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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release May 12, 1987

STATEMENT BY THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT
FOR PRESS RELATIONS

The President published a new White Paper on the U.S.
Anti-Satellite (ASAT) Program today. The White Paper notes
that over the past two years the Administration has experienced
Congressional setbacks in the deployment and testing of a U.S.
ASAT system. The President's paper expresses his belief that
these setbacks have been detrimental to U.S. national security,
and states his desire to seek relief from the Congressional
moratorium on testing of our non-nuclear m1n1ature vehicle

ASAT against objects in space.

The White Paper examines the impact to our national security
of continuing to allow the Soviets to have the world's only
operational ASAT and notes that the Soviet space threat is
growing more serious.

In this White Paper the President expresses his deep commitment
to the U.S. ASAT Program as an important deterrent to the
Soviets' use of their ASAT system and pledges the President's

desire tc work with Congress to restore bipartisan support for
the U.S. ASAT Program. 6/
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There are efforts in both the
House and Senate to hold us to
the central ("most important'')
sublimits of SALT II. Promoted
by far left, i.e. Kennedy, Gore.
May have already introduced, not
sure, attach to appropriation/
authorization bill. Earliest
mark-up probably early May.



May 27 / Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1986

1986, recognizing the continuing serious-

ness of the Central American crisis and the -

need to take appropriate measures to pro-
tect the mutual security of their respective
countries, issue the following communique:

The Presidents reaffirmed the joint com-
munique issuéd in Washington, D.C., on
May 21, 1985, with particular reference to
the review of the security relationship. The
two Presidents reiterated their govern-
ments’ intention to continue to work closely
together in the face of the serious threats to
the peace and security of both countries
through mutual assistance and the develop-
ment of defensive capabilities. To this end,

. the Government of the United States will
continue to cooperate, as necessary and ap-
propriate, in the strengthening of Hondu-
ras’ defenses and the modernization of its
armed forces.

The Government of the United States fur-
ther reiterated its firm and unwavering
commitment to cooperate in the defense of
the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
Honduras in accordance with the reciprocal
rights and obligations relating to legitimate
individual and collective self-defense and
the use of armed force, as expressed in the
Inter-American Treaty of Reciprocal Assist-
ance, the Charter of the United Nations,
and the Charter of the Organization of
American States.

In view of the close cooperation in the
two countries’ political and security rela-
tionships and the very serious security
threats that exist in Central America, the
Governments of the United States and Hon-
duras reaffirmed the rights and obligations
in the three above-mentioned instruments,
including Article 3 of the Inter-American
Treaty of Reciprocal Assistance, Article 51
of the Charter of the United Nations, and
Article 21 of the Charter of the Organiza-
tion of American States.

In case of an armed attack against Hon-
duras, the United States will take appropri-
ate measures, consistent with the rights and
obligations cited above, to consult with and
to support the Government of Honduras in
a timely and effective manner in its efforts
to defend its sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity against communist aggression.

The two Presidents, recognizing the im-
portance of democratic political and eco-
nomic development to ensure peace and
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the economic and social well-being of the
region’s people, reaffirmed their intention
to enhance bilateral cooperation to achieve
the economic prosperity and to strengthen
the democratic social development of Hon-

duras. In this regard, the Government of )

the United States reaffirms its intention to
disperse during this year the full $61.25
million available from 1986 United States
Economic Support Funds to assist the im-
plementation of the economic stabilization
program recently announced by the Gov-
ernment of Honduras.

The two Presidents also reaffirmed their
conviction that Central America can
achieve its full development only in a cli-
mate of peace and complete freedom. In
this sense, they reiterated their firm sup-
port for the efforts undertaken by the four
Central American democracies to conclude
a comprehensive and verifiable agreement
for peace and democracy in Central Amer-
ica through the Contadora process. In par-
ticular, they noted the need for a treaty in
which all commitments are fulfilled simulta-
neously and which provides for the clearly
verifiable implementation of national recon-
ciliation, democratization, and the limita-
tion of armaments and troops. Such an
agreement would guarantee the exercise of
democracy in the five nations of the region.

Washington, D.C,,
May 27, 1986.

SALT Restraints ‘

Statement by the President. May 27, 1986

On the eve of the strategic arms reduc-
tions talks (START) in 1982, I decided that
the United States would not undercut the

expired SALT I Interim Offensive Agree- .-

ment or the unratified SALT II agreement
as long as the Soviet Union exercised equal
restraint. I took this action, despite my con-
cerns about the flaws inherent in those
agreements, to foster an atmosphere of
mutual restraint conducive to serious nego-
tiations on arms reductions. I made clear
that our policy required reciprocity and
that it must not adversely affect our nation-
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Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1986 / May 27

al security interests in the face of the con-
tinuing Soviet military buildup.

