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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

R N P T __tober 25, 1983
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT
AND BY THE PRIME MINISTER OF DOMINICA

. EUGENIA CHARLES

ON U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN GRENADA

The Briefing Room
9:07 A.M. EDT -

THE PRESIDENT: Ladies and gentlemen, on Sunday,
October 23rd, the United States received an urgent, formal re-
quest from the five member nations of the Organization of Eastern
Caribbean States to assist in a joint effort to restore order and
democracy on the island of Grenada. We acceded to the request to
become part of a multinational effort with contingents from Antigua,
Barbados, Dominica, Jamaica, St. Lucia, St. Vincent and the United
States. I might add that two of those, Barbados and Jamacia, are
not members of the organization but were first approached, as we
later were, by the OECS and asked to join in that undertaking.
And then all of them joined unanimously in asking us to participate.

Early this morning, forces from six Caribbean democracies
and the United States began a landing or landings on the island of
Grenada in the eastern Caribbean.

) We have taken this decisive action for three reasons.
First,and of overriding importance,to protect innocent lives, in-
cluding up to 1,000 Americans whose personal safety is, of course,
my paramount concern. Second, to forestall further chaos. And
third, to assist in the restoration of conditions of law and order
and of governmental institutions to the island of Grenada, where a
brutal group of leftist thugs violently seized power, killing the
Prime Minister, three Cabinet Members, two labor leaders and other
civilians, including children.

Let there be no misunderstanding, this collective action
has been forced on us by events that have no precedent in the
eastern Caribbean and no place in any civilized society.

american lives are at stake., We've been following
the situation as closely as possible. Between 800 and 1,000 Amer-
icans, including many medical students and senior citizens, make
up the largest single group of foreign residents in Grenada.

From the start we have consciocusly sought to calm
fears. We were determined not to make an already bad situation
worse and increase the risks our citizens faced. But when I
received reports that a large number of our citizens were seeking
to escape the island, thereby exposing themselves to great danger,
and after receiving a formal request for help, a unanimous re-
quest from our neighbeoring ‘states, I concluded the United S :es
had no choice but to act strongly and decisively.

Let me repeat, the United States objectives are clear.
t
w
s

I understand that several Car jean states are asking
that the Organization of American States consider the situation in
Grenada.

Our diplomatic efforts will be in close cooperation
with the Organization of Eastern
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signatories to that treaty -- d observe that treatvy at : t
when they had a democratic government and a constiturinsn -- a
constitutional government, the constitution that was :ft to t
by the British. So this action that is being taken is beina
taken under the umbrella of an existing treatv.

0 Mr. Reagan, there are reports that a helicon
has been shi down, that a U.S. helicooter has been shot wn
on Grenada. Do vou have anv information of anv U.S. cas: tie
on the island, sir?

MR. SPEAKES: This is the last question. Ar we'
cut off after this last gquestion.

Q Do we have anv information of anv U.S.
casualties on the island, sir?

THE PRESIDENT: No. I have been in meetings.
we both have been busy since we arrived here. And I've ¢ .y
had the first report of our landings and so forth. So I aon
know whether that's true or not.

THE PRESS: Thank you, sir.

THE PRESIDENT: What? It has ==

Q - What repo: have vou received, sir --

MR. SPEAKES: No, sir.

-~ on the success of our operation -~ of
the U.S. Caribbean operation?

THE PRESIDENT: What's that?

Q What reports have vou received of the succ
of the operation?

. THE PRESIDENT: Of the initial operation, of
landings, s iring the immediate targets, taking control
airports: wpletely successful.

Now, the Prime Minister and I are going to !p

but I know there are going to be a lot more technicgl quescti £
that kind and Ambassador Motley is here, and_I'm going to pu !
before you to ask all of the technical questions you may hav
Q What's the situation in Lebanon now?
MR. SPEAKES: I'm sorry. That's the last:ques
Q Could you answer the question, are the S¢ i
behind this? Were the Soviets behind the Grenada takeover?
i+ I'm sorry. The President said t 5

THE PRESS: Thank you.
END 9: M. E
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So that is the first reason why the President acted as he did.

Second, the President received an urgent request from the
countries closest to the area, the Orqganization of Fastern
Caribbhean States, who of course followed these developments
very closely over a long period of time, and intensively in
recent days, and who determined for themselves that there were
developments of grave concern to their safety and peace taking
place. They brought in Jamaica and Barbados, and along with
those two countries, made a request to the ilnited States to
help them in their desire to insure peace and stability in
their area. So their analysis of the situation, in terms of
the atmosphere of violent uncertainty, paralleled our own,

And so in response to the request of this Organization and in
line with a request that they made pursuant to Article VIII
of their treaty, bringing them -- the states -- together, the
President decided to respond to their request and to look
after the welfare of American citizens in this atmosphere of
uncertainty and violence.

Second, insofar as our objectives are concerned, there are
basically two, and very simple:

-- First of all, to secure the safety of American citizens --
and, for that matter, the citizens of other countries ~- and
to assure that any who wish to leave may do so;

-- And, second, to help the OECS States establish law and order
in the country and establish again governmental institutions
responsive to the will of the people of Grenada.

Now third, let me just review very brieflv the chain of
events here.

I think you undoubtedly know that on October 13, Prime

Minister Bishop was placed under house arrest and subsequently

on October 19 the demonstration and the freeing of him from

house arrest took place, and then his death -- our information is
by execution -~ taking place on that date.

On Thursday, October 20, as information about these
developments was coming in to us here in the United States,

nf course the President was receiving them, and he had the Vice
President chair a meeting in the Situation Room reviewing

these events. That meeting took place in the late afternaon.

