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to further the Communist cause. I was not
misled about their ultimate intentions.
.~ They are uncertain of themselves;

"~ do not have the calm self-assurance

1€ Chinese. They have to prove them-~
__.ves over and over to be equals with our
country. They are willing to make great
sacrifices for military strength, which is
perhaps their only strength.

T am fearful President Reagan is not
sufficiently sensitive to the consequences
of excessively isolating the Soviets. We
need to give them hope that through nego-
tiation and peaceful competition we can

" strive for accommodation. If that hope is
removed, they might be induced to lash
out and use their enormous military capa-
bility. It would be suicidal but it is a possi-
bility. That is why it is so counterproduc-
tive for the President to imply that we are
militarily inferior to the Soviet Union. We
are not, but this claim tends to weaken the
confidence of our own people, shakes the
foundations of our alliances and

KEEPING FAITH

missile system seems ridiculous to me. I
am concerned too that the nonprolifera-
tion effort has fairly well been abandoned.

Tt hurt to lose to Ronald Reagan. But
after the election, I tried to make the tran-
sition as smooth as possible. Later, from
my experience in trying to brief him on
matters of supreme importance, I was
very disturbed at his lack of interest. The
1Sstes were the 15 or 20 most important
subjects that T as President could possibly
pass on to him. His only reaction of sub-
stance was to express admiration for the
political circumstances in South Korea
that let President Park close all the col-
leges and draft all the demonstrators.
That was the only i 1ssue on which he came
alive.

On relations with his successor. I made
one courtesy call at the Oval Office, but
my relationship with Reagan is nonexis-

tent. I am not asking for an assignment,

the press. Some of his characteristics, such
as his not being familiar with details of is-
sues, even arouse a sense of protection in
the press. There was a kind of game by the
press to see if there were questions I could
not answer. Part of the reason for this
challenge was the aura of morality that T
had wrapped around myself, and my
commitment not to lie. There was a natu-
ral inclination by the press to prove this
guy is not as clean and moral as he claims.

On being an “outsider.” I was not part of
the Wall Street business Establishment,
the Washington political Establishment
or the Hollywood entertainment Estab-
lishment. I was just not part of the Estab-
lishment in any way. I was a Southern
peanut farmer populist type. That was
fine with me.

But I saw Rosalynn having in the
White House an extraordinarily compre-
hensive series of public events and enter-
tainment. Yet the press sometimes

might induce the Soviets to make a
suicidal miscalculation.

On Ronald Reagan. I have seen our
country suffer from the policies imifi-
ated by President Reagan in eco-
nomics, in foreign policy, in some so-

" cial programs. He has undone
important accomplishments-not only
of me and other Democratic Presi-
~~=ts but of his Republican predeces-
Reagan and James Watt, his In-~

Jr Secretary, have tried to undo;
much of the progress made in envi-
ronmental quality dating from Abra-
ham Tincoln to Richard Nixon. It is
grievously damaging. The budget
deficits that Reagan will accumulate

_ in four years, while claiming to be a
fiscal conservative, exceed the total
deficits of all the peacetime years of

“Ronald Reagan
seems to have little
concern about the
poor, students, the
afflicted.He has
oversupplied

the military

with funding.”

criticized her. If we had Horowitz,
Baryshnikov, Beverly Sills and also
had Willie Nelson, Rosalynn was
stigmatized us some sort of rube who
did not really understand the glam-
our of Washington. That aggravated
me worse than anything.

We were alien 1n some ways.
There were ways I could have
reached out. It was not an antagonis-
tic attitude. It is just not part of my
personality. I do not condemn the
cocktail circuit. It is just not natural
for me to be part of it.

On politics. I like politics, but it is not
all good. The tedium of repetitive
public appearances, dashing madly
from one community to another, re-
ceiving lines, receptions, begging for
contributions—none or those things

our history. -Reaganomics was a
fraud, but he is a persuasive speaker, and
the American people bought it. -

It is hard to think of any nation that

has a closer relationship with us now than_

a year and a half ago, except for two or

three countries ruled by righi-wing re-
gimes. Deteriorating relationships in Lat-
in America, Asla, Europe and Africa all
grieve me. But I have felt it was better for
me not to be constantly criticizing Rea-
gan, so that through experience he would
modify his previous radical and erroneous
positions. My reticence, I think, has been
a factor in his ability to turn back to Chi-
na, to espouse the Camp David accords, to
honor the terms of SALT 11 and make other
beneficial changes.

