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a growi11g dema11d for stricter restrai11ts 

lation is "not a perfect vehicle." What's 
needed, she says, is a Federal ban. 

That won't be easy to get. The National 
Rine Association (NRA), regarded by 
many as the single most effective special­
interest group in Washington, has stymied 
all attempts to strengthen Federal gun laws. 
With its $30 million annual budget and 1.8 
million active members, the NRA has con­
tributed heavily to the election of such pro­
gun candidates as Ronald Reagan. And it 
keeps close watch on gun-related legislative 
developments in Washington. Its opposi­
tion, for instance, could doom an attempt 
this year by Sen. Edward Kennedy and Rep. 
Peter Rodino to tighten the Gun Control 
Act of 1968. Although the 1968 law cffcc-

tively banned imports of fire­
arms, it failed to restrict im­
ports of · gun parts used to 
assemble cheap handguns. By 
the same token, the NRA's 
supportofa bill now pending in 
the Senate Judiciary Commit­
tee improves its chances of pas­
sage in the Senate. Critics say 
the bill, introduced by Sen. 
James McClure of Idaho and 
Rep. Harold Volkmer of Mis­
souri, would weaken rules on 
interstate transfer of handguns 
and prevent Federal agents 
from making routine inspec­
tions of dealers' records. 

Vulnerable: The NRA's 
main argument against gun 
control is that it violates the 
Second Amendment right to 
keep and bear arms. Oppo­
nents also believe that bans, 
registration or strict licensing 
requirements will eventually 
lead to confiscating the arms of 

law-abiding citizens without hampering the 
criminals that the FBI says were responsi­
ble for nearly 11,000 handgun deaths in 
1980-more than half of all homicides. 
They also insist that the local bans are virtu­
ally unenforceable. Even some liberals ar­
gue that handgun bans-in the absence of 
effective police protection- will make 
women and small merchants especially vul­
nerable to attack. "Many of us, including 
myself," says San Francisco Supervisor 
Carol Ruth Silver, who opposes the Fein­
stein proposal, "believe that the only de­
fense we have is that little stash of metal." 

Such sentiments, however, have not de­
terred the grass-roots advocates of control. 
"All we're asking is for an opportunity to 

NATIONAL AFFAIRS 
try it," says Feinstein. "Nothing will be lost, 
and it's bound to save lives." And the local 
movements have a slight advantage over the 
mighty NRA. There are too many of them 
for the association to fight effectively; local 
officials are also better able to withstand 
gun-group pressure. As Morton Grove vil­
lage trustee Don Sneider puts it, "I don't 
need NRA finances to get into office." 

The gun-control proponents may also get 
a boost from an unexpected quarter-the 
Reagan Administration. An Administra­
tion proposal to abolish the Bureau of Alco­
hol, Tobacco and Firearms (BA TF) was at 
first widely perceived as a weakening of 
Federal gun-law enforcement. But it now 
appears that most of the BA TF's firearms 
agents will be transferred to the Secret Serv­
ice-which may prove to be an even more 
effective enforcer of the gun laws. 

Right-to-bear-arms groups intend to 
fight the local handgun bans in the courts. 
But legal experts warn that they stand little 
chance of success except in states that pre­
empt local jurisdictions from licensing and 
registering handguns. "It's been upheld for 
decades that you do not have a Constitu­
tional right to have bazookas and hand 
grenades," says University of Chicago law 
Prof. Franklin Zimring. "The only thing 
new legally is that the weapons being 
banned are handguns." The political mes­
sage, however, may be far more significant. 
"We have to remember what the American 
people want," says Rodino, "and the 
American people want stricter gun con­
trol." The new push at the local level is a 
point-blank reminder of that fact, and if it 
continues to grow, even a gun-shy Congress 
might eventually have to take notice. 

MICHAEL REESE with LEA DONOSKY in Chicago, 
PAMELA ABRAMSON in San Francisco, 

ELAINE SHANNON and GLORIA BORGER 
in Washington nnd bureau rc(lOrtS 

A Vote for a Nuclear Freeze 
dum in the coming election, and organizers also hope to have it 
up for popular vote in Michigan, New Jersey and Delaware. 
Meanwhile, in Massachusetts, Connecticut, Vermont, New 
York, Wisconsin and Oregon, one or both houses of the state 
legislature have passed versions of the resolution, and the 
Maryland General Assembly is expected to follow suit soon. 
The city of Boulder, Colo., which a year ago endorsed the 
iii moratorium, last week went even further: it told 

As long ago as 1798, town meetings in Vermont were telling 
Washington how to conduct foreign policy- that year, they 
opposed war with France- and last week they carried on the 
tradition. In voting throughout the state, 161 of 185 towns 
passed a resolution calling on their senators and 

I 

N 
representatives to ask the President to "propose to QO 
the Soviet Union a mutual freeze on the testing, 
production and deployment of nuclear weapons." 
It was the latest signal that the nationwide move­
ment in favor of a nuclear-weapons freeze was 
gaining grass-roots political support. 

Begun two years ago when the peace move­
ment was fragmented and dispirited, the anti­
nuclear campaign has recently accelerated. A 
petition that has been circulating for less than a 
year now has 500,000 signatures in favor of a 
Soviet-U.S. moratorium. Half a million people in 
California have endorsed a petition to put the 
freeze resolution on the ballot there as a referen-
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the Federal government it would not cooperate in 
developing an evacuation plan for use in case of 
imminent nuclear attack. 

This week senators from the first two states to 
join the movement, Edward Kennedy of Massa­
chusetts and Mark Hatfield of Oregon, will appear 
at American University in Washington to an­
nounce a "sense of the Senate" resolution on 
behalf of the freeze. It has twelve Senate co-spon­
sors already, and while this resolution has no 
binding force, it can only add to the pressure on 
the Reagan Administration to pursue and even 
broaden its current arms-control talks with the 
Soviets in Geneva. 

Lestor Slonn-NcwswH.K 
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Administrcltion Opposes 
Nuclear ~eapons Freeze 

By John M. 'Goshko 
Washington PO!t Staff Writer 

The Reagan administration ,op­
poses congressional calls for a U.S.­
Soviet freeze on nuclear weapons, 
saying it would put the United 
States "into a position of military 
disadvantage and dangerous vulner­
ability." 

Responding to bipartisan resolu­
tions introduced' Wednesday by 19 

· senators and 122 · House members, · 
Richard R. Burt, the State Depart­
ment's director of politico-militaty­
affairs, opened yesterday's press 
briefing with a formal reply. 

"While we understand the spirit 
that motivates the freeze effort, the 
administration cannot support the 

· freeze.itself," Burt said . . "A number 
· of compelling facts argue against a 
freeze." 

Burt's words were intended to 
counter both the congressional res-

. olutiqns-sponsored in the Senate 
by such figures as Edward M. Ken­
nedy (D-Mass;) and Mark 0. Hat­
field (R-Ore.) and in the House by 
Jonathan B. Bingham (D-N.Y.), Ed­
ward J. Markey (D-Mass.) and Silvio 
0. Conte (R-Mass.)-and a nation­
wide disarmament movement. 

The resolutions, intended to ex­
press the desire of Congress if adopt­
ed, call on the United States and the 
Soviet Union to seek a mutual and 
verifiable freeze on testing, produc-

. tion and further deployment of nu­
. clear warhe11ds and then negotiate 
major reductim:is on both sides. 

In an initial reaction Wednesday, -
Secretary of State Alexander 'M. 
Hmg . Jr. called the idea "not only 

: bad def en~, and security policy" but 
'.'bad arms control policy as well." In · 

delivering the adm"inistration's for­
mal and more considered response; 
Burt sought to be more conciliatory. 

"The people who support the 
freeze share our desire to reduce the · 
threat of nuclear war and to reduce 
existing nuclear stockpiles," he . said. 
'·'Our disagreement is not one of 
strategy· or obj~ctives; it's really .one 
of tactics. What's the most effective 
way to stop or curb the nuclear 
weapons competition?" · 

The Soviet Union, he asserted, 
has an overwhelming advantage over 
the West in Europe in intermediate­
range missiles. Therefore, ·he con­
tended, instituting a freeze of the 
kind proposed in Congress · would 
block plru:_is to deploy offsetting new­
genei:ation U.S. Pershing missiles in 
West European countries, halt Pres­
ident Reagan's program of modern­
izing the strategic-weapons arsenal 
and eliminate any incentives for the 
Soviets to bargain on the basis of the 
plan put forward by Reagan Nov. 18. 

That plan calls for eliminating th~ 
Soviet SS20 missiles being deployed 
in Eastern Europe in exchange for · 
canceling the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization's scheduled ·placement 
of the Pershings in -West European 
land bases, where they would be ca­
pable of striking the Soviet Union. 

He said the freeze proposal ill -es­
sentially the same idea that has been 
put forward by ·soviet President 
Leonid I. Brezhnev,. He added that it· 
was only because of NA'.fO unity, in 

· moving ahead with , the Pershing de­
ployment . and · the y.s; moderniza­
tion program that the Soviets after 
long heel:dragging, agreed .to the in_­
termediate-range missile , reduction 
talks under w~y .in Geneva. · . , . 
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 10510 

· March 2, 1982 

Dear Colle£gue: 

Next .Wednesday,March 10,we and over SO co-sponsors in the 
House of Representatives plan to introduce thi attached resolu- · 
tion calling for a mutual freeze an nuclear arms with the Soviet 
Union, followed by major, systematic reduct_ioris from current 
levels. 

No· greater issue faces America or humanity than the preven­
tion of nuclear·war. · we agree that .the United ·States must main- · 
tain a position of strength in national security, and we will 
do whatever is necessary to assure that. But we also share the 

. growing concern of American citizens and people throughout the 
world that the nuclear arms race is dangerously increasing the 
risk of a holocaust that could destroy not only the United States 
and the Soviet Union, but all human life on earth. 

It is essential, therefore, that the United States do all 
it can to stop the nuclear arms race and seek to eliminate the 
dariger of nuclear conflict. We believe that our resolution offers 
the most sensible add feasible first step towards ~chieving this 
goal with full regard for our national security needs. 

As you will see, the resolution requires bilateral action and 
agreement by the United States and the Soviet Union. Impleme~ta­
tion of the freeze and the reductions in nuclear weapons must be 
carried out , on a ·strictly mutual and stric·t1y .verifiable basis. 

We know that the Soviet Union i_s continuing its massive build­
up in strategic forces. We believe that there is no more effective 
means to curtail and reverse this build-up than the freeze and re­

. ductions proposed~in this resolution. The endless cycle ~f nuclear 
escalation is more and.more likely to end in nuclear conflagration 
unless we act in time to stop it. 

We hope that you will join in sponsoring this resolution, so 
that realistic measures to reduce the danger of nuclear war will 
become the policy 0£ our nation. It is time to signal to the world 
our determination . to take concrete actions to prevent nuclear ca­
tastrophe. If you wish to co-sponsor this y~solution, please­
contact our offices. 

Sincerely, . 

~ ~ - --'----•' 
Marko. Hatfiei.c('vz 
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NUCLEAR WEAPONS FREEZE CAMPAIGN 
· National Clearinghouse 

4144 Lindell Blvd., Suite 201 
St. Louis . MO 63108 
(314) 533-1169 

PROPOSAL FOR A U.S.- SOVIET NUCLEAR WEAPON FREEZE 

T.o improve natio.nal and internation"" security, the United States and Soviet 
Union should ~top the nuclear arms race.~ Specifi~ally, they should adopt a mutual · 
freeze on thttesting, production and deployment ·of nuclear weapons and of missiles 

•and new aircraft designed primarily to deliver nuclear weapons. This is an 
essential, verifiable first step toward lessening the risk of nuclear war and 
reducing the nuclear arsenals. 

