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MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 2, 1987 

JAMES L. HOOLEY 

MARYLOU P. SKIDMOR~ 
THE ZERO OPTION PRO;~SAQ TO THE 
INITIAL SPEECH VENUES 

SOVIETS: 

In a Presidential News Conference on November 11, 1982, President 
Reagan referred to the matter of the INF (Intermediate-range 
Nuclear Force), the zero option that I announced a year ago. He 
was referring specifically to remarks that he made to members of 
the National Press Club on Arms Reduction and Nuclear Weapons on 
November 18, 1981 at the National Press Club Building. At that 
time the U.S. was prepared to cancel its deployment of Pershing 
II and ground-launch cruise missiles if the Soviets would 
dismantle their SS-20, SS-4, and SS-5 missiles. Not until June 
B, 1982 in an Address to Members of Parliament did President 
Reagan refer to this proposal as the "zero-option initiative." 

Thus, it was the President's hope that agreement by the Soviets 
to his initial proposal would result in obviating the need for 
the U.S. to deploy the Pershing II and ground-launch cruise 
missiles at all. Since the Soviets never agreed to dismantle, 
we countered by deploying the same kind of missiles aimed at 
their country. 

In the next six months prior to his European tour, the President 
traveled to the following cities and spoke on the nuclear arms 
reduction proposal; *at least three times he spoke specifically 
on the desire for "zero on both sidee:" 

Bloomington, Minnesota 
Des Moines, Iowa 
*Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 

*Eureka College, Illinois 

*Chicago, Illinois 

February 8, 1982 
February 9, 1982 
March 16, 1982 "eliminate entirely the 
intermediate-range missiles" 
May 9, 1982 "complete elimination of 
the most threatening systems on both 
sides" 
May 10, 1982 "commitment to the total 
elimination of those weapons" 

In Departure Remarks given on June 2, 1982 to Administration 
Officials and White House Staff-before leaving for Europe, the 
President spoke aqain of November when "we took up the issue and 
proposed to the Soviet Union negotiations leading toward a zero 
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level, the elimination of intermediate-range weapons, their 
SS-20's and -4's and -S's in Europe, and the deploying of our 
Pershings and cruise missiles as a deterrent to those forces - a 
total elimination of those forces- •.. " 

In Bonn, on June 9, 1982 the President referred to November 18th 
as the time when "I outlined a broad and ambitious arms control 
program. One element calls for reducing land-based 
intermediate-range nuclear missiles to zero on each side. If 
carried out, it would ..• make unnecessary the NATO decision to 
deploy American intermediate-range systems." 

In Berlin, on June 11, 1982 the President renewed his November 
18th proposal again. The President continued to push for the 
proposal throughout the rest of the year. 

Further, research will be conducted if requested. 

See Attachments for copies of speeches/remarks referred to above 
in chronological order. 
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would lead to the necessary cooperation. 
The step taken was yet a modest one. but it 
brought out the political will of the 22 Jt
tending chiefs of state and go\ ernment to 
pursue global negotiations within the 
frame\\ Ork of the l' nited \'at ions. 

l'pon your return from \fexico you said 
that the efforts and constructi\ e '>pirit 
which characterized the discussions at 
Cmcun must continue .. \nd the .\merican 
.\mbassador to the l'nited \'ations declart•d 
recentlv that e\·erv one of us bears the re
sponsibility for tr~nsplanting the spirit of 
Cancun to all the forums of the l' nited \'a
tions svstem. This time we cannot fail. 
These ~vords bring optimism to the devel
oping world. which trusts the understand
ing Jnd the good disposition of the l'nited 
States. 

\fr. President. \'enezuela projects democ
racy and freedom in its foreign policv and 
has made its energetic wealth act as a con· 
crete instrument of negotiation. coopera
tion. and international solidarity .. \ great 
manv coincidences with the l' nit eel States 
enable us to march side by side on the road 
of human freedom. 

In your two speeches tocla~·. \fr. Presi
dent. vou referred first to \'enezuelans such 
as Si~cm Bolivar. and in ~our speech to
night to young compatriots of mine who are 
in this world of sports, who. at a time not 
too far awav nor too near this dav were 
people that 'were of interest to \'OU .a.nd me 
when we were sports journalists. 

You ha\·e called our compatriots. Dadd 
Concepcion and Tony :\rmas. who todav 
Jre excellent players in the big leagues. 
:\nd if vou Jllow me this association of 
ideas, p~rhaps you might han• belien:d in 

the talks I had todav 1\ ith 1 ou .md ,1 ith 
h1gh rt•prewntat1\ t''> of 1 our 1(01 ernnwnt 
that mv po,1tion as \\a'> 'LitL«i 1m Centr.tl 
.\nH:ric<.1 ,md the C,mblwan 1-, too ''Ptim 1,. 

tic. But I am ,m optmu,t. .md I l>t·liL'\ t' \<Ju 

,1re one. too. · 
\\'hen ;.·ou were a c1nclicLtte for the• Prt·+ 

denc\·, on our tele\ 1'1on \\ e '"w man\ •;f 
the films in which \ ou .1ctt·d \t•ar'i .ll!o.·,111d 
I remember one \ t'rv 'peci,dh 11 hich h rt·
lated to baseball. 

You were pla;. mg the role of a p1tcher. ,1 
great pitcher. \\ho sudden I\ feit. leh .,,I\. ,1 
drop in his physical conditions. and 1t ~\.is 
the trust of his friends and his moral comx·· 
tion that he had to plav to have his team 
win that made the team win. 

.\nd I <.1m sure that ~our quarr\ of opti
mism has not run dry. :\nd although per
haps the situ<Jtion might seem sometimes 
dramatic. we c<.1n be certain th<.1t it is 
people-men <.1nd people like those of the 
l'nited States <.1nd \'enezuela who love free
dom-those are the ones th<.1t will win. 

To reiternte, allow me to reiterate mv 
gratitude and that of Betty and the persons 
who accompany me for all your kindness. 
and as I do so. I raise my glass m a toast to 
your personal happiness, that of \'Our distin
guished wife, to the democratic success of 
;·our go\·ernrnent, and the prosperity <.1nd 
happiness of the people of the l'nited 
'" :tes, a people forever committed to 
i1: r·rty. 

\ •le: President Rea14a11 sµoke at 9:.J.J µ.m. 
1 ·1 the State Di1li111! Room at the White 
/f,111se. President Herrera sµuke i11 Sµa11i.sh. 
and his remarks 1cere tra11slated by an 111· 

terµreter. 

Remarks to Members of the ~ational Press Club on Arms Reduction 
and Nuclear Weapons 
November 18, 1981 

Officers, ladies and gentlemen of the :\a· 
tional Press Club and, as of a \ ery short 
time ago. fellow members: 

Back in .\pril while in the hospital I had. 
as you can readily understand. J lot of time 
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for reflection .. \nd one d<.1~ I decided to 
send c1 person.ii. handwritten letter to 
Sonet President Leonid Brezhne1 remind· 
ing him that 1\ e had met about 10 1 ears .1)(0 

in. San Clemente. C.ilifornia. as' he .Jnd 
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President 'ixon we re concludin g a series of 
mee tings that had bro ught hope to all the 
world . ' e 'er had peace and good will 
~eemed closer at hand . 

I'd like to read ~ ou a few paragraphs 
from that letter ... \Ir. President: \\'he n ,,.e 
met. I as ked if \ 'OU we re aware tha t the 
hopes and aspirations of millions of peo ple 
th roughout the world \\·ere de pende nt on 
the dec isions that \\ ould be reached in 
those mee tings . You took nn· hand in both 
of \·ours and- assured me tha t \ 'OU \\·e re 
aw,;re of that and tha t \·ou we re .dedicated 
with all \ Our heart and soul crnd mind to 
fulfilling those hopes and dreams." 

I we nt on in m\· le tter to sav : .. The 
people of the \\Orlcl still share th ~ t hope. 
Indeed . the peoples of the world . despite 
diffe re nces in rac ia l and e thnic origin . ha\"t' 
\·en· much in common. The\· want the dig
nit,·· of ha\ ing some control .o\'e r their ind-i
\ idual li\·es. the ir des tin\' . The \' want to 
\\·ork at the craft or tr~de of .the ir own 
choosing and to be fa irh- rewarded . The\' 
\\·ant to -rai s<;> the ir fomili~s in peace withou"t 
harmin g an\lone or sulte ring harm them
seh-es. Go, ·ernme nt e .xists for the ir com en
ience. not the othe r ,,.a,· c1round. 

.. If the , · are incapable . as some would 
ha, ·e us be lie,·e. of se lf-go, ·ernment. then 
\\"here among the m do we find am· who are 
ca pable of 11:0,·e rnin g othe rs'J -

.. Is it possible that we ha,·e permitted 
ideolos,?y. political cmd economic philos
ophies. and go \ e rnmental policies to keep 
us fr om conside rin g the , ·e n · real. e\·e n ·da,· 
problems of our peoples' \\'ill the a\ ~rag~ 
So, ie t fo milv be bette r off or e \·en aware 
tha t the So~· iet Lnion has imposed a go\'
ernment of its own choice on the people of 
_\fghanistan'r Is life be tte r for the people of 
Cu ba because the C uban militarv d ic tate 
\\·ho shall go, ·ern the people of .\ngola:' 

.. It is ofte n implie d tha t such thin gs ha\·e 
been made necessarv because of te iritorial 
ambitions of the L:nited States: that we 
ha\·e impe rialistic des igns. and thus consti
tute a thre at to , ·our own securit,· and that 
of the newly er~erging nations. :\;ot onlv is 
the re no e, ·idence to support such a charge. 
the re is solid C\·idence that the L nited 
States. whe n it co uld ha\ e dominated the 
world with no risk to itse lf. made no effort 
whatsoe \·e r to d o so. 

" \\'he n World \\'ar II ended. the L-nit n l 
State s had the o nl~ · undamaged industrial 
powe r in the world . Our rmlitar\' mi ght was 
at its pe ak . and we a lone had the ultirnat t> 
weapon. the nuclea r wea pon. \\1th the un 
q ues tioned abilit\· to cleli\er it am-where in 
the world . If we had sought world dorrnna 
tion the n. who could ha\ t' opposed us :' 

.. Rut the L"n ited Sta tes foll owc>d a d ifft•r
t• nt cou rse . one un iq ue in all the h i-; ton · of 
mankind . \Ve used our po\\ e r and wea lth to 
rebuild the \\ a r-ra \ ished econom ies of th t' 
world . includin 11; those of the nations who 
had been our ene mies. \la\· I Sa\' . there is 
abso lute ly no substance to ~ ha rg~s that th~ 
L' nited Sta tes is guilt\' of impe rialism or <1t
tempts to impose its will on other countries. 
by use of force ... 

I continued m\' lette r by saying-or con
cluded rn~· le tte r. I should sa\·-b,· sa\·ing , 
.. \Ir. Preside nt. should we .not . be -con
ce rned with e liminating the obstacles which 
pre , ·e nt our people. those you and I repre
sent . from ac hie \·ing their most che rished 
goals':' .. 

\\'ell. it's in the same spirit that I want to 
speak today to this audience and the people 
of the world about .\merica ·s program for 
peace a nd the coming nego tiations which 
beg in :\o\·embe r 30th in Ce ne rn . Switze r
lan1 I. Specifically. I want to present our pro
gr.l11 t for preserving peace in Europe and 
our wider program for arms control. 

T -.1 ice in my lifetime. I ha\·e seen the 
pt·<>p les of Europe plurn_ied into the tragedy 
of 1\ .lr. Twice in my lifetime. Europe has 
suffe red destruc tion and rnilitar\' occupa
tion in \\·ars tha t statesmen pro, ·ed power
less to pre\ ent. soldie rs unable to contain. 
and ord inar,· c iti zens unable to e scape .. \nd 
tw ice in !TI\ life time. ~ ·oung .\me ricans ha\ e 
bled their li\·es into the so-ii of those battle 
fi e lds not to enrich or e nlarge our domain . 
but to r e~ tore the peace and indepe ndence 
of our friends and .\llies. 

.\II of us who Ii\ ed through those trou
bled times sha re a common resoh-e that 
the\· must ne \·e r come again . . \nd most of 
us share a common appr~ciation of the .\t 
lantic .\ lliance that has made a peaceful. 
fr ee . and prosperous \Vestern Europe in the 
post- \1·ar era poss ible . 
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But today, a new generation is emerging 
on both sides of the Atlantic. Its members 
were not present at the creation of the 
'.\orth Atlantic Alliance. \1anv of them don 't 
fully understand its roots in defending free
dom and rebuilding a war-torn continent. 
Some young people question why we need 
weapons. particularly nuclear weapons. to 
deter war and to assure peaceful de\'elop
ment. Thev fear that the accumulation of 
weapons itself may lead to conflagration. 
Some even propose unilateral disarmament . 

I understand their concerns. Their ques
tions deserve to be answered. But we have 
an obligation to answer their questions on 
the basis of judgment and reason and expe
rience. Our policies have resulted in the 
longest European peace in this century. 
Wouldn't a rash departure from these poli
cies, as some now suggest, endanger that 
peace? 

From its founding, the Atlantic :\lliance 
has preserved the peace through unity, de
terrence, and dialog. First, we and our 
Allies have stood united bv the firm com
mitment that an attack up~n any one of us 
would be considered an attack upon us all . 
Second. we and our .\!lies have deterred 
aggression by maintaining forces strong 
enough to ensure that any aggressor would 
lose more from an attack than he could 
possibly gain . And third, we and our Allies 
have engaged the Soviets in a dialog about 
mutual restraint and arms limitations, 
hoping to reduce the risk of war and the 
burden of armaments and to lower the bar
riers that divide East from West. 

These three elements of our policy have 
preserved the peace in Europe for more 
than a third of a century. They can pre
serve it for generations to come, so long as 
we pursue them with sufficient will and 
vigor. 

Todav, I wish to reaffirm America 's com
mitme~t to the .\tlantic Alliance and our 
resolve to sustain the peace. And from my 
conversations with allied leaders, I know 
that they also remain true to this tried and 
proven course. 

:"llATO's policy of peace is based on re
straint and balance. '.\o '.\.\TO weapons, 
conventional or nuclear, will ever be used 
in Europe except in response to attack. 
:"llATO's defense plans have been responsi-
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ble and .resdtrained. The .-\llies remain 
strong, unite , and resolute. But the mo
mentum of the contmumg SO\ iet m1·1·t . 1 arv 
buildup threatens both the com ention~l 
and the nuclear balance. 

Co~sider the facts. O\'er the past decade, 
the l mted States reduced the size of t 
.-\rmed Forces and decreased its milita~:. 
spending. The So\iets steadilv increased th~ 
number of men under arms. Thev now 
number more than double those ·of th 
l'nited States. O\·er the same period. th: 
Soviets expanded their real military spend
ing by about one-third. The Soviet l 'nion 
increased its inventory of tanks to some 
50,000, compared to our 11,000. Historicallv 
a land power. they transformed their nav~· 
from a coastal defense force to an ope~ 
ocean fleet, while the United States, a sea 
power with transoceanic alliances, cut its 
fleet in half. 

During a period when '.'liATO deployed 
no new intermediate-range nuclear missiles 
and actually withdrew 1,000 nuclear war
heads, the Soviet Union deployed more 
than 750 nuclear warheads on the new SS-
20 missiles alone. 

Our response to this relentless buildup of 
Soviet military power has been restrained 
but firm. We have made decisions to 
strengthen all three legs of the strategic 
triad: sea-. land-, and air-based. We have 
µroposed a defense program in the United 
States for the next 5 vears which will 
rL" medy the neglect of th~ past decade and 
rl'store the eroding balance on which our 
"·curity depends. 

I would like to discuss more specifically 
the growing threat to Western Europe 
which is posed by the continuing deploy
ment of certain Soviet intermediate-range 
nuclear missiles. The Soviet Union has three 
different type such missile systems: the SS-
20, the SS-4, and the SS-5, all with the 
range capable of reaching virtually all of 
\Vestern Europe. There are other Soviet 
weapon svstems which also represent a 
major threat. 

'.\ow, the onlv answer to these svstems is 
a comparable threat to Soviet threats, to 
Soviet targets ; in other words, a deterrent 
preventing the use of these Soviet weapons 
by the counterthreat of a like response 
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against their own territory. At present , 
however, there is no equivalent deterrent 
to these So\·iet intermediate missiles. And 
the Soviets continue to add one new SS-20 
a week. 

To counter this, the .-\llies agreed in 1979, 
as part of a two-track decision, to deploy as 
a deterrent land-based cruise missiles and 
Pershing II missiles capable of reaching tar
gets in the So\·iet Cnion. These missiles are 
to be deployed in se\·eral countries of West
ern Europe. This relatively limited force in 
no way sen·es as a substitute for the much 
larger strategic umbrella spread over our 
'.:A TO .-\!lies. Rather, it provides a \ ·i tal link 
between conventional shorter-range nuclear 
forces in Europe and intercontinental forces 
in the Cnited States. 

