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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 20, 1982 

MR. PRESIDENT: 

Per your request, attached 
are: (A) information on 
the acquisition of copper 
for the strategic minerals 
stockpile, and (B) details 
of the NOAA regulations 
affecting Northern 
California fishermen. 

Richard G~ Darman 

~,l,.,.µi~~ 
. ~,-



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 17, 1982 

M EMORANDU'1 FOR 'rHE PRESIDENT 

F RO;-.t: 

SUBJECT: 

CRAIG L. FULLER 
RICHARD S. WILLIAi'1SON 

ACQUISITION OF COPPER FOR STRATEGIC 
MINERALS STOCKPILE 

In his letter to you, Governor Bruce Babbitt (D-Arizona) urged 
an acceleration of the acquisition of copper for the Strategic 
Minerals Stockpile. The Federal Emergency Management Agency 
( FEM A) , in conjunction with NSC, establishes the pol icy and 
priorities for acquisition of strategic minerals; and GSA 
purchases them. Dec is ions by FE\1 A to recommend the purchase 
of various strategic minerals are based, fundamentally, on 
short-term national security considerations (short-term being 
3-5 years). There are five classes of priorities for strategic 
minerals to be stockpiled; and copper falls within the third 
class. • 

While the supply of copper in the Strategic 11 inerals Stockpile 
is not near the quota amount allocated to copper, North America, 
Canada, and Mexico have vast copper resources and copper mining 
capacities. FE'1 A and NSC have reasoned, ther-efore, that short­
term national needs could be met without the stockpile because 
such excess copper resources are readily available to the 
Federal Government. That fact, coupled with cur-rent budgetary 
constraints on GSA purchasing power due to a reduced funding 
level of $57 million; and because there are other higher 
priority strategic minerals which are not so readily available 
to the U.S.; there is no program for copper acquisition at 
this time. Likewise, unless you decide to upgrade the priority 
status of copper, there is not likely to be any significant 
move to purchase copper in the near future. 

Governor Babbitt's letter is timely in that it coincides with 
legislation (S. 2429) introduced by Senator Dennis DeConcini 
(D-Arizona). Senator DeConci.ni's legislation, if passed, would 
authorize what would in effect be a $250-$300 million supplemental 
appropriation for the acquisition of :200,000 '.,hort tons of coprer. 
Ar-izona has large copper- resour-ces and has expe rienced the c:Jeneral 
malaise of the domestic mining industry, attributable in part to 
the declining auto and cionstruction industries; and symptomatic of 
a general slump in world copper mar~et~. FE-1A is preparing c?m~ 
rnents and a recommendation for submission to 0"1B that the Adm:tn1_s­
tration not support S. 2429, as it is inconsistent with Adminis­
tration policy in building our stockpile; and represents, to 
some extent, a bail-out for the copper industry. 0MB had 
not received FE'-1A's comments as of this writing, but it is 
expected that 0MB will concur. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 17, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FO R THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

CRAIG FULLER . 
RICHARDS. WILLIAMSON 

NOAA REGULATIONS AFFECTING NORTH COASTAL 
CALIFORNIA FISHERMEN 

The issue which Mr. Erick Hedlund raises in his letter concerns 
restrictions under the Fisheries Conservation and Management 
Act . on salmon and the management of that species. Basically, 
the issue is over how many fish can be caught and during what 
period of time. 

The survival of the salmon population in the north coastal 
California area is increasingly threatened. The authority of 
the Fisheries Conservation and Management Act, and of the 
Fisheries Division of NOAA (Commerce Department) in enforcing 
that Act, is to ensure conservation of species -- salmon, in 
this case. The main issue in regulating fisheries in the area 
is the level of escapement -- that is, what volume into the 
Klamath river to lay eggs and therefore assure perpetuation of 
the species for years to come. 

Current restrictions provide that between 80,000 and 120,000 
fish must survive annually to ensure the perpetuation of the 
salmon species. However, in an effort to address the current 
economic stress in that north coastal region, NOAA has re­
duced the escapement level to 45,000, making an additional 
40,000 fish (approximately) available to the fisheries in that 
aiea including Eureka County. While under e~isting 1980 regu­
lations those fisheries would be required to close from June 1 
to Juiy 15, NOAA pioposed (and is in the proce ss of impl e ment­
ing) a Secretarial amendment to the Fisheries Milnag c mc nt Plan 
that will limit the closure period to three (instead of eight) 
weeks, from June 9-10. 

