Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This 1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Maseng, Mari: Files (OPL)
Folder Title: Iceland Trip (2)
Box: OA 14573

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library(@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/



https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/

WHITE HOUSE TALKING POINTS October 16, 1986

ARMS REDUCTION AT ICEIAND -- HISTORIC PROGRESS

Unlike the past, the U.S. is now dealing fram a position of strength and
confidence. General Secretary Gorbachev suggested the Iceland meeting, and the
President accepted in an effort to further the US/Soviet dialogue in all four
areas of the agenda.

o Because of U.S. strength and confidence, and the inducement of SDI to
negotiate, unprecedented progress was made toward dramatically reducing
offensive nuclear arsenals.

o} Mr. Gorbachev held progress in all areas, including arms reduction, hostage
to his non-negotiable demand that the U.S. cut back and effectively kill SDI.
The President insisted that SDI remain viable under the terms of the 1972 ABM
Treaty, which, unlike the Soviet Union, the U.S. has camplied with.

0 To break the deadlock, the President offered: A 10 year commitment not to
deploy any future strategic defense system, coupled with 50% reduction in
U.S. and Soviet strategic forces in the next five years and mutual and total
elimination of all U.S. and Soviet ballistic missles over the following five
years.

o) Mr. Gorbachev rejected the President's offer, refusing to allow SDI testing
~— the heart of any research program.

Current Impasse; Future Opportunities

o) Mr. Gorbachev's non-negotiable terms on SDI would have perpetuated America's
vulnerability to Soviet missiles. Where the security of the American people
and our Allies is involved, no agreement is better than a bad agreement.

o) The USSR wants to continue to base global security on the threat of mutual
annihilation. President Reagan seeks a safer world with peace and deterrence
based increasingly on defensive means.

o In 1984, when the Soviets failed to achieve their objectives to weaken NATO's
defensive capability in Europe, through negotiating intransigence and
continuing $S-20 deployments, they walked out of all nuclear arms
negotiations. In 1985, they were back at the table and, in 1986, for the
first time, dramatic progress has been made toward mutual reductions.

o The President believes that additional meetings can build on the major
progress toward arms reduction and achieve final breakthrough agreements.
The President's invitation for a U.S. Sumit == the objective that Iceland
was intended to prepare for -- remains open.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.



WHITE HOUSE TALKING POINTS (Iceland Continued)

SDI Not the Problem: It's the Solution

o In SDI, we are investigating defensive systems to enhance future security for
America and our Allies by being able to destroy attacking missiles. It will
have no offensive function. There is no rational reason to oppose SDI research.

o) Insurance -- Why should the Soviets, in opposing SDI, insist that America and
its Allies remain vulnerable to Soviet missile attack? Strategic defenses
would help underwrite arms reduction agreements against cheating or
abrogation, while defending against attack from other countries.

o By denying a potential attacker hope of gaining meaningful military benefit, SDI
is the best lever to achieve real arms reductions. SDI deters use of offensive
systems, thereby rendering future investments in offensive systems imprudent.

o} The Soviets have longstanding and massive strategic defense programs of their
own, going well beyond research, and have the only operational anti-ballistic
missile system in the world, a system they are steadily improving.

o) By refusing the President's far-reaching arms reduction offer and making his
own non-negotiable demand on the United States, Gorbachev refused an historic
opportunity for progress toward ridding the world of nuclear weapons.

o Nonetheless, the ideas and progress for radically reducing and ultimately
eliminating nuclear weapons presented at Reykjavik can be built upon at the
table in Geneva.

Human Rights

Respect for human rights is as important to peace as arms reductions because peace
requires trust. The President told Gorbachev the Soviets' human rights performance
is an obstacle for improved relations between our two countries.

o A country that breaks faith with its own people cannot be trusted to keep
faith with foreign powers.

o) The Soviet Union signed the 1975 Helsinki Accords. The Soviets should abide
by them -- allowing free emigration and the reunification of divided
families, and religious and cultural freedoms -- instead of throwing those
who monitor the Soviet compliance (e.g. Yuri Orlov) in jail.

o) We will continue to press for improvements in the caming weeks and months.

0 The Soviets, for the first time, agreed to regular bilateral discussions on
humanitarian and human rights issues.

Expanded cultural exchanges -- The President reaffirmed his commitment to continue
to broaden and expand people-to-people exchanges -- where Soviet citizens and
Americans may see first hand more of each other's country and culture.

Regiocnal Conflicts -- The President raised the serious problems caused in the
world by Soviet military occupation of Afghanistan, and continued military support
of the regimes in Angola, Nicaragua, and Cambodia, that are waging war on their
own people. We cannot take seriously the token troop “"withdrawals" fram
Afghanistan which they have announced.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.



WHITE HOUSE TALKING POINTS October 15, 1986

PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR SDI

The media and political opponents of SDI have found it convenient to present SDI
in caricature, as the "so-called 'Star Wars' proposal." It is no wonder that many
Americans are confused about the President's proposal and think the U.S. currently
has a defense against missiles!

o] An Associated press-Media General poll released in August found that 60
percent of Americans felt that the U.S. had either a good or an excellent
defense against a Soviet missile attack.

o In fact, the U.S. is utterly defenseless against Soviet rockets.

Americans Want Enhanced Security

When the American people are asked to evaluate concepts, rather than the labels
such as "Star Wars," they support SDI. Evidence:

Two days after the President's return from Iceland, polls taken by major news
organizations showed the public supports President Reagan's refusal to surrender
his Strategic Defense Initiative.

—- A New York Times/CBS News poll shows 68 percent support.

-- Nearly 60 percent polled by the Washington Post/ABC News poll said Reagan
should retain his cammitment to SDI.

—- According to the Wall Street Journal/NBC News poll, only 15 percent of the
American people think SDI is a bad idea.

Penn + Schoen Associates (9/27/86)

Question: SDI is a research program to develop a system to destroy incoming
nuclear missiles before they reach their targets. Do you favor or oppose the U.S.
going ahead with the research and development phases of SDI?

Favor =-- 81% Oppose -- 13%

Question: If such a system could be developed, would you favor or oppose using it
in the United States?

Favor -- 78% Oppose =-—— 13%
ABC News (1/4/85 - 1/6/85)

Question: Do you favor or oppose developing such defensive weapons (which use
lasers and particle beams to shoot down enemy missiles), or what?

Favor -~ 49% Oppose -- 44%

Heritage Founde+ion/Sindlinger & Co. Poll (5/27/85)

89 percent of the American people would support a Strategic Defense program if it
would make a Soviet Missile attack less likely.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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THE STRATEGIC DEFENSE INITIATIVE (SDI)

The U.S. and her Allies are defenseless against a deliberate or accidental nuclear
attack.

o) The U.S. presently deters nuclear attack by threatening retaliation. SDI
offers a safer and more moral alternative: employing technology to protect
people instead of threatening their annihilation.

Challenge for the Present and Insurance for the Future

o SDI is a broad-based program to demonstrate the feasibility of effective
strategic defenses. Like the Apollo Project, SDI is a revolutionary program
that merits a full-scale national effort.

o SDI taps the finest scientific minds in the U.S. and other countries to
© investigate a range of defensive technologies. This research will lead
toward an informed decision on defensive options in the early 1990s.

o SDI has induced the Soviets to negotiate for deep cuts in offensive arsenals.
It is the best insurance policy that any future arms reduction agreements
will be implemented and camplied with by the Soviets, and it guards against
ballistic missile attack by third countries.