Deployment of these systems will demon
strate to the So\·iet L'nion that this link 
cannot be broken. Deterring war depends 
on the percei\·ed ability of our forces to 
perform effecti\·ely. The more effective our 
forces are. the less likelv it is that we'll have 
to use them. So. we ar{d our allies are pro
ceeding to modernize '-.: .\ TO's nuclear 
forces of intermediate range to meet in
creased Soviet deployments of nuclear sys
tems threatening Western Europe. 

Let me turn now to our hopes for arms 
control negotiations. There's a tendency to 
make this entire subject overly complex. I 
want to be clear and concise. I told '•Ou of 
the letter I wrote to President Bre'zhnev 
last .\pril. Well, I\·e just sent another mes
sage to the Soviet leadership. It's a simple, 
straightforward, yet, historic message . The 
United States proposes the mutual reduc
tion of conventional intermediate-range nu
clear and strategic forces . Specifically, I 
ha\·e proposed a four-point agenda to 
achieve this objective in my letter to Presi
dent BrezQnev. 

The first and most important point con
cerns the Geneva negotiations . ..\.s part of 
the 1979 two-track decision . '-.:A TO made a 
commitment to seek arms control negotia
tions with the Soviet Union on inte rmediate 
range nuclear forces. The united States has 
been preparing for these negotiations 
through close consultation with our '-.:A TO 
partners. 

We're now ready to set forth our propos
al. I have informed President Brezhnev that 

when our delegation tra\els to the negotia
tions on intermediate range . land-based nu
clear missiles in Genern on the :30th of this 
month . my re presentati\·es will present the 
following proposal: The United States is pre
pared to cancel its deployment of Pershing 
II and ground-launch cruise missiles if the 
Soviets will dismantle their SS-20. SS-4. and 
SS-5 missiles. This would be an historic 
step. With Soviet agreement. we could to
gether substantially reduce the dread threat 
of nuclear war which hangs over the people 
of Europe. This. like the first footstep on 
the .\loon. would be a giant step for man
kind . 

:\ow, we intend to negotiate in good faith 
and go to Geneva willing to listen to and 
consider the proposals of our So\ iet coun· 
terparts, but let me call to vour attention 
the background against which our proposal 
is made. 

During the past 6 years while the L'nited 
States deployed no new intermediate-range 
missiles and withdrew 1,000 nuclear war
heads from Europe, the So\·ie t L'nion de
ployed 750 warheads on mobile . accurate 
ballistic missiles. Thev now have 1.100 war
heads on the SS-20s.· SS-ls and 'is .. \nd the 
L'nited States has no comparable missiles. 
Indeed. the L'nited States dismantled the 
last such missile in Europe over 15 years 
ago 

. \ ' we look to the future of the negotia
tiom. it's also important to address certain 
So' 1d claims, which left unrefuted could 
become critical barriers to real progress in 
arm , control. 

The So\·iets assert that a balance of inter
mediate range nuclear forces already exists. 
That assertion is wrong. By any objective 
measure . as this chart indicates. the Soviet 
L' nion has developed an increasingly O\ er
whelming ad\·antage. They now enjo~· a su
periorit\· on the order of six to one. The red 
is the SO\ iet buildup: the blue is our own. 
That is 197.S. and that is 1981 . 

'.:ow. So\·ie t spokesmen have suggested 
that mo\ ing their SS-20s behind the Cral 
.\fountains -will remove the threat to 
Europe . Well. as this map demonstrates. the 
SS-20s. even if deplo~·ed behind the L'ra ls. 
will ha\·e a range that puts almost all of 
Western Europe-the great cities-Rome. 
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.\thens. P;.iris, London. Brus5e\s. ..\rnster
dam, Berlin. ;md so man\· more-all of 
Scandina\"ia. all of the \fiddle East . all of 
northern . .\frica. all within range of these 
missiles which. incidentallv. are mobile and 
can be mo\ ed on shorter notice . These little 
images mark the present location which 
wo~ld gi\·e them a range clear out into the 
. .\tlantic. 

The second proposal that I\·e made to 
President Brezhnev concerns strategic 
weapons. The Cnited States proposes to 
open negotiations on strategic arms as soon 
as possible next year. 

I have instructed Secretary Haig to dis
cuss the timing of such meetings with 
So\·iet representati\·es. Substance, however , 
is far more important than timing . . .\s our 
proposal for the Cene\·a talks this month 
illustrates, we can make proposals for genu
inelv serious reductions. but onlv if we take 
the ·time to prepare carefully. · 

The l'nited States has been preparing 
carefully for resumption of strategic arms 
negotiations because we don 't want a rep
etition of past disappointments. We don't 
want an arms control process that sends 
hopes soaring only to end in dashed expec
tations. 

:\ow, I have informed President Brezh
nev that we will seek to negotiate substan
tial reductions in nuclear arms which would 
result in levels that are equal and verifiable. 
Our approach to verification will be to em
phasize openness and creativity, rather than 
the secrecy and suspicion which have un
dermined confidence in arms control in the 
past. 

While we can hope to benefit from work 
done over the past decade in strategic arms 
negotiations, let us agree to do more than 
simply begin where these previous efforts 
left off. We can and should attempt major 
qualitative and quantitative progress. Only 
such progress can fulfill the hopes of our 
own people and the rest of the world . . .\nd 
let us see how far we can go in achieving 
truly substantial reductions in our strategic 
arsenals. 

To symbolize this fundamental change in 
direction, we will call these negotiations 
ST ART-Strategic Arms Reduction Talks. 

The third proposal l"ve made to the 
Soviet Union is that we act to achieve 
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equalitv at lower le\·els of conn•ntion.tl 
forces in Europe. Tht• deft>nse nt•ed~ flf th (· 
So\ il't L. nion hard\\- call for maint ,1ining 
more corn bat di\ isions in !-:,1st CL·rrnam 
toda\· than were in th l' wholt> :\llit·d im ,; . 
sion force that landed in \: ormanch on !) . 

Dav. The Sen iet L. nion could make no rn•irt• 
com incing contribution to peace in Europt> . 
and in the world. than b~ agreeing to 
reduce its com·entional forces sigmficantl' 
and constrain the potential for sudden , 1 ~. 
gression. 

Finally. I ha\·e pointed out to President 
Brezhne\· that to maintain peace we must 
reduce the risks of surprise attack and the 
chance of war arising out of uncertain\\· or 
miscalculation. · 

I am renewing our proposal for a confer 
ence to de\·elop effective measures that 
would reduce these dangers. At the current 
\tadrid meeting of the Conference on Secu
rity and Cooperation in Europe , we·re 
laying the foundation for a Western-pro
posed conference on disarmament in 
Europe. This conference would discuss new 
measures to enhance stabilitv and securitv 
in Europe . . .\greement in thi~ conference is 
within reach. I urge the Sm·iet l'nion to 
join us and many other nations who are 
ready to launch this important enterprise. 

.\II of these proposals are based on the 
"i rne fair-minded principles-substantial. 
111ilitarily significant reduction in forces. 
'" 1ual ceilings for similar types of forces. 
.111d adequate provisions for verification. 

\fy administration, our country, and I are 
rnmmitted to achieving arms reductions 
agreements based on these principles. 
Today I have outlined the kinds of bold, 
equitable proposals which the world expects 
of us. But we cannot reduce arms unilater
allv. Success can onlv come if the Soviet 
L'~ion will share our ~ommitment. if it will 
demonstrate that its often-repeated profes
sions of concern for peace will be matched 
bv positive action. 

Preservation of peace in Europe and the 
pursuit of arms reduction talks are of funda
mental importance. But we must also help 
to bring peace and security to regions now 
torn by conf1ict. external intervention, and 
war . 
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Tht> :\mt>rican concep t of pt'acc got·s we ll 
be\·ond thl' absem·e of war. \\'e lorL'St' t' a 
tlo~n'ring of L'conomic 11:rowth cmd indi\ idu
al libert\· in a world at pt>ace. 

:\t th~ economic summit conft.rt'll l'l' in 
Cmctm. I mt'! \\ i th tht> lt'aders of :21 na
tions and skt'!cht'd out our approach to 
,, lobal economic grow th . \\'e want to dimi
~ate the barrit'rS to trade and im·estment 
which hinder tht>st' critical incenti\ es to 
growth. and we.rt> working to clen:•lop ne\\' 
programs to help the poorest nations 
etch it>\ e st>lf-sustaining ).?ro\\ th. 

:\nd terms like ··pt>ace ·· and ''securit\"', 
\\e ha\·e to sa\". ha\ e little meaning for the 
oppressed and the destitute. The\ also 
mt>an little to the indi\ idual whose statt> has 
stripped hirn of human freedom and digni-
1\ . \Vhere\t'r th e re is opprt>ss ion. \\ t' must 
stri\e for the peace and security of indi\ id
uals as \\·ell as states . \\'e must recognize 
that progress and the pursuit of libert\· is a 
necessar~· complemen t to military st'curit\". 
:\O\\ here has this fundamental truth been 
more boldh· and clearlv stall'cl than in the 
Helsinki :\~cords of l.97.'i . These accords 
have not \·et been translatt>d into li\·i ng 
realitv. 

Toda\· I\·e announced an agenda that can 
help t~ achie\ e peace. secu~ity, and free
dom across the i;:lobe. In particular, I have 

made an unportant offer to forego entireh· 
deployment of new American missiles 1;1 
Europe if the So\·iet Cnion is prt•pared tq 
respond on an equal footin12:. 

There is no reason \\ h\ 1wopl" in .1 11\ 

part of the world ,hould ha\ 'l' to ll\ " 1;1 
permant•nt fear of war or ih 'P<Ttre. I 1i, .. 
lit' \ L' the time has comt• for .di nations to 
act in a responsible sp irit th,1t dnt·,n ·t 
thrt'aten ntht•r -;tales . I bt•lie \e the timl' 1, 

right to 1110\ e for\\'ard on arms control .md 
the resolution of critical regional disputt>s ,tt 
the conference table. :\othing \\ill haH' .1 
higher priority for me and fo r tht• :\ml' rican 
people O\·er the coming months and \ t'a n . 

Addressing the L'nited :\ations 20 .\ ea rs 
ago . another .\merican President desc~ibt>d 
the goal that \\·e still pursue tod,l\'. He said. 
"If we all can perse \ ere. if we can look 
be\'Cmd our shores ~md ambitions. then 
surt>lv the age \\ill dawn in which the 
strong are just and the weak secure and the 
pt> ace presen·ed ... 

He didn't li\·e to see that goal achie\ ed. I 
in' itt> all nations to join with- America toda\· 
in the quest for such a world . 

Thank you. 

.\'ote: The President spoke at l () 11.1n. at the 
Natio11al Press Club Bui/din~. His address 
u.:as hmadcast lice 011 radio and telet'isio11. 

Remarks of President Reagan and President Luis Herrera Campins of 
Venezuela Following Their \1eetings 
.Vocember 18. 1981 

President Reaga 11 . President Herrera and 
ha\e just concluded a series of producti\·e 

meetings in which we re\·iewed the rela
tions between our two countries and the 
international situation. 

The O\'erall relations between the l 'nited 
States and Venezuela are excellent , and 
we·, ·e disco\·ered that both nations share 
simila:- concerns about the international sit
uation . \Ve took a close look at de,·elop
ment in the Caribbean Basin Region and 
discussed what can be done to promote 
peace, freedom, and representati\ e go\·ern
me nt in that part of the \\Orld. 

We ai.?reed to pursue the initiative begun 
b\· \'enezut>la. \lexico. Canada. and the 
l . nited States for the Caribbean Basin 
Region. \\ 'e will contmue. and strengthen 
wh t> rt' possible. our indi\·idual assistance 
programs and encouragt> other states to do 
likewise . :\nd furtht>rmore. we agreed that 
\\·e must promote the economic and social 
devt'lopment of the hemisphere through in
ternational cooperation. \\'e can be expect
ed to continue our oppos ition to any inter
ft> re nce in the internal affairs of \\'t>stern 
He misphe re countries. 
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This last year in the United States was a 
time of rededication to fundamental Ameri
can economic and political concepts, as 
mandated by the people in the elections of 
1980. After a period of increase in govern
ment power, the American people decided 
that the time had come to move away from 
state control and regulation; move toward 
something more consistent with our belief 
in freedom and individual liberty. 

The United States in these last 12 months 
has been blessed with peace, and peace re
mains our goal. Our military strength is 
dedicated to this noble end. 

Consistent with this, on November 18th 
and on behalf of the American people, I 
proposed to the Soviet Union a removal of 
the nuclear weapons threatening Europe. 
~egotiations between our two nations will 
continue this effort in the months ahead. 
The United States has offered a plan to 
eliminate all land-based, intermediate-range 
nuclear missiles on the European continent. 
We're uging the Soviet Union to join us in 
reaching that goal. 

We take no joy in using our resources to 
produce weapons of war. During the last 10 
years, the United States reduced the size of 
its Armed Forces and decreased its military 
spending. Sadly, this gesture was met by a 
massive buildup of Soviet armed forces. Let 
us hope the current opportunity for arms 
reduction is not lost. The Soviet Union 
should realize that its resources might 
better be spent on meeting the needs of its 
people, rather than producing instruments 
of destruction. 

In 1981 senseless violence continued to 
plague the world. A great man in Egypt, a 
man of peace, was murdered. An attempt 
was made on the life of Pope John Paul, 
almost robbing the world of this sincere 
man of God. I, too, had occasion to realize 
that we must use what time we have to 
further those values which will last after we 
as individuals are gone. 

A former President of the United States 
once said: "The chief ideal of the American 
people is idealism . . . America is a nation 
of idealists." Well, that's as true today as 
when President Calvin Coolidge spoke 
those words back in 1925. 
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Americans remain dedicated to those 
concepts of liberty that have provided our 
people with freedom and abundance. Fur
thermore, we're a nation composed of 
people who have come here from every 
corner of the world, people of all races and 
creeds who have learned to live together in 
peace and prosperity. Perhaps you know 
someone or have relatives who now live 
here. Well, they're every bit as American as 
those who came here two centuries ago 
seeking freedom. In a very real sense all 
people who long for freedom are our fellow 
countrymen. That love of freedom is what 
brought us or our ancestors to this land. 

Because of this special American charac
ter, our hearts go out to those who suffer 
oppression. Last year we saw the workers of 
Poland struggle to edge their country closer 
to freedom-and instead, they were given 
bloodshed and oppression. We saw the cou
rageous people of Afghanistan battle against 
tremendous odds try.ing to cast off for-~ign 
domination. 

During my lifetime, I have seen the rise 
of fascism and communism. Both philos
ophies glorify the arbitrary power of the 
state. These ideologies held, at first, a cer
tain fascination for some intellectuals. But 
both theories fail. Both deny those God
given liberties that are the inalienable right 
of each person on this planet; indeed they 
deny the existence of God. Because of this 
fundamental flaw, fascism has already been 
destroyed, and the bankruptcy of commu
nism has been laid bare for all to see-a 
system that is efficient in producing ma
chines of war but cannot feed its people. 

Americans begin this new year with a re
newed commitment to our ideals and with 
confidence that the peace will be main
tained and that freedom for all men will 
ultimately prevail. So, wherever you are, 
America sends to you a New Year's wish of 
good will. To all who yearn to breathe free, 
who long for a better life, we think of you; 
we pray for you; we're with you always. 

Note: The President's remarks were filmed 
for broadcast on television by the United 
States International Communication 
Agency. 
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World War II. He is married and resides in 
Kansas City, Kans. He was born July 30, 
1921, in Kansas City. 

R marks of the President and Chancellor Helmut Schmidt of the 
F!deral Republic of Germany Following Their Meetings 
January 5, J 982 

The President. Chancellor Schmidt and I 

h J
·ust concluded another of our meet-

ave . Id aff . 
ings at a critical_ moment ~ wd or f airs. 
Th primary topic on our mm s, o course, w:: Poland and the imposition of martial 
Jaw in that unhappy land. 

We thoroughly discussed the extent of 
Soviet involvement in the repression being 
waged against the Polish people and the 
need for forceful Western measures to 
induce both the Polish and Soviet authori
ties to lift martial law, release all those who 
have been detained, and permit resumption 
of a national dialog leading to genuine 
reform. 

In that connection, I reviewed with the 
Chancellor the series of steps that I had 
announced in my Christmas message and 
on December 29th. I emphasized my belief 
that a tangible Alliance response to the 
Polish crisis must be made now. Should we 
fail to insist that the Soviet Union stop pres
suring Poland directly and indirectly, the 
gravest consequences for international rela
tions could ensue. 