That compromise was worked out with the fishermen and State 
representatives not only in California, but also in Washington, 
Oregon and Utah, states affected because of their own fishing 
constituencies and the swimming patters of salmon. Although 
NOAA concedes no one is very satisfied with the compromise, 
it has been accepted for the time being. 
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Emergency regulations are to he published in the Federal 
R~g_ister this month and_the delay of closure_is _to be 
granted b~ month's end. 

The Fisheries division of NOAA is very aware of the problems 
in the Eureka County area and has investigated the situation 
there. With respect to the impact on unemployment of regu­
lating salmon fisheries, NOAA maintains that the problems 
indigennous to that area are a result of the failing lumber 
industry, rather than of the fishing industry. Additionally, 
NOAA contends that employment or uhemployment as a function 
of fishing is directly related to the number of fish caught. 
NOAA est i mates that the number of fish that will be caught 
this year will be equal to last year's volume. NOAA concedes 
that because the salmon population has diminished to so great 
an extent, these restrictions of fisheries cannot improve in 
any significant way the existing salmon stock. Rather, NOAA 
indicat~s such restrictions will help to stabilize the rate 
of decrease in that species. 

As an aside, it should be noted that the Iridians also repre­
sent a significant constituency of salmon fishermen, fishing 
for food and because it is part of their heritage. Under 
Secretary Hodel, Department of the Interior and Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, is apparently a strong proponent of more 
restrictions on fisheries in order to make more fish available 
to the Indian. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 18, 1982 

MEMORANDlM FOR RICHARD DAR'1AN /; 

FROM , RI CH ARD S . WI LL I AcM SON J1 {_,J,-
SUBJECT: ATTACHED MEMOS \ 

Attached are two memos to the President from Craig Fuller and 
myself in response to his request for more information (see 
attached correspondence summary). 



Document No. _____ _ 

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEI\10RANDUM 

DA TE: __ 5_/ _2_0 /_8_2 __ ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: ___ ___ __ _ 

SUBJECT: __ Am_ e_r-'-i-· c_a_n_ A_P_P_a_r_e_l_ M_a_n_u_f _a_c_t _u_r _e _rs_· _A_s_s_o_c_i_· a_t_i_o_n___;_A_d _ _ ______ _ 

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT □ □ GERGEN 

MEESE □ □ HARPER 

BAKER □ □ JAMES 

DEAVER □ □ JENKINS 

STOCKMAN □ □ MURPHY ... 

CLARK □ □ ROLLINS 

DARMAN DP □ss WILLIAMSON 

DOLE □ ✓ WElDENBAUM 

DUBERSTEIN □ □ BRADY/ SPEAKES 

FIELDING □ 

✓ 
ROGERS 

FULLER □ 

Remarks: 

The Pr esident has noted this with approval. Obviously, 
be des irab l e to see many more such ads from supporters. 

Response: 

□ ~ 
□ □ 

□ □ 

□ ✓ 
□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

it wou l d 

Richard G. Darman 
Assistant to the President 

x27 2 





***** "Courage 
andpa~· 
toallowour 
programs 
·towork:' 

Ronald Reagan~ Pr_esident of the United States 

This morning at the Annual Meeting of 
the Amerkan Apparel Manufacrurcrs 
Association, President R.!ai:an, via a 

video•taped address, cal!L.J for "courage and 
patience" to allow his programs to work. This is 
a tough order at a time when the economy and 
our industry are at one of their lowest points 
since World War ll. 

But we, as an industry, stand behind Presi• 
dent Reagan. We believe his programs • 
will: 

* reduce govemm.:nt spending increases; 
* reduce business and individual taxes to spur 
investment, productivity, anJ employment; and 

* loosen the Federal regulatory str.mgleho!d. 

ready-r~ults have begun to show. lntla­
tion, soaring at more than 14 percent 
use a year ago, is now bdow 5 pt,rcent. 

Regulatory reform initiative has cut the growth 
of Federal regulation by one-third. Growth of 
an unmanageable Federal bureaucracy !fas been 
cut by more than one-half. Accelerated depre• 
ciation policy has laid the ground work for 
increased capital formation. 

0 ur deeply ingrained economic problems . 
have been developed over a generation. 
They will not be resolved in 16 months, 

or 36 months, or e<1en 48. But a start has been • 
made. 

The American Appard Manufacturers As· 
sociation agrees v.ith you Mr. President. 
With courage and patience we can con· 

tinue co make prog,ess. With mutual cooper.i· 
tion and support for the President's progiams, 
this nation, its busines;es, and it~ consumers 
can achieve the objective of a robust economy 
-showing real and lasting growth. 