Last June I reviewed the status of U.S.
interim restraint policy. I found that the
United States had fully kept its part of the
bargain. As I have documented in three de-
tailed reports to the Congress, most recent-
ly in December 1985, the Soviet Union, re-
grettably, has not. I noted last June that the
pattern of Soviet noncompliance with their
existing arms control commitments increas-
ingly affected our national security. This
pattern also raised fundamental concerns
about the integrity of the arms control
process itself. A country simply cannot be
serious about effective arms control unless
it is equally serious about compliance.

In spite of the regrettable Soviet record, I

concluded last June that it remained in the
interest of the United States and its allies to
try, once more, to establish an interim
framework of truly mutual restraint on stra-
tegic offensive arms as we pursued, with
renewed vigor, our objective of deep reduc-
tions in existing U.S. and Soviet nuclear ar-
senals through the Geneva negotiations.
Therefore, I undertook to go the extra mile,
dismantling a Poseidon submarine, U.S.S.
Sam Rayburn, to give the Soviet Union ade-
quate time to take the steps necessary to
join us in establishing an interim framework
of truly mutual restraint. However, I made
it clear that, as subsequent U.S. deployment
milestones were reached, I would assess the
overall situation and determine future U.S.
actions on a case-by-case basis in light of
Soviet behavior in exercising restraint com-
parable to our own, correcting their non-
compliance, reversing their unwarranted
military buildup, and seriously pursuing eq-
uitable and verifiable arms reduction agree-
ments.

Later this month the 8th Trident subma-
rine, US.S. Nevada, begins sea trials. In ac-
cordance with our announced policy, I have
assessed our options with respect to that
milestone. I have considered Soviet actions
since my June 1985 decision and U.S. and
allied security interests in light of both
those actions and our programmatic op-
tions. The situation is not encouraging.

While we have seen some modest indica-
tions of improvement in one or two areas,
there has been no real progress toward
meeting U.S. concerns with respect to the

general pattern of Soviet noncompliance
with major arms control commitments, par-
ticularly in those areas of most obvious and
direct Soviet noncompliance with the SALT
and ABM agreements. The deployment of
the SS-25, a forbidden second new inter-
continental ballistic missile (ICBM) type,
continues apace. The Soviet Union cortin-
ues to encrypt telemetry associated with its
ballistic missile testing in a manner which
impedes verification. The Krasnoyarsk radar
remains a clear violation. We see no abate-
ment of the Soviet strategic force buildup.
Finally, since the November summit, we
have yet to see the Soviets follow up con-
structively on the commitment made by
General Secretary Gorbachev and myself to
achieve early progress in the Geneva nego-
tiations, in particular in areas where there is
common ground, including the principle-of
50-percent reductions in the strategic nu-
clear arms of both countries, appropriately
applied, as well as an interim agreement on
intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF).

Based on Soviet conduct since my June
1985 decision, I can only conclude that the
Soviet Union has not, as yet, taken those
actions that would indicate its readiness to
join us in an interim framework of truly
mutual restraint. At the same time, I have
also considered the programmatic options
available to the United States in terms of
their overall net impact on U.S. and allied
security.

When I issued guidance on U.S. policy on
June 10, 1985, the military plans and pro-
grams for fiscal year 1986 were about to be
implemented. The amount of flexibility that
any nation has in the near term for altering
its planning is modest at best. Our military
planning will take more time to move out
from under the shadow of previous assump-
tions, especially in the budgetary conditions
which we now face. These budgetary condi-
tions make it essential that we make the
very best possible use of our resources.

The United States had long planned to
retire and dismantle two of the oldest Posei-
don submarines when their reactor cores
were exhausted. Had I been persuaded that
refueling and retaining these two Poseidon
submarines would have contributed signifi-
cantly and cost-effectively to the national
security, I would have directed that these
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nition of a bank. This loophole leaves
.open the possibility of these hybrids

Jay G. Baris, a Wall Street lawyer, is
secretary and counsel of First Finan-
‘cial Savings and Loan Assaciation,
*Woodbridge, N.J;, which is a member
_of the First Investors Financial Net-
work, a fmancnal servnces group,of
'compames -’ -
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By Dale Bumpers
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gan's reaffirmation, in his State of the

fit Unjon Message of the importance of
',! protecting our country was deeply

ironic, coming on the heels of his deci-
sion to violate the SALT II treaty.
This decision marked the first time

;’ either superpower has violated the
hmkon missiles and bomb- -

treaty -
ers, t....by risking an accelerated
nuclear arms race, Few Americans
want the Russians to have thousands
of extra nuclear warheads, yet that is
~where our current course will take us.