Our conversations today covered a wide 
range of related political, security, and eco
nomic issues. For example, we discussed the 
importance of the negotiations on interme
diate nuclear forces in Geneva which began 
on November 30th and our hope that the 
Soviet Union will avoid sterile propaganda 
and respond constructively to our zero-level 
proposal for genuine reduction of nuclear 
arms. 

Other international issues on our agenda 
included the prospects for strategic arms 
reduction talks-what we call ST ART; the 
situation in Central America, in the Middle 
East, and in southern Africa; and the status 
of the CSCE [Commission on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe] process, particular-

ly in light of the Polish crisis. 
We also reiterated the concern we both 

feel over the continued Soviet occupation 
of Afghanistan and our support for initia
tives by the European Parliament and the 
United States Congress to establish March 
21st as Afghanistan Day. 

For its part, the United States, through 
the U.S. International Communication 
Agency, is today releasing for overseas dis
tribution a book which eloquently docu
ments the human face of the Afghan strug
gle against Soviet invasion ;forces . I have 
personally presented a copy to Chancellor 
Schmidt. 

Above all, we agreed on the importance 
of the U.S.-German partnership and the 
need for continued close consultations. We 
hope to broaden and deepen these contacts. 
We also make clear to public opinion in 
both countries, especially the younger gen
eration, the responsibility that we all share 
of maintaining both our friendship and our 
commitment to the one instrument which 
has kept peace for over 30 years-the 
'.\orth Atlantic Alliance. 

Chancellor Schmidt, welcome. 
The Chancellor. Thank you, Mr. Presi

dent. Ladies and gentlemen, I can fully sub
scribe to what your President just told you 
about the contents and the results of our 
discussions. There are three points which I 
would like to stress. 

Number one, as regards the sad events in 
Poland, I had a chance to relay to the Presi
dent the results of the meeting of 10 for
eign secretaries of the 10 European 
member countries of the European Com
munity who met in Brussels yesterday 
morning on that question. And the Presi
dent was satisfied with that. He welcomed 
that statement. It includes the three points 
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hours a week for an entire year. And, as the 
details in the budget illustrate, many of 
these savings come from reducing tax and 
regulatory forms that are unusually burden
some to small businesses. 

These paperwork reductions are a good 
start, but they're only a start. The budget 
that we're releasing this morning still does 
not document all of the Federal paperwork 
that must be identified and reduced. And, 
as you will see in a moment, many of the 
issues that are being designated for revision 
by my Task Force on Regulatory Relief are 
based upon complaints from small compa-

nies about unnecessary paperwork. 
So, now I'm going to turn over the pr 

ceedings to Vice President Bush to disc~ 
these issues with you. And thank you ve 
much. ry 

Note: The President spoke at l 1:26 a rn. in 
Room 450 of the Old Executive Offic 
Building. e 

The 66-page document mentioned in the 
President's remarks is entitled "Information 
Collection Budget of the United States Got'
ern ment-Fiscal Year J 982." 

Statement About the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Force 
Negotiations 
February 4, 1982 

On November 18, I announced a broad 
program for peace. In that address, I stated 
that the delegation that was about to depart 
for Geneva for negotiations with the Soviet 
Union on intermediate-range nuclear forces 
would carry with it the U.S. proposal, ac
cording to which the U.S. would forego the 
planned deployment of Pershing II and in· 
termediate·range ground-launched cruise 
missiles if the Soviet Union dismantled its 
SS-4, SS-5, and SS-20 missiles. 

On Tuesday, February 2, at Geneva, the 
United States submitted to the Soviet Union 
a draft treaty, embodying that proposal, in 
order to move the negotiations forward as 
rapidly as possible. Such a treaty would be a 
major contribution to security, stability, and 
peace. 

I call on President Brezhnev to join us in 
this important first step to reduce the nu
clear shadow that hangs over the peoples of 
the world. 

Note: On the same day, the Office of the 
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Press Secretary released a statement by As
sistant to the President for Communications 
David R. Gergen. The statement, which he 
read at the daily press briefing, was in re
sponse to the Soviet Union's proposal made 
at Geneva, Switzerland, that United States 
and Soviet intermediate-range nuclear mis
siles be reduced by two-thirds by 1990. The 
statement, which follows, also addressed 
charges made on February 3 by Soviet 
President L. /. Brezhnev that the United 
States was not seriously negotiating at 
Geneva. 

We reject the accusation that the United 
States is stalling the l~F negotiations, and 
we are familiar with this Soviet proposal for 
phased reductions from an alleged current 
balance. The Soviet "balance" is based on 
selective use of data and is not a meaningful 
basis for negotiations. We are negotiating in 
good faith and have made a serious and far. 
reaching proposal which we believe pro
vides a sound basis for agreement. 
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miracle of Christ, :20 years ago that would 
have been reported-with Christ walkmg 
on water-the headlines would have read. 
"\firacle: Christ Walks on Water." But our 
friends today in the media and their busi
ness, that same event would be recorded, 
"Expose: Christ Can't Swim." [Laughter] 

You mentioned, \fr. President. that the 
Stanley Cup, which is awarded to these out
standing athletes who vie each year over a 
trousand games to have their name in
scribed on what I believe is the world's 
oldest, and certainly the most respected 
professional trophy. We felt that the only 
way that we could come close to thanking 
you was to see that you got what these 
gentlemen worked so hard for. and that is a 
replica of our Stanley Cup. 

For a minute, if I may read the inscrip
tion: "Presented with respect and apprecia
tion to President Ronald Reagan by the 
Governors, players, and officials of the \'a
tional Hockey League on the occasion of 

the 34th '.\ational Hockey League :\ll·Sta 
Game, Washin~ton, D.C .. Februarv 51 r 
1982." \fr. President. · th, 

We had also heard of our President' 
tiv!ty as a. hockey _plaver .\t that tim~ ~r. 
wore the Jersey ot the '.\ew York .\rnen~ 
cans. \fr. President, we were concern 
that ~erhaps that jersey had worn out. a~ 
so wed hke to present \ ou with an .\ll·Star 
jersey that will be worn by our teams in this 
contest and appropnately-(d1sp/ayini; th 
jersey u:ith the name "Reagan" and the 
number "I"]--· e 

The President. Thank vou all. 
I had heard the Stanl~y Cup was going t 

be-I thought it was the real thing. [LauF.h~ 
terj And I was waiting anxiously to have it 
opene!1 and displayed here. But both of 
these-I thank you very much, and I'm 
greatly honored and pleased to have them. 

Note: The President spoke at 1:28 p.m. in 
the East Room at the White House. 

Remarks at a Rally for United States Senator David Durenberger in 
Bloomington, Minnesota 
February 8, 1982 

Governor, Senator Durenberger, and 
Penny, our Congressmen who are here
Tom Hagedorn, Bill Frenzel, Vin Weber. 
and Arlan Stangeland-and an old friend 
who is right down here in front, known to 
all of us. Why don't you stand up here~ I 
know they would all recognize you when 
you do. Harold Stassen. I thank all of 1·ou 
for that Paul Bunyan welcome. 

I don't know, perhaps it's Paul Bunyan's 
influence that causes so manv tall tales to 
be told in Minnesota. Dave· Durenberger 
tried to tell me that it's been so cold that 
the walleyes jumped on the hooks just to 
get out of the water. (Laughter] '.\ow, I 
didn't believe that. [Laughter} Then he 
tried to tell me it's been so cold that the 
Minnesota State bird is now a penguin. 
[Laughter] And I didn't believe that. And 
then he tried to tell me that it's been so 
cold here that the only place you can keep 
warm is at a Durenberger campaign rally. 
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And that I believe. 
Dave, I was going to say something about 

you being a Paul Bunyan yourself, and then 
that connotation of maybe taU tales and ev
erything, I don't want to take away any· 
thing from what you just previously said. 
[Laughter] I don·t want to infer that it 
might not-anyway, I appreciate it. 

But this Senator has spent at least 120 
days each year traveling through this State. 
He spends an average of :2~ days a week in 
Minnesota and still maintains a voting 
record in the Senate of 95 percent. We've 
got some that have forgotten about going 
home. They now live in Washington, and 
they don't have a voting record like that. If 
every public official served his State and 
the nation as well as Dave Durenberger, we 
could lick our problems in no time. 

He's been especially helpful in our effort 
to reduce taxes and spending. You perhaps 
got that idea hearing him a few moments 
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•< ' h at I , • h d .u J,l I.1ug h. ' ·1·ce President, we ve a a 
· ' der t e v I · \\.- JI. un . king on those regu ations. 
:.1-'k forc~vw~; 1 said the other night in the 
\nd .1lr<'a he. L'nion address, there are now 
..;1.1tt' of t . pages in the Federal Record 
~ ). tlOO J e;::ister], which lists the Federal 
:F«ilf'°- than there were when we start
r<'.;.ul.1tions.go , nd we 're going to do more. 

j '"'ar a · ·• 
•" .1 · . have a task force at work also on 
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v:;c~ . ' but who, through the conflicting Fed
~ I regulations and loopholes, legally or 
~l:::hnicallv are participating, and there is 

rt'Jl need for them to be helped at the 
~~pt'nse of their neighbors. This is what 
11 e're trying to do and to change. 

To give you an example of how much out 
there is to be found and how much we're 
counting on in the coming year, our task 
fo rce just with one foray-not a nationwide 
1n1 estigation of this as yet-has found that 
rn one program, 8,500 recipients of benefits 
.1re still receiving those benefits, and they 
h.11e been dead an average of 7 years. 
That's why the other part of our program, 
which you can call the fourth point I pro
posed the other night, which is the federal
ism program to get government in at least 
.tO-odd programs back into the hands of 
local and State governments where it can 
be run properly by people closest to the 
scene and not mismanaged by the Federal 

Government . 
I've talked longer than I intended to. but 

I'm just going to say one more thing .. -\ lot 
of the demagoguerv you will hear will be 
about the fact of the defense budge t. and if 
anything has to be cut, whv don 't we cut 
that? We don't cut it becau~e that's what 's 
been going on for the last several vears and 
it will take us until the middle of the l 980's 
before we can even begin to come close to 
equating what the Soviet Cnion has built up 
to threaten us with. 

It is absolutely necessary that we restore 
that capacity to defend ourselves. And 
when I look at these young people down 
here-and I'm so happy to see them here 
and to participate-I just want to tell you 
one thing. When we build up our national 
defenses, it isn't with the idea that some 
day you're going to go fight a war. The idea 
in building them up is that we will be so 
strong that no other generation of young 
Americans will have to bleed their lives into 
foreign battlefields or beachheads some
place out in the oceans. 

I promise you one more thing-that as 
we build up our national defense, our na
tional security, we will not stop or let up 
one minute with getting those other fellows 
across the table from us and now talking 
legitimate arms reductions. 

Well, that's all, except to tell you, you just 
confirm everything that Dave and I and the 
othe rs there believe. You have to get about 
50 miles, at least, away from the Potomac 
Ri \ e r and the District to get back to the 
real world. 

God bless you. Thank you very much. 

Note: The President spoke at 5:40 p. m. in 
the Celebrity Room at the Carleton Dinner 
Theater. 

Prior to speaking at the rally, the Presi
dent attended a Durenberger f or Senate re
ception, which was also held at the dinner 
theater. 
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Address Before a Joint Session of the Iowa State Legislature in Des 
Moines 
February 9, 1982 

Governor Ray, I thank you very much. 
We've known each other a long time, and I 
appreciate more than I can say your warm 
words of welcome and your warm welcome 
here this morning. 

It 's good to be here with you today, but I 
must tell you that my real mission in Des 
Moines is at WHO radio. [Laughter] You 
see, some years back, as you may know, I 
recreated ball games on the air based on 
reports that came by telegraph. I would, 
now that I'm here, like to recreate the Rose 
Bowl game, and this time _around you know 
who's going to win. 

When I knew the Hawkeyes back in the 
thirties, they were struggling to get out of 
one of those low spots that come every 
once in a while to a school and a team. 
Coach Hayden Fry and quarterback Gordy 
Bohannon and the rest of that team rode 
the comeback trail all the way to the Rose 
Bowl. 

Well, our country today is at a turning 
point. We've lived too long by the maxims 
of past decades, lost in a jungle of govern
ment bureaucracy, tangled in its web of 
programs and regulations. And almost all of 
those government initiatives were intended 
to relieve suffering, enforce justice, or pre
serve an environment threatened by pollu
tion. But for each ounce of blessing, a 
pound of freedom was quietly stolen. 

An all-intrusive Federal Government 
with Federal Government's big taxing and 
big spending doesn't work, never has 
worked, and never will. Those who cling to 
the policies of yesterday, who offer us only 
retreat. would condemn us and our children 
to decades more of economic decay--<lec
ades in which our days of greatness would 
be just a dim memory. 

I've come here to talk about moving for
ward. It 'll take spirit, courage, and strength 
for the long haul. But we must do it. I'm 
not here to promise miracles, but I believe 
we can promise progress. 

So I have come to Des Moines to consult 
with you, to seek your counsel and your 
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support as, together, we take the high r d 
to national recovery and renewal. We sh~~ 
the trust of elected office, vou for y e 
S • our 
tate and I for the country and the people 

who sent me. And I have come to cement 
again the bond of partnership too manv 
have forgotten . · 

Together we must go forward to ensure a 
decent standard of living for all Americans 
but we must also protect for the next gen'. 
eration this fragile state of freedom so rare 
in the world and in the history of man. 

I think we've taken the right first steps. 
We've begun to rebuild America's defense, 
which had been left in dangerous decline'. 
We've made clear our commitment to t 
peace and stability in the world and our I 
willingness to participate in strategic arms \ 
reduction. But we also have made clear that 
we will not look the other way as aggresson t 
usurp the rights of independent people or 
watch idly while they foment revolutions to 
impose the rule of tyrants. We will not turn 
riur backs on those who seek to gain or 
>ecure their liberty, and we will not back 
down from our duty to keep America 
, trong enough to remain both free and at 
peace. 

At home, we've begun our campaign to 
return our economy and government to our 
people. 

Our program for economic recovery and 
our proposal to restore the partnership be
tween State, local, and Federal government 
are born from the same philosophy. They 
spring from an abiding faith in the Ameri· 
can people and in our ability to govern our· 
selves. 

Forty years of uncontrolled government 
growth and mismanagement, 40 years of re
moving the American economy from the 
hands of the American people, have result
ed in the painful recession that grips us 
today. In 4 short months, our programs 
have begun to restore incentive, to cut 
away strangling regulations and, for the first 
time in decades, make significant gains 
against the budget monster. 
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Address Before a Joint Session of the Oklahoma State Legislature in 
Oklahoma City 
March 16, 1982 

I thank you for that genuine Oklahoma 
welcome. Governor :\igh, [Lieutenant) 
Governor Bernard, Speaker Draper, Presi· 
dent York, the minoritv leaders, the distin
guished members of .the legislature, and 
honored guests: 

Before I begin my planned remarks this 
morning, I would like to speak again to the 
question of controlling nuclear arms, a sub
ject of deep concern to all :\mericans, to 
our allies, and to the people of the world. 
The hope of all men everywhere is peace
peace not only for this generation but for 
generations to come. To preserve peace, to 
ensure it for the future, we must not just 
freeze the production of nuclear arms, we 
must reduce the exorbitant level that al · 
readv exists. 

Those who are serious about peace, those 
who truly abhor the potential for nuclear 
destruction must begin an undertaking for 
real arms reduction. President Brezhnev 
has proposed a unilateral moratorium on 
further deployment of SS-20 missiles in 
Western Europe. Well, I say today, as I said 
yesterday, and as I made clear on 
:\ovember 18th, a freeze simply isn't good 
enough, because it doesn't go far enough. 
We must go beyond a freeze . 

Let's consider some facts about the mili
tary balance in Europe. The Soviet Union 
now has 300 brand new SS-20 missiles with 
900 warheads deployed. All can hit targets 
anywhere in Western Europe. :\'.ATO has 
zero land-based missiles which can hit the 
U.S.S.R. 

When President Brezhnev offers to stop 
deployments in Western Europe, he fails to 
mention that these are mobile missiles. It 
doesn't matter where you put them, since 
you can move them anywhere you want, 
including back to Western Europe. And 
even if east of the Urals, they could still 
target most of Western Europe. 

Our proposal, now on the table in 
Geneva, is that we not deploy any of the 
intermediate missiles in Europe, in ex
change for Soviet agreement to dismantle 
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what they now have there. And that's fair. 
That is zero on both sides. And if President 
Brezhnev is serious about real arms con
trol-and I hope he is-he will join in real 
arms reduction. 

:\'.ow, I come to you today as an American 
who shares many of the values for which 
Oklahomans are known. :\o other State 
better exemplifies the :\merican experience 
than does Oklahoma. People from all over 
the world came here to claim a bit of 
land-their part of America-and to make a 
new life. These people confronted the most 
undeveloped country known to man with 
optimism, self-pride, and rugged independ
ence. 