Y

- .- I

turn of events and to consider their impl: 3tions for the
American citizens on the island.
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OFCS and Jamaica and Barbados their information, their analy-
sis, and their intentions. So, Ambassador McNeil and Major
General Crist were sent to Bridgetown. They left early
Sunday. They met in the afternoon and evening in BRarbados
with leaders there, and they were on the telephone to us
throuagh this period, giving us more information about the eva-
luation being made in the area and t} options that were
before us.

It was in the meeting on Sunday, that last meeting on Sunday,
that the President made what I think one would call a ten-
tative decision that we should respond to this urgent request,
and that particularly so since their analysis and ours was

of a very uncertain and violent situation threatening to our
citizens.

On Monday, October 24, of course, the plans were being made,

the forces organized, and so forth. The President met in the
afternoon from roughly 2:15 to 3:30, something like that, with
the Secretary of Nefense and the Chiefs, and at the conclusion of
that meeting, made a sort of semi-final military decision, he
having had the advice of all his advisers the previous day

that on general grounds we should proceed. 1 think the
directive of the President to proceed was signed at about 6 p.m.
yesterday.

That's kind of the chronology.

Finally, where do we stand on the ground? Both airports at
Pearls and Port Salinas have been secured. The elements of the
Caribbean Task Force, that is, of the countries from the
Caribbean, are at Port Salinas. They landed approximately
10:45 this morning. I think there are about 150 there now.

The southern campus at the medical college near Port Salinas
airport has been secured. There ar no reports of injuries

to any American civilians.

There are pockets of resistance in the St. Georaes area. I
don't want to identify further precisely where, because this
is an ongoing operation, and the military people need to be
able to conduct their operation secure from any such
disclosure. So that is the situation on the ground very
generally at this point.

V N »

GRFT mnvoe  AP:  Mr. Secretary, the charter of the Organization of

—_—

AMe: ican oraces, of which the United States is a member, pro-
vides that, "No state or group of states has the right to inter-
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SECRETARY QHI[.T?: I've tried to qgive verv carefully what the

CONnSi...at.unt o the President were, 1d those are the
reasnns and the considerations for this action. ™his was not
taken as a signal about anything else. It was taken in the

light of the threat to the lives and welfare of American citi-
7zens and in the liqght of a request from the local states who
are close to the situation and whose analysis of the situation
was parallel, and in fact, went a lot further than our own.

OHESTION:  About the (irst part of the gqueation, sir, Jdo you
hhave any reason to helieve that the Soviets or the Cubans were
in any way responsihle for the overthrow aof the Bishop

qovoernment?

SECRETARY <SHULTZ: We don't ! ve any direct information on
that point. However, the OFRCS states feel that such is the
casc. But that is not the basis of this action on our part.

NIFSTION: Mr. Secretary, you have said that one of our two

¢ ,'ctives there was to help the OECS states establish law and
order and governmental institutions. DNoes that mean that our
troops will remain in fArenada until that is done? And what is

your time estimate for how long that will take?

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our troops will leave as soon as they
possibly can. The forces of the other countries in the
Caribbean who have initiated this action will bhe in the lead
and working with Grenadans in trying to establish law and
nrdcr and some form of provisional qovernment. Tt will be
the-ir decisions to make in seeing how this situation unfolds,
and we will leave as soon as we possibly can, leaving the
-1nland to those who are closest to it.

OUFSTION: DNoes that mean that our troops will stay therve
until they are satisflied that law and order has bheen
cstabhlished -- thev, the other countries?

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think they will be leavinag very, verv
promptly, and we will have to decide for ocurselves what the
proper conditions are. We will work the people from the other
qovernments involved, and they will have a leading role in
malking these decisions.

I mijht say that the situation is one in which, in many of
thes» countries, there really is no armed force at all. Prime
Minister Charles cxpressed herself -- 1 might sav to the amuse-
ment, T quess, of Secretary Weint ¢ -= "WE oy




took office,
have is an ¢
money, and 1
police force

So, that's
way to have
but just a
somewhat al
of 100,000,

I think you
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decided the worst thing in the worlc
r, so I abolished it. I save mysel
ived conflict between the military ar
y the Island.”

: they have. And their belief is the
v and order is not to have military ¢
ice force. And I imagine that they «
those lines, although Grenada has a
you have to take measures.

re the next question.
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_Jt TION: Mr. Secretary, the United States has now invaded
this i{sland with help from some other area :@mocracies in the
Caribbean to save and protect the lives of a thousand people,
none of whom so far as we know, I guess, have been injured or
killed. Why did it take thc deaths of 200 Marines in Beirut
to send Commander Kelley there to start thinking about addi-
tional preventive, precautionary measures to save those lives?

SECRETARY SHULTZ2Z: Of course, we have been concerned about the
safety of our Marines all along as they have been there, 1t
didn't take this terrible tragedy to create that concern. I
think it is certainly the right thing to do, to t ve the
Commandant of the Marine Corps go promptly to the area and
evaluite the security situation in a fresh way. And 1 think,
also, that when you are establishing a presence in an
operating, commercial, international airport, nat r-ally, you
make decisions that involve some sort of balance between
secur .ty risks on the one hand, and what it takes for an air-
port Lo operate on the other.

I think that, certainly, in the light of the terrible tragedy,
that bhalance needs to be shifted, and the emphasis on

secur .ty will have to be heightened very significantly. But,
of course, we look for General Kelley's report.

1 think there is a certain pertinence to your gquestion,
because, it seems to me, and the President had to weigh this,
with the violent and uncertain atmosphere that certainly was
present on Grenada, the question is: Should he act to prevent
Americans from being hurt or taken hostage? I think that if
he wa ted and they were taken hostage, or many were killed,
then vou would be asking me that same question: "Why didn't
you in the light of this clear violent situation, take some
action to protect American citizens there?"