22D UITC tuantldr HIALRCLd  ave

growi more sophisticated, the need to

" maintain the fiction of separate iden-

tities has diminished. In the public’s
mind, there is little difference be-
tween a bank, a savings bank, a non-
bank bank and a nonbank nonbank.

The consumer, not caring about
regulatory labels, can obtain a credit
card, commercial loan and checking

._agcount at a savings and loan, or get a

In late November, the President or-.

dered the deployment of another B-52
bomber with cruise missiles, without
-any offsetting dismantling.. This
*-caused us to exceed the treaty limit of

I

* have violated this limit twice since

} then and, under current plans, will do
80 22 more times in 1987 alone.

-] What do we gain from breaking the

)

forces and an extra four to five years

.} of service from two missile subma-

+ rines, after which. they will be
| scrapped anyway because they will
hit their 30-year life limit. What will
; the resuits be? An unrestricted nu-
l clear arms race.
To date, abiding by strategic arms
agreements has required us-to dis-
‘mantle only 48 operational missiles

Dale Bumpers, Democrat of Arkan-

. sas, has introduced legislation to bind
President Reagan to the missile
limits contained in SALT II.

1,320 multiple-warhead weapons. We *

limit? A tiny increase in our strategic -

while the Kremlin has had to dlsman—
tle 550 missiles and bombers. SALT

: ; ; . would force the Russians to dismantle
., WASHINGTON -~ President Rea-

hundreds more missiies — about 130
this year alone as against our 32. Of #
course, they will be under no con-
straints if we continue to violate the
treaty’'s numerical limits. Even the
Central Intelligence Agency admits ,
that without the treaty the Soviet
Union by 1995 can have about 5,000
more nuclear warheads than it would
otherwnse have,

| America has legitimate concerns
about some aspects of Soviet compli-
ance, and Congress has approved giv-
ing the President authority to re-
spond to Soviet violations. But ex-
ceeding the 1,320 multiple-warhead-

_missile limit effectively trashes the

treaty and guarantees a new arms
race. Even critics of the treaty con-
cede that the Soviet violations cer-
tainly do not alter the strategic bal-
ance. Scrapping the accord because
of our compliance concerns is like
scrapping the criminal code because
of the existence of crime. Scrapping
the treaty does not end Soviet viola-
tions: it legalizes them.

Ironically, one of the first effects of
our violating the numerical limits
will be to allow the Soviet Union to in-
crease its quantity of precisely those
weapons that the Administration has
consistently labeled as the most de-
stabilizing: ICBM’'s with multiple
warheads. The treaty’s limit of 820
such ICBM’s would force the Soviet
Union to dismantle some of its exist-
ing 818 multiple-warhead ICBM’s al-
most immediately after it began de-
ploying its new §S-24 later this year

CLdl Udlll, EIC Call LULLE WU o DU Lty
firm for a checking account and buy
zero coupon bonds at Sears.
Congress has the opportunity to re-
think the entire regulatory frame-
work governing banks, now in an ad-
vanced stage of chaos. In approach-
ing this monumental, politically
sensitive task, Congress should ask it-
self: given a clean slate, would it
create a banking system in its

k Reagaﬁ SSALTII Folly

— but not without the treaty.

Scrapping the accord signals the |

triumph of those in the Administra-

. tion with a fecord of unremitting hos- |

tility to arims control. This is right

wing ideology run amok, given the
major increase in Soviet nuclear
forces brought on by the treaty’s de-
mise and the problems for American
security this creates. It magnifies the
difficulties confronting the “Star

- Wars” program by multiplying the

number of warheads that it must de-
fend against, And violating the accord
diverts defense dollars from our real
defense needs, like conventional
forces, toward still more nuclear

" weapons. It is no wonder that Brent

Scowcroft, the President’s former
strategic weapons adviser, six for-
mer Defense Secretaries (three Re-
publicans and three Democrats) and
all our Atlantic alliance allies support
staying within the limits.

