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MEMORANDUM TOt NSC - Dennis c. Blair 

FROM: PM - Robert Dean · ' 

SUBJECTi European Security and Arma Control Public 
Diplomacy Conwnitteec •Response to Andropov 
Proposals" · 

Attached are the incorporated coanenta fran the 
interaqency clearance p~oceaa of the draft guidance on 
the Andropov package. 
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p.-tJru_ary 2, 1983 

SOVIET INP POSITION 

Q: What ts ynur r~apnna• to th• announc@■~nt by Andr~pov that 
th• snvi•t Union ia r-ady to r-duc~ th~ numb~, of ita miaeil~• 
In £urnp- to th- nuab•r of Mls~il~• d-ploy~d by th- UK and 
,ranc- and tn cnnatd-r s•pacat- c•iltnqa for missil•• and 
ah craft? 

tt eurfac-d durinq th- Pall round of n~qotiatinns in G~n•va. 

' W• car•fully cnneid,.r-d and diacuas~d th- proposal with ~ur 

NATO alli~a, and nut publtc ,-action to Mt. Andropov's sp~-ch 

waa baa~d nn th• unanlmous v1•~ of th• Allianc- that th~ s~vi~t 

•ilitary t•balanc- and pt•v•nt ~ut ability to cnunt~r th• 

,. . . , 
-. 

thr•at pna•d to NATO by scwi•t d~ploy■-nt of . th- tripl--warh-ad·::· :\~ ·:.( 
. . . . . . •. . ..... 

mnbt l• SS-20 fnrc-, r-sultinq in a alqnificant incr•as~ th 

aub ■ tanti&l fnrc• nf SS-20 ~isatl•a whil- blocking NATO's 

of NATO's IHP i ■ n-c•aaary t~ r@ator~ a m1litaty balanc~ in 

EurnJ>- which ia th- n-c- ■aaty c~ndition fnr p~ac~. It will 

\ ;: 



.. 2 -

If NATO dn111>11 nnt tak"" ~t ... pa t" cnrr.-ct th,. 1mbalanc,. nf 

. . . . 

d-f-ns- nf Europ- had ihd•Pd b--n u-coupl•d from th- us c~ntral 

pol i t t ca U y-. 

-- W• hav- off,.r•d tn frir-Qo nur d-plnym-nts of l~ng~c­

rana- larid-b••-d IHr a1aail~s tf th~ sovi-ts -11minat~ ~ll 

·• . 

•,-.; 

....... 

.-.:-._:.x;~ .. -: 
•\ .. ·· : .. ,. 

·- ,:-_· ';'° 
f • ·_.~ • 

.!. ... 

- . . : : -- . ; : '" ~ :-

th-ir ss-4, ss-S, and ss-:ri LRittP mi~ai\~~ r~adr.d\.-aa nf wh,.r~ .. 

7h• Snv, ... t prnpnsal is not accPptabl- as a baata for 

Union. 

. . : 

nn th- baaia nf Brttiah ~nd rr•nch aiaail~a ls unacceptabl~. 
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- · t,•.ir UATO nc1t1nns. Th~y ar,. not 

~ftaut• couplinq vith th~ Untt•d Stat~& atrat~q1c fore-. In th~ 

nv-rall numu•ca balanc~, th- Sovi•ts ov@rWhPlmingly outnum.b@r 

Th- USSR has at l~aet • 4 - l advantaqe ov~t NATO in comparabl~- _ 

nucl•ar syst,.ms d•plny•d in Europ-. 

-- W• cannot acc~pt th- prnpositinn that th- US should 

aQr•• tn th,. pt incipl- of c~mp~naatinq th~ Sovi~ts for British 

and P'r•nch nucl•ar ayat-••a .. Th- sovittta ac,., in fact, clai!ftin~ 

th- ayat•m• o! ar•at••t . cone-en -- lonqer-cana• INP missil•s. 

ln any caa•, 'th• Andr~pf'\Y prnpoa.al for r,.ductinne in nucl.-ar­

capabl,. atrcraft ta vaqu•, d•epit• t•qu~ats by th~ us Ambassador 

to th• snvi•t Union, Arthur 1,artman, for aor• d•tai ts. w.- hav~ 

nn r•aaon tn •xp•ct that it ia anythlnq mor~ than a t~p~tition 

nt pr,.vioua sovi~t prnpoaalP to r~duce th~ US contribution to 

HATU's cnnv•ntinnal and nu~,~d[ d~t@rcent without acc@pting 
. ~ . ·' . . 

cn•p•rabl• cnnatrainta on snvl~t air pov .. r, Which .- ta vastly 

■ UP-rtnr nu~~rtcally t~ NATO. 

·, 



- .. -

-; 

- By offPrinQ tn r•duc• its LRINP m1ssilPs tn a l•v~l 

~qual t~ thoa• nf Britain and PrancP., the Sovi~t 

Unton laplacitly r•cooniZP.B thP imbalanc~ 1n long•r­

ranq• IMP ■ iseil~a in th~lr fa~or, thus -~rodinq th~-

balanc• arau1u•nt iipnn which th•ir Pntir• n@~otlati.ng. 

pnaition le bae•d. 

By this prnpoeal th~ s~vi•t• ••Y also r•coqnize th• 

n••d tn handl• LR!NP ffiiaail•• and aircraft a@pa-

•att•r of tirst priority, This has b•Pn a baeic 

b .. qtnntnc:a. 

In th• n•Q~ttattn~s, w• continu• to prnpns• th~ elimi­

nattnn nf th• •ntir• class,,: lnnq•r-r~n~~ INF m1ssilPB, The 

ao~• r•cnqnttinn nn th•tr part of th• m~rits nf nut proposal 

,.·., 

:. S· 

..... ' -· ,-. -,~ ··- ..... , 

.. -•.-' 

· ... ~; - . ' . ~ ... ..!...,-.' 



P~br~acy 2, 1983 

INF R~qional vs. Gl~bal Li~itatinns 

o: Why dn w- aupport qlobal ~~taus ~•qiona1 lt.mita on 
lnnq-r-ranq~ IMP aia•il-.e? 

A: -- Andrnpov'a pi~po••l would nnt r-.quir• th• S~Yi@t Union 

tn r-duc- or -v-n cnnatratn So~i•t •Y•t~•• tn th• sovl@t !aat. 

B•caua• of th .. lr lnna rana- and transpnttability, sovi~t SS-20a 

now in Europ- w-r~ almply withdrawn and t~d~plny-d to th• Sovt•t 

?aat, th.-y tnn wnu)d pos• a .. hr•at t(\ ar-.as nf NATO Eurc,p~ and · ·: · .~ 

r-qtnnal LRIHr l\mitattone which vnuld p~t ■ it lh• sovi--ta to 

r•tatn a<'bll .. aie ■ il~ fotc•• in th@ sovt-.t £aat that could b• · 

•nv-d l>ack tntn pna1t1C\n tn thr.-at•n NATO. W~ prc,pnatit a QlC'\baL_ 

ban on ss-20a, a ban ~hich i• •aai~r to VPttfy than •ith•r a, 
.. 

,-qtnnal ltmitatlnn nt a num~rically lialt.-d fntc~ nf lNP 

. _} 



-~· - • .. 

HH' ---:- SOV 1 ET MOVEMENT? 

Q: Th• pc•vtnua Sovi•t pnsit1nn vnuld haV• all~w~d th~ USSR to 
maintain a !n[c~ of up to JOO SS-20 ■ ln th~ Eutop~an USSR. Th• 
pnsitl~n d1ec1~a•d by "r• ~ndropov could CPqUic• th• c~ductiori 
nf a larq- nu~b-r nf snvi~t ~••all••, tncludinq snm~ ss-2oa. 
[ln•an•t thta ahnv inov.-11-nt ou th111 patt of tht1 s,wi•ts? · 

. . . . . . . 

" . -- Snvt•t ~xpt•~atnnl nf ~illinQn~s• to c•duc• tht1ir LRl~r 

mtaet\•e indicat- th• snvt•ts may b~ cnainQ tt, tPCoQniz .. th~ 

prnbl111m cr•-t111d by th~ir n~•r~h~lmtn~ sup•tiritity in lonq~t~ 

r~nQ• INP ~iaatl•s and by th-i( n•qot!at1~4 ~tnprisala which 

cnntradict th• pr\nctplt1 of •quality. 

.. . . 

by th• Sovt•la a inc• t>-ff"t .• th- n•c:iotiati~na bia~an -- . pr-.aii!r- . 

vattnn nf a substa~ttal LRINf mon~poly ov~r ·th~ u.s~ ~hich 

Such an outcnm-. 

ia unacc•ptabl~. 

-- Mnr•ov-r, th~ •hundr•o•• 0f miaetl•s which Mt. Andropov 

. SS-20 •taatl•• whlch ar~ capa~t-. of atrikinQ tarq•ta throughout 

all ~, F.urnp• and much nf Asia and North Afcica. Thos-. SS-20s 

"'h l ch "'"u \ d b- c •duc~d in th- Sov 1 •t pt opoea l may not bf!> 

d•etroy•d, but m-r-ly transp"rt~d to oth~r t-Qions of th~ USSR 

wh-r• th•y would still b~ abl• to poa~ a tht•&t to NATO and 

Aaian Alli~• and frl~nd•~ 

. : :_ ... ':. 
. ✓· . :. 

-::. 
· . . ~ ~· --

yr. ~ ... 

- ·~· ·:. :·:::.• .. ~, _·:/r,'.=~ 

· . ·, . 

. ,. 
,. ' 
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Th- an-call,.d cnnc.-ssinne by Mt~ Andropov and oth~rs ar~ 

rn,ar.-ly v,., iat inns nn .sn nld th•mia nf maint:.atninu a eup~rior 

sale dn n~t addr•ss th- fundam,.ntal ,~cutity nP.,.ds of NATO and 

and ahnvinq fl,.xibility. 

-- Althouqh th• Andtopn~ propriaal {e tinacc,.~tatil~ aa a 

baata fnr s.-rJoua n-Qntia~lnnaj th•r~ ar~ ~oa,a- poeitlv~ aap~cta: 

By nff,.rinq to ,.- .\uc• tta LRINP 111isstl~s to a l@v~l 

•qual tn thol~ of Britain and Franc@, th@ Sovt~t 

Uninn iapltcitly ,,.coania•• th- imbalanc~ tn lon9~r­

canq• IMP ■ taatl~s ln th-tr favor, thus ~rodinq th~ 

balanc,. arqum,.nt upon which th~ir ,antir,. n-qotta~inq 

poaitlon is baa-d. 

By thta propoaal th~ sovi•t• ■ay also r,.coqniz~ the 

n••d to h•ndl• L~tNP mleail~• and aircraft •~p•­
rat.-ly, and th,. n.-,.d to r-duc~ LRINF mlaall~a a1 a 

•att-r of first pri~ttty. Thi ■ haa b,.,.n a baaic 

t•n•t of th• US n•qntiatlng po1itinn ft~m th~ 

-· • : . . 

........ 



,.--, ··.~ ... ~ .. · .. 
·;· •r~- . 
, •_;.• ... . . . :· 

IMF -- UK AHO PR!NCB . PORCES 

O: Andrnpnv and nth~r sovt~ta ar~ 1ugg~atina that th .. lt 
■ t ■ 11tl-• tn £ucop~ baa r,•duc.-a to the l@v-.1 nf UK and rr•nch 
■ taatl-•. Sine• th~ Ul And Pranc• ar• U.S. Allifls, ~hy do~s 
th- U.S. r .. rua• ·tn tak• ~ccnunt of UK and PrPnch syat•~• in th• 
INF n.-qottattnna7 

•nd rr-nch nucl .. ar forc .. a ia ·_int-nd-.d to aubat~ntiat~ a highly 

cnntrtv•d c:lallft ·that a balilhc .. tn !t·o~callPd •mpd,um-ranq~• . ~ · 
~ - . -- ... - • . --· -- . . . 

It 1hnuld b .. nnt .. d that in all· paat arm• cnntrnl aqr•~~nt:.a 

nv•r th.- laat 13 y•ara th• Srivi•t.a hav~ t~acti.-J Jor.--mtant with 
-

th• U.S. baa•d nn •quality 0r U.s.-· and $C'Vi•t fc,rc•a vitho·ut. 

n~.-ral l numb-r a, th .. sc,vt.-ta nv .. rwh~l■ inqly outnumbf!t thf! 

m-dtum-r~nq- missil•s and aircraft nf th .. UK and Franc~. 

