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May 3 I Admi11istration of Ronald Reagan, 1988 

nounce-or going to advance the a ttack, 
looking up at the stars and revealing for the 
fir t time that he had been taught all his life 
that there was no God. But now he be­
lieved there was. And he looked up at the 
heavens and spoke so sincerely and said, 
"Maybe before the night is over I'll be 
corning to You. And I hope You will forgive 
what I believed for so long, the foolishness, 
because I know now there is a God." And 

that le tter was found on the body of th 
young soldier who was killed in the comin e 
engagement. I thought some times of takin: 
it to Moscow with me-maybe the General 
Secretary might like to read it. 

Well, thank you all very much. God bless 
you. 

Note: The President spoke at 2:44 p. m. in 
the East Room at the White House. 

Remarks and a Question-and-Answer Session With Members of the 
National Strategy Forum in Chicago, Illinois 
May 4, 1988 

The President. Thank you Morris Leib­
man, Governor Jim Thompson, Attorney 
General Harding [Hartigan}-that's all 
right--{laughter]-and Michael Galvin, and 
someplace in the audience here I brought 
with me one of the Congressmen so you'd 
know that it isn't true that we're totally 
separated-your Congressman here, Dennis 
Hastert. Well, it's just a pleasure to be in 
Chicago-Chicago has always be.en my kind 
of town-and an honor to be able to speak 
to you, the members of the National Strate­
gy Forum. 

I'll keep my remarks brief today so that 
we'll have ample time for questions. I can't 
help but reflect here at the opening that it 
can be pretty tough in this State for a Chief 
Executive. In fact, let me tell you what the 
Illinois State Register had to say about the 
occupant of the White House. They said, 
and I quote, " the craftiest and most dishon­
est politician that ever disgraced an office 
in America." Of course, they weren't talk­
ing about me. That was Abraham Lincoln, 
they said. [Laughter] It may have been that 
kind of treatment in the press that led Lin­
coln to answer this way when he was asked 
what it felt like to be President. Well, he 
said-you've heard Lincoln is supposed to 
have said-about the man who was tarred 
and feathered and ridden out of town on a 
rail. And a man in the crowd asked him 
how he liked it, and his reply was that if it 
wasn't for the honor of the occasion, he'd 
rather walk. [Laughter] Come to think of it, 
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I must be doing something right. 
As you know, our agenda for the U.S.­

Soviet relations has four main parts: region­
al conflicts, bilateral exchanges, arms reduc­
tions, and human rights. I've spoken else­
where at some length about the first three, 
and today I'd like to take a moment to dis­
cuss with you the subject of human rights. 

We Americans, of • course, often speak 
about human rights, individual liberties, 
fundamental freedoms. We know that the 
promotion of human rights represents a 
central tenet of our foreign policy. We even 
believe that a passionate commitment to 
human rights is one of the special charac­
teristics that helps to make America, Amer­
ica. It was Lincoln himself who said that the 
Declaration of Independence granted liber­
ty not to our nation alone but "gave prom­
ise that in due time the weights should be 
lifted from the · shoulders of all men." And 
it's important to note that this American 
emphasis on human rights represents much 
more than merely a vague respect for 
human dignity. No, part of our heritage as 
Americans is a very specific and definite 
understanding of human rights, a definition 
of human rights that we can assert to chal­
lenge ourselves and our own institutions 
and that we can hold up as an example for 
all the world. 

Ultimately, our view of human rights de­
rives from our Judeo-Christian heritage and 
the view that each individual life is sacred. 
It takes more detailed form in the works of 
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the French and English writers of the 18th 
century Enlightenment. It is the notion that 
government should derive its mandate from 
the con ent of the governed, this consent 
being expressed in free, contested, regular 
elections. And there you have a first human 
right: the right to have a voice in govern­
ment, the right to vote. 

Elected governments would reflect the 
will of the majority, but the Enlightenment 
writers and our own Founding Fathers gave 
the concept of human rights still more defi­
nite, specific form. For they held that each 
individual has certain rights .that are so 
basic, so fundamental to his dignity as a 
human being, that no government, however 
large the majority it represents, no govern­
ment may violate them-freedom of 
speech, freedom of religion, freedom of as­
sembly, freedom of the press. These and 
other rights enshrined in our Constitution 
and Bill of Rights consist in severe limita­
tions upon the power of government. And 
this is another basic point: They are rights 
that every citizen can call upon our inde­
pendent court system to uphold. They pro­
claim the belief-and represent a specific 
means of enforcing the belief-that the in­
dividual comes first, that the Government is 
the servant of the people, and not the other 
way around. That contrasts with those sys­
tems of government that provide no limit 
on the power of the Government over its 
people. 

