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INVENTORY - SHIPMENT #1 (13 April 2004)

_o~~1." 4~ file folders as follows.~-~

-Archives, National (U. S.)

-Autopen (device)

-Berkener, Dr. Lloyd

-Bissell, Dr. Richard

-Bronk, Dr. Detlev

-Bush, Dr. Vannevar

-Cancellations, Postal

-Cosmos Club

-Cutler, Robert (Cutler-Twining Memo)

-Eisenhower Presidential Library (Abilene, KS)

"~ -Formats (paper sizes)

-Forrestal, Adm. James V.

-Goodpaster, Gen. Andrew (aide to Ike)

’’"~ -Gray, Gen. Gordon

"~ -Hastings, Robert (writer)

"~ -Hillenkoetter, Adm. Roscoe H.

’’~-Hoover, J. Edgar (8 July 1947 UFO memo)

~ -Htmsaker, Dr. Jerome C.

-Interplanetary Phenomena Unit (IPU), U.S. Army (1950s)

~
-Jacobus, Gilbert C. (NSRB, 1950-52; & later CIA w/ufo clearance)

-JASONS, THE (Black Project Think Tank)

-Lay, James S. (Asst. to Robt. Cutler)

-Leo, Stephen F. (Spec. Asst. to Sen. Symington)



-Majestic, Plan (JCS, c. 1952)

-Marshall, Gen. George C.

-McArthur, Gen. Douglas

-Menzel, Dr. Donald

-MJ-12, FBI & OSI

"~ -Montague, Gen Robert M.

-NSC 5412/("Covert Activities/Special Projects")

-NSC 5814/12 ("Space Council" c.late 1950s.)

-NSC (Misc.)

-Page, Dr. Thornton

-Randles, Jenny

-Reagan, Pres. Ronald

-Senior (as a Codename)

-SETI/MJ (Physics Project?)

-Snowbird, Project

~ -Souers, Sidney

-Steiger, Brad (writer)

-Truman, President. Harry S.

-Twining, Gen. Nathan (USAF)

-Vandenberg, Gen. Hoyt (USAF)

-Weaver, Col. Richard L. (USAF)

-Wescott, Dr. Roger

-Writing Styles (Analysis)



INVENTORY - SHIPMENT #2 (4 June 2004)

Total: 10 file folders as folloWs:

-"Estimate of the Situation" (USAi~ re UFOs, 1948) and so-called "Son of Estimate"

-Eisenhower, Pres./Gen. Dwight D.

-Smith, Wilbert Brockhouse / Sarbacher, Dr. Robert

-Jones, Cecil B. Scott (Aide to Sen. Claiborne Pell of RI)

-Walker, Dr. Eric W.

-Aquarius, Project

:Schulgen, Gen. George F. (1947 "Horton Bros." Collection Memorandum)

-Smith, Gen. Walter Bedell

-Caveats (classification stamps)

-Tex-Mex UFO Crash (1950)

.This leaves 14 folders (one more box about this same size) remaining.

Shipped to:
Dr. Robert Wood
1727 Candlestick Lane
Newport Beach, CA 92660
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lkaver’s walking through glass: Marjorie Williams, in a July i3. Iq87,
Wofile in I~ Wa, hinRt~n P+,~I, ~ Ihal Ikavcr’s brother Bill ~licvcd
Ikever was fclchin~ M~. RcaFan a 81a~s of walcr.
Po~ibilily of facial ima8e: For a fuller accounl of Ikavcr’s and B:~kcr’s
elf.s sgain~l M~ in I~ Bob Jones [Inivcrsily ca~c. ~cc I.awrcncc I.
Ra~ll, (k~mhlinR .ith Ili~t~" {New. Y~rk: Penguin, 1984), p. 415,
"’If y~u think Ihnl wa~ s Fo.nhcad"~ Inlc~vicw wilh a fl~rmcr senior NSC
oflicial, Novcm~r 1987.
"Reagan .i~ like a great ¢ace hor~e": Interview with Miller. Novcm~r 1987.
"ReaFan arFun~nt~": One of I~ on,licit and ~sl account~
o~ratin8 ~lyle ap~a~d in Time. I~ccm~r 13. 198z. rc~Hctl by Doug
B~w and John Stack~.
Politicixin8 intelligence: A 8~ example can ~ found in David St~k-
man’~ account of Ca~par Wcin~rBcr’~.dixtt~Hcd ch~. exaggerating the
wril of Soviet milila~ ~t~n8th in order to convince Reagan to fully back
hi~ pro~)~d incrc~c~ in defense ~nding: St~’kman. The 7"riumpl~
Politit’.~ (New York: lla~r ~ Row. ~986), p.
"if he wcnl one.on-one": Interview wi~h Lake. Augusl ~9~7.
"he was I~ hmse": Swaics explained in an Augusl 19R7 interview Ihal
~avcr vct~¢d aprop~scd Q and A with high scherzi students
Gencva’summil on !~ Ihco~ lhal Reagan would ~ "l(;o I~sc’" and s~ak
I~ f~ely. Similarly. former While Ilousc aide Judi Buckclew said. "The
slaff wa~ always l~ing lo keep him away from Ihcsc high sch~ml gr~mps
lhal would come in m have Ihcir piclures ~akcn. ~cause he’d stand around
and answer all I~ir qucslions, saying all kinds of things. The s~aff would
lilc~lly lug him away from these kids."
Ghosl in Ihc Lincoln Bcd~m~: .In~cwicw wi~h Maurccn Reagan. Jnnuary
~987.
~ying saucer: In Ihe summer of ~974. Norman C. Miller. lhen a reporter
for Ihe W~dl Street ]m~rnnl and now nali~mal editor tff Ihc Los Angeles
Times, was Iold by Governor Reagan a~ul his having sighled an uniden-
lifted flying objecl on a flight in his privalc plane. Reagan had convinced
his pilm 1o follow lhe objccl, which was heading loward Bake~field. Bul
then. he luld Miller, "il ~enl slraighl up?’"