American Apparel 
Manufacturers Association 

1611 N. Ken, St.I Sui« 8N 
Arlington, VA 22209 

David T. Shirey, Chairman 
Elli, E. Men:<lith, PmiJcn< 

I 
I 







·- At:FRED H. KINGON 

, • Editor-in-Chief 

May 21, 19 82 

The President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Thanks for your kind response to my most recent letter. 
It was not only reassuring to me , but when I conveyed these 
sentiments to many of my Wall Street friends, I assure you 
they were and are much heartened. 

Yesterday morning I wrote Dave Gergen a letter. To my sur­
prise, I see that you are the recipient of similar advice in 
the Wall Street Journal reports this morning. May I intrude 
to add my two CE~nts worth. 

As ever, be assured of my best wishes and support. 

Sincerely, 

AHK/sm 

enc. 

150 East 58th Street, New York, N.Y. 10155 



ALFRED H. KINGON 

Editor-in-Chief 

May 20, 1982 

FINANCIAL WORLD 

The Honorable David R. Gergen 
Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Dave:_ 

Watch out! I think the "team" may be heading into a self-made 
trap. Do what you can to dismantle it. I am referring to the 
now oft repeated predictions that interest rates will fall when 
a budget solution is forthcoming. 

Dave it just may not happen that way and again we could have egg 
on our faces. 

Look, I'm not at all convinced that the cause of the persistently 
high interest rates is either the current deficit or the numbers 
that are projected (I am convinced, however, that these deficits 
have been discounted in the various securities markets -- and any 
news to the contrary will be good news). 

Having said that, I am convinced that the majority of investment 
professionals, and the public, believe that the projected deficits 
are the cause of high interest rates which can abort the recovery, 

_bring back inflation, ad infinitum. As you know, I wrote the 
President that I thought the right course, therefore, was to do 
everything possible to reduce the deficit short of endangering the 
fundamental long term program which I am quite confident will be 
the catalyst for major long term non-inflationary growth. 

I have to tell you that hearing Secretary Regan relay opinions at a 
lunch in his dining room as to why interest ratos were high, and 
hearing really careful analyses from _Wall Streeters and other bankers 
as to why interest rates are up, and reading various economists and 
other assorted pundits, well, none were very persuasive. Someday we 
~ill add to our knowledge about interest rates in economics much as 
we did the whole concept of marginal tax rates in the late 60's and 
70 's. ,_ 

150 Ease 58th Street, New York, N.Y. 10155 
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The Honorable David R. Gergen 
May 20, 19 82 
Page two 

If you must know my guess, I believe that the current high rates 
reflect the lagging shift from an inflationary to a non-inflationary 
psychology. Or, as one astute Wall Streeter put it, the high rates 
represent "losses yet to be take.n" and the orders yet to be cancelled 
with their consequent removals from the current money market strains. 
What I an saying is that before the recession runs its course we may 
see some more Braniffs and a whole shift in plans for the upcoming 
year reflecting the non-inflationary society. • 

Now if you ask me when this process is going to be completed, I don't 
know. And I think anyone who does predict, well, he's risking too 
much. Would it come as a surprise to me that a bud~et compromise is 
reached, say not later than June or July, and interest rates stay up? 
Not on your life. When the process of adjustment to the removal of 
the inflation fac t or from the economy runs 1-ts course, interest rates 
will have nowhere to go but down. When? My guess -- the very latter 
part of this year irrespective of when the budget compromise is 
reached. Would I predict it? Yes! Would I predict it if I were in 
public office? No way! 

Is there anything that can upset this process and derail the recovery? 
Yes. The abandonment of the basic program to stimulate growth (actions 
like more taxes in a recession) which would renew the fears that the 
now dormant inflationary forces would rise again. 

I am afraid when our President, Treasury Secretary and high White 
House officials predict so confidently that interest rates will fall 
when the current budget dilemma is solved is not so far removed from 
predictions of a half year ago that the economy would come surging 
back. I'm not trying to embarrass anyone but I think it would be 
.much better for all concerned to "hope", "expect", or "believe" that 
interest rates will begin their down~ard adjustment when the budget 
process is on track and when the long term program begins to build up 
steam. 

What are you going to do if interest rates stay right up there through 
September and October providing the opposition with some juicy items, 
only to have them fall right after the election? 

I hope you can deflect some of these hard and fast predictions. I 
presume you know the old Wall Street saw that the sure way to madness 
1s women, booze, and predicting interest rates. 