-- Th.- c-n-va IMF talks ar@ •xplicitly bilat.-ral n@gotia- · 

ttons focus,nq ~n U.S. and snvi•t lona~r-rana- land-baa~d IN~ 

cann<"t n-o<"t i at- nt discuss r:nml)f"nsat ion Cot th,., i r i nd•p~nd@nt 

snv,ar,.,iQn nucl•ar f~rc•s. Th• British and Fr•nch Gov-rnm~nta 

to th.- UK and rranc@ alon~. :·h.., sovi•t• ar~ inc:nnsist@nt \n 

aak t nq r nr cn111p•nsatit'I\ in th• INP talka ft,[ Br: l t ish and French 

nucl~ar (C\tC""S, sine• th,.y · acknC'wl .. dgt>d in both th~ SALT I ·and 

·f ::: 
.· .1. 

' • f · 
. :. 

~ ". -~-- ·~,·.: 
• ., .. · 

·. -.... . -

: -;c.7 



.., .. 

than land-bae .. d ayatPma and ar~ nutaid@ th~ scop .. of th~ 

I Ml' talk a. 

that th .. snv, .. t Union l>_. <Jranttad th~ rioht to maintain nucltaar 

tntally cnntr~dicte th .. prtncipl• nf _.quality in U.S.-Snvi~t 

prnv1d .. no prnttacttnn fot nth-r, non-nucl~ac NATO natinna, a ■ 

!urop ... 

• i 

: •J 

• , .. - .. :-

. I/ 
··/ . 



February 2, 1983 

u.s~ RESPONSE 

Q: Wtll you b .. forlftally reep(indlnq to the Andropov proposal 
nov tha, •h~ n~qotlatlons hav~ resumed in Geneva. 

~- -- 7hP Anrtropov prop·oaal of O~celftber 21, 1982 was not new. 
. . 

A ~l••ile sub-ceiling •ied to ~he nutl~ac torc~a of the U~ and . 

rran~e ~•R 1>ropoa@d in Round Thre~ of ~he iNF negotlatio~a in 

•he rall of 1982. 

Wf' exp•ct the Sovleta will di ■cuaa thia proposal furthet : 

rlurtnq thls curr~nt n~qotla ► tn1 round. We intend to continue 

n.-qo" ta• ing O@'! iously .in<t w.- .ire wi 11\ng to consider any con-

a~curlty conc~rna of NATO. ~u• as ~e have repeatedly ~t~ted~ 

w• continue to bPlieve ► h~• •h~ zer~/zero out~ome, whlch wodld 

@l t,ntna" .. th~ tant ire class of ~onger-range tttP' missiles, 

~ ~ provt~~a th@ b~-t and moat equltable acma cori~col ~oluticin. 

.. - . 

. . . ·.,. 
.; · .. • 

. . ... .. ~ · . ... . 

,· ~ :t~ .. 
• W . ... . ~ .. 

. . • • ; J. .' .'.) 
· .... _ ... _···: -.t; 

--. .. . . 
" .... ~ .- -. . 

.... · . . ·, ., 

. _, . 
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Dear Dennis: 

United States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

February 3, 1983 

As you know from our conversations and the discussions of 
the Interagency Committee on European Security and Arms 
Reduction, the President and I believe that we must make a 
concerted effort to get our arms control message across to 
European publics. In that context your active participation is 
vital to the success of our program. 

We hope that you will, in the weeks and months ahead, be 
available to speak to select groups in Europe, just as you have 
made your time and talents available in the past. 

In order to determine your current travel plans and other 
dates when you may be available to go to Europe, I have asked 
Richard Bissell, Director, Office of Program Coordination and 
Development of USIA to contact your staff. 

Many thanks in advance for your continuing effort and 
assistance on this vital issue. 

Sincerely, 

'') l ( -'6--'2-;t;~ ,) Y-. /J) ciJ_Q_~-,( 
Peter H. Dailey, Chairin'an 
European Public Diplomacy Committee 

Mr. Dennis Blair 
National Security Council 

Washington, D.C. 
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Problems in Promoting Democracy 
fJr~\J :,,\:iu: 71Jlf':S;...ri;;, ~~i.l 4.f - . 

!ly JEFF GERTH I j'8, not1:.'t..! that ihe agenda inclu<ie<.i discus- iaw and Execucive Order c..:ui oe ,:mde 
Speci&ltoTbeNwYorkTlmel Jion -~; ti .:c::.u--part Goven:un;;:m organ- more liberal t-:i ;e;-::nit c~:-,,;:;n ,1;..:: ;:n 

w ASHINGTON, Feb. 3 _ The -Rea- lzational structure for the project - on a broader scale, as well as what we: 
gan Administration's public cam- Information, political; covert and a can do . through substantially in­
paign to promote democracy, an- quasi-governmental institute. The creased overt political action." 
nounced with great fanfare by the C.LA. and a subcommittee of the Na- . CJA proposed list, dated Oct. 2, of 
President last June, has been em- tional Security Council, the National more than 75 programs funded by the 
broiled in a bureaucratic tussle over , Security Planning Group, were to be U.S.I.A., included a "Public Dir,10-
funding and the question of whether responsible for the covert component, macy Data Base" project that would 
-the Central Intelligence Agency according to the document. The con-, have an "interactive computer net-

should have a significant role. . ■■■■■■■■■■I work" that would tie "in with certain 
.Ultimately, the participation of the elements of the C.I.A. system." Mr. 

C.I.A. and plans for unspecified cov-- McParlane and officials of. the infor-
ert activities were dropped from the . 'If we have the mation agency say\ this project has 
program, because it was thought that been dropped and that the final list of 
"the quickest way to destroy the pro,: C I A' • thi projects is still being worked on. . 
gram was to have any association • • • lll S · Mt. 'McFarlane said that he, Mr. 
with the agency," according to Robert· all • ff Eagleburger . and others began to 
C. McFarlane, deputy director of the we can· C 1t O . worry about the intelligence agency's 
National Security Council. - ' tnvolvement in late July, and sue-

The bureaucratic struggle illus- righ. t off the bat.'. ceeded in getting the C.I.A. "put 
trates two realities in Washington: firmly out of the program" at a meet-
first, involvement with the C.I.A. has -Robert C.McFsrlane, · ingAug. 31. 
become so sensitive that the agency's Jt.T • l S • Co 'l .. Let's not be wve- if we have the 

· participation in any public project ls nations ecunty uncz C:I.A.intbiswecancallitoffrightoff 
often counterproductive, and second, ~.;.._ _________ _;._ the bat," Mt. McFarlane said he 

·. whenever new funds become avail- · • remembered thinking at the time. 
able, agencies .will inevitably stumble templated covert activities• were not 

. over one another to get .a piece of the spelled out. 
project. · · . · , 4JThe Paliner document, which was 

In addition, aides to Senate conser- labeled secret/sensitive, noted under 
vatives this week raised their own .the heading "DOD input" that "Both 
questions about the ideological roots in the N.S.C. organizational structure 
qftheorganizationsthataretoreceive ·· and the N.S,D.D., one must address 
some $65 million being sought by the how much of the political action con-
Administration for the democracy templated is already covered by law 
project. and Executive Order waviding for 

Amlouneemeat to Parliament .Covert Action." ,. 

Specifl
-:..11 aid 4 . ; It added: '"We need to examine how 
....... y, es to ,our conserva- · 

tlve Republican Senators told Charles : · 
Z. Wick, director of the United States . 
Information Agency; thanhey would 

Revelations in the.1980's about oov­
ert financing of educational and chariw 
table institutions by the C.I.A. led to a 
national policy adopted in 1967 prohib­
iting covert financial assistance or 
support to such institutions. Some of 
the same institutions that figured in 
that debate are slated to receive open, 
.noncqvert assistance in the public di­
. plomacy project, according to Mr. 

. . McFarlane • 

I ~=; ,-:,•1~;\J¼~~/~,,~;: 
~ in his address to the British Parlia- · · .. '}~<·:'\:\ ·r ., 
~ ment last June and was started last .. ,:,, .• ,:,",:·:.:··•};,JJ '.. 

month by a classified executive order -: .: .• : . .. : · · · · 
signed by Mt. Reagan. 

To carry out the campaign, which is' 
to be.coordinated by William P. Clark, 
the national security adviser, the Ad­
ministration is proposing numerous 
training, education and exchange pro­
grams involving such Government 
agencies as the U .S.I.A. as well-as pri­
vate institutions. 

But funds for the program have yet 
· to be approved by Congress and the 
Administration's $65 million budget 

.-equest for the flscal year 1984 is in 
jeopardy. 

· News Cclllfenace Scbedaled 
. In an attempt to answer ~ of 

these· questions, AdiniDistration · offl­
daJs; possibly~ Mr. McFarlane and 
Lawrence S. Eagleburger, Under Sec-' 
retary of State for Political Atfm,, 

: are scheduled to bold a news confer­
ence in the near future. · Parts of Jast, 
month's executi\re order may be dis- · 
cl9Sed at that time in order to allay 

) concerns about ariy poulble covert 
component. Earlier this week. Mt •. 
McFarlane agreed to try to declasaity 
the omer, National Security Decision 
Document (NSDD) Tl, after a request 
l)y a reporter from The New York 
Times. 

Other Govenunent documents ob-
.. taiDed by The Tunes show the follow-

1D8: · '. 
. «IA document prepared on Aug. 3 by· 
Mark Palmer, a State Department of­
ftcial, for a Cabinet-level. meeting 

.. 
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AMERICAN SECURITY COUNCIL 
THE COALITION FOR PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH 

John Fisher 
AMERICAN SECURITY COUNCIL 
February 8, 1983 
NATIONAL NETWORK TIME FOR 
COUNTDOWN FOR AMERICA 

John M. Fisher 
President 

The Nuclear Weapons Freeze Campaign h~s selected March 7 and 8 
as NUCLEAR WEAPONS FREEZE NATIONAL LOBBY DAY in both Houses of 
Congress. 

Speaker Tip O'Neill plans to bring up the Nuclear Weapons 
Freeze Resolution in early March. He expects that his 26 more 
Democrats will give him a win this time. (The freeze campaign is 
aiming at 300 votes in the House.) 

This would be 1) a devastating blow to the President's nuclear 
weapons modernization program and 2) escalate the Nuclear Freeze 
issue ih the 1984 campaign. 

We urge that the Republican National Committee mount a major 
campaign on this issue built around network showings of our TV 
documentary COUNTDOWN FOR AMERICA. 

COUNTDOWN FOR AMERICA was produced in cooperation with Senator 
Tower - who plays the central role in the film. A special team 
representing the Department of Def~nse and the National Security 
Council was ~et up to provide advice and criticism. This team 
reviewed the film at all stages of production to ensure accuracy. 

Charlton Heston has now become the host of the documentary. 
We are now editing the film to include three Heston segments: 
introduction, corrnnents on the freeze and close •. 

We cannot buy network time because the networks insist on 
producing their own news and public affairs programs. 

Political parties are the only exception to this network 
policy. That's why .the RNC's decision is so important. 

Last fall, I had lined up the money for the RNC to sponsor a 
network showing for COUNTDOWN. This was approved at the RNC, but 
not at the White House. 

If the RNC is interested, I wi_ll try to reactivate that 
support for a network showing. ~ 

~-Fisher "< 

Washington Office: 499 South Capitol Street, Washington, D.C. 20003 
Washington Communications Center: Boston, Virginia 22713 



PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH DAY 

MARCH 8, 1983 

Featuring Rallies in Washington, D. C. and in 50 State Capitals 

At 12:00 Noon, March 8, 1983, members of the Coalition for Peace 
Through Strength, a bi-partisan alliance of pro-defense leaders and 
organizations, will rally at the nation's capitol and in 50 state 
capitals in support of the passage of the Peace Through Strength 
Resolution in the Congress and by the state legislatures which 
haven't already passed it. 

These rallies are also intended to express opposition to the 
Nuclear Weapons Freeze Resolution whose supporters will be rallying 
at the U.S. Capitol at the same time. 

The rallies by both sides will call visual attention to th~ 
head-to-head confrontation between the two Resolutions in the 
Congress and the state legislatures. And, both sides will be 
visiting Members of Congress on March 7 and 8 in person and by phone 
and letter. 

To date, each Resolution has been passed by 12 · state 
legislatures. 

Members of the Coalition for Peace Through Strength include 229 
Members of Congress from both parties, and 126 national 
organizations. A major purpose of the March 8 effort is to 
significantly increase this support. 

President Reagan, Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger and 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General John w. Vessey, Jr. 
have all endorsed the Peace Through Strength Resolution. 

The Coalition for Peace Through Strength believes that the 
Nuclear Freeze has gained support primarily because it has had 
little opposition. The Coalition believes that given a clear choice 
the .Arn·erican people, and the Congress and legislatures which 
represent them, will overwhelmingly back Peace Through Strength 
rather than a Freeze into military inferiority. 

(1 



PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH DAY 
Observed in 50 State Capitols 

PURPOSE: 1) To support the Peace Through Strength Resolution passage in 
state legislature (12 legislatures have passed it - see attached 
list) 
2) To oppose the Nuclear Weapons Freeze Resolution 

MAJOR EVENT: Rally on steps of state capitols March 8, 1983 at 12 noon 
local time 

STATE ORGANIZING COMMITTEE: To be formed by local units of national 
organizations active in Coalition for Peace 
through Strength then expanded to include as 
many other organizations as possble including 
patriotic veterans, business, labor, 
political, clerical, professional, ethnic and 
other groups. The first meeting will be 
coordinated by the state VFW. 

