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~ 
PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS: TO THE NATION 

Good evening. 

GENEVA SUMMIT 

My fellow Americans. In 48 hours, I will be 

leaving for Geneva for the first meeting between an American 

President and a Soviet leader in six years. I know that you and 

the people of the world are looking to that meeting with high 

cexp~ions~ so tonight I want to share with you my hopes and to 

tell you why I am going to Geneva. 

pc ad>•', 
My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to . ( 

engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue w~4C'-­
Ji «;-¼ fO'-',l~O .,f-

that e11ch:tze5 ,s long as) my Presidency -- and beyond. It is to 

sit down across from M~bachev and try 

a basis for peaceful(discourse)even though 

fundamentals will not change./ 

to map_ out, together, 

our disagreements on 

It is my fervent hope that the two of us can begin a process -

which our successors and our peoples can continue: a process pf 
a-A._ '":/ 

facing our differences frankly and openly ee that we e£t~ begin to 

narrow and resolve them; a process of communicating effectively 

so that our actions and intentions are not misunderstood; a 

process of building bridges between us and cooperating wherever 

possible for the greater good of all. 

Our meeting will be a historic opportunity to set a steady, more 

constructive course through the 21st century. 

The history of American-Soviet relations, however, does not augur 
../ p {, l, /C: ? \ 

well for euphoria. Eight of my predecessors each in his own; ./ .. 

way in his own time -- sought to achieve a more stable and 
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peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union. None fully 

succeeded. So I do not underestimate the difficulty of the task 

ahead. But these sad chapters do not relieve me of the 

obligation to use my years as President, and the capacities God 

has given me, to try to make ours a safer, better world. For our 

childen, our grandchildren, for all mankind -- I intend to make 

the effort. And it is with your prayers, and God's guidance, 

that I hope to succeed. 

Success at the summit, however, should not be measured by any 

short-term agreements that may be signed. Only the passage of 

time will tell us whether we constructed a durable bridge to a 

safer world. 

This, then, is why I go to Geneva. To build a foundation for 

lasting Peace. 

When we speak of peace, however, we do not mean just the absence 

of war. We mean the true peace that~s~s on the pillars of 
n~ 

individual freedom, human rights, natatcti self-determination, and 

respect for the rule of law. History has shown us that peace is 

indivisible. Building a safer future requires that we address 

candidly all the issues which divide us, and not just to focus on 

one or two issues, important as they may be. Thus, when we meet 

in Geneva, our agenda will seek: 
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not just to avoid war, but to strengthen peace; 

not just to prevent confrontation, but to remove the 

sources of tension, 

not just to paper over differences but to address them; 

not just to talk about what our citizens want, but to let 

them talk to each other. 

\:,B~e N~Genie B,p,'H-t-,-.~~ <..:.-,>-c_::;::-> 
-- Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American 

President has sought to limit and end the dangerous competition 

in nuclear arms. I have no higher priority than to finally 

realize that dream. I've said before, and will say ~gain, a L,· 

nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought. 

We have gone the extra mile in arms control, but our offers have 

not always been welcome. 

In 1977, and again in 1981 the United States proposed to the 

Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These 

offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following year, we 

proposed the . complete elimination of a whole category of 

L 

intermedia~e range nuclear forces. Two years later we proposed a 

treaty for a global ban on chemical weapons. In 1983, the Soviet 

Union got up and walked out of the Geneva arms control 

negotiations altogether. 
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I am pleased, however, with the interest expressed in reducing 

offensive weapons by the new Soviet leadership. Let me repeat 

tonight what I announced last week: The United States is 

prepared to reduce comparable nuclear weapons by 50 percent. We 

seek reductions that would result in a stable balance between us 

-- with no first strike capability -- and~g .caeatiug. 
~ ~(Jl14t11uJ 

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no losers, 

only winners. And the whole world would benefit if we could both 

find a way to abandon these weapons altogether and move to 

non-nuclear defensive systems which threaten no one. 

\T.le\ReAL~da Adin~s ~nd/4\v r-.. / 
v\7 V V7./~ '\.../ 
• ......-

But nuclear arms control is not of itself a final answer. As I 
✓ ✓ ,.I, V- ' ,,,, 

reminded the editors o~ Pravaa and Izvestia two weeks igo: 

natio~s cr6 no't dis~rust ea'fh other because they are ar~ed. 
v-' 

They 

afe: arm'e"d because they distrust each other. ~xd since Werlci War 

H He~ a aioqle soldier ba~ perishea ia a auelear attack, yet 20 

m.illieft fi!sgpla ha:sre died in cooventieAaJ war~ It is the use of 

force, subversion, and terror that has made the world a more 

dangerous place. 

1 ' .,,· . .... 
Thus today, there is no peace in Afghanistan; no peace in___, 

Cambodia; no peace in Angola; no peace in ~a, and no peace 

in Nicaragua • Th.r,;e war~ have' c laiinE!d G_ukdreds oyi tliousand' of 

liv°:s and threat~n to spill over· nation~! frontiers. 
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That is why in my address to the United Nations I proposed a way 
0 

to end these confl~~s, a regional peace plan that calls for --

ceasefires, negotiations among the warring parties, withdrawal of 

all foreign troops, democratic reconciliation, and economic 

assistance. 

I made that proposal in the hope of never again having to phone 

the par~ts of American servicemen killed in action or cut down 

in some terrorist attack in the hope of never having to face 

the terrible alternative of submitting to blackmail or responding 

with a call to arms. 

t,...,W! 

G 
v ./, ✓ ✓. ✓ ✓ V v V,'.)ll)ll.-

our times in this century our soldiers hav" been s~t ov'€rseas &~J!':,,,,._ 
a"" fignf in~ore . .t'9n la~s. Thei✓remain(can~~fo~~d . ~ &-,?tfU!~ 

✓ ~A"J.Af . / '-'ln~ . ~ t11r:r 
~ from ta&.- field/&£ Franc~to tti-~·---:, islands the ~") 

Wes<ern Pa~ic. Not once were these solidiers sent abroad in 

the cause of conquest. Not once did they come home claiming a 

single square inch of some other country as a trophy of war. 

A great danger in the past, however, has been the failure by our 

enemies to remember that while we Americans detest war, we love 

freedom and stand ready to sacrifice for it -- as we have done 

four times in my lifetime. 
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In advancing freedom we Americans carry a special burden. A 

✓- ✓-

oea-uEies ago. Freedom is America's core. We must never deny 

it, nor forsake it. Should the day come when we Americans remain 

silent in the face of armed aggression then the cause of America 

-- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and the great 

heart of this country will have been broken. 

This affirmation of freedom is not only our duty as Americans, it 

is essential for success at Geneva. 

Freedom and democracy are the best guarantors of peace. Hist~ry 

has shown that democratic nations do not start wars. Respect for 

the individual and the rule of law is as fundamental to peace as 

arms control. A government which does not respect its citizens' 

rights and its international commitments to protect those rights 

is not likely to respect its other international undertakings. 

That is why we must and will speak in Geneva on behalf of those 

who cannot speak for themselves. We are not trying to impose our 

beliefs on others. We had a right to expect, however, that great 

states will live up to their international obligations. 



\. 

... 
. ! ... ~~-~-

: .• ·• • • • • • .. /,,_t.;. 
···.~ · .. . : '':•... . . .. . ;~: 

~ . ~ dee an~ :a~{d1~; di.ffere~c~~ -- - c~;,"' 
Atti uet:;~espite ~ p d 
Tl • ' ~ 11 We can an 

. - historic conflict peacefu y • 
. and must manage this 

competition from spilling over 
must prevent our international 

We can find as yet undiscovered avenues, where 
into violence. fruitfully, for the 

itizens can co-operate, 
American and soviet c · t Geneva. 

is why I am going o 
benefit of Jl\ankind. And this, too, .. . ____ :. ______ -

··.··.·. ~--.---
----- ----

. . . 
.... -·---­...... -
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I am prepared to enter into a quiet dialogue with Gorbachev. We 

are interested in results, not rhetoric. He will find me a 

reasonable partner in this regard. 

Pi.Hllit, fnduring peace requires openness, honest communications, 

and opportunities for our peoples to get to know one another 

directly. 

The U.S. has always stood for openness. Thlity yEhirs ago in/ 

Gene~ Preside-tit Eisen~er, prepiring f~ his tlrst ·~~ing will 

th' ~oviet' lea~r, ma~ hi's' Ope;; Ski~ pro~al aifd a'n ou;-r 

of ne~ educa~al an~cultu~l exch~es wit'?ithe Sovt;t UniOn~ 

He recognized that removing the barriers between people is at the 

heart of our ·relationship: 

v / v ✓-
Restrictions on communications of al l ...... kincis, inc'!uding -- P-radio 

and travel, existing _in extreme form in some places, have 

operated as causes of mutual distrust. In America, the 

fervent belief in freedom of though)of expression, and of 

movement is a vital part of our heritage. -- 9""12.2J#SS­
v_ f,r/b 

And I'm determined to try to lessen the distrust between us, to 

reduce the levels of secrecy, to bring forth a more "Open World." 
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Imagine if Joe Smith in Poughk~sie could meet and visit Sergei 

Ivanov in Sver~ovsk, if Sergei's son or daughter could spend a 

year, or even three months living with the Smith family, going to 

summer camp or classes at Poughkeepsie High, while Smith's son or 

daughter went to school in Sverdlovsk? Soviet young people could 

learn first hand what spirit of freedom rules our land, and that 

we do not wish the peoples of the Soviet Union any harm. Our 

young people would _get first-hand knowledge of life in the USSR, 

and perhaps a greater appreciation of our own. 

v 
-- Imagine if people in Minnea~s could see the Kirov 

aa«e't live, while citizens in Mkhatchkala -cd,il.d s~ an AmE(rican 

play or hear Duk'e Ell~ton's band? And how about Soviet 

children watching Sesame Street? 

✓ ✓ ..---, ,.,,--, -- ...,,,,,,,-- .,,..,,- y:_ . ~ 
We have had educational and cul~ural exc~anges xor ~~ 

V- V ✓. ✓ ./ ✓ 1.,,--';' ✓ V 
years, and are now cloie to completing a new agreement. But I 

feel the time is ripe for us to take bold new steps to open the 

way for our peoples to participate in an unprecedented way in the 
~ _.,,. ~ V ✓ 

building of peace. That is why I intend to propose to Mr. 
~ '< - \.,- \,,," Gorbacnev at Geneva tha~ we"'exchange thousands ~four citizens 

✓ ✓ I,,,,-'' ~ - - '-""'" from fraternal, religious, educational, and cultural groups. 

We are going to suggest the exctia:'nge o1 thou~nds of 
✓ 

undergraduates eadfi~yela-'r, and high sch&"-01 students who wou1d live 
✓- ..... ,./"" wi~ a host' family an'd att4!nd schools ot:' sumnrer camps. We also 

-look to increase scholarship programs, improve language studies, 
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develop new sister cities, establish -libraries and cultural 

centers, and increase athletic competitions. 

People of both our nations love sports. If we must compete, let 

it be on the football fields and wama .~o4- Jl.b,1 Pie.. €,i.U,. 

In science and technology we propose to launch new joint space 

flights and establish joint medical reseach projects. In 

communications, we would like to see more appearances in the 

other's mass media by representatives of both our countries: If 

Soviet spokesmen are free to appear on American television, to be 

published and read in the American press, shouldn't the Soviet 

peoples have the same right to see, hear, and read what we 

Americans have to say? 

These proposals will not bridge our differences, but 

people-to-people contacts can build genuine constituencies for 

peace in both countries. 

Let me summarize, 

us to Genva. 

vision and hopes that we carry with 

We go with an appreciation, born of experience, of the~ 

differences between us- --between our values, our systems, our 

beliefs. But we also carry with us the determination not to 

permit those differences to erupt into confrontation or conflict. 
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we go without illusion, but with hope---hope that progress can be 

made on our entire agenda. 

Again, the elements of that agenda are these: 

First, we believe the advance of hwnan rights is the only certain 

guarantee of peaceful relations between states. Free and 

democractic peoples do not go to war agains~ one another in the 

20th century. 

Second, we believe that progress can be made in resolving the 

regional conflicts burning now on three continents---including in 

this hemisphere. The regional plan we enunciated at the United 

Nations will be raised again at Geneva. 

:; 
Third, we are proposing the b~dest people-to-people exchanges in 

the history of American-Soviet , relations, exchanges in sports and 

culture, _i_~_ ed~:~tion and•,, the arts. Such exchanges can build i~ 

our 'thousands of societie~coalitions for cooperation and peace. 
I 

' '---
If high .school and college students from Moscow and Minsk, from 

Tashkent and Kiev, can visit 

go home thinking we are a 
/ 

American high school stud 

they will not 

ic people. If thousands of 

their summers in Russia and 

Lithuania, Estoni"-.and the they will convey a message 

about the American people and nation many people Soviet citizens 

never hear. 
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Governments can only do so much: once they get the ball rolling, 

they should step out of the way and let people get together to 

share, enjoy, help, listen and learn from each other, especially 

young people. 

Fourth, we go to Geneva with the sober realization that nuclear 

weapons pose the greatest threat in human history to the survival 

of the human race, that the/4s race must be stopped. We go 

determined to search out, and discover, common ground---where we 

can agre~ to begin the reduction, looking to the eventual 

elimination, of nuclear weapons from the face of the earth. 

-- It is not an impossible dream that we can begin to reduce 

nuclear arsenals, reduce the risk of war and build a solid 

foundation for peace. It is not an impossible dream that our 

children and grandchildren can some day travel freely back and 

forth between America and the Soviet Union, visit each other's 

homes, work and study together, enjoy and discuss plays music, 

television, and even root for each other's soccer teams. 

These, then, are the indispensable elements of a true peace: The 

steady expansion of human rights for all the world's peoples, 

co-operation between the~erpowers in bringing to resolution 

those regional conflicts in Asia, Africa and Latin America that 

carry the seeds of a wider war; a broadening of people-to-people 

exchanges that can diminish the distrust and suspicion that 

separate our two peoples. Lastly, the steady reduction of these 
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awesome nuclear arsenals--until they no longer threaten the world 

we must both inhabit. Thia is our agenda for Geneva; this is our 

policy, th~s ia our plan for peace. 

We have co-operated in the past. In both World Wars Americans 

and Russians fought on separate fronts against a common enemy. 

Nerf the chy o'l Mu~nsk so~ oY"ouYowi< nati~ aYe bd'ried, 
v """ ·;• v 11111, _ _i..- _L...,; ..,,-, ~ V 

heroes who ~died ox wowigs su~ained on the treacherous North 

Atlaniic: an~ohb s« co~s thKcarrred tb' Rusat!a the 

indispens~le tools £~survival and victory. 

so, ·,_ while it would be naive to think a single summit can 

establish a permanent peace, this conference can begin a dialogue : · 

for peace. 

My fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that 

freedom will not only survive but triumph, perhaps sooner than 

any of us dares to i~agine. 

How ·could thi!I he? Because this same 20th century that gave 

birth to -nuclear weapons and police states, that has witnessed so 

much bloodshed and suffering, is now moving inexorably toward 

mankind's age-old dream for human dignity and self-determination. 
V I/ ,.V 

· We ·see the cueam alive in Latin America where 90 percent of 
0

th• people are now living under governments that are democratic 

or moving in thAt dtr~ction -- a dramatic reversal from a decade 

ago. 
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we see the dream stirring in A• ia, where Singapore, South 

Korea, Taiwan and China are vaulting ahead with stunning success. 

we •ea the flame flickering in Afghanistan and Angola where 

brave people ri•k their live• for the same liberty we Americans 

have alway• enjoyed. We see the dream • till stirring in the 

captive nation• of Central Europe. In Poland, men and women of 

great faith and spirit -- the members of Solidarity, the faithful 

of the Catholic Church -- rise up again and again for better 

lives and a future of hope for their children. 

