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Carfer’s UFQOs
* Jimmy Carter’s favorite movie lately is Close En-

counters of the Third Kind. As a matter of fact, the
President has seen the movie several times.

“This news has given renewed encouragement to
UFO; buffs who were discouraged by the govern-

ment’s January decision to drop plans for new inves-
Ugguons of the UFO phenomenon. e

© Last July the White House requested the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration to take
another look at the UFO sightings. NASA later re-
ported, however, that there was nothing new to war-
;‘:}ndf_further investigation and the matter was drop-

> Under the circumstances NASA’s decision was a
pritdent one. There had, after all, been no discoveries
of the “hard” evidence strict scientific investigation
requires — something left behind by the alien visi-
tors. A lunch wrapper. A sign. Something. -

But then Jimmy Carter discovered Close
Encounters of the Third Kind. Hope has returned.
Should Carter be helicoptering to Devil’s Tower,
Wyoming, sometime soon, NASA won’t need a lunch
w@pperclue. .
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Khave violated, I feel, at this time, and we intend to
carry out. Obviously I can't do everything that I want to.
Nobody could. But I am determined to do my best.

MR. DeFRANK: Is there anything about being
President which has surprised you so far or proven
particularly frustrating? Some of your closest friends
and advisers worry that you concern yourself with too much
detail and that to some extent you take your "in-basket"
too seriously. Would you agree?

THE PRESIDENT: That has always been my nature.
I couldn't do it otherwise. The last week, for instance,
I spent an extraordinary time working on the energy
question, the two messages, and trying to make the final
decision, and in the process my in-basket built up. By
midnight last night my in-basket was empty. Ordinarly
I don't get more than four or five hours behind on my
incoming responsibilities.

I have made one decision quite early that saved
me from myself, and that is to appoint Cabinet officers
who can manage their own departments without my interference.

I have never felt constrained to look behind any
of the Cabinet Secretaries to check on their performance
of duty, and I have never felt restrained to ask any of
my White House staff members to do that; that they are
strong and able and competent and independent. And in order
to make sure that I know what goes on under those circumstances,
We have initiated a weekly Cabinet meeting where we spend
two, sometimes three hours together going over those matters.

I have been pleasantly surprised at the President's
job. I had been a Governor. There are a lot of parallels.
Obviously, there are two things that are not parallel, is the
defense matters and foreign affairs. (Inaudible) nuclear
decisions, both in power production, reprocessing, non-
proliferation and weapons. But I have been pleasantly
surprised at the harmony that now exists within my own
staff here in the White House, between the staff and the
Cabinet officers and among the Cabinet officers themselves.

I have found it difficult to accept the complete
absence of confidentiality. I have just come to expect that
| when I have a conversation about a sensitive matter in
| private, that it is going to be made public very quickly.
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And I had to be a little more cautious about my

oppression of opinion on a tentative basis or when it

affects some personal, potentially personal embarrassing
subject.

That has been an opinion that I haven't been
able to accommodate yet.

MR. DeFRANK: That must be the reason why
Hamilton never tells us who wins.

THE PRESIDENT: I could say this: We are
pretty evenly matched.

MR. DeFRANK: That is not what he says. He
says you are not evenly matched and you kill him.

MS. CLIFT: Some people in and out of government
feel that you might be trying to do too much too fast.
And the energy package, for example, one of your own aids
said it could have used 30 days of staff work. Is that a
fair criticism?

THE PRESIDENT: Not in the case of energy. I

think in some other areas we have tried to move too fast,
but there is a built-in delay mechanism that exists in
the Federal Government that saves you from moving too fast.

You might try to move too fast, so I don't think
that you often do. To the extent that we don't do our
staff work, when our proposals get to Congress they get
bogged down in committees unnecessarily.

I believe that Had I had another 30 days on
the energy package there would not have been any substantial

difference on what we proposed.

The one item on which we changed our mind in
a major degree was the $50 rebate. At the time we made
the decision (inaudible) everything about the economy was

dismal, growth was down, employment was up, inflation was
less than it is now. That has recovered so well so that

I think even the latest data that came out since we ‘made
that decision is confirmed that we just don't need it.
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Defense Threat Reduction Agency

45045 Aviation Drive, Dulles, VA 201667517

Phone, 703-325-2102. Internet, http//www.dtra.mil/.

Director
Deputy Director

The Defense Threat Reduction Agency
(DTRA) was established as a separate
agency of the Department of Defense on
October 1, 1998, by DOD Directive
5105.62. DTRA was formed by the
consolidation of selected elements of the
Office of the Secretary of Defense, the
Defense Special Weapons Agency, the
On-Site Inspection Agency, and the
Defense Technology Security
Administration. DTRA is a combat
support agency of the Department of
Defense and is under the authority,
direction, and control of the Under
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and

JAY C. DAvis
MA). GEN. WILLIAM F. MOORE,
USAF

Technology. DTRA is responsible for
threat reduction to the United States and
its allies from nuclear, biological,
chemical (NBC), and other special
weapons, as well as advanced
conventional weapons. Through the
execution of technology security
activities, cooperative threat reduction
programs, arms control treaty monitoring
and on-site inspection, force protection,
NBC defense, and counterproliferation,
DTRA supports the U.S. nuclear
deterrent and provides technical support
on weapons of mass destruction matters
to DOD components.

For further information, contact the Office of Public Affairs, Defense Threat Reduction Agency, 45045
Aviation Drive, Duffes, VA 20166-7517. Phone, 703-810-4326. Internet, http://www.dtra.mil/.

National Imagery and Mapping Agency
4600 Sangamore Road, Bethesda, MD 20816-5003
Phone, 301-227-7400. Internet, http//www.nima.mil/.

Director
Deputy Director
Deputy Director, Operations

Deputy Director, Systems and Technology

Deputy Director, Corporate Affairs
Chief of Staff

L1. GeN. JAMES C. KING, USA
LEO HAZLEWOOD

ROBERTA E. LENCZOWSKI
WiLLIAM R. ALLDER, JR

W. DOUGLAS SMITH

CoL. MICHAEL THOMPSON, USA

The National Imagery and Mapping
Agency (NIMA) was established on
October 1, 1996, as a member of the
intelligence community and a
Department of Defense combat support
agency. It is chartered under DOD
Directive 5105.60, pursuant to the
National Imagery and Mapping Agency
Act of 1996 (10 U.S.C. 441 et seq.)
NIMA operates under the authority
direction, and control of the Secretary of

Defense, with the advice of the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and
in accordance with the policies and
priorities established by the Director of
Central Intelligence. The Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Command,
Control, Communications, and
Intelligence exercises overall supervision
over NIMA.

The Agency is responsible for
providing timely, relevant, and accurate
— i 2l

imagery, imagery intelligence, and
geospatial information in support of the
national security objectives of the United
States. With a vision of guaranteeing the
information edge, NIMA is committed to
delivering the imagery and geospatial
information that gives national
policymakers and military users
information superiority in a rapidly
changing global environment.

NIMA supports national policy
objectives by committing substantial
imagery analysis resources to national
priorities, especially as they relate to
diplomatic and regional security policy,
arms control and treaty monitoring
activities, counterterrorism,
nonproliferation, chemical and
biological warfare, and information
operations activities.

NIMA also provides geospatial
information, such as naturarand cultural
feature data, elevation data, controlled
imagery, international boundaries, and
place names necessary to understanding
the context of intelligence information.
This information supports a full range of
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diplomatic, disaster relief,
countermobility, no-fly zone
enforcement, force protection, and
humanitarian and multi-national
peacekeeping activities.

NIMA also provides accurate and
current geospatial information required
by the unified combatant commands to
plan, operate, and if necessary, fight and
win. NIMA’s stragtegy supports
operational readiness through a
concentrated investment in geospatial
foundation data, including controlled
imagery, digital elevation data, and
selected feature information, which can
be rapidly augmented and fused with
other spatially referenced information,
such as intelligence, weather, and
logistics data. The result is an integrated
digital view of the mission space that is
crucial for diplomatic, military, and civil
relief operations.

NIMA is headquartered in Bethesda,
MD, and operates major facilities in
Washington, DC, Reston, VA, and St.
Louis, MO.

For further information, contact the National Imagery and Mapping Agency, 4600 Sangamore Road,
Bethesda, MD 20816-5003. Phone, 800-826-0342, or 301-227-7386. Fax, 301-227-7638. Internet, http:/

/www.nima.mil/.

National Security Agency/Central Security Service

Fort George G. Meade, MD 20755-6000

Phone, 301-688-6524. Internet, http://www.nsa.gov/.

Director

Deputy Director

MA). GEN. MICHAEL V. HAYDEN ,
USAF
BARBARA A. MCNAMARA

The National Security Agency was
established by Presidential directive in
1952 as a separately organized agency
within the Department of Defense. In
this directive, the President designated
the Secretary of Defense as Executive
Agent for the signals intelligence and
communications security activities of the
Government. In 1972, the Central
Security Service was established, also in
accordance with a Presidential

memorandum, to provide a more unified
cryptologic organization within the
Department of Defense, with control
over the signals intelligence activities of
the military services. In 1986, NSA was
designated a combat support agency of
DOD.

As the U.S. cryptologic organization,
NSA/CSS employs the Nation’s premier
codemakers and codebreakers. It ensures
an informed, alert, and secure
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16 The Spell Cast by Weapons of Mass Destruction

signed to enable us to launch a response between the time we detect an
incoming attack and the time it actually impacts. The flight time of a bal-

Jistic missile from Russia to the United States is twenty-five to thirty min-

utes. Within two to seven minutes of launch we should have detected and

identified any massive attack. There are elaborate procedures for cross-
checking and evaluating the evidence while gathering senior military

commanders and civilian officials on a conference telephone call. That

could mean rousing people out of a sound sleep, interrupting meetings,
Jocating those who are playing golf or shopping, and so on. There would
be duty officers continuously in the command centers of the major mili-
tary commands, the Pentagon, and the White House, but the probability
of getting most of the principal officials on whom the president relies
(e.g.. the secretary of defense) on the phone within five to ten minutes is
not high. Once these officials assembled, they would need some time to
ask their own questions and to make their own evaluations before decid-
ing to bring in the president. Scrambling a president summarily is not
something that can be done cavalierly, especially if the commander in
chief is engaged in some very public activity.

Thus, the president would be facing a very short deadline once brought
into the debate. At least ten minutes, and more likely fifteen, would be
needed to transmit an order to launch our weapons, to verify
give the missiles and bombers time enough to launch and fly far enough

away to avoid the effects of the incoming attack. That means there could
ost eighteen, to assemble

it, and to

be as little as three minutes, and at the very m
principals and for the president to make the most momentous decision in
history (see Figure 1.1). It is irresponsible even to pretend we have the ca-
pability for making a decision of this import under these conditions—or
that we would do so even if we could

However, maintaining the pretense of being able to launch on warning
has been an additional way of dissuading the Soviets, and now the Rus-
sians, from attempting a surprise attack. Yet that benefit must be weighed
the risk of keeping a large part of our nuclear force on constant
hair-trigger alert. We have had thousands of false alarms of impending
missile attacks on the United States, and a few could have spun out of

control. One such incident took place on June 3, 1980. Zbigniew “Zbig”
airs,

against

Brzezinski, President Jimmy Carter’s assistant for national security aff
26 A.M. by a phone call from Colonel William Odom, a

T P

was awakened at 2
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FIGUR > ;
E 1.1 Best and Worst Cases for Firing Our ICBMs Under Attack from Russia
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ance that would count but how much of our lethal potential would still be
available after a surprise, preemptive attack by the Soviets. Would there be
enough retaliatory potential to pose a devastating threat? If so, that
should deter the Soviets from attempting one. We looked at the worst
possible case—assuming they would launch the most disabling attack
they could and that we would simply ride it out. We then assessed the
number of hard targets and the size of the urban area in the Soviet Union
that our surviving nuclear forces would still be able to destroy. The result
was revealing and meaningful: No matter what the Soviets did, and de
spite their being ahead of us quantitatively, the United States could still
level the entire urban area of the Soviet Union between one and two
times. Put simply, in the worst case imaginable we had much more than
enough invulnerable retaliatory force to destroy the Soviet Union as a so-
ciety. 1 was encouraged, because 1 could now tell Downey and his col
leagues something relevant to the decisions they had to make

Alas, the conclusion was all too meaningful for the Pentagon. It sent a
clear message that the United States possessed more than enough nuclear
weaponry. Yet at that very moment our military was proposing to build
still another ICBM, the MX. The rationale was that our existing mix of
forces was too vulnerable to surprise attack, something our analysis
clearly disputed. The Pentagon’s argument against us at CIA, that we in
the intelligence field were doing war-gaming and that was not our
province, was a sterile bureaucratic p|0\'

As we debated this into 1980, | found myself increasingly isolated. Even
the CIA's analvsts were not behind me. They were concerned not to get
the CIA involved in the debate over the MX. There is a strong ethic among
intelligence professionals that they must not take sides on policy issues,
lest they be accused of slanting the intelligence to support their views. In
telligence analyses, however, must be relevant to policymaking T'his one
was, and it laid out the facts without taking sides.