EXECUTIVE CHAIRMAN: To be selected at first meeting to coordinate all 
committee activities and be the primary communication 
link with the national Peace Through Strength Day. 

CHAIRMAN: Prominent citizen to be selected by state committee. First 
consideration should be given to ,.mether the governor would be 
supportive enough to serve in that role. In seven states, the 
governor is state chairman for the Coalition for Peace Through 
Strength. 

SPEAKERS: The speakers at the rally will be leaders of sponsoring 
organizations, state legislators and prominent citizens. 
The American Security Council and the VFW will prepare a folder 
presenting the primary arguments for Peace Through Strength and 
against the nuclear weapons freeze for all speakers and 
participants. 

MEDIA: The purpose of the rally is to provide a visual representation of 
the nationwide support for peace through strength and opposition to 
the freeze media. 
Press kits and media contact suggestions will be prepared 
nationally for local adaptation. 

NATIONAL COORDINATION: The American Security Council, as the 
administrative arm of the Coalition for Peace 
Through Strength, will be the national coordination 
point and will be in close touch with the state 
executive chairmen. 

Contact John M. Fisher, President or David Spray, Special Projects Director 
Phone number: 703/825-8336 

American Security Council 
Washington Communications Center 

Boston, Virginia 22713 



Nuclear Freeze vs. Peace Through Strength 

Passage by State Legislatures 

Passage in State Referenda 

U.S. Senators Sponsoring 

U.S. Representatives 
Voting for or Sponsoring 

Department of Defense 

Joint Chiefs of Staff 

State Department 

National Security Council 

President Ronald Reagan 

Organizations 

TV Networks 

The nuclear freeze supporters have aggressively promoted their views 
while peace through strength supporters have been relatively passive. For 
example, tens of millions of dollars have been spent promoting the nuclear 
freeze against hundreds of thousands for peace through strength. 

But, pro-defense leaders are now realizing the seriousness of the 
nuclear freeze threat and will be reacting more vigorously. 

Just as in the SALT II Treaty debate, a majority of Americans now 
favor the idea of a freeze but would overwhelmingly oppose a freeze at a 
time when the United States is inferior. The more they know about it, the 
more Americans oppose a nuclear freeze. 
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Senate 
t LPgisla ti,,e day of Tuesday, November 30, 19821 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU· 
TION 133-CONCURRENT RESO­
LUTION RELATING TO PEACE 
THROUGH STRENGTH 
Mr. LAXALT (for himi;elf. Mr. 

TOWER, Mr. ABDNOlt, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
ARMSTROlfG, Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. Boll!!:N, 
Mr. BoSCHWITZ, Mr. CANNON, Mr. 
CHILES, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. COH:!Jf, Mr. 
D'AMATO, Mr. DANFORTH, Mr. DECON· 
c1m, Mr. DENTO!II, Mr. DoLE, Mr. Do­
MENICI, Mr. EAST, Mr. GARN, Mr. GoLD­
WATER, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HATCH, Mrs. 
HAWKINS, Mr. HAYAKAWA, Mr. HEFLIN, 
Mr, HELMS, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. HUDD­
LESTON, Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. JEPSEN, 
Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. KASTEN, Mr. LONG, 
Mr. LUGAR, Mr. McCLURE, Mr. MAT­
TINGLY, Mr. Mn.CHER, Mr. MUR­
KOWSKI, Mr. NICKLES, Mr. NUNN, Mr. 
QUAYLE, Mr. PRESSLER, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. 
RANDOLPH, Mr. Rom, Mr. RUDMAN, 
Mr. SASSER, Mr. SCHMITT, Mr. STEVENS, 
Mr. SYMMS, Mr. THURMOND, Mr. 
WALLOP, Mr. WARlfER, and Mr. ZOR· 
n•s11:v>. submitted the following con­
current resoJutlon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Armed Services: 

No. 145 
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Whereas the Soviet Union has exploited 
United States peace initiatives in order to 
build up Soviet strategic and conventional 
warfare capabilities; 

Whereas these capabilities have given the 
Soviet Union the means to support world­
wide aggression of an increasingly bold 
nature; 

Whereas there is a basis for concern that 
the Soviets may use these capabilities in 
armed aggression In Pakistan, Iran, and Yu­
goslavia; 

Whereas the Soviet Union has demon­
strated an unwillingness to live by the prin­
ciples of International law; 

Whereas the United States is the one 
world power that can stop Soviet expansion­
ism: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of RPprPsentalives 
!the Senate concurrinql, That it is the sense 
of the Congress that the national security 
policy of the United States should reflect a 
national strategy of peace through strpngth, 
the general principles and goals of whi~h 
would be-

<1> to Inspire, focus, and unite the nation­
al will and determination to achieve peace 
and freedom, 

<2> to achieve overall military and techno­
logical superiority over the Soviet Union, 

< 3 > to to create a strategic and civil de­
fense which would protect the American 
people against nuclear war at least as well 
as the Soviet population is protected, 

(4) to accept no arms control agreement 
which in any way jeopardizes the security of 
the United States or its allies, or which 
locks the United States Into a position of 
military inferiority, 

< 5 > to reestablish effective security and In­
telligence capabilities, 

<6> to pursue positive nonmilitary means 
to roll back the growth of communism, 

<7> to help our allies and other non-Com­
munist countries defend themselves against 
Communist aggression, and 

<8> to maintain a strong economy and pro­
tect our overseas sources of energy and 
other vital raw materials. 

Mr. LAXALT. Mr. President, the 
greatest problem we have as a Nation 
is how to deal with the growing Soviet 
politico-military threat to us and the 
rest of the free world. 

The invasion of Afghanistan and the 
repression of Poland are reminders 
that the Soviets are as ruthless as 
were the Nazis In expanding and con­
solidating their totalitarian empire. 

Soviet expansionism has been driven 
by the goal of world domination and 
guided by a grand strategy to achieve 
that goal. 

Soviet successes have been possible 
only because the United States has 
had neither a goal or a strategy In this 
conflict. U.S. policy has been essential­
ly that of reacting to Soviet initiatives 
in defense of the status quo. 

Now, the Soviets have gained a sig­
nificant nuclear and conventional mili­
tary superiority over the United 
States. This, together with the power­
ful Soviet worldwide propaganda and 
disinformation network promoting 
disarmament in the West, makes re­
building our defenses an urgent neces­
sity. 

First, though, we should adopt a na­
tional goal In this conflict and a grand 
strategy based on all elements of our 
national power-economic, political 
and military-to achieve that goal. 

On June 8, 1982, before the British 
Parliment, President Ronald Reagan 
proposed that this goal should be "a 
world In which all people are at least 
free to determine their destiny." 

To achieve that goal, President 
Reagan called for a "crusade for free­
dom" designed to "leave Marxism-Le­
ninism on the ash heap of history" 
through a "global campaign for de­
mocracy." 

In this connection, President Reagan 
declared that "it is time that we com­
mited ourselves as a Nation-In both 
the public and private sectors-to 
assist democratic development." 

I belie•/e that most Americans agree 
with the goal so elequently expressed 
by President Reagan and will support 
the adoption of a national strategy of 
peace through strength to achieve 
that goal. 

That is why I and 54 other Members 
of this body are cosponsoring a con­
current resolution calling for the 
adoption of a national strategy of 
peace through strength. 

There are eight basic principles in­
herent in a national strategy of peace 
through strength. These principles 
will serve to clarify the direction of 
the strategy and the basis of some of 
its details, and they will serve as a 
yardstick to evaluate competing pro­
grams and initiatives. Unless the 
United States speedily adopts such a 
strategy to coordinate Its national se­
curity efforts, it Is doomed to Ineffec­
tual policies, uncoordinated responses 
to Soviet aggression, and ultimately, a 
great growth In the power and influ­
ence of the Soviet Union. 

President Reagan was an early en­
dorser of this resolution and it ap­
peared as the defense strategy plank 
of the 1980 Republican Convention 
platform. 

The President has said that he will 
sign this resolution, when it is passed 
by both Houses of Congress. 

In this connection, it is Important to 
note that this resolution, as House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 163, has 
been cosponsored by 238 Members of 
the House of Representatives and has 
been referred to the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee. 

This resolution has been endorsed 
by Caspar Weinberger, Secretary of 
Defense; Gen. John Vlssey, Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; Powell 
Moore, Deputy Secretary of State for 
Congressional Relations; and Judge 
William Clark, National Security As­
sistant to the President. I ask unani­
mous consent that the letters be print­
ed In the RECORD at the end of this 
statement. 

This resolution has already been 
passed by 13 State legislatures; Arizo­
na, Alabama, California, Colorado, 
Delaware, Florida, Indiana, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Nebraska, Ten­
nessee, Texas, and the Territory of 
Guam. 

In addition, 127 national organiza­
tions have endorsed the resolution. I 
request that the organizations be 
listed at the end of this statement. 

Whatever the outcome of the out­
come of the conflict between Soviet to­
talitarianism and democracy, the 
result is sure to be "peace through 
strength." What is being decided now 
Is whose strength and whose peace. 

So I urge that we all make this com­
mitment to peace because, as Presi­
dent Reagan told the British Parlia­
ment, the struggle is "a trial of spiritu­
al resolve" and at stake are "the 
values we hold, the beliefs we cherish, 
the ideals to which we are dedicated." 

There being no objection, the mate­
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, D.C., September 16, 1982. 

Hon. STEVEN D. SYMMS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I understand that you, to­
gether with a large number of co-sponsors, 
are preparing to introduce the Peace 
Through Strength Resolution in the 
Senate. The passage of this Resolution will 
again demonstrate the strength of biparti­
san support for the President's national se­
curity programs, which are designed to re­
store the margin of safety to U.S. military 
power. The Department of Defense strongly 
supports the intent and purpose of this ini­
tiative. We appreciate the effort you and 
your colleagues are making to express so ef­
fectively the support of the Senate for a 
strong defense program. 

CAP WEINBERGER, 

JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF, 

Hon. STEVEN D. SYMMS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

September 27, 1982. 

DEAR SENATOR SYMMS: The Joint Chiefs of 
Staff have consistently maintained the view 
that the security of our country and peace 
In the world can only be preserved If the de­
fenses of the U.S. are strong. Bipartisan 
support for the passage of a Peace Through 
Strength resolution will send a clear signal 
of this Nation's commitment and resolve to 
continue to provide for the common de­
fense. We appreciate and support your ini­
tiative. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN W. VESSEY, JR., 

Chairman. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, D.C., September 22, 1982. 

Hon. STEVEN D. SYMMS, 
U.S. Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR SYMMS: Thank you for your 
letter of September 20 concerning the Peace 
Through Strength Resolution. 

From the outset, this Administration es­
tablished as a national priority the correc­
tion of Important shortcomings in our de­
fense posture. AB the President's very diffi­
cult budget decisions reflect, we are commit­
ted to strengthening our defenses. This Ad­
ministration will never accept an Inferior 
position, recognizing that our national secu­
rity and that of our Allies Is at stake. A 
strengthened defense posture Is essential to 
the successful conduct of our foreign policy, 
and is thus a critical Ingredient In malnta.in­
lng peace and stability in today's troubled 
world. It is also essential to the achievement 
of the balanced, verifiable and effective 
arms control agreements the President has 
proposed-agreements which would substan­
tially reduce strategic and Intermediate­
range nuclear forces, and conventional 

\.. 
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forces In Europe to equal levels on both 
sides. 

Passage of- the Peace Through Strength 
Resolution would provide a strong measure 
of support for our military programs, and 
our anns control objectives, which are so 
Important to the cause of peace. 

With cordial regards, 
Sincerely, 

POWELL A. MooRE, 
Assistant Secretary /or 

Congressional Relations, 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, September 16, 1982. 

Hon. STEVEN D. SYMMS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR SYlllMS: I understand that 
you and many of your colleague& Intend to 
offer a resolution at this time reaffirming 
the "Peace through Strength" language, 
which was Incorporated 1'lto the 1980 Re• 
publican Party Platform. 

As the President said when the Resolution 
was considered last year, "Passage of the 
Resolution by both Houses will ·be a power• 
ful symbol of bipartisan support for our na• 
tional security programs, which are de­
signed to restore the margin of safety to our 
military power." 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM P. CLARK. 

COALITION FOR PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH­
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS ENDORSING RESO· 
LUTION FOR PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH 

Air Force Sergeants Association 
America's Future 
American Cause 
American Civil Defense Association 
American Coalition of Patriotic Societies 
American Conservative Union 
American Council for a Free Asia 
American Council for World Freedom 
American Czech Republican Clubs 
American Federation of Small Business 
American Foreign Policy Institute 
American Freedom Network 
American Hungarian Federation 
American Legion 
American Legion Auxiliary 
American Legislative Exchange Council 
American Military Retirees Associations. 