Edna Ferber's epic "Cimarron" captured 
this spirit when her hero proclaimed, "Here 
everything 's fresh. It's all to do, and we can 
do it . There 's never been a chance like it in 
the world. We can make an . .. empire out 
of this Oklahoma countrv ... . "Well, this is 
the vitality that captured the imagination of 
the world; it's the fabric of which Oklahoma 
and :\merica are made. 

The people who settled here not only en
dured, they triumphed. Some who 've never 
lived in this State often wonder whv, with a 
population of only 3 million, you can pro
duce such great football teams. [Laughter] 
Well . after overcoming tornadoes, floods. 
drought , and Oklahoma winters, totin ' a 
ball down a field a hundred yards just isn"t 
such a hard job, even if there are 11 guys in 
front of you trying to stop you. [Laughter] 

Standing here today , it's easy to forget 
the pessimism-so uncharacteristic of Amer
ica-that swept this country only a short 
while ago. Two decades of economic folly 
had brought our people to the edge of de· 
spair. 

In the closing months of 1980, our once· 
proud economy was gasping for breath. [n
tlation had been running at double-digit 
levels for 2 consecutive vears, with no relief 
in sight. At the same t~e. unemployment 
was near 8 million. The savings rate had 
plummeted to the lowest of any industrial 

\ 
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Nomination of 16 Members of the National Advisory Council on 
Women's Educational Programs 
Afarch 31, 1982 

The President today announced his inten
tion to nominate the following individuals 
to be members of the :'\ational Advisorv 
Council on Women's Educational Program~ : 
.Wary Jo Arndt, 48, is president of the Illinois 

Federation of Republican Women. She resides 
in Lombard, Ill. 

:'.targe Bodu:e//, 61, is a teacher at the '.\orth 
School in Alamogordo, :\ . \fex. 

Betty Ann Gault Cordoba. 54, is a teacher in 
Woodland Hills, Calif. 

Lilli K. Do/linger, 23, is director of communica
tions , Student Government Association, Texas 
A&\1 University, College Station, Tex. 

Gilda Bojorquez Gjurich, 55, is secretary-treas
urer and partner, Robert Parada Construction 
Co., Alhambra, Calif. 

.'.tarcilyn D. Leier, 53, is involved in community 
and Republican Party activities in Roseville, 
:\finn. 

Judith D. }loss, 36, is administrative attorney 
with the firm of Barrett & Barrett, Columbus. 
Ohio. 

.'.farie Sheehan .'.tuhler, 44, is minority whip of 
the '.\ew Jersey General Assembly . She resides 

The President's News Conference 
March 31, 1982 

The President. I have a statement which I 
shall read for the sound media that I know 
has been distributed. 

Nuclear Arms Reductions 

Twice in my lifetime I've seen the world 
plunged blindly into global wars that inflict· 
ed untold suffering upon millions of inno
cent people. I share the determination of 
today's young people that such a tragedy , 
which would be rendered even more terri
ble by the monstrous inhumane weapons in 
the world's nuclear arsenals, must never 
happen again. My goal is to reduce nuclear 
weapons dramatically, assuring lasting 
peace and security. 
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in \farlboro, '.\.] . 

Susan E .Phillips . . J6, is director. research 
publications, the Conservative Caucus \' •nd 
\'a. · 1enna, 

Irene Renee Robinson, 59, is involved in co 
mty and Republican Party activities in ~:~· 
mgton . D.C. · 

Judy F Rolfe, 28, is vice president, Rolfe and 
Wood, Inc., Bozeman, \font. 

Eleanor Knee Rooks, 54 , is a former teacher d 
is currently involved in community and Rep~ 
lican Party activities in Brownsville, Tenn. u 

Eunice S. Thomas, 52, is a teacher at Winterfield 
Elementary School, Columbus, Ga. 

l!irginia Gillham Tinsley, 63, is a member 
Tempe Union High School Board of Education' 
Tempe, Ariz. ' 

Maria Pomaby Shuhi. 60, is a teacher at Carver 
\1iddle School, Del Ray Beach. Fla. 

Helen j. Valerio, 43, is executi,·e vice president 
Papa Gino's of America, Inc., '.\eedhan: 
Heights, \1ass. 

.Vote: Miss Phillips ' nomination, u:hich u:as 
submitted to the Senate on April 5, u:as 
withdrawn by the President on June f 7. 

Last \'ovember , I stressed our commit
ment to negotiate in good faith for the re
duction of both nuclear and conventional 
weapons. I made a specific proposal to elim
inate entirely the intermediate-range mis
siles. We remain committed to those goals. 

In Geneva we've proposed a treaty with 
the Soviet L'nion which embodies our pro
posals . In Vienna, along with our allies, 
we 're negotiating reductions of convention
al forces in Europe. :\nd here in Washing
ton, we 're completing preparations for talks 
with the Soviets on strategic weapons re
ductions. 

We know all too well from past experi
ence that negotiations with the Soviet 

, I 
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previous years. '.\low, I know. I'm running 
the risk of oversimplifying, but I'm also run
ning out of time. The unadjusted figures are 
simply the actual count of how many are 
employed and how many are unemployed 
in a certain month. 

Under the seasonally adjusted figures, un
employment, as we know, went up to 9.4 
percent in April, higher than the \.1arch 
figure of 9 percent. And that, of course, is 
bad news. But according to the unadjusted 
figures, there were 400,000 more people 
actually working in April than in \.1arch and 
300,000 fewer unemployed. Likewise, when 
the figures were announced a month ago, 
unemployment increased from \farch over 
February, according to the adjusted figures. 
And yet by the actual count, there were 
525,000 more people working in \.1arch 
than February and 88,000 fewer unem-

ployed. 
~ow, I'm sure that next month when 

750,000 or more young people are suddenJv 
out of school, the adjusted figures might 
look better than the unadjusted . But 
shouldn't we be allowed to see both? 

Regardless, the figures are sad. :\nd some
thing must be done and can be done about 
unemployment if Congress will get off the 
dime and adopt the deficit-reducing budget 
1t now has before 1t. Interest rates will come 
down when it does, and so will unemploy
ment. 

This is no time for politics as usual. There 
are too many people hurting. 

Thanks for listening, and Cod bless you. 

Note: The President spoke at 12:05 p. m. 
from the Oval Office at the White House. 

Message on the Observance of National Nursing Home Week, 
May 9-15, 1982 
May 8, 1982 

In observing ~ational ~ursing Home 
Week, we call to mind the special needs of 
the frail and elderly men and women who 
live in nursing homes and acknowledge that 
we all can play a part in meeting those 
needs. 

We often forget that nursing home resi
dents need more than medical care. They 
also have special social and human needs. 
Friends and relatives and dedicated staff 
members can do a great deal. But varied 

social contacts add to health and content
ment, and we all can contribute as mem
bers of our communities by volunteering 
our time or other help. 

:\s we observe '.'Jational '.\iursing Home 
\\'eek, please join me in honoring those 
who live in nursing homes and in working 
to assure them the quality of care and com
passion they so richly deserve. 

RONALD REAGAS 

Address at Commencement Exercises at Eureka College in Illinois 
May 9, 1982 

President Gilbert, trustees, administration 
and faculty, students, and the friends of 
Eureka College, and particularly those 
whose day this is, the graduating class of 
'82: 

Dan, you said the 25th and now the 50th. 
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Do you mind if I try for the 75th? 1 

But it goes without saying that this is a 

1 The President was commemorating the 
50th anniversary of his graduation from 
Eureka College. 
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the Soviet Union has refused to allow the 
people of Poland to decide their own fate, 
just as it refused to allow the people of 
Hungary to decide theirs in 1956, or the 
people of Czechoslovakia in l ~68. . 

If martial law in Poland 1s hfted, 1f all the 
political prisoners are releas~d, . and i_f a 
dialog is restored with the Sohdanty Umon, 
the United States is prepared to join in a 
program of economic suppor~ . Water can
nons and clubs against the Pohsh people are 
hardly the kind of dialog that gives us hope. 
It's up to the Soviets and their client re
gimes to show good faith by concrete ac
tions. 

The fourth point is arms reduction. I 
know that this weighs heavily on many of 
your minds. In our 1931 Prism, we quoted 
Carl Sandburg, who in his own beautiful 
way quoted the \father . Prairie, saying, 
"Have you seen a red sunset drip over one 
of my cornfields, the shore of night stars, 
the wave lines of dawn up a wheat valley?" 
What an idyllic scene that paints in our 
minds-and what a nightmarish prospect 
that a huge mushroom cloud might some
day destroy such beauty. \iy duty as Presi
dent is to ensure that the ultimate night
mare never occurs, that the prairies and the 
cities and the people who inhabit them 
remain free and untouched by nuclear con
flict. 

I wish more than anything there were a 
simple policy that would eliminate that nu
clear danger. But there are only difficult 
policy choices through which we can 
achieve a stable nuclear balance at the 
lowest possible level. 

I do not doubt that the Soviet people, 
and, yes, the Soviet leaders have an overrid
ing interest in preventing the use of nucle
ar weapons. The Soviet Union within the 
memory of its leaders has known the devas
tation of total conventional war and knows 
that nuclear war would be even more ca
lamitous. And yet, so far, the Soviet Union 
has used arms control negotiations primarily 
as an instrument to restrict U.S. defense 
programs and, in conjunction with their 
own arms buildup, a means to enhance 
Soviet power and prestige. 

Unfortunately, for some time suspicions 
have grown that the Soviet Union has not 
been living up to its obligations under exist-
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ing arms control treaties. There is conclu. 
sive evidence the Soviet Union has pro. 
vided toxins to the Laotians and Vietnam. 
ese for use against defenseless villagers in 
Southeast Asia. And the Soviets themselves 
are employing chemical weapons on the 
freedom-fighters in Afghanistan. 

We must establish firm criteria for arrns 
control in the l 980's if we 're to secure 
genuine and lasting restraint on Soviet mi)j. 
tary programs throughout arms control. We 
must seek agreements which are verifiable, 
equitable, and militarily significant. Agree
ments that provide only the appearance of 
arms control breed dangerous illusions. 

Last '.'lovember, I committed the United 
States to seek significant reductions on nu
clear and conventional forces. In Geneva, 
we have since proposed limits on U.S. and 
Soviet intermediate-range misailes, includ
ing the complete elimination of the most 
threatening systems on both sides. In 
Vienna, we're negotiating, together with 
our allies, for reductions of conventional 
forces in Europe. In the 40-nation Commit
tee on Disarmament, the linited Nations 
[United States] 3 seeks a total ban on all 
chemical weapons. 

Since the first days of my administration, 
\\ e' re been working on our approach to the 
c~ ucial issue of strategic arms and the con· 
trol and negotiations for control of those 
.irms with the Soviet Union. The study and 
.inalysis required has been complex and dif
ficult. It had to be undertaken deliberately, 
thoroughly, and correctly. We've laid a solid 
basis for these negotiations. We're consult
ing with congressional leaders and with our 
allies. and we are now ready to proceed. 

The main threat to peace posed by nucle
ar weapons today is the growing instability 
of the nuclear balance. This is due to the 
increasingly destructive potential of the 
massive Soviet buildup in its ballistic missile 
force . 

Therefore , our goal is to enhance deter
rence and achieve stability through signifi
cant reductions in the most destabilizing 
nuclear svstems, ballistic missiles, and espe
cially th~ giant intercontinental ballistic 
missiles, while maintaining a nuclear capa-

l White House correction. 
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hower, saw this when he quoted that young 
Frenchman, de Tocqueville 's line: ··.\merica 
is great because America is good. And if 
America ever ceases to be good, America 
will cease to be great." 

. \II of us are aware of the reservoir of 
goodness which lies waiting to be tapped. 
Let's make it our job--everyone's job-to 
encourage our fellow citizens to do those 
good works which need to be done. With 
the help of God we can and we will keep 

.\merica the great and the free nation ti 
it is. 

Thank you again for what vou 're do i 
and for your presence here tod~y . God bl, 
you . 

,Vote: The President spoke at /:::!-;' p.m. 
the International Ballroom at the Cnnr, 
Hilton Hotel. Prior to his remarks. he c. 

tended a reception for luncheon headtal; 
guests at the hotel. 

Remarks and a Question-and-Answer Session With the Student Bod: 
of Providence-St. Mel High School in Chicago, Illinois 
May JO, 1982 

The President. Well, Mr . Adams, 1 to the 
teachers here at this school, and to all of 
you students, I can't quite describe what a 
pleasure this is for us. We're here because 
we heard about this school. We heard what 
beginning with one man to save a school 
has developed into an educational institu
tion of which you all must be very proud, 
because there aren't too many educational 
institutions in the countrv that can match 
your record. And we ha·d to see this for 
ourselves-not just to see it for ourseh es 
but also because we hope that we can 
spread the word. 

And mavbe I can illustrate what I'm 
trying to s~y was when I was Governor of 
California, every year they used to bring to 
the capital a group of students who'd come 
from other countries and who, on an ex
change-student basis, would spend a year in 
our schools, usually in high school. And 
every year I had the same question for 
them. I would say, "Tell me"-these stu
dents from all over, Europe and every place 
else-I'd sav, "Tell me, how do our schools 
compare? Are they tougher than yours? Is 
the work harder?" And then I'd have to 
wait until they stopped laughing. That was 
their assessment of the difference, and I'm 
talking about schools that weren 't like 
yours. I wish we could get some of them in 

1 Paul Adams, principal of Providence-St. 
Mel High School. 
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here. I don't think they 'd laugh, because 
think they'd find out that you met the sam
educational levels they do. 

The other day, yesterday, about a hun 
dred miles south of here at the little collegt 
I attended, I spoke at the graduation dowr 
there . And I used that occasion to talk tc 
them about something that's very close tc. 
my heart and, I'm sure, must be to yours . 
And that is our intention to engage the 
Soviet Union in negotiations to reduce the 
nuclear weapons that are threatening the 
world and to reduce all of our militarv 
power on both sides and then get down to 
where we can begin to exchange ideas and 
convince them that the world doesn't mean 
them harm and that we can get along in 
the world together-because there 've been 
four wars in my lifetime. There's one dream 
I have; if I can do one thing with this job~ it 
is to see that no other generation of young 
.\mericans will ever have to go out and 
bleed their lives into somebody's battlefield. 
And I hope that we can bring that peace 
about. 

But I'm not going to go on talking other 
than to tell vou that vou have everv reason 
to be proud; and I'm · going to see that a lot 
of people find out about you and are proud 
themselves of what you've done. You have 
reason to be proud of your teachers who 
obviously are ready to double in brass and 
do whatever has to be done in order to 
keep this school going. 

. ..,., _____ . . 
•~"--"·f:. . . ..,.... ·~ 
. ·-

. · ~· . 
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,nd as it developed, this 
was turned around and 
1g to provide tax exemp-
1t still practiced segrega
know there were anv-

hould have, but I did~'t. 
urnaround of what I had 
t I said to the Secretary 

· that's the case , let's get 
there and let the Con-

1akes sure that there are 
10ols--0r any segregated 

, went wrong and this is 
ne 's ever publicly asked 
in what I was doing. I'm 
·e. 

C/igh School 

1t, mv name is Leavv 
d lik~ to know-just ~ 

\nd say, that mike is 
filt that mike up a little 
1to it. 
h schools in the United 
have you chosen Provi
it? 
hy did I choose this one 
i about it a week or two 
out it, and I saw some 
~ levision . And I said, this 

ed a private initiatives 
group nationwide to try 
can get volunteer help 

•rts, for things that are 
people are doing for 

waiting for government 
anted to see this. And I 
here, very frankly, and 
because if ever there 's 
one person can bring 
to happen, he's made 

· that there are millions 
its all over this country 

,· ith the education their 
in schools-the lack of 

ything else. And with 
t so much of education 
1g light that, as I said in 
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h beginning, I want to spread the word . 
~~s is the way it should be done. You're 

doing it. 
Q. Thank you. 

\'uclear H•eapons 
. Q. '.\Ir. President, my name is Corlis Phil
[ 5 and I would like to know why does the 
~·~ i.ted States have to have nuclear weapons 
instead of just relying on conventional 
weapons? . . . . 

The President. This questions bemg 
Jsked. I know, a lot , and this is why yester
dav I made my speech about a reduction
because nuclear weapons do exist and be
cause the Soviet Union has built up such an 
Jrsenal of nuclear weapons. 

L'p until now, the only deterrent that you 
have-because there is no defense against 
that weapon-so the only defense is that 
, .0 u have to be able to threaten them that it 
can happen to them if they try to make it 
happen to someone else. And, as a matter 
of fact , we've been kind of the umbrella of 
protection for our allies in Europe, for 
Japan, for other countries in having this ar
senal. 

