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"'~ ' (Dolan) 

February 1, 1984 
2:00 p.m. 

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: TIME MAGAZINE PROGRAM AT EUREKA COLLEGE 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1984 

This has been a day that Neil and I will long remember, a 

day of warmth and memory, a day when the good things that have 

happened in our lives all seem very close and real again. 

We've just come from Dixon where I attended my biggest 

birthday party ever, and I had there what every man who has 

73 candles on his birthday cake should have around him: a large 

group of friends and a working sprinkler system. And now we're 

here for Eureka's birthday. Legend has it that after Ben Major 

led a wagon train here, he sunk an axe into the first tree he 

felled and said, "Here, we'll build our school." That was more 

than 129 years ago and just to end any speculation going on among 

the undergraduates: No, I was not part of the original wagon 

train. 

It is always wonderful to return to Eureka. People ask me 

if looking back at my college years, I can remember any inkling 

that I would someday run for president. Actually, the thought 

first struck me on graduation day when the president of the 

college handed me my diploma and asked: "Are you better off 

today than you were 4 years ago?" No, really, I guess I first 

started thinking about the presidency when I was washing dishes 

over in the girl's dormitory ..• there I was ••. night after 

night ••. staring into the oval soap dish. But the truth is I 

never did think I would end up in the most prestigious job in the 

free world and -- come to think of it -- I'm still not the coach 

of the L.A. Raiders. 
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Besides being wonderful, coming back to Eureka is also a 

great temptation. Sitting in a college audience can sometimes be 

dangerous duty -- something about your youthfulness and the 

bright, fresh hope it symbolizes makes guest speakers like myself 

very free with their reminiscences and very reluctant to sit 

down. And I guess you've heard that I like to tell an anecdote 

or two. 

I do promise to be brief today; but I don't want to miss 

this opportunity -- perhaps the last one I will have before the 

demands of this political year grow too pressing -- to share with 

you some thoughts on the changes that have happened to America in 

the 50 years since I left this campus. And to offer too some 

thoughts on how we can shape those changes to serve the cause of 

human freedom -- to inspire, not burden those who come after us. 

I can't think of a better occasion for such reflections. In 

addition to Founder's Day here at Eureka, we're also marking 

today the first in a series of speeches sponsored by Time 

Magazine to commemorate its 60th anniversary. For 60 years, Time 

has lived up to what Henry Luce and Britton envisioned when 

they founded the magazine in 1924: a weekly digest of news put 

together with much more care and perspective than is usually 

possible under the deadline pressure of daily journalism. And · 

now Time has decided to sponsor a series of speeches by those of 

us newsmakers who've been on their covers. 

Well, if it's important for news organizations like Time to 

keep in mind the value of perspective, you can imagine how 

important it is for those of us in public life to remember, as 

James Reston once suggested, that proximity to daily events can 
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be as much an handicap as an advantage in understanding their 

meaning. 

And that's what struck me when I was thinking about what I 

wanted to say here today: the ease, the unknowing grace with 

which my generation accepted technological and political changes 

that so radically transformed our world. 

In 1932, for example, I graduated from Eureka avid for a 

career in radio; though I didn't know it at the time I would 

become part of the communications revolution that was shrinking 

the dimensions of my world even more than radio's successor, 

television, would shrink your own. Already my generation's 

sports idols, celebrities, newsmakers, and heroes had come in 

large measure from the world of radio; so it seemed a perfectly 

understandable career choice. Yet if I had only stopped to think 

about it, I would have remembered boyhood days a few short years 

before when my friends and I followed our neighborhood genius 

around town trying to pick up radio signals with his jerry-rigged 

crystals, aerial and headphone. Can you imagine our sense of 

wonder, when one Sunday afternoon down by the river in Dixon, we 

heard the sounds of radio for the first time -- an orchestra 

playing over KDDA several hundred miles away in Pittsburg? 

Yet it took only a few years for that sense of wonder to 

dissolve; and radio -- so exotic in the 1920's -- had become 

commonplace by the time of the 30's when I was in college. 

Indeed, by 1934 million radio sets a year were being 

manufactured. 

By that time of course, the market had crashed, the 

depression years were upon us and over those radio sets, now 
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sitting in every parlor and living room in the Nation, came the 

rich, reassuring tones of Franklin Roosevelt. All of us who 

lived through those years, can remember the drabness the 

depression brought, but we remember too how people pulled 

together -- that sense of community and shared values, that 

belief in American enterprise and democracy that saw us through. 

It was that ingrained American optimism, that sense of hope 

Franklin Roosevelt so brilliantly summoned and mobilized. 

It was a time of economic emergency, and there seemed a 

certain logic to arguments that the national Government should 

take on to itself new and sweeping prerogatives. In the grip of 

that emergency, many of us could not see the enormous and 

oftentimes harmful political changes that this expanded role for 

the Government would bring. 

Once again, as I look back, the rapidity of that political 

change was as astonishing as the change brought by technology. 

At the start of that era, government was consuming a dime of 

every dollar earned; two-thirds of that money was going to State 

and local governments with only a third to Washington. Today, 

government is collecting 44 cents from every dollar and the 

proportion is completely reversed with two thirds of that money 

now going to the Federal Government. 

So it came as something of a shock when my generation began 

to realize that the Federal Government, brought to the fore in an 

economic emergency, was becoming an obstacle to economic 

progress. In addition to damaging the autonomy of local and 

State governments and usurping the rights of the people, the 

public sector had grown so large it was consuming our national 
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wealth, discouraging energy and initiative and suffocating the 

spirit of enterprise and resourcefulness that had always been at 

the heart of America's economic miracle. 

In the depression years and their aftermath, we forgot that 

first, founding lesson of the American Republic: that without 

proper restraints, Government -- the servant, becomes quickly 

Government -- the oppressor. I say, of course, that this is an 

American lesson but it is actually much older than that: "The 

budget should be balanced, the treasury should be refilled, the 

public debt should be reduced, the arrogance of officialdom 

should be tempered and controlled," Cicero wrote in B.C. 

And since that time, many nations that failed to heed the words 

of that wise Roman have been brought to their knees by 

governments that ran up their debts and then taxed their citizens 

into servitude when the bills came due. 

But some peoples, like those who founded the American 

Republic, revolted under such oppression. That's why no one 

understood better the danger of unchecked government power than 

those men: "The spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the 

power of all departments in one," George Washington wrote about 

Government's tendency to grow, "and thus to create ... a real 

despotism." 

"I am not a friend to a very energetic government, it is 

always oppressive," Jefferson said. 

I remember now quoting a few of these warnings, long after I 

had left radio for films and television and was out working some 
c 

nights on the rubber chic~en circuit. And by that time this 

reformed New Dealer could add one observation of his own: that a 
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Government agency is the nearest thing to eternal life we'll ever 

see on this earth. Yet even as the decades of the S0's and 60's 

went by and an increasing numbers of Americans shared my concern, 

Government grew like topsy. In the 70s, Federal spending tripled 

and taxes doubled, the national debt went up by 
' c:S1· X. 260 percent --from 382 billion to more than a trillion dollars. 

We were paying more in a single year's interest on that debt than 

it had taken to run the whole Government 20 years earlier. 

Government bureaus, agencies, and employment rolls kept 

multiplying and one program, food stamps, even managed to grow by 

an incredible 16,000 percent. 

You can see how easy it had become for politicians to 

promise more to win more; to spend their way to election 

victories; because, after all, they weren't going to be around 

when the bills came due; it wasn't their future they were 

mortgaging -- it was yours. 

Fortunately, that juggernaut of big Government has now been 

slowed. During the last 3 years, we've brought skyrocketing 

spending back to earth and, for the first time, slowed that 

enormous momentum towards big Government built up over five 

decades. It wasn't easy but measure the results by our ability 

to achieve what people once said was impossible: The growth of 

Federal spending has been reduced by , Government ----
regulations have been cut for an annual savings of 

manhours and taxes on working Americans have actually 

been reduced and indexed to the rate of inflation. 