A powerful tide is surging. And what is the driving force 

behind it? 

It is faith -- faith in a loving God who, de•pite all the 

ordeals of the 20th century, has raised up the smallest believer 

to stand taller than the most powerful state. It is fait~ in the 

individual. And it is the desire for freedom -- freedom for 

people to dream, to reap the rewards of their own unique 

abilities to excel. 

in 

Nat 

what a restoration of faith and a renewed belief 

A 

vitality of the American economy has helped 

lift up the world economy, holding out to the family of nations 

the vision of growth. 

The re-building of America's military might and overseas 

alliance• has rekindled world respect for United States' power, 

confidence and resolve. 
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awesome nuclear arsenals until they no longer threaten the 

world we must both inhabit. That may be an impossible dream: but 

it is also mine. 

This is our agenda for Geneva: this is our policy: this is 

our plan for peace. 

Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given 

us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed in us. I 

know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as it is in the 

heart of every American mother. 

Recently, we saw together a moving new film, the story of 

Eleni, a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the end of World 

War II, a mother who because she smuggled her children out to 

safety in America was tried, tortured and shot by a firing squad. 

It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up 

to become a reporter with the New York Times and who secretly 
U,.,,-.u:. 

vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance on~~l 

who sent his mother to her death. But at the dramatic end of the 

story, Nick Gage finds he cannot extract the vengeance he has 

promised himself. To do so, Mr. Gage writes, might have relieved 

the pain that had filled him for so many years but it would also 

have broken the one bridge still connecting him to his mother and 

the part of him most like her. As he tells it: "her final cry ••• 

was not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died 

for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'" 

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry 

for the children of the world, for peace, for love of fellowman. 
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Here then is what Geneva is really about1 the hope of 

heeding such words, spoken so often in so many different 

places ----on::a:-aeser£...-jourriert1' a p.L"ontised>l:and, by a carpenter 
.. \ 

beside the Sea of Galilee -- words calling 'M1 men 

and all nations to be one. 

Here is the central truth of our time, of any time, a truth 

to which I have tried to bear witness in this office. 

When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked 

you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our 

Nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room, 

religious leaders from across our country -- Russian and Greek 

Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors, 

Mormon elders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar 

request. 

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my 

fellow Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance -- for 

all of us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men 

will be advanced and all of humanity thereby served. 

Thank you, God bless you and good night. 
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i that not only speaks out 
America today ha• a foreign pol cy 

for human right1, but work• for them as well. 
In five years, not 

a single square inch of territory 
has been lost to communist 

ha. b •• n liberated and set free. 
aggression, and, Grenada 

h • ha• again begun to rise. the tide of freedom ta~ 

It is 

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva 

with confidence. ----------Both Nancy and I are grateful for the chance you have given 

us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed in us. I 

know how deep the hope of peace is in h~r heart, as it is in the 
4'1d ••• Rt1ss,._._ 

hear~ of e~fry AmericanAmother. ::? (ir1ovil.1 s+At'l~I~ <-tt u~((t>1+1~ ... 
When I first accepted the nomination of my party, I asked you, 

you, the American people, to join with me in prayer for our 

Nation and the world. Six days ago, in the Cabinet Room, 

religious leaders from across our country---Russian and Greek 

Orthodox bishops, Catholic Cardinals and Protestant pastors, 

Mormon eleders and Jewish Rabbis, together made of me a similar 

request. 

Tonight, I am honoring that request. I am asking you, my fellow 

Americans, to pray for God's grace and His guidance---for all of 

us -- at Geneva, so that the cause of true peace among men will 

be advanced and all of humanity thereby served. 
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The storming of Petrograd's Winter Palace -in the October Revolution i1r usually depicted by Soviet ariba. 
1 

a bloody encounter between Bolshevik · forces and government troops. In fact, the Winter Palace was I · 
defended, and its seizure by members of the Military_ RevolutionCJT)' Committee was virtually L 

9-. Hi_story 

Russia's government, economy, and society 
were all put q> a- severe test in World War I, 
during which ·Russia suffered serious milftary 
reverses before its final defeat. ( For an account 
of-the history of Russia to the February Revolu-

- tion· of 1917, s_ee RussIA. ) . Czar Nicholas- II, like 
his predecessor, did not permit reforms to en­
croach on the principle of autocratic rule. Be-­
fore the outbreak of the war his conservative 
ministers had successfully blocked efforts in the 
Duma, the popularly . elected chamber of the 
Russian legislature, and in the zerilstvos, which 
were provincial and municipal legislatures, to 
move toward constitutional government. When 
the government sought support from the Duma, 
the zemstvos, and trade unions during the war, 
they increasingly served as public forums for­
criticism of government scandals and military 
mismanagement. 

Russia's industries - and railway system had 
grown rapidly since the 1890's. But Russia re- ­
mained dependent on foreign investments, im­
ports, and outside technical aid, ana it lagged 
well behind the majorEuropean powers.. in in­
dustrial capacity. In wartime, neither industries 
nor railways could meet military and civilian re­
quirements simultaneously. Agriculturei while 
producing an export surplus in norma times~ 
was hampered more and more by antiquatect 
methods and recurrent droughts. 

Peasant poverty created serious 11roblems. 
Peasants made up over tluee -quarters of the 
population, and the majority of them were il­
literate. A large number were landless or living 
on tiny holdings. Wh~n the peasants became Joot 
soldiers in World War I, even their traditional 
political conservatism did not sustain their loyal­
ty, for in 1917 many deserted. The industrial 
workers, a small but politically important seg-. 
ment ot the population, had been the target of 

428n 

-
socialist propaganda since the 1890's. Th~y ""'I 
more responsive to its appeal as the war l1raQII 
on. The small . middle_ class,_ divided in its OIi, 
look, offered neither firm support for the l'ePII 
in wartime nor an effective alternative to lie 
existing system of government 

REVOLUTION _AND CIVIL WAR 

Food shortages and labor problems ds:~ ' 
winter of 1916-1917 led to unrest and • 
an outbreak of strikes and demonstratio111 
Petrograd ( formerly St. Petersburg) on Mardi 
1917 ( February 23, Old Style; thus the "Fet. 
ary" Revolution). Two days later Cossack 
joined the demonstrators, {Uld by March 
(February 27, Old Style) units of the Petro 
army garrison were in revolt and contr..9lled 
city. - -

A warning from the Dwna to the ci.ar 
suited in his decree dissolving the Duma. Dial 
leaders defied the decree and created a 
visional government under Prince Georgi Ll'II& 
It was dominated by the Constitutional Deal! 
crats ( Kadets) and included one socialist, 

sandr F. Kerensky. The czar was _persuaded 
abdicate on March 15 ( March 2, Old Style1 
his brother chose not to ascend the throne UDIIII 
invited by a constituent assembly. - · 

The Provisional Government promised polllr 
cal freedoms, social and land refurms1. and a 
stituent assembly to shape a new po1itical o 
It also resolved to continue the war in coopeli' 
tion with its allies. But major Russian mill!_!! 
defeats in June and July created public -
illusionment. They led to Kerensky s appc,illlt 
ment as premier and increased representa 
for the socialist ·.left. However, _public suppclll 
for the new government was eroded as the 
posed reforms were delayed. 
- Left-Wint fare••· Socialists and other a 

cates of radical reform formed soviets ( co 
of workers' and soldiers'_ deputies. (P 
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS: 9. History 428o 

. were formed later.) The Petrograd 
,,.~~ a revival of the short-lived St. Petersburg 
~1(' 'of 1905, was formed at the same time as 
tii"-.e~visional Government. The Petrograd 
., . t asserted its right to veto acts of the gov­
f"'1t I and orders of military commanders. 
_.ni;i1-Russian Congress of Soviets convened in 
,- .1 The soviets, aominated politically by the 
#fl' · lshevik majority of the Social Democrats 
~~e peasant-oriented Socialist Revolutionary 
.,.. . brou~ht about the resignation of some 
~\ cabinet members and the inclusion of 
~~ts in the government. 
~·ith Gem1an assistance, Vladimir I. Lenin 

____,..,t from Switzerland to Russia in April. 
~";~ediately urged his Bolshevik followers to 
... 11'1 8 more radical stance. Russian military 
Ml ts produced an armed Bolshevik-led demon­
~o in Petrograd in July. Lenin did not at­
_..: to seize power, and the threat of arrest 
~ him into hiding. The Socialist Revolu-

f\' party, the Mensheviks, and other non­
::'tie,ik socialists continued to dominate the 

~ ... 1olshevilc _...,.-l n Septeniber 1917_ an at­
~ by · Cossack l;en_. Lavr G. Komtlov to 
_.ithrow the Provisional Government with 
_.aps brought from the front was averted partly 
Ir •!""rd Bolshevik support of the government, 
1lllld.1 Kerensky haq sought. From then on Bol­
j,lik influence in the soviets increased. 

With some difficulty Lenin persuaded Bol­
_.,ik leaders to stage· a coup against the gov­
.-n!nt, carried out on November 6-7 ( October 
11-1,5 Old Style; thus the "October" Revolu­
•>·' The Red Guard seized key objectives and 
--'ed the cabinet, though Kerensky had him-

-i/1 escaped. - · 
l..t'nin announced this victory to the Second -

jl.llussian Congress of Soviets, which was meet­
• at the same time. It appointecf _an all-Bo!­
~ cabinet ( Council of- People's Commissars ) 
• Lenin ·as chairman. -The Congress_of So-

. ... became the new government's legislature, 
.. 1 11yramid-like structure of elective soviets 

- • made formal in the 1918 constitution of the 
..... Soviet Federated Socialist Republic 
(ISFSR), adopted by the Fifth All-Russian 
o..,ress of Soviets on July 10, 1918. 
. MosLopposition pofitical parties were banned 
~ a few weeks after tne coup. The Constit-
-· Assembly was fi:,eely elected with a large 

ist Revolutionary party majorjty, only to 
dmed by the Bolsheviks after -meeting for a 

days in January 1918. · 
. At the time the Bolsheviks took power, Lenin 

a radical land settlement plus im­
efforts to end Russia's participation in 

War I. Difficult negotiations with Ger-
. resulted in the Tueaty- of Brest-Litovsk 

b 3, 1918), under which Soviet Russia 
its entire western borderlands, whose non­

peoples then proclaimed their indepen­
The Ukraine had earlier declared its in- -
nee from Russia. Lenin, while op_posing 

'an independence exc~pt under Bolshevik 
, had agreed to· Finland's inctependence. 
• Civil War. The Russian Civil War of 

1921 began within weeks after the Bolshe-
came to _power, with the revolt of Cossack 

By the summer -of 1918 the revolt had 
into a major _conflict. Anti-Soviet Cos.: 

under Gen. Anton I. Denikin and Gen. 
N. Krasnov, using parts of the Ukraine _ 

and the south as a base of operations, made two 
major drives northward hut were defeated early 
in 1920. A further effort under Gen. Pyotr N. 
Wrangel was turned back also, and hy November 
1920 the Bolsheviks were in control of the south 
up to · the Caucasus and Baku. French forces 
that had intervened in the southern Ukraine like­
wise withdrew, as did British forces in the 
Caspian area. 

In the north, a White ( anti-Soviet) army 
under Gen. Nikolai N. Yudenich advanced on 
Petrograd from the Baltic states in the fall of 
1919 but was repulsed. British and American 
forces occupied Archangel and Murmansk from 
June 1918 to October 1919 and supJ>Orted local 
anti-Soviet regimes, but they witharew when 
efforts elsewhere failed. -

In May HH8 the Czech Legion, which had 
fought beside the Russians against Germany and 
was in transit across Siberia to link up with the 
Allies in western Europe joined the anti-Bol­
shevik forces. They seized control of the Trans­
Siberian Railroad and held it for several months 

- in 1918. Siberian White forces under Adm. 
Aleksandr Kolchak advanced westward in- Euro- _ 
pean Russia in-the fall of 1918, out in 1919 they 
were driven all the way to eastern Siberia and 
expelled. A Bolshevik effort to take Vladivostok 
was blocked by Japan, which had occupied parts 
of eastern Siberia. 

Efforts by the Allies fo mediate the Civil 
War proved fruitless, and in 1919 they declared 
a blockade of Russia. Russia's western frontier 
with the revived Polish state remained undefined, 
though the Allies had proposed the Curzon Line, 
running from Lithuania to Czechoslovakia;:. Po­
land occupi~ part of the. Ukraine in April-May 

Mass starvatio; stalked the - cities of Ruuia a~er the -
1917 Revolution when the peosonts refused to sell their 
produce for rubles greatly depreciated by inflation. 
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WESTE_RN BORDERLANDS 
LOST BY RUSSIA BElWEEN 

1914 AND 1921. 
IBII 1914 borders 

iii 1921 borders 

•·····• .. CurzonLine 

0 600 Mi. !=====:::;-----' 
0 600Km. 

1920. But neither Poland nor Soviet 
could score a decisive victory in the e I\ 
war, which was ended by an annistice . 
tober. Proclamation of the Communist ( 111 

International ( Comintem) in Moscow in 
1 increased the apprehensions of the W 

power:t, which ac~ordingly sup\Jorted Poland 
the otlier new nations on Russia s western f 

War Communism. During this period 
promoted an improvised system of central 
nomic management known as War Commu 
which was adequate to support the war effort 
not to revive the badly deteriorated e 
In the countryside, grain confiscation and 
to promote class warfare alienated most of 
peasantry. Industries, banks, and trade w~ 
tionalized, trade unions were curbed and 
bidden to strike, and compulsory labor \\·as 
( For a more detailed discussion of the R 
Revolution and Civil War, see RUSSIAN 
LOTION.) 

THE NEP PERIOD, 1921-1928 

The devastating effects of the Civil War 
Russia's economy obliged Lenin to make~ 
sioqs at home and to seek recognition by fOll(a 
powers in order to promote both securit).:_ ~ 
economic recovery. The New Economic ~ 
( NEP), formally proclaimed at the 10th PIii 
Congress in March 1921, loosened restrictions 
private trade and permitted private mana1,t 
of small industries. In return for a renewal 
commercial ties, Lenin offered compensatiaa 
foreign governments and foreign compani~ 

1osses they had suffered as a result of nationaJiaa:: 
tion. He even tried ·to attract foreign inv 
to open \lP natural · resources. But the 
enterprises _ remained nationalized under , 
Supreme Council of National Economy. ~ ... 
ing and foreign - trade remained gov~mlllllt 
monopolies. - . 

In the countryside, forced re@isitions 
replaced with a tax in 1:ind on grain in an 
to boost production and gain peasant su~, 
Small inruvidual farms of limited acreage ""' 
legalized. Although land itself could not I 
be bought and sold, peasants could 
their output on the open market. , 

Diplomatic Normalization. Negotiations tllWlli' 
the end- of 1920 for restoration of trade 
Britain were one of the main reasons for the •f 
in1f of the Allied blockade. An initial agree~. 

- with Britain was· made formal in 1921. , 
_ European countries - soon res~med trade 

Russia. When, in 1924, Britain's first Labre 
government extended diplomatic recogn1tion. • '. 
did most other European governments and Ja~ 
but not the United States. _ 

- The -Tr~aty of Riga of March 1921 ~ 
lished- a Russo-Polish boundary. Treaties had al, 
ready been signed in the preceding year -witn lilt 
Baltic states and Finland. Dispute over Bessdt 
bia, at that time in Rumania"s .possession, b _ 
a- similar agreement with that na_tjon, A l 
agreement with Turkey's new nationali~! govellt>_ 
ment, led by -Kemal ( later Kemal Atatiirk ), .. 
tied boundary disputes and underscored the S. 
viet desire to restrict foreign navies in the B~ 
Sea. Friendship treaties were ~Iso signed ... 
Iran and Afghanistan . 