\ow, the Soviet Union has gone beyond 
us. It's reached the point that there 's just no 
reason in it, and it is too dangerous to have 
these things pointed at the world. In 
Europe, for example, the Russians had a 
missile called the SS-20, a nuclear missile. It 
was called an intermediate range, because 
it couldn't come across the ocean and hit 
us, but it was targeted on all the cities of 
Europe. And Europe had nothing to 
counter it. So, our '.'JATO allies asked us if a 
weapon that we have designed, called the 
Pershing missile, could be made and in
stalled in Europe to counter this threat of 
the SS-20 so the Russians would know if 
they tried to use those, the Europeans had 
something to use back. 

And I challenged, in November, the Rus
sians to join us in a total elimination of 
those weapons. And right now we have a 
team in Geneva, Switzerland, negotiating 
with the Russians, and we have put on the 
table a treaty calling for a total elimination 
of their SS-20's and no implanting of our 
Pershing missiles in all of Europe. And, so 
far , the Russians-their first offer was back 
they suggested that we freeze the weapon~ 

the way they were. Well now. vou can 
figure out what that means. Thev \\·.anted to 
freeze the weapons with 900 n.uclear war
heads aimed at Europe, and Europe has 
none aimed at them . I don 't think that's a 
,·ery fair freeze . So, we're trying to 12;et 
those eliminated. 

:\ow we want to go into negotiations on 
all of them. but it has to be-we can "t do it 
unilaterally. Can you imagine what would 
happen in the world if you left the Soviet 
Cnion, with its pattern of aggression. with 
the fact that what it's doing in Afghanistan. 
how it's shown that it wants to interfere in 
other countries-if we did awav with ours 
and left them with those tho.usands and 
thousands of missiles, that in 28 minutes 
from the time someone pushes the button 
could be hitting the targets in our countrv? 
So, we have said to them, "All right. Let 's 
both of us start reducing those weapons 
down, keeping-and being equal , and get 
them down to where they don ' t constitute 
the threat. And of course the ultimate goal 
that we could all dream of is the same one 
that's in Geneva now, getting rid of them 
forever. 

And believe it or not, you can be proud 
of your country. Under President Eisenhow
er, a number of years ago, this country, we 
had the weapon then, and the Soviet l.Jnion 
was just beginning to try and build them. 
But we had them, and President Eisenhow
er offered to the Soviets and to the world to 
turn all such weapons over to an interna
tional body like the United :\ations and 
take all of them awav as a threat between 
na tions. And the Soviet l.Jnion refused. So, 
we 're going to try again . 

Q. Thank you. 

Gun Control 

Q. '.\Iv name is Toni Duffv--
The President. Oh, could . I just finish with 

the three that are there, then? 
All right. He tells me my time is up. We"ll 

take these three then. rm sorrv. 
Q. --and I would like to ·ask vou what 

are your feelings concerning gun. control? 
The President. What? 
Q. What are your feelings concerning gun 

control? 
The President. Oh, feelings concerning 
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French Television 1, Sergio Telman of Ital
ian Television-RA/, Martin Bell of BBC 

Television, and Hans-Dieter Kron::.ucker of 
German Teievision-ZDF 

Proclamation 4945-.National Orchestra Week, 1982 
June 1, 1982 

By the President of the United States 
of Amen·ca 

A Proclamation 
America's 1572 symphony and chamber 

orchestras are among this Nation's finest 
cultural and artistic resources. Each year, 
our orchestras provide inspiration and en
joyment to more than 23 million people 
throughout the country. . . 

This country 's orchestras are mternation
ally recognized as being among the finest in 
the world. They set the standards of excel
lence against which other musical endeav
ors are measured. 

Orchestras contribute more to their com
munity than fine concert music. Today, or
chestras serve their communities in many 
ways. They reach audiences beyond the 
concert hall through regional and national 
tours, free outdoor concerts and benefit 
performances. In addition, orchestras offer 
educational programs which introduce 
school age children to the lasting beauty of 
music. Orchestras also cooperate in joint ar
tistic ventures, thereby helping to support a 
multitude of additional arts activity in their 
communities. 

The success of America's orchestras has 
been the result of the combined effort of 
skilled professionals and dedicated volun
teers. It is their partnership with the gov
errunent and the private sector which en-

ables them to promote and produce music 
in their communities. 

These orchestras provide the opportunity 
for American trained musicians and conduc
tors to promote the performance of Ameri
can music. The American orchestra both 
builds and preserves our :-.lation's heritage. 

In recognition of the contribution of 
America's orchestras to the '.'lation, Con
gress has, by Senate Joint Resolution 145, 
requested me to designate June 13-19, 
1982, as National Orchestra Week. 

Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, Presi
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby designate the week of June 13-19, 
1982 as National Orchestra Week and call 
upon all Federal, State and local govern
ment agencies, interested groups and orga
nizations, and the people of the United 
States to observe that week by engaging in 
appropriate programs and activities, there
b\· showing their support of America's or
chestras and the arts. 

In Witness Whereof. I have hereunto set 
mv hand this lst day of June, in the year of 
o~r Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-two, 
and of the Independence of United States 
of .\merica the two hundred and sixth. 

RONALD REAGAN 

[Filed u.:ith the Office of the Federal Regis
ter, 11 :42 a. m., ju ne 2, 1982] 

Remarks to Administration Officials and White House Staff on 
Departure for Europe 
June 2, 1982 

Who's tending the store? [Laughter] 
Well, I think we've got everything 

packed, and Nancy's upstairs unplugging 
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the toaster. [Laughter) 
I guess we"re ready to go. But in case 

anyone's wondering whether this trip is 
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necessary, let me say a word or two about 
what we hope to accomplish. 

I thu.k one of the highest duties that goes 
with this office is to carry on the pursuit of 
peace and prosperity for our people. For 
more than three decades that pursuit has 
led to consultation and cooperation with 
our neighbors here on this continent, and 
with Japan, and with our friends and allies 
in the Western World, in Europe, those na
tions that share our democratic ideals. 

Together we've weathered threats of ag
gression and internal disagreements, but 
we've maintained a sense of unity and a 
commitment to freedom, and we're still 
being tested, possibly more now than ever 
before. It's important, for that reason, to 
meet and renew our bond. 

:Sow, I know there are some who ques
tion the value of the Alliance, who view it 
as cumbersome and at times unresponsive 
to the need for action. And there are those 
people still in our land who yearn for the 
isolationist shell. But because we've rejected 
those other courses back over the recent 
decades, there has been peace for almost 40 
vears on the Western front. 
· This administration's foreign policy began 
last year. It included the reestablishment of 
our American strength and the revitaliza
tion of our economy. We put the economic 
recovery program and the defense plan into 
place. This country never sought the leader
ship that was thrust upon us at the end of 
World War II, but what we have done, I 
think, in this last year, is reaffirm to our 
friends abroad and to possible adversaries 
that we accept that responsibility. 

In meeting with the industrial democra
cies in Versailles, we should see more clear
ly where and how we mean to have a 
better economic future. That summit meet
ing is an opportunity to work for real, sus
tained, noninflationary growth after nearly 
a decade of stagnation, low productivity, 
and investment and energy vulnerability. 
We've been in the longest period of sus
tained inflation, worldwide inflation, in the 
history of the world. I intend to propose 
regular and closer consultation among us so 
we can together pursue economic policies 
that move in the same direction, first, to 
reduce inflation, and then to have greater 
monetary and fiscal discipline. 

We must look for ways to strengthen the 
international trading system with more reli
ance on the free market. It's time that we 
take a stand against the increasing drift in 
so many parts of the world, and even here 
at home, toward protectionism. 

There are other meetings besides \'er
sailles-I'll say-[laughter]-in London, in 
Rome, in Bonn, and in Berlin. I look for
ward to meeting with His Holiness the 
Pope in the Vatican. And the '.'<ATO meet
ing in Bonn-there we'll have a chance to 
explain in detail our plans for engaging the 
Soviet Union in realistic arms reduction 
talks. 

I know that you're aware that last 
'.\Jovember we took up the issue and pro
posed to the Soviet Union negotiations lead
ing toward a zero level, the elimination of 
intermediate-range weapons, their S~20's 
and -4's and -.5's in Europe, and the de
ploying of our Pershings and cruise missiles 
as a deterrent to those forces-a total elimi
nation of those forces-and that, now, that 
treaty that we proposed is on the table in 
Geneva, and our teams are negotiating 
there. And then, a short time ago, in 
Eureka College, I spoke of START, Strate
gic Arms Reduction Talks, and the dav 
bL'iore yesterday was able to announce th~t 
those talks will begin 27 days from now, on 
the 29th of June, in Geneva. 

\'ow, if it is, as it appears to be, that 
we're destined to play a leadership role, 
then we shall do so with one purpose in 
mind-to affirm and protect the fundamen
tal values of our people and the people of 
those countries that are allied to us in this 
determination to be free. Our societies are 
a reflection of all that is good and decent in 
humankind. 

Something will happen on this trip also in 
Bonn. There will be a ceremony. and Spain 
will become a member of \'ATO and the 
~orth Atlantic Alliance. I wonder if any of 
us have really thought about the signifi
cance of that. Over and above our welcome 
to another democracy to join us in that alli
ance, when have we ever seen or will we 
ever see a nation ask to join the Warsaw 
Pact? It just won't happen. For that matter, 
where else in the world can people take to 
the streets to demonstrate their opposition 
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to nuclear warfare? 
There's been near a decade of troubling 

events and uncertainty among the allies 
and ourselves, but today there is a regrowth 
of unity and purpose. And I hope that this 
trip will contribute to that and increase it. 

So, that's my reason for going. And I can 
only tell you that I shall be more proud 
than I've ever been of anything to be there 
representing the United States, with an op
portunity once again to express to all of 
them and to the world what it is we think 
we represent, what it is we want for all the 
people of the world. 

And now, as the little girl said to me in 
the postscript to her letter, once, about 
what I should do after taking all her advice 
in the letter, about getting to the Oval 

Office, and get back to work, well, we're 
lea~ing'. b~t-get back to work. [Laughter] 

;..;o, incidentally, I couldn't leave her 
without just saying to all of you, now tha~ 
we have you here and in a group, God bless 
you all, and thank you for all that vou'v 
been doing. I know that what we·v~ bee~ 
doing doesn't read well in the Washingto 
Post or the New York Times, but believ~ 
me, it reads well in Peoria. 

Thanks a lot. Goodby. See you later. 

Note: The President spoke at 9:31 a.m. in 
the &st Room at tM White House. Follow
ing his remarks, he left from the South 
Lawn for Andrews Air Force Base, Md. 
From there he flew to Paris, France. 

Message to the Congress on Trade With Romania, Hungary, and the 
People's Republic of China 
June 2, 1982 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with subsection 402idX5) of 
the Trade Act of 1974, I transmit herewith 
my recommendation for a further 12-month 
extension of the authority to waive subsec
tion (a) and (b) of Section 402 of the Act. 

I include as part of my recommendation 
my determination that further extension of 
the waiver authority, and continuation of 
the waivers applicable to the Socialist Re
public of Romania, the Hungarian People's 
Republic, and the People's Republic of 
China will substantially promote the objec
tives of Section 402. 

This recommendation also includes my 
reasons for recommending the extension of 
waiver authority and for my determination 
that continuation of the three waivers cur
rently in effect will substantially promote 
the objectives of Section 402. It also states 
my concern about Romania's emigration 
record this year and the need for its reex
amination. 

The White House, 
June 2, 1982. 
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RONALD REAGAN 

RECOMMENDATION FOR EXTDISION OF 
WAIVER AUTHORITY 

I recommend to the Congress that the 
waiver authority granted by subsection 
402ic) of the Trade Act of 1974 (hereinafter 
"the Act") be further extended for twelve 
months. Pursuant to subsection 402(dX5) of 
the Act, I have today determined that fur
ther extension of such authority, and con
tinuation of the waivers currently applica
ble to the Socialist Republic of Romania, 
the Hungarian People's Republic, and the 
People's Republic of China will substantially 
promote the objectives of section 402 of the 
Act. However, I am concerned about Roma
nia's emigration record this year and sug
gest it be reexamined. My determination is 
attached to this Recommendation and is in
corporated herein. 

The general waiver authority conferred 
by section 402(c) of the Act is an important 
means for the strengthening of mutually 
beneficial relations between the United 
States and certain countries of Eastern 
Europe and the People's Republic of China. 
The waiver authority has permitted us to 
conclude and maintain in force bilateral 
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the exchange of young students between 
their countries which will begin in 1982. 

The two governments agreed to begin 
regular meetings to discuss cultural and in
formation matters with the desire to im
prove cultural programs and in order to ex
amine means of strengthening relations in 
these fields. The first cultural and informa-

tion talks will be held in Washington in 
October. 

The two sides concluded their talks by 
welcoming recent decisions to strengthen 
mutual consultations as an expression of the 
special and close relationship which Italy 
and the United States enjoy. 

Address to Members of the British Parliament 
June 8, 1982 

My Lord Chancellor, Mr. Speaker: 
The journey of which this visit forms a 

part is a long one. Already it has taken me 
to two great cities of the West, Rome and 
Paris, and to the economic summit at Ver
sailles. And there, once again, our sister de
mocracies have proved that even in a time 
of severe economic strain, free peoples can 
work together freely and voluntarily to ad
dress problems as serious as inflation, unem
ployment, trade, and economic develop
ment in a spirit of cooperation and solidar
ity. 

Other milestones lie ahead. Later this 
week, in Germany, we and our NATO allies 
will discuss measures for our joint defense 
and America's latest initiatives for a more 
peaceful, secure world through arms reduc
tions. 

Each stop of this trip is important, but 
among them all, this moment occupies a 
special place in my heart and in the hearts 
of my countrymen-a moment of kinship 
and homecoming in these hallowed halls. 

Speaking for all Americans, I want to say 
how very much at home we feel in your 
house. Every American would, because this 
is, as we have been so eloquently told, one 
of democracy's shrines. Here the rights of 
free people and the processes of representa
tion have been debated and refined. 

It has been said that an institution is the 
lengthening shadow of a man. This institu
tion is the lengthening shadow of all the 
men and women who have sat here and all 
those who have voted to send representa
tives here. · 

This is my second visit to Great Britain as 
President of the United States. My first op-
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portunity to stand on British soil occurred 
almost a year and a half ago when your 
Prime Minister graciously hosted a diplo
matic dinner at the British Embassy in 
Washington. Mrs. Thatcher said then that 
she hoped I was not distressed to find star
ing down at me from the grand staircase a 
portrait of His Royal Majesty King George 
III. She suggested it was best to let bygones 
be bygones, and in view of our two coun
tries' remarkable friendship in succeeding 
years, she added that most Englishmen 
today would agree with Thomas Jefferson 
that "a little rebellion now and then is a 
very good thing." [Laughter] 

Well, from here I will go to Bonn and 
then Berlin, where there stands a grim 
symbol of power untamed. The Berlin Wall, 
that dreadful gray gash across the city, is in 
its third decade. It is the fitting signature of 
the regime that built it. 

And a few hundred kilometers behind 
the Berlin Wall, there is another symbol. In 
the center of Warsaw, there is a sign that 
notes the distances to two capitals. In one 
direction it points toward Moscow. In the 
other it points toward Brussels, headquar
ters of Western Europe's tangible unity. 
The marker says that the distances from 
Warsaw to Moscow and Warsaw to Brussels 
are equal. The sign makes this point: Poland 
is not East or West. Poland is at the center 
of European civilization. It has contributed 
mightily to that civilization. It is doing so 
today by being magnificently unreconciled 
to oppression. 

Poland's struggle to be Poland and to 
secure the basic rights we often take for 
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granted demonstrates why we dare not talce 
those rights for granted. Gladstone, defend
ing the Reform Bill of 1866, declared, '"You 
cannot fight against the future. Time is on 
our side." It was easier to believe in the 
march of democracy in Gladstone's day-in 
that high noon of Victorian optimism. 

We're approaching the end of a bloody 
century plagued by a terrible political in
vention-totalitarianism. Optimism comes 
less easily today, not because democracy is 
less vigorous, but because democracy's en
emies have refined their instruments of re
pression. Yet optimism is in order, because 
day by day democracy is proving itself to be 
a not-at-all-fragile flower. From Stettin on 
the Baltic to Varna on the Black Sea, the 
regimes planted by totalitarianism have had 
more than 30 years to establish their legiti
macy. But none-not one regime-has yet 
been able to risk free elections. Regimes 
planted by bayonets do not take root. 