Within the Soviet Union, decisionmaking 
is tightly concentrated at the top. The au­
thority of the Communist Party is not de­
termined by a document-a constitution, if 
you will-but by the leadership who deter­
mine what is right for the people. Rights 
such as free speech, free press, and free 
assembly are granted if they are "in accord­
ance with the interests of the people and in 
order to strengthen and develop the Social­
ist system." And that last line I was quoting. 

I have in the past stressed these contrasts 
between the United States and the Soviet 
Union: the fundamental and profound dif­
ferences between our philosophies of gov­
ernment and ways of life. And I've always 
said th.at our negotiations must be undertak­
en with precisely this sort of realism, this 
sort of candor. And yet while establishing 
this context is essential, and reminding our-

selves of these basic distinctions always 
useful, today I have something additional in 
mind. For, in recent months, the Soviet 
Union has shown a willingness to respect at 
least some human rights. It is my belief that 
there is hope for future change, hope that 
in the days ahead the Soviets will grant fur­
ther recognition to the fundamental civil 
and political rights of all. But before discuss­
ing our hopes for the future , I'd like to tum 
for a moment to a subject that the Soviets 
themselves often raise. 

The United States may recognize civil 
and political rights, but what of economic 
and social rights? The Soviets point out, for 
example, that the United States has an un­
employment problem. Or they point to the 
American problem of homelessness or to 
racial discrimination. Well, it deserves a full 
response. To begin with, so-called economic 
and social rights belong to an essentially 
different category from civil and political 
rights. The economic and social conditions 
in any society are constantly changing­
new social groupings • constantly taking 
shape, as yours did, new markets forming as 
old markets disappear. And yet there's 
nothing shifting about civil and political 
rights like freedom of speech or worship; 
they are constant and immutable, forever 
basic to the dignity of each human being. 
They are fundamental-fundamental to ev­
erything. 

Yes, the United States has social and eco­
nomic shortcomings--unemployment, for 
one. As a free people, we've created an 
economic expansion that over the past 5 
years has created nearly 16 million new 
jobs, but we still recognize we need to do 
more. Homelessness is indeed a problem, an 
agonizing one. To some extent, we are 
bound in dealing with it by our very com­
mitment to liberty, for while we seek to 
help the homeless in every way possible, we 
must avoid at all costs coercive solutions. 
It's true that, as a free people, we spend 
hundreds of millions of dollars a year 
through our Federal, State, and local gov­
ernments to care for the homeless. As a free 
people, our churches, synagogues, and a 
host of volunteer organizations do much to 
provide the homeless with food, clothing, 
and medicines. And yet there is no denying 
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that a problem remain-:. Racial discrimina­
tion-y:-0ur strides as a free people during 
just the past three decades have been dra­
matic. Yet the problem lingers, and we con­
tinue to battle bigotry and prejudice. The 
problems, as I said, are serious. No one 
would seek to deny them. Yet in freedom 
we are constantly confronting them, criti­
cizing ourselves, seeking to do better, in full 
view for all to see. 

But consider, if you will, the economic 
conditions of the Soviet Union. Now, I do 
not mean to suggest that the Soviet econo­
my has made no progress. But the limited 
successes of the past arose largely from con­
stant additions to the labor force and the 
availability of inexpensive resources. Now 
that these have been to a great extent de­
pleted, there remains a gap between the 
Soviet Union and the West. Indeed, given 
the enormous advances in Western technol­
ogy, that gap is likely to widen. Now, I do 
not bring this up simply for the sake of 
sounding critical. I mention it here because 
in recent months-and this is a develop­
ment of tremendous significance-in recent 
months the)(~ begun to mention it them­
selves, jtlSflike Americans do about their 
problems. Soviet economists have published 
articles about Soviet shortages. One recent 
article dealt with the inadequacies of Soviet 
housing. The Soviet press now carries sto­
ries about the need for progress. And, of 
course, Soviet economic progress is one of 
Mr. Gorbachev's chief aims. 