. Negotiations with the new Weimar Rep~~ 
in Germany began in secret during theff '-""' 
War. In 1921 the German General Sta 
eluded a secret treaty with Moscow that ena 
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Strategic 
Nuclear Weapons 
of the Superpowers 
number 

7.400 

0 0 

1945 55 65 75 83 1945 55 65 75 83 
United States Soviet Union 

The 50,000 warheads and bombs in 
nuclear arsenals today include 17,400 
weapons in the strategic forces of the su­
perpowers. Their range is intercontinen­
tal. Each weapon is powerful enough to 
destroy·a large city-ff there were that 
many cities in the whole wide world. 

"I do not think it is possible to exaggeraJe 
the gravity of the possibilities of evil thaJ lie 
in the utiliZ111ion of aJomic energy." 

Bertrand Russell 
United Kingdom, 1945 

Nuclear Overkill 
Although the dividing line between weapons that could be used in conven­

tial war and those available for nuclear war has been blurred by the rapid ad­
vance of military technology, nuclear weapons are still in a class by them­
selves in destructive power, viz: 

• A single nuclear weapon in today's arsenal could blot out a city and its in­
habitants in a matter of minutes. 

• A few thousand of these weapons could destroy the world as a habitable 
planet, ending life for the living and the prospects oflife for those not yet born. 

The awesome life-destroying qualities of nuclear weapons were recognized 
thirty-eight years ago, when the first two atomic bombs turned two Japanese 
cities into fiery rubble. No international agreement against the use of those 
weapons in war has been reached, but over 100 wars have been waged since 
194S, and no nuclear weapon has been used again. 

It is all the more remarkable, then, that the world's stock of nuclear weapons, 
which was 3 in 194S, has been growing ever since and is 50,000 in 1983; that as 
much as $900 billion of the public treasure may have been spent over the years 
to improve their efficiency, their destructive power, and the means of deliv­
ering them accurately to targets as far distant as the other side of the world. No 
single measure can convey the scope of the "progress" achieved through this 
vast expei;iditure of effort, but one indication is that the explosive yield of the 
nuclear weapons stockpiled today by the US, USSR, UK, France, and China is 
equivalent to 1,000,000 Hiroshima bombs. 

How could it have come about that weapons that were morally repugnant, 
unusable in war and unthinkable in their effects on human life became the 
center-piece of military policy by leading nations of the world? 

Doctrine 
After the first demonstration in war of their appalling destructive power, 

the comforting rationale for acquiring nuclear weapons was to prevent their 
use by a hostile nation. The doctrine of deterrence rested on the belief that no 
sane leader could order their use against an enemy without realizing that his 
decision would mean national suicide; that the inevitable reciprocity by the op­
~nent wou!d result in loss of life and an agony beyond the ability of any na-
tion to survive. r 

"" How many weapans were necessary for deterrence was never made clear. 
There was no national debate on this question. Could the objective be ex­
pressed in absolute terms and, if so, would it mean a minimum of IO city­
destroying weapons or 1,000? How many lives, what proportion of the enemy's 
industrial capacity, had to be assured of extinction? Or should deterrence be 
considered a relative-the threatened punishment being related to what the 
enemy threatened? E.quivalence then would be the name of the game, and 
"balance" the goal of the weaponeer. Balance has no finite restraint. The un­
certainty of what the opponent may do next encourages worst-case assump­
tions and makes the competition open-ended. 

The lack of consensus or even debate on the requirements clearly made de­
terrence an uncertain base for determining nuclear sufficiency. It set no limits 
on the number of weapons necessary to protect the nuclear peace. 

Beyond this weakness there was always nagging doubt about the adequacy 
of deterrence in all contingencies. It made no allowance for the irrational act, 
for accident, electronic error, deliberate use of a nuclear bomb by terrorists, a 
tense situation slipping out of rational control, a breakdown of communica­
tions with a remote submarine or battlefield. Nuclear war could be started 
even in the face of inevitable annihilation. 

· Into the breach stepped damage limitation. The concept was a natural sur.­
plement to deterrence doctrine, offering insurance if deterrence should fail. 
Damage limitation meant ~t nuclear weapons must be given the capability to 
destroy other nuclear weafons before they could sow death and de~truct.ion. It 
could also justify unremitting efforts at modernization: goals of pm-pomt ac­
curacy, an MX with the power to blow up missiles in their silos, the ultimate 
Star Wars defense through satellite systems. 

With such justification for limitless exploration, elaboration, and expcndi-
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Wars and War-Related Deaths Since 1945 
Number of Deaths Number of Deaths 

,cation and Identification of Conflict Clvlllan• MIiitary" . Total location and Identification of Conflict CM11an• Military" Total 

ltlnAmerlca 305,000 133,000 451,000 Far East 4,501,000 3,406,000 9,185,000 . 
l~lina 34 Burma \ 

19 ~ ~ forces vs Peron na na 3,000 1948-51 Communists & others vs Govt. na na 8,000 ~ . 
1976-79 "Disappearances" after military coup 8,000 1,000 7,000 1980 Communists & others vs. Govt. na na 5,000 

2 Bolivia 35 Cambodia 
1952 Civil war -1.000 1,000 2,000 . 1970-75 Khmer~ 118 Govt; US, NV lnvad. na na 156,000 

3 Brazil 1975-79 Pol Pot 118 ~; massaaes 1,500,000 500,000 2,000,000 
1980 Rightist tenorlsm J!.l't". 118 1,000 197~ Vietnam invasion vs ol Pot . 10,000 10,0CX? 20,000 

c Chile 36 China 
~ 1973 Military coup ousted Allende na na 5,000 1946-50 Communists vs Kuomintm:!9 Govt. na na 1,000,000 

5 Colombia 1962 India invasion; border conflict 1,000 1,000 2,000 i 1948 Political violence . na na 1,000 1967-68 Cultural revolution na na 50,000 
194~ "l..a Vlolencia"; civil war 200,000 ·100,000 300,000 :fl Indochina-

5 Costa Rica 1945-54 War of indep. vs French puppet Govt. 300,000 .300,000 600,000 
1948 Civil war 1,000 1,000 2.000 38 Indonesia 

r Cuba 1945-46 War of indep. vs Dutch & UK 4,000 1,000 5,000 
1958-59 Civil war; Castro vs. Batista 2.000 3,000 5,000 1950 Communists & Moluccans vs Govt. na na 5,000 

I Dominican~- 1953 Darul Islam vs Govt. na na 1,000 
1965 Civi war; US intarvention 1,000 2,000 3,000 19~ Civil war na na 30,000 

I El Salvador 1965-66 Abortive coup by communists; 
1979-on Civil war followlng military coup 35,000 10,000 · 45,000 massacres 500,000 0 500,000 

I Falklands 1975-80 Annexation of E.Timor; massacres 90,000 10,000 100,000 
1982 Arvenlina vs. U.K . o ,. 1,000 1,000 39 Korea. s. i 

I Guatemala 1950-53 NK invad; UN interven.; China invad. 800,000 1,200,000 2,000,000 
1954 Right-wing coup overthrew Arbenz na na 1,000 40 Laos ,r 1966-on Civil war . 33,000 2,000 35,000 1960-62 Pathet Lao vs Govt. na na 5,000 

! Honduras 1963-73 N. V181nam invas.; US bombing , 10,000 9,000 19,000 • 
1969 "Soccer war"; El Salvador invasion na 2,000 2,000 41 Malaysia t 

' I Jamaica 1950-60 Communists vi Govt; UK Intervening na na 13,000 ;, 
1980 Election violence na na 1,000 42 Philippines 

I Nicaragua 1950-52 Huks vs Govt. 5,000 4,000 9,000 ,f 
1978-79 Sandirislas vs Gen. Somoza 25,000 10,000 35,000 1972-80 Muslims vs Govt. 10,000 10,000 20,000 

; Paraguay 43 Taiwan 
1947 Civil war na na 1,000 1954-55 Civil strife na na 5,000 

I Peru 44 Tbeij 
1983 Shining Path (Maoist) rebels vs Govt. 1,000 1.000 1950-51 Chinese invasion and conquest 2,000 0 2,000 

1956-59 Civil war; China intervening 60,000 40,000 100,000 

~ na 10,000 175,000 45 Vietnam 
1960-65 NLF vs Diem Govt.; US lnterven. 200,000 100,000 300,000 

1945-49 Communists vs Govt.; UK intervening na na 160,000 1965-75 Peak of lndo-01ina War; US bombing 1,000,000 1,200,000 2,200,000 

I ~ Uprising and USSR invasion 
1979 China invasion 9,000 21,000 30,000 

na 10,0!)0 10,000 ', 
I Turk~ 

1977 Terrorist violence; milHary coup ('80) na na 5,000 Africa 1,970,000 1,388,000 3,552,000 r 

46 Algeria r 
Idell East 264,000 132,000 547,000 1945 Civil strife; France intervening 2,000 0 2,000 ·~ 1954-62 Muslims vs Govt.; Ft withdrawal (62) 302,000 18,000 320,000 

Nat. Guard vs Makarios; Turl<ey invad. 3,000 2,000 5,000 1962-63 Former rebel leaders vs Govt. 1,000 1,000 2,000 ··1 
I fir 47~a 

Suez nationalized; Israel, Fr., UK invad. 0 3,000 3,000 1 1-75 War of independence from Porttial 48,000 "l,000 55,000 
1967-70 "Six-Day War"; Israel invading 50,000 25,000 75,000 1975-on UNITA vs Govt; Cuba inlerv., SA vad. na na 12,000 

! Iran 48 Burundi 
1978-on Islam vs Shah; Islam vs dissidents 17,000 0 17,000 1972 Hutu uprising; rnass,pes by Tutsi Govt. 80,000 20,000 100,000 
1980-82 ,Iraq invasion; territorial dispute na 27,000 27,000 49 Cameroon I, 

I Iraq 19~ War of indep. from ranee & UK na na 32,000 
1958 Military coup overthrew monarchy 1,000 1,000 2,000 50 Chad • 
1961-70 Civil war; Kurds vs Govt 100,000 5,000 105,000 1980 Civil war~ lJbya Intervening na na 1,000 ff, 
1982-on hn attack. fol. Iraq invasion na na 50,000 51 Ethiopia 

I Israel 1974-on Erilreans vs Govt. for secession 11,000 25,000 36,000 
1948 Invasion by frve Arab states 0 8,000 8,000 1976-on Ogaden vs Govt. for aec.; Cuba inlerven. 15,000 21,000 36,000 

1· 1973 ·Yorn Kippur War"; Arab states invad. 0 16,000 16,000 52 Ghana 
i Jordan 1981 Ethnic war; Konkomba vs Nanumba na na 1,000 

1970 Palestinians vs Govt; Syria invading 1,000 1,000 2,000 53 Guinea-Bissau 
j Lebanon 1962-74 War of independence from Portugal 5,000 10,000 --. _15,000 

1958 Civil war; US interveni~ 1,000 1,000 2,000 54 ~a 
1975-76 Muslims vs Christians; inlerven. 75,000 25,000 · 100,000 19 -63 War of lndependenoe from UK 25,000 20,000 45,000 
1982 Israel invasion vs PLO & Syrian forces 4,000 16,000 20,000 55 Mada~scar r= 1947 War of Independence from France 13,000 2,000 15,000 

Govt. massacres of Sunni Muslims 10,000 0 10,000 56 Morooco 
I Yemen 1953-56 War of independence from France 3,000 0 3,000 

1948 Altempted coup by Yahya family 2,000 2,000 4,000 57 Mozambique 
1962~ Civil war fol. coup; Egypt inlarvening na na 101,000 1965-75 War of independence from Portugal na na 30,000 

58 Nigeria 
l>UlhAsla 1,874,000 574,000 2,449,000 1967-70 Civil war; massacres of Ibo 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000 
I Altanistan 1980-81 Fundamental Islam vs Govt. na na 5,000 

19 8-on Muslims vs Govt; Soviet intervention 50,000 50,000 100,000 59 Rwanda 
Tutsis vs Hutu Govt.; massacre of Tutsis I Bangladesh 1956-65 105,000 3,000 108,000 

1971 Bengalis vs Pakistan; India invad. 1,000,000 500,000 1,500,000 60 Sudan 
I India 1963-72 Civil war; blacks vs Arab Govt. 50,000 250,000 300,000 

1946-48 Muslims YS Hindus; UK lnlerv. 800,000 0 800,000 61 Tunisia 
3,000 1947-49 Muslims vs Govt. in Kashmir; 1952-54 War of independence from France 0 3,000 

Pakistan invas. 1,000 2,000 3,000 62 Uganda 
1948 India invasion of H,raerabad na na 1,000 1966 ~anda revolt !or secession 1,000 1,000 2,000 
1965 Pakistan invas. of ashmir; India inlerv. 13,000 7,000 20,000 1971-78 Civil war; Ida Amin coup; massacres 300,000 0 300,000 
1983 Election violence in Assam ---- ... ., .3,000 - ~-41 __ --3,000_ 1978-79 .. Tanzania vs Amiri; lJbya inlerv. ---na --~,000 --·-- 3,000 .. 

!Pakistan 1982 GuerriHas vs army 1,000 0 1,000 
1971 India vs Pakistan over Bangladesh na 11,000 11,000 63 W Sahara 
1973-77 Baluchis vs Govt. for separate states 6,000 3,000 9,000 1975-on War of indep.; Polissario vs Morocco 3,000 7,000 10,000 

I Sri Lanka . 64 Zaire 
1971 Attempted coup by Maoists 1,000 1,000 2,000 1960-f,J'-1<.a,.arY(Jil seoess.; UK & Baig. interv. na na 100,000 

65 Zam·_ 
1964 Civil strife na na 1,000 

War.--deaths •Y81'89k!9 fflOl8 than 1,000 per~ 66 Zimbabwe 
~t military action by foreign , at the invitation of the govern- 1972-79 GuerrHlas vs while minority Govt. na na 12,000 
ment in power. 1983 Political violence 2,000 0 2,000 
lnvnlon-armed attack by foraign country. including air attack without land Invasion. 

WORLD TOTAL 8,914,000' 5,643,00016,359,~ 

lnotawlab/e 'tw:offlP'ete; blNkdown d civilian end rnlli1ary dNlha not avalalie In., cues. "now~- Laos. and Cambodia inaw part of China 
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NOTES ON DATA 

The notes following provide a brief background on defi ­
nitions and sources. and arc intended lo alen rhe general 
readerro some ofrhe measurement problems in an in1crna-
1ional compilarion of this kind. Readers wishing lo use the 
detailed figures for analytical purposes are urged to con­
sult rhe original sources, which more adequately convey 
1hc: ><:ope_ and qua I ificalions of 1he data. 

Specific queries may be addressed lo rhe author ( Box 
1003, Leesburg, Virginia 1W75). Professional comments 
and suggestions are welcome al all times, and particularly 
from national ,1a1is1ical services which could add lo rhe 
accuracy of rhe reporting. 

Revisions-In compiling this ninlh edition of World 
Military and Social Etpendirure,, all statistics were re­
viewed and corrected lo include !he most recent dala 
available for !he 142 l'Ountrics thal are covered. Because 
of revisions by original sources and the changes in sources 
that are sometimes necessary. the detailed national dala in 
Table 111 cannot be used as a rime series, or 10 judge 
!rends. 