Does it really make sense to re-
lease the Soviet Union from re-
straints that have already forced it to
dismantle more than 500 missiles and
which will force it to dismantle about
250 more by the end of Mr. Reagan’s
term? Who can believe the world will
be better off by adding 10,000 to 20,000

more nuclear warheads over the next,
eight to nine years than it would be if-

we continued the pact? Who believes

our national security is enhanced by

inviting Moscow to add 5,000 extra nu-
clear warheads to its arsenal?
Mr. Reagan can strengthen our se-

curity interests and keep at least |
some limits on the Soviet nuclear |

threat — but only if he puts America

back into compliance with SALT. [,
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could redefine the “bank holding,

company’’ to allow it to own a securi-

‘ties firm or a thrift (or vice-versa)

and to cross state lines without the
pretext of being a nonbank bank,
It could consolidate certain func-

_tions of the Federal Home Loan Bank

Board, ithe Federal Reserve Board
and the Comptroller of the Currency,
who, together with the F.D.I.C. and

-F.S.L.1.C. regulate overlapping pieces

of the finaneial services industry pie,

These and other sweeping pro-:
posals face tough hurdles, as securi-~

ties firms, commercial banks, non-

bank banks and thrifts, each fearful ™
. of competltion from the others, could

grind a move to regulatory reform to’
a screeching halt. .
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Are Soviets retreatmg on INF?2.

_ization in Washington that an INF agree-’

ment is not just around the corner, despite

the negotiating progress of recent weeks.
On Feb. 28, Soviet leader Mikhail'

PR

dy

By Peter Grier
Staff writer of The Christian Science Monitor

Washington
Soviet “shuffling” has complicated ne-

: *‘A senior US official
..Says an agreement

lo keep struggling, but 'm pessimisti
& other s = ‘-
uro Cruz

1ders his future,

¥ to reduce

" 'intermediate-range
~nuclear forces is not
~ - just'around the
corner, despite

- progress in Geneva.

e

gotiating a limit on intermediate-range
nuclear forces (INF), a senior Reagan ad-

' 'mmlstratxon arms control official claims.

The official says the latest shuffle of
Soviet negotiators is an apparent retreat

-+ from a pledge to include shorter-range

nuclear missiles in any INF agreement.
“They take two steps forward and
three back,” he says.

Gorbachev announced he would no longer
insist that progress on INF be linked to}
talks on other arms issues such as the:
Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), remov-
ing a major obstacle to an INF pact. In
response, the United States has polished
off a new INF proposal, the final portion
of which was officially put on t.he table in -
Geneva last week. .

...The Soviets have Interviewed on the condition that his Attention has focused on the US offer
pulled back on a name not be used, this official paints a to limit INF warheads to 100. But as was
relatively hard-line picture of Soviet be- the case with SAIT 2 and other arms

key issue, he says.
s & '

kY

- havior and prospects for arms control.

But hls remarks mirror the growing real-

agreements the proposed INF pact would

Pleaseseelfl‘backpage,
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Pubhc leans toward
greater federal role

Americans want more services, but also

blame ‘bi

wrdt v,

By Charlotte Saikowski
Staft writer of The Chrlstlan Science Monitor

g government for mﬂatlon

4 8
?

in espousing such programs as cata-
str_ophic-health care and job

Washlngton

Will Americans want “more gov-
ernment” in 19887,

After six years of the Reagan

training.

“After the events of the 1970s,
Americans’ main message to their
political leaders was ‘slow down,” '
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actually place _,lmnts on a

number of technological items in- ¥

an effort to control nuclear
weapons as a whole, the official

says. Specifically, allowable’

numbers of medium-range

launchers and missiles,.as well
as warheads, would be capped. -~

Because warheads could be
hidden in almost any room the

size of an efﬁclency apartment o
. the US, INF production facilities

verification provisions in the US
INF proposal for the most part
apply only to the easier-to-see
missiles and launchers. .
Verification is considered the
major issue to be worked out

before an agreement can be -

reached. The final part of the US
offer, laid before the Soviets on

March 12, was the venﬁcatlon ]

provisions: -
" The key to verification, in the

the actual presence on Soviet
soil of US officials, and vice

, versa. The official breaks this

down into two categories of on-
site inspection: “perimeter-por-
tal,” and “short-notice visit.”
Perimeter-portal inspection
would apply to sites that are

known to be INF production or -

storage areas. It would involve
some sort of permanent foreign
presence, whether human or me-
chanical is not clear, watching
building exteriors and gates. In

are owned by private contrac-
tors, but this sort of outside ver-
ification would not require spe-
cial legislation to make it legal,
the official says.

