the influence and importance of 

Heritage is widely recognized in Washington and, indeed, by 

policymakers around the world. 

Thinking back to those days when, as we used to say, all the 
. 

conservatives in this town could fit in a single phone booth, I 

remembered the story Lincoln told when he found his 

entire Cabinet, with the exception of one .man, against him. 

During a revival meeting in his home town in Illinois, one of the 

audience, who'd indulged too much in the refreshments before 

hand, passed out and stayed asleep when the preacher challenged 
. --- ---- . - .. - -· - - - --- -

the assembly: "All here who are on the Lord's side, stand up!" 

And the whole audience, of course, except for the drunk, stood 
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up. When the preacher then asked, "And who is on the side of the 

Devil?" he suddenly awoke, rose, and standing there all alone, 

said, "I don't exactly understand the question, but I'll stand by 

you parson, to the last." 

Well, we've stood by each other -- all of you today, who 

have been so generous, have stood by the cause, and demonstrated 

the kind of dedication that has made conservatism the dominant 

intellectual and political force in American politics today. 

When we think of those people who have helped shape American 

politics, one special name comes to mind -- a voice of 

patriotism, reason, and conservative values. That voice is now 

silent, but t~e memory of our great and good friend, Clare Boothe 
~ 

Luce, will continue to speak loudly -- not just to a new 

generation of conservatives, but to all Americans, to all people 

who cherish freedom, who know it's worth the struggle. 

Clare once remarked that no matter how great or exalted a 

man might be, history will have time to give him no more than a 

single sentence: George Washington founded the country; Abraham 

Lincoln freed the slaves: Winston Churchill saved Europe. But I 

can't help but think that Clare will prove the exception to her 

own rule. History will have to make time to chronicle all her 

great achievements. Or if there is a single line, it will be: 

Clare Boothe Luce, she did everything, superbly. 

Before I get to the main body of my speech, there are 

two subjects I'd like to di~cuss -- _really_! want to ask for your 

support. The first, our nomination of Anthony Kennedy to the 

Supreme Court. He's tough on crime. He believes, as we do, that 
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judges should interpret the law, not make it. He knows that 

there are victims of crime as well as criminals, and he doesn't 

confuse the two. He's served for 12 years as a judge on the 

9th Circuit Court of Appeals where he's won the respect of the 

entire legal community. He's been on my short list from the very 

start because he's second to none in his commitment to the 

philosophy of judicial restraint. [In fact, the only thing wrong 

with Anthony Kennedy is he's already reached the ripe old age of 

51. But you know those Californians, they're all health nuts, 

and they have a way of sticking around for a long time.) 

The second thing I need your support on is the budget deal 

we hammered out with Congress. Now, I know some people are 

disappointed with that deal. I don't expect people to be jumping 

up and down in ecstasy. But let me tell you about two important 

aspects of the deal that should be reassuring to conservatives, 

indeed, to everyone: Marginal income taxes -- the heart of 

incentive economics -- have not been touched. The second round 

of rate cuts will go into effect, just as scheduled, on 

January 1st. That's vital for a strong, growth year in 1988. 

There are no new across-the-board taxes. There~ user fees, 

loophole closings and the like -- in fact, I had $22 billion of 

them in my own budget this year -- but we've kept our pledge to 

the American people to hold the line on taxes. 

And we actually came out ahead on defense. Now, some people 

said we would hav-e_-been . better off with sequestration. Well, 

sequestration would have cut an additional $16 billion of Defense 

Budget Authority, reducing the defense programs to a level 
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10 percent below fiscal year 1987 in real terms. With this deal, 

we ended up with $3 billion more in defense outlays spending than 

last year. We may have bid farewell to Cap Weinberger, but as I 

said to him, we know that the magnificent job he did rebuilding 

our defenses is nowhere near complete -- and we're not slacking 

one iota from that conunitment. 

Well, as you all know, a week from today I will be receiving 

an important visitor. There's been, as you also know, a lot of 

back and forth in preparation for this summit -- mostly it's been 

George Shultz going back and forth. [Saa i!Ckj L 66 lid!& L 

, sur zne 01 rv ar1 ,, f j f t )) st Ii 2 P J 

With all of the things going on, however, one might be 

forgiven if one felt a little like Harold Macmillan in his famous 

exchange with Nikita Khrushchev. It was Macmillan, of course, 

who was delivering an address at the United Nations, when 

Khrushchev pulled off his shoe and started banging it on the 

table. Unflappable as ever, Macmillan simply remarked, "I'd like 

that translated, if I may." 

