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Ehe New Bork Times

WEDNESDAY, ] UNE 6, 1984

JUNE 6, 1944—JUNE 6, 1984

We
Remember!

Forty years ago, the allied armies stormed the beaches of Normandy. Word spread
throughout every city and town, in the forests, and even within the inner chamber of
hell itself—Auschwitz—that Hitler's “Fortress Europa” was breached. A ray of hope
was kindled for the entire world.

In the eleven months between D-Day and the liberation of Europe, thousands of
American and other allied soidiers died in the struggle for freedom and democracy.
With reverence, we recall the soldiers of all races, colors and creeds, young men and -
women, who sacrificed their lives to defeat Nazism. We will never forget how those
brave soldiers who came ashore on June 6, 1944 became our liberators.

For millions of Jews, however, the landing at Normandy was the beginning of a
desperate race against time. Round-ups and deportations increased, transports -
roared towards the death camps, gas chambers and crematoria worked around
the clock.

Sadly, the allied armies arrived too late to save most of our families—millions of
innocent men, women and over a million children who perished. Yet word of the
invasion gave us courage to live another day. A few of us survived.

Forty years have not diminished our memory. Today, when President Reagan,
President Mitterand, Queen Elizabeth ll, Prime Minister Trudeau and other European
leaders commem ~ 1ite that fateful day on the beaches of Normandy, we survivors of the
Holocaust joine ieart, spirit and gratitude in rememberance of the sacrifices of the
allied armies forty years ago.

We Remember!

AMERICAN GATHERING OF JEWISH HOLOCAUST SURVIVORS
Benjamin Meed, President
122 West 30th Street, New York, N.Y. 10001
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July 14, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR SALLY KELLEY
FROM: ROBERT M. KIMMITTE%L“

SUBJECT: Letter to Professor Vera Wiren-Garczynski

The NSC recommends the following be added to the end of
paragraph 1 of the draft letter (Tab A) to Professor Vera
Wiren-Garazysnki.

11 be closely watching developments in Paris to
aetermine whether sufficient progress has been made to
reconsider our basic decision to withdraw. Our mind is
not closed.

Attachments
Tab A Suggested reply
Tab B Letter from Professor Vera Wiren-Garczysnki

with enclosures



SUGGESTED REPLY

Dear Dr. Von Wiren-Garczynski:
President Reagan has asked me to
of June 11, 1984, with which you enc

pamphlet, UNESCO & USA: A Global Ca

have read your remarks with interest
in reforms at UNESCO anc :Xpressed to the Director General
and the Executive Board es that basic changes be made so
that UNESCO can regain the confidence and sunnart of all
segments of its membership.

sorry to hear that you have been making unsuccessful
efforts to contact the U.,S. National Commission for UNESCO. As
part of our drive for econon
functions of its Secretariat .. . e o ctmce mepmscieiie o vLLaww
Of UNFQ[‘(\ AfFfFaiqivro

I eassure that the staff of the U.S.

Mission to UNESCO includes highly educated, competent and
experienced persons who have the President's full confidence.

Sincerely,

Dr. Vera Von Wiren-Garczynski
Professor of Slavic & Russian Area Studies,
The City College of The City University
of New York,
New York, New York.



8417826

July 5, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. ROBERT C. MCFARLANE
THE WHITE HOUSE

SUBJECT: Letter from Professor Vera Wiren-Garczynski,
The City College of the City University
of New York

Professor Von Wiren-Garczynski has written to the President
to transmit a copy of her pamphlet UNESCO & USA: A Global
Campaign for Democracy, which considers our projected
withdrawal from UNESCO and concludes that withdrawal would
contradict our avowed democratic mission. She recommends that
we try to secure a substantial return of our annual
contribution to UNESCO in the form of UNESCO funding and
support for the activities of American and other democratic
organizations. Soviet and Bulgarian members of UNESCO's staff
and members of various national commissions have given
assistance to Professor Von Wiren-Garczynski's European
organization. On the other hand, members of the staff of
US/UNESCO and of the US National Commission have failed to do
so. Professor Von Wiren-Garczynski feels that US
representatives to UNESCO are insufficiently qualified and fail
to convey the image of American democracy.

The suggested response thanks her for her pamphlet, advises
her that the request for assistance she made to the US Mission
to UNESCO might be addressed to USAID and/or USIA, and
reassures her of the competence of the staff of the US Mission
to UNESCO.

C ill
Executive Secretary

Attachments:
A. Suggested Reply.

B. Letter from Professor Vera Wiren-Garczynski with
enclosures.



An International Association for Cross-Cultural Communications
NGO Member of UNESCO

SECRETARIAT ;. UNIVERSITY OF GHENT, FACULTY OF PHILOSOPHY. AND LETTERS
BLANDIJNBERG 2, B-GENT (Belgium) : TEL. :25.76.11 ext. 4589

PROF. VERA VON WIREN-GARCZYNSKI, PH.D. 25.75.71
UNITED STATES DELEGATE & VICE PRESIDENT

A I M A v THE CITY COLLEGE OF 3 Northfield Rd.

. THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK . Glen Cove, N.Y. 11542
5/223 NORTH ACADEMIC CENTER ’
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10031 ] (516) 671-3032
¥ 20 5
z‘/k// June 11,1984

President Ronald Reagan
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear President Reagan:

Enclosed herewith poease find a copy of my pamphlet

'UNESCO & USA: A Global Campagin for Democracy. As you

will notice, I begin my article with your statement made

; in London, on June 8,1982. I assure you, Mr. President,

that the welfare of my country, my President (you) and
the Republican Party (I am it's Life Member) has mo-
tivated me to wrtie this article. I would appreciate your
looking into it.

I would like to add, that it was a pleasure hearing
you the other day (Sunday May 20th) at the White House,
and I would also like to thank you for the letter in which

.you thank me.for the Sobieski Medal I gave you. Material

pertaining to those ethnic activities I will mail you

-under separate cover.

Wishing you continuous success and looking forward to
our REAGAN BUSH VICTORY IN 1984, I remain,

Sincerely, o
e
M(/Z(/W

Vera Von Wiren-Garczynski,Ph,D.

Prof.of Slavic & Russian Area Studies
VVWFG:af US Delagate & Vice President AIMAV/UNESCO
Encl.



COMMITTEETO HONOR  LECH WALESA

Polish National Home Slavic American Cultural Center
10 Hendrick Street 24 School Street

Glen Cove, N.Y. 11542 Glen Cove, N.Y. 11542

(516) 676-9575 (516) 671-3032

COMMITTEE
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Dr. Ray Adamczak
Chairman

Karol Mayer
Co-Chairman

Dr. V. Von Wiren-Garczynski
Liaison with Washington DC
Public Relations

COMMITTEE

Pastor Joseph Kozlowski
Marian Damazyn

Stetan Strumph
Kazimierz Swierkocki

FRIENDS OF THE COMMITTEE
Dr. Richard Winter
Chairman

Paul Wos
Co-Chairman

June 4,1984
Dear Friends:

It gives me a great pleasure to inform you that
the "Committee to Honor Lech Walesa in Glen Cove,"
was successful. in achieving its goal. On August 12,
1984, the Mayor of Glen Cove, Vincent A.Suozzi, in a
ribbon cutting ceremony will dedicate a prominent Lo-
cation in Glen Cove to the Solidarity leader and Nobel
Laureate Lech Walesa, and proclaim the week of August
12-19, 1984 as "Lech Walesa Week." Similar proclamations
will be issued by the Governor of the New York State,
Mario Cuomo and by the President of the United States,
Ronald Reagan. The ceremony will be followed by a
visit to the Slavic American Cultural Center where an
exhibit "Lech Walesa in the Art of Photography and
Painting." will be on display. The day will be con-
cluded by a banquet at the Swan Club in Sea Cliff.