And this brings us back to the subject of 
the day: human rights. For I believe that 
the Soviets may be coming to understand 
something of the connection, the necessary 
and inextricable connection, between 
human rights and economic growth. The 
connection between economic productivity 
and certain kinds of freedom is obvious. Pri­
vate plots of land make up only 3 percent 
of the arable land in the Soviet Union, but 
on them is raised a quarter of all of the 
produce. The free flow of information, to 
provide another example, will clearly prove 
vital for Soviet science and technology to 
have hope of reaching new and higher 
standards. 

And yet there's a still deeper connection. 
For it's the individual who is always the 
source of economic creativity, the inquiring 
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mind that produces a technical break­
through, the imagination that conceives of 
new products and markets. And in order for 
the individual to create, he must have a 
sense of just that-his own individuality, his 
own self-worth. He must sense that others 
respect him and, yes, that his nation re­
spects him enough to permit him his own 
opinions, respects the relationship between 
the individual and his God enough to 
permit him to worship as he chooses, even 
respects him enough to permit him, if he 
chooses to do so, to leave. 

The Soviets should recognize basic 
human rights because it's the right thing to 
do. They should recognize human rights be­
cause they have accepted international obli­
gations to do so, particularly in the Helsinki 
Final Act. But if they recognize human 
rights for reasons of their own-because 
they seek economic growth or because they 
want to enter into a more normal relation­
ship with the United States and other na­
tions-well, I want to say here and now, 
that's fine by me. The indications, as I've 
said, have been hopeful. Over the past 3 
years, some 300 political and religious pris­
oners have been released from labor camps. 
More recently, the incarceration of dissi­
dents in mental hospitals and prisons has 
slowed and in some cases stopped com­
pletely. And while the press remains tightly 
controlled by the party and state, we've 
seen the publication of stories on topics that 
used to be forbidden-topics like crime, 
drug addiction, corruption, even police bru­
tality. 

Now, these changes are limited, and the 
basic standards contained in the Helsinki 
accords still are not being met. But we ap­
plaud the changes that have taken place 
and encourage the Soviets to go further. 
We recognize that changes occur slowly, 
but that's better than no change at all. And 
if I may, I'd like now to share with you a 
brief summary of the human rights agenda 
that I'll be discussing in my meetings in 
Moscow. It has four aims. 

First, freedom of religion-despite the 
recent relaxation of some controls on the 
exercise of religion, it is still true that the 
churches, synagogues, mosques, or other 
houses of worship may not exist without 
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government permission. Many have been 
imprisoned in the past for acts of worship. 
And yet, to quote the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights, "Everyone has the right 
to freedom of thought, conscience, and reli­
gion." And General Secretary Gorbachev 
has indicated a willingness to consider a 
new law on the freedom of conscience. 

Second is freedom of speech. There are 
still many serving long prison sentences for 
offenses that involve only the spoken or 
written word. Yet the clear, internationally 
recognized standard, as defined, once again, 
in the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights, is that, and I quote, "Everyone has 
the right to freedom of opinion and expres­
sion." And today there's more such freedom 
in the Soviet Union than 2 years ago. Many 
persons imprisoned for expressing dissent­
ing views have been released from prison. 
This issue can· be removed by granting full 
recognition to this basic human right. And I 
know you join me in urging the freeing of 
people imprisoned for nothing more than 
the expression of their views. 

Emigration, third, has long represented a 
matter of great concern to us. The Univer­
sal Declaration states that "Everyone has 
the right to leave any country, including his 
own, and to return to his country." Well, 
it's true that during the past 12 months, the 
rate of people permitted to leave the Soviet 
Union has been significantly higher than 
during the preceding 6 years. And it's true 
as well that the number of those permitted 
to leave for short trips, often family visits, 
has gone up. We're heartened by this 
progress. Our hope is that the Soviets grant 
all their peoples full and complete freedom 
of movement. And one point in particular: 
The Soviets refuse many the right to leave 
on the grounds that they possess secret in­
formation, even though they had ended 
their secret work many years before and 
whatever information they had has become 
public or obsolete. I hope that such cases 
will be rationally reviewed and the decision 
will be made to free these people and their 
families. 