Well, today I want to give you a translation. I want to 

talk to you about relations between the United States and the 

Soviet Union relations that focus upon four critical areas. 

First -- and in many ways primary -- human rights, second, 

negotiated settlements to regional conflicts: third, expanded 

exchanges between- au~ peoples, and fourth, arms reduction. Let 

me begin with the last, because i:ri this-area-,:- pirtieul"ar1y, .:::our=-=:- =.:.::~---= 
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realism, patience, and commitment are close to producing historic 

results. 

I remember when I visited Bonn, back in 1982, when we were 

planning deployment of our Pershings in Europe. Thousands of 

demonstrators chanted and marched. And I couldn't help 

what irony. For it was to secure the peace they sought and the 

freedom they were exercising that we were deploying the missiles 

they protested. 

Despite intense political pressure, NATO held firm. The 

two-track policy of arms reduction negotiations and deployment 

stayed well, it stayed on track. And yes, it was when we 

showed our determination, our willingness, if need be, to meet 

force with force that the Soviets -- after first walking out of 

the negotiations eventually returned and began to talk 

seriously about the possibility of withdrawing their own I.N.F. 

missiles. 

I'm pleased to say that the I.N.F. agreement is based upon 

the proposal that the United States, in consultation with our 

allies, first put forward in 1981 the zero-option. The 

zero-option calls very simply for the elimination of this entire 

class of U.S. and Soviet I.N.F. missiles. 

the Soviets will be required to 

warheads as will the United 

States. Moreover, the Soviets will be required to destroy, not 

only their entire force of ss.,.2CL' $ = _a.nd__SS~A..~, _bu~ also their 
.. 

shorter-range I.N.F. missiles, the SS-12's and SS-23's. 

,, 
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This treaty, as any treaty I agree to, will provide for 

effective verification, including on-site inspection of 

facilities 

inspection 

\. control negotiations. I would not ever settle for anything less. 

~ ~ urge you to join in support of this historic treaty. 

~' We are also pressing ahead on an agreement to reduce our two 

~••'nations' strategic arsenals by half. Our Geneva negotiators have 

1 made progress. But as I have said repeatedly, I have waited ,,. 
~ 

6 years to get an agreement that is both reliable and verifiable. 

We must never be afraid to walk away from a bad deal -- on that 
:.~ •. point there is no negotiat"W Meanwhile, the Soviets must stop 

holding strategic offensive missile reductions hostage to 

measures that would cripple .our research and development of 

S.D.I. 

It's no longer a secret that the Soviet Union has spent 

roughly $200 billion developing and deploying their own 

anti-ballistic missile system. Research and development in some 

parts of the Soviet strategic defenses -- we call it the "Red 

Shield" -- began more than 15 years ago. The "Red Shield" 

program dwarfs S.D.I. Yet some in Congress would cut funding for 

S.D.I. and bind us to an overly-restrictive interpretation of the 

A.B.M. Treaty that would effectively block its development, 

giving the Soviets a monopoly in anti-ballistic missile defenses. 

This effort makes even less sense ·when the Soviets- aren~t abiuing- --

by the A.B.M. Treaty. Virtually all experts, even some of our 

• 



- 7 -

biggest critics, agree that the Soviet construction of the large, 

phased-array radar at Krasnoyarsk is an out and out violation of 

the A.B.M. Treaty. 

Our hands will not be tied to a treaty that the other side 

feels perfectly free to violate. As I promised Cap Weinberger 

2 weeks ago in his farewell at the Pentagon -- we're not 

unilaterally disarming in this area or any other area. 

A recent report released by the Department of Defense, 

called "The Soviet Space Challenge," warns that the Soviet space 

program points in one direction -- "the methodical pursuit of a 

war-fighting capability in space." This report raises an ominous 

specter. Together with the long-standing •Red Shield" program 
~ and the construction of the Krasnoyarsk radar as part of an 

updated early warning and tracking system, the Soviets may be 

positioning themselves to "breakout" of the A.B.M. Treaty, to 

confront us with a fait accompli that we will be totally and 

dangerously unprepared for. 