I don't want to get in the position of second-guessing myself,
or the President, but rather to say, one has to weigh these
conslderations and be willing to take a decision in the light
of alt of the circumstances, and that is what the President
did.

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you know, Grenada is a former
Britisih colony, and the Governor-General there was appointed
by th. British, the person you spoke of a while ago. Mrs.
Thatciier has said in Parliament over there that their govern-
n

qgo along witn 1t.

I would like to ask you two things flowing from that. First of
all, Jdoes the [fact that the British do not go along with it
cause some cloud over the Governot ieneral, the British-
appointed person now being the one we look to? And, secondly,




in view of their experience on the island
States disregard their rec¢ mmendation?

SECRETARY IULTZ:  We responded to the ur
states in the area, which are now indepen
no longer -itish colonies. Although obv
have had great experience there, so have
in our neighborhood, too, so we have a ve

nity for those people.

We responc¢ 31 to their request just as Bar
did. Bri! sh or other states that may or
asked -- I don't have the list of who the
them. But each state has to take its own
President ok ours.

As far as the establishment of authority
cerned, we believe that the Governor-Gene
person, g: en the fact that there is a ve
there, and we expect that it will occur t
course, ays impressed with the views ¢
Governme and Mrs. Thatcher, but that dc
always have to agree with them. Of cour:s
make decisions in the light of the secur!
citizens as we see 1it.

NI PQTTON : r. Secretary, can you give ut¢
casuarti 3, including whether there have
in combat with Americans, and the status
Soviets on the island?

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't give you an a
I don't have that information at hand, b
avallable as soon as we have it. I thin
appropriate place, since they have it, 1

As far « :he Soviet Union and Cuba are

operatic jot underway, we notified both
Cuba of » fact of the operation, of ou
our reat 2ss to look to the safety of t

island. 1It's my understanding that the
have been identified; they are safe, and
looked to. On the other hand, in the ca
there are many more there. I think ther
there. [ 2sumably, construction workers
that some number -- I don't know how man
(1 ‘ 1
}
to
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QUESTION: I would like to ¢ < two questions. One factual and
one more philosophical. Who is in charge of Grenada tonight?
1 mean, at this minute? Where 1is Mr. Austin? Are we running
the country, or are they still running the country? And,
secondly, even though your intention may not have been to send
a message, do you think anybody in the Caribbean or anywhere

else in the world gets a message from this action?

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't. I can't identify the whereabouts
of Mr. Austin who was not genuinely in charge insofar as we
could see, in any case.

As far as who is running the country is concerned, the country
has been in a state since the house arrest of Prime Minister
Bishop, essentially, of a kind of vacuum of governmental
authority. And that still exists although as the forces ot
the Caribbean task force are able to develop their contacts
there, presumably a governmental structure will emerge.

As far as your philosophic question is concerned, of course,
those who want to receive a message will have to receive it.
That was not the purpose of this operation. The purpose wé
as 1 have stated it.

MNMIFGTION: Traditionally, in this part of the world, there's
vswi @ great concern about Yankee force, Yankee imperialism,
Yankee aggression, et cetera.

How do you plan -- how do you intend to counter the impression
that the United States is once again using its overwhelming
military superiority in this part of the world to achieve a

- specific, political objective?

SECRETARY SHULTZ: 1 think the principal point here is that
the concerns and the requests for help came from the states in
the region, and they have put their own forces into this pic-
ture. The fact that their forces are small in comparison with
ours is only a reflection of the fact that they don't invest
very much in the way of resources into military capability;
and, of course, they don't have much to invest in the first
place. 1It's in the nature of these countries that they're
cssentially peaceful. But they have put what they can of
their own forces forward, and they have taken the lead 1in
suggesting this, and they are there now in the early stages of
this effort. And as law and order returns, they will basi-
cally pbe in charge; not us. So it is no effort on our part to
gain control of ar other ¢ intry.

QUEL._ON: Mr. Secretary, if I can just follow up. The
British, who have been critical of this acticn, took an inde-







November 4, 1983

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
for Public Liaison

01d Executive Office Building

17th and Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20009

Dear Morton:

Just a note to say it was a pleasure to see you at
lunch on Monday. I enjoyed the opportunity to talk about Citizens
for America. Enclosed please find our Reality Report on the first
one thousand days of the Reagan Administration that will be

1iled to our congressional district chairman this week.

I look forward to seeing you at our open house on
November 17th. With warmest regards.

Sincerely,

Marc L. Holtzman
Executive Director

MLH
Enclosure




THE WHITPLE HOUSE

WASITHNGTON

October 20, 1983

Dear Lew:

Thank you for sending me the excellent briefing
material Citizens for America has put toget

the sitv  ion in Cent: America. For our

to succ 1 in this vital area, a sustained !
consensus is necessary. Our people must

facts. When they do, ['m confident we will have
the support we ne . Your efforts are greatly
appreciated.

Nancy joins me in sending you our warmest good
wishes.

Sincerely,

(Qomm

Mr. Lew Lehrman

Chairman

Citizens for America

Suite 320

214 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002
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levels indicate continued increases in new hiring.

DESPITE THE CIATMS NF SKEPTICS, THE T™D! EMENTATINN NF THESF PNIICTFS HAVE

CURED TWO OF nc Muo: SERIOUS SYMPTuro ui wiE ECunuinsC ILlLwioo WE rAvcu

TN

1980: RAGING INFLATION AND SOARING INTEREST RATES.

A. By beginning to steer resources away from the public sector and toward

the private sector, inflation has been beaten.