“It would be part of the secu-

- rity arrangements which are

part of doing business with the
US government,” he says.

" The short-notice visit provi-
- sion proposed by the US would

US view, is on-site inspection - ~ enable either superpower to in-

THE CHRISTIAN ubltht MONITOR

| FROM PAGE ONE

spect practically any building,
not just declared INF facilities, it
suspected of INF-related activ-
ity. The official says the US gov-
ernment has been talking to con-
tractors about this; he does not
feel legislation is necessary to
make this provision stick.

“After all, these visits would
be escorted by US government
personnel,” he says, comparing
them to reporters’ tours of de-
fense factories.

The short-notice visit provi-
sion has been criticized by some
analysts as a license to spy. The
Soviets, or the US for that mat-
ter, could say they were suspi-
cious that a particular installa-
tion was building medium-range
weapons even if they knew it
was not, just so they could get

- inside and see what it did hold.

A sort of mutual deterrence
will keep this from happening,
says the official. If the Soviets

started abusing the provision,

TUESDAY, MARCH 17, 1987

the US could retaliate in a like

manner, he says, and there are
more sensitive military installa-
tions in the Soviet Union than in
this country.

“I can’t conceive of the Sovi-
ets’ ﬂndmg it in their interest to
engage in that kind of tit for

" he points out.

Underlymg US verification
proposals is the belief that So-
viet intelligence-gathering capa-
bility is already great and infor-
mation they might gather would
be of only marginal use.

The widespread view among
Washington analysts now is that
an INF agreement will not be
reached until fall, at the earliest.
The changes in Soviet rhetoric
that US officials interpret as a
rollback in the Soviet Union’s
position on short-range missiles
are but one indication of the ne-
gotiations’ complications. -,

Completing an INF pact will
be hard enough, and recent prog-

ress should not therefore be seen .
as the herald of similar move-
ment on other arms issues such 1 -
as strategic missiles and SDI, the | ‘
official says. K

The US wants limits on short-

range missiles included in any.
medinm-range treaty. Previous |
Soviet statements sounded as if.
they might accept this position; ;
now Soviet negotiators appear |
to be insisting ori a separate, fol- |
low-up, short-range pact.

The Soviet Union enjoys a
lead in shorter-range nuclear
systems. The particular treaty
provision the US wants would
allow the Pentagon to build up -
its short-range forces to parity.

+In congressional testimony last } 3

week, Army vice-chief of staff
Maxwell Thurman said convert- {

"ing Pershing 2 missiles into

_shorter-range missiles by scrap- .,
" ping their second stage would be *
.the Pentagon’'s preferred; i

method for reaching equality.

TEENS tmivipee

of kids at our school have problems with
‘their parents and want to run away.
Sometimes they talk about suicide. We
want to know what to say to them.”
Two occurrences last week drew re-
newed national attention to the problem
of youth suicide. Four young people — two
males and two females — died together in
New Jersey, and two young women in
their upper teens committed suicide to-

gether in Ilinois.

Teen suicide has for some tlme been a
matter of major concern among parents,
educators, sociologists, researchers, and
youth counselors across the country.

- The suicide rate began to climb rapidly
in 1960 and leveled off in 1979 after
escalat:mg by 260 percent m that period.
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£ they felt a total of 42 suicides had been
averted in one year.

But Dr. Peck and Nelson say there are ,.;
a number of hurdles before the program 5
is more widely accepted. :

Some school officials say the program
does not belong in the schools, already,
struggling to teach the basic curriculum
adequately. Some parents are concerned -,
about the attention given the subject in z‘_.
peer group situations, feeling that such a .
program should be carried on at a more
intimate level in the family sphere. . .,

“And then there are the spec:al-mter’?e-*
est groups — minorities, religionists, legis-
lators,” Nelson says, “each with its own
concerns.”