Inc. 
American Notary Association 
American Research Foundation 
American Rhodesia Association 
American Security Council 
American Security Council Foundation 
American Security Council Po!ltical Action 

Committee 
Americans to Free Captive Nations, Inc. 
Armed Forces League 
Armenian American Republican Clubs 
Assembly of Captive European Nations 
Association of Americans to Save Africa 
Association of Byelorussian-American Vet-

erans in America 
Association of Former Intelligence Officers 
Association of Former POW's 
Black Silent Majority Committee 
Bulgarian National Front, Inc. 
Byelorussian American Association 
Cardinal Mindszenty Foundation 
Catholics for Christian Political Action 
The Center for Financial Freedom and Ac­

curacy in Financial Reporting 
Center for International Security 
C,hinese Academic & Professional Associ­

ation 
Chinese American Republican National Fed­

eration 
The Church League of America 
Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep 

and Bear Arms 
Citizens for Freedom, Inc. 

Citizens for Seafarer 
Coalition for a Democratic Majority 
College Republican National Committee 
Committee for a Free Afghanistan 
Committee for the Survival of a Free Con-

gress, Inc. 
The Committee to Unite America, Inc. 
Concerned Citizens for an Effective Strate• 

glc Policy 
Confederate Air Force 
Congress of Russian-Americans, Inc. 
Congressional Majority Committee 
The Conservative Caucus, Inc. 
Cossack American Nationalist In U.S. 
Council Against Communist Aggression 
Council on American Affairs 
Council for Inter-American Security 
Croatian-American Committee for Human 

Rights 
Czechoslovakian-American Association 
Czechoslovak American National Republl• 

can Federation 
Federation of Cuban Masonic Lodges In 

Exile 
Filipino American Republican Association 
Foundation for Foreign Affairs, Inc. 
German-American National Congress 
Gospel Advance Mission, Inc. 
Greater Overseas Alliance for the National 

Restoration of Viet Nam 
Heritage Groups Council for Citizenship 

Education 
Hungarian Organization, Magyar Szervezet. 

Inc. 
Hungarian Unity Association, Inc. 
The Information Council of the Americas 
Institute of American Relations 
Institute on Strategic Trade 
The John Paul Jones Foundation 
Labor United for a Strong America 
Leadership Foundation, Inc. 
The Lincoln Institute 
Lithuanian American Council 
Marine Corps League 
Marine Corps Reserve Officers Association 
Military Order of the World Wars 
Moral Majority 
National Alliance of Senior Citizens 
National Association of Uniformed Services 
National Captivr. Nations Committee 
National Committee for Responsible 

Patriotism 
National Confederation of American Ethnic 

Groups 
National Conference on Asians in America 

and Asian Americans 
National Conservative Public Affairs Coun­

cil 
National Defense Council 
National Filipino American Republican As­

sociation 
National Republicans of Italian Descent 
National Republican Heritage Groups 

Council 
National Screw Machine Products Associ­

ation 
National SoriPty of the Sons of the Amni-

can Rel'ol11tion 
National SoJourners. Inc. 
National Traditionalist Caucus 
Naval Enlisted Reserve Association 
Naval Order of the United States 
Naval Reserve Association 
Non-Commissioned Officers Association 
NORSE <Scandina\'ian American Republi-

can Federation> 
Order of the Saint John of Jerusalem 
The Paul Revere Foundation 
Polish American Congress 
Polish American Republican Federation 
Polish Legion of American Veterans. USA 
Reserve Enlisted Association 
Reserve Officers Association 
Romanian American Republican Clubs 
The Second Amendment Foundation 
Security and Intelligence Fund 
Slovak American Republican Federation 
Slovak World Congress 

Slozhenitsyn Society 
Stockholders for World Freedom 
Truth About Rumanla Committee 
Ukrainian Congress Committee of America 
Veterans of Foreign Wars 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Ladles Auxlllary 
Veterans of Pearl Harbor, Inc. 
We the People 
World Federation of Cossack National Lib• 

eration Movement of Cossackla 
World Federation of Free Latvians 
Young Americans for Freedom 
Young Republican National Federation 

Total: 125; 2/5/82. 

Mr. ZORINSKY. Mr. President, the 
principal goal of the United States has 
been the preservation of peace and 
freedom. No responsible American dis­
putes this goal, but differences on how 
best to achieve it have badly divided 
our Nation and led to disastrous re­
verses in foreign policy. Because of 
these differences, it has proved impos­
sible to adopt or adhere to a national 
strategy. Without a national strategy 
to give It direction and coherence, our 
foreign policy has been reactive, incon­
sistent, and far weaker than it need 
be. 

On no issue has there been greater 
division than on the nature of the 
threat from the Soviet Union. Al­
though Soviet strength and destabiliz­
ing behavior were recognized as poten­
tial dangers, for the past two decades, 
American policy responding to them 
was based on accommodation and uni­
lateral gestures of restraint. The 
Soviet Union, it was argued, had such 
a dismal history of war and invasion 
that a strong American policy would 
immediately trigger suspicion and hos­
tility. But if the United States avoided 
provoking this reaction, increased con­
tact through trade, arms control nego­
tiations, and growing cultural ties 
would convince the Soviet leadership 
of American good faith. 

This argument formed the basis for 
the American policy of detente. 
During this period the United States 
drastically cut defense spending, froze 
its strategic nuclear forces, halved the 
size of its Navy, and allowed its con• 
ventional land and air forces to under­
go a significant decline. At the same 
time, it dramatically reduced its inter­
national presence, dismantled much of 
its intelligence services, and let most 
of its defense alliances deteriorate. 

Soviet detente behavior wa:; diamet­
rically different. It not only enormous­
ly increased the quantity of its nuclear 
forces, but went for a qualitative 
change as well, achieving a large force 
with the explosive yield and accuracy 
to destroy the U.S. strategic force on 
the ground. It increased its overall de­
fense spending by as much as 7 per­
cent annually each year of this period, 
not only greatly increasing its ground 
forces but also creating for the first 
time in Soviet history a blue water 
navy. The Soviet Union greatly in­
creased the size and scope of the KGB 
First Directorate, responsible for for­
eign operations, especially subversion 
and disinformation. It invaded, direct-
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ly or through proxies, a half dozen 
Third-World nations; has proved a 
major impediment to a negotiated 
Middle East settlement; and has pro­
moted lnstablllty by training and 
arming terrorist worldwide. 

In view of this, It ls no surprise that 
the Soviet Union defines detente as 
"an intensification of the Ideological 
struggle In the absence of nuclear 
war.'' 

The United States has at last recog­
nized that detente cannot help to 
achieve the national goal of peace and 
freedom and has begun the first steps 
toward strengthening Its defenses and 
foreign policy. However, because these 
steps have not been explained to the 
American people in the context of a 
well-articulated national strategy, the 
political consensus for making them 
has been eroding. Such a strategy has 
been worked out-the national strat­
egy for peace through strength. 

The national strategy for peace 
through strength ls based upon the re­
alization, backed by over 20 years of 
experience, that the Soviet Union 
cannot be cajoled Into good behavior 
by weakness or unllateral restraint. At 
the same time, It Is neither possible 
nor desirable to coerce the Soviet 
Union by the direct use of military 
force. Instead, the national strategy of 
peace through strength, while provid­
ing for the milltary and strategic 
forces necessary to establish a margin 
of safety, wlll arrest and counteract 
the spread of Soviet influence by non­
military means. 

The national strategy for peace 
through strength ls embodied by eight 
principles, which will serve as a yard­
stick by which future U.S. defense and 
foreign policy Initiatives can be evalu­
ated. These principles outline the 
steps necessary to preserve the safety 
of the United States and its allies, 
while at the same time promoting 
greater understanding of and respect 
for democratic principles. 

I urge that the U.S. Senate resolve 
that the national strategy of peace 
through strength be adopted as the 
national . strategy for the United 
States. By doing so, we will not only 
greatly strengthen the national secu­
rity policy of this country, but will 
also be reaffirming our support for the 
principle goal of the United States­
peace and freedom. 

Mr. DECONCINI. Mr. President, I 
am a cosponsor of the peace through 
strength resolution because It provides 
a Reagan-approved strategy for carry­
Ing out President Reagan's crusade for 
freedom. 

1"1 his speech to the British Parlia­
ment on June 8, President Reagan of­
fered "a plan and a hope for the long 
term." He called for-
-the march of freedom and democracy 
which will leave Marxism-Leninism on the 
ash heap of history, as it has left other tyr­
annies which stifle the freedom and muzzle 
the self-expression of the people. 

In the closing paragraph the Presi­
dent said: 

Let us now begin a major effort to secure 
the best-a crusade for freedom that will 
engage the faith and fortitude of the next 
generation. For the sake of peace and Jus­
tice, let us move toward a world In which all 
people are at last free to determine their 
own destiny. 

It ls the positive note which Is so 
vital in that statement. A successful 
strategy cannot be static. Our society, 
values, and way of Ufe have been tar­
geted for extinction by the force of 
Soviet communism, and cannot be pre­
served merely by attempting to main­
tain the status quo. 

Under our value system, military 
forces can only be used to defend the 
status quo when It Is milltarlly threat­
ened. 

Communism Is an Ideology that has 
achieved its greatest successes by play­
Ing on mankind's best aspirations. It 
must be fought-and ultimately de­
feated-by having Its abuses and 
b'rutal nature exposed, and by being 
countered by better and more honest 
Ideas. In the end Its own victims wlll 
eliminate It, a day which wlll come 
more quickly if enough American 
strength ls available to blunt or pre­
vent Soviet employment of naked 
force. 

Once again, a focusing of the nation­
al wlll is a crucial precondition to forg­
ing effective policies in this area. The 
United States cannot convince a skep­
tical world of Its good intentions and 
probability of survival If Its own 
people are not united behind a goal 
and a strategy to achieve that goal . . 

Nor ls It possible for the United 
States to lower Its voice about the dan­
gers posed by the Soviet system with­
out losing much ground. In the past, 
U.S. policies, whether containment or 
detente, were based upon the hope 
that the Soviet Union would eventual­
ly moderate its Ideology as It experi­
enced American good will. Instead, the 
Soviet Union has grown more assertive 
and more Imperialistic as its military 
strength and aggressive momentum 
have Increased. 

A key tool available to the United 
States In rolling back this Soviet mo­
mentum Is communications. Chief 
among them are the radios-Voice of 
America and Radio Liberty /Radio 
Free Europe-and satellite television, 
which can reach Into areas barred to 
other forms of American influence. 

Other forms of communications 
should not be overlooked, including 
overseas libraries, language and cul­
tural Instruction In American schools, 
exchanges, art, and entertainment. 

To date our communications have 
been among the most effective means 
of spreading the Western values of 
freedom and democracy, even with the 
minimal official encouragement they 
have received. This should be greatly 
expanded and focused. 

A second means of rolling back the 
influence of communism Is to describe 
the shambles its "scientifically 
planned" economy makes of the lives 
of its citizens. Merely the existence of 
well-made Western merchandise Is a 

destabilizing Influence In Communist 
systems, which are forced to explain 
away their own shoddy products. Of 
more Importance ls the disruption 
"centralized planning" causes In the 
Soviet Union, where meat ls rationed; 
or Poland, where food ls rationed; or 
Cuba, where everything Is rationed. 

The greatest weakness of all In the 
Communist system should be exploit• 
ed-lts total denial of freedom to Its 
citizens. Walls have to be built to con­
tain people within the Soviet system. 
This fact should be more than enough 
to totally alienate all nations of the 
world except for those that have 
adopted their own form of repression. 

But our lack of a strategy and our 
Inability to explain our motive for for­
eign ~ollcy Initiatives have in many 
cases opened the United States to 
charges of hypocrisy. Few nations are 
willing to believe the lack of coordina­
tion In U.S. policy Is due to Ineptness. 

In short, the national strategy of 
peace through strength ls built upon 
the understanding that military force 
ls simply not appropriate for actions 
beyond deterring attack or containing 
aggression. The offensive role in a U.S. 
national strategy must be carried out 
by nonmilitary means which wlll take 
many years to bear fruit. 

That Is why one of the principles of 
a national strategy of peace through 
strength Is to pursue positive, nonmili­
tary means to roll back the growth of 
communism. 

And, that Is why another principle Is 
to help our allies and other non-Com­
munist countries defend themselves 
against Communist aggression. 

The emphasis on consensus and co­
ordination that a national strategy of 
peace through strength places on the 
formulation of American foreign 
policy also holds true in relations with 
our allies. The struggle with the 
Soviet Union Is by no means bilater­
al-every nation not already In the 
Soviet orbit Is ultimately threatened 
by its expansionism. Therefore, It is 
clearly in the U.S. national interest to 
provide appropriate assistance to 
other nations whose Independence or 
security is threatened. 