Reagan s~n hdd his wife ab~ul whal he had seen. and d~cy did some
~onal ~scarch. Reagan ~latcd !o Miller Ihal Ihcy had fi~und rc~ercnces
In UFO~ in Egyptian hicr~lyphlc~ Reagan wa~ cxlrcmclv anim:~ted as he
s~ke. and il ~came.clcar !o Miller ~hal Ihc governor really ~lievcd in
flying saucers. Bul when Miller asked him. "Governor. arc you ~elling me
you saw a UFO?" hc said Ihsl Reagan seemed ~o rcmcm~r suddenly lhal
~ was lalking Io a rc~ffcr. "’This kink crossed his face." recalled Miller.
who said lhal Reagan Ihcn ~plicd. "~l’s jusl say Ihal I’m agnostic." This
was also I~ answer Reagan .gave in ~98R when queslions arose ahoul
whether he shard his wife’s ~licf in aslrol~gy. Inlcevicw wilh Miller.
lu~e ~988.

~e~ is much evidence Ihal Ihe Rcagans consullcd astrologers regularly
al;,leasl as early as 195~. In his aulohi~graphy, Reagan no~ed ~hal Ihey
c~msidcRd Ilollyw~ slargazcr ~’arr~dl Righlcr a
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President, Reagan

Current
Policy
No. 1001

America’s Vision
of the Future
United States Department of State
Bureau of Public Affairs
Washington, D.C.

Following is an address by President
Reagan. before the UN General Assem-
bly, New Y~rk Citg, Septe,~t~er 21, 1987.

Let me first welcome the Secretary
General [Perez de Cuellar] back from
his pilgrimage for peace in the Middle
East. Hundreds of thousands have al-
ready fallen in the bloody conflict be-
tween Iran and Iraq. All men and
women of good will pray that the car-
nage can soon be stopped, and we pray
that the Secretary General proves to be
not only a pilgrim but also the architect
of a iasting peace between those two
nations. Mr. Secretary General, the
United States supports you, and may
God guide you in your labors ahead.

Like the Secretary General, all
of us here today are on a kind of pil-
grimage. We come from every conti-
nent, every race, and most religions to
this great hall of hope where, in the
name of peace, we practice diplomacy.
Now, diplomacy, of course, is a subtle
and nuanced craft--so much so that it’s
said that when one of t.he most wily
diplomats of the 19th century passed
away, other diplomats asked, on reports
of his death, "What do you suppose the
old fox meant by that?"

But true statesmanship requires
not merely skill but something greater,
something we call vision--a grasp of
the present and of the possibilities of
the future. I’ve come here today to
map out for you my own vision of the
world’s future~one, I believe, that in
its essential elements is shared by all
Americans. And I hope those who see

things differently will not mind if I say
that we in the United States believe
that the place to look first for the
shape of the future is not in continental
masses and sealanes, although geogra-
phy is, obviously, of great importance.
Neither is it in national reserves of
blood and iron or, on the other hand, of
money and industrial capacity, although
military and economic strength are
also, of course, crucial. We begin with
something that is far simpler and yet
far more profound--the human heart.

Movement Toward DemocracY
and Private Initiative

All over the world today, the yearnings
of the human heart are redirecting the
course of international affairs, putting
the lie to the myth of materialism and
historical determinism. We have only to
open our eyes to see the simple aspira-
tions of ordinary people writ large on
the record of our times.

Last year in the Philippines,
ordinary people rekindled the spirit
of democracy and restored the elec-
toral process. Some said they had per-
formed amiracle, and, if so, a similar
miracle--a transition to democracy--is
taking place in the Republic of Korea.
Haiti, too, is making a transition. Some
despair when these new, young democ-
racies face conflicts o~ challenges, but
growing pains are normal in democ-
racies. The United States had them, as
has every other democracy on earth.

In Latin America, too, one can
hear the voices of freedom echo from
the peaks and across the plains. It is
the song of ordinary people marching,
not in uniforms and not in military file
but, rather, one by one in simple,
everyday working clothes--marching to
the polls. Ten years ago, only a third of
the people of Latin America and the
Caribbean lived in democracies or in
countries that were turning to democ-
racy. Today over 90% do.

But this worldwide movement to
democracy is not the only way in which
simple, ordinary people are leading us
in this room--we who are said to be the
makers of history--leading us into the
future. Around the world, new busi-
nesses, new economic growth, new
~echnologies are emerging from the
workshops of ordinary people with
extraordinary dreams.

Here in the United States, en-
trepreneurial energy--reinvigorated
when we cut taxes and regulations--
has fueled the current economic ex-
pansion. According to scholars at the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology,
three-quarters of the more than 13.5
million new jobs that we" have created
in this country since the beginning of
our expansion came from businesses
with fewer than 100 employees--busi-
nesses started by ordinary people who
dared to take a chance. And many of
our new high technologies were first
developed in the garages of fledgling
entrepreneurs. Yet America is not the
only or perhaps even the best example
of the dynamism and dreams that the
freeing of markets set free.



In India and China, freer markets
for farmers have led to an explos.ion in
production. In Africa, governments are
rethinking their policies, and where
they’re allowing greater economic free-
dom to farmers, crop production has
improved. Meanwhile, in the newly in-
dustrialized countries of the Pacific rim,
free markets in se~:vices and manufac-
turing, as well as agriculture, have led
to a soaring of growth and standards of
living. The ASEAN [Association of
South East Asian Nations] nations,
Japan, Korea, and Taiwan have created "
the true economic miracle of the last
two decades, and in each of them, much
o~the magic came from ordinary people
who succeeded as entrepreneurs.

In Latin America, this same lesson
of free markets, greater opportunity,
and growth is being studied and acted
on. President Sarney of Brazil spoke
for many others when he said that:
"Private initiative is the engine of eco-
nomic development. In Brazil, we have
learned that every time the state’s pen-
etration in the economy increases, our
liberty decreases." Yes, policies that
release to flight ordinary people’s
dreams are spreading around the
world. From Colombia to Turkey to
Indonesia, governments are cutting
taxes, reviewin$ their regulations, agd
opening opportunities for initiative.

There has been much talk in the
halls of this building about the "right to
development." But more and more the
evidence is clear that development is
not itself a right. It is the product of
rights--the right to own property; the
right to buy and sell freely; the right to
contract; the right to be free of exces-
sive taxation and regulation, of burden-
some government. There have been
studies that determined that countries
with low tax rates have greater growth
than those with high rates.