He calls for a nationwide spirit of com-
promise and negotiation. “The lawmak-
ers, parents, school boards, and welfare
agencies of this country are going to have

NP ppy ¥
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affairs, to possibly il-

aw legal forms of financing
to the contras. Many Wash-
ot - ington analysts say
ow Abrams will be forced to
1 a resign within the next
nat . few months,
at " A special disappoint-
be ment to Cruz was Mr.
. P Robelo’s ambiguous po-
Mr. el litical loyalties, Cruz’s
1 a “‘Now [the contras] must closest advisers say. -
aid find a board of directors - Cruz, the top moder-
(ra that will not be docile - -] ate contra leader, and .,
g | that will not by definition | Robelo were particularly
- ’ \gl over e ques-
is | e made up of puppets. tion of drastically re-~
est .| _ -~ Arturo.Cruz | .forming the contra as-

. sembly. The assembly
Ta directorate members - was’'set up late last year by the contra direc-
and Pedro Joaquin torate, called the United Nicaraguan Opposi- -
Reagan administration = tion (UNO), itself established by the Reagan
his reform struggle. . Please see CRUZ back page

®
nt: money and a lot more
lege — the Kennedys, the o :
ers, the Roosevelts — there
bts about his sensitivity.
really understand the prob-
pical Americans, with mort-
pay, children to feed, leaky
ix? Du Pont comes straight
int in a one-hour Monitor
interview at his law
office here. “Just
look at the record,”
he says. As governor
“we enacted an in-
come tax cut of 30
percent for the aver-
age family in Dela-
ware. And there is
no sales tax. We rec-
ognize the burden a
sales tax placeson a
low-income family.”
He points with
pride to the 60,000
new jobs in Dela-
ware — largely via
cutting taxes — cre-
ated during his eight
years in effice. “The
you can cure poverty is
,” he says.
great-great-great-great
of E. 1. du Pont, the gover-
t have the wealth he might
Please see DU PONT page 5

erre du Pont points for the presidency

By Curtis J. Sitomer
Staff writer of The Christian Science Monitor

- - - --- Boston
Protection of the rights of individuals is now
clearly the hallmark of the United States Supreme

In case after case decided this term, the justices
have come dewn for civil liberties in crqnma}-
justice matters, freedom from discrimination n

free from government harm or harassment. °
With a few notable exceptions, conservatives
and liberals have joined to rule against procedures
that violate constitutional to a fair
trial; to ensure job security or work benefits for
pregnant women, minorities, and those with phys-
“jcal handicaps; and to protect the oppressed.
Most of these rulings fly in'the face of stances
taken by the Reagan administration and the Jus-
tice Department. Among recent rulings, the court:
. e®Refused to expand police search powers to
permit the use of illegally obtained evidence in
o Upheld affirmative-action plans giving pref-
erence to blacks and other minorities in job promo-
tions, particularly where a long history of racial
bias has existed. -
® Guaranteed women who take maternity leave

| the right to return to their jobs when state law. :

provided for such reinstatement.
. Please see COURT page 4

Arms treaty could -
let ‘sanctioned spies’

By Peter Grier
Staff writer of The Christian Science Monitor

Washington
San Diego is home to some of the most sensitive
United States defense installations. Weapons
plants line the roads near the waterfront airport.
Across the bay are the aircraft carriers and bil-
lion-dollar Aegis cruisers of a giant Navy base.

The area is so rich in military secrets that
Soviet diplomats are not allowed into the sur-
rounding county. But if the US and the Soviet
Union sign a pact limiting intermediate-range nu-
clear forces (INF), San Diego could be open to
Soviet visitors with powerful binoculars.

One downtown plant is a General Dynamics
factory that produces ground-launched cruise
missiles, a US intermediate nuclear weapon. The
sanctioned spies would be inspectors making sure
no new cruise missiles were produced. :

US officials are insisting that any INF treaty

Please see VERIFY back page

the workplace, and the right of individuals to. be .

see US weapons plants
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J. A. DISTEL

2136 DORMAN DRIVE
PORTSMOUTH, OHIO 45662
(614) 353-2405

April 2, 1987

Mr. Linas Kojelis

Special Assistant to the President
c/o The White House

Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr, Kojelis:

I have written letters of appreciation and support to Senator
Joe Carraro and Senator Bill Barton in their noble efforts on behalf
of the SDI and the space shield.

It is refreshing to see public officials stand up for America's
needs instead of betraying it.

President Reagan personally should call Senators Carraro and
Barton in recognition of their work and support of the SDI.
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SDI 4/3/87

Problem:

Not going anywhere because factions can't agree to what sdi
should be and when it should be deployed and differences on
treaty.

- Wallop (conservatives): Reagan Admin let us down because
slow / deploy now

- (middle) research now / various amts of money

- (liberals) kill it

ABM
- (cons) not serving US well/ not in our interest abandon
- broad/narrow - not getting us anywhere no solution

abm

too

it

- US should never break out of any treaty we're peace loving

people

How sell non-ABM to Congess and regular people
Agree on one SDI structure
















































