In December 1980, despite the objections of the secretary of defense, |
sent this analysis to President Carter. It was customary to permit those
who dissented with an intelligence report to include their contrary views
in it. In this instance, the military intelligence organizations dissented, as
did, with my permission, my own staff at CIA. It revealed to me how
deeply embedded the view was that more is better. The CIA’s analysts,
fully measuring whether we matched the Soviets in

having spent years care

Pomts of Non recovery s

every category of nuclear ¢ apability, ssmply could not countenance being

the ones to reveal that we did not need 1o be equal in order to deter

NwllAn WEAPONS ARE NOT ONLY MUCH MORE powreruL than
conventional ones but are also qualitatively different (see Table 2.1) It is
not too far-fetched to think of them as small pieces of sun brought to
earth, creating effects otherwise not experienced. That nuclear weapons
are a species unto themselves is best shown by the terminology we employ
to describe their power. The pound is the unit of measure for the explo
sive in conventional munitions. In contrast, for nuclear munitions the
unit of measure is the metric tonne (2,200 pounds), but the weapons are
so powerful that we refer to their force in kilotons (KT—thousands of
tonnes) and even megatons (MT—millions of tonnes). Five hundred
pounds of TNT is the explosive force of a common conventional bomb
in contrast, a typical warhead in Russia’s strategic arsenal carries 550 KT
of force. A 550-KT weapon is the equivalent of 550 ¥ 1,000 (kilo) ¥ 2.200
(Ibs./metric tonne), that is, 1,210,000,000 pounds of conventional explo
sive. A freight train 150 miles long would be needed to transport that
much conventional explosive to an airfield. It would take more than
25,000 sorties by our most modern bomber, the B-2, to deliver it. In the
course of some 44,000 aircraft sorties during the six-week air campaign in
the Gulf War in 1991, we dropped only 84,000 metric tonnes of conven
tional bombs, or less than one-fifth of the explosive force of a single 550
KT nuclear bomb.*

It is understandable that we prefer to use MT and KT instead of ten
figure numerals when referring to the force of nuclear weapons; the
acronyms are much handier. Doing so, however, has encouraged us to talk
rather cavalierly about the magnitude of the power involved. For instance
it 1s not so incongruous to talk about a “small” nuclear warhead when we
label it as .1 KT. A warhead of that lethality is small enough to fit in an a
tillery shell but is the equivalent of .1 ¥ 1,000 (kilo) ¥ 2,200 (Ibs./tonne
or 220,000 pounds of conventional explosive. That means that every time
a nuclear artillery shell is fired it is the same as launching five fully loaded
B-2 bombers at the target '

We must, however, be careful Equating 550 KT of nuclear explosive

with 1.2 billion pounds of conventional explosive, or KT of €a



2 Reshaping Decisionmaking
the Joint Chiefs of Stafl, or even from Zbig Rrrezinski, who favored the
MX. They simply shifted the discussion to whether the pnrsndml should
select a large- or moderate-size version of the missile. My opinion was
that the smaller MX was decidedly preferable because we would have the
option of making it modestly mobile. and hence less vulnerable, I‘\y
mounting it on a truck trailer, a railroad car, or an aircraft. What our mil-
itary dearly wanted was the most powerful counterweight to the even
hrfﬂ' ICBMs on the Soviet side. The unspoken argument favoring the
larger missile, however, was that nothing less would placate those senators
who were wavering on whether to ratify SALT 11. It was going to be nip
and tuck to garner the sixty-seven votes necessary for approval. The pres-
ident had to hook some of the senators who were in doubt, and the MX

was the bait. )
As the mecting drew to a close, President Carter said, in effect, "As 1 un-

derstand the discussion, everyone agrees we should proceed with the MX
and in the larger version” | raised my hand: “Mr. President, it is not my
role to comment on policy issues, but your use of ‘everyone’ included me.

1 do not agree.” Not unexpectedly, this had no effect.

Cnnzcluc THE UNDERLYING PREMISES of our nuclear policies as
fundamentally as | have suggested would require dedicated leadership b.y
the U.S. president and Congress alike. We have aspired in the past.lo simi-
larty dramatic changes but have always failed. In 1946 we submmc(.l the
Acheson-Lilienthal/Baruch plan to the United Nations for international
control over nuclear technology, either for weapons or energy, the end ob-
jective being 1o dispense with nuclear weapons entirely. The Soviet Union
thought this was a guise for perpetuating U.S. nuclear hegcmonyt and the
plan was kilied almost the moment it was submitted. In 1986 in Reyk-
javik, Iceland, Ronald Reagan and Mikhail Gorbachev, working withou‘l
advisers, almost agreed to eliminate either all ballistic missiles (thc'U..b.
proposal) or all strategic nuclear weapons (the Soviet proposal) within
ten years. This startling breakthrough foundered on differences over
strategic defenses.

The question today is whether these precedents suggest we should pro-
ceed cautiously toward similarly revolutionary changes or, with the end of
the Cold War, whether we should hold out for even greater change. In my

L - -
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view, the forces of resistance are sufficiently in retreat that a firm commut
ment from a president could move us forward aggresavely Moreover, to
proceed piecemeal would only play into the hands of those who will seek
to slow the process at every stage.

Surprisingly, however, presidents have not played decisive roles in de
ciding numbers of nuclear weapons or plans for targeting them, although
they certainly knew that the numbers in our arsenal and the amount of
damage designed into our war plans were excessive. We can surmise &
number of reasons for their reluctance to grapple directly with these
wasteful and risky practices. One is that mastering nuclear terminology
and technology is time consuming. It also requires perseverance, because
military officers are always reluctant to involve civilians in war plans—
conventional or nuclear—lest the civilians tinker without possessing ade-
quate expertise. That feeling has been especially strong with nuclear plans
because they have been considered so essential to the nation's security.

Early in the nuclear era, this aversion to outside interterence bordered
on insubordination. General Curtis LeMay, commander of the Strategic
Air Command from 1948 to 1957, felt so strongly that only he and his ex-
perts could formulate our nuclear strategic plans that tor several years he
failed to inform even the Joint Chiefs of Statt of changes he had made to
those plans.' LeMay was an extremist, but his reluctance to share intorma
tion on nuclear war plans persisted. Beginning with Robert McNamara in
1961, secretaries of defense intruded more and more into this military
province, but presidential involvement still was limited. For instance, un-
til the early 1970s the Joint Chaets ot Staft did not brief any president on
their annual nudiear war game, which estimated the outcome of a nuclear
exchange with the Soviet Union, and then did so largely because they be-
lieved the results would justify requests for more nuclear weapons.' Dur-
ing the late 1970s, President Carter made a diligent, personal effort to un-
derstand our nuclear position. By 1989 the balance had tipped sufficienty
that President George Bush, through Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney,
put his hand directly on the targeting situation, eliminating thousands of
unnecessary targets. And in 1991 President Bush unilaterally withdrew al-
most all tactical nuclear weapons from deployed positions.

One reason this process 1ook so long is that it has been neither neces-
sary nor advantageous for a president to stir up the issue of reducing
numbers of nuclear weapons. It was not necessary because all had confi
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all betx were off. Since | could not imagine the United States starting a nu
Jear war with Russia, it looked hike the legal point was an academic ex

cuse 10 help rustify larger forces. It also fit General LeMay's thesis that we
maght go first
| left fecling that despite all the changes that had taken place since Cur

tis LeMay left SAC in 1957, his influence on StratCom was much stronger

than was Lee Butler's

SL RECY IN A DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT 18 ANATHEMA. This ap
phes to the necessary secrecy of intelligence operations, to military war

plans and equipment, to illegal or improper activities of the government

itself—and to nuclear strategy Nowhere in our government has secrecy

been more profound than with respect 1o nuclear weapons. The great em
phasis on secrecy concerning the Manhattan Project back in 1942 was
easy 1o understand. After all, we saw ourselves in a fight with Germany on
which the fate of the free world hinged. This carnied over into the Cold
War. Information about nuclear weapons was one of the first to be se

cduded in a special compartment above “Top Secret” labeled “Restricted

Data” Access can still be had only with a special permit. A similarly re-

strictive approach was apphed to our programs for biological and chemi
cal weapons when they were active. It carnies over to today for much data
on those programs

A partial result of all of this compartmentation of information is that
presidents and the Congress have played a less active role in formulating
polices on weapons of mass destruction than on any other policy of com

parabie import and expense Fven within the military, access to information

n these weapons has been severely restricted. Under these circumstances, it

is no wonder citizens have not been well informed. Indeed, they have been

misinformed. Many civilian and military experts who shaped policy on nu

lost focus in concocting sophistic theories that never
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December 19, 1977

To Dr. Carl Sagan

I greatly appreciate the time you took
from your busy schedule yesterday to

spend two hours with me discussing so
many interesting aspects of astronomy.

It was a welcome diversion from earthly
concerns, as well as most fascinating
and instructive in its own right, to
hear from you about such subjects as
the planets and stars, black holes,
exobiology, and the probabilities of
extraterrestrial life.

Many thanks and best wishes to you and
your family for the holiday season.

Sincerely,
7 2
Dr. Carl Sagan
X Corne iversity
Ithaca, NeWN York 14850
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June 12, 1979

To Dr. Carl Sagan

| was pleased to be able to meet with you on the
Strategic Arms Limitation agreement, and appre-

ciaoted this opportunity to discuss the issues
involved.

As the national debate on the new SALT agreement
begins, | would be interested in your personal views
on the agreement and its presentation to the Senate
and the American people. Having your opinion on
these matters will be helpful to me.

Sincerely,

JIMMY CARTER

P ———
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Dear Dr. Sagan:

As you know, the President and President Brezhnev have
signed today in Vienna a new strategic arms limitation
treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union.
In view of the critical importance of this undertaking,
the President wanted you to see and review the relevant
documents at the earliest opportunity.

I am enclosing courtesy copies of the Treaty and the
Protocol to the Treaty (with their associated Agreed
Statements and Common Understandings); the Joint State-
ment of Principles and Basic Guidelines for Subsequent
Negotiations on the Limitation of Strategic Arms; a
Memorandum Regarding the Establishment of a Data Base
on the Numbers of Strategic Offensive Arms (together
with a Statement of Data on the Numbers of Strategic
Offensive Arms as of the date of signature of the
Treaty); and the Statements on Backfire.

The President will transmit the official texts of these
documents to the Senate upon his return froam Vienna.

I hope that you will give these documents your most
careful consideration.

Sincerely,

Frank Press ~

Science and Technology Adviser

Dr. Carl Sagan ———-
Department of Astronauts

and Space Sciences
Spac:r%gzoncca Building
Corn University
Ithaca, NY 14853

Enclosures
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OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. Robert E. Leonard
147 Bridglton RRoad
Westbrook, ME 04052

Dear Mr. Leonard:

I am absolutely thrilled for you and your fwmily. Dy accepting
Christ as your Savior, you have taken the most important step

of your lives, one that will lead all ot you to greater huppiness in
- this world and ultimate in the next.

At your reguest, I will be delighied to give you my perscnal
testimony, et me emphasize that I view religious belieis as
“very much i personal matier «u1am not suggesting that mine
be adopted in part or in total by anyone else.

Qn \( h‘- ‘ur\nl YIie N ‘vr\ e M A s mdammeven Pim BiVs Tiw, VY
A ionts e N ‘ aarc TOOG O L OWXGILE 1Gaul 10d vok

/ and J¢ hrist, Lis Son, is arduous to say the least., In my
early focnc, I sufjered {vovn a case of supreme arrogance in
which I even guestioned in my mind the existence of Go(.o I
tiiink ail of us go through this phasc at one time or anotlier. My
movement irom a position of indecisiveness to commitment wa

a factor of two kinds of cxpericnce: one w:th science and one

with man.
In my cducaiion, as I he ame exposoo to thc 1(«\ and order of ihe
wniverse, I was literally lnunbled by the uvaerring pevfection of
its mechanisins; I became convinced that there must be divine
» : intent behiad it all, IL z cre thing to acceopt natural ovder as a
way of life, but ag Iasked the question, "Why?'", then God
~entered in o His glory. Science and religion ceased {o be
anfaconisis, On the contrary, they became sisiers, It wa
revealed to me that while science iries to learn more about the

Creation, rcligion sceks a better undersiunding of the Creator.

MAY 1 1978
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While through science man tries to harness the forces of nature
around him, through religion he secks to control the forces of
nature within hiin,

Today, in our medern world, many young people in particular-icel
that our rapid advance in thc ficld of science renders such things
as religious belicfs untimely or old-fashioned. They wonder why
we should be :-s;t‘if'.fiod in "believing' something when scicuce tells
us we "know' so many things. It was this way for me. The simple
answer to tils aumnuun anpe wed Lo me as 1 bobwn to gather
scicntific knowledyge: “knowing" introduces more "quesiions in an
almost geomeiric proporticn, For example, our venture into space
has, in acluality, bheen only the smallest of first steps and las
CGl"‘IDl" prescnicd us with more mysteries than it has solved.
There is no scientific reason why God cannot retain the sanme
position in our modorn werld that He held before our inguiry into
the nature of just about everything.

Atheisis the world over call upon scicnce as their crown w. ti Torst
against the exisience of God, Dut as t y try to render pro

threugh scientific reasoni Wt that there is no God, tie simplo and

cnl:r'l‘i chning trulh s e tielr arguments poomerang, for one of

tho nest funaamenizl laws of natural science is that nothing in the

pbysical world cver happens without a cavse. There simply cannot

bc a crewtion without some kind of ,plrltLal creator,

Yes, I would have to say that for me the grandecur of the cosmos
confn'ns my belicf in the certainty of o Crecator. There are ‘dxe
gift of love, the will of a species to live and propagiie, the powe
ful force at wori: on & galactic scale, and the growth of an ur_gam}.y
sced into & beautiful flower. Iinitc man cannot begin to comprehend
an ozm‘im-esoni, omuiiscient, omnipetent, and infinite God. In th
final anclysis, any eifort to 1cduce Cea to compreliensihle
proportions begaars His greatness. The universe, as revealed
through scientific inguiry, 1s the living wilness that God has indeed
been at work, Understanding the nature of tiz creation provides a
substaniive basis for the f.u‘.l by which we attempt to know the
-nature of the Creafor. My experience with science, then, led me
to God--it was as if I were pulling o face on God,

My cxperience with man led me in the same direction. One aspect
about hwnan behavior that cannot be understood without believing in

bl
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Divine Initent is "conscicence. ' An animal's actions are solely
controllad by its basic instincts and urges, such as hunger, fear,
love, and need for shelter. The response to these drives by the
animal is entirely avtomatic. Jn an animal's makeup there is 2o
room for frecedom of the will, for searching curiosity, for freccdom
of doubt and conflict between urges and cihical standards, Only
man has baoen burdened with the conilicls arising oul of being an
image of Cod cast into the form of an aninal. And only man hos
been besiowed with: @ soul which enables him tc cope with the
cternal, ' .

N .
e~ 4.