Today the economic recovery is in full swing. But let's use 

these moments of reflection today to understand the hard lessons 
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we've learned since the depression about the growth of 

government. Let's resolve to bring about some basic reforms, 

reforms that will build into our constitutional system additional 

safeguards against Government's all too powerful tendency to 

a ggrandi ze itse lf. 

For one thing, it's time for the Federal Government, in the 

best Federalist tradition, to learn something from successful 

experiments in the State and local laboratories of governments. 

The evidence from those 43 States and many municipalities is 

overwhelming: The Executive Branch needs a powerful weapon to 

cut out the porkbarreling and special interest expenditures 

buried in large, catch-all appropriation bills. It's time the 

Congress gave the President the authority to veto single-line 

items in the Federal budget. 

And, second, politicians at the national level must no 

longer be permitted to mortgage your future by running up higher 

and higher deficits. The time has come to force Government to 

live within its means; and I repeat my call today for making a 

balanced budget a constitutional requirement. 

And finally, our tax system is now a nightmare of tangled 

requirements and twisted priorities. It's time Congress acted; 

it's time they gave the American people a tax code that is 

simple, direct, and capable of being understood by someone other 

than an army of greenshaded accountants and hungry tax lawyers. 

Now in addition to the technological revolution marked by 

the inventions like radio and the political revolution brought on 

by the sweeping new scope of Federal power there has been an 

additional development very much worth noting. That has been the 
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emergence of America's international roleO r s udden designation 

as the champion of human freedom in the struggle against 

totalitarianism. 

Throughout World War II and mo s t of the post war era, there 

was b road pub l i c consen s u s on this point . Tho ugh t h e adv ersari es 

changed -- from Hitler to Stalin -- there was still basic 

agreement on the moral imperative of defending freedom and the 

self-evident dif f erences between totalitarian and democratic 

governments. 

But that broad consensus of the Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy 

years began to break down in the 60's and ?O's. Partly in 

response to the Vietnam tragedy, an era of paralyzing self-doubt 

~ ushe~ in. An'1 with it ean,e-~ E hes~ ' 

eunezf.:.. just and legitimate uses of American power, even acts of 

'f 

self-defense. \1,u.: ~ 
The consequences of .Pxmerieav~ treat were not long in 

coming. All of you can remember a few years back when the 

tragedy of the Iranian hostag~s was fresh in our minds ~ when ~ 

around the world bttL n,o ~ in Afghanistan and Central 

America, Soviet expansionism proceeded unchecked : when our 

defenses had declined dramatically Aand some nations thought they 
I 

could threaten or harm the United States with impunity. 

We've changed this. We're trying to see to it that American 

citizens and it doesn't matter whether they are navy pilots in 

the Gulf of Sidra or medical students in Grenada -- can no longer 

be attacked or their lives endangered with impunity. 
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You know, Jean Kirkpatrick, our Ambassador to the United 

Nations, has a wonderful story to explain how fundamental this 

reversal has been. She says that when she arrived at the United 

Nations someone asked what would be different about a Reagan 

Administration's foreign policy. 

Well, she said, "We've taken off our 'Kick Me' sign." 

She was asked: "Does that mean if you're kicked, you'll 

kick back." 

"Not necessarily," she replied, "but it does mean that if 

we're kicked, at least we won't apologize." 

Yet, it goes beyond just self-defense. When I spoke to the 

British Parliament a while ago, I said our cause was human 

freedom j and so it has been: in Europe, in Lebannon, in Central 

America. We've brought a new honesty and moral purposefulness to 

our foreign policy. We have shown we can be candid with 

ourselves and the world about the essential differences between 

fro0eon1 our s-sJ..:ves and our adversaries while still pursuing peace 

initiatives with those adversaries. It's time we realize that 

candor about the Soviet Union and its international activities, 

far from hindering the peace process, ultimately enhances it. 

History has shown that it is only when the Soviets realize their 

counterparts in negotiations have no illusions about the Soviet 

system and its ultimate intentions that they settle down to the 

hard business of serious negotiations. 

As I have said before, the democracies have their own 

serious injustices to deal with, but this should not prevent us 

from making the crucial moral distinctions between a system which 
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acknowledges its own wrongs and shortcomings a nd a system that 

excuses such defects in the name of revolutionary violence. 

Our wil l ingness to speak out on these distinctions is at the 

heart of American foreign policy, indeed forms its moral center. 

For us, human freedom is a first principle~ not a bargaining 

chip. To fail to publicly enunciate the differences between 

totaltitarian and democratic systems of government would be to 

foresake this moral high ground. Equally as important, it would 

persuade the Soviets we are once again in the grip of self 

delusion about their intentions. This would only tempt them to 

exploit the negotiating process rather than cooperate with us in 

reaching verifiable and mutually beneficial arms agreements. 

So I think you can see we have come a long way from the days 

of "inordinate fear of communism." Frankly nothing frightens me 

more than the remarks of certain presidential candidates who seem 

to want to return us to those days, the days of thinking that the 

only way to gain peace is to try and fool ourselves and the rest 

of the world about the true nature of Soviet system are its 

intentions. That isn't the way to peace; its the road to 

weakness, self-delusion, self-deceit. I think the new realism in 

America about the Soviets is actually a reestablishment of the 

broad national consensus of the pre-Vietnam era, on this point, a 

return to the time when we understood the moral imperatives of 

defending freedom and took seriously our totalitarian 

adversaries. 

You know, Ambassador Kirkpatrick likes to mention an 

observation by a distinguished French intellectual, Jean Francois 

Revel, on this point, Mr. Revel points out that some people are 
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embarassed to call the struggle between democracy and 

totalitarianism by its won name and prefer euphemisms like the 

"competition between East and West" or "the struggle between 

superpowers," as if the superpowers were politically and morally 

equivalents. 

And it's on this point I want bring to your attention to 

note one final revolution. Indeed, in many ways the political 

revolution in domestic and international policy is only a 

reflection of this deeper trend; a trend that directly concerns 

the world you have been part of here at Eureka, the world of 

ideas. 

There has been a dramatic turnabout among the intellectuals. 

For most of my adult life, the intellesensia has been entranced 

and enamored with the idea of State power, the notion that with 

enough centralized authority, particularly if that power is 

concentrated in the hands of the right-minded people, mankind can 

be reformed and a brave new era ushered in. I remember Harold 

Ickes, Franklin Roosevelt's Secretary of Interior, writing of the 

view of his day that all societies were moving towards forms of 

communism. 

Yet we know that the trend in America and the democracies 

these days is just the other way. In the political world, the 

cult of the state is dying and so too is the romance of the 

intellectual with state power. The excitement and energy in the 

intellectual world seems focused these days on the concerns of 

human freedom and the importance of transcendental and enduring 

values. 
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In economics, as the recent Nobel Prizes to Fredrick Von 

Hayek and Milton Friedman attest, the free market is again the 

talking point. In political philosophy, a whole generation of 

intellectuals led especially by French thinkers like Ravel, Jean 

Ma ri e Be noit, and Guy Sorma n are rejecting the old cliches about 

state power and rediscovering the danger such power poses to 

personal freedom. Soviet dissident intellectuals, ranging from 

majestic figures likes Alexander Solzhenitsyn to noble crusaders 

like Vladimir Bukovsky have brought new attention to the horrors 

of totalitarian rule and the spiritual desert that is communism. 

Here in America, of course, this revolution has been 

spearheaded for 30 years by intellectual presences like William 

F. Buckley's National Reveiw and supplemented recently by the 

nee-conservative revolution led by thinkers like Irving Kristel, 

Midge Dectar and Norman Podhoretz. 

In many ways this counterrevolution in the intellectual 

world was predated by an event that is among the most vivid and 

important memories of the last five decades. 

It invovled, coincidentally enough, an editor of Time 

Magazine, a superb writer whose personal struggle with 

totalitarianism is echoed today in the disenchantment of the 

intellectual with communism, the God that failed. 