STATE OF THE CAMPAIGN 
(February, ·19s2) 

FREEZE RESOLUTIONS PASSED IN: 

18 Town Meetings in Vermont 
(Will be introduced in 163 others on March 2nd) 

5 Town Meetings in Massachusetts 

3 Town Meetings in New Hampshire 
(Will be introduced at 30-50 others on March 9th) 

3 Town Meetings in Conneticut 

1 Town Meeting in Maine 
(Will be introduced in over 50 more) 

Eight City .Councils around the nation. 
Ashland, Oregon Oxford, Ohio 
St. Louis, Missouri Yellow Springs, Ohio 
Evanston, Illinois Ithaca, New York 
Fort Wayne, Indiana Northampton, Massachusetts 

Five City Councils in South Dakota have passed Freeze resolutions directed to 
all nuclear nations. 

The Massachusetts and Oregon State Legislatures, the New York Assembly, the 
Wisconsin and Conneticut ·House of Representatives ·. 
(Have been or will be introduced in Maryland, Ohio, Minnesota, Vennont, Kansas, 
Washington and Maine). 

REFERENDUMS (Advisory): : 

Ballot victories in 3 State Senatorial Districts of Western Massachusetts in 1980 
and in Boulder, Colorado in ·Novembe-r of 1981. 

Ballot victories at Amherst and Hampshire Colleges. 

Campai.gns are underway to ·put the Freeze on the· ballot · in November of 82' in 
California, Michigan, New Jersey and Delaware. . THE 

~RE//E£Zl5 
Because Nobody Wants A Nuclear War 
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Montana is considering a referen·dum that focuses on a multilateral freeze and 
the MX missile. 

ENDORSEMENTS;. -
69 Catholic Bishops 

34 U.S. Representatives and 3 U.S. Senators 

Prominent individuals from every walk of life, for example, William Winpsinger, 
President of the International Association of Machinists; Retired Admiral Gene 
R. LaRoque; Helen Caldicott, M.C.; and Linus Pauling, Nobel Laureate, Chemistry. 

More that fifty national and international organizations have endorsed the Freeze 
including the National Council of Churches; the Union of American Hebrew Congregatior 
the YWCA of USA; the Conference of Black Mayors; and the United Presbyterian Church . 

. CAMPAIGNS (based on January questionaire to state contacts) 

Different levels of Freeze activity in 279 congressional districts and 43 states 
around the country. ...~ 

17 - 20,000 people nationwide are activiely organizing around the Freeze. 

Over 500,000 petition-signatures have been collected. This does not include the 
400,000 that have been collected in California to put the Freeze on the November 
ballot there. 

' .. 
', ·• . "'· .. ·. '· . 
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Vuclear We~pans 
Freeze Gains 
Nationwide 
._Momenta, 

· · · 8y Jay Mathews 
WaablJlilon PosL Slaff Writer 

LOS ANGELES, March 3-Their· move 
• little more than a slogan· • months 
t advocates of a freei.e on · nuclear wea 
xluction are already drawing analogies 
~·taxpayers• revolt of the late '70s. 
A petition drive t.o put the quesiion on 
mia1s November ballot has galhered a 

. ::Iii iif l11~-o/ 'W; 

· . .. -: . 

olutions calling for a bilateral US -Soviet ··«-:-:-:\~·-tf'W*'·'''\if''''i.f'·'·• ww.•. 
eze on nuclear arms ·production. · · .,,,,, .. ,, ..... ,.;,.4{w,;;1\~(W' .. ·-+· * ..... 

Sponsors expect the Vermont results to cre-
1 political momentum that will sweep upcom­

,o 

: town meetµ1gs in Massachusetts and New · 
mpshire and-lead to a landslide vote this fall 
California; the ·nation's most. populous state. 1 · .. , ... ,.,ii,(Mi,,,;,····•--:'::' · __ :.: ... ... ,❖. · • , . Aasoclaled Prt 

-Once we make it happen here. we will be . Board of Civil Authority eoanted ballots after each of several vote11 at Tuesda:fs to•n meeting in Wolcott, Vt 
1ting a political match tltdl ignites a re~ponse · · "" ' · 
oughout' the nation. just as the taxpayers· c~lled th~ freeze idea ill-timed. -ro impose a : .:.termination of ill' nuclear- ~eapons. tests bu 
o1t did," -8id Harold Willens, the Los. An- •· freftle -•~ this time," sai(I J0181)b D. ~ - ·· also.on ending their further production and 0 1 

es· businessman who has organized the · Cal- . spokesm~ior the U.S. Arms Con~l ~ Dis- tbe. reductic_,n and_ ~nt _ elimlnation o 
mia drive. · , · · · armament ,\gency, :-Would be t.o reward the So- · 1hear ~ilest ~· : ..• /: >, · ,~·.-; .. . ·. 
~ cited Proposition '1 :3: the i978 Calif~n~ _ ~ yje~ ,for a' _-rnassiv~_ l>tiilclup, and pe~~ the ,-:• / ~ ~,, ~ -~ .;i4oraement 
~ initiative uiat sparkeci'siinilai"tax- <_1Jn1~ !~~~been rela~~ .. ~ ~;t ~ -~U~~J:·~y(~ 
ting movements throughout the country. ~~ned. . . .- • . ·- '..' :· ·- '!t.), Claiborne~ (D-R.l.) and Lot,ell_P. Wei 
l'be California campaign may cost• much !~Le~ ll81d.f~er, ~ ~ -~t_;,:,,e;::k~!ia~-r ~~~-wardmbeM~ 
Sl,5 million, said Willens, who campaigned _. - · p~r~ ~e~~ - • ~ · ~ "' ed · (D~~) •·anc1"'·':•-~ -

0
--'Ha·~ 

ye&rl for candidates who supported an end :. -U.S. ba11;atnmg po8l~On m_..., ~~ ~ - :"'enn y ~~ • -~ ' ~eld (R 
the Wh · f liis fa •t talks or encourage the Sov1eta t.o delay making -Die.) will submit a bipartisan "8(>lution nex· 
• arms race. en one o vo~ es, concessions . • ,,.__, . . . .. ,, .;:- . ;. .week ~ for 8 weapons freeze. 'Reaolutioru 

siden1 ·Carter, didn't show up at a United . . . ...., -•~-- bl' ·d w ... .,_-:...a.~ ,~~•; ., __ .....,-- ·~...., ·, 1n the''D-- ...... i.J Bar-
.:....... d" ~- .• 1978 Wil • .•· "' -u, a pu 1c e~ - 111111t -, . .-mu_., -.--:u eoon ~ _ 
; ,.,, 118fmament con~rence an . ' . a • Lehman said. . . ' ~: '. ... .. . - , ., .. . ' hara :Roche. co-director ol the Nuclear Weap 
~Cl~~~ ~cs. : · • . . ~ , . So. far, tbe IDO\'emeni -~~nict • · --.~ .F-. ~••• ll(itiollll clearqhouee ir 
I believe ats more~t t.o try t.o ·· nized. ~ • ak.+ ·, .,; ... ~..,_ a....:..IL '- ,' ta.c ,._ ..:.,:;; ·:'·._.·.:-, · .. -! · ·-~-. -• J ~·-_,:·.=; :-= ~~ ---~. , . . -· . ~ . 

• • • J • ~ • ·. ' ·fJlll--~WVU, m ru"'~ .. 1ialBIIJII" -CII,.~ :.. "" · . ~.; . l ., ~ .,lt; t, ,• , . .. , . 

nge ~ ])Olitic~l cl~ _·this ~ ~ ~ d·• bila~ral freeze by both the United Stata and~ :- · ·;A treeze riiolut;bl iuii ·' ~ -_intft>d~ ir 
~change candidates, be~ ·,: .• . , . :. &be Soviet u~,aild for~--~ :- -~ •• ~twe, •wbere"iti!,.'expected tc 
,upportersofthemovement,who:nowc:laQn ...._ .. .,, , .. ' F • 

1
· ·c · .. . · ·,_ .-;-·., ·- ··. ·:·-......and ....... _ ..... ..--...a·...,_ ·m· 011

1
•
0 . .• . , ,· .,. . . . . .. .. . , ...... MU&. .~ . ~ . ,._.. . ... ~ .. ~;, . . ..,._, ~· .. .., ~~ ~ 

re than 17,000 volun~ ·woiting in ~t of . . Supporteis aity the Soviets· ehould be jUlt is · :~ Vennoni: Kansas, Washington anc 
50 states. hope that ~ popular .wtel. ~ - intffllted • Americana in smpe~~tbe anD1 : .Majne. ()Jae ar both houses «>! the legislatures in 
~t encourage U.S. officials t.o ~ more , : · ftCe. eontending it · baa helped cripple'. the So- •~ Oregon,. C.OOnecticut, New .York 
1rt ~ negotiating arms controls. · ·: :, · .·-- wit ·.-onomy and -added tO. .arsenals ·_already . and .Wisconsin have already passed neolutions. 
:be: Reaian .. adminiatration -~ ~ed · .- )arp e~ -te destroy both countriel. "_, · ·- --~-. 0~•;:•:~.:M~~ Boulder, Colo.. where ·w,Jeri en­
r•range strategic arms·talks wath the Soriets, .. -"'Joviet. leader Leonid • I . . a,.hnev, replying _cloned the ~ last year, this week joined a 
1ougb it _is proceeding with disc~<>~ oti ., .• W ~,ii to .an appeal r,._ an AU(ltnJian .: ·:.0 ¥ _81CN88ing _,~-~ ~ities that 
i-range'nuclear missiles in Europe. . . . . · ,. dunnament· group, said his QJUJIU)' ,a 1Ndy . 1me rejected a lederal reci~t to develop a nu­
l . Reagan administration official yesterday · ·r.o ieach qreement not only on the complete ·dear·e\'8Ctlltion Dian. ·~ ·• ···-~, - --· •· -•-
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. ~~ \ii. ~Ve~~ni•a tirrl~t '. 'the ~ ~ass~~ts:; iradiiion . of town . 
-~ took ,.._ · strong · Btand ~ainst ·· :eeetings, · ailled on local delegations 

. 11uclear weapons )elterday -as resi- _- to the Vermont Legislature to uk it 
f.de~ts ~er~ a right of ~-rule ·.· ·to petition the itate's -~ional 
; that predates the Republic. ' · . · ~ • .... delegation ·to call upon Congress to 
.. :·: . }do~. tlian 160 communities were •request that' ·the president uk the 
~:-v<>ting:"on~ a resolution that calls for · Soviet Vnion to join iii a moratori-
' -~ ~imme!iate freeze 'on the manu- . wn. . . .: . . . . ./ 
~·-~. ~ting :.and deployment · of · • Advocates, led by · the Quakers' 
-=.,nuclear '·weapons and the miuiJes . . ~erican Friends Service Commit­
; ,&id bombers that deliver them. .' tee, argued that in the end nuclear 
~·· . -By· last night, 100 communities · war is the most local of all iMues and 
i. had v~. to. aupport the freeze; · 15 that nuclear war could m!)re likely 
~ ~ op~ •~ and seven ~ !4bled be prevented by PI'e;88ure from the 
r,:q.e l'e&olution._ . . . . . .. . . · grau roots than by dialogue between 
·'~in ' Weston, about .· 100 amens · the world's capitals. 
: gathered in the town's summer stock · · 

theater. Isaac Patch, a retired for-
=: •jgn ·service ¢fleer -who wu the first 
_:· u.s.- diplomat flown out of Czech-

