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today, " :t me 1 st te to you that the qu lity health care offered
to our veterans will not be compromised and the programs promised
to those who fought for their country remain a solid commitment

" of this Administration.

Two years ago, wt¢ 1 I spoke at your Chicago convention, we
were concerned bout more than a faltering economy. Sometimes
it's difficult to remember the frustration and helplessness we
felt then knowing that 50 of our citizens were being held hostage
in a distant land. América seemed confused and vacillating. For
the fi st time, one could hear the refrain that we were a Nation
in declir , tt t 1ir best days v e behind us. Morale in our
military was plunging as were recruitment and reenlistment'rates.

What we witnessed was the predictable result of a decade of
neglect for the security needs of the United States. During the
1970's, our defense spending, in constant dollars, decreased by
22 percent. As a percentage of our gross national product, it
fell from 9 percent in 1960 to 5.3 percent in 1980. This
intentional cut back decimated much of our military potential.
The Navy, which once could muster a commanding force in any
trouble spot, shrunk from more than 1,000 ships in the early 70's
to 531 ships in 1980. 1In too many cases, new weapons systems

were simply delayed or deferred:--- leaving the Army and Marine

the Air Force with bombers almost as old as the men flying them.
The last administration, elected on, a platform of cutting

military spending, turned this decline into a tailspin.



Meanwhile, the Soviet Union launched a massive program of
militarization which doubled their military budget over the past
15 years. Today the Kremlin's military commitment takes 12 to
14 percent of the Soviet gross national product. With an economy
two-thirds the size of our own, the Soviets are) by some
estimates, outspending us militarily by 50 percent; in the last
10 years, their investment in weapons systems, related research
and development, and military construction has been about
$350 billion greater tﬁan our own.

Consideriné the det rioration of Western def 1isive
capabilities, what happened in the last decade was one of the
gre :est voluntary réversals of a global power relationship in
the history of man.

When we met in Chicago, I pledged that if I was elected
Pre¢ ildent, I would t (e the ster necessary to restore America'
margin of safety. And, with your help, I have tried to fulfill
that pledge.
| Just like restoring health to our economy, rebuilding
America's defenses is not something that can be done overnight.
Yet, we've taken the first, vital steps on the long road back to
peace and security.

We have reversed some of the more damaging decisions made by

o2 5t r._strat 1. ..ather tt 1 cutt.:_ back, we are moving
forward. Among our decisions was the revival of the B-1 bomber
and the neutron warhead, important weapop;vcancelled by the last
administration ~- weapons that could well play an important role

in deterring aggression and maintaining the peace. Beyond
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As morally superior as that may make them feel, it does not make
conflict in the real world any less likely.

Teddy Roosevelt had something to say about this. "The voice
of the weakling," he said, "counts for nothing when he clamors
for peace; but the voice of the just man armgd is potent. We
need to keep in a condition of preparedness . . . not because we
want war, but because we desire to stand with those whose plea
for peace is listened to with respectful attention."

No, v don't glosg over our differences with the Soviets.

We are proud of our free system and we are not afraid to say it.
We oppose Soviet tyranny, and we are not afraid to say that
either. Yet this does not mean we cannot -- even while reélizing
our differences -- deal with the Soviet Union or anyone else on a
mature basis in order to prevent armed conflict, which is, of
course, in the interests of all the nations of the world.

To this end, we are engaged in serious strategic arms
negotiations. We've offered proposals to eliminate
intermediate-range missiles in Europe and to reduce the total
number of strategic arms to verifiéble, equal and agreed-upon
levels.

I'd like to thank the VFW for your support of ¢ : arms
reduction efforts and for your vocal opposition to what is known
¢ .- 2z ir s
ot negotiating position with the Soviets and, to the extent it
is successful, would freeze us into a pogition of permanent

inferiority. In short, it would reward the Soviets for their













Thank you very much, Commander, Fellwock, for that kind
introduction. I'm not sure I know how to possibly livg up

to it. You may recall the story about Admiral Nimitz and
General MacArthur, who were fishing together off the PHilippines
during the second World War, when a sudden squall capsized

their boat and sent both men into the water. When they |

finally managed to climb back on, the admiral turned to

the general and said, "Now, Mac, I hope you won't mention

this to a soul. 1I'd be disgraced if the men of the Navy

ever found out I can't swim".

And to this, the general replied, "Don't worry, admiral.
Your secret is safe. Besides, I'd hate to have my men

discover I can't walk on water."

Now, when you find yourself addressing an audience inthe
wake of President Reagan, you don't really expect to walk
on water - you're pleased just to be listened to at all.
think our President did us all ver roud sterde
morning... and from your reaction to his message, I suspect

you agree with me.



vo years ago, the people of this country signaled their
desire to turn away from the path of diplomatic retreat
and unilateral disarmament. They said they wanted America
re-armed - not may -be, not just a little, but re-armed to
a level that would deter future aggression and prevent

any adversary from confusing our hunc : for peace with a

taste for appeasement.