Many dignitaries from out of town have expressed their
desire to attend the August 12th festivities in Glen
Cove; among them, Hon. Edward Derwinski, Counselor to

the Secretary Department of State. Among the petitioners
to name a location after Lech Walesa 'in Glen Cove, was
the Polish born Nobel Laureate Czeslaw Milosz. Presently
the petition lists over 10,000 signatures adding every
day more names to 1ts list.

On Sunday, May 20th, 1984, at a reception at the
White House I was priviledged to hear President Reagan
make the following remarks:

Our position on Eastern Europe can be summed up very
simply: we believe that people everywhere on Earth
have the God-given right to live in freedom; and we
look forward to the day when, from Poland, to the
Ukraine, to the Baltic, the Iron Curtain will give
way to the bright light of human liberty.... In .Europe,
we and our NATO allies went through months of Soviet
bluff and bluster, and came out of it more firmly united
than ever. In Eastern Europe, when the Soviet -backed
Jaruzelskl regime imposed martial law in Poland, we
gave strong support to the Solidarity %rade union and
imposed economic sanctions. We've 1lifted some of
those sanctions as the situation in Poland has im-
proved, but our support for Lech Walesa, and the
brave members of Solidarity remains as strong as
ever,
We, the "Committee to Honor Lech Walesa in Glen Cove,"
are pleased that President Reagan supports our position
and Lech Walesa. If you are interested 'in our celbrations
please get in touch with us. '

Prof.Vera Von Wiren-Garczynski
Liaison with Washington DC
Public Relations

VVWG:af

'IN GLEN COVE















Addressing the Republican and Democratic Party leaders the President called for a
study to determine “‘how the United States can best contribute as a nation to the
global campaign for democracy.”’ The President concluded his speech by stating:

I look foreward to receiving their re-
commendations and to working with these
institutions and the Congress in the
common task of strengthening democracy
throughout the world.

A similar observation is to be found in Frank Fahrenkopf’s Jr. *recent article:
““Challenge of Democracy: The Republican Response,”’ which reads as follows:

It is an often stated fact of inter-
national life that the world and the
United States’ role in it have grown
increasingly interdependent in the last
20 years. **

M. Fahrenkopf continues by stating that:

Academic and cultural exchanges have
expanded markecﬂy throughout the past
20 years as Americans have sought a
greater understanding of and exposure
of foreign history, culture, and
languages.

Similarly, in his article: *“The Democracy Program: A Strong Foundation,”’ Bill
Brock™™* points out the importance of UL.S. participation in international programs
when he states:

OQour reluctance to become involved in
such international programs indicates
* a serious misunderstanding of the res-
ponsibility we have to the promotion of
democracy. In other words, if we don’t
take the lead, those with different
values will. Needless to say, the

Soviets do not feel the constraints we do.****

* Mr. Fahrenkopf is chairman of the Republican National Committee

** COMMONSENSE, Vol. 6, No. I, pp. 96-102.

***Mr. Brock is United States Trade Representative and served as chairman of the
Democracy Program. He is former chairman of the Republican National
Committee and a former senator from Tennessee.

**** Op.cit. COMMONSENSE, pp. 85-95.

Continuing the same line of thinking Charles T. Mana(tt*‘ offers:

International political development
will include projects undertaken over-
seas on a bilateral basis... They will
include political parties, educational,
youth and women’s groups... We all Americans,
Europeans, and other tl\roughout the world
want to get on with the task of fostering
- democratic processes.*™

In its analysis of the situation the present report attempts to evaluate the United
States’ involvement with UNESCO, appraise the merits and shortcomings both of
UNESCO and that of our own policy. This report includes a proposal for our
future participation and our function within the organization. My estimate of the
situation is based on an active involvement with UNESCO over ten years, first as
the U.S. Delegate of an NGO Member of UNESCO, AIMAV*** | a European
organization, and for the past four years as its Vice President. Annualy, I average
four to five trips to Europe and always stop in Brussels and Paris, where I have the
opportunity to work with UNESCO on behalf of AIMAV. I would like to add,
that I am the only woman and the first and the only American on the board of
AIMAV. For the most part in my dealings with UNESCO and its employees, lam
not identified strictly as an American since | speak several languages fluently. This
skill is most helpful in stimulating candor and an opportunity to perceive and make
informal assessments of foreign attitudes and dispositions toward the United States.

During my stay in Paris this January (1984), I visited our U.S. MISSION AT
UNESCO. Unfortunately Mrs. Jean Gerard was away from paris, butl managed
to see Mr. Raymond E. Wanner who graciously supplied me with some material
dealing with funding, projects and analyses concerning UNESCO.

Having examined the information at hand and taking into consideration my past
experience with UNESCO, I have come to some conclusions which I would like
presently to share with my readers. However, before going into any further details |
would like to give a brief overview of UNESCOQO’s purpose, functions and relations
with other International organizations and agencies. In the light of the above, we will
have a better understanding of UNESCQ’s :shortcomings vis a vis US and will
clarify our own shortcomings vis a vis UNESCO.

* Mr. Manatt is chairman of the Democratic National Committee.

**Op.cit. COMMONSENSE, pp.103-106 _

*** Association International pou;'_l_.a Rechgrche“ej:‘ lg Diffusio_n Des Methodes
Audio-Visulles et Structuro-Globales. Secretariat: University of Gheﬁt, B.elgiuh\.



THE ORIGIN OF UNESCO

Shortly after the end of World War I, the atrocities committed during the war )
became a concern to many nations. Those who witnessed the horror and the
inhumanity of men toward each other, believed that this was a result of prejudice,
racism, ignorance and a denial of basic democratic principles of dignity to man. In
their attempt to avoid such disaster the United Nations Educational, Scientific and
Cultural Organization was created in London on November 16, 1945. Adopting a
constitution (later amended by the General conferences on twelve occasions), the
governments of the States Parties to this Constitution on behalf of their peoples
declared: ““Since wars began in the minds of men, it is in the minds of men that the
defences of peace must be constructed.”’

For this reason the States Parties of UNESCO believed in full and equal
opportunities for education for all in the unrestricted pursuit of the objective truth,
and in a free excl'lange of ideas and lmowleclge. International peace would be
advanced through the educational, scientific and cultural relations of all the peoples
of the world. Appreciation and understanding of each other’s culture will secure
universal peace. Article I, paragraph 1, of the UNESCO Constitution states:

The purpose of the Organization is to contribute to
peace and security by promoting collaboration among
the nations through education, science and culture

in order to further universal respect for justice,

for the rule of law and for the human rights and fun-
damental freedoms which are affirmed for the peoples
of the world, without distinction of race, sex, lan-

guage or religion, by the Charter of the United Nations.

