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Some misunderstanding has arisen regarding my response 

to President Brezhnev's recent proposal for a moratorium on 

nuclear missiles. While I welcome any overture by the Soviets 

suggesting a reduction to the threat of nuclear destruction, 

I do not believe his proposal went far enough. 

It would leave the Soviet Union in a dangerous position 

of nuclear superiority by most measures while doing nothing 

to reduce the excessive level of nuclear warheads now in 

place. It would also be unverifiable. 

My abiding goal is to reverse the uncivilized trend 

toward ever higher levels of nuclear weapons. At the same 

time history has proven that we cannot afford, in today's 

world, to act alone. We have tried that on several occasions 

in the past, only to witness an acceleration of Soviet programs. 

We can however by sensible, mutual agreement substantially 

reduce the numbers. I will wholeheartedly support and work 

for significant, verifiable reductions and an equitable 

balance. 

Today the Soviets have 900 nuclear warheads mounted on 

300 new intermediate-range missiles capable of reaching all 

of Western Europe, North Africa and the Middle East. NATO has 

no corresponding system able to strike the Soviet Union. 

To maintain effective dete rrence, our NATO allies in 1979 

proposed the deployment of cruise missiles and the Pershing II 

starting next year. 
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Last November I proposed that we forego that deployment 

in exchange for Soviet agreement to dismantle their intermediate 

range systems already in place. Our representatives in Geneva 

have tabled a draft treaty to this effect. 

Here at home we are making plans for talks with the Soviet 

Union aimed at a substantial reduction of long-range strategic 

nuclear systems both here and in the Soviet Union. I am 

absolutely committed to this goal. If the Soviets will enter 

these talks with a corresponding commitment, we can achieve 

an equitable, verifiable agreement at reduced levels. 

If the Soviets will cooperate in such an undertaking, 

we just might bring about an advance in civilized discourse 

among nations. 



Ton ignt I ~ant to touch briefly o n o ur continuing efforts t o 
l 

e nhanc e ~h~ prospects for world peac e through meaningfu l r e duc tion s 

in the levels of nuclear arms. 

We are living in an age when man has conceived the means of his 

own destruction. If we misuse it, modern technology, which has bettered 

the lives of millions, could destroy modern civilization as we know it. 

Since the discovery of 

~~d States has been 

~ clear catastrophe. 

&,fri&e; ~ 
nuclear weap~ons, the supreme interest of the 

to ~¥o ~d the of ~ er nuclear blackmail 

= ence and ~ trol have become essential 

and inseparable parts of American national security policy. The success 

of such a policy will mean not only the reduction of danger but also the 

release of resources so necessary for the alleviation of poverty and 

other social ills plaging modern society on a global scale. 

Last November I laid out the basic objectives of American arms 

control policy. I stressed our commitment to negotiate in good faith 

the reduction of both nuclear and conventional arms. I made a specific 

proposal to eliminate entirely two types of new US missiles about which 

the Soviet Union has expressed concern, if the Soviet Union would eliminate 

its missiles of similar type. 

We remain committed to these objectives. In Geneva we have 

put forward the text of a treaty with the Soviet Union 

which embodies the proposals on intermediate range missiles I 

made on November 18. In Vienna we are negotiating, along side 

~ our Allies, on reductions on non-nuclear forces in Europe. 

Here in Washington, we are completing our preparations to begin 

negotiations with the Soviet Union on strategic weapons aimed at 

achieving substantial reductions in nuclear arms to levels that 

.. . 

-
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are equal and verifiable. 

I share the sense of urgency expressed by many in this 

country and abroad that we move ahead in these ·areas. Is 

there nothing we can do to reduce the danger to civilization? 

Yes, there is, provided that we achieve sensible, mutual agree­

ment with the Soviet Union .to reduce these monstrous arsenals. 

I will work wholeheartedly to ·achieve an equitable and verifi­

able balance at much lower levels. N~gotiations with the Soviet 

Union must be carefully prepared if they are to produce results 

worthy of the support of the American people, approval by the 

American Congress and acceptance by the international community. 

We do not want to repeat past mistakes. We do not want an arms 

control process that sends hopes soaring only to end in dashed 

expectations. 