08lovakia after the Communist take­
>'::.(Ner, spoke forcefully in favor of the 
,_; n~ freeze, ·urging · his -fellow · 
t townspeople to ;-uli the world that 
j- we recognize the tieriousneaa of the 
~ JNClear arms race.• , · · ,. 
i, ·-l!fiNo . .one· roae in oppoait.ion and 
~·.-pauage wu greeted · by a ,bunt -of 
~~plause. .... ' .. .:.:· ,. . ·; . . . . 
!i '!J:But·-in Weltminster, a~ miles . 
~uay,:•ntired" u.s~·~y ·f,t. ' .. CoL .. · 
~. Donald &ftord · · told hill · fellow 
· t.ownspeople-1hat they were naive. 
- . . ,r11{ you believe that this thing ~ 
;-tJng to cause nuclear disarmament, . 
t then you believe in the tooth fairy 

._ ~ :becaUBe the · Soviet& are not nice lit­
}.- tie guys,- he liaid,··but his arguments 
~;. failed to persuade his neighbors. · . 
,l "-ll'he towna -voting repreeent ·60 
~-~t of the towns in the state. An 
~--ad~tidnal 18 ·towl)B approved the 
· i-.neolutioli lut year. · · · 
: · -~iTbe :- proposition, cautiously 
· -worded and . ~ying ~ue respect to 
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Thia lncreued level of fundln1 la 
crucial for t.he St.ale of Ohio since IL Is 
one of the 18 St.at.ea placued b.Y e5ca• 
lat.ln1 unemployment. rat.es and conse• 
quenLly must borrow from t.he Federal 
unemployment account. The most re• 

- cent.ly published flrurea for comparing 
National, St.ale, and city unemploy­
ment rates reveal tlw.t In November, 
Ohlo'a rate of unemployment.. ratc-s 
reveal that In November, Ohio'• rate 
of unemployment was 10.9 percent-­
three full percenta,e points above the 
national avera1e of , .9 percent. The 
unemployment rat.e for Cleveland, 
durln1 that same period was a st.agrer­
lng 12.7 percent. 

This supplemental appropriation Is 
of spcclal Importance to Ohio In llaht 
of recent announcements that over 
1,000 persons staffing the Job services 
centers In Ohio would be laid off as a 
result of the Rearan admJnlstratlon 
bud1et cuts. Additionally, 3'1 of the 
cent.era were marked for closure. 
These centers provide valuable assist­
ance In matchlnr Jobless .,orkera to 
available Jobs. ' 

During a time when more than 9 
million Americans are out of work. It 
would be Irresponsible for the Mem-

. bers of Canrress to st.and Idly by and 
not protect fundlnr and atafflnr for 
the Job service arencies that are ao 
vit.al in servlnr the needs of the record 
number of unemployed workers of our 
Nation. It Is Incumbent upon the Con­
l?'CSS to remedy the mistakes or the 
Rea.ran administration 11.·hlch pro­
·posed that staffing for these employ­
ment service offices be reduced. I urge 
swift a e Joint Resolu-

1.e 

Wedne,daJf, 
e Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, day by 
day, the •·orld edres cloaer and closer 
to the brink of nuclear disaster. The 
arms race Sa 1ettlnr out or control 
With the United St.at.ea, the Soviet 
Union, and other nuclear weapons 
states now possesslnr more than 
60,000 nuclear warheads. These war­
heads have a total explosive power of 
1 mllllon Hiroshima bombs. Yet In the 
face of this frlrhtenlng capaclly for 
destruction. the United St.at.ea and the 
Soviet Union. between themselves, 
plan to construct 20,000 additional 

· warheads In the next decade. It also 
appears likely that other nations wm 
choose to Join the nuclear club. Al• 
ready, at least 30 countries have the 
technical capability to produce nuclear 
,a.•eapons. And at the moment. the 
United States and the Sovtet Union 
cannot expect other nations to re­
nounce nuclear weapons •·hue the au­
perpowen make no effort to curb 
their own voracious appetite for these 
arms. 

The time has come to halt. this unre- House, the Nation, and the rest or the 
strained arms race. The superpowers' world.• • 
nucl<'nr weapons pro1:r1uns today Are 

TRIBLE MAGNUSON ACT 
AMENDMENT 

at. the point whHe new weapons sys• 
terns will only .. make t.he rubble 
bounce," u some commcntRtors hRve 
noted. For example, it would t.ake only 
several hundred of the more thnn HON. PAULS. TRIBLE, JR. 
50,000 nuclear weapons that presently or VJ11anuA 
exist to dlcctlvely ..dc-st.roy both the IN TJIE DOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVl!S 
United St.Ates and the Soviet Union. 
.Just. one Poseidon submarine has Wednesday, Fcbrva11110, 198l 
enough Independently lllrgelable war- • Mr. TRIBLE. Mr. Speaker, today J 
beam to cause 30 million fatalities in introduced le&'islat.lon to permit the 
the Soviet Union. · Secretary of Commerce to take emer• 

I, thrrdore, am Introducing todny, cency action under the Mngnuson 
along with 28 cosponsors, a resolution Fishery Conservation Management 
calling lor U1c six weapons states-the Act to address economic and social 
United St.ates, U.S.S.R., France, Great emergencies affect.Ing U.S. fishermen 
Britain, China, and Jndla-to begin ne• and fish processors. 
sotlatlons to adopt a frer.ze on nuclear The Magnuson Act was enacted to 
weapons. Specifically, the resolution . "conserve and manage0 the fishery re­
calls for the United et.ates. tn ncgotla- sources found otf the coast of the 
tlons with the Soviet Union and the United States. Another purpose was 
other nuclear weapons at.Ates, to pro- .. to take Into account the social and 
pose halt.In~ all .further Lest.Ing, pro- . economic needs of the St.ates." Despite 
duct.Ion, and· deployment of nuclear these dual purposes for the act, emer­
weapons and of mlsslJea and new air- sency regulations are permitted only 
craft designed primarily to deliver nu- for .. an emer&'ency lnvolvinr any fish­
clear weapons. ery resource:• This permits emergency 

Thomas J . Watson, Jr •• former U.S. re,ulatlons when quick action ls 
Ambassador to the Soviet Union, made needed to conserve and manage the re­
a very perceptive stat.emcnt about the source, but not. when the emergency Is 
utlllty of nuclear arms In an address to of a social or economic nat.ure. Aa the · 
the Arms Control Association la,st De- act Is written. a social or economic 
cember. ··Thermonuclear 11.·eapons," he emer~cncy can continue for monfhs 
said, "are good for two thlnrs-f or de- before permanent re,ulatlons can be 
terrP-nce or for suicide." approved. 

The aad fact ls that while the super- The Magnuson Act la to conserve 
powers' stated policies have been to and manage the resource and to take 
deter nuclear war, the weapons · sys- Into account the aoclal and economic 
tems they • have developed have needs of the States. The emercency 

. brought the world closer to the second powers of the Secretary of Commerce 
opt.lon--aulclde. Rather than ease ten- should reflect each of these purposes. 
slon and nchleve st.ablllty, the super- My bill accomplishes t.hLs by extendln1 

wers have allowed themselves to be this power to Include aocial &J)d eco-
aucht up In a nuclear weapons spiral nomlc emergencies that affect Amerl• 
at has Increased the pressure on · can fishermen and fish proceuora. 
th sides to use their nuclear arms In My constituent.a In Virginia who fish 

a crisis. And the next 1encratlon of for a llvlnr and fishermen throu1hout 
United St.at.es and Sovir.t weapons, the Atlantic St.ates are examples of 
which promise to Increase both aides' the urgent need for this Jelislatlon. 
war-fight.In( capabilities In a limited Strict Federal catch limits and spiral­
nuclear exchance, wW further fuel the llnr fuel cost.a are combinln1 to cause 
arms race. these people IJ'e&t economic hardship. 

IJ a atartlnr point, a nuclear freeze A aolut.lon to thla economic emerren-
would halt the nucleaz: anns buildup cy la proposed In a new Atlantic 
In Its tracks, while the 11.·e1.pona states sroundllsh mana1ement plan which 
becln ml'anlngful ne10Uatlons for would both conserve the fishery re­
eventual reductions. source and allow fishermen to make a 

All across the country, arass roots profit. Thia new plan hu been ap. 
organlzaUons-made up of business• proved and enthusiastically endorsed 
men, mfniaten. doctors, lawyers. and by the National Oceanic and Atmos­
community leaden, to name a few- phcric Admlnlatratlon. However, alnce 
have aprun&' up demanding a nuclear the plan addresses an economic emer­
freezc. From Ore1on to Callfomlll to sency, It may not be put Into effect on 
Texu to Vermont to Massachusetts, an emer1eney basis before it receives 
at.ate le1lslaturn, tow.-n meet.Inga and final approval from the Department of 
rellrloua conferences ha,·e called for a Commerce, the OU ice of Manaeemenl 
freeze on these weapons of mass de- and Budget, and the CouncU on Envi­
atructlon. Their messnre la clear. ronmtnt.Al Quality. Such approval can 
Enough Is t'nough. The nuclear arms take months, an Intolerable length of 
buildup the past quarter century baa time for someone who Is on the brink 
bourht the auperpo-.·era and the rest of economic dJaaster. 
of the 11.•orld less, not more. security. The needs of the American flshln1 
It la now Ume for the Cona:ress to Industry and the sluggish pace of the 

convey that me.age to the White Federal re,ulatory approval process 
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Dear Colleague: 

cc:N:;RESS OF THE tNITED STATES 
House of Representati~s 
Washingtoo, D.C. 20515 

February 9, 1982 

·a•1"' 
The dangers of nuclear war grow more threatening each year as ever.,.,tf~opb"}.s~cated 

strategic weapons are added to Russian and American arsenals in a hopeles1s race for 
security. Both sides already have more than enough nuclear weapons to utterly devestate 
the other, but we keep testing and deploying new weapons in search of some illusory advan­
tage, wasting billions of dollars in the process. SALT talks have been suspended and no 
one can say when START talks will start. We strongly support President Reagan's goal of 
reducing American and Soviet nuclear arsenals, but we know that past arms control efforts 
failed to meet expectations because development of new weapons continued unabated while 
negotiations took place . 

A broad new coalition of religious groups, state and local elected officials, and 
connunity groups has come up with a simple and sensible proposal to end this vicious 
cycle. This nuclear.weapons freeze campaign is circulating millions of petitions across 
the country which call on the United States and the Soviet Union to adopt a bilateral 
freeze on the nuclear arms race, with negotiations about actual reductions to follow. 
This effort recognizes that a rough balance of forces now exists which would penit both 
sides to stop work on new weapons. 