In the same spirit, the constituion consisting of fifteen articles, stress UNESCOQO’s ’
ultimate goal -- achieving peace through education, science and culture.

Almost fourty years have passed since the birth of UNESCO. Presently one
asks the question: Have the lofty goals and ideals drafted in the constitution
prevailed? Is the organization functioning as originally intended? Before discussing
the situation in a greater detail I would like to give a brief evaluation of UNESCQO’s
present shortcomings and merits:

UNESCO’s SHORTCOMINGS & MERITS

The organization achieves a great deal in all its
fields: education, science and culture, however,
it could achieve a great deal more if it were a bet-

ter administered and more fiscally responsible or-
ganization.

The politization of the policy making functions hin-

ders UNESCO from achieving a greater success because
the energy that should be directed solely toward the
accomplishment of a particular goal, must be divided
between the goal and a particular policy.

Education, science and culture must be evaluated
on its intrinsic merits without being used as a
means to a certain political end.

History reveals that the greatest periods of achiev-
ment and glory for education, science and culture
have always been when they were unencumebred by _pdlitical
ties which bound them to a policy which made edu-
cation, science and culture subservient to a political

end.

UNESCO can grow and expand, but it can only do this
successfully if 1.) policies and projects are judged

on their intrinsic merits alone (without political
overtones), and 2.) the organization is administered

in a competent organized and accountable manner.



UNESCO’s BASIC FAILINGS

No sooner does a lofty goal or a noble purpose cease to be a concept, and the
theory is put to practice it will inevitably be tarnished by some human weaknesses.
The same holds true of UNESCO.

It is very possible that Mr. Amadou-Mahtar M ‘Bow’s ambitions to change his
post from the Director General of UNESCO group in Paris to the Secretary
General of the United Nations (which resulted in fiasco when Peru’s Javier Perez
de Cuellar was appointed to the post) have set Mr. M. Bow to transfer UNESCO
into a political rival of the U.N.

Considering the spirit in which UNESCO was founded, one must make every
possible attempt to draw a dear distinction between sciences, education, culture and
the politics. By politicizing UNESCQO M:r. M. Bow has failed to draw this
distinction.

Perhaps one can partially defended Mr. M. Bow and his followers and
supporters by considering their background and past experiences. An example from
my own experiences where politics and art became a confusing issue might shed
some light on the situation. The LITERARY GAZETTE, a Soviet newspaper has
vehemently attacked one of my books (SEVEN RUSSIAN NOVEL
MASTERPIECES). The Soviet critic claimed that I have failed to see one of the
nineteenth century Russian writers as a socio-political critic of his time. My
appraisal of this Russian author was on a purely literary basis. The Soviet critics are
unable to distinguish between an artist as a social phenomenon of his time and an
artist who merely reflects the society of his time without any attempt to either
criticize his enviroment or *‘politicize it.”’ The Soviet critic sees a political issue even
there were there are none. Considering the present day Soviet literary theory, the so
called ‘‘Socialist Realism,”” where ‘art for the sake of art’’ is considered
superﬂuous, where literary worl(s, and for that matter any form od art, must be
socialist in content and realistic in form, this attitude is understandable.

It is very possible that many UNESCO officials from the Socialist Bloc country
as well as from the Third World, inevitably as a result of their previous indoctrination,
are unable to separate pure form of art, science and culture from political issues.
They should be referred to the UNESCO constitution.

UNESCO’s inflated $240 million budget will be investigated by a regular audit
of UNESCO’s accounts made every three years by Britain’s National Audit
Office, whose report will be completed by next July. Until such time, I will reserve
my judgement of UNESCQ’s financial failings.

U.S. VIS A VIS UNESCO

As I view the situation the following seem to be our major problems in dealing with

UNESCO.

I. We are outnumbered when important issues are voted
upon in UNESCO, thus we have little chance to promote
our own projects.

2. We don’t have people in key positions at the UNESCO,
thus we have little to say when important decisions

in policy making of UNESCO are being made.

3. We are financing 25% of the UNESCO’s $240 million
budget, however, our input is not proportioned to

““feed back.”

4. By giving money to UNESCO we are providing financial
assistance for activities contrary to our basic con-
stitutional democratic principles and beliefs.

U.S. SHORTCOMINGS VIS A VIS UNESCO

STAFF

Orne of our major problems is selection of staff at UNESCO. Unfortunately our
staff is not chosen as carefully as from the ““Soviet Bloc’’. The reason I will
concentrate on comparing us to them is due to my close dealings with such
representatives as they are placed in a decision making positions which reqt}ire my
dealing with them. I specifically refer to Dr. V. Koptilov (USSR) and Dr. M.
Zakhariev (Bulgaria) from *‘Division des structure, contenues methodes et
techniques de I’education.” Both Dr. Zakhariev and Dr. Koptilov have been
instrumental in subsidizing the conferences AIMAV has initiated and presently
Dr. Koptilov has been extremely accomadating by helping AIMAYV subsidize and
organize a conference I have initiated: ‘‘Teaching Russian Language and
Literature in Europe,”’ which will take place in October 1984 in Ghent, Belgium.
While I am confident, that both Dr. Zachariev and Dr. Koptilov met their party
obligations in their respective countries and undoubtedly are political appointments,
nonetheless, they are properly and highly qualified people with an extensive
experience in the field of humanities and are appropriate appointments on the staff
of UNESCO. Unfortunately, I have not met their equals in our own US mission at
UNESCO.



10
U.S. NATIONAL COMMISSION

The other, extremely serious shortcoming of our UNESCO function if The US
NATIONAL COMMISSION, Conferences, meetings and other UNESCO
related activities financed by the organization should receive support from a
National Commission of the respective country (Article 7, paragraphs 1,2,3).
While other countries, particularly from the Soviet Bloc and the Third World, are
thriving on support from UNESCO we passively stand by and receive little
financial support for our activities. This unfortunately, I must blame on our
National Commission to the UNESCO. I am making such a strong statement
because I can support it with a personal experience in my dealings with UNESCO.

Ever since my involvement with AIMAV, I became aware of the important role
the National Commission plays in supporting and financing a project. Whenever
AIMAYV has organized a conference we sought support from the Belgian National
Commission and the National Commission of the Country we were planning the
conference (two national supports are required). Thus when AIMAV had
conferences in Czechoslovakia, Hungary, France, Netherlands, Tunisia, etc. we

received backing and support from the respective countries.