When Whittaker Chambers began public testimony in 1948 and 

named high government officials including Alger Hiss as spys, he 

was not believed. 

But slowly the inexorable power of the truth was felt and 

aided by secret microfilms hidden away in a Pumpkin patch on 
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we've learned since the depression about the growth of 

government. Let's resolve to bring about some basic reforms, 

reforms that will build into our constitutional system additional 

safeguards against Government's all too powerful tendency to 

aggrandize itself. 

For one thing, it's time for the Federal Government, in the 

best Federalist tradition, to learn something from successful 

experiments in the State and local laboratories of governments. 

The evidence from those 43 States and many municipalities is 

overwhelming: The Executive Branch needs a powerful weapon to 

cut out the porkbarreling and special interest expenditures 

buried in large, catch-all appropriation bills. It's time the 

Congress gave the President the authority to veto single-line 

items in the Federal budget. 

And, second, politicians at the national level must no 

longer be permitted to mortgage your future by running up higher 

and higher deficits. The time has come to force Government to 

live within its means; and I repeat my call today for making a 

balanced budget a constitutional requirement. 

And finally, our tax system is now a nightmare of tangled 

requirements and twisted priorities. It's time Congress acted; 

it's time they gave the American people a tax code that is 

simple, direct, and capable of being understood by someone other 

than an army of greenshaded accountants and hungry tax lawyers. 

Now in addition to the technological revolution marked by 

the inventions like radio and the political revolution brought on 

by the sweeping new scope of Federal power there has been an 

additional development very much worth noting. That has been the 
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emergence of America's international role, our sudden designation 

as the champion of human freedom in the struggle against 

totalitarianism. 

Throughout World War II and most of the post war era, there 

was broad public consensus on this point. Though the adversaries 

changed -- from Hitler to Stalin -- there was still basic 

agreement on the moral imperative of defending freedom and the 

self-evident differences bet,veen totalitarian and democratic 

governments. 

But that broad consensus of the Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy 

years began to break down in the 60's and 70's. Partly in 

response to the Vietnam tragedy, an era of paralyzing self-doubt 

was ushered in. And with it came a great hesitancy to even 

consider just and legitimate uses of American power, even acts of 

self-defense. 

The consequences of America's retreat were not long in 

coming. All of you can remember a few years back when the 

tragedy of the Iranian hostages was fresh in our minds, when all 

around the world but most notably in Afghanistan and Central 

America, Soviet expansionism proceeded unchecked, when our 

defenses had declined dramatically and some nations thought they 

could threaten or harm the United States with impunity. 

We've changed this. We're trying to see to it that American 

citizens and it doesn't matter whether they are navy pilots in 

the Gulf of Sidra or medical students in Grenada -- can no longer 

be attacked or their lives endangered with impunity. 
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You know, Jean Kirkpatrick, our Ambassador to the United 

Nations, has a wonderful story to explain how fundamental this 

reversal has been. She says that when she arrived at the United 

Nations someone asked what would be different about a Reagan 

Administration's foreign policy. 

Well, she said, "We've taken off our 'Kick Me' sign." 

She was asked: 

kick back." 

"Does that mean if you're kicked, you'll 

"Not necessarily," she replied, "but it does mean that if 

we're kicked, at least we won't apologize." 

Yet, it goes beyond just self-defense. When I spoke to the 

British Parliament a while ago, I said our cause was human 

freedom'and so it has been: in, Europe, in Lebannon, in Central 
I 1, ,·tJ.. -tu ~~.·,.. 

America. We've b~om;h;--ariew honesty and moral purposefulness to 
tC? 

our foreign policy, ~ biirne show.,.we can be candid w:i:ttr 

g-rrrselves ana the ,~orl.d about the essential differences between 

~ ourselves and our adversaries while still pursuing peace 

initiatives with those adversaries. fit's time we rem 

candor about the Soviet Union and its international activities, 

far from hindering the peace process, ultimately enhances it. 
~ 

History has shown that it is only when the Soviets realize their 

counterparts in negotiations have no illusions about the Soviet 

system and its ultimate intentions that they settle down to the 

hard business of serious negotiations. 

As I have said before, the democracies have their own 

serious injustices to deal with, but ' t.his should not prevent us 

from making the crucial moral distinctions between a system which 

,-~ 
Ir 
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acknowledges its own wrongs and shortcomings and a system that 

excuses such defects in the name of revolutionary violence. 

/--~ our willingness to speak out on these distinctions is at the 

heart of American foreign policy, indeed forms its moral center. 

For us, human freedom is a first principle; not a bargaining 

chip. To fail to publicly enunciate the differe nces betwe en 

totaltitarian and democratic systems of government would be to 

foresake this moral high ground. Equally as important, it would 

persuade the Soviets we are once again in the grip of self 

delusion about their intentions. This would only tempt them to 
~ 

exploit the negotiating process rather than cooperate with us in 

reaching verifiable and mutually beneficial arms agreements. 

So I think you can see we have come a long way from the days 

of "inordinate fear 

han the remarks 

~-~-- is to try afid/ fool y:ursel ves ~nd 

of the true natur are its 

d to 
(/Vr.. 

I think ~new realism i~ 

~a about the Soviets is "'-'"'"&liy a reestablishment of the~ 
(j.A. fl.; . ~ ,1 d, +r-,J,, !~ 

broad national consensus th~ pfe-Vietnam era'.,.0>0 11 i r fl••• h; 
lvf' Vk J, .,'1f~ a 7""~ 1 

~the moral imperatives of 
,"wt/ 6 I "tqC(1. t.. <!/ ~~ dlii _;.) 

defending freedom and t~ioa□lJ t~J'tB(totaitarian 

-aavetsarie~ ~ -~· ' 

You know, Ambassador Kirkpatrick likes to mention an 

observation by a distinguished French intellectual, Jean Francois 

Revel, on this point, Mr. Revel points out that some people are 
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embarassed to call the struggle between democracy and 

totalitarianism by its won name and prefer euphemisms like the 

"competition between East and West" or "the struggle between 

superpowers," as if the superpowers were politically and morally 

equiv:~:n::, QR H,~d I~a~i:u.t=:t:=::,~~ 
<""'.':e one Ji t ~~ .e, o i i h ~ , ~ 'i Ii ma,;,- ,.~ po lit ica 1 , 

t,-1-\ ~, t ~ ~ . . \ 

Plution>± domestic and ' intenpational policy is only a 
\ ·. 4 '­

reflection of~ deeper trend; a trend that · directly con~e-Fns \ . 

the. ~~r~d y9u have been part of here at Eureka, the world of 
~ 

ideas.. ,. 
~ 

Tpere · has been a dramatic turnabout among the inte~lectuals. 

For most of my adult life, the intellesensia has been _entranced 

and enamored with - the idea of State power, the notion that with 

enough centralized authority,~ticularJy if tbQt pouer is 

concentrated in 

be reformed and 

the hands of~hel ight-minded people, mankind can 
W•tl 

a brave new ushered in. I remember Harold 

Ickes, Franklin 

✓1~view of his day 

communism. 

Roosevelt's Secretary of Interior, writing~e 

that all societies were moving toward~ms of 

Yet we kn~at the trend in America and the democracies 

~ust the other way. In the political world, the · 
~fii t. ( I f ' -~ , au,tc- uq,'V 

cult of the state is dying' cWl-d so too "the romance -0f Elie !I!.~ ~ } µ ~. :;wkJ,_;J 
~811~1 with state power· ~exciteme~t and e~ ~e 

~~v~J _) 
intellectual \·mrld -seems; tacused--d:::::):J:e~s on the concerns of 

human freedom
1
a~the importance of transcendentW and enduring 

values. 
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In economics, r e cent Nobel Prizes to Fredrick Von 

Hayek and Milton Friedman attest, the free market is again the 

tiAA~~ point. In political philosophy, a whole generation of 

·ntellectuals led especially by French thinkers like Ravel, Jean 

Marie Be noit, and Guy Sorman are rejecting the old cliches about 

state power and rediscovering the danger such power· poses to 

personal freedom. Soviet dissident intellectuals, ranging f rom 

majestic figures likes Alexander Solzhenitsyn to noble crusaders 

like Vladimir Bukovsky have brought new attention to the horrors 

of totalitarian rule an~e spiritual desert that is communism. 