In 1980, Inflation stood at 12.4%; In 1979 at 13.3%. A family on a
fixed income of $10,000 in 1979 found their income worth less than
$8,000 at the end of 1980. In effect, inflation gave this family a
whopping 20% cut in pay.

Over the past year, ini ition has averaged 2.6%, the Towest in 15
years.

The typical family's income js worth $2,500 more now than if the 1980
inflation rate had continued.

Had inflation continued at the 1979/1980 rate, family grocery bills
would be $520/$990 a year higher than they are now.

Lower inflation gives a retired person's private pension benefit about
$1,100 more per year in purchasing power than if the 1980 rate still
existed.

B. Though the job is not yet finished, these same policies have driven

interest rates far below the levels that existed at the end of the Carter

Administration.

During the last days of the Carter Administration, prime interest rates
stood at 21.5%, the highest rates since the Civil War.

Those same interest rates have almost been cut in half since the imple-
mentation of policies of economic growth, and now stand at less than 11%.

The monthly payment on a $55,000 mortgage has -opped over $200 as a
result of Tower interest rates.

An $80,000, 30 year mortgage now costs $350 a month Tess.

Home-ownership is now within the reach of 10 million families who
couldn't afford it two years ago.

Personal income tax rates have been cut by 25% as a result of President
Reagan's economic policies. By contrast, taxes doubled during the pre-

vious 5 years.

The typical family pays over $700 less in taxes than they would under
t |




IV. THE
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Repeal of President Reagan's proposal for tax indexing and a third
year tax cut would have cost the average taxpayer $3,500 over the next
4 years.

IMPLEMENTATION OF POLICIES OF ECONOMIC GROWTH HAVE IMPROVED THE ECONOMIC

CONDITION OF EVERY AMERICAN.

Personal income increased by $25.2 billion in September, a 0.9% increase
for the month.

Real disposable income, the amount of money left after taxes and inflation,
has increased $30.6 billjon since last fall.

Total financial assets of households will have increased (based on second
quarter figures) by $411.2 billion this year, as compared to a $277.4
billion increase in 1980.

Consumer spending in the second quarter of this year, surged at a 10%
annual rate adjusted for inflation -- the largest quarterly surge in 20
years.

Confidence in the recovery caused consumer instaliment credit to grow by
$3.4 billion, an 11 percent annual increase.

Gasoline prices fell by about 10 cents a gallon in 1982, the first drop
in 10 years, the steepest drop ever.

U.S. energy imports have been almost cut in half, from 6 million barrels
to just over 3 million barrels.

V. OQTHER BY-PRODUCTS OF ECONOMIC GROWTH: A GAIN IN THE QUALITY OF LIFE

The crime rate was reduced by five percent in the first six months of
1983. In 1982 the rate dropped 3 percent, and was the first significant
decline since 1977.

Life expectancy reached a record high last year of 74.5 years.

Infant mortality declined to an all-time Tow of 11.2 deaths per 1,000
live births.

The number of divorces dropped for the first time since 1962.







THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release T eeeeeen 15, I39T

RADIO ADDRESS BY
THE PPESIDENT
TO THE NATION

Camp David

12:06 P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: My fellow Americans, I know I court
trouble when I dispute experts who specialize in spotting storm
clouds and preaching doom and gloom. But at the risk of being
the skunk that invades their garden party, I must warn them --
some very good news is sneaking up on vou. The qualitv of American
life is improving again. "Quality of life,” that's a term often
used, but seldom defined. Certainly, our standard of living {is
part of it. And one good measure of that is purchasing power.

Just a few years ago, double-digit inflation was
bleeding our purchasing power. Record price increases, interest
rates, and taxation punished the thrifty, impoverished the needy,
and discouraged entrepreneurs. When an economy goes haywire,
confidence is destroyed. Well, today, the tables have been turned,
Double-digit inflation is gone. And confidence is coming back.

In 1980, the U.S. ranked only 10th among 20 industrial nations in
per capita income. By the end of 1982, we'd climbed all the uo

to third place. Qur stronger dollar has increased purchasing power.
Real wages are up. And inflation is down to 2.6 percent. Sometimes
when we shop, we don't realize how much inflation has dropped
because prices are still going up. But they're going uo much more
slowly than before. If food prices had kept rising as fast the
last two vears as the two years before we took office, a loaf of
bread would cost seven cents more than it does today, a half callon
of milk 18 cents more, a pound of hamburger 60 cents more, and

a gallon of gas 97 cents more.

The prime interest rate has been cut nearlv in half
so costs of business, mortgage, education, and car loans have
dropped. The federal income tax on a typical working family is
$700 less than if our tax program had not been passed. Vith
parents, students, entrepreneurs, workers, and consumers feeling more
secure, opportunities for jobs are expanding. Our work force,
in September, rose bv nearly 400,000 to 101.9 million -- the
highest level in American history. And the trend will continue.

Quality of life is not just more jobs. It's, also,
better jobs. And we're seeing better opportunities opening up
fcr all Americans. Women, for example, filled more than half of
all the new jobs in managerial, orofessional, and technical fields
between 1980 and 1982. The number of women-owned businesses is
growing five times faster than men's. The future looks brighter.
To get a peak at what tomorrow's jobs and products may be, look
at the venture capital industry. This is where high-powered
capital is invested, and much of the techn logical revolution is

During the first nine months of 1983, the iture
industry raised about $2.5 billion -- nearlv three times more than
in all of 1980. The General Accounting Office has already
estimated that previous venture investments of some $209 million
in the sample of 72 companies directly generated 130,000 jobs during
the decade of the '70s. Well, if $209 million of venture capital
generated 130,000 jobs in 10 years, imagine how many jobs $2.5 billion
will create duri: ’ lext year. And like interest that compounds,

d o ] 22 ! al it
vapsras dpENaing oy business, a Key source Of nigner piuuueeaVity
and new jobs help propel the economy

MORE
NOT PRINTED AT GOVERNMENT EXPENSE




forward in the third quarter.