Time frame-Althou~h rhe statistical rabies were 
largely prepared in 1983: the lalesl year for which ade­
quate world -wide coverage was possible for many of rhe 
social stalisrics was 1980, and for some it was 1979. Social 
dar:J'lcnd 10 lag behind military. Projections to 1980 were 
therefore necessary for some of the social statistics, while 
military. populat ion, and GNP data were generally avail­
able through 198!. 

Qualifications of the data-In !he posl-war period 
!here has been a major leap forward in 1he availabilily and 
reliabiliry of data for inrernarional comparisons. Never­
theless, any world compendium of rhis sort inevitably rep­
resents subjective judgments in selecting and prescljling 
starisrics, and indudes dala !hat are uneven in quality: Nu­
merous factors affect comparability and suggest caution 
in making comparisons between countries. For example: 

I. Some sraristical systems. especially in developing 
nations. arc in !he early stages of development; beyond ur­
ban areas, coverage may be nonexistent or extremely 
spar.;e. 

2. The practice of limited disclosure of statistics con­
tinues panicularly in countries under communist govern­
ments. In these cases rhe range of error in estimates made 
by foreign expens is unknown and may be wide. Most of 
the figures shown for Albania, China, Cuba, Laos, Mon­
golia, Nonh Korea, Vietnam, and !he Warsaw Pact coun­
tries are subject to considerable uncertainly and must be 
regarded as very rough approximations. 

3. Hostilities in Cambodia and Lebanon have re­
stricted the now of information from rhose countries. 
Where estimates are shown, they arc rough benchmark 
data, largely based on earlier years. 

4. Variations in definitions and concepts may signifi­
cantly affect comparability. These occur even under rhe 
mosr advanced reporting systems. 

5. Per capita figures based on national totals reveal 
nothing of 1he parrern of distribution in incomes and wel­
fare within countries. Differences within nations in those 
pallerns may mean significant differences in the level of 
living of rhe average citizen which are not apparent in 
gross indicators. 

Gross National Product 

GroJs National Product is the eco11omy' s total out pm of 
goods and services, valued al current market prices paid 
by 1he ultimate consumer. 

GNP. as stared above, is rhe most comprehensive mea­
sure of !he national economy. bur ii does not cover some 
imponant areas of economic activity. Household services 
and that pan ofrhe product which is outside rhe market arc 
not included in rhe GNP For !his reason, it is likely 10 be 
more representative, as a measure of overall product. for 
developed economies rhan for developing. The difference 
in coverage docs not invalidate comparisons between rhe 
two groups of countries, bur it may rend 10 exaggerate !he 
contrast between !hem. 

The GNP figures are ct'rawn largely from !he data fund 
of the World Bank. Forrhis report, the Bank's calculalions 
in national currencies are converted to dollars using 
single-year exchange rares. 

Military 
National military expenditures ure current und capital 

expenditure, to meet the needJ of the urmed forcn They 
include mit1:,·1 assisrance of f oreign countries und the 
military <·u, nems of nuclear. space. und research and 
de,·elopme, rograms. 

By custom and accounting practice. national mil i!aty 
budgets usually do not include c.,ps,ndirures for veterans' 
beneftrs. interest on war debts, civil defense, and outlays 
for slrarcgic industrial stockpiling. Military budgets also 
may e.,clude all or pan of national intelligence e.,pendi­
lures. Adding these items 10 regular defense budgets 
would greatly enlarge !he 101a) of annual public expendi­
tures which are milirary-relared. bu! adequate informa­
tion to determine precisely how su,h costs affect various 
national e,pendirures and !heir overall size world-wide is 
nor available ar present There are also subslanrial social 
costs which are exrra-budgelary, including manpower un­
derpriced b<ecause of conscription, !he lax exemptions ac­
corded military props,rties, and some privately-financed 
R&D. Because costs such as rhese are nor renecred in offi­
cial budgets, military expenditures rend 10 undersrare rhe 
burden on !he economy. 

A standard ddinilion of military expenditures. as para­
phrased above, is used by the memb<ers of NATO and, in so 
far as ii is possible lo do so, it is !he concept followed in 
rhis report, bur major differences in national accounling 
systems make ii impossible 10 achieve general uniformity. 

In Warsaw Pact and other communist countries, 1he 
scope of the accounting for military programs is nor clear 
and estimates are necessary highly speculative. Some of 
the uncenainties and problems in preparing estimates are 
discussed on pages 44-45. 

Armed forces represent manpo ....-er in the reg ular furce.r. 
including conscripts. Paramilitury forces and reserl'ists 
are not included. 

The manpower figures in !he rabies cover regular forces 
only, on rhe premise !hat these provide the mos! consisrcnl 
basis for international comparison. and also are covered 
by military budgets. Paramilitary forces (armed border 
guards and gendarmerie) vary considerably in rheir poten­
tial for prompt and efficient military action, as do reserv­
ists, who serve for a short period in rhc year. (The addition 
of paramilitary and reservist forces would triple rhe world 
Iola! of men under arms.) 

In individual countries, rhe•significance of 1he size of 
the force will depend on !heir equipment. training, tech­
nical proficiency, and morale, and also (as in rhe US) on 
the use made of civilians in functions Iha! are performed 
by rhe military in other countries. Some countries have 
universal, automatic draft for relatively short periods; 
others, like the US, depend on volunteers, who serve on a 
career basis and generally for longer periods of rime. 

IISS. rhe recognized inrernarional au1hori1y on force 
levels, also publishes data on paramilitary forces, peo­
ple's militia, and reservists. 

Arms trade represents the mo,·ement through official 
channels of conventional militar_y equipment and of com­
modities considered primarily military in nature. Nuclear 
materials are exc/udtd. 

The export-impon estimates in Table I are compiled by 
ACDA, and generally conform ro the definition above. 
The dala include weapons. military aircraft and ships, 
ammunition, and uniforms, and exclude foodstuffs, med­
ical equipment. and other items with alternative ,ivilian 
uses. They are trade figures, and therefore do nor include 
orders or agreements which may result in future transfers, 
nor do rhey cover !raining or services associated with rhe 
equipment transfers. They also omil other significant 
routes for arms shipments, such as commercial black mar­
ker trade, official bur covert arms supply, and licensed co­
production abroad. These and other unrecorded channels 
would significantly raise estimates of the value of arms 
moving among nations. 

Military Bases and Forces Abroad 

Information on over.;eas installations and forces is scat­
tered and incomplete. Except for !he US, !he sources used 
for map I and the !able were: IISS Mi/itarv Balance, Uni­
versity of Sussex Armament and Disarmament Research 
Unit. rhe Center for Defense Informal ion, The Economist, 
ltuM Afriqut, IISS Adelphi Paper 176 (for official NATI) 
estimates of Soviet forces in Central Europe). and IISS 
Survival. Data on US installations and forces are from an­
nual DOD repons. Press repons were used lo update and 
supplement information through July 1983. 
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Military Control and Repression 

In establishing rhe lisr of milirary-dom inared countries 
for map 2, !he following criteria were .:onsidered: c,is­
lence of a slale of martial law; key political leadership by 
military officers; extra-judicial aurhorily e.,crcised by , e­
curiry forces; lack of ,cnrral political control over large 
sections of !he country where official or unofficial mili ­
tary forces rule; and control by foreign mil itary forces. 

The principal sources of information were: The S1utes­
man's Yearbook, The People's Almanac. Deadline Dutu 
on World Affairs, Polit ical Handbook of the \Vorld. The 
World Factbook. and .V.~CLA R,•port 0 11 the Amerirns. 

In chart JO as well as in !he !able accompanying map], 
government repression is shown in its most cxtn:mc form. 
as physical abuse of ciri,ens through lmlure. bruraliry. 
"disappearances." and political killings. When rhe inci ­
dence of such violence apps,ars to occur as a mallerof rou­
tine policy, ii is termed " frc4uen1"; when ir is reported in­
frequently, ii is termed " some." "None" indicates 1ha1 no 
cases of such abuse were sub,1an1ia1ed in the pas! year; it 
does nor mean. however. !hat other forms of repression J id 
not occu~ even rampantly. " Inadequate evidence" indi­
cates that information "'as insufficient for a \!cneraliza­
lion about the incidence of official violence. • 

The principal , ources of information consulted were: 
Amnesty International Annual Report. Freedom at l.rnie. 
US Deparlmenl of Stale Country ReportJ nn Human 
Ri11hts Practices; Council on Hemispheric Affairs Annual 
Report, Americas Walch Annual Report. and Human 
Righrs Internet Reporter and files. 

Since !he polilical role of rhe military and govern­
ments' use of these ex Ire me forms of represssion vary borh 
in degree and in !he evidence available, rhe general classi­
ficatioris used here were necessarily a ma11erof subjec1 ive 
judgment in a number of cases, and may well be open lo 
dispute. 

Wars and Deaths 

Wars and estimated deaths in map~ are from records 
maintained by William Eckhardt, Director, Peace Re­
search Laboratory. SI. Louis, Missouri. His principal 
sources are: Azar's conn ict and peace data bank nf rhe 
University of Maryland. lisls of wars pubJ; shed by Bou­
lhoul & Carrtre in Peace Research, and banle dearhs in 
Singer and Small's computer records at !he University of 
Michigan. These records were supplemented by news 
sources available through July 1983. 

Information on deaths associated wirh wars is incom­
plete, and Eckhard! emphasizes rhal all es1ima1es mus! be 
used wirh caution. No central official records are kepi. Ci­
vilian deaths are less reliable than banle deaths and arc 
often unavailable. War-related famine was a major cause 
of high death rates in connicts in Nigeria, Bangladesh. 
and Cambodia. 

uc ear 

Nuclear reactors-The world's inventory of nuclear 
reactors, shown on page 15, and on rhe map, page lf>-17, is 
from Nuclear News, Nuclear En11ineering /11ternarional, 
!he International Atomic Energy Agency and for rhe US. 
rhe US Depart men! of Energy. Powerreactors are as of De­
cember 31, 1982. Research reactors, reported by IAEA 
May 1980, represent responses 10 a quesrionaire sen! out in 
1978; these have nor been updated recently. 

Nuclear test-Nuclear explosions. as shown on chart 
19, are from the US Depanmenl of Energy and !he SIPRI 
Yearbook 1983. 

Nuclear weapons-The numbers of launchers and 
weapons shown on I'· 15 were calculared by Paul Walker 
from counts of spec1 fie systems and their associated load­
ings. The principal sources used were publications of rhe 
US Departments of Defense and Stale, IISS, Congres­
sional Budget Office, CDI, SIPRI, and The Brookings In­
stitution. Where aurhorilies differed, he used rhe numb<er 
rhat was most commonly cited, or Iha! was published by 
official US sources. 

Walker cautions thar rhe weapons counl is esrremely 
sensitive to the assumptions made with respect 10 load• 
ings. His were conservative. For example, he assumed 
minimum warhead loadings of 8 and JO for rhc Poseidon 
and Trident missiles (vs a maximum of 14) and a nominal 
loading of 12 for B-52s (vs a maximum of 24). For the So· 
viet SS-18 ICBMs, he assumed !hat over 90 percent are 
MIRV'd; since rhere are 4 models, only 2 whi,·h carry 
more rhan one warhead, rhis may overstate rhe Soviet 
total. 



~ 
Russia and Europe 7~ 

1687 in territories under the control of Po­
land. In 1.596 a large section of Ukrainian 
clergy and laity joined the Roman commu­
nion in Brest-Litovsk, though most of them 
returned to Orthodoxy after the metropoli­
tanate of Kiev was reunited with the patri­
archate of Moscow, in 1687, and after the 
partitions of Poland in the 19th and the 20th 
centuries. 
In 1721 Tsar Peter the Great suppressed the 

patriarchate of Moscow and !'CPlaced it with a 
"Holy Governing Synod" tightly controlled 
by the state. Th~ patriarchate was not re­
stored until the Russian Revolution in Octo­
ber 1917. Between 1918 and 1939 the Ortho­
dox Church was violently persecuted by the 
Communist regime. It was further weakened 
in 1922 when the Renovated Church, a reform 
movement supported by the government, 
deposed Patriarch Tikhon and restored a 
Holy Synod to power. 
In 1927 Metropolitan Sergius of Moscow 

formally expressed his "loyalty" to the Soviet 
government, and the patriarchate henceforth 
refrained from criticizing the state in any way. 
This attitude of "loyalty," however, provoked 
divisions in the church itself: inside Russia, a 
number of faithful opposed Sergius, and 
abroad, the Russian metropolitans of .Ameri­
ca and western Europe severed their relations 
with Moscow. Then, in 1943, benefitting from 
the sudden reversal of Joseph Stalin's policies 
toward religion, Russian Orthodoxy under­
went a remarkable resurrection; a patriarch 
was re-elected, theological schools - were 
opened, and thousands of churches began to 
function. Between 1945,md 1959, the official 
organization of the church was greatly ex­
panded, althougll-individua1 members of the 
clergy were occasionally arrested and exiled. 
A new and widespread persecution of the 
church was resumed in 1959-64 wider the 
leadership-of Nikita Khrushchev, again siz. 
ably reducing the number of open churches 
and church institutions._ · ·· ' 
Since Wodd War II, the patriarchate of 

Moscow has been active internationally, espc;-
- cially in peace movements, which -have en­

joyed the support of the Soviet ~overnment. It 
has also received wide recognition from other 
Orthodox churches, whose leaders exchange 
regular visits with its patriarch. In 1948 a con­
ference of Orthodox leaders gathered in Mos­
cow to celebrate the 500th anniversary of the 
Russian Church's autocephaly, adopted a vio­
lent anti-Western stand, condemning both the 
Vatican and the World Council of Churches 
for cooperation with "American imperial­
ism." After Stalin's death, this attitude 
changed sufficiently to allow the entry of the 
patriarchate · into the World Council of 
Churches {1969) and the development of 
friendly relations with Roman Catholics after 
the second Vatican Cowicil. Voices of internal 
unrest came to be heard as well, as when 
Archbishop Yermogen and the priests Eshli­
man and Yakunin publicly protested in 196S a 

-government-imposed parish statute, which 
much too obviously placed the parish clergy 
at the mercy of the local state officials. -
The Russian Revolution of 1917 had severed 

large sections of the Russian Church....;.dj. 
oceses in America, Japan, and Manchuria, as 
well as refugees in Europe-from regular con­
ta<;_ts with the mother church. A group of 
bishops who had left their sees in Russia gath­
ered in Sremski-Karlovci, Yugos., and adopt­
ed a clearly political monarchist stand. They 
furt!:ier claimed to speak as a synod for the en­
-tire "free" Russian Church. This group, which 
to this day includes a sii.able part of the Rus- _ 
sian ernigratien, was formally dissolved by 
Patriarch Tikhon in 1922, who then appointed 
Metropolitans Platon and Evlogy as rulli)g 
bishops in America and Europe, respectively. 
Both metropolitans continued intermittently 
~ e~U:rtain i:eLations with .tJ:ie synod in ~ar: 

authority. In 1931 both Platon and Evlogy re- Chinese influence in foreign affairs • P..... 
ceived from Metropolitan Serlfius of Moscow 1964, a collective leadership under· 1 ~ 
a request to pledge "loyalty to the Soviet Brezhnev and Alexey Kosygin control~ 
government. They both refused: Pia ton pro- Soviet ~nion,. and emphasized consolida~ 
claimed his "temporary autonomy" in Ameri- of previous gains. -
ca, while Evlogy was accepted by the TEXT ARTICLE covers: 
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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS TO THE NATION: GENEVA SUMMIT 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1985 

✓ / ✓ ✓ ✓ ......-- .......... 
My fellow Americans. Good evening. In 48 hours, I wtil be 

leavfng ~ me~"t Mr': Gor<achev, the leacler of the soviet Union. 