Here in America, of course, this revolution has been 

spearheaded for 30 years by intellectual prese nces like William 
-.{,\ ~ 

F. Buckley's National Revei' ~pplemented recently by the 

nee-conservative revolution led by Hdn:tcers li'lote Irving Kristel, 

Midge Dectar a:mi- Norman Podhoretz ~ ~ . 
I 

In many way~ this counterrevolution&/ the intellectuals 

v rtd was predated by · ~ 1the most vi vi_d and 11 
-e, "g ""f;, c, ¥' ~ y f, • toMA- , a -, e v ~ ~'-"""A.!:t:::5'.) e c:.,.. £i o• ell 

important me:Rlorl"CG of the last five deca~es : "'e cc "' ,'" · I J n / $-;1;, 
~ ~"' -te,J~-, ' > J.,t>e-< c.,L,u.,,,~w• t"' -fl,.t, 1Y•cl ""4"+ ,+Cq , "., cc:,~""11..1 

It invovled, coincidentally e nough, an editor of Time 

tv~~.) Magazine, ~asi.iper~ whose peF-SOoal s t r uggle with 

--4;..Qta l itari~ni~m is eahoed t oday in the di s enchaotment af tl)e 

!11tellectual with commnnism, the God t hat failed. ~· 
( When Wh i t:taker Chatoliet:s;~n public testimony in 1948 ~tie- ► 

named high governme nt officials including Alger Hiss as spys 1 ~ 

w~t ~v~,'"?~ ~ ~ j~ ~-~Y 
,Btrt- 3Q?iwby the inexorable power of the truth wa ~ a nd 

aided by secret microfilms hidden away in a Pumpkin patch on 
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Chambers farm) ttt:;& overwhelming evidence led a jury to convict 

Alger Hiss of perjury. 

But this trail, which rivet~d fhe Nation, was not the end to 
:CtY),Mt' 

the Hiss/Chambers case. 'Pflcro .Jclas a majestic sequel 1, t-e-tt-:--- "Jn.e 

story of the case written in Chamber's autobiography calle&-
/ 

Wi tness1 

The New York Times called t'he Ch~mbefs gook "one of the most 

important autobiographies of our time. / Albe1 Camus would write 

to Chambers about it, "You have not returnesi/from hell wfth empty 

h a nds." in 

the New York Times the Witness ...._ 
e ~ i 1en ~ial hero. Arthur~ostle../ would say simply ot the book 

., 

a r amber ' s death, "The wW ne s s is qone , the t e sk imonv win_ . 

stand,~~~ --ul,,J;j ~ -;,1..~ 
~e tg_ntiroony stands today -!:i--:saee Ceaffiber' s story i. the ., ~ 

story of =ehe n,odern ~orld I s drift away f rom communis~ 

ll ~fi~hhat one day he was stru~k by then .intricacy of his infant 
tw,l ~ ""~Ne~ lt~o~e~..e _) 

daughter's ear~ knew tnat such design, such precision could be 

no a ccident. He said he felt at that mome~e hand of God 

reacJdpwn and touc~~·s f rehead. •"-- -A. 
'( [µtit A4-- ~ w•II - w~ 

In Witness Chamber writ~ot economics is the 

central problem of our age and that the crisis of the Western 

world exists to the degree in which it is indifferent to God. 

"The we stern world does not know it, but it already posses the 

the an s wer to this problem," he said, "but only provided that its 

faith in God and the freedom he enjoins is as great as 

communism's faith in man alone." 

J 
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story of the case written in autobiography called 

Witness. 

The 

most important a~tobiographies o 

Chambers' book "one of the 

time." Albert Camus would 

write to Chambers 

empty hands." 

existential hero. 

after Chambers' 

stand." 

The testimony stand 

story of the modern 

that one day he was 

daughter's ear; he knew t 

no accident. He said he 

reach down and touch his 

In Witness, Chambe 

central problem of our 

world exists to 

not returned from hell with 

rs later, John Leonard would write 

Chambers of the Witness was an 

simply of the book 

itness is gone, the testimony will 

day because Chambers' story is the 

away from communism. He notes 

the intricacy of his infant 

design, such precision could be 

that moment that the hand of God 

and that 

in which 

economics is the 

western 

to God. 

"The western world 

the answer to this 

faith in God and the 

not know it, but"lt already posses the 

communism's faith i 

he said, "but o 

he enjoins is as 

that its 

I receite the Chambers story here not only for its 

historical importance but because -- in microcosm -- it was the 
q ,'f.5 

story of :::5 um generation's disenchantment with statism and as:r.r-

return to fundamental values. ~think if there is one thought I 

d 1 
. 1'~. 

woul eave with you 1t 1s that for all the momentous change of 
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the last 50 years it is still the great civilized truths, those 

ingrained values of family, work, neighborhood, and religion, 

~

that still fuel America's technological and material progress and 
\ i(JJ/_/ 

spark~our enduring passion for freedom . 

We are lucky to live in a time when these traditional 

values, this faith in the future, this sense of hope, has been 

reawakened in our country. It's one reason why I look foward so 

much to the next 5 years; there is much to achieve: from 

balancing the budget, to putting up a space station, to keeping 

the peace, to extending the borders of freedom. 

Now I know you have a sense of excitement about all of this 

and that's why it strikes me as odd that some people say today 

that college students are g@Lbiag too conservative. I think the 

truth is that you've discovered early in life what it took 

another great American writer, Scott Fitzgerald~umultous 

.J,_j~ to discover. th'~ 
~wards the end of his life he worte to a daughter in 

college about the importance of what he called the "fundamental 

decencies. 11 %My generation o f radicals and breakers down," he 

said, "never found anything to take the place of the old virtues 

of work and courage and the old graces of courtesy and 

politeness." , f .J.,J r.L~JJ j 
I hope you'll remebmer that, and something els~ 

said -- that America is "a willingness of the heart." And I hope 

too that if 50 years from now Time Magazine should ask you for 

f ~-+-\~ ~ reflections, you'll be able to recall t a~~thepresident 

spoke, and say how right he was when he predicted: There are 

great days ahead for you, for America and for the cause of human 

freedom. 
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This has been a day that Neil and I will long remember, a 

d a y of warmt h a nd me mory , a d a y whe n t h e good t h i n gs that h a v e 

happened in our lives all seem very close and real again. 

We've just come from Dixon where I attended my biggest 

birthday party ever, and I had there what every man who has 

73 candles on his birthday cake should have around him: a large 

group of friends and a working sprinkler system. And now we're 

here for Eureka's birthday. Legend has it that after Ben Major 

led a wagon train here, he sunk an axe into the first tree he 

felled and sai~ "Here, we'll build our school." That was more X 

than 129 years ago and just to end any speculation going on among 

the undergraduates: No, I was not part of the original wagon 

train. 

It is always wonderful to return to Eureka. People ask me 

if looking back at my college years, I can remember any inkling 

that I would someday run for president. Actually, the thought 

first struck me on graduation day when the president of the 

college handed me my diploma and asked: "Are you better off 

today than you were 4 years ago?" No, really, I guess I first 

started thinking about the presidency when I was washing dishes 

over in the girl's dormitory •.• there I was .•. night after 

night ... staring into the oval soap dish. But the truth is I 

never did think I would end up in the most prestigious job in the 

free world and -- come to think of it -- I'm still not the coach 

of the L.A. Raiders. 
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we've learned since the depression about the growth of 

government. Let's resolve to bring about some basic reforms, 

reforms that will build into our constitutional system additional 

safeguards against Government's all too powerful tendency to 

a ggrandize itself. 

For one thing, it's time for the Federal Government, in the 

best Federalist tradition, to learn something from successful 

experiments in the State and local laboratories of governments. 