SDI Progress

o Some in Congress would cripple SDI with short-sighted budget cuts giving the
Soviets a key concession they have not been able to win through negotiations.
Sustained research has already produced major technical advances:

-~ June 1984 -- a non-nuclear interceptor destroyed an unarmed warhead in
space;

-~ Fall 1985 -- successful laser tests compensate for atmospheric distortion
while tracking rockets in flight; '

—-- Spring 1986 -- A high~power laser destroyed a static
target;

-- June 1986 -- a self-guided missile intercepted a target moving at three
times the speed of sound;

-—  September 1986 —— Successful Delta launch, track, and
intercept in space of target vehicles.

SDI: Also a Prudent Hedge Against Existing Soviet Strategic Defense Programs

o The Soviet Union has upgraded the world's only deployed Anti-Ballistic
Missile defense system, which protects Greater Moscow, and is constructing a
large missile tracking radar in Siberia, in violation of the 1972 ABM Treaty.

o) The Soviets have deployed the world's only operational weapon for destroying
satellites.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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SDI -- Enhance Peace/Safer World

Gallup Organization (1/25/85 -~ 1/28/85)

Question: In your opinion, would developing this system (Star Wars or space-based
defense against nuclear attack) make the world safer from nuclear destruction or
less safe?

Make world safer -- 50% Make world less safe -— 32%

Decision Making/Information (2/8/86 -~ 2/9/86)

Question: SDI, is a good idea because it will help deter a Soviet attack, increase
the chance of reaching an arms control agreement, and reduce the risk of war.
Others say that SDI, is a bad idea because it will upset the balance of power,
accelerate the arms race, and increase the risk of war. Is SDI research a good
idea or a bad idea?

Good idea -- 62% Bad idea —- 31%

SDI -- Technical Feasibility

CBS News/New York Times (1/2/85 - 1/4/85)

Question: Ronald Reagan has proposed developing a defensive nuclear system in
space that would destroy incoming missiles before they reach the United States, a
system some people call Star Wars. Do you think such a system could work?

Yes ——- 62% No -- 23%

SDI -- Arms Reduction

Iouis Harris and Associates (3/2/85 - 3/5/85)

Question: Agree or disagree...Once the Russians knew we were successfully building
a new anti-nuclear defense system, they would be much more willing to agree to a
treaty that would halt the nuclear arms race.

Agree —— 52% Disagree -- 44%

Gallup Organization (1/25/85 -~ 1/28/85)

Question: Would the United States' developing this system Star Wars, a

space-based defense against nuclear attack, increase or decrease the likelihood of

reaching a nuclear arms agreement with the Soviet Union?

Increase —— 47% Decrease -- 32%

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Aftairs; 456-7170.
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THE PRESIDENT'S ICEIAND MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV

Executive Summary

The President went to Iceland to pramote the main objectives of American foreign
policy: true peace and greater freedam in the world. He met with General
Secretary Gorbachev for 10 hours of frank and substantive direct talks. We
achieved our objectives.

The President focused on a broad four point agenda for improved U.S.-Soviet
relations: Human Rights; Arms Reductions; the Resolution of Regional Conflicts;
and Expanding Bilateral Contacts and Communications.

Increasing and Overwhelming Public Support

Private media polls immediately following the Iceland meeting found overwhelming
support by the American people for the President.

o The Wall Street Journal/NBC News and the New York Times/CBS News polls
registered 71% and 72% (respectively) approved of the President's handling of
the Iceland meeting.

Building Upon Iceland Meeting

o} Never before in the history of arms control negotiations has so much progress
been made in so many areas, in so short a time.

o The U.S. and Soviet Union came very close to an agreement that would secure
massive reductions of the most threatening weapon systems: offensive
ballistic missiles.

o Mr. Gorbachev's non-negotiable terms on the President's Strategic Defense
Initiative (SDI) would have perpetuated America's vulnerability to Soviet
missiles. Where the security of the American people and our Allies is
involved, no agreement is better than a bad agreement.

o SDI was a main inducement for the Soviets to negotiate for deep cuts in
offensive arsenals. SDI remains the best insurance policy that any future
arms reduction agreements will be implemented and camplied with by the
Soviets.

o) Notwithstanding the disagreements on SDI, the President is calling upon the
Soviet leadership to follow through on arms reduction accamplishments at
Reykjavik and continue to discuss our differences on strategic defense, which
have been narrowed.

o) We will vigorously pursue, at the same time, progress in other areas of the
agenda, especially human rights.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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STORAGE

O

We achieved historic steps because of renewed confidence and
strength from: new cohesiveness and optimism on the part of
the American people, renewed econcamic dynamism, refurbished
military strength, and allied cohesion.

Our differences on strategic defense center on the fact that
the Soviets wish to perpetuate a strategic situation based
on the threat of mass annihilation of populations.

In our view, if our research succeeds (and recent results
make us optimistic) we think it far better to rely
increasingly on defensive systems——which threaten no
one--with sharp reductions of offensive nuclear

weapons ,near-term elimination of all U.S. and Soviet
ballistic missiles, and hopefully the ultimate elimination
of ALL nuclear weapons.

We ask the USSR to consider: Do they really want to hold up
historic achievements just so they can continue to have the
capability of destroying the world?

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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ARMS REDUCTION AT ICELAND -—— HISTORIC PROGRESS

Unlike the past, the U.S. is now dealing fram a position of strength and
confidence. General Secretary Gorbachev suggested the Iceland meeting, and the
President accepted in an effort to further the US/Soviet dialogue in all four
areas of the agenda.

o) Because of U.S. strength and confidence, and the inducement of SDI to
negotiate, unprecedented progress was made toward dramatically reducing
offensive nuclear arsenals.

o Mr. Gorbachev held progress in all areas, including arms reduction, hostage
to his non-negotiable demand that the U.S. cut back and effectively kill SDI.
The President insisted that SDI remain viable under the terms of the 1972 ABM
Treaty, which, unlike the Soviet Union, the U.S. has camplied with.

o To break the deadlock, the President offered: A 10 year camnitment not to
deploy any future strategic defense system, coupled with 50% reduction in
U.S. and Soviet strategic forces in the next five years and mutual and total
elimination of all U.S. and Soviet ballistic missles over the following five
years.

o) Mr. Gorbachev rejected the President's offer, refusing to allow SDI testing
——- the heart of any research program.

Current Impasse; Future Opportunities

o Mr. Gorbachev's non-negotiable terms on SDI would have perpetuated America's
vulnerability to Soviet missiles. Where the security of the American people
and our Allies is involved, no agreement is better than a bad agreement.

e} The USSR wants to continue to base global security on the threat of mutual
annihilation. President Reagan seeks a safer world with peace and deterrence
based increasingly on defensive means.

o In 1984, when the Soviets failed to achieve their objectives to weaken NATO's
defensive capability in Europe, through negotiating intransigence and
continuing SS-20 deployments, they walked out of all nuclear arms
negotiations. In 1985, they were back at the table and, in 1986, for the
first time, dramatic progress has been made toward mutual reductions.

o The President believes that additional meetings can build on the major
progress toward arms reduction and achieve final breakthrough agreements.
The President's invitation for a U.S. Summit —- the objective that. Iceland
was intended to prepare for -— remains open.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 16, 1986

Dear Editor:

Attached, for your information, is an issue brief on the
President's Iceland meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev,
arms reduction at Iceland, and the Strategic Defense Initiative.