It will be the fifst s~it be<ween an ~rican Pr'8ident and a 

sov'!et Gen~al Secre(ary iKsi"( yfus. So, tonight, I want to 

share with you my hopes and tell you why I am going to Geneva. 

My mission, stated simply, is a mission for peace. It is to 

engage the new Soviet leader in what I hope will be a dialogue 

for peace that endures as long as my Presidency -- and beyond. 

It is to sit down across from Mr. Gorbachev and try to map, * 
y- MY' $,,,~~~~~ 

together, a common causeway over the notf"man's lan~ of mistrust;tt__:!1/ 

and hostility that separates our societies and nations. 

I do not -- and you should not, my fellow Americans 

over£imate the prospects for a great success at the Geneva 

summit. The history 9f Americ~n-Soviet relations does not argue >)/, 7,~jp ,~,.~0~~ ✓ .......... - t,J.J.,r,-- :;i!v 
well for euphoria. L_Eigh~ o( my' predecessors -- each in his own ~/~~2 

✓ ✓ ~ I,,,"""' .........- ......- -f: ,e. ww.Z,:: 
way and in his own time -- sought to acnieve a more stable and ,~M-~ 

✓ ~~A~~ 

peace£u'i re~tionship withl.:h scrv-iet unro"n. None fully jt;,::j,t 
).1_1f'.,,:,.,,J 

. . Ft;,c,I_ 
succeeded. I do not undPr estimate the difficulty of the task.y_:~hL 

~s ~.:;; 
But that sad record dces not relieve me of the obligation to use~1,.. 

//If;~. 
the years allottPd by my countrymen, and the capacities God has .,jj~~6 ~c! 

7fr,,# ;,,gs 
given me, to try to make ours a safer world. For ourselves, our /NJ -
children, our grandchildren, for all mi'lnkind -- I intend to make 

the effort. 
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For, as I said at the United Nations, peace is God's 

Commandment: peace is God's will. 

i t er . 

You know, in my long lifetime, which exceeds that of almost 

all of you listening out there, we Americans have created a 

miracle on this continent. We have built as great and mighty and 

rich and flourishing a nation as the world has ever seen. And we 

take pride in what we have built. 

Yet, much of what it has taken us a lifetime to build could 

be shatt'fu-ed f'n hatf an .hou'f'· ii( a nuclea~ exc~nge with the 
✓ v, Soviet Union. The danger of thermonuclear war and the havoc it 

would wreakf ;s President -;~:~dy ~~t it--~\~!~in_~a~~¥~)~word 
,n,,,ey ,..,.,.,..,, 1<10-A/cJ ,._,,cJ c .41 l',,/, 

of Damocles hanging overrall of us1 The awful reality of these 
~ ~ . 

weapons is a kind of terrible crescendo to the steady, 

dehumanizing progress of warfare in this century. 

To a few people here in this office, I recently recalled a 
v ✓- • ✓ • v .,., ../ ✓ v · ~ ✓-

hotly debated issue in my college years. Some or us strenuously 

argued that in the advent i,f an-o~ther worid. ~r r{c, civilized 

per~n would ev~r obey an orcfer to bomb civilian targets. 

Humanity, WP. were certain, would never come to that. Well, World 

War I! and~jill:i.0111~iivilian casualties later we were all 

sadly, tragically wiser. Today, we have no such illusions. We 

know if World War III ever brAaks out, the toll in human life and 

suffering would be catastrophic. 

To occupy this office is to live every day with that 
V.:.: v v · ✓ v ✓ ✓ V" ._...,..-

reality. Whenever I travel I am followed by a military aicl~ who 

carries a smail bYack attache" case -- "ttt'e. football" is i G 
'k ✓ nic name. It is a grim r~minder of the narrow 11ne our wo~ld 
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wal& every day. It conta£s the 

& a nu~ar att~k orr't.he Uni¥:ed 

.,,.,,,,. .,/' 

co~s necessary for re~iiation 
. _.-- V ' V v V I/'_ 

States. And I am sure a young 

Russ1an of 6cer 
✓ . J✓-"" ,,,...--

w a tks nekr iJf. Gorbachev -- with the same 
✓ 

assignment. 

And that, then, is why I go to Geneva. For peace. In the 

hope of reducing the risk of war. In the hope of never having to 

face the terrible alternative of either submitting to nuclear 

extortion or responding with a call to arms. I am going to u;,J,(}/J.,u 
v v .,....- x21.~6 

Geneva in the hope of never again having to phone the parents or 

wi,Ye's o( Ameri~n serl'fcemen ki~d i'fl. acilon oY cut d(S'wn i~ some 
✓ ✓ ./ ..v· V' ✓ .,,. .,,, ~ ✓-- ~ 

terrorist attack -- «s ~ dia at the ~1me ot Grenada ana the time 

of B~rut. 

When we speak of peace, however, we Americana .do not.mean 

the artificial peace of permanent Cold W~ We believe true 

peace must rest upon the pillars of individual freedom, human 

rights and national self-determination. Free and democratic 

peoples do not go to war against one another,fJ.n the twentieth ?. 

century~ e peace depP.nds upon a respect for the rule of law 

and the inviolability of treaties. Nations that have broken onf ~ 

solemn compact after another -- whether on nuclear arms or J 
chemical weapons or human rights -- ~hould expect to be tr~~ted 

with skepticism when they insist that a nP.w disarmament agreement 

remains the sum of their international ambitions. Great powers 
/ ,./ v v , , v .,_,/' 

that launch wars of imperial occupation against defens~less 
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neighbo~s .(c;' the'ir. south are not persuasive when they profess 

their intentions are only benevolent and peaceful toward 

better-armed neighbors to their West. 

In forthrightly opposing such conduct we Americans carry a 

special burden. A belief in the dignity and worth of every 

individual in the sight of God gave birth t9
1
this country. ~ 

central to our being. As Thomas Jefferson wr~te~~~ nae \/ 
~ . I'\ 

b ~h,t.ut.. born to wea:r . saddles on their backs.,~ Freedom is America's core. 

We must never deny it, nor forsake it. Should the day come when 

we remain silent in the face of armed aggression then the cause 

of America -- the cause of freedom -- will have been lost, and 

the great heart of this country will have been broken. 

The schedl1le for our G~neva mectfing h~ now b~i!n set down by 

Secreta'ty Shu~z an'd Fore!g"n Mililster Shev~rdnadze. 

We hope to make some progress with the Soviet leadership on 

all four fronts of our agreed-up~ agenda: reso~ing thoie 
V /. . ✓ / -· v i,/ V - .._. regional conf1icts in Asia, Africa and Central Amer1ca that carry 

the seelas o( a wfaer w;;;, inaugufating an unprecedEmted series ~ 
V ✓ ~ 

people-to-people exc~ges1 engaging Mr. Gorbachev directly oh 

the ques':fion o~ Sov'iet violcitions '6f human rigft'ts guar'ai;"ieed i'n-
✓ / . i..,----- ,._.,,.--

the Helsinki Accords. And, finally reducing the danger or 
nucll'ar w~ an~ thf' c:imin1:shing stociq;ilE-s or nucl'e'ar w~ons. 

Progress on these four questions depends upon whether Moscow 

is willing to Meet us hal=way. Success at Gene,ta should not be 
Jt, 

measured by the short-term agreements that come out of the P ) Only th~ passage of time -- the mC>nths and years 

~ 
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following Geneva -- can tell us if we have constructed a durable 

bridge to a better future. ---. Even as we speak about peace, we must never forget its )ISC 

~ indispensable elements. If peace were merely the abse~e o~ wir, JJI~ 
~SSK (l(AI""' V ~ 
11(w,/9I? there bet's been peace betw~ the UJ'fned Sta£es anct"'the Soviet 

~ 'I unron f~ t:h~ de.,_Qa ~Re~ ~ence. ,)<_ 

~' But that, as we know, is neither an accurate nor full 
_ v- _JI/ I. 
/Jftv;;.P"' :1,rccounting of our relationship. And that is not good enough. 
, /~,'/i:- -k- lfl.7 ,_;//,IP"~ Peace and freedom are inextricable, and that is the second 
~. ,s;,11 ~ 
~ reason I go to Geneva. For freedom. To speak for the right of 

every people a~d every nation to choose their own future, for the 

right of human beings everywhere to determine their own destiny, 

to live in the dignity God intended for each of hi.~ children. 

Not only is this affirmation of freedom our responsibility 

as Americans, it is essential for success . at Geneva. If history 

has shown there is any key to dealing successfully with the 

Soviets it is this: The Sovie~s must realize that while we are 

prepared to negotiate, we harbor no illusions about their 

ultimate intentions. The Soviet mind is not the mirror image of 
~ 

the American ~ nd Western mi~~- The S~viKts h'ave a vf!ry d'irferent 

viJ<w or the w6rld • . They believe a qre'at struggle .ts ur-.d~y ~r t:J;;; 
1 L V 1--<' L-<' • L , t.----- i...,.---· ~ v i..-- J 34 ~ 

the futu~e of manKinr. ~rra that true peace will only he nttained ----

wit~he fin~ tri\mph ofv6omnl'linist po~er. Th~v beli~e the 

v ..,,f h · ✓ .v v ' · -:-- S v;" ~ ..,.,. t..,,-- .,.,..-march o istory is ~rnoodien ~n the oviet state, ann that the 

democ~ies o£ the West a~- the trnal impediments to the tri umph 
✓. ✓ ._..,...,-
of that state. 
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So, I must also be blunt tonight. I go to Geneva for peace 

with freedom, but I go without illusions. The fact of this 

§tth~t@nee does not mean the Soviets have forsaken their 

long-term goals. Unfortunately, President Eisenhower's somber ~ 
~A .x vs::___ ....,...___ )1u/ 

farewel~
1
warning to his countrymen, a quareer cen~ury ago, still z4~,3-, 

rings true: •we face a hostile ideology -- global in scope, 

atheistic in character, ruthless in purpos~and insidious in 

method.• 

And, yet, despite these deep and abid~ng differences 

between our systems and values and convictions, and the 

international behavior that flows naturally from those beliefs 

I still believe we can and must manage this historic conflict 

between us, peacefully. We can prevent our international 

competition from spilling over into confrontation. We can find 

undiscovered avenues, where American, and Soviet citizens can 

co-operate, fruitfully, for the benefit of all mankind. And 

that, too, is what I intend t;--tell Mr. Gorbachev. 

While our relationship with the Soviet Union remains 

adversarial, we have co~erat~d in the past. I~ Wocld Wars I )<.. 
'~ ✓ ✓ v.- v-- . -.-- ......-- .,,,.,,- _, - )v SC: 

and II, Americans ana Russians fougnt on separate fronts, against l4,\~ 

....,......... .,._,,/" a,,,-- v-- ,/' ........-- J /: t.-"' --- . ,_--
a common enemy. Near the/City of Murmansk,scms o'f our own nation 

aFe buried, he~s .,~·!fa di'E@ M -wotrfids sustained o~the 
............- ......--- L,/" v-· ....,.... ~ {,,...-' .___.. i---; .__.. 

treacherous North Atlantic and North sea convoys that carried to 

V:---- h . . d . ....-- h 1 ,,,-.;-1 ~ ...-; 1 '---a· '-----Russia t e i~ ispen~rn e too s O.L surviva an victory. 

So, I do not mean to sound pessimistic, only realistic. 

While it would be utopian to think a single s~nference can 



Page 7 

establish permanent peace, this conference can begin a permanent 

dialogue for peace. 

My fellow Americans, there is cause for hope -- hope that 

peace with freedom will not only survive but triumph, perhaps 

sooner than any of us dares to imagine. 

How could this be? Because this same 2oi~ cerif~ry that g~ve 

bii-£h t'c: nu9!~ar weaf)~ns ~~ --E.<?.lice -~-(~!~!, that witnessed so 

much bloodshed and suffering, •is now moving inexorably toward 

mankind's age-old dream for human dignity and self-determination. 
~ 

We see the dream alive in Latin .America where '(184$-ig90 

percent of the people are now living under. governments that are 
Q1. ~ ~ ~t; bx<J~ 

democratic~-- a dramatic reversal,1/'from a decade ago. 

We see the dream stirring in Asia, where societies in 

Singapore, South Korea, Taiwan and China are vaulting ahead with / 
G - ' (_ 

stunning success. 

We see the flame rising in places like Afghanistan and 

Angola where brave people risk-their lives for what brave man and 

women have always fought for! For God and country and the right 
" l to be free. We see the dream flickering in the captive nations 

of Eastern Europe. In Poland, men anc women of great faith and 

spirit 

Church 

the members of Solidarity, thP. faithful of the Catholic 

rise up again and again for better lives and a future 

of hope fnr their children. 

A powerful tide i~ surging. The world is moving toward more 

open and democratic societies. And wh~t is the driving force 

behind it? 
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It is faith -- faith in a loving God who, despite all the 

trials of the 20th century, has raised up the smallest believer 

to stand taller than the mos~ powerful state. It is faith in the 

individual. And it is freedom -- freedom for people to dream, to 

take great risks to reap the rewards of their own unique 

abilities to excel. 

We've seen what restoration of those values, and our renewed 

belief in the moral worth of an open society have meant to 

America: A Nation poised for greatness, rediscovering its 

destiny. 

The health and vigor of the American economy -- with 9 
I ~ 

million new jobs -- has helped lift up the world economy, holding , 

out to the family of nations the vision of growth .• 

The (r~uilding) of America's military might and overseas 

alliances has rekindled world respect for American power, 

confidence and resolve. 

And, now, comes a new id;a filled with promise· that may AS?:' 
~ 

prove vital to peace. As most of you know, the United States an~ 

the Soviet Union have for decades used massive nuclear arsenals VJ . 
to hold each other hostage in a kind of mutual terror -- with the 

threat of wholesale destruction hanging over us both. 

It's called mutual assurPd destruction: M-A-D .or MAD as the ..__, 

arms con~rol experts call it. But with our Strategid Defense 

Initiative the United State~ is now determined to find a way to 

lead mankind o~~ of this labyrinth of .mutal terror, to try to 

descover, through resear~h and testing, a new system -- a 

non-nuclear defense that could provide a survival shield against j 

• 
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incoming missiles: that would destroy weapons not people: that 

could protect our entire planet from nuclear weapons launched by 

design or mistake. 

America today has a foreign policy that not only speaks out 
......... v'"" 

for peace and freedom, but works for them as well. In th~se past 

fi~e yea:rs, no'f oni{ sqtiare i~ of""rea~ estate ha{(b'een lo'st t'o" 

commuftist aggr~sion7 and, Grenada has beenQ_iberated and) set X 

free. 

So we look to the future with optimism, and we go to Geneva 

with confidence. While the differences between the United States 

and the Soviet Union are profound and enduring, we share a common 

interest in dealing with them peacefully. 

Ensuring a safer future however, requires that we address 

every t~reat to peace and every disruption of peace~ ---­~(/0 

,(,r .. (Jt'\~t 
Since the dawn of the nuclear age, every American President x:iaJO 

has sought to limit the build-up in nuclear arms. We have ·gone 

the extra mile, but our offers-have not always been welcome. 
--=:c.-= 

In 1977, and again in 1981 the United States proposed to the 

Soviet Union deep reciprocal cuts in strategic forces. These 

offers were rejected, out-of-hand. The following Jfar, we 

proposed the complete elimination i~=#at~ nuclear ? 

forces) and a global han on chemical weapons. These proposals, 

too, produced the s~me negative response. Then, in 1983, the 

Soviet Union got up and walked out o= arms control ~egotiations 

altogether. 