By strengthening alliances and sup­
plying aid to other nations sharing the 
U.S. strategic predicament, the nation­
al strategy of peace through strength 
not only addresses problems of U.S. se­
curity, but also demonstrates that the 
United States ls a faithful partner 
whose political system deserves emula­
tion. 

Mr. TOWER. Mr. President, I have 
cosponsored the resolution for peace 
through strength because a "global 
campaign for democracy" must be 
based on the principles of strategy 
which utilize all elements of national 
strength-political, military, and eco­
nomic-In achieving national goals. 

Democracy does not need military 
power to win the fight for the minds 
of men. Democracy needs nothing 
more than energetic advocates and a 
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world political environment in which 
it can demonstrate its superiority. 

The key to a peace through strength 
strategy is to achieve our goals with­
out armed • conflict. To do this, we 
must deter the Soviets from starting a 
war. 

History shows that only superior 
war fighting capability can deter an 
aggressor. Forces that cannot win 
cannot deter. 

The United States can have a superi­
or war fighting capability without the 
cost of across-the-board numerical su­
periority if it exploits advanced tech­
nology such as the cruise missile and 
space-based laser. 

In a recent speech at the Army War 
College, Secretary of Defense Wein­
berger summarized the need for 
strengthening United States military 
power. He said ... • • in dealing with 
the Soviets, peace must be purchased 
with strength." That is why one of the 
eight principles of a national strategy 
of peace through strength is to: 
achieve overall military and technolog­
ical superiority over the Soviet Union. 

Mr. DENTON. Mr. President, I am 
proud to cosponsor the resolution for 
peace through sti;ength because the 
United States must finally adopt a 
strong and coherent strategy. Perhaps 
the most important principle of a na­
tional strategy of peace through 
strength is inspire, focus, and unite 
the national determination to achieve 
peace and freedom. 

Public support is necessary if the 
United States is to implement a na­
tional strategy of peace through 
strength. We are a democracy, and no 
major policy can long be followed in 
the face of strong popular opposition. 

But adopting a national strategy 
that will influence the entire range of 
U.S. defense and foreign policy, in­
cluding issues of such public concern 
as trade and military acquisition, will 
require far more than simple public 
acceptance. It must be vigorously por­
moted and explained. 

As far as possible, all U.S. initiatives 
should be justified publicly in terms of 
their relation to the national strategy. 
This implies that not only will the 
U.S. Government have to involve the 
isloated and compartmentalized for­
eign policy community with the 
public, but also that we must make an 
extra effort to share with the public 
more facts about the Soviet threat. 

The advantages of informing the 
public will be enormous. Public sup­
port for U.S. defense and foreign 
policy has often weakened because the 
people simply did not understand the 
realities it was based on. This lack of 
understanding not only has given rise 
to opposition to particular policies, but 
also has weakened public support for 
defense and foreign policy as a whole. 

Better justification of defense and 
foreign policy initiatives to the public 
in terms of how they further the na­
tional interest would also improve pol­
icymaking. 

In short, including a central element 
a better identification and expression 
by the defense and foreign policy com• 
munity of U.S. national priorities and 
goals, implementation of a national 
strategy of peace through strength 
would not only rally the American 
people behind the Government, but 
would also prove a powerful incentive 
to improve the quality and c;oherence 
of national policy initiatives. 

Mr. GARN. Mr. President, I am a co­
sponsor of the peace through strength 
resolution because it is vital that we 
have a coherent, balanced overall na­
tional security strategy, Otherwise in­
dividual actions tend to be taken with­
out regard to their impact on other 
policy objectives. 

In few areas has the lack of a na­
tional strategy had more disastrous re­
sults than in arms control. Beginning 
with the SALT I treaty of 1972, the 
United States has entered into numer­
ous agreements with the Soviet Union 
that are unbalanced, self-ensnaring, 
unverifiable, or not enforceable. Be­
cause there is no overall standard by 
which treaties can be evaluated in the 
context of a total strategy, political 
leaders have found it easier to heed 
those advisers who counsel accommo­
dation, appeasement, and unilateral 
disarmament. 

But arms control is important-too 
important to be negotiated without 
reference to a clear overall strategy. 

For example, it makes no strategic 
sense to bargain away the right and 
responsibility of the United States to 
defend its citizens from Soviet nuclear 
missiles. 

Arms control can only be one of 
many means to reach the goal of es­
tablishing peace and freedom. It is not 
a goal In itself. Arms control on its 
own cannot create stability, but it can 
help to maintain stability already es­
tablished, while reducing the probabil­
ity of war, the costs of maintaining de­
terrence, and the levels of damage 
should deterrence fail. 

That is why one of the principles of 
a national strategy of peace through 
strength is: Accept no arms control 
agreement which in any way jeopar• 
dizes the security of the United States 
and its allies, or which locks the 
United States into a position of mili­
tary inferiority. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, as a 
cosponsor of the peace through 
strength resolution, I am particularly 
interested in the principle dealing 
with the economic component of strat­
egy. 

A key element of the Soviet Union's 
strategy is to gain control over over­
seas sources of raw materials and the 
routes for transporting them to the in­
dustrialized heartland of the West. 

Yet. in few areas is the division be­
tween the United States and its allies 
so acrimoniously displayed as in that 
of economic policy. 

It is difficult for some Western lead­
ers to understand why the establish­
ment of So\'iet political control over a 

region should be of concern, for this 
seldom results in access to markets 
being cut off. For example, Angola 
sells most of its oil to the United 
States, and Cuba its agricultural prod­
ucts to Europe. 

It is an important premise of the na­
tional strategy of peace through 
strength that these differences must 
be resolved by explaining and publiciz­
ing the long-term consequences of a 
failure to secure access to vital sources 
of raw material. Unless this is done, 
the short-term self-interest of the cor­
porations and governments concerned 
will continue to undermine the enor­
mous leverage and power which could 
be applied by the economic system of 
the West. 

The most effective area of competi­
tion with the Soviet Union should be 
in the economic field. 

However, the United States and 
Western Europe have helped the 
Soviet bloc avoid the impact of its own 
inefficiency by extending massive 
credits and loans. 

The best way to accelerate the proc­
ess of Communist decline, as described 
by President Reagan, is to let the 
Soviet system fall of Its own weight by 
sharply reducing this subsidization. 

That is why one of the principles of 
a national strategy of peace through 
strength is to: Maintain a strong econ­
omy and protect our overseas sources 
of energy and other vital raw materi­
als. 

Mr. SYMMS. Mr. President, I sup­
port Senator LAxALT's introduction of 
the peace through strenth resolution. 
All Americans yearn for peace. All 
Americans are strongly in favor of pre­
venting nuclear war. I, myself, have 
always been a proponent of preserving 
world peace and preventing nuclear 
war. It Is for this reason that I favor a 
strong national defense, because a 
strong national defense is the best 
guarantor of world peace. The peace 
through strength resolution embodies 
my views on how the United States 
can most effectively safeguard world 
peace and our national security. 

On June 8, 1982, President Reagan 
in his speech to the British Parliament 
called for "a global campaign for de­
mocracy." This establishes a goal for 
the United States and the free world 
which can be achieved by a national 
strategy of peace through stength. 

President Reagan endorsed a nation­
al strategy of peace through strength 
and has committed to sign legislation 
for its adoption. And, this strategy has 
been endorsed by 238 Representatives 
and 53 Senators. 

The Department of Defense ha.5 
long needed an agreed upon grand 
strategy so that it might plan a force 
structure to carry out that strategy. 
While the principles of an overall 
strategy go beyond purely military 
considerations, there is no way the De­
partment of Defense can properly 
plan without knowing the overall 
strategy. 
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There is no way DOD can fully justi­

fy its major wc:apons programs with­
out placing them in the context of an 
overall strategy. That is why it is nec­
essary to now give our defense leaders 
the guidance C'mbodied in the eight 
principles of a national strategy 01 
peace through strength. 
T'iE NEED FOR A NATIONAL STRATEGY OF PEACE 

THROUGH STRENGTH 

The most common complaint about 
U.S. defense and foreign policy over 
the past 35 postwar years has been 
that it is reactive and only in defense 
of the status quo. We have had no uni­
fying goal and thus no strategy. 

On the other hand, the Soviet Union 
and its Communist bloc allies have the 
goal of a world socialist state, and they 
have an overall strategy for achieving 
it. 

U.S. GOAL ESTABLISHED 

President Reagan, in his historic 
speech to the British Parliament on 
June 8, established the long needed 
unifying goal for the United States. 
He began his speech by reviewing the 
failure of the c'ommunist economic 
and political system everywhere in the 
world. He noted, for example, that 20 
percent of the work force in the 
U.S.S.R. is engaged in agriculture; yet 
Soviet agriculture cannot feed the 
people in the U.S.S.R. 

He stressed that the Communist re­
gimes in Eastern Europe, despite 30 
years of control, have not yet been 
able to risk elections. In a memorable 
phrase, he declared: "Regimes planted 
by bayonets do not take roots." The 
President, pointing toward a new polit­
ical order, declared that the world was 
at a turning point, that the tide had 
turned against communism, and that a 
"'democratic revolution is now gather­
ing new strength." At a later point, he 
spoke of a "global campaign for de­
mocracy now gathering force." 

He called on open and free societies 
to "take act.ions to assist the campaign 
for democracy." The President made it 
plain that communism cannot be over­
come without effort, risk and an orga­
nized ,r I at egy for the free world. 

1-Ie said: 
• • • we must not hesitate to make clear 

out ultimate objectives and to take concrete 
actions to move towards them." He added, 
""Tile objPCti\'e I propose is Quite simple to 
state: To foster the infrastructure of democ­
racy • • •. 

Speaking for- the United States, he 
said: 

It is time that we committed ourselves as 
a nation-in both the public and private sec­
tors-to assisting democractic develop­
ment." 

In regard to the role of American 
military power in this process, he said, 
"Our military strength is a prerequi­
site to peace, but let it be clear we 
maintain this strength in the hope it 
will never be used." In the contest be­
tween democracy and Communist to­
talitarianism, the "ultimate determi­
nant," he said, will not be bombs and 
rockets but wills and ideas. He de­
scribed the struggle as "a trial of spiri-

tual resolve," and at stake wen~ "the 
values we hold, the beliefs we cherish, 
the ideals to which we are dedicated." 

President Reagan has long endorsed 
the adoption of a national strategy of 
peace through strength. 

.\ NATI01'AL STRATEGY OF PEACE THROUGH 
STRENGTH 

There are eight basic principles in­
herent in a national strategy of peace 
through strength. These principles 
will serve to clarify the direction in 
which the details of the strategy are 
formulated, and serve as a yardstick to 
evaluate . competing programs and ini­
tiatives. Unless the United States 
speedily adopts such a strategy to co­
ordinate its national security efforts, it 
is doomed to ineffectual policies, un­
coordinated responses to Soviet ag­
gression, and ultimately, a great 
growth in the power and influence of 
the Soviet Union. 

These eight principles are: 

( Editors Note: Senator Symm-' descrihed all 
ei!(ht principles. Bur. only two are reprinted here 
hecause the other .fix were also discussed hy rhe 
Senarors pre,·edin!( him.) 

THIRD PRINCIPLE'. TO CREATE A STRATEGIC DE· 
FENSE AND A CIVIL DEFENSE WHICH WOULD 

PROTECT U.S . CITIZENS AGAINST NUCLEAR WAR 

AT LEAST AS WELL AS THE SOVIETS DEFEND 
THEIR CITIZENS 

Since the early 1960's, the United States 
has structured its military forces and de­
signed its strategies in keeping with a con­
cept called Mutual Assured Destruction 
<MAD). 

According to the MAD principle. the U.S. 
and the Soviet Union will be equally de­
terred. and therefore secure, if the popula­
tion and industrial centers of both nations 
are defenseless and can be easily destroyed 
by either a nuclear first strike or a retali­
ation. According to MAD. the absence of de­
fensive weapons enhances deterrence. 

As a matter of policy, therefore. the 
United States has scrapped nearly all it de­
fenses. We have no defenses against Soviet 
ballistic missiles and only a few aged fighter 
interceptors to defend against Soviet bomb· 
ers. 

This MAD concept was never accepted in 
the Soviet Union. 

The Soviets have built a modern, nation­
wide anti-aircraft defense system with a 
small Ballistic Missile Defense force around 
Moscow, backed by the missile defense capa­
bilities of its anti-aircraft missiles <SAMs>. 

Over and above these active defenses. LhP 
Soviets have a very large civil defense or 
pa.,sive defense system. The Soviets haw 
spent billions Qf dollars to build blast ar,d 
fall-out shelters for political and industrial 
leaders and key workers in and aro1,nd 
ma.ior Sovi!'L cities. And. they hav!' dc•tailed 
plans for tile evacuation of cities in th,· 
evt'nl of a nuclear war. 