Also included in this package is the address by the
President to the nation on October 13, 1986.

If you have any questions concerning these materials, please
contact the Office of Public Affairs at (202)456-7170.

Sincerely,

T bif——

Thomas F. Gibson
Special Assistant to the President
and Director of Public Affairs
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THE PRESIDENT'S ICELAND MEETING WITH GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV

Executive Summary

The President went to Iceland to pramote the main objectives of American foreign
policy: true peace and greater freedom in the world. He met with General
Secretary Gorbachev for 10 hours of frank and substantive direct talks. We
achieved our objectives. ———

The President focused on a broad four point agenda for improved U.S.-Soviet
relations: Human Rights; Arms Reductions; the Resolution of Regional Conflicts;
and Expanding Bilateral Contacts and Communications.

Increasing and Overwhelming Public Support

Private media polls immediately following the Iceland meeting found overwhelming
support by the American people for the President.

o) The Wall Street Journal/NBC News and the New York Times/CBS News polls
registered 71% and 72% (respectively) approved of the President's handling of
the Iceland meeting.

Building Upon Iceland Meeting

o Never before in the history of arms control negotiations has so much progress
been made in so many areas, in so short a time.

o The U.S. and Soviet Union came very close to an agreement that would secure
massive reductions of the most threatening weapon systems: offensive
ballistic missiles.

o) Mr. Gorbachev's non-negotiable terms on the President's Strategic Defense
Initiative (SDI) would have perpetuated America's vulnerability to Soviet
missiles. Where the security of the American people and our Allies is
involved, no agreement is better than a bad agreement.

o SDI was a main inducement for the Soviets to negotiate for deep cuts in
offensive arsenals. SDI remains the best insurance policy that any future
arms reduction agreements will be implemented and camplied with by the
Soviets.

o Notwithstanding the disagreements on SDI, the President is calling upon the
Soviet leadership to follow through on arms reduction accamplishments at
Reykjavik and continue to discuss our differences on strategic defense, which
have been narrowed.

o} We will vigorously pursue, at the same time, progress in other areas of the
agenda, especially human rights.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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ARMS REDUCTION AT ICEILAND -- HISTORIC PROGRESS

Unlike the past, the U.S. is now dealing from a position of strength and
confidence. General Secretary Gorbachev suggested the Iceland meeting, and the
President accepted in an effort to further the US/Soviet dialogue in all four
areas of the agenda.

()

Because of U.S. strength and confidence, and the inducement of SDI to
negotiate, unprecedented progress was made toward dramatically reducing
offensive nuclear arsenals.

Mr. Gorbachev held progress in all areas, including arms reduction, hostage
to his non-negotiable demand that the U.S. cut back and effectively kill SDI.
The President insisted that SDI remain viable under the terms of the 1972 ARM
Treaty, which, unlike the Soviet Union, the U.S. has camplied with.

To break the deadlock, the President offered: A 10 year commitment not to
deploy any future strategic defense system, coupled with 50% reduction in
U.S. and Soviet strategic forces in the next five years and mutual and total
elimination of all U.S. and Soviet ballistic missles over the following five
years.

Mr. Gorbachev rejected the President's offer, refusing to allow SDI testing
-— the heart of any research program.

Current Impasse; Future Opportunities

o

Mr. Gorbachev's non-negotiable terms on SDI would have perpetuated America's
vulnerability to Soviet missiles. Where the security of the American people
and our Allies is involved, no agreement is better than a bad agreement.

The USSR wants to continue to base global security on the threat of mutual
annihilation. President Reagan seeks a safer world with peace and deterrence
based increasingly on defensive means.

In 1984, when the Soviets failed to achieve their objectives to weaken NATO's
defensive capability in Europe, through negotiating intransigence and
continuing SS-20 deployments, they walked out of all nuclear arms
negotiations. In 1985, they were back at the table and, in 1986, for the
first time, dramatic progress has been made toward mutual reductions.

The President believes that additional meetings can build on the major
progress toward arms reduction and achieve final breakthrough agreements.
The President's invitation for a U.S. Sumit —— the objective that Iceland
was intended to prepare for -- remains open. : '

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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SDI Not the Problem: It's the Solution

o In SDI, we are investigating defensive systems to enhance future security for
America and our Allies by being able to destroy attacking missiles. It will
have no offensive function. There is no rational reason to oppose SDI research.

o Insurance -- Why should the Soviets, in opposing SDI, insist that America and
its Allies remain vulnerable to Soviet missile attack? Strategic defenses
would help underwrite arms reduction agreements against cheating or
abrogation, while defending against attack from other countries.

o) By denying a potential attacker hope of gaining meaningful military benefit, SDI
is the best lever to achieve real arms reductions. SDI deters use of offensive
systems, thereby rendering future investments in offensive systems imprudent.

o) The Soviets have longstanding and massive strategic defense programs of their
own, going well beyond research, and have the only operational anti-ballistic
missile system in the world, a system they are steadily improving.

o By refusing the President's far-reaching arms reduction offer and making his
own non-negotiable demand on the United States, Gorbachev refused an historic
opportunity for progress toward ridding the world of nuclear weapons.

o Nonetheless, the ideas and progress for radically reducing and ultimately
eliminating nuclear weapons presented at Reykjavik can be built upon at the
table in Geneva.

Human Rights

Respect for human rights is as important to peace as arms reductions because peace
requires trust. The President told Gorbachev the Soviets' human rights performance
is an obstacle for improved relations between our two countries.

o) A country that breaks faith with its own people cannot be trusted to keep
faith with foreign powers.

o} The Soviet Union signed the 1975 Helsinki Accords. The Soviets should abide
by them —— allowing free emigration and the reunification of divided
families, and religious and cultural freedams -- instead of throwing those
who monitor the Soviet campliance (e.g. Yuri Orlov) in jail.

o We will continue to press for improvements in the caming weeks and months.

o) The Soviets, for the first time, agreed to regular bilateral discussions on
humanitarian and human rights issues.

Expanded cultural exchanges -- The President reaffirmed his cammitment to continue
to broaden and expand people-to-people exchanges —- where Soviet citizens and
Americans may see first hand more of each other's country and culture.

Regional Conflicts —- The President raised the serious problems caused in the
world by Soviet military occupation of Afghanistan, and continued military support
of the regimes in Angola, Nicaragua, and Cambodia, that are waging war on their
own people. We cannot take seriously the token troop "withdrawals" from
Afghanistan which they have announced.

For additional Information, call the White House Office of Public Atfairs; 456-7170.
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THE STRATEGIC DEFENSE INITIATIVE (SDI)

The U.S. and her Allies are defenseless against a deliberate or accidental nuclear
attack.

o The U.S. presently deters nuclear attack by threatening retaliation. SDI
offers a safer and more moral alternative: employing technology to protect
people instead of threatening their annihilation.