! am pleased however, with the inteYest 
v ✓.- ✓ 

reducing offensive we<pons by the n<w So'6i.et 

exprfuJsed 6 
le~rship. Let me 

\ 
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. . / V ✓ V ✓ V ._-
repeat tonight what I announced last week: The )Jnited Sta~es is 

v ✓ / .,/,,,. ./ ✓ • v ,__-
prepared to reduce comparable offenl1ve weapons by o,tfer SO 

./ V ' 
perc~nt, provtaed bot'& sid~s make equit1l'ble an~ verifiable 

. /. .../ 
reductions resulting i1l a stable bala~ with rt6 f lrst rtrike 

capability oir('eit'her side. 

If we both reduce the weapons of war there would be no 

losers, only winners. Ultimately the whole world would benefit· 

if we could mutually find a way to move to defensive systems and 

abandon offensive weapons altogether. For, as I have said many 

times before, an all-out nuclear war can never be won, and must 

never be fought. 

But nuclear arms control is not of itself an answer: Since 

World War II, 20 million people have died in regio·nal wars and · 
,...__._...__.~~~---... .... _, ______ ~- ........ ............... -·-- - - ...... . --·-•-1.o•~ -r.. . .. . --~-- . . .. ~! ,-. ----· ------

_n..9t-. "- ll5in~;~ soldier has pe~ished in a nuclear attack,. It is the 
V . - - ~ .. , ......... 

Soviet- u~ o~ force' direc{ly aricithrdugh iti'pr~ies that has 

made the world a dangerous place. --Look where the Soviets are pushing to consolidate and expand 

and what do we see? That there is no peace in Afghanistan: no 

peace in Cambodia; no peace in Angola1 no peace in Et.hiopia, and 

no peace in Nicaragua. These wars have claimed hundreds of 

thousands of lives and threaten to spill over national frontiers. 

That is why in my addres5 to the United Nations I have 

proposed a way to end these conflicts, a regional p@ace plan that 

calls for -- ceasefires, negotiations among the warring pnrties, 

withdrawal of foreign troops, democratic reconciliation and 

economic assistance. 
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In Geneva the Soviet Union comes to an historic crossroads: 

to show the world by deeds; to help us stop the killing. 

This would be a true Geneva breakthrough. We will do our 

part, but the Soviets must do theirs. Together, we can do more. 

And I'm determined to try to lessen the distrust between us, to 

reduce the levels of secrecy, to bring forth a more •open World.• 

I intend to propose to Mr. Grobachev at Gen~ya that we exchange 

thousands .of our citizens from fraternal, religious, educational 

and cultural groups. 

We are going to suggest the exchange of 5,000 

undergraduates each year; we are going to propose a youth 

exchange involving 5,000 secondary school students who would live 

with a host family and attend schools or summer camps. We also 

looking to increase scholarship programs, improve language 

studies, develop new sister cities, establish libraries and 

cultural centers and increase athletic competitions. 

In science and ~echnology-we propose to launch new joint 

space flights and establish joint medical research projects. In 

communications, we would like to see more appearances in the 

other's mass media by representatives of both our countries. 

If Sovfet spokesMen are free t'b appear dn Am~rican 

tPlevision, to be published and read in the American press, 

shouldn't the SoviPt: peoples have the same right to see, hear and 

read what we Americar. have to say? 

These proposals will not bridge our differences, but 

people-to-people contacts can build genuine peace movements in 

both countries. 
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The conversations Mr. Gorbachev and I will have can also 

help allay suspicions that may exist. You can be sure that I 

will reaffirm in Geneva what the Soviet leadership should already 

know. The United States is not an aggressor nation. America's 

arms will only be used -- as they have been in my lifetime -- in 

the defense of freedom and in answer to attack. 
v"' V' V ,,- L- - ,, . 

Four times in this century our solciiers have bee~ s~nt .... ' 

v ✓- v -' •i....:• ' 1..-- . 1 - The/..--i' r remavi, ns caL--n ~e f ....-ou- nd overseas to fight ~ri foreign lanas. u 

v V l ,___...- • t,. ~ l ,.... t,. .. - .;..--·-·· --all the way from the fields of France to the forgotten islands 
l ~-the Western Paci ic. Not once did they go abroad in the cause 

conquest. Not once did they come home clai~ing a single square 

meter of some other country as a trophy of war. 

o1 

of 

~,~~ 
As Prime Minister Mul~oney of ~an~d~ put it recently when 

d .1,£~ ~ ~ '171f;:,__ /4-Q.~ - -~w-- United States~ an imperialist Nation -- and I'm using 

the Prime Minister's words "What the hell [ae~il] do you mean 

'imperialist natio~-"' 

and for 172 years there 

~ w/-/-,,( lh.rr? 1 We have a1+-,ooo mile border ltadPtcst i_ 

hasn'toeen a shot fired in anger." 

A great danger in the past has been the failure by our 

enemies to remember that while the American people love peace, we 

love freedom more -- and we stand ready to sacrifice for it. The 

only way major war can ever break out between the United States 

and the Soviet Union is through this kind of miscalculation. By 

the way, my first meeting with the General Secretary will be on 

the annivers?.ry of the address at Gettysburg, where Mr. Linc0ln 
~ <Jf bll?-

reminded the world"' thatCJgovernrnent Ji, the peopl/ ~ the peoplt=>/ 

J the people shall not perish from the earth." 
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Both Nancy and I are proud and grateful for the chance you 

have given us to serve this Nation and the trust you have placed 

in us. And I know how deep the hope of peace is in her heart, as 

it is in the heart of every American mother. 

1 h V. v f ,,/ f Recent y, we saw toget er a moving new 1~m, the story o 

Eleni, a woman caught in the Greek civil war at the end of World 

War II, a mother who because she smuggled her children out to 

safety in America was tried, tortured and shot by a firing squad. 

It is also the story of her son, Nicholas Gage, who grew up 

to become a reporter with the New York Times and who secretly 

vowed to return to Greece someday to take vengeance on the man 

who sent his mother to her death. But at the dramatic end of the 

story, Nick Gage finds he cannot extract the vengeance he has 

promised himself. To do so, Mr. Gage writes, might have relieved 

the pain that had filled him for so many years but it would also 

have broken the one bridge still connecting him to his mother and 

the part of -him most like her. As he tells it: "her final cry ••• 

was not a curse on her killers but an invocation of what she died 

for, a declaration of love: 'my children.'" 

How that cry has echoed down through the centuries, a cry 

for the children of the world, for peace, for love of fellowman. 

Here then is wh~t Geneva is really about; the hope of 

heeding such words, spoken so often in so many diffe~ent 

places -- on~ desert journey to a proMised land, by a carpenter 

beside the Sea.of Galilee-~ words ca!ling all men to be brothers 

and all nations to be one. 
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Here is the central truth of our time, of any time; a truth 

to which I have tried to bear witness in this office. When I 

first accepted the nomination of my party for the presidency I 

asked the American people to join with me in prayer for our 

Nation and for the world. I deeply believe there is more power 

in the simple prayers of people like yourselves than in the hands 

of all the great statesmen or armies of the world. 

And so, Thanksgiving approaches and I ask each of you to 

join me again in thanking God for all his blessings to this 

Nation and ask Him to guide us in Geneva. Let us work and pray 

that the cause of peace and freedom will be advanced and all of 

humanity served. 

Thank you, God bless you and good night. 
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Olhia OJolidaa, ~ paduated rr- Amba9' ill lffl. . World War U and lauached a Im~~ CD Will ·is 
He mtcnd llepulilil,a - polilb ad acned • _,..."' ' of Ille Allia. He wrote tbe principle• of fair dcaliq inlo ... 
Norti..lltml. M•a. - -• lieaa-t ao-n«, All&lltlc Cbartcr, AUi- 14, 1941 (with Wlmton ~ ·• 
IIDd. la f919, ,-nor. ID Sept.. 1919, Coolid,e ltlliDed . &Del urged tbe POW' Preedom• (freedom of •peeab, of ... 
.....i ~ bJ calliq oat Ille llltc panl ID tbe . ::t..trom 'Wlllt, from fear) J111. 6, 1941. 'Wbea J•pa ... 
Bmtm police ltriu. He docland: '"l'llore I• DO risbl to Peart Harbor, Doc. 7, 1941, tbe U.S. mtcnd Ille-. 
mite apiaat Ille public aalety bJ•111,t,odJ,, aa:,naw. aa,- He conferred with allied '-la of •rate at Cu•~ Mi 
time.• Tlii• broqlat bia - Won, die~ con-- • 1943; Quebec, AUi-, 1943; Teberao, Nov.-Dec., 1943; ~ ' 
dam of 1920, ncn lie --.iaated for VICI presideaL He Dec., 1943; Yalta. Feb., 1945. He died at Warm ~ -
.__. to Ille lllaida_,q ma Hardin&'• dcadl. He op- Oa., Apr. 12, 1945. .· • , '. , , , , , ;,, 
pc-a i. 1.-pe of Na1iou; approw,d tlie World Court; · ·. • , . · .• u • ...:.. S ...._____ • . , , ~•'l 
-. tM aaldiln' baaa• bill, wllidl - puaed .,_ 1111 · • , • · •-•, •. .anuuao . , , J' 
- la 1'24 lie - ela::led bJ a Imp majority. He n,. • Harry S. Tl'UDIIII, 33d president, Danocrat, - bara !fl, 
._. tbe aa1icaa1 debt bJ S2 llillioe iD 3 ,ean. He twice · Lamar, Mo., May 8, 1884, tbe 1011 of John ~ ~ 
pn,rided,.., 10 fiaancially lwd-preual lumen. With Jle- · 111&11 and Martha Elim YOUDI, A family cliuar-,at • 1 
pubtic•m eq,a- to rmomia•te him be ...-meed, Aua. 2, whether his middle name wu Sbippe oe Solomma. ._t-

· 1927: "I do DOt cloome to nm fOI' praidmt in 1928." He name• of 2 aru,dfathen, raulted in hi& Ulin& only Ilia•• 
died la Norttamptma, Ju. 5, 1933. . } . • . ; die initial S. He attended public acbool• in ~ 
,'¥, ',11; • • •ll~ :, • ! ·•· ;,•, ,,,:;, _ ."'' . 1!(0.,wortedfortbe~OtyS~, 1901,111daiallNII; 

' ,,.,., i llerflert ....,_. " •.· "'' . • · " timekeeper, and belpa- m Kama• City bank• up IO 1905. !!!!-l 
· . . ' .{· • . ran his lamiJy'• fami,, 1906-17. He WU conimiuloned & '-,! 

. Hertacrt C Hoover, 3111 praideat, llepu~ - born · lieutenant and took part in tbe Vo•ps, Meu»-.va-• 
at We•t llr•nch, la., Aua; 10. 1874, IOll of J- Ouk SL Mibie1 adioa• ill World War I. After Ille war Ila-• 
8-, a blacumith, and Hulda llllldalJ . Mintbom. baberdubery, became judF of JacklOII Co. Court. l92Wlt~ 
Hoover pew up iD lDdilll Territory (Dow Oklahoma) and auaided Kama• Oty School of Law, 1923-25. . i 
°'-: woa bi• A.B. in eaau-iol at Staafonl. 1891. He Truman wu elected U.S. •enatoc in 1934· reelected I~ 
won:ed. bridly with U.S. Geolop:al Suney llld wmcrn. .ID 1944 with lloolevdt'1 backinB be wu ~tar.:., 
mima; ~ - a _mining-~ in.~ ~-Eu- presidmt and elected. On Roo•evelt'• deadl T,---•• 
,ope. ~ America. Wb!-~ ~..-,, Imperial~ • praideaL ID 1948 be WU elected preaidenL ',, 
Dina, • dincled food Rlid for - • of Bour Rebcllim, . . Trumaa autborized tbe fint UICI of tbe atomic boml> 
1900.. He dincled American Jlelicf Commiueo, Loodoa, roahima and Nquaki, Aug. 6 and 9, 1945). briD1ia1 • 

,''" 1914-15; U.S.~ fOI' Jlelicf in lldaium, _1915-}~!9;- War n to a rapid md. He - RSpoo•ible for ...... u:5: Food Admiai•tratoc, 1_917-1?19; American MOer_Ad- NATO, tbe Manhall Plan, and what c•me to be calW ~ ,. 
I 
l 
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-• 1911-1923. feadins c:bildren in defeated~ Truman Doctrine (to aid nation• IIICb u 0,- • tw." ·· a..... Rdid. 1911-1923. He WU -,-. of commerce, key threatened by lluuiao oe other commllllill ~ 
1921-lL He - docted pre•idmt .,_ Alfred E. Smith, He 'broke a Ru•1i111 blockade of West llerlia with a-•-. 
1-. ID 1929 Ille IIOCk aiartet cruliod •ad tbe economy _,.,,,. l""o •9 ..,.__ c:ommum'st North Kora ....__ 
......___.~Ille depnaioa H oppo•cd federal ..,..,,. ~. _.,... --, 
~ H .. ~- 00,:U ,L. 1932 .,__,_ South Korea. .luae,.1950, be WCD UN a= b-a ..... _ 
aid to tbe e wu ~led m.... ~ action• and •mt in force• under Geo. MaoAi6&). 
bJ Pnnldia D. Roo•ew!L Pre•idcot Truman made him - W1- MacArtbm aoupt to punuc North Kor.- - ) 
on1i111tor of l!aropcaa Food Prop-am. 1947, chairmlll of ,.._, __ T ed him from ____ ., . ·. J 
Ille O:mmiaioe for lleorpnizatioa of Ille l!m:uthe ' ......_ l'1IIDIII ~v ............,.. . · •~ 
..... 1947-49. lie fllllllded tbe Hoover lnatitation CD ,,,,. -~ tbe domadil: front, T"""&I! WU ~poDllbie far ..... , , 

a •• _......, U , H died • 111111111111111-....., increued •ocia1«1CW1ty, ad ~ 
War, llewol1dioa, 111d Pea<:e at ....... .,... ~v. e m liouaina laWL Truman died Dec. 26, 1972, in la hf t • · 
N.Y.Oty,Oi:Ll0,1964; ..• ,. ,.-:,.•1'· Mo. ·.,,;, 1 :· 

~- ' Fnulia Deluo ~elt i ,•,. Dwiallt Dawl ~ ', 
· Franklin D. llooaeYdt, 32d president, Democrat, -
bonl near Hyde Put, N.Y., Jan. 30, 1882, the son of James 
llooeew,lt -i Sara Delano. He graduated from Harvard. 
1904; alleDded Columm Law School; wu admitted to tbe 
bar. He ...,t IQ &be N.Y. Smale, 1910 and 1913. In 1913 
Pnsidmt W'ilam made him aaistant -,y of tbe na-.y. · 

llooaewlt 1'1111 for 'rice pre•ideat, 1920, with Jame• Coll 
811d - ddcated. Prom 1920 to 1928 he - a N.Y. lawyer 
•ad wlce pre•idau of Plddity & Depo•it Co. Ill Aq., 1921, 
polio penl,-d bia Jcp. He lcanled to walk wit~ lea ~ 
lllldac:•e: .,..._ ,, ... I i' • -,.;t-:.r 

--..it - llected ICfflnlOr' of New York, 1928 and 
1930. la 1932, W. G. McAdoo, pledpd to John N. Gamer, 

• t1nw 1111 - to llooeew,lt, who n • llOlllinated. 1be c»­
pnllicll ad tbe pnlllliae to repeal problbitloa illlund hi& 
tNCtiaD. He lllked -.-,y pow,n, proclaimecl tbe New 
Deal, mid put iDto offect a V&ll aumbor of admiuistrathe 
c:llaqe•• ,_ W8I tlie Ille of public fund• for Rlid and 
pulilic worb, .-ltiq iD deficit liDanciq. He pady G• 
padad Ille contrda of tbe central SU--l ova- boiii-
- ad bJ aa -·erm.a tu &Del propeuive ~ 
- prodacecl a redi•tribuliaa of mrninp CD a• unaw-
dmted ..ie, ne W•per Act pve laboc -y llhut•p • 

. la org•lliljas ad oolleclive barpiniq. He - tbe .._ 
pre•idmt iaauprated CD Mar. 4 (1933) 111d tbe int iDaup 
l'llad CD J•-. 20 (1937). . . 