We think this approach is realistic and promising, and have drafted the resolution 
printed below which closely conforms to the wording of the petitions being circulated by 
groups supporting a nuclear weapons freeze • • If you would like to be an original cosponsor 
of this resolution, please let us ~now by Friday, February 26. Contact r..ordon Kerr at 
54411 . 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Whereas a nuclear war of any size would result in death and injury on a scale unprecedented 
in humRn experience, and a major nuclear .. war would end civilized human existence throughout 
the world; 

Whereas both the United States and the Soviet Union have more than enough nuclear warheads 
to destroy every major population center in both nations and in all nations with which 
they are allied; 

Whereas the history of the development and production of nuclear weapons demonstrates that 
the nuclear arms race is endless and unwinnable, that the goal of nuclear superiority 
cannot be achieved by any nation, and that the addition of hundredA or even thousands of 
new weapons will make no nation secure and will only add to already overstocked nuclear· 
arsenals; 

Whereas the continued development of new -apona will overtake ana agr•e-nu by the time 
they have been negotiated; 

Whereas the United States and the Soviet Union have 
in ending the arms race: Now, therefore, be it 

to assume the leadership 

ReRolved by the House of Representatives (the Senat concurring), That, it is the sense of 
the Congress that the President ahould i11111ediately/propoae that the United States and . the 
SovicL Union adopt a mutual freeze on the teating~nd deployment of nuclear yeapona and 
of missiles and new aircraft designed prilll'1rily t6'deliver nuclear weapona. L.l'hia firat atep 
should be follo~ed by neaotiationa to achieve aubstantial reductions in the nuclear arsenals 
of both nation•~ •ubject to rigid 1napect1on. 

Sincere~ 

/~;:,. . {,~ ...... }.__I_<_ . ...._,_,....__.__ .. 
Btogham Rep. Hilte Lowry 

P.S • Representative Ed Markey has introduced a generally ai1dlar r~•uluUon. We urge • ,,_.. . .J . 
.· . . ·._ ·\ you to join ua in sponsoring 

: . :_ .. ··.;/r~·-·.::.· '\ nucl<?ar superiority. 

either or both of these calls for an end to the race for 

· . . ·--· - -:---

• .a 



' Whereas the Congress acknowledges the catastrophic medical, 

social, political, and economic consequences of nuclear 

war; 
--Whereas the United States, the Soviet Union, and the other 

nuclear-weapon states have a significant responsibility 

for averting a nuclear war; 

Whereas the United States, the Soviet Union, •and the other 

nuclear-weapon states today possess 50,000 nuclear warheads, 

enough to destroy one another many times over, and the 

United States alone may spend more than $222 billion in the 

next years in new nuclear weapons production; and 

Whereas an unencumbered arms race threatens the security of the 

United States and the world: Now, therefore, be it 

1 Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 

2 concurring), That it is the sense of Congress that the President 

3 must take strong action to diminish the threat of nuclear war. 

4 Therefore, the United States should, · in negotiations with the 

5 Soviet Union and other nuclear-weapon states, propose halting 

6 all further testing, pr~duction, and deployment of nuclear 

7 weapons and of missiles and new aircraft designed primarily 

8 to deliver nuclear weapons. 



- - . 
· HENR~ j, HYDE 

an1Doaft1CT,,~ 

tlOJ ~~ HDUH Orncc .. ,u . .o,_ 
WHMIND.,_, D.C. IOSII 

(IOZ)IZl-4111 

_ .. ITTDa, 

.JUDICIA .. Y 

-• 

Qtongrcss of tbt Wnitcb ~tatts 
1Qou,t of l\tprtStntatibr, 

&las'f,fn;ton, 39.f;. 20515 

February 11, 1982 

Honorable Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 
Secretary 
Department of State 
2201 C Street, N.W. 
Washington, O.C. 20520 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

COPY 

Enclosed are copies of co1T1T1unications from several of my colleagues urging 
support for· resolutions calling upon the President to propose a mutual nuclear 
weapons freeze with the Soviet Union. 

Since most Members of the House are in their respective districts during this 
recess, it is highly probable that considerable pressure will be put upon them 
by visiting delegations of church groups, co1T1T1unity groups, and others, urging 
that they co-sponsor such legislation~ I'm certain they will be told that the 
resolution is hannless, as it only expresses the "sense of the Congress" and 
by its terms is "mutual." 

I view this entire push as more hazardous becaus_e it puts Congress on the side 
of the protest marchers in Europe and grossly oversimplifies such issues as 
verification, theater versus strategic weapons, Soviet preponderance in both 
nuclear and conventional anns, etc. It is all very seducti~e and calls for 
some counter-offensive on your part so that the average Member will be equipped 
to resist this politically attractive, but in my view dangerous, call for a 
freeze on nuclear weapons. · 

Don't overestimate the ability of the Congress to cope with detennined and 
energetic anti-nuclear activists. · 

HJH:fw 
Enclosures 
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IV /Sunday, Felnary 21, 1982 

Letters to The Time~ 
Bilateral N.uclear 
Weapons :Ereeze 

Erne,t Conine'• column (Editori­
al Pages, Feb. 15), "'Cold Loo.It at 
the Nuclear-Free:.e Idea," ii cer­
tainly that-cold ID the leDie of be­
fnl oll the beam. 

Conine bu attacked 101Dething 
we are not even auggesting: "a 11ni­
ltdffal American freeze." He notes 
that our vcy name ii Califormina 
fot BILA1'£!V.L Nuclear Weapon, 
Freeze. .And be admitl, '"There ii 
nothing wrong With the California 
nuclear-freeze initiative II auch." 
So he bttl at ua OYer the lhoalder of 
the Interfaith Center to Revene the 
Arma Race wh01e thrust-be 
.cJaiml-il unilateral. Be ii miltak­
m there. And he ii mistaken in im- · 
p11fD1 that my penonal thrust ii 
unilateral. 

I welcome the chance to tell him 
and Im reader, that the thrust of 
the Interfaith Center . ( which I 
helped found) hu been publicly and 
ICrongly bilateral 1ince late 1980. 
Ky Pffl0D&l belief-and the initia­
·tive I am supporting-ii thila "that 
the ,overnment ol the United 
Sta&el (lhould) propose to the 
pemment ol the Soviet Umon 
tha1 BOTH countries agree to im­
mediately halt tbe telting, produc­
tion and further deployment of all 
Duc1ear weapon,, IIUllilea and de­
UYery aylteml ID a way that can be 
cbecked and verified by both lidea." 

Certainly Conine niael ,ood 
que,tionl. But hire ipin be Ip• 
pear, to be milinformed. We who 
ll't promoting the freeze have ~ 
llldn, and anawertn, tbeN quel• 
tionl from the oui.t. With Conine 
we llki --what If the Ruai&nl 111 
no, what then!" Our answer: "Then 
the whole thing ii olf." For • our 
initiative •11, "The llfety and ae­
curi(y ol tbe United S&ata muat be 
panmc,unt ID the concerm of the 
American people." But Ult Scmdl 
may acetpL They ban been mak­
lns freeze-like propcall at the 
United Nauam ever liDce 1976. 

--what about YerUlc:aUon?" Co• 
Dint Ilka. "The iqitJaUYe'I .. led 
N'quirement for adequate v .. r!~ca­
don could not pmlibly be met Wi•.h­
out on-lite tnapedon ln the oth~r 

· country'• laboratoriea and defer~ 
olant&" 

- • But that ii not what the chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff ay1. He 
II Gen. David Jonea of · the Air. 
Force, u tough and knowledgeable 
11 they came. At a Senate Armed 
Senicel Committee bearing on 
verification by 11ttllite, radar and 
INJl'K>IJ'9,Ph. Jones wu uked. "Do 
you believe we can verify the SALT 
agreement, thil way?" ''Yes, I do," 
he llid. Bil an,wer applies even 
more to the freeze because freeze 
proY1aionl are total: totality wipes 
out ambiguity and makea verifica­
Uoneuier. 

Conine reeo,nizes "adequate" aa 
the important word. Harold Brown, 
farmer aecretarY of defenae, bu 
llid, .. We can adequately verify So­
Tiet compliance by our own int.el­
Upnce effort,." Adm. Noel Gayler, 
former direetor of the National Se­
curity Agency, llid, '1t ii a reuon­
ably Ille area to negotiate with the 
RUllianl on, particularly 10 far II 
RUllian cbeatinl ii concerned ••• 
A difference of a few wapom on 
one aide or the other doesn't make 
any dlfferenc.e ln-the~n." 

Gayler waa referring to 1udue­
dundancie1 ·u our having almost 
l.000 l&l'atqic warheadl and the 
Soviet.I more than ?,000-wben just 
two ol our Poleidon IUbmariDel. 
retrofitted with · MIRVed Triton 
milliles, can wipe out· every Soviet 
city of mare than 100,000 popula­
Uoa. • . 

All tbil ii flflected' ID Prelident 
Reapn'1 "8b for '"Terifiable re­
duction ID IU'atqic auclear weap­
OM". Be IDDOUDCed thil ·11 I pl · 
Im JUI START (Stntqic Anlll Re­
daction Talkl) program lut 
NOYember. We aupport bim ID that. 
We feel notbinl. lbould be allowed 
to postpone it, no .. Untage" 1bould 
be allowed to block it. START could 
become the prime pl ol a once­
man-umted American people. 

And If we can pt the President to . 
tnttlate START with tbe bilateral 
fretse, tha1 pl milbt be lddeved. 
Far START and \be treae '°lfiher 
ODUld rewrite 1r1111 control hiltarJ. 

So,. eoam...,., -rile Initiative 
Jllilbt do aome tood by lettinl Pres­
ident Reapn lmow that a lot of 
people 1W1 ,nnt 11'1111 control." 

RA.ROLD WILLENS 
.Loi.Angeles 

warn, u • ...,_,,.~of 
- tlw~w. 

• 

When I first got int.erested in the 
Bilateral Nuclear Weapon, Freeze 
campaign, I referred to it in my in­
nocence u the "nuclear freeze" and 
wu annoyed that people working in 
the campaign insisted on always 
Uling itl full name-until it oc­
curred to me, u it did to all the oth­
er,, that, while there can be no rea­
a,nable objection to it. certain peo­
ple are 10 in love with their visions 
of Armageddon or Gotttrdamm• 
ff'UftQ that they will uae any and ev­
flf'Y meam of putting down an at­
tempt to prevent their rullzation, 
ID thil cue the mOlt obvioul means 
being aomebow ~ milrepreeent It 
M unilateral dillrmamenL 

Conine achieved in hil column a 
. muterpiece (,t tortured reuoning, 
wbereln be found.a path to .. uni. 

· - lateral disarmament" by envtlion­
..: · ial ID the mindl of ua achemen the 

hidden lntendon of ltining up aucb 
a public clamor for an ~d lCUb.L 

:·~ to auc:re.r n that If Relpn 
' '. or the · Rmsiana 1hould refUle to 

consider our modest propolll our 
-leaden would not be able to Cllt the 
ilsue uide but would have to accept 
unilateral disarmamenL 

On tbe coatnry, our hope, · are 
actually tied 'to the fact that it aoes 
1IOC iDYOIYe disarmament ll Ill but 
limply a bait to further production 
ol nuclear weapon, on both Iida. 