Conscicnce is like carrying with you at all times a needle like e
localizin needle in an auphne that guices you to a landing. An
animal cdoes not know that mysterious little needle that teils you

b5 & k)

unequivocezlly what is right and what is wrong. Somciimes you inty
not like to hcar what it tells you; but in most cases youv really hnow

wl*'tt is right even il you choose not {o act accordingly., Animals
kaow no scx up"“ s jor exampie, lions naturally hunt and kill

gazelles, and gazelles naturally fear lions. YFor man this little

necedle, (Jon;‘cAehL\, nickes dh the differcnce, because in all

athpi resnectis man i sfill an animal apd haa all the inslinets of

animals. iy realization let man experiences an entively different

dunu,wc. as a conscguence of being given the gift of conscious
‘easoning brouglht m:e to a sirong faith in God,

Now, as 2 basis and Joundation for my faith in God acauired through
my c:.x)ev'if'pcc- with science and man, Iind Christianity the most
rewarding and cominrting, I think ‘t is all too easy (o overliaok the
unique beuvty of the Christian religion. T is simply that the iden of
God creating an extension of Iimself as 2 man ad letting this God-
s, Jesues Cheist, die inan agony, with wihich each of us can
identifly, is the L‘l‘ll,; Le of any sacrifice that God could make to

show His love for maniind,

In our SCu.rch to know God, I have come to helieye {hat the life of
Jesus Ciivist should be the focus of our ciforts and in spiration. The
reality of uus life and lis resurrcction is the hope of mankind, The
hasic teachings of Jesus are mnambiguous, consistent, and unfor-

gettable, as anyone who has eves read the Sexmon on the Mount
will testify.
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Jesus greaily expanded mankind's basic moral hws. His commuand-
ment, tc "iove thy ncighbor as thyscli, " established the unseliish
atfit uc‘c thut entbles human beings fo live peaceably together, © Even
more revolulion *rv was His commaadment to "love {thy ciemics,
Alibough it is all toc ravely followed, it has left an indelible and

‘k oy

unforgelisble Lmprint on the man-i LO-1an relationships among

44'

vhere‘cn our nlol) \'."i’_«:,u man was given Lh" G}mm'«

peonle cyvorywn

tunity to lnow Jesus Chrvist almost 2, 000 vears ago, the world wasg °
turnied vpside down through the widic ;,-reud ’\‘.'.iinc-:ss cf HL‘ fcn.j.u*\".fc.v:"s,
The same thing can happen aguia totay.

As a \,n-***t_in.u, it seems to me that one of the most imporiant
clornn that Christ left with ue :'s that if wo sccl. it caurnestly
e"‘“\‘-;“n can be a very ciiwc* & (nz':l velaticnshin hotween

‘ 3 g $a 1
" ul the discordant conditions

Ged and mune Tania
of cuy social cnvirommon

4 e Pk Sl ag o Ny Ay A i 27
te In .Jp;Lc ci a.l‘-. the tomporary sgilacas

1A% iy m.. ‘ N 3 & ¥ s &% 1
letiwing 10w ._.Q \:; QG zu:‘. improverean, his rel
acecant (\(u’t Foeill  varfact

s - ) e N -
) ~AT-~ - BEs < S 1y TS ey & Saraye & by Y " v n
ILCL‘-J, rey \,ufl..-a LAi}.}}b’.,J'J t 31 0‘1:7,-‘ 1318 CIrCH Ll ==l \'."O}.].. (81 1\ H Ll’-
we live,

< Voors i asiavs L B S sy A Yaand il B 4 @ o oy L
In concius let me say hat I thinig it is groud ta ook out

for desus in ihe juils of Fortland. I7 you use iy tesiimony, plonse
remember ithat I do not hold it out s o blueprint for e correct
patl: {o Jesus fer anyoine else.

I pray that your efforts wmeng the inmates will reap many rewarcs
ard th2i you and gour faiiiy will enjoy healta and prosperity.

Depuny Agsociale Administrator
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4-104, Classified information no longer needed in
current working files or for reference or record purposes
shall be processed for appropriate disposition in
accordance with the provisions of Chapters 21 and 33
of Title 44 of the United States Code, which governs
disposition of Federal records.

4-105. Classified information disseminated outside
the Executive branch shall be given protection equivalent>
to that afforded within the Executive branch.

4-2. Special Access Programs.

4-201. Agency heads listed in Section 1-201 may
create special access programs to control access,
distribution, and protection of particularly sensitive
information classified pursuant to this Order or prior
Orders. Such programs may be created or continued only
by written direction and only by those agency heads
and, for matters pertaining to intelligence sources and
methods, by the Director of Central Intelligence.
Classified information in such programs shall be declassified
according to the provisions of Section 3.

4-202. Special access programs may be created or
continued only on a specific showing that;

(a) normal management and safeguarding procedures
are not sufficient to limit need-to-know or access;

(b) the number of persons who will need access
will be reasonably small and commensurate with the
objective of providing extra protection for the informa-

tion involved; and

» S
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(c) the special access controls balance the need
to protect the information against the full spectrum
of needs to use the information.

4-203. All special access programs shall be
reviewed regularly and, except those required by treaty
or international agreement, shall terminate automatic-
ally every five years unless renewed in accordance with
the procedures in Section 4-2.

4-204. Within 180 days after the effective date
of this Order, agency heads shall review all existing
special access programs under their jurisdiction and
continue them only in accordance with the procedures in
Section 4-2. Each of those agency heads shall also
establish and maintain a system of accounting for
special access programs. The Director of the Informa-
tion Security Oversight Office shall have non-delegable
access to all such accountings.

4-3. Access by Historical Researchers and Former

Presidential Appointees.

4-301. The requirement in Section 4-101 that
access to classified information may be granted only as
is necessary for the performance of official duties may
be waived as provided in Section 4-302 for persons who:

(a) are engaged in historical research projects,
or

(b) previously have occupied policy-making
positions to which they were appointed by the President.

4-302, Waivers under Section 4-301 may be granted

only if the agency with jurisdiction over the information:




STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

I am pleased to sign the Executive Order revamping
the government's security classification system.

The public is entitled to know as much as possible
about the government's activities. Classification should
be used only to protect legitimate national security secrets
and never to cover up mistakes or improper activities.

While some material must be classified, the government
classifies too much information, classifies it too highly,
and for too long. These practices violate the public's
right to know, impose unnecessary costs, and weaken pro-
tection for truly sensitive information by undermining
respect for all classification.

The new Order will increase openness in government
by limiting classification and accelerating declassification.
At the same time, it will improve protection for information
that needs to be kept secret.

The standard for classification has been tightened.

No document is to be classified unless its release reasonably
could be expected to cause identifiable damage to the
national security. Insignificant damage is not a basis

for classification. In addition, the number of agencies

and officials with classification authority is being reduced.
Delegation of such authority shall be held to a minimum.

All documents should be declassified as early as national
security permits. Under the new Order, most documents will
be declassified after no more than six years. Only agency
heads and officials with Top Secret classification authority

may classify for a longer period and only by indicating

why classification will remain necessary despite the passage
of time. With a few exceptions, the documents given extended

classification will be declassified after no more than 20
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years. The millions of documents classified under prior

Orders that are over 20 years old will be reviewed and --
in almost all cases -- released as quickly as possible.

I expect all officials to follow these procedures and
the others set out in the new Order. But experience has
taught us that strong oversight is needed, both to make
the classification system as open as possible and to safe-
guard properly classified documents. Each agency that
handles classified information should take care to ensure
that its personnel understand and follow the new procedures.

In addition, I have created an Information Security
Oversight Office to provide overall supervision. This Office
will have authority to review agencies' procedures and files.
It can overrule their regulations and their decisions on
classification of individual documents, subject to appeal
to the National Security Council. The Office will report
regularly to the NSC and to me on compliance with the Order.
The Office is a key element to the new classification system,
and it will have my strong support.

In a break from precedent, this Order was drafted in
consultation with several Congressional Committees and
private groups. I particularly wish to thank Senators
James Abourezk, Joseph Biden, Edmund Muskie, and
Representatives Edward Boland and Richardson Preyer for

their valuable assistance.

—
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Jan. 26 l Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1979

National Security Information

Order Designating an Official To Classify
Information “Top Secret.” January 26, 1979

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 1-
201 of Executive Order 12065 of June 28,
1978, entitled “National Security In-
formation,” I hereby designate the Direc-
tor of the White House Military Office to
classify information originally as “Top
Secret.”

This Order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

JiMmmy CARTER
The White House,
January 26, 1979.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
12:05 p.m., January 26, 1979]

THE PRESIDENT’S
NEWS CONFERENCE OF
JANUARY 26, 1979

Tue PresmeNT. Good afternoon.
Ms. Thomas [Helen Thomas, United
Press International].

PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA
AND TAIWAN

Q. Mr. President, the United States
has acknowledged that there is one
China, and Taiwan is a part of it. And,
remembering the Gulf of Tonkin reso-
lution as an underpinning of the Viet-
nam war, my question is, are you con-
cerned that the congressional resolutions
regarding Taiwan’s security may in-
fringe on China’s sovereignty and, two,
may involve us at some future point in
Asia again?

THE Presment. No, I'm not con-
cerned about that. I could not approve
any legislation presented to me by Con-

170

gress that would be contradictory or that
which would violate the agreements that
we have concluded with the Republic
of China—the People’s Republic of
China, I, myself, am committed to a
strong and a prosperous and a free peo-
ple on Taiwan. We intend to carry on
our diplomatic relations with the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China as the Govern-
ment of China, but we'll have trade re-
lationships, cultural relationships with
the people on Taiwan. And I believe
that the legislation that has now been
presented to the Congress is a good
foundation for this.

But I don'’t see this as an opening for
bloodshed or war. I think the statements
made by the Chinese leaders since the
announcement of intentions to establish
diplomatic relations have been very con-
structive and have indicated a peaceful
intent.

Q. Are you speaking also of the Ken-
nedy resolution, which will be intro-
duced on Monday, or only your own
resolution?

THE PrRESIDENT. I haven’t read the so-
called Kennedy resolution. I really don’t
believe that any resolution is needed. I
think our legislative proposal and the
announcement made about normali-
zation, the combination of those two
is adequate.

STRATEGIC ARMS LIMITATION

Q. Mr. President, on Tuesday you said
that we would have a SALT agreement
if the Soviet Union continued to nego-
tiate in good faith.

THE PRESIDENT. Yes.

Q. Do you have any slight doubt in
your mind on that score?

Tue PresmmeNtT. No. I've been in
office now 2 years, and we’ve been nego-
tiating with the Soviets almost full-time
on a SALT agreement. Prior to that

i
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Father’s Day, 1978
Proclamation 4574. June 9, 1978

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation

Today’s fathers face new challenges as
America changes. In addition to their tra-
ditional role as breadwinner for the fam-
ily, many fathers are playing a greater
role in raising children and in the home.
The preservation of America’s family
structure will, in large measure, depend
upon their ability to meet these demands.

To honor our Nation’s fathers, and to
provide an opportunity to reflect upon
their contributions to our society, the
Congress, by joint resolution of April 24,
1972 (86 Stat. 124; 36 U.S.C. 142a), has
asked the President to issue annually a
proclamation calling upon the American
people to observe the third Sunday in
June of each year as Father’s Day.

Now, THEREFORE, I, JiMMy CARTER,
President of the United States of Amer-
ica, do hereby request that Sunday, June
18, 1978, be observed as Father’s Day. I
direct Government officials to display the
flag of the United States on all Govern-
ment buildings on that day and I urge all
citizens to display the flag at their homes
and other suitable places.

IN WirNess WHEREOF, I have here-
unto set my hand this ninth day of June,
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
seventy-eight, and of the Independence

of the United States of America the two
hundred and second.

JiMmmy CarTER

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:53 p.m., June 9, 1978)
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Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1978

Government in the
Sunshine Act

Memorandum From the President.
June 9, 1978

Memorandum for the Heads of Depart-
ments and Agencies

Subject: “The Government in the Sun-
shine” Act: Implementation

The Government in the Sunshine Act
requires certain Executive agencies to give
notice of their business meetings and open
them to public observation unless they
must be closed for any of ten specific rea-
sons. If the agency finds that the public

interest requires, it must open its meeting
to public observation even if there is a
reason to close it. The same reasons which
permit Executive agencies to close their
meetings also permit advisory committees
to close theirs.

To evaluate compliance with this Act,
I have asked the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget to record the
number of meetings subject to the Act, to
note whether those meetings are open or
closed, and if closed, to state the reason
for closing them. He will pass this informa-
tion along to me and to the Congress,
recommending whatever actions may be
appropriate to meet the spirit as well as
the letter of the law.

In litigation under the Act, the At-
torney General and the affected agencies
must not defend the closing of any meet-
ing unless they can demonstrate that harm
would have resulted if an open meeting

had been held.

I urge the agencies covered by the Sun-
shine Act to respect it by opening to the
public as many meetings as possible.
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Our country’s ideals
ntny’s concerns and
sent in the minds of
st deprived, who've

of discrimination,
ized the hopes and
I have realized who

re to be made. It can

commitment, with
eration, and with
ne by, in the fifties
vou in this room ex-
- courage in freedom
sisting  that the dis-
»ur Nation should be
a great achievement,
We must continue to
.and and the land of
ter health care. more
control of inflation,
better housing, better
! from work, the care
er education—these
are still being chal-
nake progress toward

1d your commitment
at I've already de-
, Cooperation, we can
Jme true. Some of us
reams already in our
re millions of Ameri-
for leadership. And
> between you, the
Caucus, and with me
no doubt in my mind
we can make those

2. come on up. Miss
Wright, come on up.
sweethearts, ] want

me to be with you.
back until about 9
she said to give you

her best regards. And you can look on the
stage and see why I was not concerned to
know that she would be gone. [Laughter]

Thank you very much.

~oTE: The President spoke at 6:07 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House.