IL is intolerable that the Soviet govern­
m<·nt should conscientiously provide for the 
survi val uf its people, while the U.S. govrrn­
ment makf's no effort at all to defend its 
peoplP. 

Using advanc!'d technology, the Unitt'd 
StatE's ran and must defend its citizens 
against the horror of nuclear war. For ex­
ample, 

0

Lhe Government Accounting Offic<· 
has strongly advocated a satellite based dt•· 
fense. 

FIFTH PRINCIPLE: REESTABLISH EFFECTIVE 
SECURITY AND INTELLIGENCE CAPABILITIES 

Good Intelligence Is central to any na• 
tion's security, yet over th.e past ten years 
ferocious and disabling assaults have been 
made on the capabilities of the U.S. intelli­
gence services to carry out clandestine data. 
collection, engage in covert operations, or 
coordinate counterintelligence. 

A national strategy of peace through 
strength reQuires the most accurate lnfor• 
mation possible, not merely for foreknowl­
edge to forestall moves by the Soviet Union 
and other adversaries, but also to defend 
against terrorism and other internal secu• 
rity threats. 

The United States should therefore re­
build Its intelligence and internal security 
capabilities. 

In conclusion, I would like to repeat 
that the peace through strength reso-
1 ution is an excellent expression of 
American's deep desire for a stable 
and lasting world peace. It is our most 
fundamental hope as Americans that 
we can live in peace with our neigh­
bors and preserve our freedoms, lib­
erties, and way of life. A strong nation­
al defense is the best and time-tested 
guarantor of world peace. 
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Hon. Dave Mccurdy, (D) OK 
Hon. Lawrence P. McDonald, (D) GA 
Hon. Bob McEwen, (R) OH 
Hon. Raymond McGrath, (R) NY 
Hon. Connie Mack, (R) FL 
Hon. Edward R. Madigan, (R) IL 
Hon. Ron Marlenee, (R) MT 



HOUSE MEMBERS (~ONT'D) 

Hon. Dan Marriott, (R) UT 
Hon. David Martin, (R) NY 
Hon. Dan Mica, (D) FL 
Hon. Clarence E. Miller, (R) OH 
Hon. Guy Molinari, (R~ NY 
Hon. G. V. "Sonny" Montgomery, (D) MS 
Hon. w. Henson Moore, (R) LA 
Hon. Carlos J. Moorhead, (R) CA 
Hon. John P. Murtha, (D) PA 
Hon. John T. Myers, (R) IN 
Hon. Bill Nelson, (D) FL 
Hon. William Nichols, (D) AL 
Hon. Howard Nielson (R) UT 
Hon. George O'Brien, {R) IL 
Hon. Michael G. Oxley, (R) OH 
Hon. St~n Parris, (R) VA 
Hon. Charles Pashayan, Jr., (R) CA 
Hon. Ron Paul, (R) TX 
Hon. Carl D. Perkins, (D) KY 
Hon. Thomas Petri, (R) WI 
Hon. J. J. Pickle, (D) TX 
Hon. James H. Quillen, {R) TN 
Hon. Donald L. Ritter, (R) PA 
Hon. Pat Roberts, {R) KS 
Hon. J. Kenneth Robinson, (R) VA 
Hon. Buddy Roemer., (D) LA 
Hon. Hal Rogers, (R) RY 
Hon. Tobias A. Roth, (R) WI 
Hon. Eldon Rudd, (R) AZ 
Hon. Harold s. Sawyer, (R) MJ 
Hon. Richard T. Schulze, (R) PA 
Hon. Clay Shaw, (R) FL 
Hon. Richard Shelby, (D) AL 
Hon. Norman D. Shumway, {R) CA 
Hon. Bud Shuster, (R) PA 
Hon. Mark D. Siljander, {R) MI 

Hon. Joe Skeen, (R) NM 
Hon. Ike Skelton, (D) MO 
Hon. Bob Smith (R) OR 
Hon. Christopher H. Smith, (R) NJ 
Hon. Denny Smith, (R) OR 
Hon. Virginia Smith, (R) NE 
Hon. Olympia Snowc, (R) ME 
Hon. M. Gene Snyder, {R) KY 
Hon. Gerald B. Solomon, (R) NY 
Hon. Floyd Spence, (R) SC 
Hon. Arlan Stangeland, (R) MN 
Hon. Charles Stenholm, (D) TX 
Hon. Bob Stump, {D) AZ 
Hon. Don Sundquist (R) TN 
Hon. Mike Synar, (D) OK 
Hon. Bill Tauzin, (D) LA 
Hon. Gene Taylor, (R) MO 
Hon. Guy A. Vander Jagt, (R) MI 
Hon. Barbara Vucanovich, {R) NV 
Hon. Robert S. Walker, (R) PA 
Hon. Wes Watkins, {D) OK 
Hon. Vin Weber, (R) MN 
Hon. G. William Whitehurst, (R) VA 
Hon. Charles Whitley, (D) NC 
Hon. Robert Whittaker, {R) KS 
Hon. Jamie L. Whitten, (D) MS 
Hon. Charles Wilson, (D) TX 
Hon. Larry Winn, Jr., (R) KS 
Hon. Frank Wolf, {R) VA 
Hon. George Wortley, (R) NY 
Hon. Chalmers P. Wylie, (R) OH 
Hon. Gus Yatron, (D) PA 
Hon. c. w. "Bill" Young, (R) FL 
Hon. Don E. Young, (R) AK 
Hon. Robert A. Young, {D) MO 

Total: 229 2/4/83 



COALITION FOR PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH 

NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 

Air iorce Sergeants Association 
America's Future 
American Cause 
American Civil Defense Association 
American Coalition of Patriotic Societies 
American Conservative Union 
American Council for a Free Asia 
American Council for World Freedom 
American Czech Republican Clubs 
American Federation of Small Business · 
American Foreign Policy Institute 

I 

Amerf,can Freedom Network 
AmerJcan Hungarian Federation 
American Legion Auxiliary 
American Legislative Exchange Council 
American Military Retirees Associations, Inc. 
American Notary Association 
American Research Foundation 
American Rhodesia Association 
American Security Council 
American Security Council Foundation 
American Society of Professional Emergency Planners 
Americans to Free Captive Nations, Inc. 
Armed Forces League 
Armenian American Republican Clubs 
Assembly of Captive European Nations 
Association of Americans to Save Africa 
Association of Byelorussian-American Veterans in America 
Association of Former Intelligence Officers 
Association of Former POW's 
Black Silent Majority Committee 
Bulgarian National Front, Inc. 
Byelorussian American Association 
Cardinal Mindszenty Foundation 
Catholics for Christian Political Action 
The Center for Financial Freedom and Accuracy in Financial Reporting 
Center for International Security 
Chinese Academic & Professional Association 
Chinese American Republican National Federation 
The Church League of America 
Citizens Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms 
Citizens for Freedom, Inc. 
Citizens for Seafarer 
Coalition for a Democratic Majority 
Coalition for a True Peace 
College Republican National Committee 
Committee for a Free Afghanistan 
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COALITION FOR PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH 

NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 

. \ 
Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress, Inc. 
The Committee to Unite America, Inc. 
Concerned Citizens for an Effective Strategic Policy 
Confederate Air Force 
Congress of Russian-Americans, Inc. 
Congressional Majority Committee 
The Conservative Caucus, Inc. 
Con~ervatives Against Liberal Legislation 
Cos~ack American Nationalists in u.s. 
Council Against Communist Aggression 
Courtcil on American Affairs 
Couhcil for Inter-American Security 
Croatian-American Committee for Human Rights 
Czechoslovakian-American Association 
Czechoslovak American National Republican Federation 
Federation of Cuban Masonic Lodges in Exile 
Foundation for Foreign Affairs, Inc. 
German-American National Congress 
Gospel Advance Mission, Inc. 
Greater Overseas Alliance for the 

National Restoration of Viet Nam 
Heritage Groups Council for Citizenship Education 
Hungarian Organization, Magyar Szervezet, Inc. 
Hungarian Unity Association, Inc. 
The Information Council of the Americas 
Institute of American Relations 
Institute on Strategic Trade 
The John Paul Jones Foundation 
Labor United for a Strong America 
Leadership Foundation, Inc. 
The Lincoln Institute 
Lithuanian American Council 
Marine Corps League 
Marine Corps Reserve Officers Association 
Military Order of the World Wars 
Moral Majority 
National Alliance of Senior Citizens 
National Association of Uniformed Services 
National Captive Nations Committee 
National Committee for Responsible Patriotism 
National Confederation of American Ethnic Groups 
National Conference on Asians in America and Asian Americans 
National Defense Council 
National Filipino American Republican Association 
National Republicans of Italian Descent 
National Republican Heritage Groups Council 
National Security Council Political Action Committee 
National Screw Machine Products Association 
National Society of the Sons of the American Revolution 
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COALITION FOR PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH 

NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 

National Sojourners, Inc. 
National Traditionallst Caucus 
Naval Enlisted Reserve Association 
Naval Order of the United States 
Naval Reserve Association 
Non-Commissioned Officers Association 
NORSE (Scandinavian American Republican Federation) 
Order of the Saint John of Jerusalem 
The Paul Revere Foundation 
Polish American Congress 
Polish American Republican Federation 
Polish Legion of American Veterans, USA 
Reserve Enlisted Association 
Reserve Officers Association 
Romanian American Republican Clubs 
The Second Amendment Foundation 
Security and Intelligence Fund 
Slovak American Republican Federation 
Slovak World Congress 
Solzhenitsyn Society 
Stockholders for World Freedom 
Truth About Romania Committee 
Ukrainian Congress Committee of America 
Veterans of Foreign Wars 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Ladies Auxiliary 
Veterans of Pearl Harbor, Inc. 
We the People 
World Federation of Cossack National Liberation Movement of Cossackia 
World Federation of Free Latvians 
Young Americans for Freedom 
Young Republican National Federation 

Total: 126 2/4/83 
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PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH RESOLUTION PASSED BY BOTH HOOSES 

ALABAMA 

' I 
ARIZONA. 

I 
I 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

DELAWARE 

INDIAN) 

I 
KANSAS 1 

LOUISIANA 

MISSISSIPPI 

NEBRASKA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

TERRITORY OF GUAM 

ILLINOIS 

KENTUCKY 

MASSACHUSETTS 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

VIRGINIA 

House Joint Resolution #15 

Senate Concurrent Memorial #1001 

Assembly Joint Resolution ¥.11 

Senate Joint Resolution #29 

Senate Concurrent Resolution #39 

House Concurrent Resolution f26 

House Resolution #6060 
Senate Resolution #1836 

Senate Concurrent Resolution #80 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 1511 

Nebraska Legislative Resolution #343 

Senate Joint Resolution #257 

Senate Concurrent Resolution #25 

Resolution No. 147 

PASSED BY HOUSE ONLY 

House Resolution 1615 

PASSED BY SENATE ONLY 

Senate Resolution #85 

(Not a numbered document) 

Senate Resolution #2 

Senate Resolution il 

House - 9/29/81 
Senate 9/30/81 

Senate - 2/22/82 
House - 3/25/82 

9/9/81 

Senate - 5/7/80 
House - 5/7/80 

Senate - 4/30/81 
House - 6/17/81 

House - 1/8/82 
Senate - 2/15/82 

House - 4/2/81 
Senate - 4/9/81 

Senate - 5/21/81 
House - 7/11/81 

Senate - 2/5/81 
House - 3/11/81 

4/18/80 

Senate - 4/1/82 
House - 4/8/82 

Senate - 5/22/81 
House - 6/1/81 

8/27/81 

1/13/82 

3/26/82 

7/30/81 

2/10/82 

2/9/82 



STATE GOVERNORS WHO SERVE AS S'T"A'.l'E ro-r.HAI~N OF 'J'HE 
COALITION FOR PEAr.E THROUGH STRENG'f'H 

Governor Robert Orr of Inoiana 

Governor David Treen of Louisiana 

Governor Allen Olson of North Dakota 

Governor William Janklow of South Dakota 

Governor Richard Snelling of Vermont 

Governor Charles Robb of Virginia 
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PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 

The President has decided to strengthen the -organization, 
planning and coordination of the various aspects of public 
diplomacy of the United States Government. 

He has established a Special Planning Group (SPG) under the 
chairmanship of the A~sistant to the President for National 
Security Affairs. Membership consists of the Secretary of 
State, Secretary of Defense, the Director of the United 
States Information Agency, the Administrator of the Agency 
for International Development, and the Assistant to the 
President for Communications. The SPG is responsible for 
the overall planning, direction, coordination and monitoring 
of implementation of public diplomacy activities. 

Four interagency standing committees also have been established 
and will report regularly to the SPG. 

The International Information Committee will be 
chaired by a senior representative of the United States 
Information Agency. This cofiLTTlittee will be responsible for 
planning~ coordinating and implementing internation?.l informa­
tion activities in support of US policies and interests. 