And this brings me now to the fourth and 
final area I want to discuss: making the 
progress more permanent. As I've said a 
number of times now, we welcome the 
human rights progress that the Soviets have 

made and believe there is good reason to 
hope for still more. Yet it's only being real­
istic to point out that we've seen progress 
in the Soviet Union before. Khrushchev 
loosened things up a bit. The intellectual 
and cultural life of the Soviet Union under­
went a kind of thaw, a kind of springtime. 
But it was a springtime followed by winter, 
for Khrushchev's relaxations were reversed. 
And for the nearly three decades until our 
own day, oppression and stagnation once 
again became the determining characteris­
tics of Soviet life. And that's why those of us 
in the West, both publicly and in direct 
conversation with the Soviets, must contin­
ue to make candor and realism the basis of 
our bilateral relationship. My Chief of Staff, 
Howard Baker, told me recently of an old 
Tennessee saying: "Plain talk--easy under­
stood." Well, exactly. And just as previous 
hopeful moments in Soviet history ended all 
too soon, so, too, glasnost, today's new 
candor, will succeed if the Soviets take 
steps to make it permanent, to institutional­
ize it. 

Freedom of religion, freedom of speech, 
freedom to emigrate, and the willingness to 
make new freedoms permanent-these are 
our hopes, these are our prayers for the 
future of human rights in the Soviet Union, 
in the world, in our own country. In grant­
ing greater liberty, I am confident that the 
Soviets will discover that they've made pos­
sible economic growth. But even more im­
portant, this recognition of human rights 
will advance the cause of peace. For in the 
words of Andrei Sakharov, a man who suf­
fered much under the Soviet system, but 
who has also experienced the benefits of 
glasnost-he says: "I am convinced that 
international confidence, mutual under­
standing, disarmament, and international 
security are inconceivable without an open 
society with freedom of information, free­
dom of conscience, the right to publish, and 
the right to travel and choose the country 
in which one wishes to live. Peace, 
progress, and human rights--these three 
goals are insolubly linked." 

Well, since I've been speaking today 
about the relationship of human rights and 
economic progress, let me say a few words 
about the present situation in Poland, a 
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nation with which millions of Americans 
share bonds of kinship. We hope and pray 
that the Polish Government will hear the 
voice of the Polish people and that econom­
ic freedom, reform, and recovery will soon 
begin. The Polish have long been ready for 
it. 

Now in concluding, I just want to say 
something that I've said many times to stu­
dents. I delight in having an opportunity to 
speak on campuses or in high schools or 
something. And I like to point out some­
thing about our Constitution. And you'd be 
surprised how new the thought is to all of 
them because they say all the other nations 
have constitutions. And I've read an awful 
lot of them. And many of them, most of 
them, contain some of the same clauses that 
ours do. But I said, the difference is so tiny 
in ours that it is overlooked, and yet it is so 
great it tells the entire difference. Three 
words: "We the People"-our Constitution 
is a document in which we the people tell 
the Government what it can do, and it can 
do nothing that isn't contained in that docu­
ment. All those other constitutions are doc­
uments in which the Government is telling 
the people what it will let them do. And it's 
wonderful to see the look on their faces and 
to think that, well, maybe you've estab­
lished another little shingle on the roof of 
patriotism where they're concerned. I told 
this one night at a dinner table in the 
White House, when the person beside me 
was the Crown Princess of Japan. They 
were there on a trip to our country. And 
very quietly she said something to me. I 
was only wrong in one respect. Since World 
War II, the Japanese Constitution now also 
says, "We the People," and they have 
copied us. And I was very happy to be cor­
rected. 

Well, thank you all, and God bless you. 
And now I'm very happy to take some 
questions. 

Mr. Friedman. Thank you, Mr. President. 
Mr. President, we all thank you for your 
remarks, and now we come to the moment 
where we have a question-and-answer ses­
sion. The rules of engagement, Mr. Presi­
dent, are these: The members have had an 
opportunity to write written questions-­
hopefully legibly. We've had ushers pass 
among the tables, and the questions are 
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now safely contained in a fishbowl. 
The President. All right. 
Mr. Friedman. And the reason for that is 

that it is very important that these ques­
tions be drawn on a random basis, which I 
shall do now. 