Situation in Iraq and Iran

White House Statement.
September 26, 1980

Over the past several days, as the Presi-
dent noted in his statement of Septem-
ber 24, the President and the Secretary of
State have exchanged views with key
friends and allies on a wide range of issues
related to the conflict between Iran and
Irag. We have consulted with a number
of friendly nations about the status of oil
supplies and international shipping in the
Persian Gulf area. In view of the im-
portance of minimizing the economic
effects of the conflict on international
shipping and world petroleum markets,
the United States has indicated that it
would be willing to host a meeting to re-
view these issues if that should seem de-
sirable. If it is determined that a meeting
of experts is required, we will work out
timing and location. No such meeting has
been set. In the meantime, our consulta-
tions are continuing.

Libraries and Information
Services

Message to the Congress.
September 26, 1980

To the Congress of the United States:
I am pleased to transmit to you the
Report of the White House Conference on

Administration of Jimmy Ca

Libraries and Information Services and
my own recommendations on public ac-
cess to information, as required by Sec.
1(d) of Public Law 93-568 of Decem-
ber 31, 1974.

Information is the essence of education
and the lifeblood of democracy. People
need accurate information to make the
personal and political decisions that will
shape the country’s future. The produc-
tion and distribution of information is a
significant factor in our economy. A tech-
nological explosion is reshaping the way
information is stored and communicated,
while rising costs and limited resources
strain the public institutions that make
information accessible.

The White House Conference con-
sidered all these issues. It examined our
information needs and problems and the
key role of libraries in meeting them. The
delegates included librarians, information
specialists and community leaders. They
were selected at conferences in every state
and territory, through a process that in-
volved 100,000 people. I wish to comrr 2nd
the National Conference on Librarie  and
Information Services for their key role in
making the Conference a success The
Conference theme was “Bringing Infor-
mation to the People.” Its recommenda-
tions will help us frame an information

policy for the 1980’s.

THE IMPORTANCE OF LIBRARIES

Since the beginning of our Nation,
libraries have played an important role in
providing citizens with the information
they need to guide our destiny. Qur First
Amendment rights have been strength-
ened by the independent status of libra-
ries free from government control. By
preserving the records of our history and
culture, libraries serve as a door into our
past. As a source of the information we

need to ¢
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braries; research and development in in-
formation technologies; and research
libraries.

The Conference recommended a new
National Library and Information Serv-
ices Act to redefine the Federal role. I will
submit new legislation to replace the
Library Services and Construction Act
which will expire in 1982. This legislation
will include such issues as:

* barriers to information access for the

handicapped and disadvantaged;

¢ library networking and resource shar-
ing;

e the role of large urban libraries and
research libraries as centers for library
resource networks; and

* new information technologies.

I urge the Congress, the library com-
munity, and the public to join in the dis-
cussion during the next year on the priori-
ties among these important concerns.

GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

The Federal Government has a special
responsibility to ensure that its informa-
tion is made available to the people. Open
government is vital to democracy. We
must also recognize the constraints of na-
tional security, privacy, efficient decision
making, and costs.

We are working to address these con-
cerns in a way that increases access to in-
formation. A new office has been estab-
lished in the Office of Management and
Budget to develop Federal information
policy. This office is working closely with
the agencies, libraries, and private sector
to develop a policy on the management
and dissemination of information by Fed-
eral agencies. This policy will affirm the
key role of the Federal depository libraries
as centers where citizens can obtain free
access to government publications.

The policy will also stress the special

role libraries can play in helping Federal
agencies disseminate information that
people need. We should not create new
delivery systems when libraries, with
strong community bases, can do the job.
The Denver Public Library is one example
of a library that is working closely with
several agencies to make consumer and
environmental information available. I
encourage and support cooperation like
this. To foster such partnership, I have
directed the Administrator of the General
Services Administration to work with the
library community and the Department
of Education to select three to five Federal
Information Centers and locate them to-
gether with libraries. If this cooperative
effort is as successful as I expect, I will ex-
pand the program.

My Administration has also taken a
number of other initiatives to improve and
enhance public access to government in-
formation. For example:

* We revamped the security classifica-
tion system to eliminate needless initial
classification and reduce the time that
documents  remain  classified  while
strengthening protection for necessary se-
crets. About 250 million pages of docu-
ments will be released because of this
change.

* The Freedom of Information Act is
being administered fairly. The Depart-
ment of Justice has instructed agencies to
release information that could legally be
withheld if the release could not be clearly
harmful.

* Our policy on industrial innovation
calls for an improvement in the dissemina-
tion of patent information, which will
make over 4 million patents accessible.

¢ The National Technical Information
Service has expanded the indexing and
dissemination systems available to scien-
tists and engineers,
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I would like to know, can you—or what
will you do to get at least the Department
to show some semblance of sensitivity to-

Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1977

of a case is about 3 years. And by that
time, obviously the aggrieved party and

other intelli¢

the past,
the witnesses, and so forth, have moved I am ‘con:
ward this program? or have dropped the case or it's become analysis of
THE PRESIDENT. I looked at them too  very expensive for them. munity. Adn
when I came in. There are not many I hope to bring some order out of that be the new ]
women behind me and there are not chaos. I am waiting until I get authority mitment. Bu
many minority groups. When I've gone from the Congress to reorganize to bring with Admir:
to other departments, there have been a  that into being. But my own commit- ski, with the
much greater percentage. We've tried ment is totally to the resolution of this Harold Brov
hard to do this, and I think we are problem.
making some good progress. In the num-

ber of women, for instance, who occupy
the top five grade levels, the executive

And I think, to be perfectly frank, that
the State Department is probably the

to evolve vt
gence comur

o limit of divu
Department that needs progress more v to be, and h
levels of our Government, we will have, than any other. And I am determined S guarantee 1t
| I would say, four or five times as many that this will be done. It has historically " thetedabuses

as any administration has in the past. In been the case. And I think that Secre- 2 na ‘th -
the number of black citizens who serve in  tary Vance has made a great deal of 3, chln =
those top positions, we will have four or  progress already. But he and I will work = : e:;CC 1I°h’
five times as many as we've had in the together to bring a better answer to your T ¢ ;xe's al.a
past—three times as many; in Spanish- question the next time I come over here e no realiz

speaking Americans, three or four times in the future. =

as many. But that's a relatively small
x 3

that we can
committee w

X

total number, although the percentage is

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
i great

whom we ¢

I t.h'mk that the appointment of top-

Q. I am concerned about the policy of

£ T

-,

its entirety
openness in regard to intelligence activi- intzlligenw
iti ; 3 i- ties. And I was wondering if it doesn’t a key greu;
:;:iltyp;:;t‘:;\ ;“:3‘\25’::' x:;ezri,ﬁ?hﬁp make it ‘more difficult for our friends to mhlys.ecifl,' he
in the long run to change that around. conﬁdg in us and for those who 3-“_: not w ’\. ’“
In the Commerce Department, 50 per-  Our friends to take advan,tage of us? anyc’l!:l:i on
cent of the top-level positions are now Tue PResENT. I don’t guess you had ll::":hat be
filled by women, for instance; several of ~tume to watch the press conference yes- Lol rl\
them black. I think Griffin Bell has done ~ terday, which was during the working Pl o
a superb job in the Attorney General's hours. T didn’t get a chance to see it my- ol Niu
office by bringing in top-level minority self. I was shocked when T took ofﬁce to - ns}f .
groups and women. It's a slow thing. learn about the number qf different o bz'm ‘
We now have a handicap in the lower people who have access to l.ughly secret, Now Isa
levels of employment over which we sensitive information on which the secu- yaterd’ay ks
presently have very little control as you Tty of our Nation de;.)ends.' There are  oelsttoas. |
know, because we have such a confused ~about 75 people on Capitol Hill who have e
responsibility within the Federal Govern-  access to this very sensitive maten.al- ndlncing
ment for guaranteeing equal employment There are too many 1n the execu.uve CIAcgﬁles s
opportunities. I think we have seven dif-  branch of Government. At the same nmi, . P e
ferent Federal agencies responsible for 1 know that there is a need for chec ’St s i
equal employment. We have a backlog of and balance:s to be sure that we (.ior.la ?3«'*', .
130,000 cases. The average time from the repeat the illegalities fmd improprieti p \,, ence Netwie
: initiation of a complaint to the resolution  that were revealed with the CIA an
{
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other intelligence community agencies in
the past.

I am conducting now a very careful
analysis of the entire intelligence com-
munity. Admiral Stan Turner is going to
be the new Director. He shares my com-
mitment. But working with Cyrus Vance,
with Admiral Turner, with Dr. Brzezin-
ski, with the Attorney General, and with
Harold Brown and myself, we are trying
to evolve very rapidly what the intelli-
gence community ought to be, what the
limit of divulging of this material ought
to be, and how can we at the same time
guarantee to the American people that
the abuses will be permanently elimi-
nated.

In the last 2 or 3 days, I've had a
chance to meet with the congressional
leaders. I have hopes, which may or may
not be realized—it’s not in my control—
that we can have one joint congressional
committee with a limited membership to
whom we can reveal what is going on in
its entirety within the confines of the
intelligence community. So, we will have
a key group of Congress—very small—
myself, the Intelligence Oversight Board,
which is an independent agency to whom
anyone can come and give complaints or
revelations, the Attorney General, and
let that be it.

We are not in the position where some
of our key intelligence sources are be-
coming reluctant to continue their rela-
tionship with us because of the danger of
their being exposed in the future.

Now, I also pointed out to the press
yesterday that many of the recent public
revelations have been erroneous. I have
written two letters to foreign leaders
apologizing for them after I checked the
CIA files to find that the published re-
ports were completely in error. Others
had some degree of accuracy within them.

I have reviewed all of the correspond-
ence between the Intelligence Oversight
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Board and President Ford last year. The
Attorney General was involved. I have
not detected any instance of an impro-
priety or an illegality that is presently
being conducted or that was conducted
in the last 6 or 8 months, as far back as
my study went.

And I think it’s good for the American
people to know this. But we have got to
have a good intelligence system in order
to protect the security of our country. We
sometimes relax too much in peacetime.
We've got to establish this relationship
on a permanent, workable basis while we
are at peace. It’s one of the best means
to make sure we don’t have war. And if
we should ever be in danger in a time of
crisis, it’s too late to build up an adequate
intelligence community, including our
worldwide system of information.

So, your question is a very good one.
And this is a matter that presses on me
in a very personal way. And I think I can
tell you that within the next couple of
months your questions will be answered
satisfactorily. I’ve had good response from
the Members of Congress. There are now
six committees in the House that have
access to this information by law. The
Speaker has indicated yesterday to the
Vice President that he would favor one
joint committee. Whether that will be
feasible, I don’t know, but that’s our hope
in the Congress.

And 1 will do the same thing in the
executive branch of Government to make
sure we do have adequate oversight, but
also at the same time an adequate degree
of privacy and secrecy in things that ought
not to be revealed.

Maybe one more question.

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

Q. 1 would like to know how can AID,
with all the reorganization that is going on
in the Federal Government, with the low-
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ering of Government spending, how can
AID be allowed to spend a quarter of a
million dollars to move a portion of its
agency into buildings when the overall
object of AID is to get the people into two
buildings rather than have them scattered
all over the Washington area?

THE PresiDENT. That's a question that
I can’t answer. [Laughter)

The question was that when we are
short of money for the AID program, how
can we, as was expressed, waste a quarter
of a million dollars moving AID person-
nel to a building when the purpose ought
to be to bring the AID people together.

I don’t know the background of the
question. I don’t know the answer. But
if you would permit Secretary Vance to
give you an answer to your question later
on, I will pass that question on to him.

Since I couldn’t answer that question,
I will try another one. I hate to end up on
a question I can’t answer. [Laughter].

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION

Q. Mr. President, I would like to know
if you are aware of the increased amount
of requests for freedom of information
material that is going to be released or
will be released which I think in the fu-
ture might come back to haunt us?

THaE PRESIDENT. I am familiar with the
problem. In general, I favor the freedom
of information laws. I think that one
thing that we might do within the bounds
of the law, which I doubt could be re-
pealed even if we wanted it to be, is to
restore the trust of the American people
in us.

When there is a sense among American
citizens that they are being misled or that
illegalities are taking place within our own
Government, like the plotting of assassina-
tions or murders and so forth, or when
they feel that their own rights are not
being protected by their own Govern-
ment, I think under those circumstances
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that there is an excessive pressure on Gov-
ernment for information. If that same
citizen had a sense that he could trust us,
there would be much less inclination to
demand access to the files.

I am not sure that I've answered your
question adequately but that’s one ap-
proach to it.

And I think I might, as President, as-
sume more responsibility in that field.
When I learn more about it, when I have
a little more time in office, when the peo-
ple have a more accurate sense of what
I am and what I stand for, I might very
well point out to the American people in
a press conference or otherwise that this
has become a problem for us, and just as
a matter of idle curiosity or just to test
the law, for them to refrain from asking
for this information. If they genuinely
need it, we will provide it. But I think that
the first few months of a new law like that,
there is an inclination on the part of those
who have fought for it just to test it, to
see if they ask for something, can they
really get it.

So, I hope that with those two or three
approaches that we might take within the
bounds of the law that we can minimize
the burden on us in months to come. I
hope so.

Let me say this in closing: I think we’ve
made good progress in the first month in
learning about one another and in my
learning about the Federal Government,
in seeing the extent and the limitation of
my own influence in the White House, in
learning about foreign countries and their
inclinations toward us, the problem areas
that we can address and those that we
ought to avoid addressing for a while. I
think that we’ve got a good sense around
the world of what we are trying to do
already.

I can’t think of any time in human his-
tory, for instance, when there has been
such a worldwide concern about human
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rights. And both nations that are founded
on freedom and those that are founded
on totalitarian governments are now do-
ing some reassessments and saying, what
are our policies toward our own citizens
and what does the rest of the world think
about us?

So, even in these early, few days, we
are making some progress. I've got to be
careful not to make a serious mistake. At
the same time, I've got to be careful not
to be too timid, and when I make a judg-
ment, that it's a proper one. And that’s
where you come in, because collectively,
you have a sense of what the world is and
what the world might be.

I want to be a good President. And I
want to serve in such a way that you won’t
be disappointed in me. But my good re-
lationship with you and the other senior
officials in this Department are the basis
on which I might succeed.