When AIMAYV decided to have a conference in the US ““Teaching English as a
Second and Foreign Language’’(Columbia University Teachers College), 1
contacted our U1.S. National Commission for UNESCQ - Department of State;
1015 20th Str. N.W. Suite 410, Washington, D.C. 20036; Tel. (202)632-2762. At
the time Mr. Bernard Engel was the Executive Director. My dealings with the US
Commission while very friendly and cordial were absolutely fruitless in every respect.
Any further attempts to deal with the US National Commission in Washington
(1980-up to date) were just as ungratifying. One never receives a reply to a letter, it
is impossible to get someone on the phone and on two occasions I came to see them
during business hours at their office in Suite 410, I found the doors locked. I have
no further comments at this point but to state: This is certainly no way to run a

UNESCO office!
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" "CONCLUSION

It is my sincere belief that professionally qualified personnei at the UL.S. Mission
in UNESCO would have a good chance to be elected to the General Conference of
UNESCO-- which in turn will benefit the u.s. S

A well functioning and sensibly administered U.S. National Commission in

W ashington will enable us to secure funds for conferences and other U1.S sponsored

activities and broaden our relationship with foreign countries. UNESCO

sponosred activites initiated by the UL.S. are not restricted to the U.S. -- they can

take place in any country within the UNESCO family. N I

Thus, in an attempt to have a voice in the policy and decision making
appointments, to benefit financially from UNESCQconstitution we must:

1. have professionaiiy qualified, trained and experienced
personnei in the fields of languages, literature, science,
culture and the arts -- comparable to the representatives

of other nations from the UNESCO family.

9. undertake a thorough revision of the functions and operations
of the U.S. National Commission in W ashington, D.C. with
an appropriate qualfied staff which will assist U.S. NGO
Organizations to secure funds fromUNESCO for u.s

projects benefiting promotion of our values and ideology.

3. take advantage of the UNESCO‘s official ‘pubiication which

appears in twenty seven ianguages and promote ti\roug
international exposure our culture, traditions and i\eritage
fostering abetter understanding of our democratic processes

throughout the world.

4. protect ourselves from politically oriented anti American
views by referring the violators to Article I, paragrapix I
(a,b,c,) and paragrapix 2 of the UNESCO Constitution.

5. balance the USSR representation request i)y advocating the
admission of the states of Hawaii and Alaska to

UN/UNESCO membership.

In summary, I believe the proposed withdrawal from UNESCO is def'ensibie-,
there is sufficient occasion to impute blame to others. However, does it reaiiy
conform to our professed foreign policy objectives or more specifically, does it not
contradict our traditional leadership role in the international arena? We can i}ardiy
““foster the infrastructure of democracy’’ in the President’s words by deciimng to
participate in debate and simply disengaging when majority sentiment is aligned -

against us.
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6/21/84
NOTE TO: DICK DARMAN
FROM: JIM BAKER

The President would like the speechwriters

to have the attached four memos.

JAB, III

27420555



V. H. KRULAK

Recently I had an opportunity to read an unusual
study prepared by the U.S. Treasury Department entitled "The
Effect of Deficits on Prices of Financial Assets: Theory and
Evidence." With a name like that the document could be ex-
pected to repel a reader such as me, who is not an expert
in economics. However, I was surprised to find that once
its conclusions are reduced to their essence they turn out
to be logical, simple and persuasive. This is significant
because the analysis challenges the basis of one of today's
more popular economic concepts.

The study, a product of three years research, says
that our large budget deficits are not the primary cause of
inflation. It had been my understanding =-- and, I believe
that of many other laymen == that this deficit/inflation
relationship was beyond challenge. The study says this is
not so, and then proceeds to make an alternate case with
eloquence, conviction and an impressive array of facts.

It says, quite simply, that while deficits are bad,
government spending is the major culprit in the creation of
high interest rates and inflation. The deficit could be
reduced by increased taxes, but nothing would be solved.

The answer =-- the only  answer -- is to reduce Federal -
spending., This, in turn, will reduce the deficit, interest
rates and inflation. Currently, however, the argument is not

how to reduce Federal outlays, but how Congress should finance

,
/

N



its spending excesses. There are just two ways for government

to pay its bills == by borrowing or by increasing taxes.

Neither one does anything to meet the basic problem of government
spending. Of the two, raising taxes is the less desirable
because of the bad effect it has on popular confidence, on
personal savings, on the level of private spending and the
country's overall economic growth.

Contrary to those who believe that we can bring inflation
and interest rates under control through increases in taxes,
President Reagan has marched to a different drummer. His theory
== cut Federal spending to reduce the need for government bor-
rowing, cut taxes to stimulate economic growth|through increased
confidence and consequent increased investment and private
spending. But, first of all, cut Federal spending.

The President's concept has been under continuous
Congressional fire since it was announced three years ago.

That is sO because a sincere effort to reduce government spending
puts pressure on some politically sensitive areas == transfer
payments (Social Security, Medicare, Federal pensions) and

social programs (welfare, food stamps, etc.) which together,
agggregate about forty-five percent of the Federal budget out-
flow. It is a melancholy fact that support of these payments

is a major factor in getting many members of the Congress

elected and they are not likely to take a stand against them.

The more common proposal ~- to trim the national defense

budget, which is politically much less sensitive == would not



result in sufficient spending reduction to have a major impact
unless the cuts were irresponsibly large. This is not to say
there is no fat in the Defense budget. There is == but it is
largely found in regional Defense projects that members of
Congress will not touch because of political implications.
Senator John Tower, Chairman Of the Senate Armed Services
Committee, proved this by challenging his economy-minded
committee members to come up with Defense project cuts in their
states. As might have been predicted, the result was a
negligible figure. Even acknowledging the existence of fat

our Defense outlay is only twenty—-seven percent of the budget
outflow (it was over fifty percent in the 1950's) and there

is no practical prospect of reducihg it greatly without risking
our national survival.

Two score Congressmen and Senators, led by Represent=-
ative Terry Craig of Indiana, acknowledging the fact that
management of government fiscal affairs is a responsibility of
the Congress, have recently banded together in an organization
called "Congressional Leaders United for a Balanced Budget,"
short title CLUBB. Their aim is to achieve passage of the
proposed "Balanced Budget Amendment." Since budgets may be
balanced at any level, high or low, it is plain that a balanced
budget, of itself, may have no beneficial effect on Federal
spending. CLUBB members, however, declare that the balanced
budget is a first step toward fiscal sobriety. And to keep

it simple, fiscal, sobriety today has no relation to higher




taxes, greater government borrowing or larger deficits. It
is synonymous with one thing only == frugality in government

spending.,

_4.-

5/23/84



V., H. KRULAK

Soviet Propaganda 1is Working

The continued Russian refusal to join in discussions
aimed at limiting nuclear arms is a frustrating reality. Even
so, and in the face of their stubborness, we still find an un-

believeable array of impractical proposals in newspaper columns

and in the rhetoric of the recent Democratic primary. -- "Cut
back on the defense budget"; "go all out for a nuclear freeze";
"sit down with the Russians and reason with them". -- These and

other proposals that have little identification with the real
world are heard daily.

Assuming one makes even a modest study of world affairs,
he must know that any president of the United States, whether
it be Mr. Reagan or one of the Democratic hopefuls, today faces
a grave problem with an intransigeant Kremlin whose aims are
openly articulated -- aims which are most ominous where we are
concerned. Moreover, it is plain for all to see that they have
armed themselves in a manner designed to make those aims attain-
able.,

As far back as 1962 the Soviet leadership developed a
grassroots document entitled "Military Strategy" which has been
updated four times since it was originally issued. Officially
approved by the Party it is, without a question, an official
expression of Soviet policy. And it is available, in English,
in American bookstores, so there is no excuse for any citizen --
columnist or candidate -- not being intimately familiar with its

contents.