The strength of the Solidarity movement 
in Poland demonstrates the truth told in an 
underground joke in the Soviet Union. It is 
that the Soviet Union would remain a one
party nation even if an opposition party 
were permitted, because everyone would 
join the opposition party. [Laughter] 

America's time as a player on the stage of 
world history has been brief. I think under
standing this fact has always made you pa
tient with your younger cousins-well, not 
always patient. I do recall that on one occa
sion, Sir Winston Churchill said in exaspera
tion about one of our most distinguished 
diplomats: '"He is the only case I know of a 
bull who carries his china shop with him." 
[Laughter] 

But witty as Sir Winston was, he also had 
that special attribute of great statesmen
the gift of vision, the willingness to see the 
future based on the experience of the past. 
It is this sense of history, this understanding 
of the past that I want to tallc with you 
about today, for it is in remembering what 
we share of the past that our two nations 
can malce common cause for the future. 

We have not inherited an easy world. If 
developments like the Industrial Revolu
tion, which began here in England, and the 
gifts of science and technology have made 
life much easier for us, they have also made 
it more dangerous. There are threats now 

to our freedom, indeed to our very exist
ence, that other generations could never 
even have imagined. 

There is first the threat of global war. No 
President, no Congress, no Prime Minister, 
no Parliament can spend a day entirely free 
of this threat. And I don't have to tell you 
that in today's world the existence of nucle
ar weapons could mean, if not the extinc
tion of mankind, then surely the end of 
civilization as we know it. That's why nego
tiations on intermediate-range nuclear 
forces now underway in Europe and the 
ST ART talks-Strategic Arms Reduction 
Talks-which will begin later this month, 
are not just critical to American or Western 
policy; they are critical to mankind. Our 
commitment to early success in these nego
tiations is firm and unshalcable, and our pur
pose is clear: reducing the risk of war by 
reducing the means of waging war on both 
sides. 

At the same time there is a threat posed 
to human freedom by the enormous power 
of the modem state. History teaches the 
dangers of government that overreaches
political control talcing precedence over 
free economic growth, secret police, mind
less bureaucracy, all combining to stifle in
dividual excellence and personal freedom. 

Now, I'm aware that among us here and 
throughout Europe there is legitimate dis
agreement over the extent to which the 
public sector should play a role in a nation's 
economy and life. But on one point all of us 
are united-our abhorrence of dictatorship 
in all its forms, but most particularly totali
tarianism and the terrible inhumanities it 
has caused in our time-the great purge, 
Auschwitz and Dachau, the Gulag, and 
Cambodia. 

Historians looking back at our time will 
note the consistent restraint and peaceful 
intentions of the West. They will note that 
it was the democracies who refused to use 
the threat of their nuclear monopoly in the 
forties and early fifties for territorial or im
perial gain. Had that nuclear monopoly 
been in the hands of the Communist world, 
the map of Europe-indeed, the world
would look very different today. And cer
tainly they will note it was not the democ
racies that invaded Afghanistan or su-
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pressed Polish Solidarity or used chemical 
and toxin warfare in Afghanistan and South
east Asia. 

If history teaches anything it teaches self
delusion in the face of unpleasant facts is 
folly. We see around us today the marks of 
our terrible dilemma-predictions of 
doomsday, antinuclear demonstrations, an 
arms race in which the West must, for its 
own protection, be an unwilling participant. 
At the same time we see totalitarian forces 
in the world who seek subversion and con
flict around the globe to further their bar
barous assault on the human spirit. What, 
then, is our course? Must civilization perish 
in a hail of fiery atoms? Must freedom 
wither in a quiet, deadening accommoda
tion with totalitarian evil? 

Sir Winston Churchill refused to accept 
the inevitability of war or even that it was 
imminent. He said, "I do not believe that 
Soviet Russia desires war. What they desire 
is the fruits of war and the indefinite expan
sion of their power and doctrines. But what 
we have to consider here today while time 
remains is the permanent prevention of 
war and the establishment of conditions of 
freedom and democracy as rapidly as possi
ble in all countries." 

Well, this is precisely our mission today: 
to preserve freedom as well as peace. It 
may not be easy to see; but I believe we 
live now at a turning point. 

In an ironic sense Karl Marx was right. 
We are witnessing today a great revolution
ary crisis, a crisis where the demands of the 
economic order are conflicting directly with 
those of the political order. But the crisis is 
happening not in the free, non-Marxist 
West, but in the home of Marxist-Leninism, 
the Soviet Union. It is the Soviet Union that 
runs against the tide of history by denying 
human freedom and human dignity to its 
citizens. It also is in deep economic difficul
ty. The rate of growth in the national prod
uct has been steadily declining since the 
fifties and is less than half of what it was 
then. 

The dimensions of this failure are as
tounding: A country which employs one
fifth of its population in agriculture is 
unable to feed its own people. Were it not 
for the private sector, the tiny private 
sector tolerated in Soviet agriculture, the 
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country might be on the brink of fam· 
These private plots occupy a bare 3 perc':::t 
of the arable land but account for nea 1 
one-quarter of Soviet farm output ar ~ 
nearly one-third of meat products and ve: . 
tabl~s. Overcentralized, with little or no ~
centives, year after year the Soviet system 
pours its best resource into the making of 
instruments of destruction. The constant 
shrinkage of economic growth combined 
with_ the growth o~ military production is 
puttmg a heavy stram on the Soviet people. 
What we see here is a political structure 
that no longer corresponds to its economic 
base, a society where productive forces are 
hampered by political ones. 

The decay of the Soviet experiment 
should come as no surprise to us. Wherever 
the comparisons have been made between 
free and closed societies-West Germany 
and East Germany, Austria and Czechoslo
vakia, Malaysia and Vietnam-it is tne 
democratic countries what are prosperous 
and responsive to the needs of their people. 
And one of the simple but overwhelming 
facts of our time is this: Of all the millions 
of refugees we've seen in the modem 
world, their flight is always away from, not 
toward the Communist world. Today on the 
NATO line, our military forces face east to 
prevent a possible invasion. On the other 
side of the line, the Soviet forces also face 
east to prevent their people from leaving. 

The hard evidence of totalitarian rule has 
caused in mankind an uprising of the intel
lect and will. Whether it is the growth of 
the new schools of economics in America or 
England or the appearance of the so-called 
new philosophers in France, there is one 
unifying thread running through the intel
lectual work of these groups-rejection of 
the arbitrary power of the state, the refusal 
to subordinate the rights of the individual 
to the superstate, the realization that collec
tivism stifles all the best human impulses. 

Since the exodus from Egypt, historians 
have written of those who sacrificed and 
struggled for freedom-the stand at Ther
mopylae, the revolt of Spartacus, the storm
ing of the Bastille, the Warsaw uprising in 
World War II. More recently we've seen 
evidence of this same human impulse in 
one of the developing nations in Central 
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America. For months and months the world 
news media covered the fighting in El 
Salvador. Day after day we were treated to 
stories and film slanted toward the brave 
freedom-fighters battling oppressive gov
ernment forces in behalf of the silent, suf
fering people of that tortured country. 

And then one day those silent, suffering 
people were offered a chance to vote, to 
choose the kind of government they 
wanted. Suddenly the freedom-fighters in 
the hills were exposed for what they really 
are-Cuban-backed guerrillas who want 
power for themselves, and their backers, 
not democracy for the people. They threat
ened death to any who voted, and de
stroyed hundreds of buses and trucks to 
keep the people from getting to the polling 
places. But on election day, the people of El 
Salvador, an unprecedented 1.4 million of 
them, braved ambush and gunfire, and 
trudged for miles to vote for freedom. 

They stood for hours in the hot sun 
waiting for their turn to vote. Members of 
our Congress who went there as observers 
told me of a women who was wounded by 
rifle fire on the way to the polls, who re
fused to leave the line to have her wound 
treated until after she had voted. A grand
mother, who had been told by the guerrillas 
she would be killed when she returned 
from the polls, and she told the guerrillas, 
"You can kill me, you can kill my family, 
kill my neighbors, but you can't kill us all." 
The real freedom-fighters of El Salvador 
turned out to be the people of that coun
try-the young, the old, the in-between. 

Strange, but in my own country there's 
been little if any news coverage of that war 
since the election. Now, perhaps they'll say 
it's--well, because there are newer strug
gles now. 

On distant islands in the South Atlantic 
young men are fighting for Britain. And, 
yes, voices have been raised protesting their 
sacrifice for lumps of rock and earth so far 
away. But those young men aren't fighting 
for mere real estate. They fight for a 
cause-for the belief that armed aggression 
must not be allowed to succeed, and the 
people must participate in the decisions of 
government-{applause)-the decisions of 
government under the rule of law. If there 
had been firmer support for that principle 

some 45 years ago, perhaps our generation 
wouldn't have suffered the bloodletting of 
World War II. 

In the Middle East now the guns sound 
once more, this time in Lebanon, a country 
that for too long has had to endure the 
tragedy of civil war, terrorism, and foreign 
intervention and occupation. The fighting 
in Lebanon on the part of all parties must 
stop, and Israel should bring its forces 
home. But this is not enough. We must all 
work to stamp out the scourge of terrorism 
that in the Middle East makes war an ever
present threat. 

But beyond the troublespots lies a 
deeper, more positive pattern. Around the 
world today, the democratic revolution is 
gathering new strength. In India a critical 
test has been passed with the peaceful 
change of governing political parties. In 
Africa, Nigeria is moving into remarkable 
and unmistakable ways to build and 
strengthen its democratic institutions. In 
the Caribbean and Central America, 16 of 
24 countries have freely elected govern
ments. And in the United Nations, 8 of the 
10 developing nations which have joined 
that body in the past 5 years are democra
cies. 

In the Communist world as well, man's 
instinctive desire for freedom and self-de
termination surfaces again and again. To be 
sure, there are grim reminders of how bru
tally the police state attempts to snuff out 
this quest for self-rule-1953 in East Ger
many, 1956 in Hungary, 1968 in Czechoslo
vakia, 1981 in Poland. But the struggle con
tinues in Poland. And we know that there 
are even those who strive and suffer for 
freedom within the confines of the Soviet 
Union itself. How we conduct ourselves 
here in the Western democracies will deter
mine whether this trend continues. 

No, democracy is not a fragile flower. Still 
it needs cultivating. If the rest of this cen
tury is to witness the gradual growth of 
freedom and democratic ideals, we must 
take actions to assist the campaign for de
mocracy. 

Some argue that we should encourage 
democratic change in right-wing dictator
ships, but not in Communist regimes. Well, 
to accept this preposterous notion-as some 
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well-meaning people have-is to invite the 
argument that once countries achieve a nu
clear capability, they should be allowed an 
undisturbed reign of terror over their own 
citizens. We reject this course. 

As for the Soviet view, Chairman Brezh
nev repeatedly has stressed that the compe
tition of ideas and svstems must continue 
and that this is entir~ly consistent with re
laxation of tensions and peace. 

Well, we ask only that these svstems 
begin by living up to their own constitu
tions, abiding by their own laws, and com
plying with the international obligations 
they have undertaken. We ask only for a 
process, a direction, a basic code of decen
cy, not for an instant transformation. 

We cannot ignore the fact that even with
out our encouragement there has been and 
will continue to be repeated explosions 
against repression and dictatorships. The 
Soviet Union itself is not immune to this 
reality. Any system is inherently unstable 
that has no peaceful means to legitimize its 
leaders. In such cases, the very repressive
ness of the state ultimately drives people to 
resist it, if necessary, by force . 

While we must be cautious about forcing 
the pace of change, we must not hesitate to 
declare our ultimate objectives and to take 
concrete actions to move toward them. We 
must be staunch in our conviction that free
dom is not the sole prerogative of a lucky 
few, but the inalienable and universal right 
of all human beings. So states the United 
Nations Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights, which, among other things, guaran
tees free elections. 

The objective I propose is quite simple to 
state: to foster the infrastructure of democ
racy, the system of a free press, unions, po
litical parties, universities, which allows a 
people to choose their own way to develop 
their own culture, to reconcile their own 
differences through peaceful means. 

This is not cultural imperialism, it is pro
viding the means for genuine self-determi
nation and protection for diversity. Democ
racy already flourishes in countries with 
very different cultures and historical experi
ences. It would be cultural condescension, 
or worse, to say that any people prefer dic
tatorship to democracy. Who would volun
tarily choose not to have the right to vote, 
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Since 19.17 the ~o~iet Union has given 
covert political trammg and assistance t 
\1arxist-Leninists in many countries. o~ 
course, it also has promoted the use of vio
lence and subversion by these same force 
Over the past several decades, West Eur~: 
pean and other Social Democrats, Christian 
De.mocrats, and leaders have offered open 
assistance to fraternal, political, and social 
institutions to bring about peaceful and 
democratic progress. Appropriately, for a 
vigorous new democracy, the Federal Re
public of Germany's political foundations 
have become a major force in this effort. 

We in America now intend to take addi
tional steps, as many of our allies have al
ready done, toward realizing this same goal. 
The chairmen and other leaders of the na
tional Republican and Democratic Party or
ganizations are initiating a study with the 
bipartisan American political foundation to 
determine how the United States can best 
contribute as a nation to the global cam
paign for democracy now gathering force. 
They will have the cooperation of congres
sional leaders of both parties, along with 
representatives of business, labor, and other 
major institutions in our society. I look for
ward to receiving their recommendations 
and to working with these institutions and 
the Congress in the common task of 
strengthening democracy throughout the 
world. 

It is time that we committed ourselves as 
a nation-in both the pubic and private sec
tors-to assisting democratic development. 

We plan to consult with leaders of other 
nations as well. There is a proposal before 
the Council of Europe to invite parliamen
tarians from democratic countries to a 
meeting next year in Strasbourg. That 
prestigious gathering could consider ways to 
help democratic political movements. 

This November in Washington there will 
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take place an international meeting on free 
elections. And next spring there will be a 
conference of world authorities on constitu
tionalism and self-goverment hosted by the 
Chief Justice of the United States. Authori
ties from a number of developing and de
veloped countries-judges, philosophers, 
and politicians with practical experience
have agreed to explore how to turn princi
ple into practice and further the rule of 
law. 

At the same time, we invite the Soviet 
Union to consider with us how the competi
tion of ideas and values-which it is com
mitted to support-can be conducted on a 
peaceful and reciprocal basis. For example, 
I am prepared to offer President Brezhnev 
an opportunity to speak to the American 
people on our television if he will allow me 
the same opportunity with the Soviet 
people. We also suggest that panels of our 
newsmen periodically appear on each 
other's television to discuss major events. 

Now, I don't wish to sound overly opti
mistic, yet the Soviet Union is not immune 
from the reality of what is going on in the 
world. It has happened in the past-a small 
ruling elite either mistakenly attempts to 
ease domestic unrest through greater re
pression and foreign adventure, or it 
chooses a wiser course. It begins to allow its 
people a voice in their own destiny. Even if 
this latter process is not realized soon, I 
believe the renewed strength of the demo
cratic movement, complemented by a 
global campaign for freedom, will strength
en the prospects for arms control and a 
world at peace. 

I have discussed on other occasions, in
cluding my address on May 9th, the ele
ments of Western policies toward the Soviet 
Union to safeguard our interests and pro
tect the peace. What I am describing now is 
a plan and a hope for the long term-the 
march of freedom and democracy which 
will leave Marxism-Leninism on the ash
heap of history as it has left other tyrannies 
which stifle the freedom and muzzle the 
self-expression of the people. And that's 
why we must continue our efforts to 
strengthen NA TO even as we move for
ward with our Zero-Option initiative in the 
negotiations on intermediate-range forces 
and our proposal for a one-third reduction 

in strategic ballistic missile warheads. 
Our military strength is a prerequisite to 

peace, but let it" be clear we maintain this 
strength in the hope it will never be used, 
for the ultimate determinant in the struggle 
that's now going on in the world will not be 
bombs and rockets, but a test of wills and 
ideas, a trial of spiritual resolve, the values 
we hold, the beliefs we cherish, the ideals 
to which we are dedicated. 

The British people know that, given 
strong leadership, time and a little bit of 
hope, the forces of good ultimately rally 
and triumph over evil. Here among you is 
the cradle of self-government, the Mother 
of Parliaments. Here is the enduring great
ness of the British contribution to mankind, 
the great civilized ideas: individual liberty, 
representative government, and the rule of 
law under God. 

I've often wondered about the shyness of 
some of us in the West about standing for 
these ideals that have done so much to ease 
the plight of man and the hardships of our 
imperfect world. This reluctance to use 
those vast resources at our command re
minds me of the elderly lady whose home 
was bombed in the Blitz. As the rescuers 
moved about, they found a bottle of brandy 
she'd stored behind the staircase, which was 
all that was left standing. And since she was 
barely conscious, one of the workers pulled 
the cork to give her a taste of it. She came 
around immediately and said, "Here now
there now, put it back. That's for emergen
cies." [Laughter) 

Well, the emergency is upon us. Let us 
be shy no longer. Let us go to our strength. 
Let us offer hope. Let us tell the world that 
a new age is not only possible but probable. 