So, we are partners, and I believe to-
gether we can give the American people
an accurate sense that they have a good
government in what is and always has
been the greatest nation on Earth.

Thank you very much.

NoTe: The President spoke at 2:37 p.m. in
the Dean Acheson Auditorium at the Depart-
ment of State, after having toured the Depart-
ment’s Communications Center. While at the
Communications Center, the President typed a
message on a teletype machine linked to the
United States Embassy in Paris, in which he
greeted all State Department employees sta-
tioned overseas.

Meeting With Secretary General
Kurt Waldheim of the

United Nations

Remarks of the President and the

Secretary General. February 25, 1977

Tue Presment. I would like to say
that T am very deeply grateful that Sec-

retary General Waldheim and his wife
Elizabeth and his beautiful daughter
Christa have come to be with us at noon
today.

This is not an official meeting but is
one of great importance. It is going to be
a working luncheon.

We have been greatly impressed at the
ability of the Secretary General in his
travels around the world to the trouble
spots that concern us all to search out
common ground on which future peace-
ful agreements might be reached. His re-
cent reelection as the first leader of the
world is an indication of his stature
among all those who participate in the
United Nations deliberations.

This is a year, I believe, when he and
I will be drawn much closer together than
perhaps has been often the case in the
past. And I think it is accurate to say that
my appointment of Ambassador Andrew
Young to the United Nations and the
close relationship that Ambassador
Young and Secretary of State Cyrus
Vance and I have with each other will
provide a common base on which we can
demonstrate to other nations of the world
our deep commitment to the United Na-
tions and what it stands for—peace in the
world and a commitment to human
rights, which has been the characteristic
of Secretary General Kurt Waldheim in
his long experience and service as one of
the world’s foremost diplomats.

So, we welcome you here, and your
family, Kurt Waldheim. And I look for-
ward to a long and continuing and, hope-
fully, mutually successful effort between
our country and the United Nations to
bring about peace in the world and to pro-
tect human rights and to meet those
needs that are so vivid in our world today.

Welcome to the White House.

Tue SECRETARY GENERAL. Mr. Presi-

dent, Mrs. Carter:
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help in the trainin develo
grading of such bugs’inesses.pmem, andup-

(b) E}ligible small businesses are those
ocated in areas of high concentration of
unemployed or low-income individuals
businesses owned by low-income individ-’
L{als, and those businesses eligible for as-
Estgnce under Section 8(a) of the Small

usiness Act (15 U.S.C.
ey ( C. 637(a), 92 Stat.

l'—202. The Committee shall make
periodic reports and recommendations to
the President through the Administrator
of the Small Business Administration and
shall offer such other advice and at such
_times as the President through the Admin-
Istrator may request.

1-203. The Committee, through its
Chairman, shall report annually to the
President and to the Congress on the ac-
tivities of the Committee during the pre-
ceding calendar year.

1-3. Administrative Provisions.

1-301. The Committee may request
any Executive agency to furnish such in-
formation as may be useful in fulfilling
the Committee’s functions. Each such
agency is authorized, to the extent per-
mitted by law, to furnish such information
to the Committee.

1-302. Each member of the Committee
who is not otherwise employed by the Fed-
eral Government shall receive no compen-
sation from the United States by virtue of
their service on the Committee, but all
members may receive transpo‘;Fatio'n T..nd
travel expenses, including per diem 1n ieu
of subsis;cpilce, as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
5702 and 5703. .

1-303. All necessary administrative
staff services, support, facilities, and ex-
penses of the Committee shall, to the ex-
tent permitted by law, be fu'rmshed by the
Small Business Administration.

Feb. 1
1-4. General Provisions.

1-401. The functions of the President
under the Federal Advisory Committee
Act, as amended (5 US.C. App. I), ex-
cept that of reporting annually to’ the
Congrgss, which are applicable to the
Cgrx_]mxttee, shall be performed by the Ad-
ministrator of the Small Business Adminis-
tration in accordance with guidelines and
procedures established by the Administra-
tor of General Services.

1-402. The Committee shall terminate
on December 31, 1980.

JiMmy CarTER
The White House,
February 1, 1980.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:33 p.m., February 1, 1980)

President’s Commission for a
National Agenda for the Eighties

Appointment of 29 Members.
February 1, 1980

The President today announced the ap-
pointment of 29 persons as members of
the President’s Commission for a National
Agenda for the Eighties. They are:

RoBerT S. Benson, author of “Counter-
budget,” national priorities expert;

CHARLES Bisuopr, president, University of Ar-
kansas;

GwenDoLYN Brooks, poet;

J. Freo Bucy, Jr, president, Texas Instru-
ments; ) i)
Joan Ganz Cooney, Children’s Television

Workshop; .
DanieL Evans, president, Evergreen College;
Frances FitzGERALD, aut'hor;

HerMAN GALLEGOS, chairman, Human Re
sources Corp.; ] L
DonarLp GevirTz, financier, Los

Calif.; .
C. Jackson GRAYsaN, director,
ductivity Center;
WiLLiaM HEwWITT, €

Angeles,
American Pro-

hairman, John Deere Co.;
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BENjaAMIN Hooxks, chairman, NAACP;
THoMAS JorLING, professor
science, Williams College ;
Ruoba KARPATKIN, president, Consumers
Union;
THEODORE MAaRrNoOR, Y
Policy Studies ;
MARTIN MARTY, Unive
ity School;
WiLLiam MiLLER,
ALAN Monmsor\',
gation Group;
Rocer
fornia

of environmental

ale Institute for Social
rsity of Chicago Divin-

partner. Steptoe & Johnson;
director, Public Citizen Liti-

NoLr, professor of economics, Cali-

Institute of Techno]ogy;

Epmunp PELLEGRINO, president, Catholic Uni-
versity ;

Tomas RIVERA, chancellor, University of Cali-
fornia (Riverside) ;

PauL RoOGERS, former U.S. Representative
(D-Fla.)

CARL SacaN, astronomer,

Howarp SAMUELS,
prises;

Cornell University ;
Howard Samuels Enter-

BEVERLY SiLis, director, New York City
Opera;

Lewis TuoMmas
Institute;

Fovy V
Life
tion;

MARINA v.N. WHITMAN
eral Motors Corp. ;

ADDIE WyaTT, international vice president,
Packinghouse Workers.

, chairman, Sloan-Keltering

ALENTINE, executive director, Christian
Committee, Southern Baptist Conven-

, vice president, Gen-

The Commission will have a staff of
about 25 people. They will be jointly di-
rected by Richard A. Wegman, staff di-
rector, Senate Governmental Affairs
Committee, and Claude Barfield, former
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Research
and Demonstration, Department  of
Housing and Urban Development.

National Council on the
Humanities
Nomination of Marian B. Javits To Be a

Member. February 1,1980

The President today announced that he
will nominate Marian B. Javits, of New
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York City, to be a member of the Na-
tional Council on the Humanities for a
term expiring January 26, 1982,

Javits is a consultant on the arts who
designs business and production environ-
ments. She is a member of the Visual Arts
Panel of the National Endowment for the
Arts and is president of a company that
offers limited print editions of the works
of leading American painters. She worked
actively for creation of the National
Foundation for the Arts along with her

husband, then-Representative Jacob K.
Javits,

United States-Switzerland

Agreement on Social Security

Message to the Congress Transmitting the
Agreement. February 1, 1980

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 233(e) (1) of the
Social Security Act as amended by the
Social Security Amendments of 1977
(P.L. 95-216, 42 U.S.C. 1305 note), I
transmit herewith the Agreement between
the United States of America and the
Swiss Confederation on Social Security,
signed on July 18, 1979, the Final Pro-
tocol to the 1979 Agreement, also signed
on July 18, 1979, and the Administrative
Agreement for the Implementation of the
1979 Agreement, signed on December 20,
1979.

These U.S.-Swiss agreements are simi-
lar in objective to the U.S.-Italian social
security agreements that I transmitted to
the Congress on February 28, 1978, and
to the U.S.-West Germany social security
agreements that I transmitted to Congress
on February 28, 1979. These bilateral
agreements, which are generally known
as totalization agreements, provide for
limited coordination between the United
States and foreign social security systems

-
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON “79003
ACTION January 24, 1979
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ZBIGNIEW BRZEZINSKI:E 3”"\—'
SUBJECT: Original Classification Authority

for White House Military Office

Because of its responsibility for the White House Emergency Plan
and other contingency planning matters, the White House Military
Office originates a large number of classified documents. At
present, however, the Military Office does not possess any
original classification authority, since it was not included
among those White House offices you designated in your June 28,
1978 Order accompanying the new classification Executive Order.

Based on a review of the Military Office's classification require-
ments -- including the number of classified documents originated
and the sensitivity of these documents -- I believe that the
Director of the White House Military Office has a legitimate

need for original "Top Secret" classification authority. I recom-
mend, therefore, that you designate the Director to classify
information originally as "Top Secret." Bob Lipshutz, Stu
Eizenstat, and Jim McIntyre concur in this recommendation.

At Tab A is a proposed Order designating the Director of the
White House Military Office to classify information originally
as "Top Secret." The proposed Order does not permit any delega-
tion of this authority by the Director, so there should be no
increase in the number of classified documents as a result of
your designation Order.

RECOMMENDATION:

That you sign the designation Order at Tab A.

L
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Whife HoUSe
Leaks of Classﬁled Material

By JACK ANDERSON

OMETIMES u seems as if- Rxch-_-
ard Nixon never left town. A
few.weeks ago, President Car:"

ter fumed-at his Cabinet about the

“4eaks of Cabinet minutes.” He

. made it perfectly clear that he.
* didn't like to read his confidential
- conversations in our column. He
" sounded just like Nixon.

- Now the State Department is in
an uproar over our publication of a
confidential cable from Ambassador

" Ronald Spiers in Turkey: No one

" to shut oft the leaks. But Carter

Moami Herald S/T/IF Fy 74, .

has yet-formed a *“plumbers squad™

et SeCTetdly. lac)
d who 'S lespansibl
submit “a mem-
e
apparatus on the
lookout for our source. It seems like
old times.
We upset the pontificators at
rFoggy Bottom by reporting Spier’s
assessment of a recent speech by
Turkish Prime Minister Bulent
Ecevit. It was a chauvinistic speech,
and Spiers called it “mindless na-
tionalism” in a cahle to the State:
Department.
We cited the cable in a report on
the popular international sport of
flogging the United States. Indeed,
the cable expressed concern that
Ecevit “may so enjoy the popular
acclaim that comes from talking
back to Americans that he will con-
tinue it.”

. “We felt the American people

were entitled to know that our al-
lies. Greeks and Turks alike, en-
joved assailing America. But our
slory caused a furor; we have reli- ~

- bumeo offended, raised

Ve

AR e ————— ——
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"J/

ably learned that zm o aeoale.

howr_‘&u Wi -t‘;gr WA
‘The *State Deptmnen: ordersd'
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ed to resort to emotional national-

nrnnholy:‘rism to defend his foreign-policy
~Y~ performance. At this point he ap-

to have sufficiently strong

pears
Splers to fly to Brussels:to soothe ' public and political support that he

the ruffled Ecevit, who:was in: Bel-:

gium at the time. According to con-
fidential sources, the ambassador
told Ecevit that we had taken the
embarrassing quote out of context.

IN WASHINGTON, mrkish\ Am-

bassador Melih Esenbel filed a for-

mal protest with the State Depart-
ment. He, too, was assured that we
had misrepresented the meaning of
Spiers’ comments.

It has been our practlce, when
ve are accused of taking quotes out
of context, to supply the context.

e controversial cable, dated
March 24, 1978, began:

“Prime Minister Ecevit’s foreign
policy-speech to the Senate March
23 covered the same material as the
speech before the National Assem-
bly the previous day, but the tone
was harsher and more nationalistic
and perhaps for that reason, the
Turkish press gave the Senate
speech better coverage.

“In his speech, Ecevit clearly
identified the United States as the
source of outside pressures that the
Turkish nation would unite to with-
stand. He also repeated his claim
that Turkey has given more to
NATO than it has received, and he
again spoke of the need of Turkey
to develop a new security concept.”

THE CABLE then reviewed the

‘Prime Minister’s speech, singling

out several direct quotes. Finally,
the cable concluded:
“It is not clear why Ecevit decid-

does not need the assistance of
mindless nationalism.

“One possible reason is his con-
tinuing deep unhappiness with
what he considered to be an at-
tempt by the U.S. to pressure him
and thus threaten the success of
Montreux (a Greek-Turkish summit
meeting held in March).

‘“Another possibility is that he is
preparing the public for a radical
departure from traditional Turkish
foreign policy. We tend to believe it
is the former, but the danger is that
he may so enjoy the popular ac-
claim that comes from talking back
to Americans that he will continue
it even after the current misunder-
standing has passed.”

The State Department, in the
Nixon tradition, is now trying to
discover the source of our news.

The State Department is also in-
vestigating the leak of classified in-
formation to Greece. But in at least
one instance, the document was
forged. The most prominent opposi-
tion leader in Athens, leftist Andre-
as Papandreou, stood on the floor of
Parliament and read directly from
what purported to be a secret State
Department cable.

A computer search of the files,
sources told us, proved that the doc- |
ument was a fake. Now State De-
partment gumshoes are considering
the possibility that Soviet KGB
agents concocted the cable that was

slipped to Papandreou.
€Uniled Featwre Syndicate
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WhatdoeanhneHouaapredlecrs

tary say when asked at a meeting of
journalists whether the government has
a right to lie? There is no easy answer,

as a succession of govamentPR men -

have learned to their sorrow, and the
candid reply given by Jody Powell at a
meeting of the Society of Professional
Journalists; Sigma Delta Chi, is about as
sensihle as any.

“I don’t know,” he said. “Ithinkum
as a general rule the answer is no. But
I can’t say that I could not posit a hy-
pothetical situation in which it would be
a very close call at the very least. . . .

The question is whether my integrity is -

more important than whatever else is
at stake. My integrity or somedne else’s
life? What are you going to do?”