The International Political Co~~ittee will be chaired 
by a senior representative of the Department of State. This 
group will be responsible for planning, coordinating and 
implementing international activities in support of united 

·States policies and interests. For example, this committee 
will coordinate the interagency effort to support the growth 
of democracy and democratic institutions abroad. It will 
provide the nexus for the policymaking and information 
functions and will devise and monitor implementation of 
broad public diplomacy strategies for key issues and interests. 

•The International Broadcasting Cornmi t·tee wi 11 be 
chaired by the Deputy Assistant to the Pre~ident for National 
Security Affairs. This committee will be responsible for 
the planning and coordination of international broadcasting 
activities sponsored by the US Government consistent with 
existing statutory requirements. 

The public Affairs Committee will be cochaired by the 
Assistant to the President for Communications and the Deputy 
Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs. 
This grou~ will b~:responsible for the planning and coordinating 
on a regular basis of US Government domestic public affairs. 
activities relating to foreign policy and national security 
issues. This will include the planning and coordination of 
major speeches on national security subjects and other 
public appearances by senior officials and will otherwise 
coordinate public affairs efforts to explain major US foreign 
policy initiatives. 

February 8, 1983 



A BRIEF SUMMARY 

WHAT IS PROJECT DEMOCRACY? 

Project Democracy is an integral part of a presidential initiative, 
announced by President Reagan in his address to the British Parliament. 
It is a long-range, bipartisan project not tied to the particular policy 
goals of any one administration. In the President's words, it will help 
"foster the infrastructure of democracy ••• which allows a people to 
choose their own way, to develop their own culture, to reconcile their 
differences through peaceful means." 

An interagency group, working in consultation with our missions overseas, 
has designed a program with five principal components. 

1. Leadership training in the skills of democracy. 

2. Educational exchanges to increase mutual understanding. 

3. Programs to strengthen the institutions of democracy. 

4. Meetings and publications to convey ideas and information. 

5. Development of institutional and personal ti.es between groups here 
and abroad. 

Individual programs will be administered by the appropriate bureaus of 
USIA, State, and AID. To ensure the coherence and focus of the Project, 
the Director of the USIA will be responsible to the President and 
Congress for the overall budget. 

$20,000,000 for the current fiscal year (FY 83) has been requested of 
Congress to begin funding of Project Democracy activities. $65,000,000 
has been requested for FY 84. 
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Project Democracy: An Overview 

The Idea of Project Democracy 

Project Democracy is an integral part of a presidential initiative 
announced by President Reagan in his address to the British Parliament on 
June 8, 1982. The President urged that the United States make a major 
effort to "foster the infrastructure of democracy •.. which allows a people 
to choose their own way, to develop their own culture, to reconcile their 
own differences through peaceful means." He noted the efforts of other 
democratic governments and institutions to assist fraternal political and 
social institutions to bring about peaceful and democratic progress and 
human rights around the world and urged the United States to take 
additional steps toward realizing these goals. Project Democracy is a 
major step in the realization of this initiative. It will be a 
long-term, cooperative, bipartisan venture, involving both political 
parties, the Congress and private groups. It will transcend the 
particular policy goAls of any one administration. 

The President has also endorsed the study proposed by the Chairmen of 
the Democratic and Republican parties, acting through the American 
Political Foundation (APF), to determine how the United States, 
especially private organizations, can most effectively strengthen 
democratic forces abroad. Project Democracy will take the recom­
mendations made by the APF study, now underway, fully into account. 

A bipartisan spirit is essential to the success of Project 
Democracy. The proposal submitted to Congress for its approval has no 
ideological premise or bias other than a commitment to the principles of 
democracy, such as a free press, free trade unions, freedom of 
association, freedom of choice in religion, a government chosen by the 
people in free elections, and protection of human rights. 

The program proposals in the project were designed by a staff of 
professionals from the Department of State, AID and USIA. There were 
also discussions with our missions abroad and experts from the private 
sector. All the programs are to be completely open; they will be 
implemented without the involvement of any intelligence agency, here or 
abroad. 

There are and there will continue 
both Houses of Congress in refining 
principles and premises upon which the 

to be extensive consultations with 
Project Democracy programs. The 
project is founded serve to ensure 
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that programs included in the project are broad-based and bipartisan and 
that they reflect the views and values of America and of all democratic 
political parties. This is the natural outgrowth of a long American 
tradition. For over two centuries, successive American administrations 
have made clear their commitment to democracy and human rights at home 
and abroad. Secretary of State Daniel Webster wrote in 1850 that 
"Well-known circumstances in their history," have made Americans, "the 
representatives of purely popular principles of government. In this 
light they now stand before the world. They could not, if they would, 
conceal their character (or) condition ... the prevalence (in Europe) of a 
sentiment favorable to republican liberty is the result of the reaction 
of America upon Europe; and the source and center of this reaction has 
doubtless been, and now is, in these United States." 

In our own time, Presidents Roosevelt, Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy, 
Johnson, Nixon, Ford and Carter have all spoken eloquently of the 
importance of democratic values. Thirty-three years ago, Secretary of 
State Dean Acheson declared that ••• our own faith in freedom is a 
burning and a fighting faith ••• We believe in freedom as fundamentally as 
we believe anything in this world ••• And we don't restrict this belief to 
freedom for ourselves. We believe that all people in the world are 
entitled to as much freedom, to develop in their own way, as we want 
ourselves .•. We must use every means we know to communicate the value of 
freedom to the four corners of the earth. Our message must go out 
through leaflets, through our free press, radio programs and films, 
through exchange of students and teachers with other countries and 
through a hundred other ways ...... 

These premises on which Project Democracy is based may be briefly 
summarized as follows: 

l. 

2. 

All men and women naturally wish to be treated with 
dignity and to control their own destinies. Democracy, 
words of the President, is not just for "a lucky few." 

human 
in the 

Democratic institutions are dynamic yet 
that democratic 

stable. Historical 
experience demonstrates 
accommodate peaceful change. 

governments best 

3. Each people must choose their own way. Although certain basic 
principles, such as freedom of the press, are constant, 
democratic institutions exist in many different forms. 

4. International order and peace and respect for the rights of 
other nations evolve naturally among democratic nations. 
Democracies, which share traditions of justice, freedom and 
equality, strengthen international stability and peace. It is a 
historical fact that there have been very few wars between 
democracies. 
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5. Democratic Jnsti tutions 
advancing human rights. 
democratic governments 
thnn do non-democracies. 

are the 
Again, it 

have much 

most 
is a 

better 

critical factor in 
historical fact that 
human rights records 

6. The basic principles of democracy are internationally recognized 
by a number of important multi-lateral agreements, such as the 
United Nations Charter, the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights and the Helsinki Convention. 

Project Democracy will not advocate partisan political views or 
support one deffiocratic institution over another. Democratic values 
encourage a free expression of views and an open competition of ideas. 
It is up to the peoples of each nation to choose freely from among these 
views and institutions. 

The purpose of Project Democracy is not to influence that choice, 
only to support the notion that this choice in its elf should be allowed 
to exist. 

The Content of Project Democracy 

Introducing the foreign policy section of the State of the Union 
Address (January 25, 1983), the President stressed that 

"Fortunately, we and our allies have rediscovered the 
common democratic values, and we're applying them 
comprehensive strategy for peace with freedom .••. 
pursue this democratic i.nitiative vigorously." 

strength of our 
as part of a 
We intend to 

To successfully carry out the President's pledge, we will need to 
employ new and imaginative approaches. The United States has long 
recognized the value of providing military and economic assistance to 
friends and allies. While support for liberty and human rights has been 
an integral part of U.S. foreign policy since the founding of the 
Repurlic, there historically has been relatively less attention to the 
political, intellectual, and social infrastructure necessary to support 
democratic institutions and strengthen bilateral ties. 

What makes Project Democracy different from past efforts is that it 
is an attempt to institutionalize a continuous strand in American foreign 
policy since 1776. 

The projects contained in the proposed Project Democracy budget 
represent both reinforcement of current, proven programs as well as new 
programs designed to support these infrastructures. Programs are 
included for all regions of the world. 
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These detailed programs will be administered through the traditional 
and time-tested educational, cultural and exchange mechanisms of USIA and 
AID and the traditional grant-making mechanisms of USIA, AID and the 
Department of State. 

The same standards of professional excellence and objectivity which 
have been applied by these agencies to program selection and 
implementation will continue. A detailed set of guidelines has been 
developed and Congressional guidance is being sought to refine them. 

As Secretary of State George Shultz has outlined to Congress, Project 
Democracy consists of five major components: 

Leadership Training. This includes making available to current and 
future leaders education and training in the theory and practice of 
democracy and the skills necessary both to build the basic institutions 
of democracy and to countef the actions of non-democratic forces. 
Programs would be conducted both in the United States and foreign 
countries. Non-governmental institutions such as political parties, 
labor, universities, business, state and local government associations, 
legal and community action organizations, and others will play a key role. 

Education. We should strive to encourage exposure to the principles 
and practice of democracy and to the character and values of the United 
States in the educational systems of other nations. We, therefore, 
intend to strengthen book programs, American studies institutions, 
English teaching, scholarships and fellowships, and related programs. 

Strengthening the Institutions of Democracy. A number 
programs will strengthen the basic institutions of a democratic 
unions, parties, media, universities, business, legal/judicial 
religious and cornmuni ty action groups, and others. Here again, 
rely on American non-governmental organizations to carry most of 

of our 
society: 
systems, 
we will 

the load. 

Conveving Ideas and Information. Through conferences; meetings; 
dissemination of books and journals; and special programs in 
universities, other institutions, and the media, we hope to promote an 
intellectual and political interest in democracy and a reinvigorated 
sense of the shared values of democratic societies. 

Development of Personal and Institutional Ties. Perhaps the most 
important result of all our programs will be the development of lasting 
ties and working relationships between American individuals and 
organizations and their foreign counterparts. The proponents of 
democracy need an international network which will provide them with 
moral support, intellectual stimulation, practical and technical 
assistance, and protection against their adversaries. 
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It should be noted that many of the programs in Project Democracy are 
similar to successful programs long administered by USIA and AID. These 
include grants to a variety of non-governmental organizations such as the 
AFL-CIO and the Asia Foundation. These organizations have proven track 
records. This new commitment to our common goals by the U.S. government 
will in no way interfere with their complete independence and continued 
institutional integrity. 

Project Democracy also includes new programs for advancing democratic 
values and institutions such as support of regional institutions for the 
study of democracy and free elections, workshops to train leaders of all 
_political views :!n the skills of democratic government and research on 
the forms, development and history of democratic institutions. A number 
of USIA posts have already reported local requests for technical advice 
in several developing countries where new constitutions are now being 
written. All of these new programs will be subject to the same 
objective, professional, and stringent review process that regulates 
current USIA and AID programs. 

Project Democracy will seek to work closely with other democracies to 
provide the ideas and support needed to allow the ideals of democracy the 
optimum chance for success. We will always bear in mind that if 
democratic institutions are to be successful, they must adapt fundamental 
principles to the unique historical, cultural and social traditions of 
their respective nations. 

What Project Democracy ls NOT 

Project Democracy, a long-term, bipartisan commitment of the 
President and Congress should not be confused with any short-term effort 
to explain the particular policy views on particular issues of a current 
Administration. Guidelines being developed in cooperation with the 
Congress will ensure that programs will be open and public, that they 
will be free of any ideological bias or partisanship, that they will be 
designed to transcend any particular administration, and that they will 
not be employed for any short-term policy goal or for any covert purpose. 

Responsibility for Project Democracy 

Project Democracy is an interagency project initiated by the 
President and will be developed in ~lose cooperation with Congress. 

Since individual programs will be undertaken by USIA, AID, or the 
Department of State, each agency will be responsible for the 
implementation of those programs which fall within its purview. For the 
purpose of coherence and focus, overall budgetary responsiblity for 
Project Democracy will lie within one agency, USIA. 

*This fact sheet has been cleared by the Department of State, the U.S. 
Information Agency and the Agency for International Development, 
March 22, 1983 
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p s 
The Coalition for Peace Through Stfength is a 

bi-partisan alliance of organizations and pro­
defense leaders working together for the adoption 
and implementation of a National Strategy of Peace 
Through Strength. 

The Coalition membership is a "Who's Who" of 
pro-defense leaders which includes 226 Members 
of Congress and 2,544 retired admirals and 
generals. 

The ASC serves as the program secretariat of 
the Coalition. 

For twenty-seven years the American Security 
Council has been the means by which leaders from 
all segments of society and differing political views 
have cooperated for a strong and free America. 

The American Security Council is tax exempt 
under Section 501 (c) (6) of the Internal Revenue 
Code (the same tax category as Chambers of 
Commerce). 