Last week a distinguished group of Senators and Congressmen 

submitted resolutions in the Senate and the Hous·e calling for 

sharp reductions of US and Soviet nuclear weapons to equal 

force levels. These are essential elements of truly effective 
~ ~ 6,.,· ◄ L6)+>._, ~ ,tZ:,ci~~ 

~~ ~1P~~ ~~ r· 
The concerns of ·those who support a freeze on nuclear weapons 

are also my cony . ~ut a freeze is~ od enough. A freeze 
; ,=-- --~ua ;..;-N r current e-h cwns~ would perpetuate an unstable and 

unequal strategic balance. Perhaps more importantly, a freeze 

would foreclose the possibility of negotiated reductions 

because it would remove any incentive for the Soviets to negotiate 

We must be honest with ourselves. The only circum-

,. 
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stances in which the Soviets are prepared to negotiate 

seriously is when the West shows it is prepared to respond 

to the Soviet military buildup. Finally, a freeze would . be 

virtually impossible to verify forcing us to rely for our 

security on trust in the Soviet Union. 

We must do better. This is why I have and will continue 

to put forward realistic proposals for arms _ control agreements 

on nuclear and conventional forces , Suc~ 73;\~ments will 
,,,. ~ e,'\.- - -

reduce the risk of war,Alower the level of armaments, and 

enhance global security. We can accept no less. 

American national security policy is based on enduring 

principles. American leaders have long understood that the 

objective of our defense ·efforts must be to promote peace, 

deter conflict, and reduce the risk of war. For over a third 

of a century we and our Allies have preserved the peace 

through a strategy of deterrence. The essence of this strategy 

is to prevent war by presenting the would-be aggressor with 

risks that far exceed any conceivable gain. 

1 
AO~ \b .. J Together with our Allies in the Atlantic Alliance, every 

,•~~President in the post-war period has followed this deterrent ' 

~ strategy. It has earned the overwhelming bipartisan support 

of the Congress and the country at large. Through our defense 

efforts we must maintain the military balance upon which peace 

dep~nds. Through arms control we must seek to reinforce this 

equilibrium and shift it to lower levels of effort and risk. 

This will ·be my policy in the days ahead. 
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Tonigh t I want to tol}Sh brie: ly on our continuing efforts to 

enhance the p rospects for world peace through meaningful reductions 

in the levels of nuclear arms. 

We are living in an age when man has conceived the means of his 

own destruction. If we misuse it, modern technology, which has bettered 

the lives of millions, could destroy modern civilization as we know it. 

Since the discovery of nuclear weapons, the supreme interest of the 
ck~ -~l (:,.,,,,, 

United States has been to ,~a-.i:d the - me of either nuclear blackmail 
l ...v- C.C.., t.. 

or nuclear Ga1sasl iipltf=. Deterrence and arms control have become essential 

and inseparable parts of American national security policy. The success 

of such a policy will mean not only the reduction of danger but also the 

release of resources so necessary for the alleviation of poverty and 

other social ills plaging modern society on a global scale . 
.......... :;--: -

Last November I laid out the basic objectives of American arms 

control policy. I stressed our commitment to negotiate in good faith 

the reduction of both nuclear and conventional arms. I made a specific 

proposal to eliminate entirely two types of new US missiles about which 

the Soviet Union has expressed concern, if the Soviet Union would eliminate 

its missiles of similar type. 

We remain committed to these objectives. In Geneva we have 

put forward the text of a treaty with the Soviet Union 

which embodies the proposals on intermediate range missiles I 

made on -November 18. In Vienna we are negotiating, along side 

of our Allies, on reductions on non-nuclear forces in Europe. 

Here in Washington, we are completing our preparations to begin 

negotiations with the Sovi~t Union on strategic weapons aimed at 

achieving substantial reductions in nuclear arms to levels that 

• 
' . 
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are equal and verifiable. 

I share the sense of urgency expressed by many in this 

country and abroad that we move ahead in these ·areas. Is 

there nothing we can do to reduce the danger to civilization? 

Yes, there is, provided that we achieve sensible, mutual agree­

ment with the Soviet Union .to reduce these monstrous arsenals. 

I will work wholeheartedly to -achieve an equitable and verifi­

able balance at much lower levels. N~gotiations with the Soviet 

Union must be carefully prepared if they are to produce results 

worthy of the support of the American people, approval by the 

American Congress and acceptance by the international community. 

We do not want to repeat past mistakes. We do not want an arms 

control process that sends hopes soaring only to end in dashed 

expectations. 