It’s hard to quarrel with that. The
answer is easy when the issue is one of
good versus evil. No fair-minded person
will tolerate lies to conceal something
like Watergate. Martyrdom is achieved
by defending goodness against the great-
er power of evil, not against a greater
good. /

. The moral issue arises only when it is
a matter of one right versus another
right, and the question then is which
right should prevail. A succession of De-
fense Department and White ~House
spokesmen during the Kennedy, John-
son, and early Nixon years delmded the

Wy Lot 12 L0 Lo

[Pk V? Cliyplon

press. The effect of their “news man-
agement” was to prolong at great ex-
pense @ war which, in retfospect, we
could not win. Had the Viet Nam ven-

der. :

In short, this is an imperfect world
and we can't always rely on absolute
answers. When two rights collide, as
they often do in matters of law, people
in authority have to ‘“‘make the best
decisions they can,” in Mr. Powell’s
words, and trust that history will vindi-
cate them.

Mr. Powell's answer should enhance
his credibility rather than ize it.
And the surest way to avold being.thrust
into the positi onhedreldnln!nmuln-
tain the open administration to which
Mr. Carter-seems committed. The fewer
e th
el Bt

s i ——
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EXECUTIVA

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 2, 1978

Dear George:

The President has asked me to reply to your letter of May 17
concerning your views and those expressed by Howard Kurtz on the
relationship of space technologies to maintaining peace.

Mr. Kurtz's views are well-known. I read with interest the
literature that he sends. He has also provided key members of my staff
with a briefing of his views. We are sensitive to his ideas and we
keep them in mind.

As you know, we have briefed key members of Congress interested in
space policy matters on the contents of PRM-23. Those wishing to read
the actual contents of the PrebSidential Decision Memorandum were shown
the text. We have had favorable comments from a number of Congressmen
and Senator Stevenson and Representative Fuqua personally expressed their
satisfaction to the President with the decisions taken.

The President is committed to the peaceful uses of space and has
said so on a number of occasions. Whenever a foreign head of state
visits him, the President presents a book of Landsat photographs, offering
to provide access to American space technology for peaceful uses, parti-
cularly on behalf of developing countries.

The President has initiated discussions with the Soviets for Arms
Control measures that would prevent space warfare. The discussions will
begin early next month.

PRM-23 and the Presidential Decision which evolved from it commits
this country to a strong civil space program for our own benefit and for
the benefit of all countries in the world. We have offered access to
the shuttle to all countries for use in launching satellites that would
benefit all people.

Mr. Kurtz's views are laudible ones and represent goals that we
should all work toward. Unfortunately, we cannot unilaterally achieve

them without cooperation of the other great powers.

Yours sincerely,

- eond

51]% - Frank Press

9%

Science and Technology
Adviser to the President

cc: Congressional Liaison”
Honorable George E.KBrown, JXe

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
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Dear Congressman Brown:

The President has asked me to acknowledge

his receipt of your letter of May 17 re-
garding the relationship of space technologies
to maintaining peace.

The President appreciates your comments,
and has them under consideration. You
should receive a further response shortly.

Sincerely,

Frank Moore
Assistant to the President
for Congressional Liaison

X

The Honorable George E. Brown, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

incoming has gone to Frank Press,
FOR RESPONSE

5-19/8005
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"GEORGE E. BROWN, JR.

2342 Housk Orrice BuiLoING
WaswingTon, D.C. 20513
(202) 225-818)

DISTRICT OFPFICLS,

36TH DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

— Congress of the nited States o A B o

AGRICULTURE

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY %0“53 of i\tprtStntatihts

CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON

ENVIRONMENT ANO THE ATMOSPHERE THashington, ®.L. 20515

JOINT COMM

ATOMIC ENERGY
TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT

ITTEE ON PosT Ormict Bax 71
Riversio€, Caliromana 923502
(2638 Urivansrry Avows)

BOARD

May 17, 1978 ﬂd{ﬁ"/ﬁxu.‘/

CCMZREZT oM
The President Loiome <8
The White House 1tay s
Washington, D.C. 20500 pad o v 1o

Dear Mr. President:

The enclosed material from Howard G. Xurtz deals with a sub-
ject that is of great interest to me. If I wished, I could
send a great deal more material which represents both my own
concerns, and those expressed by Howard Kurtz. The issue is
peace (or war, if one prefers), and the relationship, of
space technologies to maintaining peace.

Because of my interest in this subject, I recently received
a briefing from representatives of your staff on PRM 23. I
must say that that briefing raised meore quastions in my mind
than it answered. I have discussed my concerns with other
members of the Science and Technology Committee, and expect
to see this Committee take a more active interest in all as-
pects of space policy in the near future.

My purpose for sending you these enclosures from Howard Kurtz

is to solicit a rebuttal, or clarification of the chapges made

by Mr. Kurtz. I must say that I am sometimes inclined to
agree with his pessimistic analysis and my request for your
response is meant to give me time to futher rerflect upon this
subject, and avoid unfair criticism of your Administration's
policy.

Therefore, I would appreciate receiving, at the earliest pos-
sible date, a response to the enclosures.

Enclosures
GEB:tl:k

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS

CoLrtom, CAlIFOomua 92324

P —



WAR CONTROIL. PLANNERS, INE.
Box 19127 Washington,D.C. 20036

202/785-0708

May 13,1978

personal and informal

HONORABLE GEORGE E. BROWN, JR.

In an effort to break the paralysis which grips the President, I submitted the
enclosed to the Washington Post OP-ED page editor. As might have been predicted
they rejected it. There are no restrictions on its use.

For your personal information I have sent a copy to Charles A. Mosher, Staff
Director who is very familiar with Harriet's and my work. Whether or not he
shows it to Chairman Teague I can not estimate. If you care to speak with Mr.
Mosher personally, please feel free to do so.

By a sort of cosmic cogﬁcidence, Mr. Mosher has advised me that the enclosed

(1) Policy Perspectives document and (2) Dr. Robert A. Frosch's supportive letter
will be published in the public Record of the May 16-17-18 hearings on International
Space programs. But by the time this comes back from the Government Printing
Office in several months, it may be too late!

Eleanor Roosevelt cautioned Harriet that when science and technology reached the
point where our projections were feasible, we would have a struggle to reach the
mind of the President over the heads of his closest national security advisors,

as the concept of the Manhattan Project had to reach the mind of President Roosevelt
over the heads of his closest national security advisors.

The financial/industrial/military interests which surround and isolate the President
and finding their own personal rewards from the escalating race for the power to
obliterate world civilization, have been, and remain, intensely hostile to our
strategic studies. It may be that the Congress is the one place where the creative
public discussion can be launched. I

with deep appreciation for your efforts

HOWARD RTZ

CONTRIBUTIONS DEDUCTIBLE FOR INCOME, GIFT OR ESTATE TAX PURPOSES

Piomeminn <@ @ . " - . ~ e -




NASA -

National Aeronautics and
Space Administration

Washington, D.C.
20546

Office of the Administrator

FEB 8 1978

Honorable«0Olin E. Teague

Chairman

Committee on Science and Technology
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Tiger:

In your letter of January 27 you asked for my personal
views on two guestions stemming from Howard Kurtz' theme |
of a global information cooperative. While I may differ‘
with Kurtz on certain specifics, there is no question but:
that he is on the right track. The technologies available
today for gathering worldwide information and for its
redistribution are certainly well enough advanced to
warrant consideration of an operational global environ-
mental and resources system. In its earliest configura-
tion, such a national system for world use need not, in
my opinion, have a major bupdgetary impact. The real tasks
are: 1) organizing the multiplicity of data and infor-
mation sources (both terrestrial and spatial); 2) assurin
that these multiple data streams are available to interpre
ers and users in useful form and on the required schedule;
and 3) establishing and maintaining the continuity of
these services. We have recently begqun a conceptual
design effort on such an approach to help us understand
its real scope and value.

I believe that the mood of the country and world would be
receptive to a dramatic political and practical initiative
along these lines, and that the long-range implications
for civilization in the large can only be positive. I
hope to interest the Administration in such a policy
proposal in the near future.

I would be delighted to discuss this matter with you
further at your convenience.

Very truly yours,

A
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WAR CONTROL PLANNERS, Inc.
Box 19127,Washington D.C. 20036
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THE COLLAPSE OF U.S. GLOBAL STRATLGY Howard G. Kurtz
(co-founder with the late Rev. Harriet B. Kurtz of the global
strategic discussion center - War Control Planners, Inc.)

Behind walls of secrecy in the White House in recent days the final draft
of Presidential Review Memorandum # 23 was passed to President Carter for secret

signature, to provide a "Space Poliyy'". Neither Congress, the press nor the public

P p— -

has been permitted to know the content of PRM 23.
All indications are that a new Age of Space War competition is beginning.
If so this will be a Dark Age of Hopelessness for mankind. More scarce energiles &

resources will be di¥erted away from the needs of humanity. World-wide fires of

-

inflation will be fanned. Taxation will increase. A fog of anxiety and dread gradually

will gover the Earth. Hope for a worthwhile future will wither and die;

But behind the wélls of secrecy in the White House the situation is even worse.
The President has become surrounded and isolated by national security,foreign policy end
military advisors acting out the basic assumptions they learned in the 19505:—-
balancing U.S. escalating power to destroy world civilization against escalating
Soviet power to destroy world civilization . . a strategy of ultimate despair.

But in the privacy of his meditations or prayers the‘Président's precdicement
is even more desperate. Obsolete advisors have led him into a fatal strategic trap.
Although this deadly trap extends across the full spectrum of strategic power decisions,
it can be seen clearly as the President finds PRI{23 on his desk. On the one hand
if the President gives in to the "hardline" advisors and further escalates the Kremlin/

White House Space War competition, as we have suggested this will gradually darken



Nations) capable of guarding the national security and progress of all 150 or

more sovereign nations, as Air Traffic Control guards the safety and progress of

all airplanes in a cloud.
As President Roosevelt found the unprecedented power to (1) prosecute Wor.
War II and in addition (2) unleash the creativity and power of America in the Manh:
Project . . . .today President Carter and Congress have far greater unprecedented
power to (1) meet all requirements for national defense in the coming era and in
addition (2) unleash the creativity and power and character of America for a next
generation '"race" to develop the global systems and institutions and structures
capable of protecting the Soviet people from ever again éﬁing threatened by foreigr
| enenles, protecting the Chinese people from ever again being threatened by foreign
enenies, protecting the people of all 150 or more sovereign nations, including th4

»

[ 8
v United States, from ever again bring threatened by foreign enemies . . . . thereby.

releasing the scarce energies and resources of the Earth for the production of food
clothing, housing, energy, clean air & water, Bealth , education and national secur
for the people of all nationms.

Like a successful football coach Republican or Democratic American Pressde
for the coming generation will have to be in command of two different kinds of stra

power. They will have to maintain a superior defense team to keep opposing powers

from breaking through to their goal of world dominion. And in addition . . they wi

have to create and maintain a superior forward team to lead the nations of the

world in the competition to develop and dermonstrate the LIFE SUPPORT SYSTEMS FOR PL

EARTH . . to make the Earth safe for human futures everywhere as in the past genera
-

we led the world in making the Moon safe for human visits.

Instead of fighting each other as the 'doves" and the "hawks" have been do

Americans on the superior defense teans and Americans on the superior forward teams

will be struggzling to%érd the great distant goal of a civilized world order, under

the direction of a Coach . . the President . . . who knows where he is goin§.
The American pcople are capable of greatness, nobility and comnitment of this dimen

pry
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humanity's aspirations for a worthwhile future. But on the other hand 1f the
President gives in to the "softline'" advisors and hesitates, or defers decision,

or weakens the USS. unilaterally in the face of expanding Kremlin military progress
in space, this too will lead toward tragedy and/or chaos for mankind. The President's
advisors are lost in runaway world crisis.

A war is not lost on the battlefield. It is lost long in advance in the
inadequate or confused concepts in the mind of one human being, the commander-in-chief
« « - the Hitler, the Napoleon, the Republican or Democratic President of the United
States tormented by his outdated "hardline and "softline' advisors. Breakthrough to
a transcendent New American Purpose is imperative and years overdue.

The President of the United States today ( and his counterpart in the Kremlin)
stand eyeball-to-eyeball in confrontation, wielding the power to destroy mankind . . .
a power the gﬂl;ologies mistakenl;.had claimed that only God could command. In the
mythology of most world religions God-sized Power means simultaeeously (1) the power
to destroy humankind in vengence in one hand, and in the other hand (2) the compassion:
power to protect and enrich life for humanity below.

In the National Security Council & Staff the President has superior command
and ;taff assistance in wielding the God-sized.Power to destroy world civilization. But
there is no possible'way the sinking national security of the U.S. can be regained by
unleashing God-sized powers of death, destruction and extermination. Increasingly
since the Vietnam War America's growing hostile enemies have realized that the
American threat of nuclear war is a bluff . . that this would be a sucide gesture

killing off the American péople along with world populations in the holocaust.

But nowhere in the White House 1s there a sup;eme strategic council . . .
reporting personally to the President and to the American people through their elected
Congress . . .separate from and in addition to the essetntial National Security_
Council . . .through which the President and Congress can unleash a new generation

of American research and development and creativity to pioneer the future world-

sized systems and institutions ( more complex and effective than the present United
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November 16, 1977 __,77:3/’ /

(7~;/[;?f27/”
TO: Tim Kraft
FROM: Frank Press q-\f

SUBJECT: Planets, Stars and Black Holes

The President would like to set up a lecture on this
subject for himself and his family. I suggest an hour
in the evening or at the end of the work day.

I will arrange for a distinguished astronomer skilled
at giving popular lectures as soon as I have a date
from you.

I DIV S R S

A slide projector, screen and blackboard would be
needed.

‘

-
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FROM: John Stewart _,i—;—""‘
L=

DATE : May 15, 1978

RE : rreseritetion to President Carier F i e

P —

1. Carter's Opportunity. Recent Presidents heave mace a distinctive

contribution to the space program. Eisenhower initiated serious research

in rocket development; committed the U.S. to launch a satellite during the
Cecpnysical Year. Kennzdy comnitted the United Siztes to the Zpollo

rroject end to cepturing ieazdzrship in scace irom the Russians. Jchnson

-

wzs an initial Sachker in Congress end impizmznied Kenredy's cominitimznt.