Conine correctly interpreted the 
pou, that lbow ID0lt Americana re­
markably 11De ID their thinJdnl on 
WI illue. By an OYerwbtlming 
margin. they want to lfyt thil 
modest plan I cbance to work, but 
by an equally overwhelming mar­
gin ("not trusting the Russiam") 
they mate ft clear they wW •~t 
anly a plan that can be verified to 
their atilfacUon. , 

I illo lhiDk It me to •Y that an 
even more overwhelming majority 
bope that th1I or aome plan wW be 
adopted and will work and that the 
result will be· multilatfflll, not uni­
lateral. dilarmament and an end to 
the threat of war ID the world. If no 
plan workl, then the people who are 
dreaming of their Armageddon or 
their GotttrdammnvftQ will have 
their dream reaUled. 

DONLBEAD 
LolAngeles 

{) 

19 



. 
\ 

Dr. Owen Chamberlain 

• 
Dear Fellow Citizen, 

Right now, nuclear warheads sit waiting all over the world. They are 
aimed at you, your family and your friends. And there are enough nuclear 
weapons to destroy every person on earth. 

In the next few minutes, you are going to be asked to make one of the 
most important decisions of your life, a decision to help prevent such 
destruction and a thermnuclear war. You can do it. Here's how: 

In another state, California, there is an intensive new 
campaign now under way to have the citizens of that state 
officially call for an end to tjle arms race -- to press 
upon Congress and the President the urgent need "to 
propose to the Soviet Union an immediate mutual freeze 
on the testing, production·· and deployment of all nuclear 
weapons, missiles and delivery systems." 

Th~se words are the heart of the Bilateral Nuclear Weapons Freeze 
Initiative which can be on the November, 1982 California Ballot if~~ 
gather 500,000 signatures to put it there. This initiative, by itself, 
is not going to stop the arms race. But it is the vital first step toward 
that goal. 

What has the California Nuclear Weapons Freeze Initiative got to do 
with you? A great deal! Even though you -don't live in that state, you can 
help assure the success of this critically important citizens' m:,ve to put 
an end to the nuclear arms race. Once the initiative is on the Ballot, we 
are convinced the people of California will approve it. And that, we hope,,, V 

{twill be the spark that sets ablaze across the entire country the flame of 
protest against nuclear weapons. 

Until now, no nation, no state, no electorate anywhere in the world has 
ever voted on this critical issue. The decision about the arms buildup has 
been left to the "nuclear priesthood" -- a small, elite group of military· 
and political strategists who are moving us closer and closer to a nuclear 
war. They are preparing weapons systems and a political climate for World 
War III as if such a war were inevitable • 

If we have learned anything from history, it is that too often misguided 
leaders have taken their nations down the pat:h to destruction while an unwill­
ing, disapproving citizenry stood by helpless. We are determined not to let 
this happen in the matter of the nuclear arms race. 

Protests against the arms buildup have already begun and are gathering J 
strength in Europe. It's time now for every concerned American to speak out. 
And the most effective thing you ~ do right ~, ~ matter where you live, 
is to help!!!. that the California Bilateral Nucle~r Freeze Initiative passes. 

Remember, it was the people of the United States who finally forced our 
government to end the war in Vietnam. And as tragically destructive as that 
war was to us -- physically, mentally and spiritually -- it was child's play 

(over, please) 
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compared to what will happen when the next thernonuclear device is used. 
And experts tell us it will be used unless we take that vital step toward 
stopping it. 

We are not questioning or challenging our country's need for a strong 
defense. We~ challenging the buildup of nuclear arms. We~ saying a 
nuclear arms race between t he U. s. and the U. s. s. R. is leading both 
countries and the world down the road to annihilation. 

Already, the American people are being conditioped by Washington to 
accept phrases like "limited nuclear war" and "tactical weapons." We are 
being lulled into a state of believing that when "it" happens, it will happen, 
as it always has before, to other peQple. 

That is simply not.!£· The "limits" of today's nuclear war are the ends 
of the earth. And calling them •. "tactical weapons" does not make today's 
nuclear weapons any less lethal. 

~uclear weapons are not -- as hard-liners would have us believe -­
"bigger," "IOC>re toc>dern" and "toc>re powerful" versions of conventional weapons. 
In one millionth of one second, one large strategic warhead can release more 
energy to kill than that produced by all conventional weapons -in all wars in 
the history of mankind. And there ~ ~ 50,000 nuclear warheads of all 
types in the world. 

There's no need for me to reiterate the horrors of what will happen if 
nuclear weapons are used. There's hardly an intelligent man or woman alive 
who doesn't know of these horrors •.• of the firestorms of over 1000 degrees 
Fahrenheit that will be set in 100tion ••• of people choking to death from 
toxic gases and lack of oxygen ••• of the millions who will suffer from radi­
ation burns ••• of -the radioactive dust clouds that will cover hundreds of 
square miles bringing with them excruciating pain, gut-wrenching sickness and 
death. 

These are the known effects. The unknown effects are as important. We 
just don't know all the horror that a nuclear war could bring. 

We do know that disease, deformation and horrible genetic aberrations 
would be our legacy to the survivors and their progeny, if indeed they were 
able to have any. We do know that in a nuclear exchange, all the accomplish­
ments of centuries of civilization would vanish and the abundant earth would 
become a wasteland. If the end comes, we may not be remembered as the genera­
tion that destroyed our earth because there might not be anyone 1eft to 
remember. 

I urge you not to dismiss these warnings as the ramblings of hysterical 
people. They are not. They are the cautionary words of some of the most in­
formed scientists in the world today, many of them Nobel laureates.like myself. 
We know that unless steps are taken to prevent ~urther insane arms buildup 
between the two super powers, we are risking an end to human life as we know it. 

We scientists are only too well aware of the menace we created with "the 
bomb." To indicate how close the world moves to midnight ••• doomsday ••• 

(next page, please) 
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the thermonuclear war we dread ••• we use the hands of a symbolic doomsday 
clock. The hands of that clock now stand at four minutes to midnight. We 
can not waft one secondlonger. The nuclear freeze initiative MUST be on 
tne ciiifornia ballot in November-.- -- - -

That"'s why we ask you to take that first important step with us -- to 
give us your commitment and your financial support for the long journey back 
to safety and sanity. 

The California nuclear freeze initiative can be the beginning of a new 
nationwide crusade that can not only influence the decisions of policy makers 
today, but can also help inspire more enlightened, more.progressive leaders 
for tomorrow. 

To succeed, we need public support, ••• your support. 

It's going to take money to ioount a campaign to insure that California 
voters -- and the rest of the world watching -- are aware of the significance 
of what is ~ppening. It will take iooney to publicize the names and statements 
and commitments of the people, in all fields, from ail nations, who already 
share the concern and are now ready to share in the struggle. 

Among the many, many people ready to make statements firmly in favor of 
a bilateral freeze are religious leaders (including representatives of the 
Vatican), scientific leaders (including roore than a score of Nobel laureates), 
political leaders, statesmen and many others. 

When one Californian, Archbishop John R. Quinn, recently spoke in San 
Francisco's beautiful Saint Mary's Cathedral at the 800th anniversary cele­
bration of the birth -of the gentle Saint Francis of Assisi, he called from 
his pulpit for a nuclear freeze, proclaiming: 

"Not only the peace of the world but the very survival of the 
human experiment is at stake" unless people take . specific, every­
day steps against nuclear weapons and become "active in a national 
campaign for a nuclear arms freeze and bilateral disarmament of 
nuclear weapons by the United States and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics." 

His words brought -forth an unprecedented outpouring of support not only 
from the 600,000 Catholics of his archdiocese, but from Protestants and Jews, 
as well. It was news that made headlines across the country. 

There is no way that even the ioost distorted mind can call these people 
"crackpots" or "radicals." There is no way anyone can discount the facts that 
are the foundation for a nuclear freeze. Those facts are: 

• A freeze on nuclear missiles and aircraft can be verified by 
existing national means. 

• A freeze would hold the existing nuclear parity between the 
United States and the Soviet Union, and would eliminate 
excuses for further arming on both sides. 

(over, please) 
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* A freeze would save as much as 100. billion dollars a year in 
U. s. and Soviet military spending ••• help reduce inflation 

_in the u. s ...• balance our budget~··· reduce our taxes ••• 
•and raise employment. 

But JIDst importantly, a nuclear freeze could save our lives, save our 
world. 

The call for,!_ nuclear freeze initiative is NOT~ exercise in futility. 
The support is there. A recent Gallop Poll shows an overwhelming majority of 
the American people favor a nuclear freeze. What•s·needed now is not a poll, 
but action. 

So right now, today, before thi sun goes down, take that first important 
step toward ending the threat of thermonuclear war. Help us put the Bilateral 
Nuclear Weapons Freeze Initiative on the 1982 Ballot in California. 

You can help by sending in your contribution. We need every dollar we 
can get to assure the success of this campaign. Send $50 if you can. It's 
an investment in your future. If you can't send $50, send $15. Send whatever 
you can. But send your check today. 

It's going to be tough going until Election Day, 1982. But with people 
like you behind us, we know we can succeed. And if the longest journey begins 
with a single step, then the loudest protest begins with a single voice -­
your voice. 

Sincerely, 

• 
OWen Chamberlain* 
for Citizens for a Bilateral Nuclear 

Weapons Freeze 

*Dr.Chamberlain is a nuclear physicist who shared the Nobel Prize · in 1959 
for his discovery of the anti-proton. He helped design the atomic bomb at 
Los Alamos, New Mexico, in 1944-45. 

Citizens for a BIiaterai Nudear Weapons freeze 
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 

Whereas the greate~t challenge facing the earth is to 
. . 

prevent the occurrence of nuclear wa~ by accident or design; 

Whereas the nuclear arms ra~e ·is dangerously increasing ·_ 

the risk of a holocaust that would be humanity's final war; and 

.. Whereas a freeze followe_d by reductions in nuclear 

warheads, missiles · and other ._delivery systems is needed to halt 

the nuclear arms race and to reduce the risk of nucl~ar war; 

Resolved by -the Senate and the House of Representatives 

·of the United States of America and Congress assembled, 

l. As an inunediate strategic_ arms control objective, 

the United States · and the Soviet Union should: 

(a) pursue a complete halt _to ·the nuclear arms race; 

(b) decide when and how to achieve a mutual and verifi­

able £reeze on -~e testing, production, and further .deployment of 

nuclear warheads, missiles, 
0

and other delivery syst~ms; and 

(c) give special attention t~ destabilizing weapons wpose . 

deployment would make such a freeze more difficult to achieve • . 
. . 

2. Proceeding from this freeze, the United States and 

the Soviet Union should pursue major,·mutual and verifiable reduc­

tions in nuclear warheads, missiles and other delivery systems, 

through annual percentages or equally effective means, in a manner 

that enhances stability. 
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Dear Colleague: 

- , •• • & · , 

CXNGRESS OF THE tl'llTED 5rJ\'reS 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

February 9, 1982 

ill'-"" The dangers of nuclear war grow 1DOre threatening each year as ever~tf~op~smcated 
etrategic weapons are added to Russian and American arae~Als in a hopeless race for 
eecurity. Both sides already have ■ore than enough nuclear weapons to utterly devestate 
the other, but we keep teating and deploying new weapons in eearch of some illusory advan­
tage, wasting billions of dollar• 1n the procees. SALT ~alks have been suspended and no 
one can uy when START talk.a will etart. We strongly support President Reagan'• aoal of 
reducing American and Soviet nuclear areenals, but we blow that past arms control effort• 
failed to aeet expectations because develop■ent of new ~eapona continued unabated while 
negotiations took place. 