There has been a tendency by some in Congress to discuss 

S.D.I. as if its funding could be determined by purely domestic 

considerations, unconnected to what the Soviets are doing. 

S.D.I. is a vital insurance policy, a necessary part of any 

national security strategy that includes deep reductions in 

strategic weapons. It is a cornerstone of our security strategy 

for the 1990's and beyond. We will research it. We will develop 

it. And when it --is ready, we will deploy it. 

Now, let me just say a few more words about two of the other 

subjects I'll be discussing with General Secretary Gorbachev --
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first human rights. There has been a lot of &peculation about 

glaanost recently. Is it merely an effort to make the economy 

more productive? Or will this first breath of openness inspire 

peoples in the Soviet Union to demand real freedoms? Those of us 

who have lived _through the last 70 years remember earlier moments 

of promise in Soviet history -- temporary thaws soon frozen over 

by the cold winds of oppression. 

Glasnost -- a promise as yet unfulfilled. Still, it 

inspired brave souls throughout the Soviet Union to take a 

chance -- to come out of hiding and declare proudly their 

commitment to human and national rights and to speak openly about 

their religious beliefs. 
'· • Just last August, over 200 underground Ukrainian Catholic 

church leaders and laity fearlessly and for the first time 

disclosed their names in an appeal to General Secretary Gorbachev 

to legalize their church. Joseph Terelya, the brave Ukrainian 

Catholic human rights activist recently released from the Soviet 

Union after 21 years in Soviet Labor camps, prisons, and 

psychiatric hospitals, delivered the appeal personally. 

Few moves on the part of the Soviet government could do more 

to convince the world of its sincerity for reform than the 

legalization of the Ukrainian Catholic Church. One of the 

me4sures of glasnost will be the degree of religious freedom 

;Pa{10~ -- of worship for all) the pcopie of the Sor.,stct 

_izjs~., including ~rqt_e~tants_, Jews, Catholics, Orthodox, and 

followers of Islam. 
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Finally, let me just touch on the subject of regional 

conflicts. Today, even as their economy flags at home, the 

Soviets spend billions to maintain or impose Communist rule 

abroad, from Eastern Europe, to Cuba, Cambodia, South Yemen, 

Angola, Ethiopia, Nicaragua, and Afghanistan. It's estimated 

that the Soviet war on Afghanistan costs them between $5 billion 

and $6 billion a year. The Soviet bloc has supplied some 

$1 billion annually to the Communist Angolans and $2 billion to 
\ 

the Sandinistas~1i military hardware alone. 
A 

Meanwhile, Soviet and Soviet-backe~ forces in Afghanistan 

and Angola have been suffering devastating defeats at the hands 

of the freedom fighters in those nations. The courage of the 
, 

Mujahedin has become legendary. In the past 15 months, they have 

'· inflicted a string of serious defeats on Soviet elite combat '·---·· 

units as well as the puppet Afghan army. With improved weapons, 

tactics and coordination, and strengthened political unity, they 

have sent a message loud and clear to the Red army: "Ivan go 

home.• 

International support for the brave Afghan freedom fighters 

is more solid than ever. Three weeks ago the U.N. General 

Assembly -- with a record vote -- called overwhelmingly for 

withdrawal of all foreign forces from Afghanistan. 

The Soviets have talked of setting a timetable for 

withdrawal from Afghanistan -- but that 

too conditional. The Soviets invaded that 

shouldn't take them any-- longer-£'o · qet-·out. 

date certain for the complete withdrawal of all Soviet troops 
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from Afghanistan. They should respect the voice of the Afghan 

people and negotiate with the Resistance, without whose assent no 

political solution is possible. And they should face reality and 

allow a process of genuine self-determination to decide 

Afghanistan's destiny. 

✓ For the present regime in Kabul is discredited and doomed; 

its da/are clearly numbered. From comments we hear the Soviets 

making, in many parts of the world, it's beginning to look as if 

even they are writing off that regime. The Soviets pride 

themselves on recognizing objective reality. It's time for them 

to bite the bullet. 

The goal of the U.S. remains a genuinely independent, 

nonaligned, neutral Afghanistan, free from external interference. 

Once the Soviet Union shows convincingly that it is prepared to 

withdraw promptly and permit self-determination, the United 

States will be helpful diplomatically. In the meantime, the 

struggle against tyranny will continue. 