- In some cases he seems to have little

concern about the poor, students, the af-
icted

fundmg for the kinds of weapons
have been requesting for 15 or 20
. -ars and other Presidents have refused.
Not only.is it unnecessary, it is an improp-
er allocation of priorities. The B-1 bomber

isa waste of money. The densepack MX

TIME,OCTOBER 11,1982

. He has oversupplied the military

but I think a former President can cer-
tainly be helpful. I called on Nixon and
Ford regularly to help me. We briefed
them often, p0551b1y more than they actu-
ally wanted.

What Kissinger, Ford and Nixon did
in the Middle East, I built upon. What
they did in China, I built upon. What they
did with the SALT negotiations, 1 built
upon. I did not reject. Under Reagan, for
the first time in recent history a nonparti-
san international effort was set aside.
That is still disturbing to me.

1t is a mistake, a sign of weakness for
an incumbenf 10 Blame problems on his
predecessor. After a year or so, it may be
rubbing the public the wrong way.

On the press. Reagan has been treated
with kid gloves. He has been given the
benent of the doubt, not only during this
first year and a half, but also during the
campaign, when his detrimental policies

gan’s demeanor as an “‘aw shucks” grand-
fatherly type appeals to the country and

were never analyzed by the press. Rea---

are attractive or enjoyable to me.
Dealing with issues and making decisions,
planning a campaign, the direct relation
with voters—those elements of politics I
enjoy.

On communicating. 1 am not a great
speaker and am sometimes not at ease
with large groups. I acknowledge those

-characteristics freely. They have been

pointed out to me often enough to con-
vince me. I can think on my feet. A poll of
oldtime White House correspondents
ranked me first in handling press confer-
ences. It is hard to express effectively all
sides of a complicated issue, and I tend to
do that. It is much easier to take one sim-
plistic side of an issue and express it clear-
ly. Reagan does that very well. But there
1s no way in the long run to avoid the com-
plexity of complex issues.

On Senator Edward Kennedy. No, I do
not hafe him. In many ways, he is a like-

able person, but I do not think he is quali-
fied to be President. Kennedy is a superb

candidate for a nomination because peo-
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ple are intrigued with his looks, wealth,
speakmg ability and family name. But
“en you probe and ask people if they
at him in the White House, his support
ads to evaporate. My guess and hope is
that the same thing will happen in 1984.
People ask: Can the man be trusted to
make difficult decisions under pressure
with an undergirding of integrity?

In 1980, Kennedy seemed to think if
he announced as a candidate 1 would
withdraw. Later he could not accept the
inevitability of his defeat even after it was
mathematically impossible for him to get
a majority of the delegates. Those exces-
sive political attacks by Kennedy after he
lost contributed a great deal to my loss.
What his motivations were I have never

_ understood. If he is the nominee in 19847
Well, I have never voted Republican.

On Vice President Walter Mondale, Fritz
disagreed on a few economic decisions I
made, eliminating some social programs I
thought were a waste of money. These de-
cisions hurt Fritz, but I never doubted that
he was competent, intelligent and loyal to
me. There isno doubt in my mind that he is
plenty tough enough to be President. He is
not naturally as combative as I am, but
that is not a sign of weakness. ~

On Secretary of State Cyrus Vance. Cy is

~—good man and was a fine Secretary I
1ght he made a mistake resigning
:n the Iran rescue mission failed. In my
sudgment, he should have said: “Mr. Presi-
dent, I might want to quit later. But I
would like to stay two or three months to
show my support for you and help tide you
over this disappointment.” He did not do
that. But this has never driven a wedge be-
tween us.

I have had people tell me that Cy had

been so affected by his involvement in the
Viet Nam War and his aversion to vio-
lence that he may have been overly

SPECIAL SECTION

with a Democratic President. They looked
on the incumbent President as an adver-
sary. I had a rough row to hoe from the be-
ginning. I also did not give the Congress
any goodies to take home, nothing popu-
lar, where a Congressman could go home
and say: ““You ought tore-elect me because
I voted for the Panama Canal Treaty or
because I voted to increase oil prices by de-
regulation.”