The evidence from those 43 States and many municipalities is 

overwhelming: The Executive Branch needs a powerful weapon to 

cut out the porkbarreling and special interest expenditures 

buried in large, catch-all appropriation bills. It's time the 

Congress gave the President the authority to veto single-line 

items in the Federal budget. 

And, second, politicians at the national level must no 

longer be permitted to mortgage your future by running up higher 

and higher deficits. The time has come to force Government to 

live within its means; and I repeat my call today for making a 

balanced budget a constitutional requirement. 

And finally, our tax system is now a nightmare of tangled 

requirements and twisted priorities. It's time Congress acted; 

it's time they gave the American people a tax code that is 

simple, direct, and capable of being understood by someone other 

than an army of greenshaded accountants and hungry tax lawyers. 
µ,IN : Cl!!; tifk \:t ~ ,/ """ ✓b.J ~ f ~ ,'~ ~ - /1 ' 
~ technological revolution b$ougbt on by inventions like;~ 

Yadio and the political revolution ~i>sweeping new 

scope of Federal power :trc:nae dominated the 50 years since I leff 

Eureka. But there ~ as~ dditional development...._very much worth 
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noting• i'hat ~ ergence of America's - international /,)~ 

~ biliti~ -aad ~ rsudden ,- ,:mexpce-eod designation as the 
7 

champion of human freedom in the struggle against 

totalitarianism. 

Throughout World War II and most of the post war era, there 

was broad public consensus on this point. Though the adversaries 

changed -- from Hitler to Stalin -- there was still basic 

agreement on the moral imperative of defending freedom and the 

self-evident differences between totalitarian and democratic 

governments. 
¼} r c,0.4 

But that mpaibi.san consensus of the Truman, Eisenhower, 

Kennedy years began to break down in the 60's and 70's. Partly 

in response to the Vietnam tragedy, an era of paralyzing 

self-doubt was ushered in. And with it came a great hesitancy to 

consider just and legitimate uses of American power, even acts of 

self-defense. 

The consequences of America's retreat were not long in 

coming. All of you can remember a few years back...ct' when the 

tragedy of the Iranian hostages was fresh in our minds, when all 

around the world but most notably in Afghanistan and Central 
/ 

America, Soviet expansionism proceeded unchecked, when our 

defenses had declined dramatically and some nations thought they 

could threaten or harm the United States 

W€='-ve ct :ir i e=1 be chang eA. this ~ hen I 

a while ago, I said ~ cause 

in Lebannon, in Central 

with impunity. 

spoke to the Britisl ... n-:j ~ ~ 
was human freedom r ~ 

~ 
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ARd one 

1,-1 e 1 " t c. k "" J t 4 t~ -' -;, . 

~ rw12, ~ -lo Sa -lo~ --.u+---__,,i 
l s1 t i. z tms SQQ hat America~ 

and it doesn't matter whether they are navy pilots in the Gulf of 

Sidra or medical students in Grenada -- can no longer be attacked 

or their lives endangered with impunity. 

You know, Jean Kirkpatrick, our Ambassador to the United 

~ 
Nations, has a wonderful story to explain how fundamental tb:crt 

~ has been. She says that when she arrived at the United 

Nations someone asked what would be different about a Reagan 

Administration's foreign policy. 

Well, she said, "We've taken off our 'Kick Me' sign." 

She was asked: "Does that mean if you're kicked, you'll 

kick back." 

"Not necessarily," she replied, "but it does mean that if 

we' re kicked, at least we won't apologize." _ .J. I. 
I ll ',P✓ I /T 

Yet, it goes beyond just self-defense.~ We've brought a new 

honesty and moral purposefulness to our foreign policy. We have 
wt.~k 

shown we-can agg1 eSsi ve ly p1,;u;s 11 e peace initia t:ive ... wai l e being ,,.( ( J . ,, 
o~• . f,,.,·,,., , 
r ~"• .L~ 

\,41 ' ' 
candid with ourselves a qd the rorld about the ~s~entia 

t,vr )ll}l,A,A,,-~ ~ o.JV.f✓~,t.,,·, ~ t,J1 11~ .s,f ,· I 
differences between !.?ieaom and st~ or about the Soviet 

'f"l-,' ... < < 1~4J,•a.r ..fGl' 
Union and its international activ1 ties, far from hindering the 

peace process, ultimately enhances it. History has shown that it 

is only when the Soviets realize that their counterparts in 

negotiations have no illusions about the Soviet system and its 

ultimate intentions that they settle down to the hard business of 

serious negotiations. 

As I have said before, the democracies have their own 

serious injustices to deal with, but this should not prevent us 

from making the crucial moral distinctions between a system which 

~o)t 

c.,J ,e,,s•_,,..,, 
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acknowledges its own wrongs and shortcomings and a system that 

excuses such defects in the name of revolutionary violence. 

Our willingness to speak out on these distinctions is at the 

heart of American foreign policy, indeed forms its moral center. 

For us, human freedom is a first principle: not a bargaining chip . 

at ~ ~ t o fail to publicly 

enunciate the differences between totaltitarian and democratic 

systems of government would be to foresake this moral high 

ground. Equally as important, it would persuade the Soviets we 

are once again in the grip of self delusion about their 

intentions. This would only tempt them to exploit the J 
e"~ l.vi'~ V) ~ /«eJ,.••• -

negotiating process rather than '~ to reaGY"°verifiable and 

mutually beneficial arms agreements. 

So I think you can see we have come a long way from the days 

of "inordinate fear of communism." Frankly nothing frightens me 

more than the remarks of certain presidential candidates who seem 

to want to return us to those days, the days of thinking that the 

only way to gain peace is to try and fool ourselves and the rest 
-...h"1~{t*~ 

of the world about the true nature of Sovie~ ntions. That 

isn't the way to peace; its the road to weakness, self-delusion, 

~i\f-d ' I th' k ~ 1. . ' b h ' ~ eceit. in a,,ir new rea ism in America a out t e Soviets 

is actually a reestablishment of the broad national consensus of 
.• ~____JJ~ -'-~ ~_/ 

the pre-Vietnam era ~ o the time w~ al 
( -\-l ~,t,A'~ 

imperatives of defending freedom an~~talitarian 
v-lv,,✓ S,( ✓,·o, 

g.c.Yernmen±s ser1 onEH..~ uaa ±:mp licif I y undcrsteeeL 

You know, Ambassador Kirkpatrick likes to mention an 

observation by a distinguished French intellectual, Jean Francois 
a.tt ~ ~ Mr 8.4 ,-..J;...a~ 

Revel, (fiiat some people are embarassed to call the struggle 
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between democracy and totalitarianism by its won name and prefer ,, 
euphemisms like the "competition between East and West" or the 

superpowers were 

domestic and 

international policy is only a reflection of this~ deeper 
IL 

trend: ~ trend that directly concerns the world you have been 

part of here at Eureka, the world of ideas. 
~ -fVl'lt("O~ 

There has been a d'ras~ic-eh-a-ftge("arnong t~e intellectuals wk,& 

-C. fk ~,, ~t,C,~ 1'C4 A-..=-) I 

1tor most of my adult li fE. ""'!wo ~ been entranced and enamored with .., ~ 

the idea of State power, the notion that ~n enough centralized 

authority, particularlL if ~hat power is concentrated in the 

hands of t-lie 'i A2~i.ie~tu"a1 o!~i& who think like tbe 
~ k/Q~ 

inte l lect~ ¼ - mankind ~d be reformed and a great new era 

ushered in. I remember Harold Ickes, Franklin Roosevelt's 

, ~ f the view~ ay that r,J/ ~ Secretary ·of 

~'\\'1,~ owj ±~ tw.:ai..-~ ,-~. 
Yet we know ~y that the trend in America and the I tJ 

(• f-:~ • WIN J 

democracies these days is just the other ult of the , 
A' 

In economics, as the recent Nobel Prizes to Fredrick Von 

Hayek and Milton Friedman attest, the free market is again the 

talking point. In political philosophy, a whole generation of 

intellectuals led especially by French thinkers like Ravel, Jean 
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Marie Benoit, and Guy Sorman a r e rejecting the old cliches about 

f state power and rediscovering the danger 

such power poses to personal freedom. Soviet dissident 

intellectuals, ranging from majestic figures likes Alexander 

Solzhenitsy n to noble crusaders like Vladimir Bukovsky 0ftG- of t be _ 

f b;n~.E-S---0~si stance fi.i:!!:e rna~~ have brought new attention 

to the horror, d totalitarian rule an~ the spiritual desert that 
~µ~~~,~ 

is communism. h is revo l utionhaseen spearheaded here -4i+ 

America , o f-a.our~, for the lcrn-t 30 years by intellectual 

presences like William F. Buckley's Nat i onal Reveiw d"'tupplemente~ 

~ nt ~ s by the neo-conservative revolution led by think~ 
~ ........... 

like Irving Kristolij cnm- Midge DM ar and Norman Podhoretz. 