Best personal regards. 

AHK:srn 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

TO: Biff Heneley 

DATE: 5-21-82 

For your special Personal 
folder. 

Thanks. 

FROM: Kathy Osborne 
Personal Secretary / ~ 
to the President -J{::::ff 

Ext. 2858 



Mr. Pr,esident: • 

~roday • .. is Sandra Day O'Connor's birthday . • 



-
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Gc--=w 
Unofficial Translation 

Dear Mr . President, 

With regard to your message to me of May 7, 1982 I would 

like above all to emphasize that the Soviet Union - the 

correspondence between us being a clear testimony thereof - has 

been steadily and persistently calling on the United States to 

agree on joint measures aimed at effectively bridling the arms 

race, first o f all, in nuclear weapons. 

We have been proceeding from the premise that only by 

moving along this path is it possible to achieve the objective 

of preventing a nuclear war, which would become an irreparable 

tragedy for all mankind . 

Life itself puts questions of limitation and reduction of 

strategic arms in the center of Soviet-American relations . We 

have always favored increasingly radical steps in this 

direction. And it is not our fault that the strategic arms 

limitation process was interrupted for a long period of time. 

References made to this or that event on the international 

scene cannot justify the lack of readiness on the part of the 

U.S. to resolve the issue which you yourself justly call one of 

critical importance for our two countries and the world at 

large. And the special responsibility of our two countries and 

their leaders i n this respect is certainly not a thing that has 

emerged today. That responsibility existed in equal measure 

~( 
t!,,., ~ 1 

- -- ·- · --:~~-=-=---,.,=--==~= ,.., - ---=--- -~.~-one year ago, a year and a half ago. On our pail: we always 

proceeded from this premise. 

DECLASSIFIED 

sE&RET' 
RDS-1 5/20/02 

NLS J.1 g- ~o /L_#4...-_ 
_-: ~ Q};~ , NA1 A, Or TE _(a_~_<::Q_ 
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If the U.S. side has now come to understand the need to 

resume negotiations on the problem of strategic arms, that in 

itself is a positive fact. 

Our position of principle in favor of continuing such 

negotiations is surely well known to you. I can reaffirm that 

it has not changed. We agree that specific questions 

concerning the organizational aspect of those negotiations, 

including the time and venue for holding them, be discussed in 

the near future through diplomatic channels. 

Speaking of the coming negotiations, one can be certain 

that a great deal of effort will be required to recoup for the 

time lost and the opportunities missed. But that must be 

done. Helpful in this respect can be, first, the preservation 

of whatever positive has already been achieved through the 

joint efforts of our two countries in the area of strategic 

arms limitation and, second, a genuinely serious willingness to 

seek a mutually acceptable agreement commensurate with the 

scope and significance of the truly historic task that stands 

before us. 

In other words it is important that the negotiations be set 

on the right course from the very beginning, that they be 

conducted constructively without one side attempting to gain 

advantage in them at the expense of the other. 
• ~ 

I deem it necessary to say it with all clarity, since the ;,?"_• . 

position w i t;;----;;;;;_--;,;:~~e U.S. , judging by your :;,:::~ of May 9, i• ~ 
is approaching the negotiations cannot but cause apprehension 

and even doubts as to the seriousness of the intentions of the 

U.S. side. 
----· 
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After all, it is obvious that to isolate just any one 

component ou t of the totality of the strategic- systems and to 

make it a subject of negotiations with no connection to the 

others , as you suggest , would inevitably lead to a distorted 

picture of the balance of forces between the sides. Thus, the 

"substantial " reductions the U.S. side is talking about on the 

bas i_s_o_ f_ t_h_~- -~-j_~-~-~;-~--i -~- ~~-; - i tsel f presented~ouid _n_a_t _u_r_a_l_l_y_ b_e~ ~ / ~ 
----~-~ -- - -- -·- ·- -·- - - ·· --- - -- -

substantial only for the Soviet side. ?· 
Only one thing would be the result of such a one-sided ./ 

approach - an upsetting of the existing balance of forces and a~ 

breach of that very stability which the U. S. side is allegedly 

so anxious to ensure. 

There should be no misunderstanding, Mr. President: 

not a realistic position, not the path toward agreement. 

this is 

Besides, as you know, we are not the only ones who hold such a 

view. 

We believe it is difficult to argue against the fact that, 

when it comes to matters touching upon national security, 

neither side can allow a tilt to be made in favor of the other 

and to the detriment of its legitimate interests. We are 

realists and do not expect that the United States would accept 

that. To an equal degree, it cannot be expected of the Soviet 

Union either ■ I consider it necessary to state this directly, 

with nothing omitted. 