Last week a distinguished group of Senators and Congressmen 

submitted resolutions in the Senate and the Hous·e calling for 

sharp reductions of US and Soviet nuclear weapons to equal 

force levels. These are essential elements of truly effective 
~ •a...,,..f;, L,,c. t,& "-...,_ f t 

arms cont:..~lana have rny suppo~t. / .~ ~y> n~ St..._ }AF ,fL 7 

The concerns of ·those who support a freeze 

*~~ 
nuclear weapons 

are ~lso my concern. 
c-c + e,..,,., vl..C.-.,._ + _(r. t l<J 

But a freeze _is not good ~nough. · A freeze 

uwier currcRt circumstances would perpetuate an unstable and 

unequal strategic balance. Perhaps more importantly, a freeze 

would foreclose the possibility of negotiated reductions 

because it would remove any incentive for the Soviets to negotiate 

seriously. We must be honest with ourselves. The only circurn-

. 
'• 
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stances in which the Soviets are prepared to negotiate 

seriously is when the West shows it is prepared to respond 

to the Soviet military buildup. Finally, a freeze would _be 

virtually impossible to verify forcing us to rely for our 

security on trust in the Soviet Union. 

We must do better. This is why I have and will continue 

to put forward realistic proposals for arms control agreements 

on nuclear and conventional forces. Such agreements will 

reduce the risk of war, lower the level of armaments, and 

enhance global security. We can accept no less. 

American national security policy is based on enduring 

principles. American leaders have long understood that the 

objective of our defense efforts must be ~o promote peace, 
~ .... ~ n M,1--&-~ 

deter conflict, and reduce the risk ofAwar For over a third 

of a century we and our Allies have preserved the peace 

through a strategy of deterrence. The essence of this strategy 

is to prevent war by presenting the would-be aggressor with 

risks that far exceed any conceivable gain. 

Together with our Allies in the Atlantic Alliance, every 

President in the post-war period has followed this deterrent = 

strategy. It has earned the overwhelming bipartisan support 

o f the Congr ess and the country at large. Through our defense 

efforts we must maintain the military balance upon which peace 

dep~nds. Through arms control we must seek to reinforce this 

equilibrium and shift it to lower levels of effort and risk. 

This will ·be my policy in the days ahead. 
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OPENING REMARKS FOR DRAFTING SESSION ON "THE FREEZE" 

I APPRECIATE YOUR COMING. 

OUR PURPOSE IS TO PREPARE AN OPENING STATEMENT FOR 'RE PRESIDENT TO USE AT 
THE COMMENCEMENT OF HIS PRESS CONFERENCE TO DEAL WITH CALLS FOR A NUCLEAR 
FREEZE--WHETHER BY HATFIELD-KENNEDY, JACKSON-WARNER OR OTHERS. 

THE PRESIDENT HAS REVIEWED YOUR INPUT PROVIDED OVER THE COURSE OF RECENT 
WEEKS. 

HE HAS ABSORBED IT. 

--HE UNDERSTANDS THE FALLACY OF ADOPTING THE TERM FREEZE. 

--HE UNDERSTANDS THE TRAP REPRESEN1ED BY FREEZING THE CURRENT IMBALANCE 
AS PROPOSED BY KENNEDY-HATFIELD. 

--HE UNDERSTANDS HOW IT REMOVES ANY INCENTIVE FOR EFFECTIVE NEGOTIATIONS 

--HE ALSO UNDERSTANDS HOW IT IS VIRTUALLY UNVERIFIABLE. 

THERE IS, HOWEVER, ONE POINT WHlCH :BiiS BEEN MISSING FROM YOUR INDIVIDUAL 
INPUTS, THIS IS THE INFUSION OF CONCERN FOR THE EFFECTS OF NUCLEAR WAR. 
SPECIFICALLY, THE PRESIDENT MUST BE SEEN AS CONCERNED FOR THE HUMANITARIAN 
DIMENSION OF THE ISSUE, HE MUST COUNTER THE IMAGE OF BEING A WAR-MONGER. 

THE PRESIDENT HAS SPENT THREE DAYS IN PERSONAL DRAFTING. HE HAS HAD THE 
BENEFIT OF CAP's AL's AND GENE's WRITTEN PROPOSALS. 

THIS MORNING HE PROVIDED ME HIS FINAL VERSION WHICH STRESSED THIS 
HUMANITARIAN DIMENSION. 

HE ASKED THAT WE EXPAND THIS ELEMENT EVEN FURTHER. 

ON SUBSTANCE, HE IS PERSUADED THAT WE MUST SUPPORT THE POSITIVE ELEMENTS OF 
THE JACKSON-WARNER RESOLUTION. SPECIFICALLY HE BELIEVES WE MUST SUPPORT 
THE CALL IN IT FOR REDUCTIONS. HE ACCEPTS THAT WE CANNOT: 

--CALL FOR A FREEZE IN ANY RESPECT OR 

--CALL FOR THE ULTIMATE ELIMINATION OF ALL NUCLEAR WEAPONS. 