The basic policy contemplates an offensive nuclear
strategy. It is based on their building up to a qualitative
and guantitative military superiority and then achieving their
purposes by striking first and winning a nuclear war. It is
that stark and that simple. They describe a conflict with us
as "a war without compromise, for at the basis of the political
aims of both sides lies the main contradiction of the modern
age, the resolution of which excludes any possibility of political
agreement." Joseph D. Douglass, Jr., a respected scholar of
nuclear conflict, portrays the Soviet philosophy in plain words:
"Their objective is to win the war in the first blow. Gradualism
is not a Soviet concept....There is nothing in the Soviet military
doctrine and strategy literature that suggests any interest in
the U.S. concepts of limited or restrained nuclear war."

Of course, to make these belligerent preparations mean-
ingful, the Russians would have to amass the requisite hardware.
They have it == in abundance, a fact which is also readily
accessible to the American public. An authoritative book,

Soviet Military Power, unclassified and available in the book-

stores, tells the story of the growth in the Soviet arsenal

in specific terms. Their intercontinental nuclear missile force
greatly exceeds our own —-- in numbers (1,400 to 1,000), in war-
heads (5,750 to 2,150) in annual production (150 per year to none
on our part) and in sophistication (eight new weapons introduced
in the past ten years versus one of ours). Thelr intercontinental
missile firing submarine force has far outstripped our own (62

submarines to 35). Their intercontinental nuclear bombers are



newer, faster, more formidable and more numerous than ours
(398 to 325). In short, they have the offensive nuclear
hardware to go with their offensive strategy.

But their preparations do not stop there. Since the
early 1960's the Soviets have been hard at work developing
their industrial areas and preparing hardened shelters for
their people. Mr, Douglass estimates that 45 million Soviet
citizens in urban areas are now provided with hardened shelters.
It is the Russian view that 1f they have a powerful civil
defense already in place and we do not, it further widens the gap
between their capability and ours.

The final Soviet preparatory effort with which we are
confronted is deception. If they can mislead us as to the
nature of their preparations or their intentions we may pre-
pare incorrectly ., inadequately, or both. They reason that their
strength grows, relatively, any time ours is decreased. And
that 1s the motivation behind their claim that they have no
desire to achieve military superiority over us or, despite
the obvious facts to the contrary, that a first strike is no-
where in their policy.

All of this evidence of Soviet intentions and preparations
should persuade us that a program of vigilant preparedness on our
part is the only answer, the only safe course to follow. Un-
fortunately there is much evidence that this simple conclusion,
that our salvation is in strength and not weakness,is lost on
many. It seems that the Soviet program of disinformation has

found acceptance in the minds of many of our people, a large




fraction of the press and, if the recent primary campaign
rhetoric is to be believed, by some of the candidates as well.
And that is more than sad, because the sobering facts are

visible to all who are willing to see.
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On the Right = W T Boucey AR

Tracking the Sluré

Some months ago, the Washington EEEEiﬁ Lou Cannon
complained that the press was being "too fair" to Ronald
Reagan. He will probably be embarrassed for the rest of
his life by that amuafng complainﬁ,'it being generally
understood that there is no such thing as being "too
fair"” any more than one balks in Striving for perfectior
in any of the virtues (htoé kind"? "too compassionate"?
"too wise"?). Theiboysipuk it down to a Freudian slip.
Lou Cannon does not 1iké it thaé, after three years, the
media have not Succeéded in portraying Ronald Reagan to
the American people as an anleasant man, for the same
reason fhat they would nptlattempt:to represent a square
circle. - I am m:)i; ﬁu-g.ge'stivng thé‘press conspires vo do
tnis to Reagan.- I-am uggesting there ar o Lhiose e
would like to see it done.

Some while:ago a-demonstrably civilized gentleman
from Abilene, Texas wrote to say thét a columnist had
written, "Ronald Reagan utters lies b% the dozen, and
prospers the more %or it. Lou Canhon of the washington

Post [collects these lies.] His latest. lie was typical.

It came from nowhere, to please his immediate audience.



Last month, Reagan told Simon Wiesenthal and Rabbf
Marvin Hier that he was a member of the'ﬁrmy Signal
Corps filming the [concentration campgl..-...this WAaS,
of course, a lie. Reagan never served as a Signal
Corps photographer. He did'not go to fhe death camps
whean they were mﬁen...He3made it up on the spot."

The correspondenf in question, inured to the
ideological stridency of the columnist in gquestion,
reveals he is not inclined to beliéve him. Still{
"something grabs me in the gut when I'read columns
Lwhichl seems to be'presénting facts."

So, what happenedﬁ

At the meeting in guestion, thére were several
people present. They iﬁcluded Secretary of State

St¢hultz, White House adyiser Marsghal 1 Breger, and Rabbi
dean

Marvin Hier, who isfthe bra—frrrere s Gpeeasestative of
the Simon Wiesenthal Center s LOS A'Y\%:\C’Sw

The next qay,_JoahHE'Dmang of the Washington TEE}
telephoned Marshali Bregef and asked was it true that
Fresident Redgan had represonted himself ~s a2 Simnal
Corps photographér ﬂho had taken ptctures of the
concentration camps? No, Breger said: The Fresident had
said he had seen such films, taken,by:the unit to*which
he was attached, and that the films had'made a lasting
impression on him. Schetary 5 huxtz ébﬁfirmed that
this was what he ﬁéd hegrd. M. MartylMendelssmhn,

counsel for the Simon Wiesenthal Besiety, contacted



¢
Rabbi Hier in Los Angﬂles who confirmed.that this was

what he had heard. The confusion was attributed to the
insecure English of Mr.4Wie59ntha1.‘ MiSSLDmang

published the caorrect Sﬁory in the Wasﬁington Fost. And

~.

a few weeks later Lou Cannon published his own version,

which conflicted with tHe news story in his own paper.
The columnist.made it Sound.aé though Reagan

simply comes wp with these improvigationE, as useful

theatrically. The White House released a video tape, no

—

: N
less, of an appearance by the Fresident in the jast Room

on April- 30, 1981, at a Days of Remembrance Ceremony.
Said the FPresident:

"I remember Aprill’45. I remember seeing the
first film that came in when the war was still or, but
our troops had come ubon the figet camps, and had
entered those camps. And vyou saw untretouched, no way
that it could ever have been reheérsed, what they saw.
Well, I am horrified today-when I know that, and hear
that there are actually;pepple now trying to say that
it Qulocaugt was inverited." |

- There is, of:courge,.nothing there to suggest that
the films Mr. Reagan viewed were taken by Mr. Reagan,
who never left the United States during the war, and has
never répresented that he did.

Eut slurs of this kind have én effect on peaple of

sensitive moral conscience. "Fersonally," my

correspondent wrote, "I know nothing about the facts
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behind Cthe columnistféj sfatements._‘éerhaps he is
right...What bothers me, and this is Qheke I am looking
to vou for guidance, i; whether or not I should support
a candidate because he is conservative at the expense of
moral considerations such as lying. ««.Can you tell me
if he really does ﬁhings like this regularly? IFf he
does, do you approve?_:ls it "just politics.®"

To which three quéstiors: 1) ﬁo{ 2) No, T wpuld
not approve. 3) The polifics being.played here is by
the critics of Mr.'Reagén,:who are determined not to be

too fair to him.



On the Right-- Wm, F. Buckley, Jr.