There is no doubt I gave Congress too

heavy an agenda—twelve or 15 important

issues the first year I was in. I would have
been better off in the public’s estimation as
well as with Congress if I had narrowed
those down to one or two. But it would not
havebeen like me to postpone the other 13

because they were controversial. I was not
the warm, backslapping political friend
that some members of Congress would
have preferred, but I tried to address issues
on a professional basis, and they were de-
cided on their merits.

On special-interest groups. There is no
way for me to express adequately my con-
cern about the detrimental impact of spe-
cial Interests in Washington. In many

cases members of Congress can be induced
to vote against the interests of the coun-
try—bought legitimately, with political
threats on one hand and financial rewards
on the other. The situation is getting
worse. You have not only the financial
payoffs with contributions and honorari-
ums, but a tendency by Congress and the
Administration to weaken ethics re-
straints. There are also those right-wing
political-action committees that can
spend Hundreds of thousands to promote
or defeat a candidate. Their scruples are
sometimes nonexistent.

On the Moral Major:ity. I felt more bitter
than I indicated in my book. I put them in
the same category as Gerald L.K. Smith

and others who have thrived on disharmo-
ny, divisiveness and a narrow interpreta-
tion of what Christianity is. At times, they
were vicious, and there is a growing aver-
sion to their philosophy within the Chris-
tian community. It is still a major factor.
But I had a calin assurance that my rela-
tionship with God was not affected ad-
versely by Jerry Falwell’s statements.

On Brother Billy. The issue of Billy and his
work for the Libyans hurt me. Billy is ex-
ceptionally independent. He has a mind of
his own. If I had told Billy, “Don’t ever
talk to the Libyans any more,” he would
have said, “Jimmy, you go straight to hell.
I'll talk to whom I choose. You’re not my
boss.” He would then have proved to me
publicly, as Menachem Begin does so well
in dealing with the President, that he can-
not be told what to do. Billy said the extent
of my defeat could not have all been attrib-
utable to him. I agree. At the most, it may
have cost me one or two percentage points.

On the Democratic Party’s future. An ap-
proach that would be successful for the
Democrats would be a combination of fis- .
cal responsibility and conservatism on one
hand and an allocation of priorities to help
people develop their own capabilities
through education, employment and equal
rights on the other. The Democrats could
help themselves by unequivocally espous-
ing environmental quality, peace, nuclear-
arms control and human rights.

I do not think an ultraliberal on fiscal
policy, a person who. wants to reinstitute
federal regulation of private industry or go
back to an overemphasis on social give-
away programs, is going to win.

On other Democrats. In additior. to Fritz
Mondale, I like John Glenn very much.

He is one Democrat along with Mondale
who could carry our party to victory in

1984. Gary Hart_and Reubin Askew

cautious about the hostage rescue
mission. Vance was. the strongest
dove. But the second strongest dove
was myself.

I wanted the Secretary of State
second only to me to be the spokes-
man for foreign policy. Vance was
quite reluctant to fill that role. Some-
times I would ask Cy specifically to
make a public, sometimes controver-
sial statement. Often, I would watch
the evening news to see my Secretary
of State, and instead I would see his

" spokesman, Hodding Carter, on the
screen. A lot of it was because of his
modesty. He wanted to do the hard
work. He is one Cabinet member who

/w&rked harder than I did.

lealing with Congress. When I

.s first elected, many congressional
leaders, especially in the Senate, were
convinced they should have been
President instead. A substantial num-

NEXT WEEK

“I listened to every proposal, no matter how .
preposterous, including dropping an atomic
bomb on Tehran,” writes Jimmy Carter of his
most frustrating experience as President: trying
to free the American hostages from Iran. In the
concluding TIME excerpt from Keeping Faith,
Carter tells of the fallen Shah’s fateful visit to
the U.S., the seizure of the Americans on a day
“T will never forget,” the tragic failure of the res-
cue mission in the desert and the 444-day ordeal
that ended in freedom for the hostages. Carter
also tells of those achievements for which he ex-
pects historians to give him greater credit than
did the U.S. voters who rejected him in 1980: his
human rights policy; the treaty yielding control
of the Panama Canal; and his eﬁ"orts toend US.
dependence on foreign oil.

also meet my criteria for potentially
SUCCESS candidates. ese

would have an excellent chance to

win.