Challenge for the Present and Insurance for the Future

o SDI is a broad-based program to demonstrate the feasibility of effective
strategic defenses. Like the Apollo Project, SDI is a revolutionary program
that merits a full-scale national effort.

o) SDI taps the finest scientific minds in the U.S. and other countries to
investigate a range of defensive technologies. This research will lead
toward an informed decision on defensive options in the early 1990s.

o SDI has induced the Soviets to negotiate for deep cuts in offensive arsenals.
It is the best insurance policy that any future arms reduction agreements
will be implemented and camplied with by the Soviets, and it guards against
ballistic missile attack by third countries.

SDI Progress

o Some in Congress would cripple SDI with short-sighted budget cuts giving the
Soviets a key concession they have not been able to win through negotiations.
Sustained research has already produced major technical advances:

—-  June 1984 —— a non-nuclear interceptor destroyed an unarmed warhead in
space;
-- Fall 1985 -- successful laser tests compensate for atmospheric distortion

while tracking rockets in flight; ‘
-- Spring 1986 —- A high-power laser destroyed a static
target;
— June 1986 -- a self-guided missile intercepted a target moving at three
times the speed of sound;
~- September 1986 —-- Successful Delta launch, track, and
intercept in space of target vehicles.

SDI: Also a Prudent Hedge Against Existing Soviet Strategic Defense Programs

o The Soviet Union has upgraded the world's only deployed Anti-Ballistic
Missile defense system, which protects Greater Moscow, and is constructing a
large missile tracking radar in Siberia, in violation of the 1972 ABM Treaty.

o The Soviets have deployed the world's only operational weapon for destroying
satellites.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR SDI

The media and political opponents of SDI have found it convenient to present SDI
in caricature, as the "so-called 'Star Wars' proposal." It is no wonder that many
Americans are confused about the President's proposal and think the U.S. currently
has a defense against missiles!

o An Associated press-Media General poll released in August found that 60
percent of Americans felt that the U.S. had either a good or an excellent
defense against a Soviet missile attack.

o In fact, the U.S. is utterly defenseless against Soviet rockets.

Americans Want Enhanced Security

When the American people are asked to evaluate concepts, rather than the labels
such as "Star Wars," they support SDI. Evidence:

Two days after the President's return from Iceland, polls taken by major news
organizations showed the public supports President Reagan's refusal to surrender
his Strategic Defense Initiative.

-—- A New York Times/CBS News poll shows 68 percent support.

-- Nearly 60 percent polled by the Washington Post/ABC News poll said Reagan
should retain his commitment to SDI.

—— According to the Wall Street Journal/NBC News poll, only 15 percent of the
American people think SDI is a bad idea.

Penn + Schoen Associates (9/27/86)

Question: SDI is a research program to develop a system to destroy incoming
nuclear missiles before they reach their targets. Do you favor or oppose the U.S.
going ahead with the research and development phases of SDI?

Favor =-- 81% Oppose =-- 13%

Question: If such a system could be developed, would you favor or oppose using it
in the United States?

Favor -- 78% Oppose - 13%
ABC News (1/4/85 - 1/6/85)

Question: ‘Do you favor or oppose developing such defensive weapons (which use
lasers and particle beams to shoot down enemy missiles), or what?

Favor -- 49% Oppose -- 44%

Heritage Foundation/Sindlinger & Co. Poll (5/27/85)

89 percent of the American people would support a Strateglc Defense program if it
would make a Soviet Missile attack less likely.

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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SDI —- Enhance Peace/Safer World

Gallup Organization (1/25/85 - 1/28/85)

Question: In your opinion, would developing this system (Star Wars or space-based
defense against nuclear attack) make the world safer from nuclear destruction or
less safe?

Make world safer =-- 50% Make world less safe —— 32%

Decision Making/Information (2/8/86 - 2/9/86)

Question: SDI, is a good idea because it will help deter a Soviet attack, increase
the chance of reaching an arms control agreement, and reduce the risk of war.
Others say that SDI, is a bad idea because it will upset the balance of power,
accelerate the amms race, and increase the risk of war. Is SDI research a good
idea or a bad idea?

Good idea -—-- 62% Bad idea —- 31%

SDI -- Technical Feasibility

CBS News/New York Times (1/2/85 - 1/4/855

Question: Ronald Reagan has proposed developing a defensive nuclear system in
space that would destroy incoming missiles before they reach the United States, a
system some people call Star Wars. Do you think such a system could work?

Yes —— 62% No —-- 23%

SDI -- Arms Reduction

Iouis Harris and Associates (3/2/85 - 3/5/85)

Question: Agree or disagree...Once the Russians knew we were successfully building
a new anti-nuclear defense system, they would be much more willing to agree to a
treaty that would halt the nuclear arms race.

Agree -- 52% Disagree -- 44%

Gallup Organization (1/25/85 - 1/28/85)

Question: Would the United States' developing this system Star Wars, a
space-based defense against nuclear attack, increase or decrease the likelihood of
reaching a nuclear arms agreement with the Soviet Union?

Increase —— 47% Decrease —-'32%

For additional information, call the White House Office of Public Affairs; 456-7170.
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WASHINGTON

October 16, 1986

MEMORANDUM FOR SENIOR WHITE HOUSE STAFF
FROM: PAT BUCHAN

SUBJECT: Iceland

On making SDI a partisan issue ~- we are late.



ON THE RECORD

"The only way Star Wars is going to become a
bargaining chip [in future negotiations] is
if Congress comes back next year and takes a
meat ax to it."
--- Rep. Ed Markey
Washington Post, 10/15/86

", ..it is difficult to believe that any other
President since World War II would have ignored
the opportunity that knocked at Reykjavik."
--- Sen. Teddy Kennedy
New York Times, 10/16/86

"Apparently the President got right up to the
brink of making and accepting those initiatives
and then backed away for some strange reason."
--— Sen. Gary Hart
ABC News, 10/13/86

"The President came within a whisper of

getting an agreement and held it all up because
he wanted to pursue his dream of 'Star Wars.'
To me, his dream is a nightmare." (emphasis
added)

~-—-—- Rep. Tom Downey
CBS News, 10/13/86

"He [Reagan] made a mistake in rushing to a 'no'
judgment. He should have kept the process going."
--- Rep. Bob Edgar
Democrat candidate for Senate

Washington Post, 10/14/86

"The negotiations have broken down over the
Administration's commitment to a non-existent
system. They seem to ignore the fact that the
Soviet warheads are real. I must admit I find
difficulty with the logic."
--~ Senator Patrick Leahy (VT)
Rutland Herald, 10/14/86
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"I think it was a serious mistake to let star
wars destroy the chance for real arms control now."
--- Sen. Donald Riegle
Congressional Record, 10/14/86
p. S16014

",...the House gave in to his pleas and untied
his hands, and all he did was sit on them
at the summit."
--—- Rep. Pete Stark
Congressional Record, 10/15/86
p. H10138

".,..the United States delegation went to Iceland
empty handed, and returned to the United States
empty handed and confused."
--- Rep. Berkley Bedell
Congressional Record, 10/14/86
p. H9904

"...the question is why rather than compromise
his dream of a 'Star Wars' defense President
Reagan walked away from the possibility of
achieving the most significant progress on
nuclear arms control since the nuclear age
began."
--- Sen. Teddy Kennedy
New York Times, 10/16/86

"This weekend we had a chance to cash in
Star Wars for the best deal the Russians have
offered an American President since they sold
Alaska for $7 million and Ronald Reagan turned
it down cold."
--- Rep. Ed Markey
NBC News, 10/13/86

"The President promised results and came back
without one. He came back empty-handed.
We pay these men alot of money and give them
alot of honor to produce results. Every
predecessor in the nuclear era has come
to an agreement with the Soviets in some way on
nuclear arms, but Ronald Reagan.... We lost an
historic opportunity."