THIS THEN IS OUR GUIDANCE. I HAVE ASKED AL HAIG TO PREPARE A WORKING DRAFT 
AND WOULD LIKE TO TURN TO AL NOW SO THAT WE CAN PROCEED. 

WE MUST SEND A DRAFT TO THE PRESIDENT THIS EVENING. 

11 
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FOREIGN POLICY QUESTIONS 

Arms Control 

1. Over 70% of the American people say they want a freeze on the 
nuclear arms race. Political leaders of both parties, nucle 
experts and leading editorial writers are also endorsing the 
concept. Are you in favor of a freeze now? Would you favor 
freeze after further negotiations? Or do you totally oppose 
the idea? 

2. Do you believe that the United States has enough 
to defend itself against a Soviet attack? 

\~ l/r? 
• 

Follow-up: Well, if that is so, w 
can't we just freeze the arms rac 

military p wer 

j 

/ 
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4. Whatever happened to the idea of linkage? You said many times 
that as long as the Soviets were misbehaving in Afghanistan 
and Poland, we could not do business as usual with them. Now 
you seem hell bent to get to the bargaining table. Are you 
just caving in to the latest public opinion polls? 

Follow-up #1: How do you expect to bring progress in Poland 
and Afghanistan if you now tell the Russians, Let's get back 
to the bargaining table and be friends again. Aren't these 
inconsistent? 

Follow-up #2: Let's come at the issue another way. You are now 
pursuing serious economic sanctions against the Soviets in order 
to tighten the screws on Poland and Afghanistan. Do you really 
think this will create a suitable atmosphere for nuclear arms 
talks with the Soviets? 

6. Has there been any progress on INF at Geneva? 

}3/ 



7. Have you decided yet what Brezhnev meant when he threatened 
to move Soviet missiles closer to the U.S.? Did he mean Cuba? 
What would your reaction be to that? 

8. Why not meet with Brezhnev now? 

9. What's happened to closing the "window of vulnerability" given 
the Senate setback to your MX plan? 

10. Goldwater ways Soviets don't want war -- do you agree? 

11. Brezhnev illness outlook? What if he died? 



Central America 

1. A year ago Robert D'Aubbisson was denied a visa to the U.S. 
because his presence was judged "prejudicial to the U.S. 
interest." The former U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador called 
him a "pathological killer." Can you continue to provide 
U.S. support -- or will Congress let you -- if he is the 
leader of the new interim government or the power behind the 
throne? What if Duarte is shunted aside by a right wing 
coalition? 

2. Are you now prepared to support negotiations between the 
government of El Salvador and the rebels? 

3. In view of General Walters' recent talks with Castro, what 
negotiations are going on between the U.S. and Cuba? 

4. The Soviets have apparently violated the 1962 understandings 
yet again with the shipment of MIG 23's to Cuba. Your 
Administration has spoken time and again on the Cuban problem. 
What are you doing about it and going to do about it? 



5. When will the U.S.-Nicaragua talks arranged by Mexico begin? 
Are you prepared to pledge that the U.S. will not seek to 
destabilize the Nicaraguan Government? 

6. If you are so enthusiastic about the elections in El Salvador, 
why the benigh, "no comment" position on the coup in Guatemala? 
What are the implications of that coup for U.S. policy? 

Mideast 

1. Many observers believe the Israelis are planning to annex the 
West Bank. What would your reaction be to such an action? 

2. Is there any real hope for the Camp David process when Mubarek 
won't go to Jerusalem, when the West Bank is filled with 
violence, when the autonomy talks seem to be stalled? Isn't 
a new U.S. initiative essential? 



3. Wouldn't there be more progress in the Mideast if Begin 
were out of power? 

Poland 

l. There seems to be little improvement in the situation in 
Poland. When will you take the actions you said would be 
forthcoming if the situation failed to improve? Why not 
declare Poland in default? 

2. Why has the Administration apparently given up on the pipeline? 
What did the Buckley Mission accomplish? 

3. What have so-called allies done to help us on Poland? How long 
can U.S. taxpayers pick up the bill for defending Europe when 
the allies fail to aG.t -~ore decisively on such a key issue as 
Poland? 