In your letter you mention that a possible agreement should 

be understandable and acceptable to the American people ■ But 

this does not make any more convincing the arguments for such an 
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approach which is clearly unacceptable to the USSR, to the 

Soviet peoplE:!. 

Taking this opportunity, I would like to say that I found it 

necessary also to express publicly in my speech on May 18, 1982 

at the Komsomol Congress, our attitude toward such a one-sided 

approach and our opinion regarding the principles on which a 

genuinely fair and equitable agreement on the limitation and 

reduction of strategic arms should be based. 

In doing so, I also stated the readiness of the Soviet Union 

to reach agreiement with the United States to the effect that 

right now, as soon as the negotiations begin, the strategic 

nature of both countries be frozen quantitatively and that their 

modernization be limited to the utmost. Such agreement would, .,,-> 

in our view, create favorable conditions for the negotiations / / 

and facili-t;t-~ --~-;;h·i -~-;in;--~he ob_J __ e_c_t_i_v_e_s_t_h_e_r_e_1_· -n-.--I-w_o_u_l_d_a_s_k_~-~5 • 

you, Mr. President, carefully to consider this proposal. /tr"" / 
--------- ---

I am convinced that the American people would understand and 

support an agreement between the USSR and the USA which would be 

based on the principle of equality and equal security, and which 

would meet the objective of mutual limitation and reduction ·of /4 7. 

strategic arms, just as they have supported the previously ,J--" '?t""' 
reached agreements that you cited. Soviet people - and you can~~ 

take my word for that - will resolutely support such an 
1~ _ _,> -

. ,<p: ->7 
,r-

agreement. 

And the last point. In our correspondence I have already 

spoken about to whom an appeal for restraint in international 
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affairs shoul d be addressed. Since you raise that subject 

again, I shal l only say, without repeating myself, that it is 

precisely of the U.S. that we, and indeed other countries, 

expect restraint and a constructive approach both to issues of 

bilateral relations and to fundamental international problems, 

above all to those related to limiting the arms race and 

strengthening common security. 

We, of course, are giving and will continue to give a proper 

evaluation to unacceptable manifestations in U.S. policy as well 

as to the incessant attacks made regarding the Soviet Union. 

But we, on our part, have been seeking neither sharp polemics 

nor confrontation. 

You may be assured, Mr . President, that a readiness to deal 

on an equal basis, to respect the interests of each other, and 

to develop mutual trust, will meet a most positive response on 

the part of the Soviet Union. 

We will, as before, continue to do all we can so that people 

can look into the future with confidence and calm, without 

fearing for the threat of war which is not needed equally - I 

repeat, equally - either by the Soviet or the American 

Sincerely, 

L. Brezhnev 

May 20, 1982 
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Dear Ann Landers: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHIN G TON 

May 24, 1982 

I'm writing about your recent column regarding the 
letter from "Terrified in D.C." I want you to know 
that I'll take second to none in my concern over 
the threat of nuclear war. That is why in my 
April 17 radio address to the nation, I said: 

"To those who protest against nuclear 
war, I can only say I'm with you. Like 
my predecessors, it is now my responsi­
bility to do my utmost to prevent such 
a war. No one feels more than I the need 
for peace." 

It is, indeed, my highest priority to deter and 
prevent such a war, for its consequences would be 
disastrous for mankind. 

That is why I've called for negotiations leading 
to major arms reductions, not limitations that 
only codify high levels. Under the so-called limi­
tations of "SAL'r II," the Soviet Union and the 
United States could actually substantially add to 
their nuclear a r senals. I have, instead, called 
for the reduction of the most destabilizing strate­
gic elements, the ballistic ·missile .. warheads, by 
one-third in the first phase of negotiations on 
Strategic Arms Reduction. In the area of inter­
mediate-range nuclear forces, _ I have also proposed 
the elimination of the most threatening systems, 
the land-based missiles. 

During the last decade, the United States restrained 
its deployment of new nuclear forces, while the 
Soviet Union enormously increased its forces. We, 

i 
I, . 

i 
~- f-'- ~ . ,,.;"···,/·· · .. .,, -: 7-' ,,,,.. . .... ... . -:,""'~ 
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• therefore, now face a serious imbalance which 
debreases the credibility of our deterrent. 