In Angola in the east few weeks, Jonas Sa~i],E_!~s freegom ------------- ~~~ 
fighters inflicted another crushing defeat on the Soviet-backed 

M.P.L.A. forces. 

ever in Angola 

This fall's Communist offensive -- the biggest 

ended in a rout for the Soviets and their 

proteges. The heroes of the Lomba River did it again, pushing 

back the massive Soviet assault, capturing hundreds of 

Je,,i- rilw'\ . operational 
·~ ..... ~~rd~ ,-a I 

$ CJ b.S.i 0~ + t Cl ( 
trucks and tanks, and shooting down a-=a1 ,,aa 

,r us& -B~f~ted. pf~Hsa.; r~-~~~v.!ets are truly 
-- .. -- · .•· .. -.- - - ~ 

beginning to feel the •sting• of free people fighting back • 

... 
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On the other side of the continent, the Soviets muat · take. 

their share of responsibility for the situation developing in 

Ethiopia. Once again, famine threatens that poor land. No doubt 

weather plays a role: nevertheless, a major share of the 

:,::..:c--=-\~~sponsibility rests squarely on the shoulders of Ethiopian 
.lC. 5..., .. _ .., /lfla.t-v;~J.s 
e.,c1' c.,.l\s ,+w.... -ffl'l"ll'fi=-ici I 
c,~_..-\.,h- ~ t rulers. l A ..... £ a e11a1 a;antJ lid& a 
~"i> -t1;,.ey r,~,... &6"0-"'""c ... '1--
• .\l.,,e .... ~l~•J thiopian Conmmni ts o 
~MM~ 

ni-pula~ing ~tte famine and relief 

-~ r.1t< e.ffons in ~he eivil war against their own people. And the 
, ...,./:1..,.;pvlJk\ 
•ere "1-< r:t !> , ystematic suppression of all private initiative in Ethiopia 

~ guarantee chronic shortages for years to come if 
-le)~ ... ~ . 

17~.,.)".Y . . During the last famine, while the rest of the world sent 

-~'--o~,~-~ food and medicine, the Soviets sent their clients in Bthiopia 
,, ~ ~~ 
~ ~"¾ weapons of war. 
\}tr/>r-~1/ 

The Soviet Union must move~ to press for 

& reforms in Ethiopia that will prevent the horror of famine from 

happening again. The first time it was a tragedy -- the second 

will be a crime. 

When I meet with General Secretary Gorbachev, I will ask 

him: Isn't it time that the Soviet Union put an end to these 

destructive, wasteful conflicts around the world? Otherwise, 

there can never be a true glasnost, true openness, between his 

nation and ours. 

I will also make 

•. 

increased cooperation and exchange between our two nations is 

Soviet support for Communist tyranny in Nicaragua. With our 

support, the Nicaraguan freedom fighters have made impressive 

gains in the field and brought the Communist Sandinistas to do 

something that they never would have done otherwise -- negotiate. 
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If I can turn to the domestic side of this question for a 

moment, I hope the Members of our own Con9reea will not forget 

this important fact: Without the freedom fi9hters, there would 

be no Arias peace plan, there would be no negotiations and no 

hope for democracy in Nicaragua. An entrenched, hostile 

Communist regime in Nicaragua would be an irreversible fact of 

life. The Sandinista& would have permanently consolidated and 

fortified a Communist beachhead on the American mainland. 

Within the next month, Congress will have to vote on further 

aid to the freedom fighters. If Congress says no to this aid, 

the Sandinistas will know all they have to do is pla~aiting 

game. They will have no incentive to negotiate, no incentive to 

make real steps toward democracy. 

If we're serious about this peace process, we must keep the 

freedom fighters alive and strong and viable until they can once 

again return home to take part in a free and democratic 

Nicaraguan society. They are brave men, and they have sacrificed 

much in the cause of freedom. They deserve no less. 

There will be few more important votes in Congress than this 

one, and as I have so often in the past, I'll be counting on your 

active support. With your help, I know we can win this one. The 

fact is, as you all very well know, we have no choice -- we have 

to win this one. 

Well, thank you very much, and God bless you all. 
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: HERITAGE FOUNDATION LUNCHEON 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 1987 

Thank you. Thank you all very much. It's always a great 

pleasure to come here to the Heritage Foundation -- I've always 

considered Heritage, in a sense, my shadow cabinet. 