During the dark days of the Second 
World War, when this island was incandes
cent with courage, Winston Churchill ex
claimed about Britain's adversaries, "What 
kind of a people do they think we are?" 
Well, Britain's adversaries found out what 
extraordinary people the British are. But all 
the democracies paid a terrible price for 
allowing the dictators to underestimate us. 
We dare not make that mistake again. So, 
let us ask ourselves, "What kind of people 
do we think we are?" And let us answer, 
"Free people, worthy of freedom and deter-
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mined not only to remain so but to help 
others gain their freedom as well." 

Sir Winston led his people to great victo
ry in war and then lost an election just as 
the fruits of victory were about to be en
joyed. But he left office honorably, and, as 
it turned out, temporarily, knowing that the 
liberty of his people was more important 
than the fate of any single leader. History 
recalls his greatness in ways no dictator will 
ever know. And he left us a message of 
hope for the future, as timely now as when 
he first uttered it, as opposition leader in 
the Commons nearly 27 years ago, when he 
said, "When we look back on all the perils 
through which we have passed and at the 
mighty foes that we have laid low and all 
the dark and deadly designs that we have 
frustrated, why should we fear for our 
future? We have," he said, "come safely 
through the worst." 

Well, the task I've set forth will long out-

live our own generation. But together, we 
too have come through the worst. Let us 
now begin a major effort to secure the 
best-a crusade for freedom that will 
engage the faith and fortitude of the next 
generation. For the sake of peace and jus
tice, let us move toward a world in which 
all people are at last free to determine their 
own destiny. 

Thank you. 

Note: The President spoke at 12:14 p.m. in 
the Royal Gallery at the Palace of West
minster in London. 

On the previous evening, the President 
was greeted by Queen Elizabeth II in an 
arrival ceremony at Windsor Castle, near 
Windsor, England. Later, the Queen hosted 
a private dinner for the President. 

On the morning of June 8, the President 
and the Queen spent part of the morning 
horseback riding on the Windsor Castle 
grounds. 

Toasts of the President and British Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher at a Luncheon Honoring the President in London 
June 8, 1982 

The Prime Minister. We are here today to 
welcome and to honor our great ally, the 
United States of America. Mr. President, 
Mrs. Reagan, it's a privilege and a pleasure 
to have you both here with us. It's rare 
enough to have an American President as a 
guest at Number 10, but my researchers 
have been unable to find out when we last 
had the honor of the First Lady at Number 
10 as well. 

President and Mrs. Reagan, your pres
ence gives me and, indeed, many of our 
guests a chance to repay as best we can the 
hospitality you bestowed on us when we 
were your first official guests from abroad 
at the beginning of your Presidential term 
of office. I realize, of course, that you've 
both become accustomed recently to taking 
your meals in rather grander places
[laughter}--the Palace of Versailles and 
Windsor Castle. As you can see, this is a 
very simple house, one which has witnessed 
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the shaping of our shared history since it 
first became the abode of Prime Ministers 
in 1732. 

Mr. President, some of us were present 
this morning to hear your magnificent 
speech to members of both Houses of Par
liament in the historic setting of the Royal 
Gallery. It was, if I may say so, respectfully, 
a triumph. We are so grateful to you for 
putting freedom on the offensive, which is 
where it should be. You wrote a new chap
ter in our history-no longer on the defen
sive but on the offensive. It was, if I might 
say so, an exceedingly hard act to follow. 
[Laughter] But I will try to be brief. 

Much has been said and written over the 
years, Mr. President, about the relations be
tween our two countries. And there's no 
need for me to add to the generalities on 
the subject today, because we've had before 
our eyes in recent weeks the most concrete 
expression of what, in practice, our friend-
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ence everv minute that we've been here. 
And we leave strengthened with the knowl
edge that the great friendship and the great 
alliance that has existed for so long between 
our two peoples-the United Kingdom and 
the United States-remains and is, if any
thing, stronger than it has ever been. 

. Vote: Prime Minister Thatcher spoke at ap-

proximately 10:30 a.m. outside Number JO 
Downing Street. 

Also attending the breakfast were Secre
tary of State Alexander .W. Haig, Jr .. and 
British Secretary of State for Foreign l
Commonwealth Affairs Francis Pym~ Fol
lowing the breakfast, they r.i..:ere joined by 
other American and British officials . 

Address Before the Bundestag in Bonn, Federal Republic of 
Germany 
June 9, 1982 

Mr. President, Chancellor Schmidt, mem
bers of the Bundestag, distinguished guests: 

Perhaps because I've just come from 
London, I have this urge to quote the great 
Dr. Johnson who said, 'The feeling of 
friendship is like that of being comfortably 
filled with roast beef." [Laughter] Well, I 
feel very much filled with friendship this 
afternoon, and I bring you the warmest re
gards and goodwill of the American people. 

I'm very honored to speak to you today 
and, thus, to all the people of Germany. 
.'Jext year, we will jointly celebrate the 
300th anniversary of the first German set
tlement in the American Colonies. The 13 
families who came to our new land were 
the forerunners of more than 7 million 
German immigrants to the United States. 
Today, more Americans claim German an
cestry than any other. 

These Germans cleared and cultivated 
our land, built our industries, and advanced 
our arts and sciences. In honor of 300 years 
of German contributions in America, Presi
dent Carstens and I have agreed today that 
he will pay an official visit to the United 
States in October of 1983 to celebrate the 
occasion. 

The German people have given us so 
much, we like to think that we've repaid 
some of that debt. Our American Revolu
tion was the first revolution in modern his
tory to be fought for the right of self-gov
ernment and the guarantee of civil liberties. 
That spirit was contagious. In 1849, the 
Frankfurt Parliament's statement of basic 
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human rights guaranteed freedom of ex
pression, freedom of religion, and equality 
before the law. And these principles live 
today in the basic law of the Federal Re
public. Many peoples to the east still wait 
for such rights. 

The United States is proud of your de
mocracy, but we cannot take credit for it. 
Heinrich Heine, in speaking of those who 
built the awe-inspiring cathedrals of medi
eval times, said that, "In those days people 
had convictions. We moderns have only 
opinions, and it requires something more 
than opinions," he said, "to build a Gothic 
cathedral." Well, over the past 30 years, the 
convictions of the German people have 
built .1 cathedral of democracy-a great and 
glorious testament to your ideals. We in 
America genuinely admire the free society 
that ~ ou have built in only a few decades, 
and we understand all the better what you 
have accomplished because of our own his
tory. 

Americans speak with the deepest rever· 
ence of those Founding Fathers and first 
citizens who gave us the freedom that we 
enjoy today. And even though they lived 
over 200 years ago, we carry them in our 
hearts as well as in our history books. 

I believe future generations of Germans 
will look to you here today and to your 
fellow Germans with the same profound re
spect and appreciation. You have built a 
free society with an abiding faith in hwnan 
dignity-the crowning ideal of Western civ· 
ilization. This will not be forgotten. You will 
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'.'low. if you'll work toward explaining the 
U.S. role to people on this side of the Atlan
tic, I'll explain it to those on the other side. 

In recent months, both in your country 
and mine, there has been renewed public 
concern about the threat of nuclear war 
and the arms buildup. I know it's not easy, 
especially for the German people, to live in 
the gale of intimidation that blows from the 
east. 

If I might quote Heine again, he almost 
foretold the fears of nuclear war when he 
wrote, "Wild, dark times are rumbling 
toward us, and the prophet who wishes to 
write a new apocalypse will have to invent 
entirely new beasts, and beasts so terrible 
that the ancient animal symbols will seem 
like cooing doves and cupids in compari
son." The nuclear threat is a terrible beast. 
Perhaps the banner carried in one of the 
nuclear demonstrations here in Germany 
said it best. The sign read, "I am afraid." 

Well, I know of no Western leader who 
doesn't sympathize with that earnest plea. 
To those who march for peace, my heart is 
with you. I would be at the head of your 
parade if I believed marching alone could 
bring about a more secure world. And to 
the 2,800 women in Filderstadt who spent a 
petition for peace to President Brezhnev 
and me, let me say I, myself, would sign 
your petition if I thought it could bring 
about harmony. I understand your genuine 
concerns. 

The women of Filderstadt and I share the 
same goal. The question is how to proceed. 
We must think through the consequences of 
how we reduce the dangers to peace. 

Those who advocate that we unilaterallv 
forego the modernization of our forces mu;t 
prove that this will enhance our security 
and lead to moderation by the other side
in short, that it will advance, rather than 
undermine, the preservation of the peace. 
The weight of recent history does not sup
port this notion. 

Those who demand that we renounce the 
use of a crucial element of our deterrent 
strategy must show how this would de
crease the likelihood of war. It is only by 
comparison with a nuclear war that the suf
fering caused by conventional war seems a 
lesser evil. Our goal must be to deter war of 
any kind. 

And those who decry the failure of arms 
control efforts to achieve substantial results 
must consider where the fault lies. 1 would 
remind them that it is the United States 
that has proposed to ban land-based inter
mediate-range nuclear missiles-the missiles 
most threatening to Europe. It is the L'nited 
States that has proposed and will pursue 
deep cuts in strategic systems. It is the West 
that has long sought the detailed exchanges 
of information on forces and effective verifi
cation procedures. And it is dictatorships, 
not democracies, that need militarism to 
control their own people and impose their 
system on others. 

To those who've taken a different view
point and who can't see this danger, I don't 
suggest that they're ignorant, it's just that 
they know so many things that aren't true. 

We in the West-Germans, Americans, 
our other Allies-are deeply committed to 
continuing efforts to restrict the arms com
petition. Common sense demands that we 
persevere. I invite those who genuinely 
seek effective and lasting arms control to 
stand behind the far-reaching proposals that 
we've put forward. In return, I pledge that 
we will sustain the closest of consultations 
with our Allies. 

On November 18th. I outlined a broad 
and ambitious arms control program. One 
element calls for reducing land-based inter
mediate-range nuclear missiles to zero on 
each side. If carried out, it would eliminate 
the growing threat to Western Europe 
posed by the U.S.S.R.'s modem SS-20 rock
ets, and it would make unnecessary the 
NATO decision to deploy American inter
mediate-range systems. And, by the way, I 
cannot understand why among some, there 
is a greater fear of weapons NATO is to 
deploy than of weapons the Soviet Union 
already has deployed. 

Our proposal is fair because it imposes 
equal limits and obligations on both sides, 
and it calls for significant reductions, not 
merely a capping of an existing high level 
of destructive power. As you know, we've 
made this proposal in Geneva, where nego
tiations have been underway since the end 
of November last year. We intend to pursue 
those negotiations intensively. I regard 
them as a significant test of the Soviets' 
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oing to tell you a story about one of those 
~ars, only because it tells the difference 
between two societies, ours and that society 
the other side of the wall. 

It goes back to a war when a B-17 
bomber was flying back across the channel 
badly shot up by anti-aircraft fire. The ball 
turret that hung beneath the belly of the 

lane had taken a hit, was jammed. They 
~ouldn't get the ball turret gunner out 
while they were flying, and he was wound
ed. And out over the channel the plane 
started to lose altitude. The skipper ordered 
bail-out, and as the men started to leave the 
plane, the boy in the ball tu~ret knew he 
was being left to go down with the plane. 
The last man to leave the plane saw the 
captain sit down on the floor and take his 
hand, and he said, "Never mind son, we'll 
ride it down together." 

The Congressional Medal of Honor, post
humously awarded. That citation that I read 
when I was serving in that same war stuck 
with me for many years and came back to 
me just a few years ago .when the Soviet 
Union gave its highest honor, a gold medal, 

Remarks to the People of Berlin 
June 11, 1982 

Mr. Governing Mayor, Mr. Chancellor, 
Excellencies, you ladies and gentlemen: 

It was one of Germany's greatest sons, 
Goethe, who said that "there is stong 
shadow where there is much light." In our 
times, Berlin, more than any other place in 
the world, is such a meeting place of light 
and shadow, tyranny and freedom. To be 
here is truly to stand on freedom's edge and 
in the shadow of a wall that has come to 
symbolize all that is darkest in the world 
today, to sense how shining and priceless 
and how much in need of constant vigilance 
and protection our legacy of liberty is. 

This day marks a happy return for us. We 
paid our first visit to this great city more 
than 3 years ago, as private citizens. As with 
every other citizen to Berlin or visitor to 
Berlin, I came away with a vivid impression 
of a city that is more than a place on the 

to a man, a Spaniard living in Moscow. But 
they don't give citations. They don't tell 
you why; they just give the medal. So, I did 
some digging to find out why he was their 
highest honoree. Well, he had spent 8 years 
in Cuba before going to \foscow. And 
before that he had spent 23 years in Mexico 
in prison. He was the man who buried a 
pickaxe in the head of-Leon Trotsky's 
head. They gave their highest honor for 
murder. We gave our highest honor to a 
man who had sacrificed his life to comfort a 
boy who had to die. 

I don't know of anything that explains the 
difference between the society we're trying 
to preserve and the society we're defending 
the world against than that particular story. 

God bless you all for what you're doing. 

Note: The President spoke at 9:58 a. m. at 
Tempe/ho/ Airport. 

Following his remarks, the President went 
to Checkpoint Charlie, where he viewed the 
Berlin Wall. He was accompanied by Chan
cellor Helmut Schmidt and Berlin Mayor 
Richard von Weizsacker. 

map-a city that is a testament to what is 
both most inspiring and most troubling 
about the time we live in. 

Thomas Mann once wrote that "A man 
lives not only his personal life as an individ
ual, but also consciously or unconsciously 
the life of his epoch." :'llowhere is this more 
true than in Berlin, where each moment of 
everyday life is spent against the backdrop 
of contending global systems and ideas. To 
be a Berliner is to live the great historic 
struggle of this age, the latest chapter in 
man's timeless quest for freedom. 

As Americans, we understand this. Our 
commitment to Berlin is a lasting one. 
Thousands of our citizens have served here 
since the first small contingent of American 
troops arrived on July 4th, 1945, the anni
versary of our independence as a nation. 
Americans have served here ever since--
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not as conquerors, but as guardians of the 
freedom of West Berlin and its brave, 
proud, people. 

Today I want to pay tribute to my fellow 
countrymen, military and civilian, who 
serve their country and the people of Berlin 
and, in so doing, stand as sentinals of free
dom everywhere. I also wish to pay my 
personal respects to the people of this great 
city. \1y visit here today is proof that this 
American commitment has been worth
while. Our freedom is indivisible. 

The American commitment to Berlin is 
much deeper than our military presence 
here. In the 37 years since World War II , a 
succession of American Presidents has made 
it clear that our role in Berlin is emblematic 
of our larger search for peace throughout 
Europe and the world. Ten years ago this 
month, that search brought into force the 
Quadripartite Agreement on Berlin. A 
decade later, West Berliners live more se
curely, can travel more freely and, most 
significantly, have more contact with 
friends and relatives in East Berlin and East 
Germany than was possible 10 years ago. 

These achievements reflect the realistic 
approach of Allied negotiators, who recog
nized that practical progress can be made 
even while basic differences remain be
tween East and West. As a result, both sides 
have managed to handle their differences 
in Berlin without the clash of arms, to the 
benefit of all mankind. 

The United States remains committed to 
the Berlin agreement. We will continue to 
expect strict observance and full implemen
tation in all aspects of this accord, including 
those which apply to the eastern sector of 
Berlin. But if we are heartened by the par
tial progress achieved in Berlin, other de
velopments make us aware of the growing 
military power and expansionism of the 
Soviet Union. 

Instead of working with the West to 
reduce tensions and erase the danger of 
war, the Soviet Union is engaged in the 
greatest military buildup in the history of 
the world. It has used its new-found might 
to ruthlessly pursue it goals around the 
world. As the sad case of Afghanistan 
proves, the Soviet Union has not always re
spected the precious right of national sover· 
eignty it is committed to uphold as a signa-
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tory of the United '.'Jations Charter. And 
only one day's auto ride from here, in the 
great city of Warsaw, a courageous people 
suffer, because they dare to strive for the 
very fundamental human rights which that 
Helsinki Final Act proclaimed. 

The citizens of free Berlin appreciate 
better than anyone the importance of allied 
unity in the face of such challenges. Ten 
years after the Berlin agreement , the hope 
it engendered for lasting peace remains a 
hope rather than a certainty. But the hopes 
of free people-be they German or Ameri
can-are stubborn things. We will not be 
lulled or bullied into fatalism, into resigna
tion. We believe that progress for just and 
lasting peace can be made, that substantial 
areas of agreement can be reached with 
potential adversaries when the forces of 
freedom act with firmness, unity, and a sin
cere willingness to negotiate. 

To succeed at the negotiating table, we 
allies have learned that a healthy military 
balance is a necessity. Yesterday, the other 
'.'JATO heads of government and I agreed 
that it is essential to preserve and strength
en such a military balance. And let there be 
no doubt : The United States will continue 
to honor its commitment to Berlin. 