We’re all familiar with the phe-
nomenon of the "underground econ-
omy." The scholar Hernando de Soto
and his colleagues have examined the

. situation of one country, Peru, and de-
scribed an economy of the poor that
bypasses crushing taxation and stifling
regulation. This "informal economy," as
the researchers call it, is the principal
supplier of many goods and services
and often the only ladder for upward
mobility. In the capital city it accounts
for almost all public transportation and
most street markets. And the re-
searchers concluded that, thanks to the
informal economy, "The poor can work,
travel, and have a roof over their
heads." They might have added that, by
becoming underground entrepreneurs

¯ themselves or by working for them, the

poor have become less poor and the na-
tion itself richhr.

Those who advocate statist
solutions to development should take
note--the free market is the other path
to development and the one true path.
And, unlike many other paths, it leads
somewhere. It works. So this is where
I believe we can find the map to the
world’s future--in the hearts of ordi-
nary people; in their hopes for them-
selves and their children; in their
prayers as they lay themselves and
their families to rest each night. These
simple people are the giants of the
earth, the true builders of the world
and shapers of the centuries to come.
And if, indeed, they triumph, as I be-
lieve they will, we will at last know a
world of peace and freedom, opportun-
ity and hope, and, yes, of democracy--a
world in which the spirit of mankind at
last conquers the old, familiar enemies
of famine, diseasel tyranny, and war.

This is my vision--America’s vi-
sion. I recognize that some govern-
ments represented in this hall have
other ideas. Some do not believe in de-
mocracy or in political, economic, or re-
ligious freedom. Some believe in
dictatorship--whether by one man, one
party, one class, one race, or one van-
guard. To those governments I would
only say that the price of oppression is
clear. Your economies will fall farther
and farther behind. Your people will
become more restless. Isn’t it better to
listen to the people’s hopes now, rather
than their curses later?

The Need for Peace
And yet, despite our differences, there
is one common hope that brought us all
to make this common pilgrimage--the
hope that mankind will one day beat its
swords into plowshares; the hope of
peace.

Iran-lraq War. In no place on
earth today is peace more in need of
friends than the Middle East. Its peo-
ple’s yearning for peace is growing. The
United States will continue to be an
active partner in the efforts of the par-
ties to come together to settle their
differences and build a just and lasting
peace.

And this month marks the begin-
ning of the eighth year of the Iran-Iraq

war. Two months ago, the Security
Council adopted a mandatory resolution
demanding a cease-fire, withdra~val,
and negotiations to end the war. The

In that regard, I know that the
President of Iran will be addressing
you tomorrow. I take this opportunity
to call upon him clearly and unequiv-
ocally to state whether Iran accepts 598
or not. If the answer is positive, it
would be a welcome step and major
breakthrough. If it is negative, the
Council has no choice but rapidly to
adopt enforcement measures.

For 40, years, the United States has
made clear its vital interest in the se-
curity of the Persian Gulf and the coun-
tries that border it. The oil reserves
there are of strategic importance to the
economies of the free world. We’re com-
mitted to maintaining the free flow of
this oil and to preventing the domina-
tion of the region by any hostile power.

We do not seek confrontation or
trouble with Iran or anyone else. Our
objective is now, and has been at every
stage, finding a means to end the war
with no victor and no vanquished. The
increase in our naval presence in the
gulf does not favor one side or the
other. It is a response to heightened
tensions and followed consultations with
our friends in the region. When the
tension diminishes, so will our
presence.

The United States is gratified by
many recent diplomatic developments--
the unanimous adoption of Resolution
598, the Arab League’s statement at its
recent meeting in Tunis, and the Secre-
tary General’s visit. Yet problems
remain.

The Soviet Union helped in draft-
ing and reaching an agreement on Res-
olution 598. But outside the Security
Council, the Soviets have acted differ-
ently. They called for removal of our
Navy from the gulf, where it has been
for 40 years. They made the false
accusation that somehow the United
States--rather than the war itself--is
the source of tension in the gulf. Well,
such statements are not helpful. They
divert attention from the challenge fac-
ing us all--a just end to the war.

The United States hopes the Soviets
will join the other members of the
Security Council in vigorously seeking
an end to a conflict that never should
have begun--should have ended long
ago--and has become one of the great
tragedies of the postwar era.

Afghanistan. Elsewhere in the re-
gion, we see the continuing Soviet oc-
cupation of Afghanistan. After nearly 8
years, a million casualties, nearly 4 mil-
lion others driven into exile, and more

United States fully supports implemen- intense fighting that ever, it’s time for
tation of Resolution 598, as we support ¯the Soviet Union to leave.
the Secretary General’s recent mission. The Afghan people must have the

We welcomed Iraq’s acceptance of thatright to determine their own future

resolution and remain disappointed at free of foreign coercion. There is no

Iran’s unwillingness to accept it.



excuse for prolonging a brutal war or
propping up a regime whose days are
clearly numbered. That regime offers
political proposals that pretend compro-
mise but really would ensure the per-
petuation of the regime’s power. Those
proposals have failed the only signifi-
cant test--they have been rejected by
the Afghan people. Every day the re-
sistance grows in strength. It is an in-
dispensable party in the quest for a
negotiated solution.

The world community must
continue to insist on genuine self-
determination, prompt and full Soviet
withdrawal, and the return of the refu-
gees to their homes in safety and
honor. The attempt may be made to
pressure a few countries to change
their vote this year, but this body, I
know, will vote overwhelmingly, as
every year before, for Afghan indepen-
dence and freedom.

We have noted General Secretary
Gorbachev’s statement of readiness to
withdraw. In April I asked the Soviet
Union to set a date this year when this
withdrawal would begin. I repeat that
request now, in this forum for peace.
I pledge that, once the Soviet Union
shows convincingly that it’s ready for a
genuine political settlement, the United
States is ready to be helpful.

Let me add one final note on this
matter. Pakistan, in the face of enor-
mous pressure and intimidation, has
given sanctuary to Afghan refugees.
We salute the courage of Pakistan and
the Pakistani people. They deserve
strong support from all of us.

Nicaragua. Another regional con-
flict, we all know, is taking place in
Central America--in Nicaragua. To the
Sandinista delegation here today I say:
your people know the true nature of
your regime. They have seen their lib-
erties suppressed. They have seen the
promises of 1979 go unfulfilled. They
have seen their real wages and personal
income fall by half---yes/half---since
1979, while your party elite live lives of
privilege and luxury.

This is why, despite $1 billion in
Soviet-bloc aid last year alone, despite
the largest and best equipped army in
Central America, you face a popular
revolution at home. It is why the dem-
ocratic resistance is able to operate
freely deep in your heartland. But this
revolution should come as no surprise
to you. It is only the revolution you
promised the people and that you then
betrayed.