On history’'s verdict. I will be re-
membered as an incumbent Presi-
dent who was defeated for re-elec-
tion. There will always be a
thought in the minds of historians
that the American people made an
accurate judgment. I hope people
will say that one of the the reasons
he was not re-elected is that he ad-
dressed difficult issues; that he did
not yield to political expediency:
that his basic principles were
sound; and that he was effective in
some of the major tasks he under-
took-—energy, arms control, Alaska
lands, the Panama Canal, the Mid-
dle -East, China relations. I hope
history will deal kindly with me.
But I am at peace with the knowi-
edge I did the best I could._ ]

ber of Democrats had never served
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 6, 1982

Dear Terry:

This is to thank you for your letter of October 7, 1982, in
which you acknowledge former President Carter's willingness
to accept Mr. Set Momjian's proposed offer to donate a set
of Lenox China with the Presidential Seal to the Carter
Library, if this was legally permissible.

Title 18 of the United States Code, Section 713, is the
principal federal law governing use of the Seals of the
President and Vice President. That section proscribes use
of the Presidential Seal except in a manner consistent with
regulations promulgated by the President. The requlations
to which reference is made are embodied in Executive Orders
11649 and 11916. I enclose for your information copies of
18 U.S.C., Section 713, the notes to which include the Execu-
tive Orders mentioned. While permissible uses of the Seal
are limited, use of the Seal on "Presidential" china would
appear to be sanctioned by both law and tradition.

Under the circumstances of this proposed use for the Carter
Library, I am also pleased to enclose a photograph of the Seal
for the use you describe in your letter.

If you should have any further questions on this matter,
please do not hesitate to contact me. I regret that in-
advertent internal administrative lapses caused a delay in
my response.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

Fred F. Fielding
Counsel to the President

Terrence B. Adamson, Esqg.
Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey
1915 I Street, NW

Fifth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006

Enclosures
cc: Mr. Set Momijian

FFF:HPG:aw 12/6/82
cc: FFFielding/HPGoldfield/Subj./Chron
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Title 18 of the United States Code, Section 713, is the
principal federal law governing use of the Seals of the
President and Vice President, Sea 2
;nefgﬁfUHléhﬁﬁmﬁﬁvySection #¥¥8 proscribes use of the Presi-
dential Seal except in a manner consistent with regulations
promulgated by the President. The regulations to which
reference 1is made are embodied in Executive Orders 11649 and
11916. I enclose for your information copies of 18 0U.S.C.,
Section 713, the notes to which include the Executive Orders
mentioned. ¥ You—witd—note that-While permissible uses of the
Seal are 1lImited, use of the Seal on "Presidential" china
would appear Eﬂebe sanctioned by both law and tradition I
am pleased to,enclose a photograph of the Seal for the use
you describe in your letter.
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With best wishes, Neo

e kv_Lj;;
Sincerely, Cp T LAuDJ:~;;;

Fred F. Fielding
Counsel to the President

Terrence B. Adamson, Esq.
Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey
1915 T Street, NW

Fifth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006

Enclosures

cc: Mr. Set Momijian
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Date / f/ 9‘3/ f)—

MEMORANDUM

FOR: 10410 b cl

FROM: H.P. Goldfield
Associate Counsel to the President

L///For your information
For your review and comment

As we discussed

For your files

Please see me

Return to me after your review

Comment

Mr. Set Momjian
2101 Blair Mill Road
Willow Grove, Pennsylvania 19090
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October 7, 1982

104106 24 .