China 

1. Are you prepared to risk the U.S./Peking strategic relationship 
over a spare parts sale to Taiwan? 



to President Brezhnev's recent proposal for a moratorium on nuclear 

missiles. While I welcome any overture by the Soviets suggesting _ 

a reduction to the threat of nuclear destruction, ·"';l; ; elo iih 1,. J j -~ ive 

his propo ~ ~tf'rar enoug~. 

It would leave the Soviet Union in a dangerous position of 
tx-~· 

nuclear superiority while do~ nothing to lessen the danger inherent 

in the tens of thousands of nuclear warheads now in place. 

Earlier in this centuri the civi~ized world abided by :rtiles 

of warfare that protected civilian populations from attack. Then 

· came World War II and the barbarious co~cepts of "total war"; 

a repudiation of civilization itself. ·No~ .in the· name of national 

security military strategy is -based on : th~ ability to incinerate 

by the millions, men, wom~n, children.--~ ,the_ .non-combatants of the 

world. 

Are we · incapable of returning to that earlier level of 

civilization we had o.nce achieved? (N-9- B-e.tion can . afford, i ;, 11 o:l:21:y-' s I 
- v?~;.l .d, to uni la be:: +1-ly g I ,re taf· such .,eapcrf'l.s.) * We can h@w.e.v.er · 

."5~ .. u,: ... , .• • . . . - - · ~ - . •- .. . - - - . • .... ....-......lt--..i -.· : . . ; . . . ..__~~ ~----=-~_____.-
. PY. _seT)._~~ble, mutual agreement substantially reduce -~ in number. 

·. , ~ . .. : , ~•-~•-;.;...,.~ r 1 -- ,._ ~ , . . · • • ..-J • .,. .-, •• n_ .,_ r.:- ~. • -~ -~- ..... ~ .;-.~~ c:....._ ~..:..:c.>,,. .... ~ ,...,.---.. _J:;,_..._ ~-• I _,._.,N,J>,P"""" ~ ~ r -. .._,-.A.~# 

I will wholeheartedly support and work for this to achieve a 
•' • , • •' • I I : • • • • • • 

_.:- .- · .· verifiable rfiiltcil1:H~tie-rF?-:::@ :jilfl equitable balanceP:-~ ~~-,>..~. 
'•'.'. ··iv~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~' 

Today on the Western European front the Soviets have 900 

nuclear warheads mounted on 300 i~ter~ediate-range missiles.. ~s,e 

.-:e capable of reaching all of ·we'st~in Europe, North Africa arid 
. o,.._.,,__ . .. • ~..1-J)..J. ~o... ~?;:. ~ ~ -
tn Middle East. .i..rz,~wa are ui ding nuclear weapons ·requested 

-c;...~~ 
by our European Allies to be deployed in Western Europe~ .. 

c..... deterrent. 
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Last November I proposedYfhe total elimination of these 

weapons - - ours and theirs. Our representatives are in Geneva 

trying to negotiate such an agreement . 

Here at home we are making plans for talks with the Soviet 

Union aimed at a substantial reduction of long- range strategic 

nuclear missiles both here and in the Soviet Union . If this can 

be achieved there must be mutual verification so as to eliminate 

suspicion and doubt . 

If the Soviets will cooperate in such an undertaking we 

just might bring the world to an advance in civilization. 

~ ~ h--~ c,..__ ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ --~ ~~ ~ 
~~-~,w~~-~ ~~ 
~°'-~ ~~ ~~ ~ .. 

;-I 



NUCLEAR ARMS OPENING STATEMENT 

(NSC/Bakshian) 
March 30, 1982 
9:10 p.m. 

blindly into tragic global wars that inflicted untold suffering 

on millions of innocent people. I share the determination of 

today's young people that' such a tragedy -- which would be 

rendered even more terrible· by the montrous, inhumane weapons 

in the world's nuclear arsenals -- must never happen again. 

My goal is to reduce nuclear weapons dramatically, and to 

do so in a way that will assure lasting peace and security. 
' ' 

But protecting peace and~'. security requires more than ,,ii:' 
~,_,~,,T:"' J~r"'"'/OUJ' 
vague vi:!!!ion. We must move forward with c-a;r:Qfully thought-mit 

proposals that are--verifiable and will work. 
I~ ~nt?t/9. 

That is what we are doing~ Last November I laid out the 

basic objectives of American arms control policy. I stressed our 

commitment to negotiate in good faith the reduction of both 

nuclear and conventional arms. I made a specific proposal to 

eliminate entirely intermediate range missiles in Europe. 