Our forces will remain here as long as 
necessary to preserve the peace and protect 
the freedom of the people of Berlin. For .us 
the .-\merican presence in Berlin, as long as 
it is needed, is not a burden; it is a sacred 
trust. 

Ours is a defensive mission. We pose no 
threa t to those who live on the other side of 
the wall. But we do extend a challenge, a 
new Berlin initiative to the leaders of the 
Soviet bloc. It is a challenge for peace. We 
challenge the men in the Kremlin to join 
with us in the quest for peace, security, and 
a lowering of the tensions and weaponry 
that could lead to future conflict. 

We challenge the Soviet Union, as we 
proposed last year, to eliminate their SS-20, 
SS-4, and SS-5 missiles. If Chairman Brezh
nev agrees to this, we stand ready to forgo 
all of our ground-launched cruise missiles 
and Pershing II missiles. 

We challenge the Soviet Union, as '.'JATO 
proposed yesterday, to slash the convention
al ·ground forces of the Warsaw Pact and 
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'\ATO in Central Europe to 700,000 men 
~ach and the total ground and air forces of 
the two alliances to 900,000 men each. And 
we challenge the Soviet Union to live up to 
its signature its leader placed on the Helsin
ki treaty, so that the basic human rights of 
Soviet and Eastern Europe people will be 
respected. 

:\ positive response to these sincere and 
reasonable points from the Soviets, these 
calls for conciliation instead of confronta
tion, could open the door for a conference 
on disarmament in Europe. 

We Americans-we Americans are opti
mists, but we are also realists. We're a 
peaceful people, but we're not a weak or 
gullible people. So, we look with hope to 
the Soviet Union's response. But we expect 
positive actions rather than rhetoric as the 
first proof of Soviet good intentions. We 
expect that the response to my Berlin initia
tive for peace will demonstrate finally that 
the Soviet Union is serious about working to 
reduce tensions in other parts of the world 
as thev have been able to do here in Berlin. 

Peace, it has been said, is more than the 
absence of armed conflict. Reducing mili
tary forces alone will not automatically 
guarantee the long-term prospects for 
peace. 

Several times in the 1950's and '60's the 
world went to the brink of war over Berlin. 
Those confrontations did not come because 
of military forces or operations alone. They 
arose because the Soviet Union refused to 
allow the free flow of peoples and ideas 
between East and West. And they came 
because the Soviet authorities and their 
minions repressed millions of citizens in 
Eastern Germany who did not wish to live 
under a Communist dictatorship. 

So, I want to concentrate the second part 
of America's new Berlin initiative on wavs 
to reduce the human barriers-barriers ~ 
bleak and brutal as the Berlin Wall itself
which divide Europe today. 

If I had only one message to urge on the 
leaders of the Soviet bloc, it would be this: 
Think of your own coming generations. 
Look with me 10 years into the future 
when we will celebrate the 20th anniversa
ry of the Berlin agreement. What then will 
be the fruits of our efforts? Do the Soviet 
leaders want to be remembered for a prison 

wall, ringed with barbed wire and armed 
guards whose weapons are aimed at inno
cent civilians-their own civilians? Do thev 
want to conduct themselves in a wav th;t 
will earn o_nly the contempt of free p~oples 
and the distrust of their own citizens' Or 
do they want to be remembered for having 
taken up our offer to use Berlin as a starting 
point for true efforts to reduce the human 
and political divisions which are the ulti· 
mate cause of every war? 

We . in the West have made our choice. 
Amenca . and_ our allies welcome peaceful 
competition m ideas, in economics, and in 
all facets of human activity. We seek no 
advantage. We covet no territorv. And we 
wish to force no ideology or wa~ of life on 
others. · 
T~e time has come, 10 years after the 

Berlm agreement, to fulfill the promise it 
seemed to offer at its dawn. I call on Presi
dent Brezhnev to join me in a sincere effort 
to translate the dashed hopes of the 19'iO's 
into the reality of a safer and freer Europe 
in the 1980's. 

I am determined to assure that our civili
zation averts the catastrophe of a nuclear 
war. Stability depends primarily on the 
maintenance of a militarv balance which 
offers no temptation to a~ aggressor. And 
the arms control proposals which I have 
made are designed to enhance deterrence 
and achieve stability at substantially lower 
and equal force levels. At the same time, 
other measures might be negotiated be
tween the United States and the Soviet 
Cnion to reinforce the peace and help 
reduce the possibility of a nuclear conflict. 
These include measures to enhance mutual 
confidence and to improve communication 
both in time of peace and in a crisis. 

Past agreements have created the hot 
line between ~1oscow and Washington, es
tablished measures to reduce the danger of 
nuclear accidents, and provided for notifica
tion of some missile launches. We are now 
studying other concrete and practical steps 
to help further reduce the risk of a nuclear 
conflict which I intend to explore with the 
Soviet Union. It is time we went further to 
avert the risk of war through accident or 
misunderstanding. 

We shortly will approach the Soviet 
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Union with proposals in such areas as notifi· 
cation of strategic exercises, of missile 
launches, and expanded exchange of strate
gic forces data. Taken together, these steps 
would represent a qualitative improvement 
in the nuclear environment. Thev would 
help reduce the chances of misinterpreta· 
tion in the case of exercises and test 
launches. And they would reduce the secre· 
cy and ambiguity which surround military 
activity. We are considering additional 
measures as well. 

We will be making these proposals in 
good faith to the Soviet Union. We hope 
that their response to this Berlin initiative, 
so appropriate to a city that is acutely con
scious of the costs and risks of war, will be 
positive. A united, resolute Western Alli
ance stands ready to defend itself if neces
sary. But we are also ready to work with 
the Soviet bloc in peaceful cooperation if 
the leaders of the East are willing to re
spond in kind. 

Let them remember the message of Schil
ler that only "He who has done his best for 
his own time has lived for all times." Let 
them join with us in our time to achieve a 
lasting peace and a better life for tomor· 
row's generations on both sides of that 
blighted wall. And let the Brandenburg 
Gate become a symbol not of two separate 
and hostile worlds, but an open door 
through which ideas, free ideas, and peace
ful competition flourish. 

My final message is for the people of 
Berlin. Even before my first visit to your 
city, I felt a part of you, as all free men and 
women around the world do. We lived 
through the blockade and airlift with you. 

We witnessed the heroic reconstruction of a 
devastated city, and we watched the cre
ation of your strong democratic institutions. 

When I came here in 19i8, I was deeply 
moved and proud of your success. What 
finer proof of what freedom can accomplish 
than the vibrant, prosperous island vou've 
created in the midst of a hostile sea. Todav. 
my reverence for your courage and accom· 
plishment has grown even deeper. 

You are a constant inspiration for us all
for our hopes and ideals, and for the human 
qualities of courage, endurance, and faith 
that are the one secret weapon of the West 
no totalitarian regime can ever match. As 
long as Berlin exists, there can be no doubt 
about the hope for democracy. 

Yes, the hated wall still stands. But taller 
and stronger than that bleak barrier divid
ing East from West, free from oppressed, 
stands the character of the Berliners them· 
selves. You have endured in your splendid 
city on the Spree, and my return visit has 
convinced me, in the words of the beloved 
old song that "Berlin b/eibt doch Berlin" -
Berlin is still Berlin. 

We all remember John Kennedy's stirring 
words when he visited Berlin. I can only 
add that we in America and in the West are 
still Berliners, too, and always will be. And I 
am proud to say today that it is good to be 
home again. 

God bless you. Danke schon. 

Sole: The President spoke at 11:35 a. m. in 
front of the Char/ottenburg Palace. 

During his appearance at Charlottenburg 
Palace, the President attended a reception 
hosted by Berlin Mayor Richard von Weiz
sacker. 

Remarks on Departure From Bonn, Federal Republic of Germany 
June 11, 1982 

Chancellor Schmidt, Herr Genscher, Ex
cellencies who are here on the platform 
and you ladies and gentlemen: 

Nancy and I are grateful for the warmth 
and the friendship that we have encoun
tered throughout our short visits to Bonn 
and Berlin. 
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In Berlin this morning I looked across 
that tragic wall and saw the grim conse
quences of freedom denied. But I was 
deeply inspired by the courage and dedica
tion to liberty which I saw in so many faces 
on the western side of that city. 
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cities-and all the people of this area-<:an 
share. 

Two points should be made about the 
transfer of the property. First, the exact 
acreage to be transferred for the airport has 
not been determined, but it will include 
whatever is necessary for safe, efficient op· 
erations, the needs of the community, and 
the Nation's airspace system. Second, my 
administration has initiated a policy of seek
ing fair-market value when we dispose of 
surplus Federal property. Our Federal 
property is a capital asset, and we must 
improve our management of it. Last Febru
ary, I signed an Executive order that will 
help meet this goal by establishing a Prop
erty Review Board at the White House to 
oversee Federal property sales. To under· 

score our commitment. the members of this 
Board include several of my senior advisers. 
We intend to take the proceeds from prop
erty sales and place them in a special ac
count in the Treasurv-an account that will 
be used exclusively· to offset the national 
debt. Thus, we will be looking for buyers 
for the remaining parts of the property that 
are not needed for the airport. 

Houston has a proud past and a bright 
future. Aviation has long been a part of the 
growth and development of this great State 
and this magnificent, dynamic city. The 
new general aviation airport to be situated 
here will enable more people to fly to the 
Houston area for business and for pleasure, 
and to enjoy all that the area has to offer. 

Message to the Senate Transmitting the United States-China 
Agreement on Taxation of Transportation Income 
June 16, 1982 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, for Senate advice 
and consent to ratification, an Agreement 
between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government of 
the People's Republic of China with respect 
to mutual exemption from taxation of trans
portation income of shipping and air trans
port enterprises, signed at Beijing on March 
5, 1982. I also transmit the report of the 
Department of State on the Agreement. 

Under the Agreement, United States en
terprises will be exempt from Chinese 
income taxes and Chinese enterprises will 
be exempt from United States Federal 
income tax on income derived from the op-

eration of ships and aircraft in international 
traffic. The exempt income includes income 
from the leasing of ships, aircraft and con
tainers used in international traffic. 

As with other treaties of this kind, the 
provisions of the Agreement do not affect 
the United States taxation of residents and 
citizens of the United States, or China's tax
c1tion of its residents and citizens. 

I recommend that the Senate give early 
c1nd favorable consideration to the Agree
ment and give advice and consent to its 
ratification. 

The White House, 
June 16, 1982. 

RONALD REAGAN 

Remarks in New York City Before the United Nations General 
Assembly Special Session Devoted to Disarmament 
June 17, 1982 

Mr. Secretary-General, Mr. President, dis
tinguished delegates, ladies and gentlemen: 
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I speak today as both a citizen of the 
United States and of the world. I come with 
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share. 

Two points should be made about the 
transfer of the property. First, the exact 
acreage to be transferred for the airport has 
not been determined, but it will include 
whatever is necessary for safe, efficient op
erations, the needs of the community, and 
the Nation's airspace system. Second, my 
administration has initiated a policy of seek
ing fair-market value when we dispose of 
surplus Federal property. Our Federal 
property is a capital asset, and we must 
improve our management of it. Last Febru
ary, I signed an Executive order that will 
help meet this goal by establishing a Prop· 
erty Review Board at the White House to 
oversee Federal property sales. To under-

score our commitment. the members of this 
Board include several of mv senior advisers. 
We intend to take the pro~eeds from prop· 
erty sales and place them in a special ac· 
count in the Treasurv-an account that will 
be used exclusively. to offset the national 
debt. Thus, we will be looking for buyers 
for the remaining parts of the property that 
are not needed for the airport. 

Houston has a proud past and a bright 
future. Aviation has long been a part of the 
growth and development of this great State 
and this magnificent, dynamic city. The 
new general aviation airport to be situated 
here will enable more people to fly to the 
Houston area for business and for pleasure, 
and to enjoy all that the area has to offer. 

Message to the Senate Transmitting the United States-China 
Agreement on Taxation of Transportation Income 
June 16, 1982 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, for Senate advice 
and consent to ratification, an Agreement 
between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government of 
the People's Republic of China with respect 
to mutual exemption from taxation of trans
portation income of shipping and air trans
port enterprises, signed at Beijing on March 
5, 1982. I also transmit the report of the 
Department of State on the Agreement. 

Under the Agreement, United States en
terprises will be exempt from Chinese 
income taxes and Chinese enterprises will 
be exempt from United States Federal 
income tax on income derived from the op· 

eration of ships and aircraft in international 
traffic. The exempt income includes income 
from the leasing of ships, aircraft and con
tainers used in international traffic. 

As with other treaties of this kind, the 
provisions of the Agreement do not affect 
the United States taxation of residents and 
citizens of the United States, or China's tax
,,tion of its residents and citizens. 

I recommend that the Senate give early 
,md favorable consideration to the Agree
ment and give advice and consent to its 
ratification. 

The White House, 
June 16, 1982. 

RONALD REAGAN 

Remarks in New York City Before the United Nations Ceneral 
Assembly Special Session Devoted to Disarmament 
June 17, 1982 

Mr. Secretarv-General, Mr. President, dis
tinguished del~gates, ladies and gentlemen: 
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The L'nited States played a major role in 
this key effort to prevent the spread of nu
clear explosives and to provide for interna
tional safeguards on civil nuclear activities. 

My country remains deeply committed to 
those objectives today, and to strengthening 
the nonproliferation framework. This is es
sential to international security. In the early 
1970's, again at United States urging, agree
ments were reached between the United 
States and the U.S.S.R. providing for ceil
ings on some categories of weapons. They 
could have been more meaningful if Soviet 
actions had shown restraint and commit
ment to stability at lower levels of force. 

The L'nited Nations designated the 1970's 
as the First Disarmament Decade. But good 
intentions were not enough. In reality that 
10-year period included an unprecedented 
buildup in military weapons and the flaring 
of aggression and use of force in almost 
every region of the world. We are now in 
the Second Disarmament Decade. The task 
at hand is to assure civilized behavior 
among nations, to unite behind an agenda 
of peace. 

Over the past 7 months, the United States 
has put forward a broad-based, comprehen
sive series of proposals to reduce the risk of 
war. We have proposed four major points as 
an agenda for peace: elimination of land
based, intermediate-range missiles; a one
third reduction in strategic ballistic missile 
warheads; a substantial reduction in NATO 
and Warsaw Pact ground and air forces; and 
new safeguards to reduce the risk of acci
dental war. We urge the Soviet Union today 
to join with us in this quest. We must act 
not for ourselves alone, but for all mankind. 

On November 18th of last year, I an
nounced United States objectives in arms 
control agreements. They must be equitable 
and militarily significant. They must stabi
lize forces at lower levels, and they must be 
verifiable. The United States and its allies 
have made specific, reasonable, and equita
ble proposals. 

In February, our negotiating team in 
Geneva offered the Soviet Union a draft 
treaty on intermediate-range nuclear forces . 
We offered to cancel deployment of our 
Pershing II ballistic missiles and ground
launched cruise missiles in exchange for 
Soviet elimination of the SS-20, SS-4, and 

SS-.5 missiles. This proposal would eliminate 
with one stroke those systems about which 
both sides have expressed the greatest con
cern. 

The United States is also looking forward 
to beginning negotiations on strategic arms 
reductions with the Soviet Lnion in less 
than 2 weeks. We will work hard to make 
these talks an opportunity for real progress 
in our quest for peace. 

On ~fay 9th I announced a phased ap
proach to the reduction of strategic arms. 
In a first phase, the number of ballistic mis
sile warheads on each side would be re
duced to about 5,000. :"lo more than half 
the remaining warheads would be on land
based missiles. All ballistic missiles would be 
reduced to an equal level, at about one-half 
the current United States number. In the 
second phase, we would reduce each side 's 
overall destructive power to equal levels, 
including a mutual ceiling on ballistic mis
sile throw-weight below the current U.S. 
level. We are also prepared to discuss other 
elements of the strategic balance. 

Before I returned from Europe last week, 
I met in Bonn with the leaders of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization. We agreed to 
introduce a major new Western initiative 
for the Vienna negotiations on Mutual Bal
anced Force Reductions. Our approach calls 
for common, collective ceilings for both 
~ATO and the Warsaw Treaty Organiza
tion. After 7 years, there would be a total of 
7tJO,OOO ground forces and 900,000 ground 
;ind air force personnel combined. It also 
includes a package of associated measures 
to encourage cooperation and verify com
pliance . 

We urge the Soviet Union and members 
of the Warsaw Pact to view our Western 
proposal as a means to reach agreement in 
Vienna after 9 long years of inconclusive 
talks. We also urge them to implement the 
1975 Helsinki agreement on security and 
cooperation in Europe. 

Let me stress that for agreements to 
work, both sides must be able to verify 
compliance. The building of mutual confi
dence in compliance can only be achieved 
through greater openness. I encourage the 
special session on disarmament to endorse 
the importance of these principles in arms 
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