The goal of U.S. policy toward
Nicaragua is simple. It is the goal of
the Nicaraguan people and the freedom
fighters as well: it is democracy--real,

free, pluralistic, constitutional democ-
racy. Understand this: we will not, and
the world community will not, accept
phony "democratization" designed to
mask the perpetuation of dictatorship.

In this 200th year of our own
Constitution, we know that real democ-
racy depends on the safeguards of an
institutional structure that prevents a
concentration of power. It is that which
makes rights secure. The temporary re-
laxation of controls--which can later be
tightened--is not democratization.

And, again, to the Sandinistas,
I say: we continue to hope that
Nicaragua will become part of the
genuine transformation--democratic
transformation--that we have seen
throughout Central America in this
decade. We applaud the’principles em-
bodied in the Guatemala agreement,
which links the security of the Central
American democracies to democratic
reform in Nicaragua.

Now is the time for you to shut
down the military machine that threat-
ens your neighbors and assaults your
own people. You must end your stran-
glehold on internal p61itical activity.
You must hold free and fair national
elections. The media must be truly
free--not censored or intimidated or
crippled by indirect measures like the
denial of newsprint or threats against
journalists or their families. Exiles
must be allowed to return to minister,
to live, to work, and to organize politi-
cally. Then, when persecution of re-
ligion has ended and the jails no longer
contain political prisoners, national
reconciliation and democracy will be
possible. Unless this happens, "democ-
ratization" will be a fraud. And until it
happens, we will press for true democ-
racy by supporting those fighting for it.

Freedom in Nicaragua or Angola.
or Afghanistan or Cambodia or Eastern
Europe or South Africa or anyplace
else on the globe is not just an internal
matter. Some time ago, the Czech dissi-
dent writer Vaclav Havel warned the
world that: "Respect for human rights
is the fundamental condition and the.
sole genuine guarantee of true peace."
And Andrey Sakharov, in his Nobel
lecture, said:

I am convinced that international
confidence, mutual understanding, disar-
mament, and international security are in-
conceivable without an open society with
freedom of information, freedom of con-
science, the right to publish, and the right
to travel and choose the country in which
one wishes to live.

New Prospects for
U.S.-Soviet Relations

Freedom serves peace. The quest for
peace must serve the cause of freedom.
Patient diplomacy can contribute to a
’world in which both can flourish. We’re
heartened by new prospects for im-
provement in East-West and particu-
larly U.S.:Soviet relations.

Last week Soviet Foreign Minist~ir
Shevardrmdze visited Washington for
talks with me and with Secretary of
State Shultz. We discussed the full
range of issues, including my long-
standing efforts to achieve, for the first
time, deep reductions in U.S. and
Soviet nuclear arms. It was 6 years
ago, for example, that I proposed the
"zero option" for U.S. and Soviet
longer range intermediate-range nu-
clear missiles. I’m pleased that we have
¯ now agreed in principle to a truly his-
toric treaty that will eliminate an entire
class of U.S. and Soviet nuclear weap-
ons. We also agreed to intensify our
diplomatic efforts in all areas of mutual
interest.

Toward that end, Secretary Shultz
and the Foreign Minister will meet
again, a month from now, in Moscow,
and ! will meet again with General
Secretary Gorbachev later this fall.

We continue to have our differences
and probably always will. But that puts
a special responsibility on us to find
ways~realistic ways--to bring greater
s.tability to our competition and to show
the world a constructive example of the
value of communication and of the pos-
sibility of peaceful solutions to political
problems.

And here let me add that we seek
through our Strategic Defense Initia-
tive (SDI) to find a way to keep peace
through relying on defense--not
offense--for deterrence and for even-
tually rendering ballistic missiles obso-
lete. SDI has greatly enhanced the
prospects for real arms reduction. It is
a crucial part of our efforts to ensure a
safer world and a more stable strategic
balance.

We will continue to pursue the goal
of arms reduction, particularly the goal
that the General Secretary and I
agreed upon--a 50% reduction in our
respective strategic nuclear arms. We
will continue to press the Soviets for
more constructive conduct in the set-
tling of regional conflicts. We look to
the Soviets to honor the Helsinki ac-
cords. We look for greater freedom for
the Soviet peoples within their country,,
more people-to-people exchanges with
our country, and Soviet recognition in
practice of the right of freedom of
movement.

We look forward to a time when
things we now regard as sources of fric-
tion and even danger can become exam-



ples of cooperation between ourselves
and the Soviet Union. For instance, I
have proposed a collaboration to reduce
the barriers between East and West in
Berlin and more broadly in Europe as
a whole. Let us work together for a
Europe in which force, whether in the
form of walls or of guns, is no longer an
obstacle to free choice by individuals
and whole nations. I have also called
for more openness in the flow of infor-
mation from the Soviet Union about its
military forces, policies, and programs
so that our negotiations about arms re-
ductions can proceed with greater
confidence.

We hear much about changes in the
Soviet Union. We’re intensely inter-
ested in these changes. We hear the
word glasnost, which is translated as
"openness" in English. Openness is a
broad term. It means the free, unfet-
tered flow of information, ideas, and
people. It means political and intellec-
tual liberty in all its dimensions. We
hope, for the sake of the peoples of the
U.S.S.R., that such changes will come.
And we hope, for the sake of peace,
that it will includea foreign policy that
respects the freedom and independence
of other peoples.

The United Nations:
Ideals and Reality

No place should be better suited for
discussions of peace than this hall. The
first Secretary General, Trygve Lie,
said of the United Nations: "With the
danger of fire, and in the absence of an
organized fire department, it is only
common sense for the neighbors to join
in setting up their own fire brigades."
Joining together to drown the flames of
war--this, together with a Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, was the
founding ideal of the United Nations. It

Bureau of Public Affairs
United States Department of State
Washington, D.C. 20520

is our continuing challenge to ensure
that the United Nations lives up to
these hopes.

As the Secretary General noted
some time ago, the risk of anarchy in
the world has increased because the
fundamental rules of the UN Charter
have been violated. The General As-
sembly has repeatedly acknowledged
this with regard to the occupation of
Afghanistan. The Charter has a con-
crete practical meaning today because
it touches on all the dimensions of hu-
man aspiration that I mentioned ear-
lier--the yearning for democracy and
freedom, for global peace, and for
prosperity.