~—-= Mark Green, Democrat candidate

for Senate, press conference,
10/16/86
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"Mr. Reagan has fueled the widespread fears
that when the chips are down he is not
serious about arms control."
--- Sen. Teddy Kennedy
New York Times, 10/16/86

U.S. Senate candidate Endicott Peabody charged
here yesterday that President Reagan missed an
"opportunity for real arms reduction" at the
mini-summit the Democrat called the "“wreck
of Reykjavik."

--- Manchester Union Leader. 10/15/86

"Plainly, the summit was a failure. I'm concerned
that the President failed to nail down an
opportunity for elimination of nuclear weapons
in Europe, for a 50 percent cut in missiles
worldwide, and probably an opportunity for
some reduction in repression in the Soviet Union.
That was not nailed down because the President
stuck to a visionary, theoretical, unproven defense
of the United States that most scientists feel
won't work, a defense that will not be ready
for at least another 10 years, whereas these
agreements could have been fulfilled instantly."

--~- Alan Cranston

San Francisco Chronicle, 10/14/86

"The President has sent the world a message that
he doesn't want arms control -- that he has
put his faith in the stardust and moonbeams of
his Star Wars fantasies."
--- Rep. Ed Markey
Wall Street Journal, 10/14/86

"The Administration has only itself to blame
for a summit that was hastily agreed to and
poorly prepared. Now it must take responsibility
for getting the arms control process back on
track."”
--- Sen, Edward Kennedy
Congressional Record, 10/14/86
p. S16016




.

"The administration negotiators had their
chance, and they failed."
--- Rep. Tom Downey
Congressional Record, 10/14/86
p. H9904

"Congress should not hesitate to fill the void.
Mr. Reagan has not taken us to any summit, on
the contrary, he seems to have led the way
into one of the deepest valleys in recent
arms control history."
~-= Rep. Jim Moody
Congressional Record, 10/15/86
p. H10104

"...the Soviets made virtually all of the
concessions at Reykjavik on offensive forces.
When the President was called upon to make
concessions on SDI, he refused -- and the
summit fell apart.”
—--- Sen. Edward Kennedy
Congressional Record, 10/14/86
p. S16016

Seconding the motion:

"We had proposed large-scale, significant proposals
and ones that were based on compromise but
we saw no attempt on the U.S. side to respond in
kind, to meet us halfway."
--- General Secretary Gorbachev
New York Times, 10/15/86
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Possible events:

Arms Control

1. Briefing and luncheon with RR for science writers and
editors
2. VP and Cabinet-level briefing for Washington press corps

3. Luncheon with RR for pro-SDI columnists
4. RR meeting with pro-SDI scientists
5. RR visit to SDI research facilities

6. RR speeches on SDI to appropriate forums outside of
Washington, D.C.

Human Rights

1. RR commemorates 30th Anniversary of Hungarian Revolution,
October 1986

2, RR/VP participation at human and religious rights dinner
sponsored by Lithuanian Catholic Religious Aid,
Waldorf-Astoria, New York, October 25

3. RR meeting with divided spouses

4, RR meeting with Soviet Jewry leaders or address at major
Jewish convention

Regional Issues

1. RR meeting with Afghan freedom fighters
2. RR meeting with victims of Cuban violence in Angola

3. RR meeting with Indochinese refugee leaders



Former Presidents: If Carter could be convinced (and he should,
since we just did him such a big favor and Brzezinsky is on our
side), we should arrange for the three living former Presidents
to come to the White House to meet with the President and
proclaim support, or at least issue simultaneous statements.
Nixon and Ford at least should be willing to do television
interviews in support.

Former NSC advisors: At this level, they should be willing to
brief jointly at the White House, appear on Nightline and do
other interviews.

Scientists for SDI: We have a schedule proposal approved, but
pending a date, to bring scientists in to discuss the program
with the President. This could be either a Cabinet Room or 450
meeting designed to demonstrate how realistic the program is.

Young scientists: This event would take the opposite format of
the one above and would be spun toward the idea of preserving our
freedom for the next generation. (Many youth events could be
arranged with this twist).

Site visit: As has been proposed, the President should visit a
facility where the program is being researched and tested.

450 Briefings: There is no end to the groups we could brief at
the White House to provide a continuing forum for our messages.
We could also turn a myriad of other events to this purpose.
Generally, we should echo the comments of Brzezinsky this morning
when he declared the Soviet focus on this program "ominous." We
should remind the public at every opportunity of their outrageous
and aggressive behavior over the years and around the world. We
should point out that the Soviets are well along the way to
having their own defense and they want to rob us of ours. We
should point out the unsettling manner in which they tried to
trick/trap the President. We should remind people how they
walked out of Geneva and then walked back in when we stood firm.
Our surrogates should attack our opposition for siding with the
Soviets; make them appear weak (as they are). We should evoke
the same images we did in the past -- peace through strength,
deeds not words, dangerous world, etc. After all, the President
was not negotiating with Great Britain in Reykjavik, and some
people seem not to see the difference. We are not dealing with
Great Britain here, and some people seem to forget it.



POST-ICELAND PUBLIC OUTREACH

Administration public outreach efforts in preparation for
the Iceland meeting, and the great interest exhibited by the
media and general public, gives us an excellent opportunity,
especially during the next month, to promote its objectives in
three key areas of U.S./Soviet relations; arms control, human
rights and regional conflicts. Although the media is focusing
99% of its attention on arms control issues, the Iceland meeting
will heighten both media and general public interest in all
aspects of U.S./Soviet relations. 1In this atmosphere, almost any
RR or VP event aimed at getting a particular Administration
position publicized will have an excellent opportunity for
succeeding.

Of course there is no reason to believe that this heightened
interest in U.,S./Soviet relations will have a long lifespan.
Under normal circumstances, this interest would probably taper
off slowly after 3-4 weeks. Unfortunately, this time period
coincides with this year's election cycle. The Congressional
elections will hamper a post-Iceland public outreach strategy by
(a) diverting media and public attention from international
issues in general, and (b) siphoning off time from RR's and VP's
schedules for post-Iceland events.

Nonetheless, the fact remains that U.S./Soviet relations
will be a major point on the Administration's agenda over the
next two years. Thus, it would serve the Administration well to
take advantage of public interest by prom« ing its foreign policy
agenda through an aggressive public outreach effort. Such an
effort is especially important, should the Soviets and/or media
initiate a "Iceland failed because of SDI" campaign, allowing the
Soviets to get off the hook on human rights and regional issues.