--C- . . d -/f u- 9iJ'-
0 

Cl I. "'1wi· remain comrni tte to t"cse 6-LJ ectivec. In Geneva we 

~~ve put forward the text of a treaty with the Soviet Union 

which embodies the proposals on intermediate range missiles I 

made on November 18th. In Vienna, along with our allies, we 

are negotiating reductions of non-nuclear forces in Europe. 
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Here in Washington, we are completing preparations for talks 

with the Soviet Union on strategic weapons reductions. I hope 

those negotiations can begin this summer. 

We know all too well from past experience that negotiations 

with the Soviet Union must be carefully prepared if they are 

to produce worthy results. We cannot afford to repeat past 

mistakes, to hastily arrive at an arms control process that 

send end in dashed expectations. 

Last week a distinguished group of Senators and Congress­

men submitted resolutions to the Senate and House calling for 

major, verifiable reductions of U.S. and Soviet nuclear 

weapons to equal force levels. This is an important move in 

the right direction, and these points are essential elements 
' ' 

of a truly effective arms co~'trol agreement -- elements which 

are consistent with~ views gf this Administration I 

commend Senators Jackson and Warner and all those who joined 

with them in this important initiative. 

I also understand the concern of those who call for a freeze 

·of nuclear weapons. But a thorough examination of proposals 

to freeze nuclear forces at present levels has convinced me 

that they simply do not go far enough and are not fair enough. 

A freeze under current conditions would perpetuate an 

unstable and unequal strategic balance. It would do nothing 

to reduce the danger inherent in the thousands of nuclear 

warheads now in place. Most importantly, a freeze would vir­

tually wipe out the possibility of negotiating any new reductions 
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in nuclear weapons since the Soviets would have no incentiv7' 

whatsoever to bargain seriously. 

We must be honest with ourselves. The Soviets have only 

been prepared to negotiate _seriously when the West showed that 

it was prepared to respond to a Soviet military buildup if 

necessary. A freeze on the current status quo would eliminate 

this indispensible Soviet incentive. Finally, a freeze would 

be virtually impossible to verify; our security would have to 

rely on the word of the Soviet Union alone. 

We must do better than that. This is why I have and will 

continue to put forward realistic arms control agreements on 

nuclear and conventional forces. I want an agreement on strategic 

nuclear weapons that reduces th~ risk of war, lowers the level of 

armaments, and enhances glob~1 security. We can accept no 
~ , . . 

less. 

America's national security policy is based on enduring 

principles. Our leaders and our allies have long understood 

that the objective of our defense efforts has always been to 

deter conflict and reduce the risk of war, conventional or 

nuclear. For over a third of a century we and our allies have 

preserved the peace through a $trategy of deterrence. In 

plain words, this has meant preventing war by presenting the 

other side with risks that far exceed any conceivable gain he 

could make by attacking. 

Together with our partners in the Atlantic Alliance, every 

Pres i dent in the post-war period has followed this strategy --
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and it has worked. It has earned the overwhelming bipartisan 

support of the Congress and the country at large, and it has 

kept world peace. 

I intend to hold true to this tested policy for peace: 

first, by maintaining a military balance that will deter 

aggression and foster peace and, secondly, by negotiating in 

good faith to lower the level of armaments so that the risk of 

war is further diminished and both the free peoples of the west 

and those who live under the Soviet system can turn more of 

their resources to building a better, more abundant life for 

their people. h?~4 
This wii1 be my policy in the days- ahead. 

Yesterday, with the successful completion of the Columbia 

. . ' ' Space Shuttle's latest m1ss10~, we were all reminded of the 

great things the human race can achieve when it harnesses 

its best minds ancl efforts to a positive goal. Both the United 

States and the Soviet Union have written proud chapters in~the 
I 

peaceful exploration of outer space. 

I invite the Soviet Union to join with us now to substan­

tially reduce nuclear weapons and make an · important breakthrough 
. <>, I•) 

for lasting peace on earth. 



j 
OPTION Jr 

NSC/ 
March 31, 1982 
5:00 p.m. 

NUCLEAR ARMS OPENING STATEMENT 

I think it would be timely to discuss our plans and our 

continuing efforts to enhance the prospect for world peace 

through arms control. Twice in my lifetime I have seen the 

world plunged blindly into global wars that inflicted untold 

suffering upon millions of innocent people. I share the deter­

mination of today's young people that such a tragedy -- which 

would be rendered even more terrible by the monstrous, inhumane 

weapons in the world's nuclear arsenals -- must never happen again. 