Persian Gulf 
The first question, Mr. President, is this: 

What will be the continued policy for a U.S. 
presence in the Persian Gulf? 

The President. What will be the-
Mr. Friedman. What will be the contin­

ued policy--
The President. Oh. 
Mr. Friedman. --for a United States 

presence in the Persian Gulf? 
The President. What it has been since as 

far back as 1949. And that is: Those are 
international waters, and no nation has a 
right to interfere or block those internation­
al waters to the traffic of the world. And 
we're going to stay there as long as it takes 
to see that they're recognized by everyone 
as international waters. 

Mr. Friedman. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Nuclear Waste 

The second question is this: How will we 
dispose of nuclear wastes? 

The President. Oh. [Laughter] Well, as 
you know, there were a number of target 
areas in States that were named for that. 
And then a commission is investigating ev­
eryone, and then we'll name what they be­
lieve are the correct places and the best 
places for the safety of the people and the 
disposition of that nuclear waste. I realize 
that somebody's going to think it's too close 
to them when it happens, but you've got to 
put it someplace. [Laughter] 

Soviet-US. Summit Meeting in Moscow 
Mr. Friedman. The third question, Mr. 

President, is this: In your judgment, what 
major objectives will Secretary Gorbachev 
be trying to achieve in the forthcoming 
Moscow summit? 

The President. Well, for one thing, we 
both do have, and are awaiting ratification 
in both countries, of the INF treaty-be­
cause they also have a ratification process, 
just as we do with our Senate. And I am 
hopeful, and I know he is, that a part of 
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that time could be spent with our signing, 
or recognizing that it has been signed, and 
it's in action . 

The ST ART agreement, which is the 
desire to reduce strategic nuclear weapons, 
missiles, by half, 50 percent, but down to 
parity-that's something that most people­
some of those who are complaining about 
what we might be doing with that treaty­
it's not just that each of us are going to 
come down 50 percent; we're going to 
come down to an equal number between 
the two nations, of warheads and missiles­
missiles to carry them. But it's far more 
complicated than the INF treaty was. And 

and so I would hope that in our discussions, 
that maybe we could be helpful to him in 
suggestions as to how he might be tter bring 
that about. And that, I think, is preferable 
to staging a kind of contest with him so that 
someone looks like a winner or loser. And 
we very definitely will be on that subject of 
human rights because we are both signato­
ries to a Helsinki pact that has us both 
pledging to observe those human rights. 
And I think that to go on with a better 
relationship between the two countries-­
that is absolutely essential. 

it's doubtful if we are going to-we, our 
people, and theirs, are working in Geneva 
all the time, and have been steadily, but 
there are many complex issues there having 
to do with verification and things of that 
kind. And so, our desire that we would be 
able to sign the ST ART treaty at this 
Moscow summit, as we did the other one at 
the Washington summit, may not happen. 
But then , what we have to say is: We must 
not be bound by a calendar date. We don't 
want a fast treaty; we want a good one. And 
if it is not properly worked out before we 
get there, then I think that that will be one 
of the things we will discuss while we're 
there and see if we can advance it a little, 
but eventually that we will sign that treaty. 

I was very pleased when the Soviet For­
eign Minister [Eduard Shevardnadze], on a 
recent visit to the United States-he didn't 
say he was quoting a line of mine, but he 
said it-I say that in case Larry Speakes is 
in the audience-[laughter]-but the line 
that he said was, "A nuclear war can never 
be won and must never be fought." Well, I 
said that to the British House of Parliament 
and to the Japanese Parliament a few years 
ago. 

But we will also be discussing the things 
that I mentioned in my speech here. I'm 
willing to give him the benefit of the doubt 
up to a point-a point in which, as I say, 
is-the only thing I can say in Russian is, 
Dovorey no provorey. And he's tired of 
hearing me say it. It means: "Trust but 
verify." [Laughter] But I give him the bene­
fit of the doubt, that faced with the eco­
nomic problems that he has-glasnost with 
him-he really is attempting to get that, 

Yesterday, in the White House, I met 
with four individuals who had all been im­
prisoned in the Soviet Union. And we had a 
hand, I think, in getting them released, and 
they came here. You're talking to a clergy­
man who was in [prison] 18 years, and 
during the 18 years, his son was beaten to 
death. And we think there is some hope, 
and that's what we're going to deal with. 