~

many ways ~ t1:is intellect ual counterevolution _ _# ~ 
· .\- \leG,fv u-u ~ ~ .... ~_; ~ ~. 1 
\~ € p ated by -GB:e a.£.-£rie most vivid and important ~ 7 

American h istory daring-the last five decades . s a moment 

vivid to most of my- g-e.Q_eration, indeed, for s years it held 

the attention of the as much as the 

Watergate hearings; so it's easy 

two decades before most of you w~ e born. 

It invovled, i ~ y enough, , n editor of _Tj ~e 
~ ~ ~ i-~ Maga; inel _ A superb writer whd"'had dofte -So,;_~ _ 

/1-4~ ~ ~ ¼t.. ,, 4-~ ✓ ~~~ 
fetnoas cove r stories , he had joine d t he ma9 a zi~e iu tbe ]ate .J 

~)-,rf;vtt:-.%~ / 
1-9-3-0 .__s afte1 -a- bi tter d.i.sil l us\i omnen t wi th t l:J.e ~llid *t-----i?ct rty. 

ring 

bared 
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, Rep'--;;., sent~s invest1gat~ conun1 t • ~ w~ s e 
~~; Ire w:: ::Ile: be:ore~~ f 

~ ~ Whittaker Chambers began lri"s public testimony and named am~ 
i" 'Ii ~ I ....J.i/ ~ p l/ <:, I IJ ...t--> 

fl~ ,. high government officials 1.~Alger Hiss '24, ~ J44 ~ ~ 

~ firs t--<Jf course, no o 

741 

shcools and mentors, who garnerea a 

~ hy. But slowly the inexorable power of the truth was felt 

and aided by secret microfilms hidden away in a Pumpkin patch on 
. '~ A,,J 

Chambers farm the e.yi_d~e overwhelmi'ng ~-~ 

convict~ Al~er_ Hi~ ~ ~ ~ _;) 

But thi ~ 4 not t he en-9 to the Hiss/Chambers case ,..g? h ere 

was~ to it: ::~twas the story e f t!re,,­

case written h ,d:he •== ==raph} h!i!'-"" ,cmcrs called 

Witness. 