A broad new coalition of reliaious aroups, state and local elected officials, and 
co-unity groups has come up with a .simple and eensible proposal to end this vicious 
cycle. Thia nuclear weapons freeze

0

campaign 1• circulating ■illion• of petitions acroaa 
the country which call on the United States and the Soviet Union to adopt a bilateral 
freeze on the nuclear arms race, with negotiations about actual reductions to follow. 
This effort recognizes that • · rough balance of force• now exists which would perait both 
aides to atop work on new weapons. 

We think this approach 1• realistic and promising, and have drafted the resolution 
printed below which cloeely confonns to the wording of the petitions being circulated by 
~Toups eupporting a nuclear weapons freeze • • If you would like to be an original cosponsor 
ur this resolution, pleaae let us ~ow by Friday, February 26. Contact r.orclon Jterr at 
54411. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Wherea~ a nuclear war of any eize would result in death and injury on• ecale unprecedented 
fn hu■11n experience, and a major nuclear .. war would end civilized hu11111n existence throughout 
the world; 

Whereas both the United States and the Soviet Union have 110re than enough nuclear warheads 
to destroy ·every -jor population center in both nation• and in all nation• vith which 
they are allied; 

Whereas the history of the development and production of nuclear weapons demonetratea that 
the nuclear arms race 1• andlees and unvinnable, that the goal of nuclear superiority 
cannot be achieved by any nation, and that the addition of hundredR or even thoueands of 
new weapons will uke no nation eecure and vill only ■dd to already overetockad nuclear· 
arsenals; 

Where:is the continued development of new weapon• will overtake ar■s •Kreaenta by tba tiae 
they have been negotiated; 

Whereas the United State■ and the Soviet Union have 
in ending the al'lll8 race : Now, therefore, be it 

to asau■e the leadership 

Ruolved by the House of Representatives (the Sena concurring), That, it ii the eenee of 
the Congress that the Preeident ehould 1-ediately/propos• that the United State• and. the 
~uvicL Union adopt a mutual freeze on the teeting"nd deployment of nuclear veapon• and 
of ■ieeile■ and new aircraft deeigned prinarily t6'deliver nuclear weapons. Uhi• firet etep 
■hould be foUO'--ed by negotiation■ to achieve aubstantial reduction• in the nuclear ■rNnala 
of both nation•-~ subject to ri&id inepection. 

Sincere~ 

6;,. . {,..._ _.) __ I_~--'..__,-..-.•-=-· __ _ 
•I 

ep. Jonathan B1Dgham Rep. Mike Lowry 

r.s. Repreeentative Ed Markey haa introduced a aenerally si■ilar 
yau to join ue in •roneoring either ar both of theee calla for an 
nuclear superiority. 

rtP•olution. We urge 
end to the race for 

. · 

.;. 
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Kraft Roger Landrum 

Br hnev 
Of ersUs 

What the Democrats Can Do 
The Democratic Party facee a decioion that may determine 

conlrol of tho federal government for the real of tho 4ecede. One 
choice io to ill)' back and wail for tho Reagan policies ID !ail. This 
etrale&Y IUll"'ll that tho perty hei been boaicall,y right all alooc, 
and tliat voters who croooid over ID Reagan will come ID their 
eansea ae they faca tho reality of conservative government . 

Flat reles cany diaadvantagea Government iooea flexibility in 
otimulaling tho econcirny. Losa of deduction, woulo hurt peo~le 
of moderate income uniaae rates were lowered. Some aacrificea 
are neceeeary it we are to have a tax ayatem that citizens view as 
fair, thot raiaea enough rovenue ID operate governrnen~ and thot 
can be undaratood by ordinary ·peopie. 1/oten may want this 
kind of tax &;/Btem even mora lhan they want tax relief. 

A _e 

rtunity 
f event, baa ·handed the Rea-
• golden opportunity ID cut 
Soviet Union nn 'arms c:on-

rezhnev haa 0011pled an offer 
with a threat that haa ID be 

One of. several deficiencies with thia at.and-pat strategy ia 
· the prqbebility that the Reagan record by 1984 will be more 

e.mb;,uoua than flat,out failure. The 1980 election waa more 
than ,i repudiation of Carter, aa a numt»r ·or former aenaton 
can attea~ it expressed a populist revolt againat much o(the 

· Democratic Party', ageqda during the 1970a. The party grad­
ually became identified with high· taxes, runaway govwunent 

"Does_ anyone know 
epending, quotas, capit­
ulation to special inter­
eat groupe anp eroaion 
or productivity. Reagan 

whqt the . , is nn the popular aide ol 

If tho benefit, ol flat rates ID tho country and to working people 
don\ calculate, either economical\y ex politicall,y, tho /,ml tho 
Democratic Party can do ia bring forward a plan that sweepll 
aside loopholes permitting some to evade paying their (air 
ahare of government. 

Tho initiative can be seized by the Democratic Party oo other 
fronta. Tho American economy is not going to expend eigJ,ili­
cantJy or ateadily without graatly enlarged marketa overseaa. The 
new markata are in tho Third World, especially in large nations 
. atich ae Nigeria, India and Brazil. Tho Reagah administntion 

r specific; early offer for mut.ual 
terconlinenW .weapone-lhat Democratic Party's 

position is on 
taxation?" 

all lheee matte11. If ho 
ie only partially aucceae­
ful with tho eoonomy, 
many vote11 will stick 
with him in preference 
ID the redistributionism 

"baa acbimd little in this direction. Nations ouch ae N"igeria 
,acarcely exist in Reagan', mind, and bia edminisb"alion is unpop, •· 
ular in the Third World. , • 

· Iha SALT 11 treaty. . 
rv'• latest atetemen~ the Rea­
tion. waa on the defensive in 

d . It had repeatedly de-
oocow ahow aiim of moderation 

I 'on. Moooow did not comply. 
· · tration began ID look ID 
aperlicer. . 

lhera wea preaure, (1111 
allies and incroeaingl,y from 

d · e United State,, for a more 
' \tion on arms control. 

Iha preeawe 110DU1what , 
a speed, on Nov. 18, tho 
negotiations with Ruaoia 
iiucieer weapolie based 

United Si.tea would 
ersbine" and cruiae 
tinent if the Rua-
or ao SS205 they 

arms control were .. , 
.. . . bytbatl(Kl)led 

tJy lhera haa been 
pe for· an American , 
terconlinental weap-

OIIL ded last week a con­
forwerd by Sens. Ed­
Hatfieid. The reaoiu­
of an immediate halt 

ID n all ita dimansiOIII- • 
•• further deployment . 

·the Democrate went for 
. whole hoc. Even if tho 

political tidea turn on Reagan, he.could step aeide in 1984, and 
.a Buah campaign would ~ the ieaet 1ucceaaful Reagan poli­
cies wbila running againot the "old liberaiiam." 

The other choice for tho Democrat, ia ID reach agreement 
on a bold new aganda De,i,ocrata have not been ria!it ail along 
on aome koy iaeuea, and \he party now need, .to ohow what 
kind of program it stand.a for. Alas, party spokeamen and . 
coW>Cila ba,-e thus far adopted a pcetwe of· cerping about 
Reagan initiativea-witn• tho televieed raiponea ID the State 
6( the Union opeech-while offering no clear alternatives. 

Doea anyone know what tho Democratic Parly'a position is on 
taxation? Taxea hr,e been falling like water torwre upon tho 
American people: federal and atete inoome tauo, property tauo, 
oeiea tauo, exciao tma and all tho other tax... A> taxee !Dok more 
and more ol tho income or working people, tho Democratic party 
eenk deeper inl<> redistribution achemae. ·Thoee who wonted ID 
keep more of their income got eandimoniouo oi-hee about a,m­
i-ion at tho·aame ti!D8. that a ~ve to ayBtein which is 
auppoeed to diolribute tho to' burden. fairly wae an obvious aham. 
In· a 8.Y8lan riddled with loQphoiea, U.. with lots of money ohel-
ter itjjm, tauo while others PIil' the ccetolgownment · 
' Tho political galiue of"Reagen'o poailion oo taxation has been 
bio general allilude egaimt toea, and tho clarity of his cempeign 
plan !or a 30 percent aao&-the-boerd cut in income taxeo. This is 
not to 111:f tliat R,ag,m'e overell llOlution -ia cxmct. Tax loopholea 

"Got any ideo, yet?• 

have grown wider under Reagan. A,, a final lnoult to any oem-
-::-,, ~ ~ =~ct.~,t~;:~ removed t!Jeir 

Plenty of political apace exiata for Democrata ID ieap(rog R,a. 
pn Oil tho to ma Tho party could bring f<>rwllld a plan that ia 
~effective and fair. One way <!I ~eving this ia flat to ratee 

· within a prqireoeive ayslem; no exern~ or deductions permi~ 
led. /JI cilizana and cor])orlltiona pull on tho 0111 ol-texaiion even- . 
I),'. Becouoe more n,venue would be raised-eatimated at more 
than $225 billioo this year-tax rates could be driven down at 
moderate income iaveli and tho deficit could atill be attacked. 

Before 1984, the Democratic Party has the opportunity to· " 
prepare a comprehensive plan for e1panding the markets of 
Americen commerce. Hiihly visible miaaiona ID key Third 
World cciunlriee-ied by Kennedy, Mondale, and other party 
ieadero--would signal ID voten that the party is working on 
plane for the domeatic 
economy · that are 
wbrtb volirig for. 

Let the Democratic 
Party come o¢ for ne-

. tionaI ~ a 
military draft but a aye­
tern with non-military 
'!nd military optionB for 
yooth"' - tho 00\ln· 

try. Reagan - this 
in favor of a more and 

"As taxes took more 
income of working 
people, Democrats · 
sank deeper into 
redistribution . 

·:i:, ;:= schemes." 
quality. 

.Complaining about tho plight of the poor is right and admira­
ble, but it does not add up ID a progi:am on tho gi;eat iaauea or for 
governing the 00\lntry. Rather than remainirJ mired in ita 
tncka, tho Democratic Party showd "8Ch for a new agenda, re­
gardieee of tho rortunee ol Ronald Reagan. Thon tho party is in·a 
position ID aeiect tho candidateo who can beat take the program 
ID voten, and implement it if returned ID power. 

The writer is a consultant in education and social 
policy. 
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drop atetemenl Tba Soviet h s · · h T h f L ? 
~:· inaom~h.i!!wi~r~ w y ave t ·e . rut or ast. 
Cecily -ljatlield reoolutio(l. 
He · · t ieadenbip haa takan a BOSTON-What a eeaaon it', been.for ,wan hja bitw aria ho called: "Tho time baa a:me ID An awful tot of the time our profiiea in cour: ited by their officea,·offioen and.ambitions. But 
deciai unilaterally a moral<>rium aongs, . stop this ..._.r He went on ID biaat a "preei- age are in retirement what a diaaatrou, ioes of freedom tiiis ia. 
on the of medium-range nuclear Fim.v,,, heanl.Adm. Hyman-Riclcdver ainging a dant and hie aooiea whoae belief in Hooverisrn haa Some of the reaaona are o~v.ioua ID ua by In a remarkable speech, Dwight Eisenhower 

· European part ol the .• dill"1n11t tune ill ho u!aced inl<> civilian life. Tho liindod them ID tho wntcbedneao and ID tho au!- now. Freedom comes only in tho aboence of once warned Americana about tho dangen of 
i' on ~ i"lJnifec\ Ste tea • who ,pent hie lifetime buildir\rJIP a nuclear · . firinii they are inllictq .. . • an anyone "other · ambition: Ir~ ......t ID aay wliat you thin'k tho military-indiiltrial complex. "The potential 
, "t--but, q Preildent apentadayinJanuary~italldown: than thoae . ,, fortunate .,...ii ID ineulate them- when _you don't ·want aizymore; don'.t want a ror the aieeitroua rise of misplaced power exista •. 