Is that all of them? Let's take one more. 
Mr. Friedman. The fourth question of 

five, Mr. President, is this-well, there is 
always a good question, and this is the one: 
Would you autograph my book, "I Was a 
Democrat for the FBI and Other Selected_ 
Short Stories"? 

The President. Yes, I'd be very pleased to 
do that autograph. 

Mr. Friedman. And also, Mr. President, I 
would be very happy to see the person who 
made that question. [Laughter] 

The President. You don't see anyone vol­
unteering. 

Mr. Friedman. Sam Donaldson. 

Arms Control 

Mr. Friedman. Mr. President, the fifth 
and final question of this session is this: 
What do you consider to be the most im­
portant need in international relations? 

The President. The important--
Mr. Friedman. What do you consider to 

be the most important need in international 
relations? 

The President. Oh, my goodness. [Laugh­
ter] That is quite a question, and how to get 
at it? I think the need is, well, just actual 
frankness and a desire for a peaceful solu­
tion. I think maybe I'd answer it this way: 
In my frustration sometimes-you know, ac-
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tually, if you count some of the things going 
on in smaller countries and all, there've 
been about 114 wars since World War II. 
But I've often wondered, What if all of us in 
the world discovered that we were threat­
ened by a power from outer space-from 
another planet. Wouldn't we all of a sudden 
find that we didn 't have any differences 
between us at all-we were all human 
beings, citizens of the world-and wouldn't 
we come together to fight that particular 
threat. Well, in a way, we have something 
of that kind today-mentioning nuclear 
power again. We now have a weapon that 
can destroy the world, and why don't we 
recognize that threat more clearly and then 
come together with one aim in mind: How 
safely, sanely, and quickly can we rid the 

world of this threat to our civilization and 
our existence. 

Note: The Presiden~ spoke at 12:51 p. m. in 
the Grand Ballroom at the Palmer House 
Hotel. In his opening remarks, he referred 
to Morris Leibman and Michael Galvin 
chairman and president, respectively, of th; 
forum; Gov. James R. Thompson, Jr.; and 
State Attorney General Neil F Hartigan. 
Richard Friedman, vice chairman of the 
forum, moderated the question-and-answer 
session. Prior to his remarks, the President 
attended an Illinois State Republican fund­
raising reception in the Crystal Room at the 
hotel. Following the luncheon, the President 
returned to Washington, DC 

Proclamation 5811-National Defense Transportation Day and 
National Transportation Week, 1988 
May 5, 1988 

By the President of the United States 
of America 

A Proclamation 

Transportation is essential to American 
life . Our safe, fast, economical, and conven­
ient movement of people and goods is the 
cornerstone of our country's social and eco­
nomic welfare and of our national defense. 
Now, as in the past, our transportation sys­
tems-highways, airports, inland waterways, 
railroads and public transit, our merchant 
fleet and the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence 
Seaway-provide a superior emergency re­
sponse network and are available as a criti­
cal component of our national defense. As 
our citizens travel in record numbers for 
business or pleasure, our local, State, and 
Federal governments continue to work with 
the transportation industry to enhance 
transportation safety. 

The growth of our Nation and the devel­
opment of transportation have been inter­
twined throughout our history. Those who 
first explored this vast country were fol­
lowed by pioneers who established settle• 
ments. Most of the road routes, river sys• 
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terns, and ocean ports used by our earliest 
settlers are still in use today. Many of our 
great cities originated as towns that were 
starting or end points for transportation sys­
tems. As trade and commerce grew, trans­
portation provided the necessary link to 
vital resources that in turn enabled further 
national growth. On land and water, in the 
air, and in space, our transportation systems 
have become an essential element of our 
Nation's econo'11ic health, providing indis­
pensable services and generating employ­
ment for millions of people. 

This week we acknowledge the contribu­
tions of the dedicated people who build, 
maintain, and safeguard our transportation 
systems-from the flagman on a highway 
project to the space engineer. We honor 
those who led the way in the development 
and improvement of s~ips, waterways, 
motor vehicles, highways, trains, airplanes, 
and our newest transportation vehicles, 
spacecraft. The recent announcement of 
our National Space Policy means that we 
continue to call for the he lp of modern-day 
pioneers on the frontiers of space technolo• 
gy. With public and private cooperation, 
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or countrnicrivc wc:aporu? lf it docs. will the net result be greater 
or I= security for the United St.atc::s? 