Honorable Fred F. Fielding

Counsel to the President

0l1d Executive Office Building

Room 113

17th and Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Fred:

I am writing on behalf of former President Carter in response to the
call of your Associate Counsel, H. P. Goldfield, concerning the request of
Mr. Set Momjian to purchase a set of Lenox China with the Presidential
Seal for donation to the Carter Library. Dan Lee, President Carter's Chief
of Staff, asked me to let you know that Mr. Momjian is a long-time friend
of the former President who offered to purchase this china for donation to
the library, and that President Carter is delighted to accept the gift on
behalf of the Library. Thank you for your and Mr. Goldfield's courtesies

in this matter.
Sincerely
@»\ \ QUM S~

Terrence B. Adamson

Warm regards.

TBA :mk

cc: Honorable H. P. Goldfield
Associate Counsel to the President

Honorable Dan Lee
Chief of Staff to President Jimmy Carter
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Director

October 21, 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR: The President

FROM: Charles Z. WiCK/zj\ﬁL/

SUBJECT: Conversation with
President Carter

fmt

-

~d
beod
4D
e

Summary

While putting together some suggested input to convey
to your colleagues for your proposed November 18 speech, I
called Jimmy Carter to verify a report that he had proposed
a nuclear freeze to the Soviets in 1979. Mr. Carter
confirmed the fact that he had proposed a freeze to Brezhnev
in June of 1979 who apparently turned it down. This was
followed by an increased rate of deployment of SS-20s.
Brezhnev's current advocacy of a freeze, calculated to give
the nuclear freeze proponents ammunition, might thus be
discredited.

For vour information this memorandum summarizes the key
points of our conversation. I forward it in the hopes that
it will prove useful in our efforts to formulate an
effective public affairs initiative which will communicate
the merits of the U.S. arms control position.

* k% % % %

I asked former President Carter if press reports were
true, that he had in 1979 proposed a nuclear freeze to the
Soviets. President Carter replied that the reports were, in
fact, correct,

In June 1979, President Carter went to Vienna to
negotiate with Mr. Brezhnev. President Carter proposed:

(a) a nuclear freeze for both sides--in both production
and deployment;

(b) immediate implementation of SALT II even prior to
any ratification:

(c) a 5% reduction annually in the SALT II limits for
the 5 years the treaty would be in effect; and

(d) an immediate implementation of a comprehensive test
ban.

BRrezhnev rejected all of these prOpoéals.
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I asked President Carter if he thought it significant
now, some 250 plus 8§8-20s later, that there is so much
discussion about a nuclear freeze. He replied the concept
of a nuclear freeze was significant then and it continues to
be now. He said that while in Scandinavia last spring, as
well as in France, he discussed his 1979 proposal to
Brezhnev. His audiences were primarily businessmen and not
very impressed with what had occurred in Vienna.

Following this European trip, President Carter
continued to think the subject important enough to mention
in his forthcoming book. He suggested I read through that
chapter of his book. He added that he would be glad to help
in any way he could.

I indicated to Mr. Carter that there was discussion now
about the possibility of the President making a speech to
bring people up-to-date on his November 1981, "Zero Option"
speech. This would be,in effect, a report explaining why
the average person should not be beguiled by the nuclear
freeze or labels which could operate in a manner inimical to
our interests.

It seemed to me that it would be rather dramatic to
mention in your report that President Carter, himself, had
proposed such a nuclear freeze in 1979. However at that
time, it did not suit the Soviets. We could then underline
that the arms superiority the Soviets enjoyed in 1979 was
nowhere near what they have developed in the subsequent
three years. This revelation could be very dramatic for the
average perscn to consider.

Carter pointed out that President Reagan is perfectly
at liberty to quote anything out cf Carter's new book
"because it is all quite accurate and the record would
confirm it." He noted that the President does not need any
approval or encouragement from him to guote from the book.
As a matter of fact, Carter indicated he would welcome such
guotation.

President Carter cautioned that he would not want the
presumption to be made that because Brezhnev rejected U.S.
proposals for a nuclear freeze in June of 1979, we have an
excuse "for not being equally as forthcoming now with some
modificatiocns because of the §S-20s." He would still be in
favor of a freeze of the intercontinental type missiles, in
which he believes the U.S. does maintain a rough equivalency
with the Soviet Union.
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He continued by pointing out that in December of 1979,
he proposed to the European Alliance that we should go ahead
with the Pershing IIs and the ground-launch cruise missiles
because the Soviets had proceeded with SS-20 deployment. ¥

HE BELIEVES THE U.S. OUGHT TO GO AHEAD AND DEPILOY THE
INTERMEDIATE RANGE MISSILES IN EUROPE. I think his
agreement with us here can be of great value and the use
thereof should be considered.