-Whe-B-i..t __w:as- p-ub-l-i-shed lhe New York 
~cAJ~V V), 

one of 
"'\ \ 

the most important autobiographies of our time. Albert Camus 
~~~_y 

would r~ad it and write to Chambers Q("You have not returned from 

hell with empty hands." More tha~ 30 ye rs late:r:1 John Leonard 
111/), f"\11., \JV :f ~ ~ Ct-v1, 

would write in the New York Times hambers "lhe pictyre M° $ae. 

existential hero ,e::__~rthur Keostler would say simply of the book 

after Chamber's death, "The witness is gone, the testimony will 

h-~'4ij,,d;~~u 
.c.l:>.ar~=rs-~~:-rjt'DE~ --tr~ drift away from communism, -Hie notes ~l 

\ ::2.. 

that one day he was struck by t~e intricacy of his .infant ,At..~- J ~ 
~ v~ f_N!-'" ~l''1 tov~ 

daughter Is ear; he knew ~ such desigrr'c o.uJ.d-:be-·-byJ accident ._, 
I ~ lg; said he felt at that ti-me that the hand of God tiali-- reacheiilt 

down and touchid,, his forehead. 
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In Witness Chambers~'a -~ ~ ,/ dUM '7'--~ Y t-h"a t 111 the em:l e:ne=:s.£.ri 
for freedom jn---t-he-w uqgp., _ orld wou 1 a caroe dowa t b . ~ o as1cs• the crisis 

of the Western world exists M.i -ia"id to the degree in which it is 

indifferent to God. Faith, h-e sai d, not economics is~e ~ ntral:-. 
( I 

The western world does not knoi it .:AL. ·~J t,J 
already posses the the answer to this problem, ~ y 

but . it 

provided that its faith in God and the freedom he enjoins is as 

great as communism's faith in man alone." 

Here was a great thinker, a great man,--who suffered much for 

the truth and his Nation\ but whose thoug)lts were a prophecy of 

what was to come. In 

traditional values 

appreciation for the value 

neighborhood, and religion 

Now to some of 

s peaking about with 

policy and the 

t reaffirmation of 

est in and the new 

concepts like family, work, 

formed a counterrevolution. 

I have been 

and foreign 

of the ~estern intelligensia may sound 

suspiciously like my .,campaign themes \ of economic growth without 

inflation, peace thtouqh strenqth and 'b-raditional values. 

I'll admit t ~e similarities but that~ s why I think it's 

important to no 



~ 
(Dolan) 
February 1, 1984 
12:00 a.m. 

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: TIME MAGAZINE PROGRAM AT EUREKA COLLEGE 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1984 

This has been a day that Neil and I will long remember, a 

day of warmth and memory, a day when the good things that have 

happened in our lives all seem very close and real again. 

We've just come from Dixon where I attended my biggest 

birthday party ever, and I had there what every man who has 

73 candles on his birthday cake should have around him: a large 

group of friends and a working sprinkler system. And now we're 

here for Eureka's birthday. Legend has it that after Ben Major 

led a wagon train here, he sunk an axe into the first tree he 

felled and sai~ "Here, we'll build our school." That was more X 

than 129 years ago and just to end any speculation going on among 

the undergraduates: No, I was not part of the original wagon 

train. 

It is always wonderful to return to Eureka. People ask me 

if looking back at my college years, I can remember any inkling 

that I would someday run for president. Actually, the thought 

first struck me on graduation day when the president of the 

college handed me my diploma and asked: "Are you better off 

today than you were 4 years ago?" No, really, I guess I first 

started thinking about the presidency when I was washing dishes 

over in the girl's dormitory ••• there I was ••. night after 

night •.. staring into the oval soap dish. But the truth is I 

never did think I would end up in the most prestigious job in the 

free world and -- come to think of it -- I'm still not the coach 

of the L.A. Raiders. 
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Besides being wond~rful, coming back to Eureka is also a 

great temptation. Sitting in a college audience can sometimes be 

dangerous duty -- something about your youthfulness and the 

bright, fresh hope it symbolizes makes guest speakers like myself 

very free with their reminiscences and very reluctant to sit 

down. And I guess you've heard that I like to tell an anecdote 

or two. 

I do promise to be brief today; but I don't want to miss 

this opportunity -- perhaps the last one I will have before the 

demands of this political year grow too pressing -- to share with 

you some thoughts on the changes that have happened to America in 

the 50 years since I left this campus. And to offer too some 

thoughts on how we can shape those changes to serve the cause of 

human freedom -- to inspire, not burden those who come after us. 

I can't think of a better occasion for such reflections. In 

addition to Founder's Day here at Eureka, we're also marking 

today the first in a series of speeches sponsored by Time 

Magazine to commemorate its 60th anniversary. For 60 years, Time 

has lived up to what Henry Luce and __ Britton envisioned when 

they founded the magazine in 1924: a weekly digest of news put 

together with much more care and perspective than is usually 

possible under the deadline pressure of daily journalism. Ana · 

now Time has decided to sponsor a series of speeches by those of 

us newsmakers who've been on their covers. 

Well, if it's important for news organizations like Time to 

keep in mind the value of perspective, you can imagine how 

important it is for those of us in public life to r emember, as 

James Reston once suggested, that proximity to daily events can 
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be as much an handjcap as an advantage in understanding their 

meaning. 

And that's what struck me when I was thinking about what I 

wanted to say here today: the ease, the unknowing grace with 

which my generation accepted technological and political changes 

that so radically transformed our world. 

In 1932, for example, I graduated from Eureka avid for a 

career in radio; though I didn't know it at the time I would 

become part of the communications revolution that was shrinking 

the dimensions of my world even more than radio's successor, 

television, would shrink your own. Already my generation's 

sports idols, celebrities, newsmakers, and heroes had come in 

large measure from the world of radio; so it seemed a perfectly 

understandable career choice. Yet if I had only stopped to think 

about it, I would have remembered boyhood days a few short years 

before when my friends and I followed our neighborhood genius 

around town trying to pick up radio signals with his jerry-rigged 

crystals, aerial and headphone. Can you imagine our sense of 

wonder, when one Sunday afternoon down by the river in Dixon, we 

heard the sounds of radio for the first time -- an orchestra 

playing over KODA several hundred miles away in Pittsburg? 

Yet it took only a few years for that sense of wonder to 

dissolve; and radio -- so exotic in the 1920's -- had become 

commonplace by the time of the 30's when I was in college. 

Indeed, by 1934 million radio sets a year were being 

manufactured. 

By that time of course, the market had crashed, the 

depression years were upon us and over those radio sets, now 
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sitting in every parlor and living room in the Nation, came the 

rich, reassuring tones of Franklin Roosevelt. All of us who 

lived through those years, can remember the drabness the 

depression brought, but we remember too how people pulled 

together -- that sense of community and shared values, that 

belief in American enterprise and democracy that saw us through. 

It was that ingrained American optimism, that sense of hope 

Franklin Roosevelt so brilliantly summoned and mobilized. 

It was a time of economic emergency, and there seemed a 

certain logic to arguments that the national Government should 

take on to itself new and sweeping prerogatives. In the grip of 

that emergency, many of us could not see the enormous and 

oftentimes harmful political changes that this expanded role for 

the Government would bring. 

Once again, as I look back, the rapidity of that political 

change was as astonishing as the change brought by technology. 

At th~ start of that era, government was consuming a dime of 

every dollar earned; two-thirds of that money was going to State 

and local governments with only a third to Washington. Today, 

government is collecting 44 cents from every dollar and the 

proportion is completely reversed with two thirds of that money 

now going to the Federal Government. 

So it came as something of a shock when my generation began 

to realize that the Federal Government, brought to the fore in an 

economic emergency, was becoming an obstacle to economic 

progress. In addition to damaging the autonomy of local and 

State governments and usurping the rights of the people, the 

public sector had grown so large it was consuming our national 
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wealth, discouraging energy and initiative and suffocating the 

spirit of enterprise and resourcefulness that had always been at 

the heart of America's economic miracle. 

In the depression years and their aftermath, we forgot that 

first, founding lesson of the American Republic: that without 

proper restraints, Government -- the servant, becomes quickly 

Government -- the oppressor. I say, of course, that this is an 

American lesson but it is actually much older than that: "The 

budget should be balanced, the treasury should be refilled, the 

public debt should be reduced, the arrogance of officialdom 

should ~e tempered and controlled," Cicero wrote in ___ B.C. 

And since that time, many nations that failed to heed the words 

of that wise Roman have been brought to their knees by 

governments that ran up their debts and then taxed their citizens 

into servitude when the bills came due. 

But some peoples, like those who founded the American 

Republic, revolted under such oppression. That's why no one 

understood better the danger of unchecked government power than 

those men: "The spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the 

power of all departments in one," George Washington wrote about 

Government's tendency to grow, "and thus to create ..• a real 

despotism." 

"I am not a friend to a very energetic government, it is 

always oppressive," Jefferson said. 

I remember now quoting a few of these warnings, long after I 

had left radio for films and television and was out working some 

nights on the rubber chicken circuit. And by that time this 

reformed New Dealer could add one observation of his own: that a 
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Government agency is the nearest thing to eternal life we'll ever 

see on this earth. Yet even as the decades of the S0's and 60's 

went by and an increasing numbers of Americans shared my concern, 

Government grew like topsy. In the 70s, Federal spending tripled 

and taxes doubled, the national debt went up by 

260 percent --from 382 billion to more than a trillion dollars. 

We were paying more in a single year's interest on that debt than 

it had taken to run the whole Government 20 years earlier. 

Government bureaus, agencies, and employment rolls kept 

multiplying and one program, food stamps, even managed to grow by 

an incredible 16,000 percent. 

You can see how easy it had become for politicians to 

promise more to win more; to spend their way to election 

victories; because, after all, they weren't going to be around 

when the bills came due; it wasn't their future they were 

mortgaging -- it was yours. 

Fortunately, that juggernaut of big Government has now been 

slowed. During the last 3 years, we've brought skyrocketing 

spending back to earth and, for the first time, slowed that 

enormous momentum towards big Government built up over five 

decades. It wasn't easy but measure the results by our ability 

to achieve what people once said was impossible: The growth of 

Federal spending has been reduced by ____ , Government 

regulations have been cut for an annual savings of 

manhours and taxes on working Americans have actually 

been reduced and indexed to the rate of inflation. 

Today the economic recovery is in full swing. But let's use 

these moments of reflection today to understand the hard lessons 
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we've learned since the depression about the growth of 

government. Let's resolve to bring about some basic reforms, 

reforms that will build into our constitutional system additional 

safeguards against Government's all too powerful tendency to 