In fact, Ed Feulner did come into the Administration for a 

short while at the beginning of the year -- and his help and 

advice were invaluable -- but he wanted to get back to Heritage. 

He knew where the real power center in Washington is. 

In the last 10 years, with Ed at the helm, and with the 

constant support and vision of Joe Coors, Heritage has 

transformed itself from a struggling and va~iant coterie of 

conservatives to, well, a struggling and valiant coterie of 

conservatives, though today the influence and importance of 

Heritage is widely recognized in this town and, indeed, by policy 

makers around the world. 

Thinking back to those days when, as we used to say, all the 

conservatives in this town could fit in a single phone booth, I 

remembered the story Lincoln told one day when he found his 

entire Cabinet, with the exception of one man, against him. 

During a revival meeting in his home town in Illinois, one of the 

audience, who'd indulged too much in the refreshments before 

hand, passed out and stayed asleep when the preacher challenged 

the assembly: "Who here that is on the Lord's side, stand up!" 

And the whole audience, of course, except for the drunk, stood 

up. When the preacher then asked, "And who is on the side of the 
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Devil?" he suddenly awoke, rose, and standing there all alone, 

said, "I don't exactly understand the question, but I'll stand by 

you parson, to the last." 

Well, we've stood by each other -- all of you today, who 

have been so generous, have stood by the cause, and demonstrated 

the kind of dedication that has made conservatism the dominant 

intellectual and political force in American politics today. 

When we think of those people who have helped shape American 

politics, one special name comes to mind -- a voice of 

patriotism, reason, and conservative values. That voice is now 

silent, but the memory of our great and good friend, Clare Boothe 

Luce, will contir-ue to speak loudly -- not just to a new 
~ 

generation of conservatives~ but to all Americans, to all people· 

who cherish freedom, who know it's worth the struggle. 

Clare once remarked that no matter how great or exalted a 

man might be, history will have time to give him no more than a 

single sentence: George Washington founded the country; Abraham 

Lincoln freed the slaves; Winston Churchill saved Europe. But I 

can't help but think that Clare will prove the exception to her 

own rule. History will have to make time to chronicle all her 

great achievements. Or if there is a single line, it will be: 

Clare Booth Luce, she did everything, superbly. 

Before I get to the main body of my speech, there are 

two subjects I'd like to discuss -- really I want to ask for your 

support. The first, our nomination of Anthony Kennedy to the 

Supreme Court. He's tough on crime. He believes, as we do, that 

judges should interpret the law, not make it. He knows that 
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there are victims to crime as well as criminals, and he doesn't 

confuse the two. He's served for 12 years as a judge on the 

9th Circuit Court of Appeals where he's won the respect of the 

entire legal community. He's been on my short list from the very 
'o~~ 4 ~ ~ ~ ~ -'\.AAAVl ~,t; A1"y 

start n fact, the only thing wrong with Anthony Kennedy is~ 

he's not 41-years-old. But you know those Californians, they're ~ 

all health nuts, and they have a way of sticking around for a ~ 

: long time. 
--.\ . )-:;r 

,iJ,;---,- The second thing I'm going to be needing your support on is 
~ . 'J 
'u)r ; the budget deal we hammered out with Congress. Now, I know many 

, I 

people are unhappy with that deal. I don't expect people to be 

jumping up and down in ecstasy. But let me tell you about two 
". 

important ~~teps forward we've taken that should be reassuring to 

conservatives: Marginal income taxes -- the heart of incentive 

economies have not been touched. The second round of rate 

cuts will go into effect, just as scheduled, on January 1st. 

That's vital for a strong, growth year in 1988. And there are no 

new across the board taxes, there are user fees, loophole 

closings and the like -- I had $11 billion of them in my own 

budget this year -- we've kept our pledge to the American people 

on taxes. 

The second step forward was on defense. Now, some people 

said we would have been better off with sequestration. Well, 

sequestration would have cost us $11.5 billion in defense. With 

this deal, we gained $6.5 billion back and ended with $3 billion 

more in defense spending than last year. We may have bid 

farewell to Cap Weinberger, but as I said to him, we know that 
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the magnificent job he did rebuilding our defenses is nowhere 

near complete -- and we're not slacking one iota from that 

commitment. 