-That is why we have to modernize our own forces, 
both to reduce the dangerous imbalance and to 
make clear to the Soviet leaders that they should 
join us in negotiating the kind of substantial, 
equal, and verifiable reductions in nuclear arms 
the world demands. 

Ann, we've tried many times since WW II to 
persuade them to join us in reducing or even 
eliminating nuclear weapons, with little success. 
Perhaps, instead of sending copies to me, your 
readers should send copies of your May 17 column 
to President Brezhnev. 

Sincerely, 

Ann Landers 
Field Newspaper Syndicate 
Chicago Sun-Times Building 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 20, 1982 

Dear Ann Landers: 

I'm writini:r about your column of May 17 
regarding the letter from "Terrified in 
D.C. 11 I've had a few scares myself since 
I've been here, but none of them radio­
·active. 

Don't get me wrong, I'll take second to 
no one in my concern over the nuclear 
weapon threat -- such a war is unthinkable. 
That is why I've called for . ~egotiations 
leading to reduction -- no~~·tJ?imi ta tion of 
nuclear weapons. Under the so-called 
limitation terms of "Salt II" both the 
United States and the Soviet Union could 
go on adding to the nuclear arsenals. We 
must have a true verifiable reduction 

f"ieading to an eventual elimination of alU 
l_!uch weapons. ~ 

We have.to prove to the Soviet Union we 
are prepared to match them in such weapons 
or they won't even negotiate. Pretend to 
negotiate -- yes. Make any headway -- no. 
They have such an edge on us now we have no 
choice but to rearm. As their superiority 
grows, so does the danger of confrontation. 

J 
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Ann, we've tried 19 times since WW II to 
persuade them to join us in reducing or 1:~ 
even eliminating nuclear weapons with~ 
success. Wouldn't it be better if your 
readers sent that May 17 column to President 
Brezhnev'.? 

Sincerely, 

Ann Landers 
Field Newspaper Syndicate 
Chicago Sun-Times Building 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA SHINGTO N 

May 21, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD G. DARl\ffiN 

CLARK~ FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

WILLIAM P. 

Presidential Response to Ann Landers' Column on 
Nuclear War 

We have reviewed the draft of the letter from the President to 
Ann Landers responding to her recent column on nuclear war, on 
which you requested our comments (Tab B). 

We have provided a number of suggested revisions, true to the 
spirit of the President's draft, which we have incorporated in a 
revised text attached at Tab A. We recommend that the President 
sign the letter at Tab A. 

Attachments 

Tab A 
Tab B 

Revised Proposed Presidential Response to Ann Landers 
Incoming Draft Presidential Response 

,, 
'' 
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'·C~~•:., TIIE WASHINGTON POST - Monday. May 17, 1982 •• 
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. . I $550 .. billion a year. About $100 bit~ 
I lion is earmarked for nuclear weap-
Dfa! 'Ann Landers: _ __ ons. When one considers • that $500 
·'.Can you stand anoth~r letter billion equals • the entire annual in-

. alJOUt ·the . woman who didn•t know come of the poorer. half of the earth's 
whether to leave her gold crowns to 4 billion people, one· begins -to grasp 
rolativee when she dies, for fear she the magnitude of that expenditure. 
nµgµt --need them when she returns Me~while, we are cutting programs • 
tcrJ~:(or the ·resurrection? . ~hat benefit the elderly, .the hand-
, ,~e two strongest nations in the icapped_ and the poor. More cheery 

wortd;.the United States and Russia news: Our Secretary of the Treasur_y 
d~~ee:, to ·put aJreeze. oil nude: Don~d Regan sa~; "Our economy_ IS 

a~s she_ won't have to worry deaThd m thedwardater. ~- • • . . he H' 
a~:qer-=teeth <)r: anything else be- . _ . e stan _ re1ere_nce IS t . 1-
c~!tftey . wiU be vaporfaed in a •. ~hima bo~b; It destroyed the city 
ll~ •of minu~ong,' with mil.:· with-the eqm~alent of 1_2,500 tons of _ 
U·•· . le. _ • . • . TNT •. (This IS 12.5 k1!otons.) The 
~, "~Pt ·• limi•::.i: •• · 1·· • _ . • newest. nuclear· . bom_b . .a not mea•, 

..'!tJ"~lans• ~- .a, -~;..:1:_""'_;..!dn_u; eftl'. __ war _ sured: in\ kil_· otons,· but .in megatons.·, 
ljqr ,, • 1or. civuuw. e1ense are. Th . • ld would be ·va1 t t • i'8ne- It -. would be ·unpossible t<t · . e-,Y:8-- ~ ... 