Much of the increase in spending went for products of
high technology like computers and word processors.

We're witnessing an industrial renaissance and this is
only act one. 1It's being nourished by incentives from lower tax rates,
starting with the 1978 capital gains tax reduction, passed, incidental-
ly, over the objections of the last administration, and followed by our
own more sweeping tax cut program in 1981.

Our program to create opportunity and bring big govern-
ment under control, the subsequent decline in inflation and interest
rates and prospects for robust growth have all led to another basic
chanqge: America's confidence in their institutions is turning up
after nearly two decades of decline. A 1982 survey by the University
of Michigan found people more likely to say they trusted the govern-
ment to do what is right.

Looking beyond the economy, we see more evidence that
the gquality of life is improving. Life expectancy reached a record
high last year, climbing to 74.5 years. Infant mortalitv declined to
an all-time low with only 11.2 deaths per 1,000 live births. And the
number of divorces dropped for the first time since 1962. Serious
crime dropped 3 percent, the first measurable decline since 1977.
Quality education, an American tradition, but one neglected for years,
will be restored, thanks to leadership in Washington and vigorous
action by your families at the grass roots.

Good things are happening in America. Confidence is re-
turning. Our quality of life is improving because your voices, voices
of common sense, are finally getting through. Believe me, it wasn't
Vashington experts who said government is too bia, taxes are too
high, criminals are coddled, education's basics are neglected and
values of family and faith are being undermined. That was vour
message. You made reforms possible.

With your help, we'll make even more progress because
I'll be the first to admit much more progress needs to be made.
We're on a new road for America, a far better road, filled with
hope and opportunities. Our critics may never be satisfied with
anything we do; but I can only say, those who created the worst
economic mess in post-war history should be the last people crying
wolf, 1,000 days into this administration, when so many trends
that were headed the wrong way are headed back in the right direction.

Thanks for listening and God bless you.

END 12:11 P.M. EDT
















EDWARD TELLER

November 12, 1983

Dear CITIZENS FOR AMERICA Chairman,

On Sunday, November 20th, the ABC television network will air "The Day
After," a film widely advertised.

It will be watched by countless millions and it presents a contrast of
the quiet American 1life and the horrors of a nuclear war, to induce a
desire for peace at any price. It portrays the words of the President and
even a monument dedicated to the defense of freedom in a manner that can
be all too easily misconstrued. Its appearance is impartial -- its
content is not.

It is remarkable that the film, "The Day After," makes no constructive
suggestion. That suggestions will follow is certain. How constructive
they will be is doubtful.

I Tived through two world wars. I don't want a third. No American
does. The implicit suggestion in the film is that had we not risen to the
defense of West Berlin, an unspeakable catastrophe could have been
avoided. It's all too reminiscent of the period of appeasement when the
democracies tried to avoid the second World War by agreeing to the
extension of Hitler's terror. This attempt failed to succeed and 50
million people died in Central Europe.

For the last quarter of the century, administrations that had very
Tittle in common consistently attempted a bilateral reduction of nuclear
arms. When was the world more safe -- in 1958 or today? The result of
our effort has been an increase of Soviet power. In the knowledge of this
power, the Kremlin has extended its influence in Africa and encircled the
vital area of the Persian Gulf.

By contrast to this picture of despair, our President has made on the
twenty-third of March a remarkable proposal: that we bend our efforts to
the development of protective weapons. Not weapons of retaliation and
mass destruction, but wherever possible, weapons directed against the
approaching instruments of destruction. In many cases, protection could
t hieve * "/ stoppit missiles without the Toss of human Tife.

I have positive knowledge that the President has made this
announcement after careful consideration of many months.

The film disregards our President's constructive approach. Indeed,
the majority of our press has made an attempt to ridicule Reagan's
suggestions by dubbing it "Star Wars." It is remarkable that in his
speech of March 23rd. President Reaaan did not once use the word "space."
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The idea that defense can prevail over aggression even in a nuclear
conflict is new to the public, though my younger colleagues in the defense
laboratories have labored on this problem for many years. Such defense
will require ingenuity and more ingenuity. Indeed, remarkable and
promising suggestions exist today, in many cases, suggestions that are by
no means obvious. We are aiming at solutions where defense can not be
readily countered by additional offensive power. But for a full and rapid
development, the united effort of free scientists everywhere will be
required. 1 am convinced on the basis of concrete initial acco Tishments
that together with our allies we can prevail in the prevention ot war.

The task is not easy. Indeed, all possible methods must be explored.
The proper distinction is not one between conventional weapons and nuclear
weapons. It is between indiscriminate destruction by an aggressor and
justified protection by the defender.

What is perhaps more obvious from the film, is that our civil defense
preparedness is absent. By contrast, the Soviet Union has an organization
to evacuate their cities before they intend to strike. Less than one
percent of our military budget would suffice to save the great majority of
Americans by proceeding with counter-evacuations, yet this obvious
suggestion is made nowhere in the film.

"The Day After" will be discussed in newspapers, on the television and
radio stations across the country. The truly important debate will focus
on what can be done to prevent such a horrible occurrence. The most
important part you can play in the discussion is to raise the
consciousness of the citizens in your district by informing them about the
. 1y viable solution: to protect our population and the people of the
free world by building a defensive system.