This is why we must protect the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights
from being debased as it was through
the infamous "Zionism is racism" reso-
lution. We cannot permit attempts to
control.the media and Womote cen-
sorship under the ruse of a so-called
New World Information Order. We
must work against efforts to {ntroduce
contentious and nonrelevant issues into
the work of the specialized and tech-
nical agencies where we seek progress
on urgent problems from terrorism to
drug trafficking to nuclear prolifera-
tion, which threaten us all. Such efforts
corrupt the Charter and weaken this
organization.

There have been important ad-
ministrative and budget reforms. They
have helped. The United States is com-
mitted to restoring its contribution as
reforms progress. But there is still
much to do. The United Nations was
built on great dreams and great ideals.
Sometimes it has strayed. It is time for
it to come home.

It was Dag Hammarskjold who
said: "The end of all political effort
must be the well-being of the individual

in a life of safety and freedom." Well,
should this not be our credo in the
years ahead?

I have spoken today of a vision
and the obstacles to its realization.
More than a century ago, a young
Frenchman, Alexis de Tocqueville, vis-
ited America. After that visit he pre-
dicted that the two great powers of the
future world would be, on one hand,
the United States, which would be

¯ built, as he said, "by the plowshare,"
and, on the other, Russia, which would
go forward, again, as he said, "by the
sword." Yet need it be so? Cannot
swords be turned to plowshares? Can
we and all nations not live in peace?

In our obsession with antagonisms
of the moment, we often forget how
much unites all the members of human-
ity. Perhaps we need some outside, uni-
versal threat to make us recognize this
common bond. I occasionally think how 1
quickly our differences worldwide
would vanish if we were facing an alien
threat from outside this world. And [
yet, I ask you, is notan alien, ,force_- ....

~niversal aspirations o.f our,
peoples than war and the threat o[ war.

centuries a o, in a hall muchTwo g ....
iasmaller than this one, m Phflade~pn ,

Americans met to draft a constitution.
In the course of their debates, one of
them said that the new government, if
it was to rise high, must be built on the
broadest base--the will and consent of
the people. And so it was. And so it
has been.

¯ My message today is that the
dreams of ordinary people reach to as-
tonishing heights. If we diplomatic pil-
grims are to achieve equal altitudes, we
must build all we do on the full breadth
of humanity’s will and consent and the
full expanse of the human heart. ¯
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its contribution as reforms progress. But there is still much to
do. The United Nations-was built on great dreams and great
ideals. Sometimes it has strayed. It is time for it to come
home.

It was Dag HammarskjQfd who said, "The end of all political
effort must be.the w~l’being of the individual in a life of
safety and freedbm."~. Sho~d t~s not be our credo in the years

I have spoken today of a vision and of the obstacles to its
realization. More than a century ago a young. Frenchman, Alexis
de.Tocquev£11e, visited America. After that visit he predicted
that the two great powers of the future would be, on one hand,
the United States, which would be built, as he said, "by the

" and on the other, Russia, which would go forward,plowshare, ,
again, as he said, "by the sword." Yet need it be so? Cannot
swords be turned to plowshares? Can we and all nations not live
in peace?

In our obsession with antagonisms of the moment, we often forget
how much unites all the members of humanity. Perhaps we need
some outside, universal threat to make us recognize this common
bond. I occasionally think how quickly our differences world-
wide would vanish if we were facing an alien threat from outside
this world. And yet, I ask you, is not an alien force already
among us? What could be more alien to the universal aspirations
of our peoples than war and the threat of war?

Two centuries ago, in a hall much smaller than this one, in
Philadelphia, Americans met to draft a Constitution. In the
course of their debates, one of them said that the new
government, if it was to rise high, must be built on the broadest
base, the will and consent of the people. And so it was. And so
it has been.

My message today is that the dreams of ordinary people reach to
astonishing heights. If we diplomatic pilgrims are to achieve
equal altitudes, we must build all we do on the fullbreadth of
humanity’s will and consent and the full expanse~of the human
heart.

# ##
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AM-Reagan--SpaceInvaders       05-04 0312
AM-Reagan-Space InvadePs,0349
Reagan Follows AstPologi~al Flap With~ Comment on Spa~e InvadePs
With AM-Reagan Bit
By TERENCE HUNT
AP White House CocPespondent

CHICAGO (AP) One day aEter an upPoar~ about the use o{
astnology at the White House~ Pnesident Reagan said Wednesday he
o;~ten wondens what would happen i~’ the Ea~-td wer~e invaded by "a
po~er~ Enom outeP space. "

Reagan made the comment duping a question and answen session
a{ten a Chicago speech when someone asked what he Eelt was the most
impor~tant need in intennational Pelations.

He spoke o-F the impontance o{ Enankness and {on a desine
peaceEul solutions, and ~ent on to say that thene have been "about
114 waPs" since Wocld WoPld If, including conElicts between
smal leP nat ions.

"But I"~ve oEten v~ondened, what i{ all o{ us in the wo~’~id
discover~ed that ~e ~,~ePe thneatened by an outec a powen ~om oute~-

space., Enom anotheP planet, " Reagan said.
"Wouldn’t ~e all o{ a sudden {ind that ~e didn"t h~ave any

di~Eenences between us at all, we ~ene all human beings, citizens
o{ the ~m]r~Id, and wouldn’t we come togethen to Eight that
panti(~ulaP thPeat?" the pPesident said.

Continuing, Reagan said, "Well, in a way we have something
that kind today, mentioning nuclean powen again. We now have a
~eapon that can destroy the ~eor~Id, and why don"t we cecognize that
thneat mone cleanly and then come together with one aim in mind,
how saEely, sanely and quickly can ~e nid the wonld o{ this thPeat
tc~ oun civilization and our existence."

The c()mment dne~ applause Er-om the membens o~ the National
Stnategy FoPum, a non-paPtisan gnoup that specializes in Eoneign
policy and national secunity issues.

A day eanlien, White House spokesman Manlin Fitzwaten
acknowledged that Nancy Reagan ha~d consulted an astr~ologer about
the Pr~esident"s travel and schedule plans.

Reagan said Tuesday he has never¯ based any decision "in my
mind" on astnological {onecasts, but he aw~ided a question about
astnological influence on his schedule.