Niron initisied the spece shuttle.
These pest presiceniial efiorts culmincte in Certer's opvortunity:

to be the Presidant who achieves for humenity substantial cirect benzfits

from space. These benefits will be zvaileble 1o U.S. citizens but also to
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
1 September 1977
TO: THE PRESIDENT ﬂh
FROM: RICK HUTCHESON@,’ ‘

SUBJECT: Comments on Frank Press Memo

Jordan, Eizenstat and McIntyre concur with Press. Watson
has no comment.

Congressional liaison observes that the California congres-
sional delegation strongly opposes cutbacks in the space
program.

McIntyre agrees with the broad guidelines for NASA suggested
by Press, but suggests that the President's guidance be pro-
vided on a private basis at present. Other OMB comments:

® it is possible to reduce Federal funding of NASA for the
next 4-5 years, and at the same time increase the applica-
tions of space technology to practical and scientific
cbjectives;

@ however, successful technology development raises difficult

issues with respect to Federal vs. private sector roles;

e the idea of using NASA technology to aid developing coun-
tries may be an example of "a solution in search of a
problem”; and finally,

e "the President's flexibility on Space Shuttle options should

be preserved in recognition of the questions he has raised
about the system's cost-effectiveness."

Eizenstat concurs with the guidelines suggested by Press, but

doubts that the budget process is the best way to decide
space issues. He suggests that the President consider an
interagency review, perhaps headed by Frank Press, on the
future of NASA -- given the absence of an Administration
space policy at this time.

Kraft concurs with a meeting between the President and Dr.
Frosch in late September.

Iv'.?




The panel of the National Academy of Sciences agreed with
these conclusions and further commented, "On the basis of
present knowledge the least likely explanation of UFOs is

the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations by intelli-
gent beings."

Although the U.S. government no longer dedicates funds

and personnel to the study of UFOs, investigations are
continuing under private auspices. The Center for UFO
Studies, P.O. Box 11, Northfield, Illinois 60093 (telephone
312/491-1870) is a source for publications and information
on UFO phenomena. The National Investigating Committee

on Aerial Phenomena, Suite 23, 3535 University Boulevard,
Kensington, Maryland 20795 (telephone 301/949-1267) also
replies to requests for general information. Both organi-

zations investigate reported sightings of unidentified flying

objects.

July 1976

NASA . HQ

-1




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

»*

August 30, 1977

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
FROM: Frank Press Q[

RE: Administration Space Policy

Congress, aerospace workers, NASA, the public are awaiting your guidance
regarding civil space programs. The NASA Administrator, Bob Frosch, is
in the difficult position of being unable to articulate Administration
policy in the absence of guidelines from you.

The budgetary process, over the next five months, is the best way for
you to assess your options and to reach decisions on NASA programs.
However, without posing a threat to your budget, it is possible to set
positive and distinctive Carter Administration guidelines based on views
you have already stated:

® Defer large-scale new technology (e.g. space stations) in
order to understand the potential and effectively exploit
the remarkable technology already developed

Enter a phase of employing space for the good of mankind -
. mineral exploration, environmental monitoring, agricultural

assessment, weather and climate forecasting, communication,
i land use decision-making

° NASA technology in aid of developing countries
° Balanced program of space applications (e.g. LANDSAT,

cost effective use of shuttle for civil and DOD programs)
and space science

A meeting with Dr. Frosch in September, involving a positive, general,
private statement from you along the above lines will improve NASA

morale and signal that you believe a constructive space program is possible
within your budgetary constraints. He could then respond with greater
assurance to inquiries about NASA's future. Bob is reviewing the NASA
organization, particularly the ten field centers, questioning the reason
for existence of each facility.

I sense a resurging national interest as cvidenced by:

® front page and network coverage of the Shuttle and Voyager

Congressional support of NASA budgets (e.g. the recent over-
whelming House vote for the Jupiter Orbiter Probe, overruling
the Appropriations Committee)




° 60,000 viewers of Shuttle glide in the California desert

° over 8 million visitors per year to Air and Space Museum
(three and four times the number of visitors to the White

House and the Washington Monument, respectively)
° large national following of the Star Wars, Star-Trek films

® Governor Jerry Brown has moved to establish a position as
a leading advocate of space programs. Motivated, of course,
by aerospace jobs in California, he also speaks of growing
national interest.

NASA represents the best of American technology. Fiscally sound programs
that meet your criteria can excite the imagination of the American people
and give them pride of achievement. NASA's programs also give the U.S.

a highly favorable image abroad.
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.~ Date: aygust 30, 1977

FOR ACTION: FOR INFORMATION: 4y
JSstu Fizenstat. The Vice President

Hamilton Jordan Jo Powell

Frank Moore é

Jack Watso x
BZit Lancen Zbig Brzezinski /ﬂ/ ) S
Charlie Schultze /[z///éo" f
FROM: Rick Hutcheson, Staff Secretary /ﬂ,j

SUBJECT: Press memo dated 8/30/77 re Administratjon Space Pollc

/ﬂ /«/
/LL1-1/
/Jé«/-
(LA ﬂaﬁn
Lo T B /%ﬁ
TIME: 12:00 NOON

DAY: Thrusday /gé /

DATE: September 1, 1977

. P

ACTION REQUESTED:
X__ Your comments
Other:

STAFF RESPONSE:
| concur. ____No comment.

Please note other comments below: |

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO M »\TFHIAL SUEMITTED.

Hoyou have any questang o af you astcpate o de lay i subionettiog the eegqured
materal, 1»1' s telephane the Stadf Seerctary bomediately, {Telephone, 7052)
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Technologv Sharira. The Policy 2eview Ccrnittoe (Space) will
take steps to enhance technolcgy transfer bet<een the space
sectors. The objective will be o maxinmize efficient utilization
of the sectors while maintaining necessary sccurity and current
management relationships.

BACXGROUND

Early in his Administration, the President directed a tational
Security Council ceview of space policy. The emnhasis was on
coherent space crinciples and national space snlicy arnd did not
deal in éetail with the long-tema 9bjaec:ivies of our Zaiensa,
commercial, and civil programs. The review, ccapleted in May
1978, resulted in a Presidential Directive that set the basic
framework for our civil space policy ccmpleted las:t week. The
President's May 1978 directive established a Policv Review
Committee (Space) to provide a forum for all Tederal agencies in
which to advise on pro?osed charnges to national space policy and
to provide for rapid referral of issues to the Presicden% for
decision. This Comnittee is chaired by the Director of the

Office of Sciernce and Technology Policy, Frank Press. In June
1978 the President directed the Policy Review Comnittee (Space)

to assess the future neecds of the nation's civil space program,
and their report formed the b_s s for the golicy” dec'51ons outline
The £ollow1ng agencies and depa-:iments participated: The National
Aeronautics and Space Adnxn;stta~xon, Commerce, Interior, Agriculs
ture, Energy, State, National Science Ffouncation, Acency for
International Development, Defense, Director of Central Intelli-
gence, Joint Chiefs cf Staff, and Arms Control and Disar=ament
Agency, as well as the Domestic Policy Staff, the National Securit
Council Stafi, and the Ofiice of Marnagement and Budget.

For further information on the a2bove, contact the 0ffice of
Science and Technology Policy (A-t Morrissev/353-5735) or the
National Aercnautics and Space pcnxﬂzst.atxoa 's Diractor of
Public Affairs (Bob Newman/755-3523).
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December 10, 1996

Bob /5'@

UFO research requests

Reference Staff

From time to time we get reference requests from people doing UFO research. In the past,
Don has tried to handle all of these requests personally. I’m not sure why Don enjoys dealing
with these people, although for many years I have heard staffers question what planet he is
from. Those comments may or may not be related to UFOs.

As you can imagine, NARA gets a lot of requests from UFO researchers. Attached you will
find a FAQ sheet and some documents that NARA uses to answer many of its UFO inquiries.
The MJ-12 document is in itself fascinating and would be a good case study in an historical
methods class. I’'m sure that you will find it interesting.

You may wish to make copies of this package so that if any UFO researcher drops through
the Schewe safety net into your lap, you can have this available.

A Presidential Library Administered by the National Archives and Records Administration

. P——
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AI’ chives at College Park

8601 Adelphi Road College Park MD 20740-6001

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

Roswell - We have not located, among the records in our custody, any references to the
incident occurring in Roswell, New Mexico. In 1995 the Department of the Air Force
published The Roswell Report: Fact vs Fiction in the New Mexico Desert. This
volume is available from the Government Printing Office.

Area 51 - We have not located any information about Area 51 or Groom Lake among the Air
Force records in our custody. You may wish to consult your local library for works such as The
Skunk Works, by Ben Rich (Back Bay Books, 1994), which deals with the development of
experimental aircraft like the Stealth fighter.

P ———

Majestic 12 - The National Archives has received numerous inquiries concerning documents
identified as "MJ12" and "Briefing Document: Operation Majestic 12." We have made extensive
searches among the records in our custody of the U.S. Air Force and the Joint Chiefs of Staff to
identify these documents. The Truman and Eisenhower Libraries have also searched their
holdings for any references to, or copies cf, the documents. In addition, the records of the
National Security Council (NSC) for the Truman and Eisenhower Administrations are in the
custody of the National Archives. Searches were made of the indexes to the NSC's Policy Paper
and Meeting Minute files under the subjects MJ-12, majestic, unidentified flying objects, UFO,
flying saucers, extraterrestrial biological entities and Aquarius. These searches were all negative
with the exception of a "Memorandum for General Twining, from Robert Cutler, Special
Assistant to the President, Subject: "NCS/MJ-12 Special Studies Project" dated July 14, 1954.
The memorandum, one page, refers to a briefing to take place on July 16. The memorandum does
not identify MJ-12 or the purpose of the briefing.

Project Mogul - We have not found any references to Mogul among the BLUE BOOK records in
our custody. You should consult the recently published Air Force report about the Roswell
incident for information about records relating to Project Mogul.

Projects Sign, Grudge and Twinkle - Project reports may be found among the BLUE BOOK
administrative records in our custody.

National Archives and Records Administration
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Washingron, DC 20408

May 9, 1988

Military Reference Branch
Reference Report on MJ-12 (revised)
The Record

Portiecns of the Reference Report of July 22, 1987 on this
subject which have been revised are underlined.

The National Archives has received many requests for
docunentation and information about "Project MJ-12." Many of the
inquiries concern a memorandum from Robert Cutler to General
Nathan Twining, dated July 14, 1954. This particular document
poses problems for the following reasons: :
1. The document was located in Record Group 341, entry 267. The

series 1is filed by a Top Secret ragister number. This document
does not bear such a number.

Z. The document is filed in the folder T4-1846. There are no
other documents in the folder regarding “NSC/MJ-12."

3. The Military Reference Branch (Edward Reese) has conducted a
search in the records of the Secretary of Defense, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, Headguarters US Air Force, and in other related
files. No further information has been found on this subject.

4. 1Inquiries to the US Air Force, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and
the National Security Council failed to produce further
information.

B The Acting Director of the Freedom of Information Office of
the National Security Council informed us that "Top Secret
Restricted Information" is a marking which did not come into use
at the National Security Council until the Nixon Administration.
The Eisenhower Presidential Library also confirms that this
particular marXing was not used during the Eisenhower
Administration.

6. The document in gquestion does not bear an official government
letterhead or watermark. The NARA conservation specialist (Mary
Ritzenthaler) examined the paper and determined it was a ribbon

copy prepared on "dictation onionskin." The Eisenhower Library
has examined a representative sample of the documents in its
collection of the Cutler papers. All documents in the sample

created by Mr. Cutler while he served on the NSC staff have an
eagle watermark in the bond paper. The onionskin carbon copies
have either an eagle watermark or no water mark at all. Most
documents sent out by the NSC were prepared on White House
letterhead paper. For the brief period when Mr. Cutler left the
NS hiz ~arnnan ~onies were prenared on "prestige onionskin."

P
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7. The Judicial, Fiscal and Social Branch searched the Official
Meeting Minute Files of the National Security Council and found

_no record of a NSC meeting on July 16, 1954. A search of all NSC

Meeting Minutes for July 1954 found no mention of MJ-12 nor
Majestic.

8. The Judicial, Fiscal and Social Brancn (Mary Ronan) searched
the indices of the NSC records and found no listing for: MJ-12,
Majestic, unidentified flying objects, UFO, flying saucers, or
flying discs.

9. The Judicial, PFiscal and Social Branch (Mary Ronan) found a
memo in a folder titled "Special Meeting July 16, 1956" which

indicated that NSC members would be called to a civil defense
exercise on July 16, 1956.

10. The Eisenhower Library states, in a letter to NNMR, dated
July 16, 1987:

"President Eisenhower's Appointment Books contain no
entry for a special meeting on July 16, 1954 which
might have included a briefing on MJ-12. Even when the
President had "off the record' meetings, ¢the
Appointment Books contain entries indicating the time
of the meeting and the participants...

The Declassification Office of the National Security
Council has informed us that it has no recorxrd of any
declassification action having been taken on this
memorandum or any other documents on this alleged
project...

Robert Cutler, at the direction of President
Eisenhower, was visiting overseas military
installations on the day he supposedly issued this
memorandum --- July 14, 1954. The Administration
Series in Eisenhower's Papers as President contains
Cutler's memorandun and report to the President upon
his return from the trip. The memorandum is dated July
20, 1954 and refers to Cutler's visits to installations
in Europe and North Africa between July 3 and 15.
Also, within the NSC Staff Papers is a memorandum dated
July 3, 1954, from Cutler to his two subordinates,
James S. Lay and J. Patrick Coyne, explaining how they
should handle NSC administrative matters during his
absence; one would assume that if the memorandum to
Twining were genuine, Lay or Coyne would have signed
it.”
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When certifying 2 document under the seal of the National
Archives we attest that the reproduction is a true copy of a
documnent in our custody. We do not authenticate documents or the
information concained in a document.

v Z 3 TSt e e P
JO ANN WILLIAMSON
Chief

Militarv Referance Branch
Military Archives Division
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

July 13, 1953

MIDIORANDUY FOR GENZRAL TWINING

The President 2xpects you to attend the Zxtraordinary
'feating cf the Natiunal S:acurity Council in the Broadca:ut
Room of the "hite House, Thursday, July 16, at 9:00 A..
The program will be explaina2d in datail at the meeting.