1
. 

12
• • _eq

11
. m en ° 

• ;;~~ .. ~A -._ the· •t· ·.--. .-·· un._- -,..,. -· ::.: .. ,d· ,, .. _appro:ipma_ _ w y m1 10n -~me-ton 
E.~a,,,UGw • . . . Cl 188,,. n•!l911:1 • Wuw . t . 1..;,-fiilled 'th TNT 
1•le.<go? What w~l<Cthey· eat? ' ·\ rue-,, ., •• :~i ·_ • • . - . 
W~t would they drink? Who would ·_ Th~ ~oseidon· s~bmarme carnes 
take care of them? The physicians • 16 m1SSiles, each with 10 ~eads. 
and hospitals would · be blown _ to • Each ~head • has three. times the 
iimithereens. • • • exploetve force of that smgle bomb 
J;you :are -more than.an advi~to- •. dropped on Hiroshima. We can.al• 

1bfi6.lovelorri columnist . Ann Land- ready kill every Russian seven tiines. 
1art•YOU mold public· o~inion. People _·. • Now we are trying ~ build our lll'!118 

. ioefiew .iil you. For the love of man- ... supp!y so. we can ~ll each Russian 
.k:bid-and its survival, pleas'e address •. l4 • times •. The _ United States 8;fld 
~lf to· this 1SBue.-Terrified in • other, maJor powers ate' spendmg _ 
0;0; ·, _: · ., • • • •• themselves · broke on a war we dare _ 
Dear T"enified: not let. happen. 
~-Thank you for writing about a .Jonathan Schnell wrote in The 

subject that is-plaguing us all. . • New Yorker, "The machinery of de-
<Dr;• James E. Muller of the Har~ struction is in. place, poised on a 

vard Medical School said, "The hor- hair-trigger', waiting for the button 
ror of liticlear war is so great that to be pushed by some misguided or 1 

~Y people choose to deny it exists: deranged human, or for some faulty . 
, ~An all~out attack· on 'the 'United · computer chip to !!end out the in-
§~~-~~d kill as m_anr as 150 mil~ structions to fire." • 
· li.m -¥:iencans. Their ~m!111111e ·_ ~ys- I· implore every person to sign his 
~ :weakened bi ~d1ation, would or her name across this column and 
~b to ·_ fatal· diseases. At least mail it to President Ronald Reagan, 
~ _percent l the doctors would be the White House, Washington, D;C. • 
~rated. _ . . An overwhelming response might · 
:, ;As~the Rev. Theodore Hesburgh prevent a nuclear holocaust that . 

S81d1 a,t · a UCLA peace rally. "The • would mean the end of all life on 
living would envy t~e d~d." . __ . • . this planet. Do it TODAY. Nothing 
,if~~ ~Neiw: ~p;ublic pomted out .m on your calendar can be more impor­
-lJ recent editorial that _ the global tant. 

. ~--1?'1dget' for all c_ountries is now e19112, Field· Ent.erprtaes me. 
-----· · - ··- . -----4--
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 24, 1982 

MR. PRESIDENT: 

I took the liberty of having 
NSC/Bill Clark take a look at 
your response to Ann Landers 
before sending it. NSC suggests 
a few revisions. The NSC version 
is at Tab A. Your original 
version is at Tab B. Although 
you.rs is clearly more readable, 
the NSC technical changes would 
seem appropriate to incorporate. 

Sorry to complicate matters. 

Richard G. Darman 



ff') ~ . DocumentNo._ 

~ WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: ___ s_/_2 o_/_8_2_ ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: c • o • b • TODAY 

SUBJECT: __ P_r_e_s_1_· d_e_n_t_-i_a_l_L_e_t_t_e_r--=R=e'--A_rm_s _N_e_g::....o_t_· 1_· a_t_i_o_n_s_w_i_tc,._h_S_o_v_i_e_t_s _____ _ 

VICE PRESIDENT 

MEESE 

BAKER 

DEAVER 

STOCKMAN 

CLARK 

DARMAN 

DOLE 

DUBERSTEIN 

FIELDING 

FULLER 

Remarks: 

ACTION 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

FYI {)./ 

D ✓-~GERGEN 
□ ~ HARPER 

□ 

□ 

JAMES 

✓: 

JENKINS 

MURPHY 

ROLLINS 

WILLIAMSON 

WEIDENBAUM 

BRADY /SPEAKES 

ROGERS 

DP oss 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

ACTION FYI 

✓ □ 
□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

D D 

D □ 

□ D 

D □ 

D □ 

Attached i s a response the President himself drafted to an 
Ann Landers column, also attached. Could you please provide 
comments ASAP. 