The r~evelation that the Reagans {olIo~ astnology pnompted taunts
¯ Fr’om Congness and haPsh cPiticism Er~om some scientists who consideP
astnology ~onthless.
AP-NY-O5-O4-SE: 1547EDT -
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From Reuters

I~ALLSTON, Md.--President
Reagan said today that he told
Soviet leader Mikhail S. Gorbachev
at their Geneva summit that they
would surely quickly join forces
and forget theirdifferences if aliens
attacked Earth from another plan-

¯

" Reagan did. not characterize
Gorbachev’s response,

The President. reached- into the
realm of science fiction in an
off=the~cuff remark after address-
ing students at .Fallston. High
Scho01in Maryland about the sum:
mit.
¯ . In .his speech, Reagan described
Gorbachev as "a.determined man,
but one who is willing to listen" and
called on the Kremlin to agree to
people-~o~-people programs that
would oper~ up .the closed Soviet
society. ~

In his extemporaneous ~’emark,
Reagan said, "I couldn’t help.but,

say to him, just think how easy his
task and mine might be in these
meetings that we held if suddenly
.there was a threat to this world
from another Species from another.
planet outside in the universe.

"We’d forget, all the little local
differences that we have between
our countries and we would find
’out once and for all that we really
are. all human beings here on this

¯ Earth together."
In his speech, Reagan said he

believe~ Gorbachev understood his.
.sincerity when they discussed
Reagan’s ."Star Wars".. Strategic
Defense Initiative research plan for
developing a space-based missile
defense.

Reagan said he hoped that an
agreement announced, at Geneva
for people-to-people exchanges
would lead to the Kremlin’s .will-
ingness "to open up their closed
society."
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President Reagan leaves the White House, en route to Chicago,
where he said he wonders what would happen If the Earth were
Invaded from outer space.

Reagan Wonders If
World Would Unite
Vs. UFO. Invasion

¢.HICAGO -- One day after an
uproar about the use of astrology at
th6 White House, President Reagan
sa{d Wednesday he often wonders

. what would happen if the Earth
w~re invaded by "a power from.
outer space."

,Reagan made the comment dur-
ing a question and answer session
after a Chicago speech when some-
one asked what he felt was the most
important need in international re-
lations.

.He spoke of the importance of
frankness and for a desire for
peitceful solutions, and went on to
say that there have been "about 114
wars" since World World II, includ-
ing conflicts between smaller na-
tions.

’~But I’ve often wondered, what
all" of us in the world discovered
that we were threatened by an outer
-- a power from outer space, from
another planet," Reagan said.

’:Wouldn’t we all of a sudden find
that we didn’t have any differences
between us at all, ,,~e were all
boinan beings, citizens of the world,
and wouldn’t we come together to
fiqht that partifq~r
prelidenl sold,

Continuing, Reagan said, "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 existehce."

The comment drew applanse
from the members of the National
Strategy Forum, a non-partisan
group, that specializes in foreign
policy and national security issues.

A day earlier, White House
spokesman Marlin F’itzwater ac-
knowledged that Nancy Reagan had
consulted an astrologer about the
president’s travel and schedule
plans.

Reagan said Tuesday he has
never based any decision "in my
mind" on astrological forecasts, but
he avoided a question about
astrological influence on his
schedule.

The revelation that the Reagans
follow astrology prompted taunts
from Congress and harsh criticism
from ~me scientists who can~id©r
.attrology worthle..
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REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT
TO FALLSTON HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS AND FACULTY              ~

Fallston High School                             .
Fallston, Maryland

10:17 A.M. EST

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Alyson, and thank you all very
much. Governor Hughes, Senator Mathlas, Representative Bentley, and
the representatives of the Board of Education, the administration,
the faculty, and you, the student body -- believe me, it is good to

.be here.

ih’s gLeat Lo be heie at F~ii~to~ Higi~ School, home Of
the Cougars -- (laughter) -- and the Cougar cheerleaders who I
understand will be competing in a big contest this evening. I hope
you can all get out to Sunrise for that event. ]~ w[:~h I could be
there. (Laughter.)

You know, I’ve only been out of school a few years, but
-- (laughter) -- they tell me that things have changed quite a bit in
the meantime. There’s one thing that I bet, though, hasn’t changed.
When you heard that you’d have to cancel your scheduled class for a

special assembly, well, I hope you weren’t too disappointed.
(Laughter.)

I know I’ve been looking forward to this chance to speak
to you because I’ve got a very important mission that I want young
Americans to be a part of. Let me first just give a little
background.

A~ you know, Nancy and I returned almost two weeks ago
from Geneva where I had several lengthy meetings with General
Secretary Gorbachev of the Soviet Union. I had more than fifteen
hours of discussions with him, including five hours of private
conversation just between the two of u~. I found h~m to be a
determined man, but one whorls willing to listen~ And I cold him
about America’s deep desire for peace and that we do not threaten the
Soviet Union and that I believe the people of both our countries want
the same thing -- a safer and better future for themselves and their
children. You know, people don’t start wars, governments do.

you. I know you’re concerned about the future, about the growth in
nuclear arsenals, about injustice a~,d persecution of fellow human
beings, and about threats to peace around the world. Well, it is
because I shared that concern that I went to Geneva to begin a
dialogue for peace with Mr. Gorbachev.

We talked about many things -- the need to cut the number
of offensive nuclear weapons on each side, the wars of independence
being waged by freedom fighters against Soviet-backed regimes around
the world, human rights, and how we could improve our overall
relationship.

I also stressed to Mr. Gorbachev how our nation’s
commitment to the S’trategic Defense Initiative -- our research and
development of a non-nuclear, hig~-tech shield that Would protect us
against ballistic missiles, and how we were committed to that. I
told him that SDI was a reason to hope, not to fear -- that the
advance of technology, which originally gave us ballistic missiles

MORE



may soon be able to make them obsolete. I told him that with SDI

history had taken a positive turn, that men of good will should be
rejoicing, that our deliverance from the awful threat of nuclear
weapons may be on the horizon, and I suggested to him that I saw the
hand of Providence in that. What could be more moral than a system

based on protecting human life rather than destroying it? I could Do
more negotiate away SDI than I could barter with your future. As I
told Mr. Gorbachev, as far as I’m concerned, a defense shield is an
insurance policy for your future, and I think he understood our
sincerity on this issue.