Il-.dt - die &nt presidmt to 111e radio for '"fireside 
dlata. • W1- tbe Supnme Court nulli&ed - New Deal 
law•, Ila aoupt paws IO "pam• Ille court with Ddditloaal 

. jmitm, bat Coasr- refu•ed to live him Ille &lllhoritJ. He 
- tlle .. pn•idmt to bnek, tbe "'Do 3d .... traditloa 
(1940) llld _.._.to a 4dt 1mD, 1944, despiC9 r.11ins 
.... He ... ClpllllJ .... to .... .,..._ ...... 

.. ....;;,:$; 

"'" •• , ,, . . .United States ..;. Presidents' Biographies ~. . 1' . _:-a,a 
111s--...1n 111eW1ute11oaae.·a.w14ar. u.1,e, 
.. ~ -' J" f''' I , . , > • :, I 

' ,,· .,..Fltqerald·~ ~ .. 
.: f - ,;, - •• 1
··' .... P. Kmocdr, 35th preaident, Danocra1, - bona . 

; • 2', 1917, ~ .8took11ne, Mau., tbe 1011 of JCIIC!pla P. 
, . ....._.,, liuac:icr, who later became ambauad« to Orm . 
' .... ad Rmc Pitzacnld. He mtered Harvard. aumded 
•. • ._._ Sdiool of P.conomica briefly m 1935, recciwd a 
'. U. ,.._ Harvard, 1940. He served in . tbe Na-.y, 

.... IM5. COIIIIDUded a PT boat in tbe SolOlll<IU and -
.. • NaJ aad Marine Corpe Medal. He wrote Projila bi 
~,. ~ wbicb woo a Pulitzer priz.e. He acrved u repram. 
, .... • Coqraa, 1947-1953; WU dectecl IO &be Senate in 
~'9. lldecfed 1958. He nearly won tbe 'rice praidential •t . iDl9'6. . · : 

~,:,;;. ltlQ, Kmocdy won tbe Danomtic ocwnin•daa foe 
,..._ •Del defeated lticbard M. Nixon, ltepulllleu., He 
...... RomaaCatholicpraident, '· ' . 
, ' a-ty'1 IIIOll important Id WU his •uccesaful demand 

,a& D. I 1162, tbal the Soviet Union dismantle ill missile · 
· ... i• 0.ba. He est•bli•bed a q11U11Dtine of &11111 •hip- · 
' - • Oiba •ad continuod aun,eilJanoe by air. He ddied 
' ... lllalpla to fora: Ille Allie• out of Bertin. He made 
.... iuistry RICind a price rise. He backed civil riaht•, 

ca • -I lieslth proar•m. arbitration of railroad iliapute•, 
• ......... medical can, for tbe qed. Altrooaut ru,J,11 

.._ orlliliq were P!'-dY dcvdoped durina his, ad-..._' ,,,;, .,,,.,, 
• Mlw. D. l!l63. ICeawly WU ......... ia D•ll•• • 

of 1952 and 1956. Willa ~~•,•~~t, N'~ ' 
waa tbe R.epubliaui nominatioa in 1960. He - defeated 
by Democrat John P. Kennedy, returned to Cal. and w• 
defeated in his ~ for 1overnoe, 1962. • ,,., ,.,. . , . fi,•'1 
. ID I 968, lie - tbe pRllidential nomination aa4 - cm 

to defeat Democrat Hubert H. Hwnpbrey. , , ;.. · 
NilOD became tbe lint U.S. president to visit Chiu and 

Rulli& ( 1972). He and bi• forei&n affain advi-, Henry A. 
IGs•in&er, achieved a detmte with China. Nixoo appointed 4 • · .'..:: 
new Supreme Court ju•tica, iocludin1 the chief justice, tl11D 

· alterins the court'• balance in favor of a more OOIIMrV&live 
view. . . ,.,.l -- '" ••• . ' . 

lleelected 1972,
0

Nixoa ~acme-fire asr-1).. 
V'lelnam and completed tbe lritlidrawal of U.S. troopL 'f 

N'Wlll'& 2d term WU cut •hon by a aeries of acandala be- . 
Jinninl with tbe buralarY' of Democratic party Datioml 
beadquanen in tbe Watergate office compla oo June 17, 
1972. Nixon denied any White Houac invol~t ia tbe 
Waterpte brak-in. On July 16, 1973, a White Houac aide, 
uodcr questiooiq by a Senate committee., mealed that 
moat of N'W111'1 office coawnatioa• and ~ c•II• bad 
been recorded. Nixon claimed elleCUlive privilep to keep tbe 
11pc1 secret and the court• and Coopea IOUlht tbe 11pc1 
foe criminal ~P apin•t former White H0111e aides 
and for a Houae inquiry into poaiblc impeaclulimL , , 

On 0cL 10, 1973, Nixon fired the Waterptc 1pecial prm­
ecutoc and die attococy aeoer•I resianect in protaL 1be 
l'Ublic outcry wbida followed cauaed N'Wlll to appoint a 
new •pecia1 proeecutor and 10 tuna a- to tbe court• a nom­
bor .ol •ubpoen•ed llpe recordiop.' _Public RIICllon alao · 
broupt tbe illitiatioa of a formal inquiry iato iffll)l'«baaL \ 

.. __.__Baines.,_ .. ____ .. -;;,- .,,. On July 24, 1974, tbe Supreme Court ruled that Nillm'• ;_-
"'I- ...._ · · . claim of aecutive privileae muat fall before tbe •pecia1 .,,_ f 

..... B. Jobmoo 36th pr~dmt, Democrat, wu born ecutoc'1 •uhpomu of tapea relevant to criminal. trial pco-
·---•11, Tu., Aus. 27, I 908, 1011 of Sam Ealy John- ~ i:-linp. That l&'!'C day, tbe. Ho111e Judiciary ~-
• &ebdt•h llaioea. He received a S.S. degree at opmed debate OIi IID~L On J~y 30, ~ commattee , . 

Tau State Teachers Collqe, 1930, atlalded ~ded H~ adopti~ of 3 ~ of ao.-,lunent 
1 Uaiv. Law School, Wa•biolJIOII, 1935. He c chargins N'IXCD With ot.truclioD of JlllliCe. abu•e of ix--, 

flMc •pe•ltios in Hou•ton, 1930-32· acrved u _,. . and coatanpt of Coop-eu. . . 
· .. It M. IClebq, 1932-35, lo 1937 Joimaon won 0o Au&, 5, NixCD releued lr•Dlcript• of coa-•atiom 

ID lilt tbe vacancy cau•ed by tbe death of a repre- held 6 d•ya after tbe Waterpte brak-in •bowiq that N'IXOII 
ad in 1938 wu dectecl to tbe full term, after . bad known of, approved, and directed Waterpte _.., 

.. -. for 4 terms. He WU elected U.S. •enator adivitics. N'Wlll reaipaed from office A1JI- 9. ,. , ·.• _ 
911 IDd ndected ill I 954. He became Democratic 
Irr. 1'51 Joboaoa wu TeJ<U' favorite 1011 foe Ille Dano­, .. .....,tial nomination in 1956 and bad strODB sup­

tflll i• • 1960 convention, when: tbe oominee, Joba P. 
r,--..,, llked him to run for vice president. His cam­t::.. lillped cmscoioe rdigi~ biu •piost Kennedy in 

\ ..... became president OD the death \, Kmnedy. 
• -':ad bani for . welfare lqialation, ligoed civil 
-.-iy, and tu redaction la- and aYSled 
• r•ilroada. He wu dected to a full term. 1964. 1be 
""- ovcnbadowed other devdopmeot•, 196'"68. 

... 111 lnc:nuias divilioo in tbe nation and his own 
- ... bandlios of Ille war, Jobmoo aonouoced that 
--another term, Mar. 31, 1968. 

IO Ii• ranch _, Jolm•on City, Ta., Jolm•on 
mioil1 •ad overuw Ille comtruction of tbe Lyn­
Jolm•aa Library cm tbe c•mpu• of tbe Univ. of 

Avlia. He died Jan, D. 1973 . 
.._. .... Nb~ ;:,:. :, .. ·, 

ll Nima, l~th praiden&, Republican,' wu tbe '. 
• to resi&n without completing an elected term. 

... la Ycna Linda. Cal., Jan. 9, 1913, the 1011 of 
Aadlaay N°UOD and Hannah Milhou•• N'Wlll gnd­
• WJiiuier Coilqe, 1934; Duke Univ. Law School, 
.. PhCticinl law in Whittier and aemos briefly in 

cl Price Admini•lratioa in 1942, be mtered tbe 
11 ii tbe South Pacific, and WU di•cbarsed II a 

-•--. . 

Gerald~ Panl .... :i« A/-' ,, ,. 
Gerald ll. Ford, 31th president, llepublic:an, , wu bona 

July 14, 1913, in Omaha, Neb., IOD of lalie Klos and Do­
rothy Gardner, and wu named Leslie Jr. When be - 2, 
his p&rmll were divorced and hi& IDOtber moved witli tbe , 
boy to Grand Rapid•• Mich. Tbae ,be met and married 0. 
nld ll. ford, who formally adopted tbe boy and pve him 
his own Da111C. • · · • 

He P-.duatod from tbe Uni•. ol Mlclaia••, 1935 '8d Yal• •. 
Law Sdloal, 1941. . 

He bepn practlcin1 law in Gnnd Rallid•, 111d I• 1942 • 
• ~ tbe na-.y and IUWld iD tbe .... fawi, Ille_.. 

m 1946 •aalieuteautcommanci.. . -" 
· He eatcnd coqreg In 1948 &Del CODtiaaed to wiD eleo-

. lion•• llpeaclins 25 yean ID tbe HCIIIN, I of &ban• llepubli-
• can leader. · · ' · :,•,,; 

On Oct. 12, 1973, after V'ice Praideat Spiro T. Aar­
reai&ned, Ford WU nominated by Pre•idcot N'Wlll IO nplam 
him. It WU tbe lint '- of tlie procedures •el out ID tlie 25th 
AmeodmmL . d •• ' 

WIim N'Wlll resqoed Aug. 9, ·1974, Pont..- pRlli- · 
dcnl, tbe lint to •erve without beiJ11 cllo•ea ID a Datioml 
elecdon. On Sept. 8 be pardaaed Niaoa foe any fala-•I • 
crtm. lie mipt have committed II presidmt. Ford fflKed 
48 billa ID his tint 21 monlhl ia office, •ayins moat would 
prove too coady. He vi•ited China. ID 1976, be wu defeated 
in Ille doction by Danocrat Jimmy Carter. · . 

- __. to Ille HOUie of Rcpr.ealati- ia , 
IMI. He adiined promiDeace • die HOUie Ua- Jimmy (J- 1!mt) Can«, 39111 pnaidcna, Demacnl, 

· .,..., u ... Eul)c..w · 

Aillnllla Committee -ber llbo farad die - die lint PR•idmt ,._ the i>Np Saa&II -- bdare die 
ll• l lVUlled iD tbe Al..- H1•1 psjary _. • a.a Ww. Se W81-• Oat. I, l'24, at l'l•iDI, 0.., w11n 
tNbm-..a to lbeSeaate., ' ' .. • ' W.pan•a, ,_ .... Lillia Oanlyc.n., ......... 
..... prvidmCID tbe a-i.ow.~ _.. ....... 
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Metric Convenion Chart-Approximations 
....., 8ytft- Syn>- lllulltplf Syn>-

111¥ Totlnd IIICII bol Wt.i yau ~ 111¥ Toflnd bol 

i....., ...... 
0.04 Inches in in incta •2.11 ~ c:m o., Inches in ft - 30 ~ c:m 
3.3 fNI II ~ = 0.1 -- m 
1.1 = yd u ~ Ian 
0.1 ... 

Ara 
0.11 -nches in' 

Aru 

1.2 -yaroa yd' in' ~lndles 6.5 lq. cenllrnllel9 cm' -- mi' II' ~- 0.111 ~-,,, - ~== 0.1 ~--,,, 
2.6 8Q. kilOmller8 """ - 0.4 ~ ha 

... ,welglll) 

0.035 GUnCI oz 
2.2 PIIIRII Ill 
u ....,_ .... (Wlllglll) 

az - 28 grams eo y..,.. lb pcu1dl 0.45 kilOgrllms 
ahorttons 

o.oa tudOIIQI "oz (2000 lb) 0.9 tomes 
2.1 pi"lts Pl 
1.0I q.,1111 qt 
OJI gallcn(U.S.) gal (U.S.l 
022 --~-1 g:i(h-c,. Volll!M • cmc1ee1 
u QDC~ yd' tsp teaspoons 5 millili1ers ml ::~. 15 millilijers ml 

30 milliliters ml ,......,.,_, C ~ ,, 024 lijers I 
Pl pints 0.47 lit8rl I 

lll(+~Ftlnmlit~. 'F qt ~ 0.95 lit8rl I 
gal gaJ1ons !U.S.) 3.8 literl I r gallcne lff1>., 4.5 literl I 

a.lbic- 0.03 Qblc: metenl ,,, 
"C r!' CUlicyarda 0.78 aA:llc-- ,,, 

1111-2.5' c:m (exactly) 
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DALADIER, Edouard (1884-197.0). 
Daladier was premier of France at the time of the 
Munich Pact, which he signed. In 1940, while serving 
as minister of war, he was interned by the Vichy gov­
rrnment. In 1943 Daladier was taken to Germany, 
where he was imprisoned until the end of the war. 

DALTON, Hugh (later Lord)(1887-1962). 
Dalton was a British socialist. As minister of economic 
warfare from May 1940 to February 1942, Dalton took 
charge of the formation and early work of the Special 
Operations Executive. He served as minister of trade 
from 1942 to 1945 and as minister of finance from 
1945 10 1947. 

DALUEGE, Kurt (1897-1946). 
An SS general, Daluege took over as the executioner 
of Czechoslovakia after Heydrich's assassination. He 
was executed as a war criminal in Prague in 1946. 

DANSEY, Sir Claude (1876-1947). 
Dansey was a British secret staff officer. He served as 
deputy head of MI-6 in charge of work in western 
Europe from 1940 to 1945. Dansey was noted for his 
deceptively affable manner. 

DANZIG. 
Given the status of a free city by the Treaty of Ver­
sailles, Danzig provided Poland with an outlet to the 
Baltic Sea. Hitler attacked Poland when it refused to 

allow Danzig to be reincorporated into Germany (see 
Fall If/ eiss). 

DARLAN, Francois (1881-1942). 
Darlan, a bitter enemy of England, was appointed ad­
miral of the French fleet in 1939 and minister of the 
navy in June 1940. After the German occupation of 
France, he was named by Marshal Petain as his eventual 
successor. Darlan became head of the government, 
minister of foreign affairs and minister of the interior 
after Laval's disgrace in December 1940. He collab­
orated with Germany in the Syrian campaign, re­
maining in his ministry post after Laval's return in 

April 1942. Surprised in Algiers by the Allied landing 
on November 8, 1942, he went over to the Allies. On 
December 24 he was executed by a student acting on 
the order of the Resistance. 