,. "lo& in" "Whatclifferancedoee1tmakeirwehava·l00 ,el_..,ineCOIJ]aateauitolermor.0 · vote,ajob,JlOW8r,popula(ity. . andwillJ10fluil,'/ heaaid. 
tege in nuclear -200 oubmarineo?" he croon Hia veraes "l!choed throuih" _a near\y , ernpty .Speakirig your owri lllllld ia, bl( definition, a ,But hilaaid lhil in·liia-farewall addrail. What 

· · Jwprwnteti ..... ifho were • • • · aolilaty axperience.11 doesn't fiteai!Y with the - ,·r,·t bad L--- hia ma" ··-·-· ad"--~,. What ,•rL 
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'1hal?,OUgo_aJong_~pl~~Dgc• .:._.;;.. .. :! •¥l~~~aj==t~?ai.armam.nt~ 
~ :deJ>lojllnellt t ~tlea1n_ ~~••,.-have a jloor aenae of.loyal , ~~ ~a;p.olicy and not bio perj;int ipplogyl A,, ,_, 

miau'!I· • In ft.ha , :• . 1tion. There II often.a genUelnan'a agree,o.'l'1'1"iai <~e,red, a swan oong oftehp~ ID,,n-•. , a.:·", .,,, ·. , ')hen, ent-in CongreaaeunctWrute Hoi,aeaand par- empty•~- ._. • _ · 
, a.raaladd,itij)ililt!Jreal.lD colnMarb,a _ p ucei a tiae!Dloveitorieaveil · · .. · , The poet Yeata once wrote, "We teate and 
ta alliae from , tiie United vania. Marb,ia memo oWlining what'& .wrq with tho, canpony · In f~ meet people who are planning ID stay feel and aee tho truth. We do not reaoon our-

coinpel ue.lD.teka retaliatory be\>luae·ol a · of!. :and tho booa. Thomemoia,of~a\teched toa feel constrained by Coan: the fear of expulaioh, eelvee inl<> il" But it's aaay ID reeaon ourselvea 
put tho otiier•,ide, including : stage, he offered a dramatic retraction oltlie vote, N1m1Mtion. One marriage pariller -ultimatei,ytallo the fear of making fuW, geaturae, the fear or outof il 
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of that fhraal admita no. 
is aaying that if the United 

go ahead witb nuclear mod­
Rueeia will retaliate by in­

weajJODI il l\ai,:targated on 
the United Ste* The use 

· o ogoua." nior«Wer, auggeat.4· 
er haa in mind ltibjecting 
menace of" inlenllediate­
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on\y if they we'? based in 

er the Kennedy admin- • 
' -miaeile criaia of 1~ and 

and Carter administrations in . 
United Stales haa exacted 

piadge not to place nuclear 
The Reagan administration 
an implicit threat ID that un-­
by. So there \Viii simply haV& . 

,meaning. . 
do ue that Moooow will once 

on uaing Cuba for nuclear 
thot of OOllrOO, ia,onlY half the 
I opportunity ia to uae the occa­
the arms conlrol nagotialiona 

'n of intermediate missil~ in 
area of interconlinenta1·weapona. 

uae of cempaign rhatoric about 
accord neaotiated by the Carter 

and partially becaUN of inter­
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tercontinental niisiil~ But the 
deal are obvioui. Tba United 

Ruaoiana toacrap their mae-
hueter&-the ss1a. eapecie!- . 

' country would cancel projecte 
ew weapona u lhe Bl bomber or . ... 
to Brezhnev would at that point 

The United ~telea would be out . 
control propceale. Ruaaia would 

'Hoolirt7!Roureft 

Tax 1lmp91ted Oii? NotJ.s:ense· 
· In tho \\'W ol -tumbling crude-oil pricea, tho other oil aourcea and a!tkauve fuela. . 

• 1ateet - being euminad by govemmerit o/- A $6- or $10-per-berral oil" import fee .not 
ficiali -and daboted in -corporate boardrooma io a on\y .ia unneceeaary to de-fang OPEC, but 
tax on oil .importe-maybe $6 .ID $10 a barrel woul4 revene the on\y vieible health,y eoonomic 
Thia .preaumabiy-would ,atimulate domeetic ou~ trand in the United Stefae-l"!'<lucecI inflation-
pul, encourage _.iion mt fuithor reduca · ~ ,praoewee alemin/ni in good part ftom 1-r 
dependence on importa, eapac;ial\y Crom OPEC . oil pri- For ilioee looking for an anti-OPEC 

It is a half-baked· idea lilied on faulty rea- ~eapon, a better atrategy ia ID fill the etrategic 
ooning. Mill<>n RU8141ll or Rqoorcea for the Fu- petroleum reaerve whila oil is ch:eap. 
lure _put it suc,cinctly: "The Idea that theae oil A,, eoonomiat Alan 'Greenape.n aays: "The , 
pricea going down ia bed for ua-ia perverae. • "trend ID reduced consumption is irrevenibie. 

Fear ia the baeic ralionale behird tho .proposal, Lower pricoe areli\ going to trigger a .masoive 
We are Wll"Dl!(I that lower oil pricea will revene the increa,e in fual consumption. Sure, there will be 

· healtll)' tnrid r/. the. put couple of yeam toward aome increaee [u pricea drop). And there will 
aharp\y reducad consumption; car buyen will go be some increaeae u ~ic recovery get, 
back ID . gas.guzz1.,.; wast,f\lI practicea will be under Wlljl, But we are ~ng • semi-permanent 
reoumed by indue!ry, tho seardi for allemalivea to ' reeponae (ID tho eerliar ~ jump in oil prices)." 
<ii wiII be olo,;ed ml dependence oo OPEX'.: will For, example,~ IIOfl\'going ID pull 
be incr.-1, rather than-weakened. · the ineulation out r/. thoii h<xaea if fuel" oil pricea 

-. None of tbeea reaaona. etendo up under close · go down. In induetry, G~pan adds, tho major 
11crutiny. OPEC',·inllueoca.oh oil pricea is alrea,;l.y raaearch-and-deveiopment effort launched . ID cut 

. on the way down, ill notorioue oil "weapon" die- fuelcor.umptioo coeta, boginiiing with tho fust oil 
' armed, thanb ID ite ·g,,,ed. which atimulat~f-con- ahock, ls leading to-!~ 

eervation and led ID diacovery and axpioitellon of . Ruaae!J . ~~ ~th t\reanspa:n. "People are 

~, . ~ .. ~ · ·· ,r' •.• -- -·-- . 

enaive. It ia pceaible--even like!Y. .I 
d be achieved tiue progreaa in 

level ol armament.I, and maklni 
arplace.· 

not dumb,• he aaid in an interview. He expecta. · 
them ,ID "aocept tho abort-term benefita• ol ooft 
oil pri- For example, they may opt thia sum­
mer fpr a croes-country trip inetead of nearby 
reaorta with cheaPtor pricee at the gae pump. 
But tho email car io liara ID stay (high aticket 
pricea and interaet ratea buttreea the traqd). · 
Miiniover, it's hard ID find gae-guizlara; .even 
larger cm IDday are ~iive\y fuel-efficient 

But the import-Qi! fee bocken have other 
motivationa. In ~ the propceal 11f!ecte a pe.n­
icky feeling ill tho domeatic energy induetry -
oil · and other fuel&-thet the ooaring .price joy­
rida thoy'veaajoyad"in the 19'708 is coming ID an 
end !Do Cul They fear it· jeopardi-zee invea~. 
r'nent.a in new energy venturea baaed on the ex~ 
pectetion of high-priced oil. It may w.u ,tall 
aome projecta (tliara already happening).But ao· 
Greez\llpe.n auggeata. thot could be a good thing, 
eaving the lnveet,>n and the nation "from con­
struction of a long eeriea of white alephanta." 
. Ruaoell lieliev.. that capitei inveamait deci­
.... ara 1-1 oo big-tann probabilities, which 

, down tho road otill point"' expnive energy, com-

pered ID tho 1900!. "Bui it may be that it', aco­
nomically wiae ID delay eome inveatmenta that in­
duetry thought would PIil' of! eerlier-end I think 
thot'a both p.iblio\y and privete\y wise.• 

When yoo get right down to i~ tho onl,y "bene­
fit" ri. an import cfuty would be the yield "' tho 
'1-..-iry r/. about $40 billion in ,_ ,l'OY811U81 ,· 
from the-import duty directJy, and from tho winl 

· fall profit, to on domeatic oil-which would be 
allowed ID rise'ID the duty-fattened import price. 

But tho cciats r/. such a benefit ID tho budpl : 
deficit would be enonnoua in other directiom. · 
Higher.oil pricea would haw a aerious inllatiooary 
impact. Becauae <ii ooeta would be higher here• . 
than in tho real ol the ""'id, one .rnon, noncom-• 
petitive element would be added ID American ex- , 
pcrta, already atrugling in world marketa. 

Wont of all, tho oil import fee would deliver 
a wholly unjuetified bonanza ID domestic oif 
producers wh088 profits would swell, even after . 
the windfall profita to. Such a multi-billion' 
dollar Jilt ID tho domeetic oil induelry would. 
fatten ita puree for an· additional burst of quea­
tionabie industrial teke6ven. 
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; :frotiC Tales' by_· JV" ew. Breed",ot Authors Raise Soviet ~yebrow~ 

MOSCOW' Only one person in Ivan Sbitnev's story fatuation is a wbnran in a neighboring col- die-aged village teacher secretly observing a against the czar while he succum~d to ·a 
The defenders of the moral purity of So- ~Hwite.rs" is interested in ~he farm . .He is ~ lective f81?11. · T~e gene~~ theme is one. of l0th-gr9:der as she undresses to take a dip in buxom temptr~, in a scene of passi~n that 

•1.G" ' • t h · new bone to ick with mspector from the regional Communist boy•gets-girl-but ohly · after overfulfillmg· a local river. matched Chuviljn s. 
~~jSOCie Y ~ve a . . P Party headquarters who 'is at ·a loss to figure w6r~ norms. Promiscuity does hot exist. The A young, aggressive woman named Olga The appearances of naked OlgllS, 
Yf ~ ger Russiiµi writ;~rs . . D~mg_ the past out .what is going on in the vil,lage where, in · systemr , promises ld've as reward (or solid · does a striptea,se in the pages of the jour:nal Veras and Lenas on the pages of 
~~fil<lor so they have mtroduced m popular the ~ml, things go from bad to worse. · . wod~. ·~' · Volga in front of · a group of her male and magazines 'in the course of the past :y, 
So~et fiction · oversexed women and dis- Another story in.the journal Neva is set in The traditional apprQ.ach is generally a. feq1ale friends. With her panties fmally off,, been criticized as a new, negative. tr 

:d their anatomy more explicitly than a _provincial town whe,re an agipg widower rule. in the maiit literary journals such as she defiantly cries, "Let's all take everything Soviet fiction. 
{ore, in a trend that threatens to take ai:riving from Moscow has a 0!1e-11ight af~air Novi Mir, .Oktya.or.• ~d ~as ~ovreme.~ik. off, evecyt?,ing. There's nothing to be The .authori~tive ~~~kly Lite't~naya 