I have heard of your excellent efforts as a new national civic league;
your work is of great importance and I hope my words will induce you to
take action during the next period to help your community understand the
difference between blind fear and intelligent action.

If I can be of further help, you may be in touch with me by writing to:
Citizens for America
214 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.

Suite 320
Washington, D.C. 20002

Sincerely,

ZZM/%

Edward Teller







To make our voices heard above the din of nuclear freeze activists, we will
need to act with speed and conviction. By holding simultaneous press conferences
in every congressional district where we are organized, our voice will be heard.

In addition to the press conference (see attached "news" sheet), please undertake
the following steps:

1)

Call your ABC affiliate and express concern over the content and timing
of the film. Ask them for time to air an editorial response to the
film.

Call every television and radio station in your district and ask what
talk shows will be discussing "The Day After." Offer to appear on
these shows.

Call your newspapers and offer to write a guest editorial on the
subject of strategic defense as a response to the threat of nuclear
annihilation (see sample op-ed piece attached).

Distribute this material to your committee and get them involved in
the above activities, as well as a letter-to-the-editor campaign.

Call your Congressman and Senator and urge them to support the
strategic defense proposals of the President.

Fil1l out the attached response form and mail it to the office in
Washington. Please attach any clips that have been generated.




"THE DAY AFTER"

November 14, 1983

CALL FOR ACTION
RESPONSE FORM

Please describe the action taken on this item:

Attach =anv clippings or addi+imnal information.

Name:

Address:

Area Code & Telephone No.:

Congressional District No.:
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missiles. To prev t this, the U.S. has developed offensive
nuclear weapons designed to destroy the Soviet milit-—y car Llity
to wac nuclear war successfully. Deterrence has rested ulti-
mately on the fear of nuclear holocaust and the hope that Soviet
fears equalled American fears. It is strategically imprudent and
morally irresponsible, however, for the U.S. to base deterrence
solely on this hope and the capability for retaliation. The U.S.
needs strategic defense¢ to bolster deterrence and to protect the
U.S. homeland should deterrence fail.

The deployment of an effective assured survival capability
will take at least 15 years, in part because of the further
development needed in space based ballistic missile defense
weaponry. In the meantime, Congress and the Executive must work
to improve the U.S. capability to use nuclear weapons in a limited
manner by supporting programs for enhancing the survivability of
U.S. command and control systems and offensive forces, es) :ially
the ICBM force. It is essential, however, that the U.S. move
quickly to devise cc prehensive set of programs for strategic
defense of the nation and that Congress begin funding these at
required levels.

Many politicians may be tempted to postpone a decision on
strategic defense programs because of their cost. On the it 1e
of nuclear war survival, however, there is only one choice. It
makes no sense to continue to live under threat of nuclear destruc-
tion if survival is possible.

Robert Foelber
Policy Analyst






























REMARKS UF LK. GEORGE A. KEYWORTH, II
 SCIENCE ADVISOR TG THE PRESIDENT, AND
UIRECTOR, UFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLUGY POLICY
EXECUTIVE GFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
TO THE WASHINGTUN CHAPTER OF THE
ARMED FORCES CUMMUNICATIUNS ANL ELECTRUNICS ASSUCIATION

WASHINGTUN, D-C.
OCTUBER 15, 1985

“MARCH 23--SIX MONTHS LATER”

OVER THE PAST TWO YEARS THE NATION HAS BEEN
PREOCCUPIED WITH TWO OVERWHELMING CONCERNS: THE ECONOMY,
AND NATIONAL SECURITY. |HOSE TWO THINGS, IN VARIOUS
FORMS, DOMINATE POLICYMAKING HERE IN WASHINGTON AND

CONSUME THE MAJOR PART OF THE PRESIDENT'S TIME.

IT TURNS OUT THAT BOTH ISSUES SHARE A STRONG
COMMON ELEMENT-"THEIR DEPENDENCE ON TECHNOLOGY -
WHETHER WE'RE TALKING ABCUT CHANGES IN BASIC INDUSTRIES
AND THEIR EFFECTS ON EMPLOYMENT, TALKING ABOUT THE
ECONUMIC CONSEQUENCES OF CHANGES IN BALANCE OF TRADE,

) ]
OUR SCHOOLS, TALKING ABOUT STRATEGIC MODERNIZATION OF
OUR ARMED FORCES, OR TALKING ABOUT PFrESERVING STABILITY

AND PEACE IN THE FACE OF THE ADVENTURISM OF THE SOVIET






THOSE CHANGES ARE GOING TO INTENSIFY IN THE NEAR FUTURE.
WHAT KINDS OF CHANGES AM | REFERRING TO?7 PRIMARILY,
WE'RE SHIFTING TO A MORE BALANCED MILITARY DETERRENT,
WITH INCREASED EMPHASIS ON CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS- HIS
REFLECTS A CHANGE IN STRATEGY THAT ANTICIPATES WHAT WE
HOPE WILL BE A SUBSTANTIAL REDUCTION IN RELIANCE ON

NUCLEAR DETERRENTS IN THE FUTURE-

EVEN TODAY, 85 PERCENT OF OUR DEFENSE BUDGET GOES
FOR CONVENTIONAL SYSTEMS--AND FOR GOOD REASON. ALTHOUGH
PUBLIC DEBATE OVER THE ADEQUACY OF OUR DETERRENCE HAS
FOCUSED PEOPLES’ ATTENTION ON SOVIET IMPROVEMENTS N
NUCLEAR WEAPONS SYSTEMS, THE SOVIETS HAVE BEEN QUIETLY
ACHIEVING COMPARABLE ADVANCES IN THEIR CONVENTIONAL
MILITARY AS WELL. UVER THE PAST DECADE THEY'VE MANAGED
TO ENCROACH ON OUR TECHNICAL SUPERIORITY THERE AS WELL
AS IN STRATEGIC SYSTEMS. JUST TO POINT TO TWO EXAMPLES,
THEY NOW HAVE A TANK, THE 1-8U, THAT’S A G0OOD MATCH FOR
OUR REST, AND WE CAN NO LONGER BE CERTAIN OF AIR SUPERIORITY-
MOREOVER, THEY'RE MORE THAN READY-~AND ABLE--TO PUT AS
MANY UNITS IN THE FIELD AS THEY NEED TO ACHIEVE A