KILL REAGAN IF YOU CAN

In the current issue of the New York Review of
Books, Robeft,Kaiser of the Washington Post reviews no

fewer than four books by or about Ronald Reagan, and I
guess it's only fair to say that the tocsin has sounded
for--despairi! - |

Why?

All the usuai things. _Ronald Réagan is not-quite-
bright. He isslazy. He is shallow, He is a hypocrite
(mind you, that may be good: See how nice he was to the
Chinese Communist$ he used to oppose so vigorously?).
He is, on such matters as abortion, a fundamentalist,
though he doesn't‘go to church muéh,(and maybe just as
he thought the Chinese Coﬁmunisfs‘wére all bad, so he
will grow up and realize that God isn't all that good?)
He is abéve all an-actor,fa perfo£mér. But you've got

E~ w=toh it hbaecaugs te ie-—-rot exzaetly szurrcundes? by

he is surrounded only by Califdrnia millionaires--in
ideological contact with Christiaﬁ fundamentalists who
talk as if Armageddon is other than merely a Biblical
nursery tale, and who knoWs,»Ronald.Reagan might think
it an excellent cap on his theatrical career if he blew
the incremental bugle, and just like the Bible says, all

the walls will come tumbling down!



Robert-Kaiser is a Very bright man who wrote a
very good bookfabout the Soviet Uhiqh, and for;the two
reasons it really:is a pity that he should give so much
time to this schadenfreude on Reaéanf

There 1is théiproblem, for instance, of sheer
exaggeration. "The"WhitejHouse, éver attenrive to the
President’s imagé, doesn't even try to preténd_that
Reagan reads anything besides fhejnewspaperé." Well, if
rhat's what the Whire House is_teiling Mr. Eaiser, the
White House is is simply unaware of what the President
does in the closet. The first time I met Mr. Reagan he
threw at me a.passage froﬁ oﬁe-of'my own books. A
personal letter from Mr. Reagan dated a couple of
months ago quoted from a review ih'a highbrow
fortnightly. vit's true that Gerry Ford when he was in
the White House said that herhédn‘t had the time to read
a book in ten years, and that is an awful pity. Harold
Macmillan, during the Suez Crisis; reread all of George
Eliot, just to.calm his nervés. It is a pity that
bookishness doesn't seem to dlSSlpate things like the
 Suez, compared to which Gerry Ford s handllng of the
Mayaguez crisis- was masterful

But Kalser'ls SO bent on his hission ﬁhat he
doesn't even see great big banana;peéls, és witness,
"Even the intélleéthals who will vote for Reagan again
this year~—énd,thér¢ will doubtless [I like that,
"doubtless.” As in; "There are doubtless people arouﬂé

who believe in the Protocols .of Zion"] be many--will



probably do so. with a gulp. ‘What else could you do when
you support aAPresident who returns from his first
voyage to Soutﬁ America to announcé, "'Well, I learned a
lot... You'd.be éurprised. iThey}re:all individual
countries.'éanr.iKaiser is evidently unfamiliar with
the complaint of Latin American intellectuals: That all
Americans béliéve;all Latin American'countries~are more
or less the same. John Gunther's. famous complaint was,
’Americéns will dé anythihg for Létin America, except
read about it."™ A presidential téur of Latin America
resulting in an iﬁsight at once simple and profound is
the right stuff. Thé Latin Ameriéah.trip happened at
about the time that the béokishipresident of;Ffance was
discovering that sodialisﬁ does not work. Agpity he
hadn't toured the-deiet Unidh ﬁith:éyes lifted from his
books, and reported, "I 1§arﬁed-a 16t. You'd be
surprised., Socialism doeﬁn't wbrk.* |

The anti—Reégan profeséionai reaches the highest
orders of his calling when hé is able to describe Mr.
Reugali®s alticlé, "sbortion and the Conscience o0i the
Nation," now available as a book, as "a passionate
denunciation of abortion and of those who would decide .
that some terribly deformed newborn infants should not
live." One can imagine Colonel Oscar Wilde of Virginia
back in 1850 denouncing William Lloyd Garrison as "a
passionate oppdnent of slaVer& and of those who believe

that illiteraté»biack_morohsIfréshly imported from



Africa should vote and own property."™ The failure of
perspective is Mr, Kaiser's, hot the President's, If
abortion is qungé as he believes it to be, it is
nothing less than the boldest and most courageous
political stané to denounce as murderous something that
fifteen millionuvéters or ?o.haVeipraCticed since
Justice Blackmﬁn.exPeriencéd'hié constitutional
afflatus. |

Well. Relatione nre:boﬁnd éo,bé Viiry vefy bad
between the‘United States and the Séviet Union, Mr.
Kaiser wrote in 1986. He was:right; they are. But he
worries about this more than:he should. Mr. Kaiser
should inform himSelf more_deéply‘aboﬁt the spiritual
and politic;llérdeéllof coexistence with the Soviet
Uhion, and there is-no bettep place té begin than by
reading that excellent book, Russia, The People and the






V. H. KRULAK

Recently I had an opportunity to read an unusual
study prepared by the U.S. Treasury Department entitled "The
Effect of Deficits on Prices of Financial Assets: Theory and
Evidence." With a name like that the document could be ex-
pected to repel a reader such as me, who is not an expert
in economics. However, I was surprised to find that once
its conclusions are reduced to their essence they turn out
to be logical, simple and persuasive. This is significant
because the analysis challenges the basis of one of today's
more popular economic concepts.,

The study, a product of three years research, says
that our large budget deficits are not the primary cause of
inflation. It had been my understanding -- and, I believe
that of many other laymen -- that this deficit/inflation
relationship was beyond challenge. The study says this 1is
not so, and then proceeds to make an alternate case with
eloquence, conviction and an impressive array of facts.

It says, quite simply, that while deficits are bad,
government spending is the major culprit in the creation of
high interest rates and inflation. The deficit could be
reduced by increased taxes, but nothing would be solved.

The answer =-- the only' answer =- is to reduce Federal
spending. This, in turn, will reduce the deficit, interest
rates and inflation. Currently, however, the argument is not

how to reduce Federal outlays, but how Congress should finance

Vs
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its spending excesses. There are just two ways for government

to pay its bills =- by borrowing or by increasing taxes.

Neither one does anything to meet the basic problem of government
spending. Of the two, raising taxes is the less desirable
because of the bad effect it has on popular confidence, on
personal savings, on the level of private spending and the
country's overall economic growth.

Contrary to those who believe that we can bring inflation
and interest rates under control through increases in taxes,
President Reagan has marched to a different drummer. His theory
-= cut Federal spending to reduce the need for government bor-
rowing, cut taxes to stimulate economic growthi:through increased
confidence and consequent increased investment and private
spending. But, first of all, cut Federal spending.

The President's concept has been under continuous
Congressional fire since it was announced three years ago.

That is so because a sincere effort to reduce government spending‘
puts pressure on some politically sensitive areas -- transfer
payments (Social Security, Medicare, Federal pensions) and

social programs (welfare, food stamps, etc.) which together,
agggregate about forty-five percent of the Federal budget out-
flow. It is a melancholy fact that support of these payments

is a major factor in getting many members of the Congress

elected and they are not likely to take a stand against them.