We were realistic going into these meetings with the
Soviets. The United States and £he Soviet Union are as different as
any two nations can be. These differences are based on opposing
philosophies and values, and no differences could be more profound~or
meaningful. It is virtually impossible for us to understand their
system and how, over these more than 70 years it has imposed a way of
thinking on their people.

So we didn’t expect miracles. But we wanted these
if possible, to plant these seeds of hope in our relationship, a hope
that some day, perhaps, might blossom into a real peace, a lasting
peace, resting upon the only foundation on which a true peace can be
built -- the indestructible foundation of human freedom. And I was
determined to see if we could begin to narrow some of our differences
and even come to some agreements where there was common ground. I
believe we’ve made a good start.

This is the mission I’ve come to speak to you about.
Oneof the most exciting developments to come out of Get, eva was Mr.

Gorbachev’s agreement to people-to-people exchanges. We’re still ¯
negotiating the specifics, and it remains to be seen how much the
Soviets will be willing to open up their closed society. But our
objective is massive exchange prosrams between private citizens in
both countries -- between people, not government bodies. Let’s allow
the people of the Soviet Union and the people of the United States to
get to know each other, without governments getting in the way.

And that’s one reason I am here today -- to encourage
young people like you from across the country to take part in these
people-to-people exchanges as never before in our history. I believe
such contacts are an essential part of our building a lasting
foundation for peace, because true peace must be based on openness
and people talking to each other rather.than about each other, and
the peace must also be based on understanding. And that is why I
proposed to Mr. Gorbachev that we let young people from each country
spend time in the other’s schools, universities, summer camps, and
homes. Americans would be able to see. for themselves what life is
like in the Soviet Union. And their young people could see for

............... - ~d~,0. ~nd ~pennes~ ot our society -- and that we do
not bear the people of the Soviet [!nion any ill will.

So, we’ll establish scholarship funds to make it possible
for the best and the brightest of both countries to take part in
these exchanges. We will also exchange teachers to imp~rt a deeper

understanding of our respective histories, cultures, and languages --
where we have much to learn from one another. We’ll resume
cooperation in cancer research to combat one of the century’s most
hated diseases. And we can jointly prepare for the demands of the
21st century with a cooperative program for the development of
educational software.

It won’t be all work and no play: we’ll have regular
meets in various sports and increased television coverage of these

sports events. We can’t el~minate competition ~rom our relationship,
but we can channel some of it to the playing fields and courts rather
than the international arena. These programs and others that may be
worked out will not solve all the problems that exist between us.

But..they can be a beginning to building communities of trust and

understanding. If Soviet mistrust of our country is at the bottom of

MORE
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some of the tension between us, then I know that even a few hours
spent with America’s open and eager younger generation would dispel
mistrust in even the most suspicious soul. So, those who participate
in these programs will be our good ~ill ambassadors to the Soviet.
Union.

I know that all of you have dreams and hopes for the
future. For some, there are dreams of college and a challenging
career. For others, a good job, a car, a house of your own. And
most of you, I’m sure, plan to marry and raise a family. All these
dreams can come true if we have peace.

Twice in my lifetime I have seen world wars that robbed
our young people of their dreams. And the awesome power of nuclear
weapons makes me even more determined to see that it doesn’t happen
again. As I’ve said many times before, a nuclear war cannot be won. ¯
and must never be fought.

So, I went to Geneva to set a course ~or enduring peace.
And while I can’t say that the path is clear, we’ve made a start.
Mr. Gorbachev and I agreed to press on in several arms control areas
where there is common ground, especially to achieve deep reductions
in nuclear arsenals. We will also continue talking about our
differences on regional issues. And we had a heart-to-heart talk
about human rights.

These are the cornerstones.on which peace, and your
future, rest. You and young people like you have a vital role in
bringing about a better future by keeping America strong and by
helping draw the people of the United States and the Soviet Union
closer together. And we will continue the dialogue begun at Geneva
tO reach agreements for deep reductions in nuclear arsenals with

strict compliance, to help support an end to the regional conflicts
that carry the seeds of wider wars and to uphold the ideal of human
rights and justice for all peoples.

Mr. Gorbachev, as the leader of the Soviet Union -- the
new leader -- has held out the promise of change. He has said that
he wants better relations between our two nations. Well, what better
way than allowing people to travel freely back and forth? Let’s
begin, at the very least, to draw back the barriers that separate our
peoples from one another.

We’re asking for no more than what the Soviets have
already agreed to in the Helsinki Accords. Freedom of movement and
information, contact between peoples -- the Soviet Union has already
signed its name to a commitment to these things.

We should have no i!~.usions that people-to-people contact
will solve all the problems, however, that exist between us. The
Soviet Union is not a democracy. The hopes and aspirations o~ the

Soviet people have little or no direct effect on government policy.
But these changes are a beginning to building a better world, one
based on better human understanding. You can have a vital role in

bringing about this better future, in drawing the people of our two
nations closer together. It’s an exciting adventure, one that will
not be completed this year or next. But we must begin somewhere.
And with God’s help, we may reach that free and peaceful world that
we all desire.

I promise the young people of America that I will see to
it that information on these people-to-people exchanges is ~widely

disseminated. I want all or you, throughout America, to have a
chance to meet and get to know your counterparts in the Soviet Union
so that you can tell them all about this great country of ours.

And we’ll continue our efforts to reach agreements for
¯ deep reductions in nuclear arsenals with strict compliance, to help
support an end to regional conflicts, and to see to it that human
rights are respected. Together, we can build a future that will be
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safer and more secure for you and your children.

I couldn’t but -- one point in our discuSsions private’ly
with General Secretary Gorbachev -- when you stop~to think that we’re
all God’s children, wherever we may live in th~ world,-I.couldn’t
help but say to him, just think how easy his task and mine might be
in these meetings that we held if suddenly there was a threat to this
world from some other species from another planet outside.in the
universe. We’d forget all the little local differences that we have
between our countries and we would find out once and for-all that we
really are all human beings here on this earth together.

Well, I don’t suppose we can wait for some alien race to
come down and threaten us. But I think that between us we can bring
about that realization.. Thank you’all. God bless you a11.
(Applause.)