The American Security Council Foundation 
works with other educational institutions and 
organizations to improve public understanding of 
national security issues. In this connection it serves 
as the educational coordinator of the Coalition for 
Peace Through Strength and manages the United 
States Congressional Advisory Board. 

The ASC Foundation is tax exempt under 
Section 501 (c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code. 
Contributions are fully deductible. 

POLITICAL ACTION COORDINATOR 
The American Security Council Political Action 

Committee, serves as the political action 
coordinator of the Political Action Division of the 
Coalition for Peace Through Strength. It supports 
the re-election of Congressional Members of the 
Coalition and opposes the re-election of anti­
defense Members of Congress. 

Senator David L. Boren, D Okla. 
Senator Dennis DeConcini, D Ariz. 
Senator Jeremiah Denton, R Ala. 
Senator Robert J. Dole, R Kans. 

Senator Jake Garn, R Utah 
Senator J. Bennett Johnston, D La. 

Senator Paul Laxalt, R Nev. 
Senator Edward Zorinsky, D Neb. 

Representative Bill Chappell, Jr. , D Fla. 
Representative Dan Daniel, D Va. 

Representative William L. Dickinson, R Ala. 
Representative Jack F. Kemp, R N.Y. 
Representative Robert H. Michel, R Ill. 

Representative Samuel S. Stratton, D N.Y. 

Partial list of 127 National Organizations 

American Coalition of Patriotic Societies 
American Federation of Small Business 

American Foreign Policy Institute 
American Legion Auxiliary 

Coalition for a Democratic Majority 
Marine Corps League 

Naval Reserve Association 
Reserve Officers Association 

Veterans of Foreign Wars 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION WRITE: 
John M. Fisher, President 

American Security Council 
Washington Communications Center 

Boston, Virginia 22713 
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1 EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS . 

TELEVISION 
The ASC Foundation produces television documentaries 
for the Coalition for Peace Through Strength. Its first six 
documentaries, together, have been shown over 4,000 
times on local television stations. The most recent 
documentaries are: 

COUNTDOWN FOR AMERICA deals with the 
nuclear freeze issue. It is hosted by Charlton Heston 
and features leaders such as Senator John Tower (R­
TX), Senator Sam Nunn (D-GA) and Secretary of 
Defense Weinberger. 

ATTACK ON THE AMERICAS deals with the 
Soviet-Cuban threat to Central America. It features 
experts like U.S. Ambassador to the U.N. Jeane 
Kirkpatrick and U.S. Ambassador to the O.A.S. 
William Middendorf. 

UNITED STATES CONGRESSIONAL 
ADVISORY BOARD 

The United States Congressional Advisory Board of the 
ASC Foundation is made up of leaders who advise and 
sponsor educational programs in partnership with the 
Congressional Division of the Coalition for Peace Through 
Strength. Annual meetings feature interaction with 
Congressional and administration leaders. 

Senator Tower SECDEF Weinberger 

PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH 
REPORT 

The Peace Through Strength 
Report covers key national 
security developments in the 
Congress. It is prepared by and 
for the Coalition for Peace 
Through Strength caucus with 
the assistance of the United 
States Congressional Advisory 
Board of the American 
Security Council Foundation. 

SPEAKERS BUREAU 
The Foundation's Speakers 
Bureau has 150 top experts on 
different aspects of national 
security. During the past year it 
has arranged over 1,000 
speeches and radio and 
television appearances. 

CENTER FOR INTERNATIONAL 
SECURITY STUDIES 

The Center for International Security Studies of the ASC 
Foundation serves as a "think tank" serving scholars, 
professionals and Coalition membership. 

RESEARCH CENTER 

The Center maintains an extensive library on defense and 
foreign policy as a fact resource for continuing studies, 
publications and films. 

SEMINARS 

The Foundation conducts leadership seminars on national 
security issues. Its Seminar Center is one of the finest 
facilities in America. 

Headquarters is located on an 8.50-acre campus in the foothills 
of the Blue Ridge Mountains. 

ACTION PROGRAMS 

CONGRESSIONAL DIVISION 
The ASC serves as the 
coordinator for the bi-partisan 
congressional division of the 
Coalition for Peace Through 
Strength. On request of the 
congressional co-chairmen, it 
assists the 226 Members of 
Congress who belong to the 
Coalition on legislative matters. 

ISSUES 
The ASC coordinates 
Coalition for Peace Through 
Strength action on key issues. 
For example, in the SALT II 
debate, NBC-TV, and U.S. 
NEWS and WORLD REPORT 
described the Coalition as the 
leader of the opposition to 
SALT Il. It plays a similar role in 
the nuclear freeze debate. 
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POLITICAL COMMUNICATIONS 
The more active members of 
the ASC participate in a 
political action network, in 
which they are alerted to 
pending issues in time to 
communicate to their 
Congressman and Senators 
before the vote. The Network 
is now based on telephone hot 
lines and will later use a 
computer network as well. 

VOTING INDEX 
------1982 

VOTING 
The ASC compares key 
national security votes in the 
Congress with public opinion, 
in order to rate each member. 
For 12 years this has been the 
major measure of how 
members of Congress vote on 
national security issues. 
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The Ambassador February 8, 1983 

DCM - John A. Boyle 

Notes from Dinner - February 7 

Ambassador outlined briefly for attendees (NATO Ambassadors, 

Chargesand France) parameters of . his responsibilities in Washington 

and explained he wanted to share with them some perceptions he had 

and to gain the benefit of their diverse experience. Ambassador 

explained that on a range of issues, but most particularly on 

nuclear issue, the allied countries had not properly explained 
~ 

existing situation to their own publics. There was a need to work 
I 

to create a base of public opinion in Europeen countries generally, 

and in siting countries in particular, which would allow the Geneva 

negotiators latitude to eliminate an entire class of nuclear 

weapons from the world. 

The Ambassador indicated the Washington perception was that 

this issue should be approached from the standpoint that the policy 

of deterence has maintained peace in Europe for over 40 years and 

that the planned deployment of Pershing and Cruise missiles, which 

was originally suggested by Chancellor Schmidt and acquiesed in by 

the United States, reflects a NATO-wide decision to insure that 

NATO's deterent abilities are modernized in the face of increased 

Soviet pressures-. The Ambassador said the START efforts to achieve 
Qttd qualitatively 

arms reductions, which are quantitatively, tlian freezing arms 

at existing levels, · should be emphasized. Andropov has cultivated 

successfully a public image of reasonability and deftness 

in creating splits in Europeen countries on the nuclear issue. It 

is important that he be judged by his deeds not his words. 

Allied governments have to deliver their message to their publics 

clearly, simply, and repetitively to explain the issues. Since the 
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1979 dual track decision was a NATO decision, each NATO country 

must deal with this issue as it sees best; however, if the USG 

can be helpful to any country in doing this, we would want to be. 

The Ambassador indicated that European perceptions of President 

Reagan, which were formed largely in response to Reagan's domestic 
us 

efforts to mobilize/support for increased military spending, have 

a negative aspect of militarism. This, he said, has been a problem 

internationally and now the President will be concentrating on 

peace efforts, such as the current proposal to ban an entire class 

of nuclear weapons. Ambassador then invited informal comments from 

his guests which are incapsulated below. 

DENMARK - Agreed that existing nations generally are at a 

disadvantage in dealing with security issues because Western 

publics are: 1) unaware of Soviet military build-up and keenly 

aware of Western military modernization efforts; and, 2) unfamiliar 

with details of Geneva discussions between US and USSR. In addition, 

the weapons to be deployed provide potential political blackmail 

for many of the minority governments in NATO countries. Politicians 

in these countries know the pros and cons of planned weapon deploy­

ments as well as Reagan and Schmidt. However, these politicians are 

·:: understandably reluctant to raise these matters as a central 

issue in domestic politics because the "fear factor" could easily 

topple their governments. 

BELGIUM - Over the last 15 years the fear of the Soviet Union 

and the prestige of the United States have both eroded in Europe 

generally, but particularly among the young. The Vietnam and 

Watergate experiences have hurt the United States. Young Europeans 

in particular, whose opinions often are shallow and based on 

impressionistic media response, tend to equate US and Soviet motives 

as being identical, namely striving for their own interest at the 

expense of Europe. To counter this, US credibility in the eyes of 
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the young must be restored. The US must lead the alliance because 

European countries, either individually or as part of the European 

community, are not able to do so. The US should act in a way that 

European Foreign Ministers will not be afraid to speak out in 

support of common goals and policies. 

ITALY - Stressed need for US leadership and clearer explanation 

of issues involved in INF deployment. In addition, the US' public 

relations efforts vis-a-vis European publics in response to Soviet 

efforts (i.e., Andropov's recent rejections of the President's open 

letter) needs a quick and subtle response. Failure to respond assists 

the Soviet cause. 

SPAIN - Many high level US political personalities fail to 

distinguish between the coherence of the United States, particularly 

in the foreign policy area and the incoherence among European 

states. US experiences and reactions to foreign policy issues have 

a great deal of commonality but this is not true in Europe. Most 

European nations, excluding Germany, have not faced the Soviet Union 

in war. 30-35% of the people in most European countries do not 

support NATO and clearly do not believe in further nuclear deploy­

ments. Failure to take these country differences into account in 

formulating US policy badly distorts efforts and messages aimed at 

achieving Western goals. 

FRENCH - The French generally believe US military systems ar~ 

relatively weaker to the Soviet's versus ten years earlier. Fr 
. ; , > /J'-1 (;,-· 

does not have a strong pacifist movement and/generally seems 

of the Russian threat. He stressed that each country in E· 

be approached individually to consider how NATO message 

implemented. 

GERMANY - Counting weapons is not the answer. 

a new trans-Atlantic confidence and solidarity, 
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young people. Hope for the future and common ideals should be 

stressed. 

BELGIUM - The West is hypnotized by the nuclear issue but a 

much more corrosive problem for the Atlantic community is the 

prospect of trade war. Recent examples of the Soviet pipeline, 

steel exports being blocked to the US and USDA sales of highly 

subsidized flour to Egypt are big news in Europe and quickly affect 

the totality of US/European relations. Europe would lose a trade 

war with the United States but such a war would damage NATO mortally. 

DENMARK - In discussing US policies and trans-Atlantic relations, 

bipartisan US policies receive a much more attentive hearing in 

Europe than the views of a given President. When possible, such 

policies should be bipartisan and not identified exclusively with 

one President, who might not be in office in two yeas time. 

UNITED KINGDOM - The initial impact of the Reagan Presidency 

in Europe seemed to be "bombs and more bombs". The US enthusiasm 

about the Cruise missile, which received massive amounts of 

publicity on British TV channels, worked against US interest. No 

one ever saw a picture of Soviet S-20 rockets and the general 

impression was that the US was unilaterally gearing up for a nuclear 

advantage. Economic issues, such as the Soviet pipeline, place a 

considerable strain on good trans-Atlantic relationships. 

GREECE - Subscribed to views expressed by a number of other 

speakers and emphasized that economic, political and security issues 

were all intertwined. Damaging any one could quickly affect the 

others. 

TURKEY - The Turks have been invaded a number of times by the 

Soviets. Turkish young people are reminded through their education 

of the nature of the Soviet threat which has not changed over the 

years. Turkish public, therefore, recognizes need for strong 

defense and supports such efforts. 
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CANADA - Living next to US can be a problem: there are 

economic issues between the two countries heightened at time of 

recession but these are worked out amicably. Fear of Cruise 

missiles (guidance system which is made in Canada) is high in 

Canada. Would subscribe to views expressed by most speakers and 

suggested President demonstrate his concern with Europe by address 

to US Congress. Such an effort would grip European imagination. 

Ambassador Dailey asked what should be the major themes in 

a hypothetical Presidential speech to a European audience. The 

following emerged: 

appeal to youth - give them hope for the future; 

community of economic, political and cultural interest 

between Europe and the US should be stressed; 

14 million people are unemployed in Europe, many of the 

young are increasingly alienated from their own societies as well 

as the United States. Hold out the promise of a better future 

for these people; 

-- NATO is a defense organization composed of nations whose 

sovereignty is not threatened; Europe must remain economically 

healthy; people with common ideals in Europe and the US want to live 

in peace and freedom; weapons should not be mentioned. President 

Reagan should find occasion to speak in Europe to demonstrate his 

concern for Europe. 

President Reagan should speak before a joint session of 

US Congress to demonstrate his concern for Europe and the bipartisan 

nature of this concern. 
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Actions for Consideration 

February 8, 1983 

· Presidential Proclamation of March 8, 1983 as Peace Through Strength 
Day? 

Congressional Liason Staff to work for congressional passage of 
Peace Through Strength Resolution as the positive counter to the 
Nuclear Weapons Freeze Resolution? 

Coalition for Peace Through Strength leaders to meet with the 
President about 2:00 p.m., March 7, 1983 to report on plans 
to Peace Through Strength day events planned all across the 
country and the status of the Resolution in the U.S. Congress. 
Meeting to be followed by press conference at White House? 