Shortly after Prcsida,t Ronald Regan returned from his meet­
ing with Premier Milch.,.iJ Gorbachev of the Soviet Uaion in Geneva 
in 1985, he reported on his trip to a Maryland high school audience. 
MI couldn't help but s:,.y to him [Gorbachev),'" the president told his 
listeners, "ju.st thinlc how o.sy his ta.sic and mine might be if suddenly 
there: was a thrc::it to this world from some other species from 

another planet outside in the univu,c. We'd forget :ill the little local 
diffc:~oiccs that we h:svc: bc:rwccn our countries a.cd we: would tied 

out once and for all lhat we rc:a!ly arc all human beings he.re: on this 

Earth together." 
The youngsters who bdJ'd this statement mig.bt well have: 

woodcrc:d why t.bc: lcdc:rs of their socictii:s should bavc to wz.it 

for ao c.un-tcrrcsuiaJ invasion before rc:coJI]izing the: need to re­

solve: dilfc:rcnci:s and to arrive: at a level of common s.afc:ry. Nor 

could the scboolchildren be blamed if they concluded that psycho­
logic:al factors, rather than ideology or other supposedly intrin­
sic probkms, arc: at the: he:ut of the: volatile: antagonisms in the 
world today. 

The president also spoke to his ·high school audience about "Sur 
Wan:· He said it provided both couocric:s with a potential bre:i.Jc.­

through in defensive weaponry that could put an c:nd to the terror 

of nuc!Cll' war. He said be told Premier Gorbachev that .. men of 

good will should be r<joicing that our deliverance from the awful 
threat of nuclc::::l!' wc::1pons may be on t.bc: horizon." 

Scic.nrisu began calling actc:ntioo to t.bc: fact that these new 

"weapons of poce" have offtruivt apabilitics ha,-dly less devastat­
ing than those represented by nuclor c:xplosivc:s. As pointed ouc a 

moment ago, the s.unc: mammoth I~ that arc: des igned to inter­

cept and destroy intcrcontincnul ballistic missiles (TCBMs) :;ould 
disintegrate cities within minutes, producing raging 6.rc::s over hun­
dreds of miles. A Januuy 1986 article in Physics and Socitry warned 
that the levels of smoke generated by massive 6rc::s ignited by the DC"' 

space we, pons could be comparable 10 the amounts of dust and 
smoke resulting from a m.ajor ou·clc::::l!' u.ch.angc, t.bc-rc:forc: potc:n-

.. . 
s,d,wan 
~~: . 
tul)y Cl ,mag a "nuclC:U ""Ille.er, 

u,ai" .,ould kill ccosync::ns and. 
During World Wu II, the =~ and Japan .,ere mainly r~ 

u,ll. Sim;hrly, at Biroshima and 
.:cc the result of uncontroU..blel 
tithe- tlw, the blast. One re.so~ 
srl,c:qUJ.tc protection in a ouclor 1 

,__the s'.'11~ orygc:1. Air dnwn f"'j 
_ Clto u:icu:u::rators. In the argum.9 

• "cl.de: or its dc::nructivc: power a~ 
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- strikes. However, should the So"] 
~-. their own, the U.S. would be sub 
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Strategic Fore.cs. boded by° R etir~ 
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<l'n > CHJCACO U-tP) fMD] On.:. d ;:\ y uft.;1 r il n 11pcoa r. uho11t thP- l15~ of a strol o_~IY at. 

Whit•.1 Hot1 i; ,,_, P 1~P! ; i ilc~ nt. H0aq an r;aid WP d.ni:> c. d.ay h P. oft8n wondP. r.c. whr:,t. would 
h;-\t-•P -'11 i .t t.hil .Fil 1 tl1 wo:r:-~) i nvad 8 d hy • ·a p0 w8r from 01.1tPr. s p~cn. . ''11 

P.•1 <.\q:'ln in ;:u\ ci thn cornmP-nt d11rinq ;, <n112. r;t .ion anct a11sw0r. ~;er,s ion -;·fter:- ~ 
i.:::lli c;~q,) i; p~1Pc:t1 1•,hen ::..; oHwonn i'l. s ke.d wri ;:\t h .-, f8lt. wa r:: the rno!';t impor:-tant ne ed in 
i. n t:.:, 1- n" t i on a. t 1~ ,, la t i on t, . ~T 