While I welcome any overture by the Soviets which suggests 

reducing the threat of nuclear destruction, Mr. Brezhnev's pro­

posal just doesn't go far enough. It would do nothing to lessen 

the danger inherent in the thousands of nuclear warheads now in 

place and it would leave the Soviet Union in a dangerous position 

of nuclear advantage. The only acceptable goal if we are to truly 

have peace and security is a substantial reduction in the number 

of nuclear weapons now in place. 

Last November, I stressed our commitment to negotiate in 

good faith for the reduction of both nuclear and conventional arms . 

I made a specific proposal to eliminate entirely intermediate 

range missiles . 

We remain committed to these goals: 

In Geneva we have proposed a treaty with the Soviet 

Union which embodies our proposals. 

In Vienna, along with our allies, we are negotiating 

reductions of conventional forces in Europe. 
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Here in Washington, we are completing preparations 

for talks with the Soviets on strategic weapons 

reduc/ tions. 

We know all too well from past experience that negotiations 

with the Soviet Union must be carefully prepared. We cannot 

afford to repeat past mistakes, to arrive hastily at an arms 

control process that sends hopes soaring only to end in dashed 

expectations. 

Last week a distinguished group of Senators and Congressmen 

submitted resolutions to the Senate and House calling for major, 

verifiable reductions of U.S. and Soviet nuclear weapons to 

equal force levels. This is an important move in the right 

direction, and these points are essential elements of a truly 

effective arms control agreement -- elements which are consistent 

with the views of this Administration. I commend Senators Jackson 

and Warner and all those who joined with them in this important 

initiative. 

I have and I will continue to seek realistic arms control 

agreements on nuclear and conventional forces. I want an agree­

ment on strategic nuclear weapons that reduces the risk of war, 

lowers the level of armaments, and enhances global security. 

We can accept no less. 

America's national security policy is based on enduring 

principles. Our leaders and our allies have long understood that 

the objective of our defense efforts has always been to deter 

conflict and reduce the risk of war, conventional or nuclear. 

Together with our partners in the Atlantic Alliance, every 

President in the postwar period has followed this strategy 

and it has worked. It has earned the overwhelming bipartisan 
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support of the Congress and the country at large, and it has 

kept world peace. 

Yesterday, with the successful completion of the Columbia 

Space Shuttle's latest mission, we were all reminded of the great 

things the human race can achieve when it harnesses its best 

minds and efforts to a positive goal~ Both the United States 

and the Soviet Union have wri.tte_n proud chapters in the peaceful 

exploration of outer space. 

I invite the Soviet Uni.on to join with us now to substantially 

reduce nuclear weapons and make an important breakthrough for 

lasting peace on earth. 

I believe the people of the world want a return to civilized 

behavior. Most of all they want peace~ So do I. There have been 

four wars in my lifetime. we can begin the search for peace with 

an agreement to substantially reduce the number of nuclear weapons 

threatening all of us·. T pledge to you my total commitment to 

that goal. 
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I think it would be timely to discuss our plans and our 

continuing efforts to enhance the prospect for world peace 

through arms control. Twice in my lifetime I have seen the 

world plunged blindly into global wars that inflicted untold 

suffering upon millions of innocent people. I share the deter­

mination of today's young people that such a tragedy -- which 

would be rendered even more terrible by the monstrous, inhumane 

weapons in the world's nuclear arsenals -- must never happen again. 

While I welcome any overture by the Soviets which suggests 

reducing the threat of nuclear destruction, Mr. Brezhnev's pro­

posal just doesn't go far enough. It would do nothing to lessen 

the danger inherent in the thousands of nuclear warheads now in 

place and it would leave the Soviet Union in a dangerous position 

of nuclear advantage. The only acceptable goal if we are to truly 

have peace and security is a substantial reduction in the number 

of nuclear weapons now in place. 

Last November, I stressed our commitment to negotiate in 

good faith for the reduction of both nuclear and conventional arms. 

I made a specific proposal to eliminate entirely intermediate 

range missiles. 

We remain committed to these goals: 

In Geneva we have proposed a treaty with the Soviet 

Union which embodies our proposals. 

In Vienna, along with our allies, we are negotiating 

reductions of conventional forces in Europe. 
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Here in Washington, we are completing preparations 

for talks with the Soviets on strategic weapons 

reducations. 

We know all too well from past experience that negotiations 

with the Soviet Union must be carefully prepared. We cannot 

afford to repeat past mistakes, to arrive hastily at an arms 

control process that sends hopes soaring only to end in dashed 

expectations. 