aggrandize itself. 

For one thing, it's time for the Federal Government, in the 

best Federalist tradition, to learn something from successful 

experiments in the State and local laboratories of governments. 

The evidence from those 43 States and many municipalities is 

overwhelming: The Executive Branch needs a powerful weapon to 

cut out the porkbarreling and special interest expenditures 

buried in large, catch-all appropriation bills. It's time the 

Congress gave the President the authority to veto single-line 

items in the Federal budget. 

And, second, politicians at the national level must no 

longer be permitted to mortgage your future by running up higher 

and higher deficits. The time has come to force Government to 

live within its means; and I repeat my call today for making a 

balanced budget a constitutional requirement. 

And finally, our tax system is now a nightmare of tangled 

requirements and twisted priorities. It's time Congress acted; 

it's time they gave the American people a tax code that is 

simple, direct, and capable of being understood by someone other 

than an army of greenshaded accountants and hungry tax lawyers. 

The technological revolution brought on by inventions like 

radio and the political revolution marked by the sweeping new 

scope of Federal power have dominated the 50 years since I left 

Eureka. But there was an additional development, very much worth 
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noting: that was the emergence of America's new international 

responsibilities and her sudden, unexpected designation as the 

champion of human freedom in the struggle against 

totalitarianism. 

Throughout World War II and most of the post war era, there 

was broad public consensus on this point. Though the adversaries 

changed -- from Hitler to Stalin -- there was still basic 

agreement on the moral imperative of defending freedom and the 

self-evident differences between totalitarian and democratic 

governments. 

But that bipartisan consensus of the Truman, Eisenhower, 

Kennedy years began to break down in the 60's and 70's. Partly 

in response to the Vietnam tragedy, an era of paralyzing 

self-doubt was ushered in. And with it came a great hesitancy to 

consider just and legitimate uses of American power, even acts of 

self-defense. 

The consequences of America's retreat were not long in 

coming. All of you can remember a few years back: when the 

tragedy of the Iranian hostages was fresh in our minds, when all 

around the world but most notably in Afghanistan and Central 

America, Soviet expansionism proceeded unchecked, when our 

defenses had declined dramatically and some nations thought they 

could threaten or harm the United States with impunity. 

We've tried to change this. When I spoke to the British 

Parliament a while ago, I said the cause was human freedom. In 

Europe, in Lebannon, in Central America our purpose has been just 

that. 
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And one beneficial side result has been that Americans -­

and it doesn't matter whether they are navy pilots in the Gulf of 

Sidra or medical students in Grenada -- can no longer be attacked 

or their lives endangered with impunity. 

You know, Jean Kirkpatrick, our Ambassador to the United 

Nations, has a wonderful story to explain how fundamental that 

change has been. She says that when she arrived at the United 

Nations someone asked what would be different about a Reagan 

Administration's foreign policy. 

Well, she said, "We've taken off our 'Kick Me' sign." 

She was asked: "Does that mean if you're kicked, you'll 

kick back." 

"Not necessarily," she replied, "but it does mean that if 

we're kicked, at least we won't apologize." 

Yet, it goes beyond just self-defense. We've brought a new 

honesty and moral purposefulness to our foreign policy. We have 

shown we can aggressively pursue peace initiatives while being 

candid with ourselves and the world about the essential 

differences between freedom and · statism. Candor about the Soviet 

Union and its international activities, far from hindering the 

peace process, ultimately enhances it. History has shown that it 

is only when the Soviets realize that their counterparts in 

negotiations have no illusions about the Soviet system and its 

ultimate intentions that they settle down to ' the hard business of 

serious negotiations. 

As I have said before, the democracies have their own 

serious injustices to deal with, but this should not prevent us 

from making the crucial moral distinctions between a system which 
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acknowledges its own wrongs and shortcomings and a system that 

excuses such defects in the name of revolutionary violence. 

Our willingness to speak out on these distinctions is at the 

heart of American· foreign policy, indeed forms its moral center. 

For us, human freedom is a first principle; not a bargaining chip 

at a negotiating session. Therefore, to fail to publicly 

enunciate the differences between totaltitarian and democratic 

systems of government would be to foresake this moral high 

ground. Equally as important, it would persuade the Soviets we 

are once again in the grip of self delusion about their 

intentions. This would only tempt them to exploit the 

negotiating process rather than use it to reach verifiable and 

mutually beneficial arms agreements. 

So I think you can see we have come a long way from the days 

of "inordinate fear of communism." Frankly nothing frightens me 

more than the remarks of certain presidential candidates who seem 

to want to return us to those days, the days of thinking that the 

only way to gain peace is to try and fool ourselves and the rest 

of the world about the true nature of Soviet intentions. That 

isn't the way to peace; its the road to weakness, self-del~sion, 

and deceit. I think our new realism in America about the Soviets 

is actually a reestablishment of the broad national consensus of 

the pre-Vietnam era, a return to the time when the moral 

imperatives of defending freedom and taking totalitarian 

governments seriously was implicitly understood. 

You know, Ambassador Kirkpatrick likes to mention an 

observation by a distinguished French intellectual, Jean Francois 

Revel, that some people are embarassed to call the struggle 
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between democracy and totalitarianism by its won name and prefer 

euphemisms like the "competition between East and West" or the 

struggle between superpowers as if the superpowers were 

politically and morally equivalents. 

And it's here I want to note one final revolution; in many 

ways the political revolution of which I spoke, domestic and 

international policy is only a reflection of this even deeper 

trend; it's trend that directly concerns the world you have been 

part of here at Eureka, the world of ideas. 

There has been a drastic change among the intellectuals who 

for most of my adult life have been entranced and enamored with 

the idea of State power, the notion that given enough centralized 

authority, particularly if that power is concentrated in the 

hands of the intellectual or people who think like the 

intellectuals, mankind could be reformed and a great new era 

ushered in. I remember Harold Ickes, Franklin Roosevelt's 

Secretary ·of ____ , who spoke of the view of his day that 

Yet we know today that the trend in America and the 

democracies these days is just the other way. The cult of the 

state is dying and the romance of the intellectual with state 

power is over. The excitement and energy of the intellectual 

world seems focused these days on the concerns of human freedom 

and the study of transcendental values. 

In economics, as the recent Nobel Prizes to Fredrick Von 

Hayek and Milton Friedman attest, the free market is again the 

talking point. In political philosophy, a whole generation of 

intellectuals led especially by French thinkers like Ravel, Jean 
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Marie Benoit, and Guy Sorman are rejecting the old cliches about 

the innate goodness of state power and rediscovering the danger 

such power poses to personal freedom. Soviet dissident 

intellectuals, ranging from majestic figures likes Alexander 

Solzhenitsyn to noble crusaders like Vladimir Bukovsky one of the 

founders of Resistance International, have brought new attention 

to the horror to totalitarian rule and the spiritual desert that 

is communism. This revolution has been spearheaded here in 

America, of course, for the last 30 years by intellectual 

presences like William F. Buckley's National Reveiw, supplemented 

in recent years by the neo-conservative revolution led by thinks 

like Irving Kristold and Midge Detar and Norman Podhoretz. 

In many ways, however, this intellectual counterevolution 

,vas predated by one of the most vivid and important moments in 

American history during the last five decades. It was a moment 

vivid to most of my generation, indeed, for several years it held 

the attention of the American public every bit as much as the 

Watergate hearings; so it's easy to forget that it all happened 

two decades before most of you were born. 

It invovled, interestingly enough, an editor of Time 

Magazine. A superb writer who had done some of Time's most 

famous cover stories; he had joined the magazine in the late 

1930's after a bitter disillusionment with the communist party. 

At the time he had been a member of communist espionage ring 

working in Washington; when he borke with the party he had bared 

his breast to the government but no one at the time seemed 

interested. 
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Ten years later, in 1948 he was called before a House of 

Representatives investigation committee. It was that day 

Whittaker Chambers began his public testimony and named among 

others, high government officials like Alger Hiss. 

At first, of course, no one believed Chambers who was 

portrayed as an eccentric writer. It was Hiss, the product of 

America's best shcools and mentors, who garnered all the 

sympathy. But slowly the inexorable power of the truth was felt 

and aided by secret microfilms hidden away in a Pumpkin patch on 

Chambers farm the evidence became overwhelming and a jury 

convicted Alger Hiss of perjury. 

But this was not the end to the Hiss/Chambers case there 

was a sequel to it. A majestic one -- it was the story of the 

case written in the form of his autobiography by Chambers called 

Witness. 

When it was published the New York Times called it one of 

the most important autobiographies of our time. Albert Camus 

would read it and write to Chambers, "You have not returned from 

hell with empty hands." More than 30 years later, John Leonard 

would write in the New York Times as Chambers the picture of the 

existential hero -- Arthur Keostler would say simply of the book 

after Chamber's death, "The witness is gone, the testimony will 

stand." 

Chambers describes his drift away from communism; he notes 

that one day he was struck by the intricacy of his infant 

daughter's ear; he knew that no such design could be by accident, 

he said he felt at that time that the hand of God had reached 

down and touched his forehead. 
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In Witness Chambers would say that in the end the struggle 

for freedom in the world would come down to basics: the crisis 

of the Western world exists he said to the degree in which it is 

indifferent to God. Faith, he said, not economics is the central 

problem of this age. The western world does not know it, but . it 

already posses the the answer to this problem -- but only 

provided that its faith in God and the freedom he enjoins is as 

great as communism's faith in man alone." 

Here was a great thinker, a great man, who suffered much for 

the truth and his Nation but whose thoughts were a prophecy of 

what was to come. In our own time, the reaffirmation of 

traditional values -- the new interest in and the new 

appreciation for the value of concepts like family, work, 

neighborhood, and religion has formed a counterrevolution. 

Now to some of you, of course, some of what I have been 

speaking about with regard to limited Government and foreign 

policy and the renaissance of the Western intelligensia may sound 

suspiciously like my campaign themes of economic growth without 

inflation, peace through strength and traditional values. 

I'll admit the similarities but that's why I think it's 

important to note. 