Arms Control: Perhaps like no event over the past three
years, the Iceland meeting has raised public curiosity about SDI.
The heightened public curiosity give us an excellent opportunity
to educate the general public on SDI. It is especially important
for the Administration to nurture and develop a broad pro-SDI
constituency, as SDI's opponents may seek to "punish" the
President for his Iceland "failure" by further cutting SDI
funding and including harmful unilateral restrictions on arms
research, testing and development.

Possible events:

1. Briefing and luncheon with RR for science
writers and editors

2. VP and Cabinet level briefing for Washington press
corps

3. Luncheon with RR for pro-SDI columnists



4. RR meeting with pro-SDI scientists
5. RR visit to SDI research facilities

6. RR speeches on SDI to appropriate forums outside of
Washington, D.C.

These Presidential and Vice Presidential events should be
supplemented by events at the Cabinet and sub-Cabinet level.

Human Rights: The issue of human rights is one which
naturally puts the Soviets on the defensive. Increased public
understanding of Soviet human rights abuses would automatically
increase U.S./Western leverage over the Soviets at any future
negotiating forums on any issues.

1. RR commemorates 30th Anniversary of Hungarian
Revolution, October 1986

2. RR/VP participation at human and religious rights
dinner sponsored by Lithuanian Catholic Religious Aid,
Waldorf Astoria, New York, October 25.

3. RR meeting with divided spouses

4. RR meeting with Soviet Jewry leaders or address at
major Jewish convention

Regional Issues: Just as is the case with human rights, the
media and public will have heightened interest in U.S./Soviet
disagreements in regional conflicts.

1. RR meeting with Afghanistanian freedom fighters
2. RR meeting with victims of Cuban violence in Angola

3. RR meeting with Indochinese refugee leaders
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Networking Our Marathon

Antanas Saulaitis

Among the thousands of runners
in the classic Chicago, New York
and Boston marathons, there is
always a small number of foreign
athletes. They are usually cheered
on by a similarly small number of
their fellow countrymen. To make up
for their lack of numbers, the flag
waving group of supporters en-
courages their runner continually
throughout the race. They are with
the runner at the start, then they
jump into a car drive ahead of the
contestants, position themselves at
another station, wave and cheer as
their runner passes them by and
then rush ahead along the route,
waving and cheering their runner
till the finish. Solidarity with the
runner, good organization and a
shared enthusiasm amplify the effect
on the participants and the viewers.

* ok ox

Immediately after World War I,
the great powers wondered what to
do with the newly resurfaced states
of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and
Poland. It is said that the negotiators
wanted a buffer between the newly
communist Soviet Union and Wes-
tern Europe, but did not believe that
the relatively small Baltic States
could hold their cultural, economic,
political and military position. The
decisions made were more favorable
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to the better-known and larger
Poland, which included eastern
Lithuania ~ the region of Vilnius .
An important factor in the Allied
decisions was the presence in France
of many of Polish emigres, or rather,

The Lithuanian marathon is not 26.2 miles or 40 kilometers, but
(in 1986), 46 years of effort to keep the matter of human rights

in Lithuania in the public eye.

the descendents of those who left
their native country during the
uprisings of 1795, 1831, and 1863.

LR

A young lady of Lithuanian an-
cestry, having come to the United
States from South America on a tem-
porary visa, applied for an extension.
Her request was granted in a mail-
gram which ended in the word
“Linkéjimy” (Best Wishes in
Lithuanian).

.k ok

By now most persons of Lithua-
nian ancestry know, and not mere-
ly suspect, that people of the same
background can be found almost
anywhere on earth. It has happened
more than once, that Lithuanian
players were on different teams dur-
ing international basketball cham-
pionships, the Olympic games and
other events. It is no surprise that
Lithuanian communities exist in the
older Eastern cities of the US and
are growing in Western and
Southern US cities. As unpleasant
as the association may be, we often
say that Lithuanians are like
cockroaches — they thrive
everywhere despite the periodic
visits from overt or subtle
exterminators.

The Lithuanian marathon is not
26.2 miles or 40 kilometers, but (in

1986) 46 years of effort to keep the
matter of human rights in Lithuania
in the public eye. On a recent trip to
a Northwestern US city, the only
Lithuanian adult in a large school
requested half hour talks about the
Church in Lithuania for ten class
groups. Several hundred young peo-
ple heard about the heritage, faith
and hopes of Lithuania because one
school official has persevered in this
marathon, where so many world, na-
tional and local matters vie for at-
tention. They may not be voters in
the next election or referendum or
volunteers in a public service
organization, but when they see
“Baltic States” or “‘Lithuania’ in
print or conversation, they are
bound to remember,

New York is one of the cities
which has more than one Lithua-
nian parish, and rather than delaga-
ting the observances of Lithuania's
600 year Christianity jubilee to the
dominant parish, the organizers
worked out a calendar of pilgrimages
to each of the five institutions (four
parishes and the Cultural Center) on
the day of the patron saints, inviting
any and all to participate in the
other celebrations, much as the
marathon supporters interspersing
their support along the route.

Any collaboration among in-
dividuals, groups, communities or
people of other heritages with
similar goals enhances the ultimate
effect of our efforts.
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EDITORIALS

Urgent Action Needed Now

As we prepare to commemorate the 600 year anniversary of Chris-
tianity in Lithuania, we also note that our Catholic community in the
United States has been functioning for some 100 years.

How will we commemorate these two historical milestones? Will we
leave behind some institutional entity which will nourish and propagate
the values to which our forefathers have dedicated their lives? Qur com-
munity has'numerous needs: the maintenance of our parishes and other
community institutions; comprehensive programs aimed to bring our
youth back into the community; the formation of new community
centers; to bring all the sectors of our community into the work of the
lay apostolate — of Catholic Action; a greater concerted effort to aid our
brothers and sisters in occupied Lithuania. To accomplish all this and
much more the Catholic Federation has initiated The Catholic Action
Fund. A major fund drive is currently underway to raise $100,000 before
the end of this year. Founders of the Fund are urged to contribute $1000
or more.

Presidents of all the major Lithuanian Catholic community organiza-
tions are represented on the Fund’s steering committee. Therefore, the
Fund will be a joint effort of the entire community — a most profound
expression of its unity and determination to persevere.

The faithful of Lithuania are heroically struggling for and bearing
great sacrifices to maintain their faith and cultural values — they look
to us for support and a commitment to these same values. A generous
response to the Catholic Action Fund drive will be a most concrete and
positive statement that we stand together with them in their battle and

that the American Lithuanian Catholic Community for many years to
come will continue to witness to their struggle.

Congratulations!

«
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The Brooklyn-based human rights organization, Lithuanian Catholic
Religious Aid, is currently celeb‘rating 25 years of public service. This
anniversary was commemorated on October 25th with Mass at St.
Patrick’s Cathedral followed by a gala reception at the Waldorf Astoria.