Well, as you all know, a week from today I will be receiving 

an important visitor. There's been, as you also know, a lot of 

back and forth in preparation for this summit mostly it's been 

George Shultz going back and forth. For now, we seem to have 

ironed out the difficulties, and I'm confident that they will 

stay ironed. 

With all of the things going on, however, one might be 

forgiven if one felt a little like Harold Macmillan in his famous 

exchange with Naikita Khrushchev. It was Macmillan, of course, 

who was delivering an address at the United Nations, when 

Khrushchev pulled off his shoe and started banging it on the 

table. Unflappable as ever, Macmillan simply remarked, "I'd like 

a translation, if I may." 

Well, today I want to give you a translation. I want to 

talk to you about relations between the United States and the 

Soviet Union relations that focus upon four critical areas. 

First -- and in many ways primary -- human rights; second, 

negotiated settlements to regional conflicts; third, expanded 

exchanges between our peoples; and fourth, arms reduction. Let 

me begin with the last, because in this area, particularly, our 

realism, patience, and commitment are close to producing historic 

results. 

I remember when I visited Bonn, back in 1982, when we began 

deploying our Pershings in Europe. Thousands of demonstrators 
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chanted and marched. And I couldn't help thinking what irony. 

For it was to secure the peace they sought and the freedom they 

were exercising that we were deploying the missiles they 

protested. 

Despite intense political pressure, NATO held firm. The 

two-track policy of arms reduction negotiations and deployr.tent 

stayed well, it stayed on track. And yes, it was when we 

showed our determination, our willingness, if need be, to meet 

force with force that the Soviets -- after first walking out of 

the negotiations eventually returned and began to talk 

seriously about the possibility of withdrawing their own I.N.F. 

missiles. 

I'm pleased to say that the agreement we're nearing is based 

upon the proposal that the United States, in consultation with 

our allies, first put forward in 1981 -- the zero-option. The 

zero-option calls very simply for the elimination of this entire 

class of U.S. and Soviet I.N.F. missiles. 

According to this agreement, the Soviets will be required to 

remove four times as many nuclear warheads as will the United 

States. Moreover, the Soviets will be required to destroy not 

only their entire force of SS-20's and SS-4's, but also their 

shorter-range ballistic missiles, the SS-12's and SS-23's. 

It would, however, be hasty to assume that we're at the 

point where we are ready to put pen to paper and sign the treaty. 

For one thing, in one important area -- verification -- the 

treaty is not yet complete. Any treaty I agree to must provide 

for effective verification, including on-site inspection of 
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facilities before and during reduction and short-notice 

inspection afterwards. The verification regime we have put 

forward in Geneva is the most stringent in the history of arms 

control negotiations. I will not settle for anything less. 

We are also moving ahead with an agreement on reducing our 

two nations' strategic arsenals by half. Our Geneva negotiators 

have made progress. The Soviets must, however, stop holding 

strategic offensive missile reductions hostage to measures that 

would cripple our research and development of S.D.I. 

It's no longer a secret that the Soviet Union has spent 

billions upon billions of dollars developing their own 

anti-ballistic missile system. Research and development in some 

parts of the Soviet strategic defenses -- we call it the "Red 

Shield" -- began more than 15 years ago. Today it includes 

everything from killer-satellites to the modernized 

A.B.M. defenses that ring Moscow. More than 10,000 scientists 

are working on military lasers alone -- with thousands more 

developing other advanced technologies such as particle beam and 

kinetic energy weapons. 

The "Red Shield" program dwarfs S.D.I. Yet some in Congress 

would bind us to an overly-restrictive interpretation of the 

A.B.M. treaty that would effectively block development of S.D.I., 

giving the Soviets a monopoly in anti-ballistic missile defenses. 

This effort to tie our hands makes even less sense when the 

Soviets aren't abiding by the A.B.M. treaty. Whatever 

interpretation you give the A.B.M. treaty, broad or strict, the 

Soviets are violating it. Two of the A.B.M. treaty's biggest 



- 7 -

proponents in this country -- Robert McNamara and McGeorge 

Bundy -- agree that the Soviet construction of the large, 

phase-array radar at Krasnoyarsk is almost certainly a violation 

of A.B.M. 