SUPERIOR FORCE- (UUR RESPONSE HAS TO BE TO GO BACK TO

FOR EXAMPLE, SOVIET ARMORED FORCES ARE A SERIOUS

THREAT IN PLACES LIKE LASTERN LUROPE. BUT SHOULD WE



CONTINUE TO TRY TO MATCH THE SOVIETS, TANK FOR 1
LACKING SUF ICIENT NUMBERS, BE FORCED TO RELY O
NUCLEAR WE/ ONS? NO MATTER HOW SOPHISTICATED A
TANK CAN BE MADE Tu BE, IT'S GOING TO BE VULNER/
PINPOINT ATTACK FI M A DISTANCE. I[N AN ERA OF ¢
MUNITIONS #+ D NEW TACTICAL RADARS, WE SHQULD Bt
MOUNT SUCH N ATT/ K~~"AND PERHAPS COME UP WITH £
SO SUPERIOR THAT IT NULLFIES THE SOVIET ARMORED

THAT'S NOT A TECHNICAL PIPE DREAM. LET ME
ANOTHER EX/ PLE, A VERY REAL ONE, OF THE KIND Of
NON-NUCLEAR WEAPONS SYSTEM ADVANCE THAT HAS SO #
POTENTIAL~-" HAT ARE CALLED LOW-OBSERVABLE AIRCR/
USING HIGHLY SOPHISTICATED SCIENCE AND ENGINEER]
WE'RE FIND] G WAYS TO CHEAT RADAR SYSTEMS, TO Rt
THE RADAR ( OSS~SECTION OF AIRCRAFT AND INCREASH
ARILITY TO :NETRATE ENEMY DEFENSES. [0 MY MINI
GENERAL AREA 1S THE MOST IMPORTANT NEW MILITARY
SINCE THE BIl AND NUCLEAR SUBMARINES; IT'S GOIt
REQUIRE CONTINUED R&U TO IMPROVE IT AND, OF COUFf

EXI ORE COUNTERMEASURES:

THERE ARE PLENTY OF OTHER WAYS IN WHICH TE(
CAN GIVE US HIGH LEVERAGE ON CONVENTIONAL MILIT/
OPERATIONS. BUT, SADLY, WE STILL DON'T DO A GO(

ENOUGH JOB INCORPORATING TECHNICAL ADVANCES,
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ALONE NEW SCIENCE, INTO OUR CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS SYSTEMS-
WE NEED A LARGER PART OF OUR SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL

COMMUNITY ADDRESSING THESE KINDS OF OPPORTUNITIES-

NOW, THIS DISCUSSION OF CHANGES IN DETERRENTS AND
IMI OVEMENTS IN CONVENTIONAL DEFENSE LEADS ME TO THE
ToPIC | WANT TO FOCUS ON TODAY- THAT’S A DISCUSSION OF
THE PRESIDENT’'S NEW DEFENSE INITIATIVES. |HESE COME
OUT OF HIS SPEECH LAST MARCH 25 WHEN HE CALLED FOR THE
NATION TO DEVELOP A MEANS TO DETER NUCLEAR WAR BY
PREVENTING IT FROM OCCURRING, RATHER THAN BY CONTINUING
TO THREATEN ANNIHILATION OF AN ENEMY WHO STARTS A

NUCLEAR CONFLICT.

NOT SURPRISINGLY, THE PRESIDENT'S PROPOSAL TO UNDERTAKE

THE MOST PROFOUND SHIFT IN DEFENSE STRATEGY IN DECADES
PRODUCED STRONG REACTIONS. (UNE REASON WAS BECAUSE THIS
NATION HAS GROWN OUT OF EXPECTING ITS PRESIDt T TO

INITIATE POLICY; WE'VE HAD TOO MANY YEARS OF BOTTOM-UP
PROCESSES WHERE THE INTEREST GROUPS, THE AGENCIES, AND

THE CONGRESS ALL HAVE THEIR CHANCES TO NEUTER NEW

POLICIES BEFORE THE PRESIDENT HAS A CHANCE TO CONSIDER

TF 4. )] r . p It

UNTIL THIS EVENT | HAD NEVER REALLY APPRECIATED HOW

SLOWLY THE NATION ACCOMODATES TO CHANGE~-~-AND THAT THE

PACE OF CHANGE IN WASHINGTON CAN BE POSITIVELY GLACIAL-






IT HAS NOW BEEN JUST A LITTLE OVER SIX MONTHS SINCE
Tt PRESIDENT'S SPEECH. A LOT HAS HAPPENED IN THAT
TIME--MUCH OF IT CENTERED ON A HIGH-LEVEL PANEL, HEADED
BY JIM FLETCHER, CHARGED WITH RECOMMENDING AN K&LU PLAN
TO CARRY OUT THE PRESIDENT’S PROPOSAL- AND A LOT MORE