I menticned to President Carter that we are concerned
about California and the other states that are proposing
blanket nuclear freeze resolutions with no emphasis on the
verifiability and safeguards that everybody who understands
these things--whether or not they believe in the
freeze--feel necessary and appropriate. I then asked him
for his evaluation of the nuclear freeze movement.

Mr. Carter replied that, in this case as with almost
every issue, the Reagan Administration is not going far
enough to encourage mutual constraint on nuclear weapons,
but that the total nuclear freeze advocates do not go far
enough either. He felt that perhaps some common ground
might be found. However, he pointed out that the simplistic
approach on either side just does not cover the existing
nuances and he would never agree to anything with the
Soviets if we could not verify their commitment with our own
independent means.

Mr. Carter stated that his own preference would be for
the Administration to propose a freeze on further
development or deployment of any intercontinental missiles.
He felt that the United States could live with such an
arrangement. He re-emphasized that the SALT II treaty
should be completely honored pending a subsequent treaty.
He also would be in favor of a comprehensive test ban.

*  According to The International Institute for Strategic
Studies and NATO sources, the Soviets initially deployed
S8-20s in 1977 at the rate of approximately 50 a year.
However in late 1979, following Brezhnev's rejection of
Carter's nuclear freeze offer, the Soviets accelerated their
deployment to the rate of approximately 75 a year.



I pointed out that our biggest problem now is the
separation of the United States from its Western European
allies. President Carter replied that there is general
concern, particularly in Europe but in the United States to
some degree as well, that the Reagan Administration is not
sincere in advocating sharp reductions in nuclear weapons
and that its proposal to the Soviet Union is so unacceptable
that it is not a basis for negotiations. He regarded this
Aas a general concern, but he agreed with James Reston's
observation in the October 3, 1982, New York Times (see
Attachment A): "If the President or Secretary Shultz or
even the Secretary of Defense would come out and explain to
the public what our proposals actuallv are and how they will
also benefit the Soviet Union, it would certainly be
enlightening." Carter said he himself would welcome an
explanation, and he believes the public here and elsewhere
is waiting for it.

I pointed out to President Carter that I know from my
personal experience that Gene Rostow and all our negotiators
are sincerely trying to accomplish something in arms
control. He replied that he hoped it was true, but he was
not convinced of it. He recalled that when he was President
they had certainly not been of any help to him with what he
regarded as a well-balanced SALT II treaty. Their
condemnation of that treaty made them suspect in his view.
He concluded that this was just a difference of perspective
and something which we could not resolve.

In closing, I indicated that I was trying, in my job,
to explain our position to the West European publics in
particular and I thanked him for his help in trying to
dissect the roots of the problems we face.

On a final note, I asked Mr. Carter if anyone in the
Administration had talked to him about his views on these
issues. He replied that no one had. Significantly, he
frequently volunteered in the conversation to help us in any
way he can. I thanked him for his time, and the
conversation at that point drew to a close.

cc: Secretary of State
Assistant to the President for
National Security Affairs



WASHINGTON

The
Nuclear
Blackout

By -J ames Reston’

/" WASHINGTON, Oct. 2 — After a
two-month summer recess, the U.S.-
Saoviet talks on the control of nuclear
. weapons have begun again in Geneva.
<1t would not be unreasonable. to say
that these may be thie most important
diplomatic negotiations of qur time, or
"any other time, but the odd thing is
that so few people know anything
- about them.

This is not because there is a con-.

spiragy of silence. Nothing would be
. moredamaging to the success of these
! talks than daily briefirigs by the am-
‘bassadozs for reporters outside the
: door, There is a problem, however.
. - For.while both sides have agreed to
| keep: the details of their day-to-day

- discussions private, ‘they: have also -

! agreed that the broad principles of
.thexr negotiatlons and the way the

\‘.

. talks are going should bemade public. .