At the same time, here at home, they demanded an end to
the pickpocket school of government, an end to doubie
digit inflation, an end to the ocean of federal red ink
threatening to capsize us all. The man and the moment
met, and today, we are once again making good on the

promise of America.

That, of course, is but one of many priorities you and this
Adr "1istration have in common. Together, we envisage an
America where government is the people's servant, and not
their master. We see an America whose people can afford

to enjoy the fruits of their labor -- instead of surrendering
that bounty to the voracious appetite of tax collectors

] )1



1 the last 19 mont! , President Reagan has done much to
make that vision become reality. Thanks to his lead?rship
-- and thanks to the vocal support of millions of citizens
like yourselves -- we are giving this country back to the

:ople who make it great, and defended it bravely. We

1 launched the greatest 'relief program ever -- for tke .
American taxpayer. We are putting $ billion back
into your pockets -- and we are entrusting you to make the

decisions that will move our economy off dead-center.

v have finally begun to tighten the belt on Washington --

while continuing to care for those in genuine need. For

any who doubt that commitment, I would call their attention

to the 95 million Americans who will eat a federally-subsidized

meal tomorrow -- or the 5 million college students aided by

federal dollars in pursuit of a degree -- or the one million
sipiring jobholders being trained with fe =2ral funds -- or

the 3% million who live in federally-subsidized housing.
This Administration is not abandoning its obligation to the
needy -- only accepting the honest fact that government can

no longer spend with rec}” 2ss abandon, and that when it dc s

inflation and unemployment. No we have a different idea. We



‘e cutting taxes -- :ting 7 2 f growth in >ending
rec :ing excessive regulation -- and prusuing a stable
economic climate within which to make plans. We are doing
all this because the o0ld ways have failed. And because
v want something better than paternalism for the poor -- we
want to offer them a hand up not just a hand out. We want
a hard pressed middle class to keep more of what it earns.
As they grow to adulthood, we want our children to have the

same opportunity to enjoy the independence that comes with

self-support.

Most of all, we want them to inherit a world at peace, where
no one rattles a sword and no one drags a chain. And that

brings me to yet another priority which you and this administration

shai

Perhaps no audience in America better understands the distinction
between defensive and offensive weapons. Surely, none has
been more generous in its support for an America whose defense

adequate to her needs. For you understand that great
nations must shoulder great responsibilities. They must be
willing to spend dollars for defense, unless they want to spill
blood on some distant battle field. You understand the

i : r

in our own neighborhoods, but ih the giobal « mity. You
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understand strength as a deterrent to wrongdoers. And you
have never hesitated to go public with that realistic assessment

of the dangerous world in which.we live.

And so it is, that this evening, n the midst of a worldwide
debate on arms and arms control, I would like to spend a few

minutes on this country's pésition and this President's’

efforts to halt the rush to doomsday.

Last November 18th, 1981 President Reagan called for the "Zero
Option as far as theater nucl ir forces for Europe were concerned;
that is, withdrawal of U.S. Pershing II and ground-launched
cruise missles to be matched by the dismantling of Soviet

S5-20's, SS-4's, and SS-5's already in place.

On May 9th of this year, our President unveiled his long-
awaited strategic arms reduction proposal:

ICBM warheads down by About 50% to 5,000 for each ¢ de and

all ballistic missles -- land or sea-based -- down to one half

of the existing U.S. inventory.

Finally, on June 10th President Reagan called for sharp, mutual
reductions over a seven year period of the opposing forces
11 C 1 - to n t 0,000 r ¥ N ot

and NATO ground forces and 900,000 for<ground and air forces.


















- FIFTH - We will improve our sti :egic defenses as

yet another means of discouraging and deterring attack.

We will not neglect our conventional capabilities - far from it.
We intend to plac special emphasi on those areas which have

suf :d the most during the long years wt 1 our defensé¢ wére
allowed to decay. That means i1 _roving the overall readiness,
sustainability, and moderniation of our forces. It means
bolstering our military's ability to respond to conventional
challenges. It means getting on with the unglamorous yet critical
task of providing more spare parts, more ammunition, more

fuel andd more training so that those who must be proficient

in the use of weapons can have the timethey need to develop

their skills properly.

In rebuilding our land forces, we will not neglect those who fly
ir flag on the vast oceans and the inland seas. For access

to the seas is vital if we are to protect our interests abroad

as well as the crucial lines of supply that now bring us scarce

materials from all over the world. A strong avy is the only

way to insure this ability -- and we are rebuilding ours so that

it will be very strong indeed. We are also upgrading the rapid

S









in the presence of foes. We will keep tl peace -- but a peace of
equals. We will insure American power -- along with a sense of
American purpose. We will not lower our voice; we will never

lower our flag. And the men of Khe San, like their predecessors

at Guadalcanal, Anzio, the Ardennes, 1d Gettysl ré, will know that

their sacrifice is honored, their nation secure, and their children

¢ e to ¢ sume their own responsibliti ; in the 200 year struggle
for freedom -- wherever it thrives, and ;specially, wherever it

is threatened. You have never let us ¢ w¥n' we will not let you down.

Thank you and God bless you all.
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