Soviet reader "on the path of sin," in the with ~ 21-year-old woman~ . Nma. But ~ma But. smaller, !Provu~c1al. -literary Journals ashamed of. . Gazeui. focused its cr1t1c1sm excl vi Iy. on 
• . . loves· another man. The widower eventually have begun to give their readers a somewhat. In the magazme Ural, a character named "it" a reference to sex . descriptio · Critic 

W~tds 0f one <;ri~!C- returns home heartbroken, but not before .different diet . . 'Phe story •"Huntersi" for in- Chuvilin is about to make love to his gh;l- Se~gei Chuprinin studiously avoi ed the 
~i;@'ons1der, for. e)gllllple, the story about two · the narrative places him outside Nina's win- . · · " friend: "His heart was beating madly. There mention of the word sex. He did ot deal 

~ffig ":omen .pu~lis~_ed in the journal Mo- dow where he covertly watches hei: undress. Letter From Soviet Uniqn was his Vera, natural, hot, accessible, . his · with the fact that the enormous v ' e of 
Nma, who 1s smgle, take5. a new lover . t:'I>:) . • . " . •' Wt t- sweet Vera. She took o_ff her dress, then~- popular fiction is also a source of i forma-

k ~ om among a gro·up· of about 20 . · · · . , ·' •' . ., "' " 'It . • . hooked her bra. Two ripe breasts filled with t· b t han · 'al tt· - wee 1r · This may not seem a ·matter of great s1g- stance reveals th" sense of despair m the· • " f 1. b d b h' ion a ou c gmg soci mores a 1-
...iB •n '' , to , • 1 • te . · · , . . · • . . , . , ,.11 • • Juices o ife were are efore 1s dazed t d · 
o~g VI agers given seemmg Y unm r- mficance to a Westem ·reader, who can pick village, with no element of moral uphft. V · · ; 1 h h Ch u es. 

Q1l#',ed drinking. The. oth_er woman, ~ena, is up ~oks by H.arold ~obbins, . Erika Jong or About , a dozen other small journals in the !11!!' re=~~ed~ili~~i:d~ . _e~ _
8

" oes. u- 'Ybat young:r. writers . have ,~on with 
giam\ied but has an affair with a visitor to Judith Krantz m a neighborhood drugstore. course of the Iast,se.ar ,also have begun to• _ t~e1r rece1,1t W?tmg co~t1tutes ~ . ak _of 
.. -u-.,s~ . te S'b · 11 't· 1: · But in a country known for its prudish• . give their readers-a close look at the female t:'I>:) literary licentiousness, the criti(: srud. 
,,nt:tr· remo 1 er1an co ec ive 1arm. . . , . . . . . . . . "Th · I . · · th t th f famr h • d t f drunk · a d b • h ness and ambitions to create a new Soviet body, with erotic thoughts pushmg party- Then there 1s alm<>lit a heretwal note m a ere are c ear suspicions a e s es o 
~ll't¥.r. t El mi .. 8 

. 
0 _enness. ~ . e auc : man., se~i-explicit de~cription of_eroticisJll is m~ded?,ess ,into tJ1e bacJ_{g!ound. · . . . fictionalized account abou~ the 17th:centu~ . in.timate charac~er _in contempqrary_ prose 

e~-"\the narrative goes lnto considerable de a new thmg. _ · . · · The Journal Zv~zda, for mstance, printed a. peasant rebel Ivan Bolotmkov, published m will have a negative mfluence on publi mor- I 
-v~ about Lena's "shameless beauty" as she · Traditionally, Soviet fiction has been im- story in which the author places the heroine the journal Volga. It portrays the man re- · als and push gullible ·readers on to th path ' 
s_~s naked' before her lover. Meanwhile, hued with the,, sense .of party-niinde~ess naked in, front , 6f a mihor to analyze her garded as a major precursor of the Bol- 1 of sin." 
tlieteollective farm practically collapses. 8lld moral uplift. The Ql>Ject of a }lero's i.?·. . ~hysical be~uty. 'fhe Joornal -Oon h~ a mid- sheviks as having forgotten about his revolt · 

'..... • ~. ·.: ~ ~ • ; - . ' ~-· ,.., • - - • 9:.;,w:.... - .;. 
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' Set your sights on savings: every,M·dgnavox_ TV and VCR on sale. 
~ . . . " 

We've knocked 'down pri'ces on our ent~re_ ~cope of Magnavox TV's and VCR's. 
That means significant savings for' you ... qt this twice-yearly event. --

'I' .. ······· . · · ············· ..... 
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PRESERVATION COPY 

George F .• iWill 

F orge\the freeze · . . 
{J)~~ fJ -3/l~llJ.. 

"'--'-I not,e with regret, but not ainaztmant, that -~ For. example, . ti tr• Would prohibit new 
those who ate ad~ a mutual U.S.•Soviet SLBMs but not: ntW att.aok submarines that 
"freeze" of nuclear 'anenala are not lib Albert hunt SL.BM 1ubmatliiet..._These could eventu-
Einstein, who said: "Emything should be ally-gfve1the .Sovfet.&ca :wtabilizing capability 
made as simple aa: possible, but not simpler." fol' deetroyinlJ the U.S,.based deterrent. 
Simplicity make& tne tie8l!8 proposal politically A freeze wou1d.ldll:•-B1 bomber, but would 
attractive, and irreaponaiblf. · . not inhibit the air~ b, which the Sovie~ 

In the 1970s, while the Sovieta raced ahead, degrade. the .-tftectivtnfll: of America's ancient 
America unilateranv practiced a aemi-freeze. It B52', To t.ry to'~ ashadow of this l11g 
deployed multiple'warbeads.(MIRVs) on some of the atrataclo trlad, -.America would have to 
existing mislllee, but deployed not a U!)lle new , . apend heavily. The B52's ~eecape time" (the time • 
ICBM. Ameiica deplo,ed not a ain,l& new sub- · · it t.akN ro get otn-of tanp,·of nuclear effects from 

· marine-launched . ballia- ihCO!Dml :mtaellea) 11.Jnffrior to· the Bl's and­
tic missile (SLBM) in · inJdequa1:e to the threat-el'Soviet SLBMs off the 
the 1970a. .U.S. coeat.·'l'hmfme, '.8528 would have to be re-

Applied to · intermedi- built for better. eecape capability and would have , 
ate-range missiles in Eu- t.o be more dispersed (8628 can use fewer airfields 
rope, the freeze propoeal than Bls, 10 airfield modernizations would be 

. is the Soviet negotiating nec:eeeary) at prohibitive cost. . · . 
. J?<!Sition: accept the Sovi- The budgetary impact of a freeze would be 

et's 300 88208 and.per- modeet. Strategic p~a-weapons, com-
mit no comparable U.S. mand, ,control, comm~tlona-acc9unt for 
miBBiles. Furthermore,, if just 15 percent of the defense budget. The 
their general' superiority freeze would prevent softle procurements; but 
in offensive systems were would majce other spending necessary to 
secured by a freeze, the ameliorate the freeze'• deetabllizing effects. 
Soviets could further re- (The freeze proJ)osal makes it timely to note 
fine their ttestabilizing that some aapectl of: existing arms-control 
counter-force capabil- agreements are destabillilng, The ban on mis.• 
ities. ,, sile defenses (~Ms) Is one example. Another is 

I_ 

the ban on new silos. Thie prevents, for exam­
ple, deploying anylof our permitted number of 
ICBMs on the south sides of mesas. Given the 
inherent limits on ballistic missile trajectories, 
such basing would 'make America's land-based 
detenent more survivable, and the world safer.) 

The proposed freeze would extend to "test­
ing, production and further deployment of nu­
clear warheads, missiles and other delivery sys- · 
terns." But proponents cannot explain how they . 
wiUprovide for verification of, say, a freeze pro­
hibiting improved yields of warheads, or im­
proved throw-weights of missiles, or even new 
missiles. How, for example, will they verify 
whether new Soviet cruise mieslles are nuclear­
armed? Such verification is beyond the capabil­
ity of -our • national technical means, and the 
Soviets will not permit the necessary on-site in-
spection. . , . 

The freeze proposal illustrates the· dangerous 
asymmetry inherent in U.S.-Soviet arms negotia­
tions. Such seductively simple panaceas pander to 
the widespread c:lesire to believe that there can be 

. an easy, cheap escape from the danglfS posed by 
modem physics ,and the modem Soviet state. In 
the only superpower where public opinion mat­
ters, the freeze proposal will undennine support 
for modernization of strategic weapons. The argu­
ment will be: any new U.S. program will "pro­
voke" the Soviets to reject a freeze. 

, - ' ...... 
· But 'the Soviets are serious about arms limi..; 

tationa only when America's ongoing programs. 
compel Soviet seriousness. The Soviets re­
jected the idea of limits on defensive systems. 
.... until.the Nixon administration won congres­
sional approval for ABMs. Then the Soviets 
reversed. themselves. However, the fact that 
congressional support for the ABM :ll'was so 
fragile (a one-vote margin in the Senate) en­
couraged the Nixon administration to accept a, ' 
destabilizing result in _SALT I~ a temp«:>rer,: 
(five-year) and . ineffective restraint on offen-­
sive systems, but, effectively, a ban in perpe-­
-tuity on ABMs. _ . : . 

Proponents of a freeze advertise it 'as a firat 
step toward President Reagan's more ~bitious .. 
goal of reductions in force levels. ~ut were the­
Soviets to agree to a freeze1 it would remove the 
only incentive-ongoing U.S. r,rograme-for 
the Soviets to negotiate reductions. · · 

The freeze / proposal is popular with msny­
who supported, and served in, the previous ad 
ministration. That administration wasted four. 
precious years killing and retarding U.S. strate- . · 
gic_programs, and---not coincid_imtally-negoti­
ating arms control agreements' so imbalanced 
and porous. that a Democratic-controlled Sen-· 
ate would not ratify them. The freeze proposal 
is another ~xample of posturing and w891Jed­
motiott that the world can ill afford: .• · ; 
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Q: What is your view on proposals for a nuclear freeze? 

A: No one is more determined than I to avoid the horror of 

nuclear war. That is why I have insisted upon the need for 

real reductions in the level of nuclear arms, on both sides, and 

on agreements which are equitable and verifiable. 

I support agreements on nuclear weapons at equal and 

substantially reduced levels. We can achieve such agreements, 

which will enhance our security and that of the Soviet Union. 

To do so, however, we must give the Soviet Union an incentive 

for arms control. We must ensure Soviet recognition that the 

U.S. will maintain the balance, through arms reductions if 

possible, through modernization of our forces if we must. 

As I have before stated, I oppose a freeze on nuclear 

weapons. Such a freeze would reward a decade of unilateral 

Soviet buildup, while penalizing the U.S for a decade of unilateral 

restraint. It would perpetuate a dangerously unstable and unequal 

strategic balance. As currently proposed, such a freeze would 

be impossible to verify, thus having us base American security 

on trust of the Soviet Union. We have to do better. 

Q: What is your reaction to the Resolution introduced today 
in the Conqress in favor of a freeze at equal, substantially 
reduced levels? 

A: I am pleased that this distinguished group of legislators 

has introduced a Resolution which recognizes the need for 

substantial reductions, leading to equal levels. 