3 They have been faithful to this on

the whole, but there has been very lit-

1 tle analysis in the press or even in the
universitiés about their different ap-
{, proaches to-a. question that involves
" the peace.of the world and- maybe
i eventhe future of the human race.
[ * For example, the renewal of the nu-
- clear talks in Geneva was ignored in
. most newspapers, and though Eugene
Rostow, the director of the United

:.States Arms Control and Disarma- -

* ment Agency, recently made a bril-
. liant address to the Los Angeles World
i Affairs Council defining the conflicts
at Geneva, his remarks were not even
reported, let alone analyzed, in most
of the serious publications of the
country.

U.S. or the Soviet approaches to the con-
trol of nuclear weapons are right, but
why they are not discussed as carefully
as President Reagan’s economics, or

-ball players and owners.

One reason is that the atomic issues
are so technical and complicated that
they are beyond the understanding or
even the imagination of most people.
The United States and the U.S.S.R.

ballistic missile warheads, enough to
‘blow up the world several times over,
and there is endless argument about
the comparative advantages of land-
- based missiles or sea-based missiles,

missiles and other mysteries.”

The Reagan Administration is con-
fronted by some influential people
who want a nuclear agreement with
.the Soviets at almost any cost, and by

-others. who: wouldn't risk a deal with

Moscow no matter what 'the Soviets -

‘promised.

So the question here is ‘not whether the

even the strike conflict between pro foot- .

both now have approximately 7,500.

multiple warheads, “smart” cruise_

PO

-
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Accordingly, the tendency here is to
-“leave it to the .experts,” most of

‘'who are not concentrating on the con-
trol and spread of nuclear power and
nuclear wastes,. though this may be
the most important question for the
-preservation of the. civilization they

{ presume torepresent.

At least a few American newspa-
.pers have spent much thought and
money on the education and training

have done very little to train people to
watch and report on the growth, the

ﬂnlm&s and the dangers of atomic
‘power. This may be the most impor-

-y Similarly, at least some of our best
iversities have schools of Soviet
Jstudms and African studies -— oddly
i very few on Middle Eastern or Latin
! American studies — but none, to my
. knowledge, on atomic studies. There
are some classes — for example at

places — on ‘‘arms control.” These
have proved to be popular But in gen-

.quate ta the reqmrements of the ou-
c!earage.v

"Unpion in the development of many
-atomic missile systems. The Soviet

behind the US in other . nuclear
_weapons.

ment during the last world war when

| the late Adlai Stevenson, then in the
:Navy Department, was talking to'a
Soviet diplomat: about the delivery-of-

supplies to Moscow. Stevenson pro-

‘Russian diplomat said, ‘‘to discuss my
behind but to discuss your behind."”
Even so, complicated as this devil-
-ish subject is, and even admitting that
“the tangle of arguments about throw-
weights and multiple warheads are
beyond the ken of most concerned peo-
‘ple, it should not be impossible to'do a
little better in reporting and explain-
ing"'why these two. principal nuclear
powers, who are committed to control

are not able to agree on at least a re-
 duction of the weapons that threaten
-the peace of the world.
If they cannot resolve this problem,
they have an obligation to explain it,
-and expect the press and the universi-
ties to train the coming generation to
keep it up front, so the people can un-
derstand what is at issue — which
‘may very well be the lives of their
childven.

“whom nobody knows, and this is also ~
true of the press and the universities, .

-of reporters to-cover: the tangles of - .
- eCongmics or-the-law, and to master:.’

_thelanglmgsofthechangjngwoﬂd '
1 they have to cover, but most of them -

tant ‘‘beat’” in the:journalistic and
: Scientific world today. - :

Stanford University among. other-
eral, the -instruction is sadly inade-

- The-U.S. diplomats at Geneva are ,
| claiming that we are behind the Soviet

diplomats are msxstmg that they are.

It reminds - me of a mmﬂarargu- .

i} tested that the Soviets were behind in .

| defining what supplies they needed. -
‘] The Russian complained that Wash-
1 ington was behind in delivering the-
‘goods. “I have net come here,” the -

-their own nuclear arsenais and avoid -
'} the proliferation of nuclear weapons,
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