DARNAND, Joseph (1897-1945). 
Darnand, a militant member of the Action francaise 
party and of the fascist Cagoule, became head of the 
Legion des Combauants des Alpes-Mantimes in 1940. 
He founded the Service d'ordre legionnaire and, in 
January 1942, Mi/ice francaise to organize, in coopera­
tion with the German police, the armed battle against 
the Resistance. Darnand became an officer in the 
Waffen-SS, and was named general secretary to the 
maintenance of order in December 1943. Later he be­
came a member of the Sigmaringen Governmental 
Commission. On October 3, 1945 he was condemned 
to death and executed. 

DEAT, Marcel (1894-1955). 
Deat, a French professor, was elected a Socialist deputy 
in 1926. He was a founder of the French Socialist Pany 
in 1933 and became minister of the air force in 1936. 
In 1939 he advocated cooperation with Germany, op­
posed France's entry into the war and converted the 
newspaper L 'Oeuvre into the organ of the pacifists of 
the left. As head of the Rassemblement national 
populaire, he embraced Nazi principles, at the same 
time warring against the domestic policies of Perain. 
In March 1944 he became minister oflabor and then a 
member of the Sigmaringen Governmental Commis­
sion. After the Allied occupation of France, he took 
refuge in an Italian monastery, where he died on 
January 5, 1955. 

DEATHS. 
It is impossible ro make an accounting. even an ap­
proximate one, of the human costs of the war. How. 
for example, can one compute the number of ci\jli,in 
dead in the USSR, in China, in Malaya. in B~a. in 

"ili'e"Ts'tands of the Pacific, in the Philippines or in any 
part of the world seared by the fighting or the pas­
sions it evoked? It has been estimated that the conflict 
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DEATHS 

exacted a price of.J?_ftween 4LllJillionaAd.~mil.lion 
J~.!!Q, among whom some 5.7 million were regarded 
as members of undesirable races and another five mil­
lion were political prisoners in concentration camps. 

These figures, however, account only for those who 
were killed directly as a result of the war, not those for 
whom it was an indirect cause of death by hunger, 
neglect, emotional shock or despair. The number of 
these deaths cannot even be guessed at. 

The Dutch publication Statistisch Bulletin van het 
Centraal Bureau voor de Statistiek, No 83, 48, states 
the problem very well for the Netherlands and, for 
that matter, any other country involved in the war: 
"Setting the number of Dutch victims of the war at 
210,000 does not take into account those for whose 
death the war was indirectly responsible. The proof is 
the following. In our country the mortality rate was 
8.6 per 1,000 inhabitants in 1938, 8.5 in 1939, 8.5 in 
1946, 8 .1 in 194 7. If we accept the average annual 
rate of 8.6 per 1,000 for the years of 1940 to 1946, we 
arrive at the figure of 468,000 dead in the course of 
that period. But there actually were 747,000 deaths. 
There was therefore an excess of about 280,000 deaths 
during the war over the deaths in peacetime, or 
70,000 more than the 210,000 who were the war's 
direct victims.•• 

The approximate figures presented here relate only 
to those who died because of the war before August 
15,194 5. But what do we know of those who died 
after the end of hostilities as a result of those hos-
tilities? ~. 

~

During World War I the number of noncombat­
ts who lost their lives was very small as a percentage 
the total dead. By contrast, the civil war in Russia 

between 1917 and 1920 and the Spanish civil war of 
1936-39 claimed a very high number of innocent vie­

·- tims. The number of noncombatant dead during 
\ World War II was of necessity still greater, including 

L 
a_s it must the deaths resulting from the racial persecu­
tion of the Jews, the Gypsies and the Slavs and those 
buried under the rubble left by air raids. . 

It should be borne in mind that estimates of the 
number of war-related deaths are often exaggerated 
and contradictory. Some include Resistance fighters 
killed in combat and those who were execured or died 
from abusr in concentration camps, as wc:-11 as or­
dinary soldiers, under the heading of "combatants," 
which is logical. Others, however, confuse Rrsistance 
fighters with the innocent victims of thr war. which is 
completely unjustified, on the assumption that most 
of the resisters were civilians. Still orhers include in 
the same figure active resisters who died in deporta­
tion, forced or voluntary laborers sent to Germany 
from their own countries and those killed by Allied 
born bs. Finally. there arr lists of war casualties that for 

some curious reason ignore sailors in the merchant 
marine, so many of whom were lost (see Atlantic, Bat­
tle of the). 

To be sure, it is often difficult to distinguish be­
tween active resisters and passive victims, especially in 
the smaller countries in central or southeastern 
Europe or in China. Clearly, in a total war, where the 
distinction between civilian and military is blurred or 
nonexistent, what makes sense is simply to list the 
total number of deaths in each country without classi­
fication as civilian or military. The figures given here 
were compiled after careful study and are presented in 
the order of magnitude except for the United States 
and the United Kingdom and their territories or 
dominions that did not experience occupation. 

From the availablr data the USSR, b~..._...u..W!l::;._ 
22, 1941 and A 1 mill i 
million citizens, ne-third of whom were 
eluding 1.2 mil 10n ews. 

e 1a nted to more I 
than six million dead, of which 3.25 illion were in .:f-!i_., 
the arme orces. Among t e c1v1 1ans were 140,000 
Jews and 130,000 non-J rws, resisters or victims of : · 
racial persecution. 

Poland occupies third place. The exact number of 
her losses is not known, although it certainly exceeds 
five million. Among Jews alone the figure has been 
calculated at between 2.3 million and 2.9 million. 

Between 1937 and 1945 China and Japan suffered 
2.5 million·and 2.0 million dead, respectively, be­
tween 1937 and 1945. 

Yugoslavia is sixth, with 1.7 million dead. 
The British Commonwealth had at least 615,000 

dead, classified in the following way: the United 
Kingdom, 468,000, of whom 398,000 were combat­
ants and 70,000 civilians (of the latter, 60,595 died 
under bombardment in Great Britain, the others in 
Malta, Malaya, etc., or in German or Japanese intern­
ment camps); Canada, 39,400; Australia, 29,400; 
New Zealand, 12,300; South Africa, 8,700; India, 
36,100; the colonies, 21,100. For the dominions and 
the colonies, the figures are for combatants only; the 
number of civilian victims in Southeast Asia is un­
known. 

The losses of Rumania, Hungary and Czechoslova­
kia were 665,000, 450,000 and 380,000 respectively. 
There are two reasons for the relative magnitudes of 
rhese figures. The first was that Slovaks, Rumanians, 
and Hungarians were forced by the Germans to fur­
nish large troop contingents to the Russian front; and 
second, that there were many Jews in those countries 

· and practically all were killed. The losses in another 
small country, Greece, were also high, bur for other 
reasons-its population endured the most terrible 
famine plaguing Europe during the war. Of the na-
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tion's 620,000 dead, 360,000 were victims of starva­
tion. 

The U.S. lost 323,000, of whom only 2,000 were ci­
vilians who died in Japanese concentration camps, on 
the seas, etc. In addition to the American dead were 
thousands of Filipino casualties. 

The dead of France and the French Union ap­
proached 580,000, with 150,000 soldiers or sailors 
killed in action and 39,000 in capitivity; 24,000 Re­
sistance fighters killed in action and 30,000 shot or 
massacred in France; 200,000 political, racial , or 
laborer deportees to Germany; and 133,000 civilian 
victims of military operations, half of them killed in 
bombing raids. 

Military and civilian dead in Italy exceeded 
400,000-250,000 while the country was allied with 
Germany and 150,000 after September 1943, when it 
joined the Allies . Of these 150,000 dead, 75,000 par- . 
tisans and military personnel died in action against 
the enemy, 41,000 military men and political pris­
oners died in Germany, thousands of civilians were 
massacred in reprisals or killed by bombardment, and 
I 5,000 Jews were murdered . 

Dutch losses came to 209,648 at a minimum, not 
counting the unknown number of dead in Japanese 
camps. Of these, 33,948 were members of the land, 
air and naval forces and the merchant marine or were 
Resistance fighters who were killed confronting the 
enemy, who died in the process of deportation or who 
were executed . The other 175,700 were: civilians, in­
cluding 104,800 Jews . Several thousand nonwhite 
Dutch civilians also died. Belgian losses were 54,747 , 
of whom 25,479 were in the military and 29,268 were 
civilians, including 1,100 Belgian Jews. To these 
figures should also be added 30,000 non-Belgian Jews 
who had lived in Belgium and died in deportation . 
Casualties in Luxembourg amounted to 7,000 dead, 
including resisters killed in the ranks of the Allied ar­
mies, Jews and other civilians. 

These statistics for the French, Dutch, Belgians and 
Luxembourgers who fell victim to the war do not in­
clude some 50,000 nationals of these countries-
38 ,000 of whom were: French-who were killed in the 
Wehrmacht ranks as impressed soldiers or as volun ­
teers in Nazi or collaborator auxiliaries . Several hun­
dred Swiss , Swedes, and other western Europeans, 
together with a larger number of Spaniards (the Azul 
Division) and still more: Russians, fell fighting on the 
German side . These deaths are normally counted in 
with the losses suffered by the armed forces of the 
Reich . Casualties among the French Resistance in­
cluded 2,000 Italians and 1,500 Spaniards, as well as 
Germans, Austrians, Poles, Rumanians, Britons, 
Belgians, Durch, and Luxembourgers; some Russians 
and other nationals died in the- ranks of the- Belgian 
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DECEPTION 

Rc-sistance movement. All these various allegiances, 
national and ideological, complicate the problem of 
categorizing the casualty lists . 

The death toll in Finland was 90,000; in Bulgaria, 
20,000; in Albania, 20,000; in Norway, 10,000; in 
Denmark, 7,000; and in Brazil. 1,200. 

H. Bernard 

DE BONO, Emilio (1866·1944). 
An Italian ·general, De Bono was one of the q11ad­
rumvir1 of the "march on Rome" of 1922. After Mus­
solini took power, De Bono became, in turn, director 
general of the secret police, head of the Fascist Militia, 
governor of Tripolitania, minister of the colonies, 
high commissioner of Eritrea and Somalia (in January 
1935) and chief of operations against Ethiopia (in Oc­
tober 1935). He was eventually replaced in this last 
position by Badoglio. With Iulo Balbo he opposed 
Italy's alliance with Hitler; he voted with the majority 
of the Fascist Grand Council against Mussolini in July 
1943. De Bono was condemned to death by the tri­
bunal of the Republic of Salo (see Iuly) and shot in 
Verona onJanuary 11, 1944. · 

DECEPTION. 
Already an ancient device of war in the days of the 
Trojan horse, deception remains a most effective 
weapon. The British made particularly good use of 
deception during World War II. 

Wavell, much impressed with some successful de­
ceptions that had been carried out against the Turks in 
1917, set up at his headquaners in Cairo in 1939 a 
body designed to startle the Italians and called, unin­
formatively, the "A Force." Soon it had both Gra­
ziani and Aosta thoroughly confused. (Good de­
ceptions are usually aimed personally at an opposing 
commander, if enough is known about him and his 
prejudices .) 

Another group whose name revealed little about 
it-" Colonel Turner's department" -contributed 
significantly to the air defense of the United King­
dom in 1939-41 by doing much to confuse Goering. 
Trick fires on the ground, for example, once en­
couraged the Luftwaffe, which thought it was raiding 
Ponsmouth, to drop its entire bomb load on nearby 
Hayling Island . Three cows were killed, instead of sev­
eral hundred people; no naval damage at all was 
done. Less obvious, more intricate damage was done 
to the Luftwaffe's special navigating equipment by 
teams of wireless expens using the British Broadcist­
ing Corporation's television transmitter. 

Deception units used camouflage, of course, but 
deception was much more than a tactical detail that 
could be left to a unit camouflage officer to arrange. 
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Beware of rashness. but with energy ano 
sleepless vigilance go forward and give us VIC -

rorieE 
Letter to Major _General Joseph 

Hooker {January 26, 1863_' 

The Father of Waters again goes unvexed 
to the sea. 

Letter to James C. Conklin1; 
[August 26, 1863) 

I have endured a great deal of ridicule 
without much malice; and have r~eived a 
great deal of kindness, not quite free from 
ridicule. I am used to it 

Letter to James H. Hackett 
{November 2 , 1863) 

Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers 
brought forth on this continent. a new na­
tion. conceived in Liberty, and dedicated to 
the proposition that all men are created 
equai. 

Now we are engaged in a great civil war, 
testing whether that nation or any nation so 
conceived and so dedicated can long endure. 
We are met on a great battlefield of that war 
We have come to dedicate a portion of that 
field, as a final resting place for those wh<> 
here gave their lives that that nation might 
live. It is altogether fitting and proper that 
we should do this. 

But, in a larger sense, we cannot dedicate 
-we cannot consecrate-we cannot hallow 
- this ground. The brave men, living and 
dead, who struggled here, have consecrated it 
far above our poor power to add or detract. 
The world will little note nor long remember 
what we say here, but it can never forget 
what they did here. lt is for us, the living, 
rather to be dedicated here to the unfinished 
work which they who fought here have thus 
far so nobly advanced. lt is rather for us to be 
here dedicated to the great task remaining 
before us-that from these honored dead we 
take increased devotion to that cause for 
which they gave the last full measure of devo­
tion; that we here highly resolve that these 
dead shall not have died in vain; that this 
nation, under God, shall have a.new birth of 
fr.eedom; and that governmento£,the people, 
by khe people, ,for;, the people, shall not perish 
ft6m the earth.1 

Address at Gettysburg 
[November .c9, .c863] 

1 See Wycliffe, 143:i2; Webster, 450:14; Disraeli, 501:6; 
Garrison, 505:1g; and Parker, 537:15. 

The President last night had a dream. He 
was in a party of plain people and as it bt'­
came known who he was they began to com­
ment on his appearance. One of them said, 
"He 11, a cmnmon-Jooking man.•· The Presi­
dent replied, "Common-looking people are 
the best m the world: that is the reason the 
Lord makes so manv of them." 

J,rom Letters of John Hay and Ex­
tracts from His Diary, edited by 
C. L. HAY {December 23, 1863) 

6 l claim not to have controlled events, but 
confess plainly that events have controlled 
mt: . 

Letter to A G. Hodges [April 4. 
1864) 

, The world has never had a good definition 
of the word liberty. And the American people 
just now are much in want of one. We all 
declare for liberty; but in using the same 
word we do not mean the same thing. With 
some. the word liberty may mean for each 
man to do as he pleases with himself and the 
product of his labor; while with others the 
same word may mean for some men to do as 
they please with other men and the product 
of other men's labor. Here are two, not only 
different, but incompatible things, called by 
the same name, liberty. And it follows that 
each of the things is by the respective parties 
called bv two different and incompatible 
names, liberty and tyranny. 

The shepherd drives the wolf from the 
sheep's throat, for which the sheep thanks 
the shepherd as his liberator, while the 
wolf denounces him for the same act. . . . 
Plainly the sheep and the wolf are not agreed 
UJ>Qn a definition of liberty. 

Address at the Sanitary Fair, 
Baltimore /April 18. 1864) 

s I do not allow myself to suppose that either 
the convention or the League have concluded 
to decide that I am either the greatest or best 
man in America, but rather they have con­
cluded that it is not best to swap horses while 
crossing the river, and have further con• 
eluded that I am not so poor a horse that they 
might not make a botch of it in trying to 
swap. 

Reply to the National Union 
League [June 9. 1864) 

e Truth is generally the best vindication 
against slander. 

Letter to Secretary Stanton, refw· 
ing to dismiss Postmaster-General 
Mont~mery Blair {July 18, 1864] 