The more common proposal —-— to trim the national defense

budget, which is politically much less sensitive == would not



result in sufficient spending reduction to have a major impact
unless the cuts were irresponsibly large. This is not to say
there is no fat in the Defense budget. There is -- but it is
largely found in regional Defense projects that members of
Congress will not touch because of political implications.
Senator John Tower, Chairman of the Senate Armed Services
Committee, proved this by challenging his economy-minded
committee members to come up with Defense project cuts in their
states. As might have been predicted, the result was a
negligible figure. Even acknowledging the existence of fat

our Defense outlay is only twenty-seven percent of the budget
outflow (it was over fifty percent in the 1950's) and there

is no practical prospect 0f reducing it greatly without risking
our national survival.

Two score Congressmen and Senators, led by Represent-—
ative Terry Craig of Indiana, acknowledging the fact that
management of government fiscal affairs is a responsibility of
the Congress, have recently banded together in an organization
called "Congressional Leaders United for a Balanced Budget,"
short title CLUBB. Their aim is to achieve passage of the
proposed "Balanced Budget Amendment." Since budgets may be
balanced at any level, high or low, it is plain that a balanced
budget, of itself, may have no beneficial effect on Federal
spending. CLUBB members, however, declare that the balanced
budget is a first step toward fiscal sobriety. And to Kkeep

it simple, fiscal, sobriety today has no relation to higher



taxes, greater government borrowing or larger deficits, It
is synonymous with one thing only =-- frugality in government

spending.
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V. H. KRULAK —

Soviet Propaganda is Working

The continued Russian refusal to join in discussions
aimed at limiting nuclear arms 1is a frustrating reality. Even
s0, and in the face of their stubborness, we still find an un-

believeable array of impractical proposals in newspaper columns

and in the rhetoric of the recent Democratic primary. -- "Cut
back on the defense budget"; "go all out for a nuclear freeze";
"sit down with the Russians and reason with them". -- These and

other proposals that have little identification with the real
world are heard daily.

Assuming one makes even a modest study of world affairs,
he must know that any president of the United States, whether
it be Mr. Reagan or one of the Democratic hopefuls, today faces
a grave problem with an intransigeant Kremlin whose aims are
openly articulated -- aims which are most ominous where we are
concerned. Moreover, it is plain for all to see that they have
armed themselves in a manner designed to make those aims attain-
able.

As far back as 1962 the Soviet leadership developed a
grassroots document entitled "Military Strategy" which has been
updated four times since it was originally issued. Officially.
approved by the Party it is, without a gquestion, an official
expression of Soviet policy. And it is available, in English,
in American bookstores, so there is no excuse for any citizen --
columnist or candidate =-- not being intimately familiar with its

contents.



The basic policy contemplates an offensive nuclear
strategy. It is based on their building up t0 a qualitative
and quantitative military superiority and then achieving their
purposes by striking first and winning a nuclear war. It is
that stark and that simple. They describe a conflict with us
as "a war without compromise, for at the basis of the political
aims of both sides lies the main contradiction of the modern
age, the resolution ¢f which excludes any possibility of political
agreement." Joseph D. Douglass, Jr., a respected scholar of
nuclear conflict, portrays the Soviet philosophy in plain words:
"Their objective is to win the war in the first blow. Gradualism
is not a Soviet concept....There is nothing in the Soviet military
doctrine and stratégy literature that suggests any interest in
the U.S. concepts of limited or restrained nuclear war."

Of course, to make these belligerent preparations mean-
ingful, the Russians would have to amass the ;equisite hardware.
They have it -- in abundance, a fact which is also readily
accessible to the American public. An authoritative book,

Soviet Military Power, unclassified and available in the book-

stores, tells the story of the growth in the Soviet arsenal

in specific terms. Their intercontinental nuclear missile force
greatly exceeds our own -- in numbers (1,400 to 1,000), in war-
heads (5,750 to 2,150) in annual production (150 per vear to none
on our part) and in sophistication (eight new weapons introduced
in the past ten years versus one of ours). Their intercontinental
missile firing submarine force has far outstripped our own (62

submarines to 35). Their intercontinental nuclear bombers are



newer, faster, more formidable and more numerous than ours
(398 to 325). 1In short, they have the offensive nuclear
hardware to go with their offensive strategy.

But their preparations do not stop there. Since the
early 1960's the Soviets have been hard at work developing
their industrial areas and preparing hardened shelters for
their people. Mr. Douglass estimates that 45 million Soviet
citizens in urban areas are now provided with hardened shelters.
It is the Russian view that if they have a powerful civil
defense already in place and we do not, it further widens the gap
between their capability and ours.

The final Soviet preparatory effort with which we are
confronted is deception. If they can mislead us as to the
nature of their preparations or their intentions we may pre-
pare incorrectly; inadequately, or both. They reason that their
strength grows, relatively, any time ours is decreased. And
that is the motivation behind their claim that they have no
desire to achieve military superiority over us or, despite
the obvious facts to the contrary, that a first strike is no-
where in their policy.

All of this evidence of Soviet intentions and preparations
should persuade us that a program of vigilant preparedness on our
part is the only answer, the only safe course to follow. Un-
fortunately there is much evidence that this simple conclusion,
that our salvation is in strength and not weakness,is lost on
many. It seems that the Soviet program of disinform;tion has

found acceptance in the minds of many of our people, a large



fraction of the press and, if the recent primary campaign
rhetoric is to be believed, by some of the candidates as well.

And that 1is more than sad, because the sobering facts are

visible to all who are willing to see.
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Un the Right = Wm V- \%uuLLQ.‘}; TR
Tracking the Slurs

Some months ago, the Washington Fost’s Lou Cannon
complained that the press was being "too fair" to Ronald
Reagan. He will probably be embarrassed for the rest of
his life by that amusing complaint, it being generally
understood that there is no such thing as being "too
fair" any more than one balks in striving for perfection
in any of the virtues (“to@ kind"? "too compassionate"?
"too wise"?). The-boyS'pu£ it down to a Freudian slip.
Lou Cannon does not liké it thaé, after three.years, the
media have not succeeded in portraying Ronald Reagan to
the American people as an hnpleasant man, for the same
reason that they would not attempt to represent a square
circle. I am not suggesting the press conspires to do
this to Reagan.' I aw suggesting there ar o Lidse el .
would like to see it done.

Some while ago a demonstrably civilized gentleman
from Abilene, Texas wrote to say that a columnist had
written, "Ronald Reagan utters lies by the dozen, and
prospers the more for it. Lou Canﬁon of the washington

Fost [collects these lies.] His latest lie was typical.

It came from nowhere, to please his immediate audience.



l.ast month, Reagan told Simon Wiesenthal and Rabbi
Marvin Hier that he was a member af the Army Signal
Corps filming the [concentration campgl. .-..this was,
of course, a lie. Reagan never served as a Signal
Corps photographer. He did not go to fhe death camps
when they were oﬁen...He made it up on the spot."

The correspondenf in guestion, inured to the
ideological stridency of the columnist in qgquestion,
reveals he is not inclined to beliéve him. Still,
"something grabs me in the gut when I_read columns
[Lwhich]l seems tao be presenting facts."