Thank you. 

Response: 

Richard G. Darman 
Assistant to the President 

x2. 2 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

5-17-82 

Mr. President: 

The attached Ann Landers column 
about nuclear war caught my eye 
this morning. I ran it by Dick 
Darman to see if he thought we 
should respond to it before we 
get a lot of mail on it. He 
suggested I show it to you and, 
also, he suggested that we 
consider asking Ann Landers to 
tell her readers to send her 
column to Brezhnev instead of 
to you. 

Your thoughts? 

Kathy 



Document No. _____ _ 

DATE: 

wififiPfi:t>tfsi STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

512 O /Bil? MAY ~l-TI~kcltfPJRRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: · .; • ~--:~ 

' 
SUBJECT: __ P_r_e_s_1_· d_e_n_t_1_· a_l_L_e_t_t_e_r---=R=e_A_r_m_s_N_e_g_o_t_i_a_t_i_o_n_s_w_i_t_h_S_o_v_i_e_t_s _____ _ 

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT D D GERGEN ✓ D 

MEESE D D HARPER D D 

BAKER D D JAMES D D 

DEAVER D D JENKINS D D 

STOCKMAN .. ,, .,,., _,,,,., •• ,,"''"93~0-·"'~ D MURPHY □ D 
') ~ -~:r?#~'ti~ •. 

~ - · ·"'"' ROLLINS □ □ CLARK . ,,,,,,c,• D 
<-...~./,!'t-~~,:•·~,c~ - - ... - - ·- •1"•,7.-:~ " ;!.T .,.. -':"::>,''~ •••••~.,.;::,.::. •["i..._:<t. , '"I:. 

_._.,.."-

DARMAN DP oss WILLIAMSON D D 

DOLE D D WEIDENBAUM □ □ 

DUBERSTEIN □ □ BRADY /SPEAKES □ D 

FIELDING D □ ROGERS □ □ 

FULLER □ □ □ □ 

Remarks: " 
Attached is a response the President himself drafted to an 
Ann Landers column , also attached . Could you please provide 
comments ASAP. 

Thank you. 

Response: 

Richard G. Darm.an 
Assistant to the President 

x2702 





MEMORANDUM FOR ~rHE 

FROM: RICHl\RD 

THE. WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 25, 1982 

PRESIDEN~. r /! / 
G. DARMAN AND CRAIG L. FULLE~ 

SUBJECT: CRIME PROGRAM 

o b<?q 7 7Se, 
f(J 01D- o,J.. 

The following items were reviewed during today's Cabinet Council 
on Legal Policy .. The Department of Justice's proposal for a 
Crime Program consists of the following elements, which you are 
asked to accept or reject. The items approved would be submitted 
in a legislative package with zero funding. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
Defer Action 

Accept Reject for future 
Consideration 

The members of the Cabinet Council on Legal Policy concurred on a 
recommendation to accept all elements of Issue A except Number 7, 
which they recommend be deferred. There was also consensus on a 
recommendation to accept Issues Band C. 

A. The Crime Program, with the 
following elements as presented 
and discussed in the CCLP meeting 
of 5/24 should be approved by the 
President. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

5 . 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

11. 

Bail Reform Act 
Sentencing Reform 
Criminal Forfeiture 
Protection for Senior Federal 

Officials 
Federal Property Act Amendment 
Insanity Defense 
Capital Punishment 
Habeas Corpus Reform 
Exclusionary Rule Reform 
Miscellaneous Administration 

Proposals 
Witness & Victim Protection 

B. The Administ r ation should suppo~t 
a program fo r Criminal Justice 
Assistance, as proposed by Justice 
with modifications regarding funding 
suggested by 0MB and with a 5% 
assessment on Federal fines to help 
fina·nce the program. (Acceptance 
will allow Congressional consulta-
tion to move forward. ) (J !(@,_ 

C. A final decision on the character 
of a legislative package or packages 
will be made following Congressional D'!=r, 
consul tat ions. !S .. !..!J ~ 



NOTE FOR: 

THIE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Date: __ s_;_2_s_;_a _2 __ _ 

ED MEESE 
CRAIG FULLER 

The President has 

seen a 
acted upon fl 
commented upon □ 

the attached; and it is forwarded to you for your: 

information &Jc 

action a 

Richard G. Darman 
Assistant to the President 

{x-2702) 

cc: Central File - Original<~~"·,··~-· 