1--J,, sµo); ,, oi. thA irnporta n cn o f f rr:1.n}:11 Ass anct for A desir e for. pea c;ef11J 
!;olt1tto n;-;, illHi w~1 nt on to !-,";i:\Y th;:i. t trw:r.e hav o .lwen "about 114 war s' ' !.tnce 
World World II , incl11di11 ~J conf lict s b ,':l tWP8n smalJ..:ir n;:i.tion ~; .f,_ 

' ' Dut. l 'v<1 o f t ,, n wond>"r.P.d , wh ;:1.t: if a.l.l of 11 1, in th .-:1 wo :i:-Jd discov e r. 0.d that 
.,.,,., 1,, .... 11. " t]1r 1-1,.)_t:,1n,H1 b~,. ;:x n 011t i?.r· (Mf)] A J?OWP.-r fr· om 011t8r· spac0., .from anotlH?.r. 
I·' 1 . .:!. I 1 ,, , . , • ' C ,, a q 2. 1, ,_; .:1 i. •:l _ ji_ 

"W,·n1 l d.n' 1· vi•:' a.l.l of ;, s1.1o:l. dP.n fi nd that wn didn't h;:i.v8 ilff'l di ff8r.nnc8 G 
Jw t w ., •:1 n Ll : ; " t i'l. 'I. 1. , ',v' n w n r. P. a .l. J. h n mil n .b 0. i n q " , c i t i z C? n i_; o .f t l1 8 w o :r l d , a 11 <1 
wo11 l.,ln 't: ':? <.1 com0 t,oq•-1t. h P-r to f.i~Jht: tlF\ t p<..1rt tc1.1la .c throat?'' thP. pr8 s id0nt 

C,)n t ino inq , R P<.\ •]an :;;:i.id, • 'WolJ, in .~ ·way we J-iav(1 somothin~J o.t that }:ind 
t0d c1. ~_;_. m0.ntio nin q n-uc.lf~c\r. powi:lr. aq ,.\in. WP. now hav0. '-' weapon that can destroy 
t h n woi:-ld , a n J why do11' t we recognize tha t. thrP-t..\t more clearly t..\nd then comP 
t: o q n ll 1 P. i:- -,.,, i t h o 1 w a i rn i n rn i n d .• h ow s a .h:ll y , s a n e J. y a n d q u i c .k l y c ;u1 w f!. . r i <l the 
.,.., o r l d O .f t ]J i ~; t rir 8 ;\ t. t O Q 1.H C i V i J i Z i:I. t i O n - a 11 d O l1 r. e. X i 5 t e. 11 C 0. , ' ' ~r. 

Thn c~ommPnt drRw avp la11se f:r:-om the mernbArs of th e National Strategy Forum, 
a no n - T! ,JJ 1: i ~; d n q r on p tl1 a t. s p e. c i a l i z 8 s i n f o r o i g n po l i c y and n a t i o n a l. s e cu :i:-.i t y 
i ~; SU '1 '.: - 1l . ~i 

A d;·y ')ur.li •n, White House spok e.sman t J,1;nlin Fitzwater.· ac)rnowlndg.:irl that. 
Nan c;/ Re a q ri 11 ha cl co 11 s u l t e d a 11 a s t r· o l o ~, e r a b o 11 t. the p r e. ;,; :i. de. n t ' s t r. av 0. .l an <l 
s c n ~, li 11 l (1 p l rl. n s . ~!. , 

P.~)aqan s u id 't'u~sday hP. hr\ s n 0.v0r basl:ld J.ny dt:icir;i.on ''in my mind'' on 
a !; tr.oloqical. fo1~ec;ists, b11t hrt auoi.dPd ah11estion ab<n1t astr.olo~Jica.l in.fli:tenc~ 

~ 

on h i:. sch~dul-:i. J. .. 
Th n r.evolnti o11 that thP lloagan~ follow astrolo~y promptAd t~unts from 

Conqr0. i:;~; And har s h critic.ism fr.om some se·ientist~; who considPr ;'.\strolo~fY 
worth l P. :; i; . f 1 
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