It is advisable nct to olan any other enzagzments bafore
6:00 2., on that day.

Due to the nature of *the Meeting, it is necessary %o
take smacial security orecauticns and to maintain absolute
secrecy recarding participaticn in, as well as the substance
of, the Yesting. It is request:d that you enter the White
Youse grounds via the Southeast Cntrance not latsr than
3:4S A.Y%., and descend from your car at the Soutn (Diplomatic)
Intrance of the Mansion. Your zar should bte discharged and
not mait anywhere in the vicinity of the ‘Yhite House.

The President oxpects ycu to lunch aith him at the
Thite House at 12:39 2.,

In order to avoid comunication eon this subject, it is
understood that in th2 abhsesnce of contrary word your concur-
rence in the above arransenents is assumed.

/e4;rf\_~4 Z:A—-—;!é\,f\
ROBZRT CUTLER
Special Assistant

to the President

s P
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July 14, 1994

gop v% %mzcrsu

SUBJBCI1 IIISC/MJ-12 Snccial Studles Project

MEIORAITDUWN FOR GEZRAL TWINITG

The President has decided that the MJ-12 SSP briafing
should take place d-uz_j_,gg the already scheduled White House
Breeding of July 1§, rat than felloving it as previcusly
intended,s More precise arrangenents will be explained to
vyou upan arrivnl. Plcasc alter your plans accordingly.

Your eoncurrence in the above change of arrangements
{3 gssumed.,

RORERT CUTLER
Special Assistant
to the Presicdent

oy T
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iThat unidentified flying object Jimmy

been identified.”
nown otherwise as e evenung
#ar. UFO debunker Robert Sheaffer says
. He pinpointed Carter’s appearance be-
re the Leary, Ga., Lions Club (when the
TO was reportedly seen) as Jan. 6, 1969,
d says on that night VenUs Wit almost
times brighter than a first-magnitude
ar and was just about where Himself said
¢ saw the UFO. Leary Lions Prexy Fred
Hart said he thought they were all look-
ing at a weather balloon.

‘ter saw eight years ago in rural Georga}:
It was the planet|

ia nostn, O- Catalina?” (not exactly flaw-
less Latin), which translates (in flawless
English) “How long, oh Cataline, will
- you continue to abuse our patience?”

Naturally, Ichord came back with an-

is, via Mark Twain): “Once you have
done in the budget, once you get the
statistics, it is much like getting down
the unvirtuous woman. Once you get her
down, you can do anything you want to.”

This will advise you that there was an

NLRB election at the University of

R

Jot this down: the most recent. leak is.

the combination on the locks on the 8th-
and 5th-floor restrooms of the U.S. Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission head-
quarters at 1111 18th St. NW. The num-
bers: 4-1.2. .
i o .
Now over at the Pentagon they have

locks for everything, including a room in

the outer riny and under the eaves. Like
those truck signs saying “driver does not
carry cash,” this door has a sign saving
“contains no classified - material” Daniel
Ellsberg, please call your psychiatrist.
g ow

Also in a little room under the eaves
at the Pentagon is A. Ernest Fitzgerald,
the Air Force civilian executive who
blew the whistle on the C-5 cost over-
runs and has otherwise served as 2 mili-
tary gadfly, He is now down to one-third
of a secretary and owes something like
$400.000 in legal fces spent to get his
job back in 1973.

o~

Sen. Daniel X. Inouye (D-Hawail) was
dellvered by a midwife, and says “believe
me, I have no complaints.”

oI

House Budgzet Committee Chairman
Robert N. Giaimo (D-Conn.) 2ot fed up
the other day with Rep. Richard Ichord
(D-Mo.) over oratory on defense spend-
ing and fired off a Cicero (not Ilinois)
line, “Quo usque tandem abutere patient-

Rochester in- New York to vote for or
against representation by "the United
Personhood' of Research Assistants and
Video Artists. The outcome is not known
here )

Some of the old, disgruntled hands
over at Joe Califano’'s HEW, smelling
“purge, have started calling His Secre-
taryship “Uncle Joe.”

oo

Transition Tidbits:
have begun a search for a $300 Treas-
ury check made out to Hamilton Jor-
dan. Jordan has claimed he lost the
per diem check, which was to cover
his moving expenses, and now report-
edly wants the five bills marked off
against the $3,000 in salary advances
GSA wants him to repay so they can
close the transition account.

]

And speaking of moving expenses, it
cost the taxpayers $11,612 to move Pres-
ident-emeritus Ford from Washington to
California. Plus we went for $2,311 for
a Sony videotape recorder plus three
60-minute video-casettes, and SS00 to
former \White House gag writer Bob
Orben )nr a draft of Ford's March 18
economic speech in New York.

[

The new NASA telephone directory
has this disclaimer: “Notice—this direc-
tory is compiled from information fur-

t other Cicero line (this one strictly Illno-.

GSA accountants

: \ : By Mareacet Thomas—The Washington Post
. §2‘ - The secnnty-conscmus Penh:un has locks for everything —even non-oeereu.

nished by esch Headquarters organi- ]

zation.. It is therefore only as accurate

" as the information furnished.” These are

the people who've taken us to the moon?
o . .

» Aboard the Ship of State: White House -

Deputy Press Secretary Rex Granum
got involved during a recent briefing in

t).us kind of imbroglio thh the respected ‘

press corps:

Granum: “The President has sent a -

memo to all the members of the Cabinet
informing them he understands that .in

- the past Cabinet' secretaries have com-
missioned oxl portrzm at government .
. expense .

Reporter ‘No. -1: “Re's reading . -this
from the newspaper, it's. been Ln the
press.”

-Granum:

Reparter No. 2. '.'Pola.rnid snapshots?"

'-Granum: “_. . Color_photographs_ The :.
" practice begzn in the:early 1300s. It was_ .
brought to Be.rt La.nces ntt.entwn by

Sen. Percy .

. Reporter No. 3: “Is that the same Sen.

Percy who owns all that Bel!l and Howell
stock?”

Reporter No. 4: “W111 that apply to hu
own portrait?”

Reporter No. 5: "Rosalynns zonna cro-
chet it for him.” -

-~ -

Bill Brock arranged his vacation with
some care. The GOP national chairman
wasn't. available for comment Thursday
after the Nixon-Frost Tent Show. He was
in Greece.

S

PPS: Pete Teeley, director of com-
munications for the Republican National
Committee, said his office did so know
where the GOP was meeting in Chicago
a weekend ago. In fine Republican tra.
dition he wanted to know just who from
the Post called anvway. Well just who
was it who answered, Dick Tuck?

—Robert H. IWilliams

“You don’t understznd the_”
" significance here .. ... We haven't on
-nou'nced th:; In the future they will
. be ...t

ﬁ
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reverence. He tells of Carter bawling him out the next
morning for not having prepared memos running over
100 pages that Carter asked for the night before. He
concedes, with members of the traveling press who have
been studying Carter, that the candidate is a tough
boss—much like a former boss of Carter’s, Admiral
Rickover. The way Carter thanks you, Jordan says, is
noit to give you hell.

Jordan recalls a time in the State House years when he
was approached by a State Senator who promised to
vote for the bureaucracy-streamlining bill if the Gover-
nor would promote the State Senator’s father, a minor
state funcuionary. The father did not become a major
state functionary. *‘lI thought it was great,”’ Jordan
says. “‘l told the Governor here was the key vote we had
1o have. And he said, ‘Hell, no! I didn’t run for Gover-
nor just to promote that guy’s father.’”’

Jordan, a native of Albany, Georgia, was the youth
coordinator of Carter’s first campaign for Governor
and the manager of the successful second run, in 1970.
In the first 1976 primary campaign, in New Hampshire,
Jordan and his troops employed the saturation strategy.
Hundreds of young volunteers were recruited from
other states, many paying their own way, to get out the
vote for Carter. Batteries of phones were set up for
workers 10 spread the word. The volunteers, in squads
of five, spread over the state like its permanent winter
wnow blankets. Newspaper readers, radio listeners and
TV viewers were subjected to steady barrages ol Carter
advertising. So it went, all the way to the election, and
on election day the Carter forces helped get people to
the polls.

When he was in his teens, Ham Jordan actively op-
posed the black civil rights movement. He now
characterizes himself as a *‘late-blooming pmgrcslslvc."
Before joining the 1970 campaign, Jordan was with the
International Voluntary Services in Vietnam.

The Carter press secretary, Jody Powell, now 32‘, has
been fielding reporters’ questions for the candidate
since he joined the gubernatorial campaign in 1970, as a

]

driver. This spring he fielded an issue that had
newspaper editors doing double-takes when they saw a
wire-service story to the effect that Carter had seen an
unidentified flying object and no longer thinks people
who believe in UFO’s are funny. A recently published
book about UFO’s had said that in 1973, Carter had
revealed sighting a UFO about a year before he entered
the State House. Well? What about that, Mr. Powell?

Jody Powell told the Associated Press:

‘1 do remember Jimmy saying that he did, in fact, see
a strange light or object at night in the sky which did not
appear to be a star or plane or anything he could ex-
plain. If that’s your definition of an unidentified flying
object, then I suppose that’s correct.”

However, Powell went on:

““I don’t think it’s had any great impact on him one
way or the other. I would venture to say he probably has
seen stranger and more unexplainable things than that
just during his time in government.”’

In the spirit of political balance it must be noted that
that AP dispatch from Atlanta also said this: Paris
Flammonde, the author of the book UFO Exists had
noted that in 1966 Representative Gerald Ford (R.-
Mich.) wrote chairman L. Mendel Rivers of the Armed
Services Committee that there had been a wave of funny
sightings in the skies of Michigan, and *‘l think there
may be substance in some of these reports. . .’

Well, it’s a tough year for candidates and press
secretaries alike.

Powell was brought up in Vienna, a southwestern
Georgia farm community near Carter’s home town of
Plains. As Carter did, early on, Powell was planning a
career in the military. He got to the Air Force Academy,
but he was dismissed, for cribbing on a history exam in
1964. He then entered Georgia State University to work
on a doctorate in political science, and was still at that
when he heeded a call to the Carter colors in the 1970
campaign.

Morris Dees is a 39-year-old liberal lawyer who is the
Carter finance chairman. He is a civil-rights activist and
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 30, 1977

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
FROM: Frank Press :HD

RE: Administration Space Policy

Congress, aerospace workers, NASA, the public are awaiting your guidance
regarding civil space programs. The NASA Administrator, Bob Frosch, 1is
in the difficult position of being unable to articulate Administration
policy in the absence of guidelines from you.

The budgetary process, over the next five months, is the best way for
you to assess your options and to reach decisions on NASA programs.
However, without posing a threat to your budget, it is possible to set
positive and distinctive Carter Administration guidelines based on views
you have already stated:

® Defer large-scale new technology (e.g. space stations) in
order to understand the potential and effectively exploit
the remarkable technology already developed

Enter a phase of employing space for the good of mankind -
mineral exploration, environmental monitoring, agricultural
assessment, weather and climate forecasting, communication,
land use decision-making

NASA technology in aid of developing countries

Balanced program of space applications (e.g. LANDSAT,
cost effective use of shuttle for civil and DOD programs)
and space science

A meeting with Dr. Frosch in September, involving a positive, general,
private statement from you along the above lines will improve NASA

morale and signal that you believe a constructive space program is possible
within your budgetary constraints. He could then respond with greater
assurance to inquiries about NASA's future. Bob is reviewing the NASA
organization, particularly the ten field centers, questioning the reason
for existence of each facility.

I sense a resurging national interest as evidenced by:

® front page and network coverage of the Shuttle and Voyager

Congressional support of NASA budgets (e.g. the recent over-
whelming House vote for the Jupiter Orbiter Probe, overruling
the Appropriations Committee)




60,000 viewers of Shuttle glide in the California desert

over 8 million visitors per year to Air and Space Museum
(three and four times the number of visitors to the White
House and the Washington Monument, respectively)

large national following of the Star Wars, Star-Trek films

Governor Jerry Brown has moved to establish a position as

a leading advocate of space programs. Motivated, of course,
by aerospace jobs in California, he also speaks of growing
national interest.

NASA represents the best of American technology. Fiscally sound programs
that meet your criteria can excite the imagination of the American people
and give them pride of achievement. NASA's programs also give the U.S.

a highly favorable image abroad.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 20, 1977

Frank Press

The attached was returned in the
President's outbox and is forwarded
to you for your information. The
signed original of the letter has
been given to Stripping for mailing.

Rick Hutcheson
cc: Tim Kraft
Fran Voorde

RE: LETTER TO DR. SAGAN -- FAMILY SCIENCE
TALKS




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 19, 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: Frank Press 599

SUBJECT: Science Talks for the Carter Family

Carl Sagan's talk to your family seemed to go well.

Would you be interested in having me bring in a
distinguished scientist, perhaps once every two
months, to give a talk on an important scientific
subject such as genetic engineering, oceanography,
continental drift, anthropology, brain research?

I would select speakers in Sagan's class, for
their ability to communicate.

You may wish to send a note similar to the
attached to Dr. Sagan.

Approve occasional family science talks b///

——

Not convenient




™t

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 19, 1977

To Dr. Carl Sagan

I greatly appreciate the time you took
from your busy schedule yesterday to

spend two hours with me discussing so
many interesting aspects of astronomy.

It was a welcome diversion from earthly
concerns, as well as most fascinating
and instructive in its own right, to
hear from you about such subjects as
the planets and stars, black holes,
exobiology, and the probabilities of
extraterrestrial life.

Many thanks and best wishes to you and
your family for the holiday season.

Sincerely,

-

2, o —

Dr. Carl Sagan
Cornell University
Ithaca, New York 14850

g