IS GOING TO HAPPEN-

WHEN THE PRESIDENT'S ANNOUNCEMENT WAS FIRST MADE,
I wWAS DISAPPOINTED, BUT NOT SURPRISED, AT THE VEHEMENT
REACTIONS FROM SOME OF THE TRADITIONAL ARMS CONTROL
ACTIVISTS. | WATCHE WITH SOME AMAZEMENT WHILE A
COUPLE OF DOZEN OF THEM MARSHALLED LARGELY IRRELEVANT
TECHNICAL ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE PRESIDENT’S PROPOSAL
FOR MUTUAL ASSURED DEFENSE WHILE AT THE SAME TIME THEY
EMBRACED MUTUAL ASSURED DESTRUCTION AS THE PREFERRED

ALTERNATIVE. [HAT WAS REALLY LOGIC TURNED UPSIDE DOWN-

BUT | WAS MUCH MORE CONCERNED ABOUT THE REACTION OF
THE BROADER SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL COMMUNITY, UPON
WHOM THE SUCCESS OF THIS NEW DEFENSE STRATEGY WOULD
ULTIMATELY RIDE- I|HERE WAS, NOT UNEXPEC1 DLY, STRONG
SKEPTICISM, NOT ON IDEOLOGICAL GROUNDS, BUT MORE OF A
] ~ h ['m b
THAT, AMONG THOSE TECHNICAL PEOPLE WHO HAVE BEEN PART
OF OR ORSERVING THIS PROCESS OF TRYING TO DEFINE AN K&U

PATH, MUCH OF THAT INITIAL SKEPTICISM HAS GIVEN WAY TO






DISPERSION IN LASER BEAMS, IN CONJUNCTION WITH ADAPTIVE
OPTICS-"MIRRORS THAT CAN BE POINTED ELECTROMECHANICALLY
LIKE PHASED-ARRAY RADARS~-COULD PERMIT OPERATION OF
HIGH-POWER SPACE LASERS, BUT ON THE GROUND. THAT cCOULD
PERMIT US EASIER OPERATION AND PROTECTION OF COMPLEX,
EXPENSIVE COMPONENTS. WE'RE ALSO SEEING GOOD PROGRESS
IN USING ULTRASHORT LASER PULSES TO CREATE DAMAGE
QUICKLY BY IMPULSE RATHER THAN THKOUGH THE THERMAL

EFFECTS OF SLOWERTACTING:CONTINUOUS RE 4S-

[HERE HAVE ALSO BEEN RECENT ADVANCES IN TRADITIONAL
NON-NUCLEAR TERMINAL Bl TECHNOLOGY THAT WE BELIEVE MAY BE

EXTRAPOLATED TO THE NEEDS OF A MID"COURSE INTERCEPT SYSTEM-

S50 IT’S THESE AND OTHER RECENT DEVELOPMENTS THAT
HAVE BREATHED VITALITY INTO THE POSSIBILITY OF A WORKABLE
STRATEGIC DEFENSE SYSTEM. NOW THE FLETCHER PANEL-~THE
GROUP PUTTING TOGETHER THE LONG-TERM KR&D PLAN--HAS
CONCLUDED .A4AT WE CAN NOW PRGJECT THE TECHNOLOGY~TEVEN
THOUGH IT HASN'T BEEN DEMONSTRATED YET--TO DEVELOP A
DEFENSE SYSTEM THAT COULD DRASTICALLY REDUCE THE THREAT
OF ATTACK BY NUCLEAR WEAPONS=-NOT ONLY TODAY'S, BUT

1
TO COUNTER SUCH A DEFENSE SYSTEM. [THIS woULD BE A
MULTI-TIERED ARRAY, PROBABLY DESIGNED TO RESPOND FIRST

TO BALLISTIC MISSILES IN THE BOOST PHASE, SECOND TO
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LAS S, ARE AT EVEN EARLIER STAGES AND STILL NEED TO
HAVE THEIR BASIC TECHNOLOGIES DEMONSTRATED BEFORE THEIR

POSSIBLE ROLES COULD EVEN BE ASSESSED-

INCIDENTALLY, | wouLD MAKE ONE THING VERY CLEAR: |
DON'T SEE A CRITICAL ROLE IN THIS DEFENSE INITIATIVE
FOR NUCLEAR WEAPONS PER SE. FIRST OF ALL, I'M NOT SURE
THAT THE USES PROPOSED FOR NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN SPACE
COULDN'T BE PERFORMED WITH NON-NUCLEAR TECHNOLOGIES-
MORE IMPORTANT, THE AMERICAN PEOPLE ARE NOT LIKELY TO
ENTHUSIASTICALLY SUPPORT THE PLACEMENT OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS
IN SPACE. BUT TO RETURN TO MY THOUGHT--BECAUSE OF THE NEED
TO GIVE THESE NASCENT TECHNOLOGIES A CHANCE TO UNFOLD, | SEE
THE 1980's AS THE KEY TIME FOR WEIGHING THE FEASIBILITY

OF A VARIETY OF APPROACHES TO STRATEGIC DE :NSE-

AT THE SAME TIME, WE HAVE TO GUARD AGAINST THE OTHER
UNDERSTANDABLE TENDENCY OF SCIENTISTS AND ENGINEERS TO
BECOME SO FASCINATED WITH THE RESEARCH PROCESS THAT WE
NEVER GET OUT OF THE LABORATORY STAGE. |0 PREVENT THAT
WE HAVE TO KEEP PRESSURE ON THE K& PROGRAM TO MOVE TO
CLOSURE. My OWN PREFERENCE IS TO PLAN FOR A NUMBER OF

vt f« ! '
~~>'~ MEAN DEPLOYMENT OF A PIECE OF A SYS1 4, BUT RATHER
SOME PERIODIC V'SIBLE PROOF OF PROGRESS~--NEAR-TERM

DEMONSTRATIONS OF MILITARILY MEANINGFUL SYSTEMS.
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