Located in a converted two-story garage in Brooklyn, New York,
Lithuanian Catholic Religious Aid, headed by Rev. Casimir Pugevigius,
accomplishes as much, if not more, than other community organizations
working in the human rights area. It is noted for its ability to get the
job done, and has daringly employed the latest communications
technology available. While its primary focus is on directly aiding the
persecuted faithful, it has also done an admirable job in keeping the
Western world informed about Lithuania and its current struggle. To
date the organization has delivered over a million dollars in aid to the
Church behind the Iron Curtain. It has also undertaken the transla-
tion and publication of the underground Catholic paper, the Chronicle
of the Catholic Church in Lithuania. On this occasion we congratulate
Rev. Pugevitius and the members of his staff and we wish them God’s
blessing to persevere doing that which cannot be left undone.

LETTERS

Lithuanians “Guilty” Too

A letter to the editor, in the
August issue of The Observer, be-
moans the practice of changing
Lithuanian names into English. He
uses the example of The Observer’s
reference to Archbishop Jurgis
Matulaitis as “George” Matulaitis.

1 have news for him. Lithuanians
are also guilty of changing foreign
names into their own language.
When doing research on the Vene-
tian ambassador to the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania in the 15th century, I
discovered that his name was
changed in a Lithuanian history
from the Italian “Ambrogio” Con-
tarini to the Lithuanian “ Ambrazie-
jus” Contarini. A more recent exam-
ple of this practice is the reference
by pre-World War I Lithuanians to
Castle Garden, where prior to 1892,

immigrants were processed for en-
trance into the United States, as
“Kaslegarne.” This name stuck even
when Ellis Island superceded Castle
Garden as the point of entry.

Before casting stones, the letter
writer should have done a little
research. The practice of nationaliz-
ing foreign names, places and things,
loosely called “transliteration,” is an
age-old and universal process of
linguistic enrichment. Take the
Lithuanian word “istorija.” This is
a perfect example of transliteration.
The word originated in classical
Greece as “historia,” was borrowed
by the Latins, and then by the
English. The Lithuanian version
may have come from the original
Greek, or from the subsequent Latin
version, or perhaps even from the
English at fourth hand.

A wise man once said something
about a rose by any other name
smelling as sweet. And so whether

we refer to him as ‘“Jurgis” or
*“George,” all Lithuanians will re-
joice in a fellow countryman’s
beatification next June.

Albert Cizauskas
Falls Church, VA

Taking Up Arms?

I enjoyed the photo of the 1930
Lithuania-Afghanistan non-
aggression treaty signing printed in
the Sept.-Oct. issue of The Observer.
The translated fliers that are now
being printed by Afghans requesting
that Baltic soldiers put down their
arms so that Afghans could pick
them up was also interesting. I
would have liked to see that flier in
the original,

The Afghan request is, of course,

very dangerous, How would a Soviet
army officer react to a soldier who
goes to the front with an automatic
rifle and grenades and returns
without them? “Where are your
weapons, comrade?”’ he’d ask. The
soldier would certainly get a bullet
through his head, or at best, a trip
to white bear country.

If such risks need to be under-
taken, wouldn't it be more effective
for Lithuanian soldiers (as well as for
Latvians, Estonians and Ukrai-
nians), to shoot at Russian soldiers
during moments of heavy fire. Not
only would this deplete the Soviet
army, but also, i1t the Soviets got
wind of it, they might stop sending
Baltic youths to Afghanistan. Of
course, the risks are enormous.

In any case, we should always
try to weaken the Soviet Union.

Algirdas Gustaitis
Los Angeles, CA
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Comrades Laughing

at

Themselves

Is That You Laughing, Comrade?
The World’s Best Russian
(Underground) Jokes

By Algis Ruh#énas. Drawings by George
Kocar. Secaucus, N.J.: €itadel Press,
1986. $5.95.

Vytenis B. Damusis

Not so recently, [ was offered the
dubious opportunity by The Observer
to review a compendium of one-
liners and story jokes that make a
powerful political statement about a
humorless system and its equally
dour leaders. So here I am, Mr. Algis
Ruksénas, reviewing in print your
compendium of anti-soviet, anti-
communist humor, hating the whole
business of the review, but liking the
book. It provoked smiles, stimulated
laughter, and, best of all, provided
me with more opportunities to shine
in those late, end of the party joke-
telling sessions when everyone bores
with wisdom and purposeful
conversation.

In fact, the true test of any joke

in Ruk&énas’ book is in the telling.
Delivery, the comics say, is every-
thing. To read jokes is to use the
wrong medium for fully appreciating
this type of humor, just as reading
Shakespeare does not do his plays
credit — you have to see them. The
original form and real strength of
these jokes is in their oral expres-
sion, not in their publication.
Neither Pravda nor TASS publish
jokes with members of the Politburo
as a butt. These jokes thrive and sur-
vive in the sly, knowing verbal ex-
changes between two close friends,
as a way of dealing with frustrations
that cannot be expressed in print.
Social anthropologists observe in
their cross<ultural comparisons that
most experienced interpersonal con-
flicts are handled either in an ag-
gressive fashion, or jokingly. Of
course, joking is a response that,
Freud argued, allowed a feeling
one’s society does not endorse to be
expressed in an acceptable form.
What better alternative for criticiz-
ing a stupid and discredited farm

s

policy developed for the Ukraine in
the Kremlin than by making it the
point of a joke? Writing a signed let-
ter to the “editorial pages” of Prav-
da violently opposing the policy, or
organizing & grass roots political
movement for reversal of that policy
would only earn, at best, a stay in a
mental hospital or Siberian exile.
The unwritten, surreptitiously told
joke becomes the safe medium for ex-
pressing discontent.

Another elementary purpose of
all good humor is to make the mun-
dane and banal reality of life more
bearable. People who take them-
selves and their ideas too seriously,
e.g., the members of the Politburo,
are frightening in their almost
neurotic loss of a sense of joy of liv-
ing. Like Ahab, their strength and
resolve in pursuit of their White
Whale — working an unworkable
ideology, cannot tolerate a step back
and a humorous look at the absur-

dity of their condition.

Their lack of humor is obviousin
those laughably chilling group por-
traits of the Politburo members in
dark fedoras and long gray cloth
coats flocking buzzard-like on the
Kremlin Square reviewing stand as
half tracks bristling with armature
drive by. Only Khrushchev used to
smile, but we know what happened
to him. Gorbachev actually seems
more given to smiling — certainly
more than Brezhnev, Andropov, and
Chernenko. However, Raisa balan-
ces that out with her Marxist
seriousness. Do these guys ever get
together and play cards, tell off-color
stories, or enjoy a televised basket-
ball game without worrying about
who will win? [ have yet to see a Rus-
sian diplomat or politician smile
publically in a fashion reflecting
delight in a moment without
Marxist-Leninist implications.

Russian folk humor — it is folk
humor since credited authorship of
a good joke in the Soviet Union car-
ries the risk of being branded a dissi-
dent — is created around the
political and personal foibles of their
political leaders. It releases coercive-
ly subdued and repressed human
emotions more directly expressed in
free societies. One can only wonder
what the core content of Soviet
humor would be in a more political-
ly open society. I suspect, as in the
United States, the Soviets would pro-
bably be caught up in the humor of
sexual innuendo and status defla-
tion, though probably not too many
good “‘golf jokes.”