Last week a distinguished group of Senators and Congressmen 

submitted resolutions to the Senate and House calling for major, 

verifiable reductions of U.S. and Soviet nuclear weapons to 

equal force levels. This is an important move in the right 

direction, and these points are essential elements of a truly 

effective arms control agreement -- elements which are consistent 

with the views of this Administration. I commend Senators Jackson 

and Warner and all those who joined with them in this important 

initiative. 

I have and I will continue to seek realistic arms control 

agreements on nuclear and conventional forces. I want an agree­

ment on strategic nuclear weapons that reduces the risk of war, 

lowers the level of armaments, and enhances global security. 

We can accept no less. 

America's national security policy is based on enduring 

principles. Our leaders and our allies have long understood that 

the objective of our defense efforts has always been to deter 

conflict and reduce the risk of war, conventional or nuclear. 

Together with our partners in the Atlantic Alliance, every 

Pre s ident in the postwar period has followed this strategy 

and it ha s worked. I t has e a rned the overwhe l mi ng b ipar tisan 
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support of the Congress and the country at large, and it has 

kept world peace. 

Yesterday, with the successful completion of the Columbia 

Space Shuttle's latest mission, we were all reminded of the great 

. things the human race can achieve when it harnesses its best 

minds and efforts to a positive goal. Both the United States 

and the Soviet Union have written proud chapters in the peaceful 

exploration of outer space. 

I invite the Soviet Uni.on to join with us now to substantially 

reduce nuclear weapons and make an important breakthrough for 

lasting peace on earth. 

I believe the people of the world want a return to civilized 

behavior. Most of all they want peace. So do I. There have been 

four wars in my lifetime. We can begin the search for peace with 

an agreement to substantially reduce the number of nuclear weapons 

threatening all of us. I pledge to you my total commitment to 

that goal. 
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Twice in my lifetime I have seen the world plunged blindly 

into global wars that inflicted untold suffering upon millions 

of innocent people. I share the determination of today's young 

people that such · a tragedy -- which would be rendered even more 

terrible by the monstrous, inhumane weapons in the world's 

nuclear arsenals -- must never happen again. 

My goal is to reduce nuclear weapons dramatically, assuring 

lasting peace and security. 

Last November, I stressed our commitment to negotiate in 

good faith for the reduction of both nuclear and conventional arms. 

I made a specific proposal to eliminate entirely intermediate 

range missiles ~ 

We remain committed to these goals: 

In Geneva we have proposed a treaty with the Soviet 

Union which embodies our proposals. 

In Vienna, along with our allies, we are negotiating 

reductions of conventional forces in Europe. 

Here in Washington, we are completing preparations 

for talks with the Soviets on strategic weapons 

reductions. 

We know all too well from past experience that negotiations 

with the Soviet Union must be carefully prepared. We cannot 

afford to repeat past mistakes, to arrive hastily at an arms 

control p·rocess that sends hopes soaring only to end in dashed 

expectations. 
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Last week a distinguished group of Senators and Congressmen 

submitted resolutions to the Senate and House calling for major, 

verifiable reductions of U.S. and Soviet nuclear weapons to 

equal force levels. This is an important move in the right 

direction, and these points are essential elements of a truly 

effective arms control agreement -- elements which are consistent 

with the views of this Administration. I commend Senators Jackson 

and Warner and all those who joined with them in this important 

initiative. 

I have and I will continue to seek realistic arms control 

agreements on nuclear and conventional forces. I want an 

agreement on strategic nuclear weapons that reduces the risk of 

war, lowers the level of armaments, and enhances global security. 

We can accept no less. 

America's national security policy is based on enduring 

principles. Our leaders and our allies have long understood that 

the objective of our defense efforts has always been to deter 

conflict and reduce the risk of war, conventional or nuclear. 

Together with our partners in the Atlantic Alliance, every 

President in the postwar period has followed this strategy --

and it has worked. It has earned the overwhelming bipartisan 

support of the Congress and the country at large, and it has 

kept world peace. 

Yesterday, with the successful completion of the Columbia 

Space Shuttle's latest mission, we were all reminded of the great 

things the human race can achieve when it harnesses its best 

minds and efforts to a positive goal. Both the United States 

and the Soviet Union have written proud chapters in the peaceful 

exploration of outer space. 

V/2,.s h~ 
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I invite the Soviet Union to join with us now to substantially 

reduce nuclear weapons and make an important breakthrough for 

lasting peace on earth. 
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