Tying our hands to a treaty that the other side feels 

perfectly free to violate amounts to nothing more than unilateral 

disarmament. And as I promised Cap Weinberger last week in his 

farewell at the Pentagon -- we're not unilaterally disarming in 

this area or any other area. 

A recent report released by the Department of Defense, 

called "The Soviet Space Challenge," warns that the Soviets are 

developing a space-launch capability much greater than that of 

the United States. The report estimates that the Soviet launch 

requirements will be two to three times our own, while their 

proposed launch capability between 1990 and 2005 is nearly double 

any requirement we can identify. "Clearly," the Secretary of 

Defense states, "the Soviet program points in one direction -

the methodical pursuit of a war-fighting capability in space." 

This report raises an ominous specter. Together with the 

long-standing "Red Shield" program and the completion, with the 

construction of the Krasnoyarsk radar, of an early warning and 

tracking system the Soviets may soon be in a position to 

"break out" of the A.B.M. treaty, to confront us with a fait 

accompli that we will be totally and dangerously unprepared for. 

There has been a strange tendency by some in Congress to 

discuss S.D.I. as if its funding could be determined by purely 

domestic considerations, unconnected to what the Soviets are 
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doing. S.D.I. is too important to be subject to congressional 

log-rolling. It is a vital insurance policy, a necessary part of 

any national security strategy that includes deep reductions in 

strategic weapons. In decades to come, it will underwrite all of 

us against Soviet cheating on both strategic and 

intermediate-range missile agreements. S.D.I. is not a 

bargaining chip. It is a cornerstone of our security strategy 

for the 1990's and beyond. We will research it. We will develop 

it. And when it is ready, we will deploy it. 

Now, Let me just say a few more words about two of the other 

subjects I'll be discussing with General Secretary Gorbachev -

first human rights. There has been a lot of speculation about 

glasnost recently. How sin~re an effort is it to reform Soviet 

society? Will this first breath of openness be followed by real 

freedoms? Those of us who have lived through the last 70 years 

remember earlier moments of promise in Soviet history 

temporary thaws soon frozen over by the cold winds of oppression. 

But we can certainly also look for signs of hope. One 

recent sign came from Joseph Terelya, the brave Ukrainian 

Catholic human rights activist who was released from the Soviet 

Union in September after 20 years in Soviet Labor camps, prisons, 

and psychiatric hospitals. Previously, Mr. Terelya had feared 

that glasnost was no more than, in his words, "camouflage for the 

West." He pointed out that "beginning in January 1987 repression 

has increased in the Ukraine," and that the Soviet press has been 

"full of vehement hatred" against the Ukrainian Catholic Church. 
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Recently, however, Mr. Terelya has found cause for guarded 

optimism. Saying that "something has changed at the top of the 

Soviet Government," he spoke of an apparent willingness on the 

part of the Soviets to consider legalization of the Ukrainian 

Catholic Church. 

Few moves on the part of the Soviet government could do more 

to convince the world of the sincerity of their desire to reform. 

One of the truest measures of glasnost will be the degree of 

religious freedom -- freedom of worship for all the people of the 

Soviet Union, including Protestants, Catholics, Orthodox Jews, 

and followers of Islam. For this reason, we will be looking with 

great eagerness, and great expectations, at the talks between 

Soviet of:H.cials and the Catholic Church in the Ukraine. 

Finally, let me just touch on the subject of regional 

conflicts. Today, even as their economy flags at home, the 

Soviets spend billions to maintain or impose Communist rule 

abroad, from Eastern Europe, to Cuba, Vietnam, South Yemen, 

Angola, Ethiopia, Mozambique, Nicaragua, and Afghanistan. It's 

estimated that the Soviet war on Afghanistan costs them between 

$5 billion and $6 billion a year. The Soviet bloc has supplied 

some $1 billion annually to the Communist Angolans and $2 billion 

to the Sandinistas in military hardware alone. 

Meanwhile, Soviet forces in Afghanistan and Angola have been 

suffering devastating defeats at the hands of the freedom 

fighters in those nations. According to C.B.S. news, an 

operation by the Mujahadeen last spring, led by the courageous 

General Wardock, inflicted some of the heaviest losses on the 
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Soviet Army since they invaded that nation. __ tanks, _troop 

carriers, and some __ aircraft were destroyed, and Soviet 

troops fell to the Afghan freedom fighters in just that one 

single operation. 