The underlying motives emerg-
ing in the thematic content of the
jokes expressed in Mr. Ruk3énas"
compendium are clearly negative.

A citizen walking along
a street in Vladivostok
noticed a man ahead of him
hobbling along with only
one shoe.

‘Pardon me, comrade.
But have you noticed that
you've lost a shoe?”’

‘“‘You're mistaken,
comrade,” replied the other
without breaking stride.
“I've found one.”

better have some.

portrait of Gorbachev.

In the Soviet Union, when you dial *'Information,” you’d

An industrious factory worker was presented a
room in a new housing complex near Moscow. The
room was bare, except for one nail pounded in a wall.

As the commissar for housing handed the worker
his key, he also handed him a portrait of Lenin and a

“Hmmm,’' the worker mused as he looked around
the barren room. ‘‘t don’t know which one of these to
hang and which one to put up against the wall.”

Question: Which is the largest country in the world?
Answer: Lithuania. Its border is on the Baltic Sea. Its
capital is in Moscow. And its population is in Siberia.
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A chambermaid in a Moscow hotel came upon a
tourist watering flowers in his hotel room.

“Please don’t water the flowers,” she implored,
““the microphones wiit rust.”

Anger, hate, shame, and guilt, to
name a few of the more prominent.
Based, according to a far too brief in-
troduction by the author, on the
tales of defectors, visitors, and
assorted malcontents — of which
there are obviously many — with liv-
ing experiences in the Soviet system,
the collection often overwhelms with
the sense of political desperation.
Bitterly humorous, many jokes
recorded by Mr. Ruk&énas tellingly
criticize unworkable aspects of
Soviet communism, and they offer
revealing insights into those fun-
damental human characteristics
which make it fail.

When read for the purpeses of
review in a newspaper which
generally encourages an anti-Soviet
editorial position, Is That You
Laughing Comrade is hard to read
as humor. Read piecemeal and in a
properly sporadic fashion, with selec-
tive extraction and commitment to
memory of an occasional joke to be
used at the next cocktail party, the
book offers the reader those
primitive visceral pleasures of pro-
ducing a full-bodied laugh and an op-
portunity to better one’s social status
as a guest worthy of future
invitation.

Since putting lampshades on
one’s head as an attention-getting
and laugh-provoking device at par-
ties has become passe, having
something witty to say is almost re-
quired. If your wit cannot be spon-
taneous, be wise enough to choose a
proper arsenal of stories and jokes.
In the right setting, say a gathering
of politically and economically con-
servative displaced Eastern Euro-
peans who have an understandable

axe to grind with Soviet oppression
of their homeland and families, this
joke compendium becomes a valu-
able source of conversational lubri-
cant: "Did you hear the one about
Brezhnev’s daughter and the travel-
ling nuclear warhead salesman?...”,
or “How about that Raisa Gor-
bachev, why doesn’t she knit
Mikhail a rug?...”

Prominent middle American
heartland comics, e.g., the Hopes
and Carsons, often point delicious
barbs at a deserving President and
other political figures. Yet, the
following day or week, their shows
may have the same person as a
guest. Thia is a visible and very en-
couraging example of the strength of
American-style democracy: how peo-
ple handle deliberately aggressive
political humor. A Russian comic
who would mimic American insult
comics such as Rickles and Hackett
in public attacks on prominent
political figures with their acerbic,
biting, out-and-out personally
damaging material would achieve
instant popularity in a Moscow night
club — for the night the authorities
allowed it to stay open. The night
before his exile.

The fear of administrative
retaliation and repression was never
a factor in the comic work of Lenny
Bruce, Mort Sahl, Tom Lehrer, Mark
Russell and other American comics
who relied or rely heavily on politi-
cal satire. They did not view what
they were doing as joke telling
either. All their humor was public,
and the humorist did not fail to leave
a personal stamp on it, wanting
everyone to know the joke’s author.
Not so for the Soviet underground
joke. It is whispered when it cannot

be overheard by someone who might
disapprove, an audience most of the
American comics would relish. Pune-
turing overblown demonstrations of
self-importance and other establish-
ed defenses against personal and
political criticism is a fertile field for
developing quality humor. Hence
Russian underground humor
thrives.

In the pages of Is That You
Laughing Comrade? there is little
apparent redemption for the joke-
teller’s target — whether the com-
munist system or an individual Par-
ty big shot. The system’s weaknesses
are on display against the backdrop
of human inability to rationally res-
pond to an uncompromising and
hypocratically maintained ideology.
Whenever an individual is the
target, his inadequacies are bared
and displayed in an embarassing
form. Brezhnev’'s dullness, An-
dropov’s duplicity, Stalin’s cruelty
do not escape the underground
humorist’s bite.

I recognized a few jokes, having
heard them in their native Lithua-
nian. However, I was pleasantly sur-

prised by how many original jokes
there are in the collection. I suspect
Rukaénas’ translation, or interpreta-
tion of someone else’s translation,
like all translations into English,
often diluted the experienced inten-
sity of a joke’s meaning in its native
Russian, Polish, Lithunian, or other
original language version. Periodi-
cally, the author was forced into an
unenviable clarification of Russian
expletives whose meaning was es-
gential to understanding the punch-
line. Since Russian profanities boast
few equals and [ presume Mr. Ruk-
%énas is a gentleman, some of the
jokes’ original power is lost.

If getting it past customs is not
a major difficulty, I recommend that
every visitor to Eastern Europe this
year buy a gift copy of Is That You
Laughing Comrade? to take to their
relatives. It would not only make
Algis Ruksénas a more widely read,
internationally recognized, and
wealthier author, but would
brighten the lives of the visited who,
if we think about it, really share in
the book’s success as original con-
tributors to its content.

Kezys Photo Exhibit at
Balzekas Museum

An exhibit of photographs by
Chicago photographer Algimantas
Kezys will be displayed at the Art
Gallery of the Balzekas Museum of
Lithuanian Culture, 6500 S. Pulaski
Rd. Chicago, IL 60629 from
November 14, 1986 to January 3,
1987. The exhibit celebrates the

publication

of Kezys’
Lithuania Through the Wall (Loyola
University Press, Chicago, 1985).
The book and the present exhibit are

book,

the result of a ten day visit to oc-
cupied Lithuania after forty years.

Kezys was born in Lithuania in
1928. He came to the US in 1950 and
joined the Jesuit order in that year.
His first one-man show was in 1961,
and in 1865 his work was exhibited
at the Art Insititute of Chicago.
Kezys has published numerous
books of his photographs, Form and
Content (1972), A Lithuanian
Cemetery (1876), Chicago/Kezys
(1983), Lithuania — Through the
Wall (1985) and his latest book,
Nature (1986). Kezys also col-
laborated with George Lane on
Chicago Churches and Synagogues
(1981). His works are in the collec-
tions of the Art Institute of Chicago;
Carnegie Institute, Los Angeles;
County Museum of Art, Museum of
Modern Art. New York; The
Museum of Contemporary Art,
Chicago; The Metropolitan Museum
of Art in New York and in other
public and private collections.

The Art Gallery at the Baizekas
Museum of Lithuanian Culture is
open during regular Museum hours,
daily 10 a.m. to 4 p.m., Thursdays 10
a.m. to 8 p.m.

