So, what happenedé

At the meeting in guestion, thére were several
people present. They included Secretary of State

fipultz, White House adviser Marshall Breger, and Rabbi
dean

Marvin Hier, who is the Los—Ameeles cgoceasentative of
the Simon Wiesenthal Center sw LoS Awoj:\es,

The next day, Joanne Dmang of the Washington EEEF
telephoned Marshall Breger and asked was it true that
Fresident Reagan had represg@nted himsels ré a Signal
Corps photographer ﬁho had taken pictures of the
concentration camps? No, Breger said: The Fresident had
said he had seen such films, taken by the unit to"which
he was attached, and that the films had made a lasting
impression on him. Secfetary Sdhul t= EQWfirmed that
this was what he had heérd. M. Marty-Mendelssohn,

counsel for the Simon Wiesenthal Besiety, contacted



(&
Rabbi Hier in Los Anq}es who confirmed. that this was

what he had heard. The confusiaon was attributed to the
insecure English of Mr. Wiesenthal. Mfss;Dmang
published the correct story in the Qashington Fost. And
a few weeks later Lou Cannon published his own version,
which conflicted with tHe news story in his own paper.
The columnist made it sound as though Reagan
simply comes up with these improvisations, as useful
theatrically. The White House released a videoAtApe, no

: NS
less, of an appearance by the Fresident in the jast Room

\

on April- 30, 1981, at a Days of Remembrance Ceremonvy.
Said the Fresident:

"I remember April 45, I remember seeing the
first film that came in when the war was still on, but
our troops had come ubon the figst camps, and had
entered those camps. And you saw unretouched, no way
that it could ever have been rehe;rsed, what they saw.
Well, I am horrified today when I know that, and hear
that there are actually'people now trying to say that

the hQolocaust was inverted. "

W

Thete is, of couwrse, nothing there to suggest that
the films Mr. Reagan viewed were taken by Mr. Reagan,
who never left the United States during the war, and has
never represented that he did.

Eut slurs of this kind have an effect on people aof
sensitive moral conscience. "Ferscnally," my

correspondent wrote, "I know nothing about the tacts
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behind Cthe columnist¢§3 statements..~ﬁerhap5 he is
right...What bothers me, and this is where I am looking
to you for guidance, is whether or not I should support
a candidate because he is conservative at the exﬁense of
moral considerations such as lying. ««.Can you tell me
if he really does fhings like this regularly? If he
does, do you approve? Is it "just politics.™™

To which three questiors: 1) No. 2) No, T would
not approve. 3I) The poliﬁics being .played here is by

the critics of Mr. Reagén,_who are determined not to be

too fair to him.



On the Right-- Wm. F. Buckley, Jr.

KILL REAGAN IF YOU CAN

In the current issue of the New York Review of
Books, Robert Raiser of the Washington Post reviews no
fewer than four books by or about Ronald Reagan, and I‘
guess it's only fair to say that the tocsin has sounded

for—-despairt

All the usual things. Ronald Réagan is not-quite-
bright. He is lazy. He is shallow. He is a hypocrite
(mind you, that may be good: See how nice he was to the
Chinese Communists he used to oppose so vigorously?).

He is, on such matters as abortion, a fundamentalist,
though he doesn't‘go to church much (and maybe just as
he thought the Chinese Communists were all bad, so he
will grow up and realize that God:isn't all that good?)
He is above all an actor, a perfofmer. But you've got
£~ wateh i+, becausz fhe isF-fot exactly rurrounded by:
he is surrounded only by California millionaires--in
ideological contact with Christian fundamentalists who
talk as if Armageddon is other than merely a Biblical
nursery tale, and who knows,‘Ronald Reagan might think
it an excellent cap on his theatrical career if he blew

the incremental bugle, and just like the Bible says, all

the walls will come tumbling down!



Robert Kaiser is a very bright man who wrote a
very good book5about the Soviet Union, and for the two
reasons it really. is a pity that he should give so much
time to this schadenfreude on Reagan.

There is thé problem, for instance, of sheer
exaggeration, "The White House, ever attentive to the
President's image, doesn't even try to pretend that
Reagan reads anything besides ﬁhe‘newspapers." Well, if
rhat's what the Whi#e House 1is teiling Mr. Kaiser, the
White House is is simply unaware of what the President
does in the closet. The first time I met Mr. Reagan he
threw at me a.passage fro@ one of my own books. A
personal letter from Mr. Reagan datéd a couple of
months ago quoted from a feview ih'a highbrow
fortnightly. 1It's true that Gerry Ford when he was in
the White House said that he hadn't had the time to read
a book in ten years, and that is an awful pity. BHarold
Macmillan, during the Suez Crisis; reread all of George
Eliot, just to calm his nervés. It is a pity that
bookishness doesn't seem to dissipate things like the
Suez, compared to which Gerry Ford's handling of the
Mayvaguez crisis-was masterful.

But Kaiser is so beﬁt on his mission that he
doesn't even see great bié banana peels, as witness,
"Even the intellectuals who will vote for Reagan again
this year--and there will doubtless [I like that,
"doubtless.” As in, "There are doubtless peOple'arouﬁé

who believe in the Protocols .of Zion"] be many--will



probably do so.with a gqulp. What else could you do when
you support alPresident who returns from his first
voyage to South America to announcé, "'well, I learned a
lot... You'd~be éurprised. zTheyfre_all individual
countries.'?~-Mr.‘Kaiser is evidently unfamiliar with
the complaint of Latin American iptellectuals: That all
Americans beliéve;all Latin American countries are more
or less the same. John Gunther's. famous complaint was,
'Americéns will dé anything for Létin America, except
read about it." A presidential tour of Latin America
resulting in an insight at once simple and profound is
the right stuff. The Latin Ameriéan'trip happened at
about the time that the b§okish:president of France was
discovering that sodialisﬁ does not work. A{pity he
hadn't toured the Soviet Union with eyes lifted from his
books, and reported, "I léarﬁed-a lot. You'd be
surprised. Socialism doesn’t work." |

The anti-Reaéan profeséional reaches the highest
orders of his calling when he is able to describe Mr.
Riagan's alLiClé, "hbo-tion and the Conscience oi the
Nation," now available as a book, as "a passionate
denunciation of abortion and of those who would decide
that some terribly deformed newborn infants should not
live." One can imagine Colonel Oscar Wilde of Virginia
back in 1850 denouncing William Lloyd Garrison as "a
passionate oppdnent of slavery and of those who believe

that illiterate black morons freshly imported from



Africa should vote and own property."™ The failure of
perspective is Mr. Kaiser's, not the President's., If
abortion is wrong, as he believes it to be, it is
nothing less than the boldest and most courageous
political stand to denounce as murderous something that
fifteen million voters or so have practiced since
Justice Blackmﬁn experienced hié constitutional
afflatus. 4

Well, Relationes are:bourd éovbe very veﬁy bad
between the>United States andvthe Soviet Union, Mr.
Kaiser wrote in 1986. He was:right, they are. But he
worries about this more than:he should. Mr. Kaiser
should inform himself more,deéply'aboht the spiritual
and politic;l érdeéllof coexiStence with the Soviet
Union, and there is'no better place to begin than by
reading that eicellent book, Bg§§i§L The People and the

Power.