In Angola in the past few weeks, Jonas Savimbi's freedom 

fighters inflicted another crushing defeat on the Soviets. This 

fall's Communist offensive -- the biggest ever in Angola -- ended 

in a rout for the Soviets. The heroes of the Lamba River did it 

again, pushing back the massive Soviet assault and destroying at 

least 60 Soviet tanks in the process. They captured over 

200 working trucks and 24 working tanks -- a dramatic gain for 

the freedom fighters, who began the year with only 
~ . 

300 operational trucks and, at the most, 2 or 3 tanks. And as 

many as 17 helicopters and 8 planes were shot down. The Soviets 

are truly beginning to feel the "sting" of free people fighting 

back. 

Then there's Ethiopia. Two years after the devastating 

famine that galvanized world attention, that poor country seems 

to be sliding agonizingly into another that health officials 

predict could be even worse. 

Once again, we hear that the cause of the famine threatening 

Ethiopia is poor weather. No doubt weather plays a role; but 

there is real question if it is the major culprit. This year, 

the neighboring countries of Sub-Sahara seem little effected. 

The sad fact is, Ethiopia's agonizing situation is directly 

attributable to the policies of its Communist rulers. More than 

one relief agency has accused the Ethiopian Communists of 
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manipulating the famine and relief efforts in the civil war 

against their own people. 

Last time, the United States was generous in responding to 

the emergency, sending more food, supplies, and logistical 

support than any other nation. If -- the good Lord forbid 

famine returns to Ethiopia, we will again do what we must to save 

innocent lives. But we will also insist that the Soviets do 

their part. Last famine, while the rest of the world sent food 

and medicine, the Soviets sent their clients in Ethiopia weapons 

of war. 

It's long past time the Soviet Union accept its 

responsibility to save lives in Ethiopia. They must move 
•. 

immediately to pressure their client rulers in Ethiopia to 

institute the reforms that will prevent the horror of famine from 

happening again. The first time it was a tragedy -- the second 

will be a crime. 

When I meet with General Secretary Gorbachev, I will ask 

him: Isn't it time that the Soviet Union put an end to these 

destructive, wasteful conflicts around the world? Without an end 

to Soviet efforts to impose totalitarian regimes through force of 

arms, I will tell him, there can never be a true glasnost, true 

openness, between this nation and ours. 

I will also make it clear that the greatest stumbling block 

to increased cooperation and exchange between our two nations is 

Soviet support for Communist tyranny in Nicaragua. Here too, the 

Soviet-backed forces are hurting. With our aid, the Nicaraguan 

freedom fighters have made impressive gains in the field and 
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brought the Communist Sandinistas to do something that they never 

would have done otherwise -- negotiate. 

If I can turn to the domestic side of this question for a 

moment, I hope the Members of our own Congress will not forget 

this important fact: Without the freedom fighters, there would 

be no Arias peace plan, there would be no negotiations, and no 

hope for democracy in Nicaragua. An entrenched, hostile 

Communist regime in Nicaragua would be an irreversible fact of 

life. The Sandinistas would have permanently consolidated and 

fortified a new Cuba on the American mainland. 

Within the next month, Congress will have to vote on 

nonlethal aid to the freedom fighters -- aid that will keep them 

viable through mid-January when the Central American Presiden~s 

meet to determine compliance with the Arias peace plan. If 

Congress votes down this aid, the freedom fighters will run out 

of supplies in the first 2 weeks of December -- more than a month 

before the meeting. The Sandinistas will know all they have to 

do is play the waiting game. They will have no incentive to 

negotiate, no incentive to make real concessions to democracy. 

The Sandinistas will know that Congress, by pulling the plug 

on the freedom fighters, accomplished what they and their 

billions of dollars in Soviet aid could not -- the final 

extinguishrnent of all hope of freedom and democracy in Nicaragua. 

If we're serious about this peace process, we must keep the 

freedom fighters alive and strong until they can once again 

return home to take part in a free and democratic Nicaraguan 
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society. They are brave men, and they have sacrificed much in 

the cause of freedom. They deserve no less. 

There will be few more important votes in Congress than this 

one, and as I have so often in the past, I'll be counting on your 

active support. With your help, I know we can win this one. The 

fact is, as you all very well know, we have no choice -- we have 

to win this one. 

Well, thank you very much, and God bless you all. 