END I0:31 A.M. EST
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LoOK up,-,-uo -way up
Some men look to the heavens

:; .. .~ for inspiration. U.S. President
:~<Ti’~".iRonald Reagan looks to the stars

: .." ,:~-~,’-:.i- :, .’ for invaders. Given the opportu-
:~" nity to represent the United

. i:-.::. States at a crucial summit meet-
": ,~ ing with the leader of the Soviet
., ~ Union, Mr. Reagan shared with

Mikhail Gorbachev his quiet
"--,. - . ’ certainty that humans would

shape up and stop fighting each

~ other if only aliens from outer
. . space put us to the test.

"I couldn’t help but say to

~ him," he told students at Fatl-
ston High School in Maryland.

.. , "just think how easy his task
¯ " :..:~,.,,:.~,’,’ mine might be in these,. ’;~: ~ .:...:.<,:,:~,;~and

¯ . ,,...,~: ,..~.,.,~,,., . meetings that we held if sudden-
:’: ,::,,*,C}a’e~.,.ly,.~,,,<,~ ,there,. was a threat to this:

world from another species from
"~<’~;: ’."" another planet outside in the¯

,,,,~,<./    .,    ¯
¯ " " i’~~ "’ universe. We’d forget all the lit-

.... .,: : .......tle local differences that we have

.>,.,,~.,,.~.~,,,<~, between our countries and we
would find out once and for all

that we really are all human
beings here on this earth togeth-
er."

For Mr. Gorbachev. this must
have been the highlight of their
fireside chat. We picture him
knitting his brow. cupping his
hands and gazing thoughtlully at
the floor, rolling Mr. Reagan’s
remark over in his mind and
wondering how to do it justice.
Aliens from outer space, eh?
This should give them pause at
the arms talks.

It remains for political ana-
lysts to debate why Mr. Reagan
thinks of aliens as invaders rath-
er than friendly explorers-
perhaps a half-remembered
Orson Welles brloadca~t.i, fro~’

reach to outer space for a com-
pelling reason to get humag"
beings to curb thmr mutual
aggression, Heaven knows we
have enough at home.

RETURNS WITH MOMENTO--U.S.
President Ronald Reagan, cradling a

’ils.t.u:~.f.ed cougar, strolls along the South
La.w..n,of the White House after he re-

turned from Fallston,Md., where he
addressed a group of high school stu-
dents who presented him with a re-
plica of their school mascot.



Union. He urged the ~tudenm at
By ELEANOR CLIFT. ~ ~a~ Wraer Fall~ton High School, a prosperous

facfl/ty that sprawls over I00 acres
20 miles north of Bali/more, to
become "good-will amba~adors"
and to part,c/pate in his proposed
"people-to-people" cultural ex-
changes with the Scv/et Union.

"We’re still negot/a~ng the spe-
cifics, and it rema/ns to be seen how
much the Soviets wi~ be willing to
open up their clused society," he
said. "But our objective is massive
exchange programs between pri-
vate citizens in both countries." He
said that scholarship funds will be
established to enable "the best and
the brightest" to participate.
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He Attacks "Pundits" to Cheers of Conservatives.... :, -,,,-f..~ .-~ .................... . _~. - ...............
;

Reagan: ’Saving Best Stuff for Last Act’
By PAUL HOUSTON, Times Stall Writer

WASHINGTON--President
Reagan, chiding "pundits" for
writing off his scandal-torn Ad-
ministration two years before it
ends. said Friday that "we’re sav-
ing the best stuff for the last act."

Reagan’s defiant declaration, re-
flecting characteristic optimism in
the face of travail, elicited cheers
and applause from conservative
activists attending the 14th annual
meeting of the Conservative Politi-
cal Action Conference.

The President acknowledged
that "the going may be a little
rough at this¯ moment" because of
the scfindal over the U.S. sale of
arms to Iran and diversion of
proceeds to rebels fighting the
leftist regime of Nicaragua.

Emphasizes Bes.olve.
However, he added, :’let no one

doubt our resolve. Six years ~ago,
we won a great victory [by sweep-
ing D¢mocrats out of the White
House], and we do not intend to let
anyone" again drag our beloved
country back into the murky pit of
collectivism and statism."

Reaghn said that "the pundits
told uS we couldn’t expect to get
anything accomplished, even be-
fore we got to Washington. Now,
they’re trying to bring the curtain
down even before the show is over.
Well, I learned a lesson in my
former profession, so let me give
you a tip: We’re saving the best
stuff for the last act."

Many in the audience responded
with chants of "four more years" to
the remarks by the President, who
provided no details of what the
"last act" would contain.

Reagan drew laughter with this
line: "The notion that government
controls, central planning and bu-
reaucracy can provide cost-free
prosperity has now gone the way of
the Hdla Hoop, Nehru jackets and
the all,~asparagus diet."

Meanwhile, in an earlier speech
to the umbrella group of about 40

conservative organizations, Rep.
Jack Kemp (R-N.Y.) called for
Secretary of State George P. Shultz
to resign, charging that he had
"nearly crippled" Reagan’s foreign
policy goals. ’

Kemp, seeking to build conscr-
vative support for a run at the 1988
Republican presidential nomina-
tion, alleged that Shultz had under-
mined "freedom fighter" rebellions
in Nicaragua, Angola, Afghanistan,
Cambodia, Laos, Ethiopia and Mo-
zambique.

In addition, Kemp assailed Shultz
for "rolling out the red carpet" for
Oliver Tambo, whom the congress-
man described as the "communist
head of the ¯terrorist African Na-
tional Congress." Shultz met re-
cently here with Tambo, whose
organization is the main guerrilla
group fighting South Africa’s white
rule.

Shultz, who has said he plans to
remain as secretary through the
end of the Administration, had no
comment on Kemp’s attack.

In his remarks to the conserva-
tives, Reagan sought to allay criti-
cism from some in their ranks that
he is doing too little on such social
issues as abortion and school
prayers.

The President said he is pushing
for a permanent legislative ban
against nearly all federally funded
abortions. He urged the group to
move "aggressively" to encourage
adoption as an alternative to abor-
tion.

"I would like to commend those
in our moxiement who, while not
easing up on applying political
pressure, have been involved in
providing counseling and services,
especially to unwed mothers," he
said. "Every time a choice is made
to save an unborn baby’s life, it is
reason for joy."

The President also pledged that
"we will not compromise in our
commitment to restore the right to
pray to the schoolchildren of

America."
Reagan has supported a eonsti- .

tutional amendment to allow for a
moment of silent prayer in school.
Congress last addressed the issue in
1985 when the Senate, then under
Republican control, voted 62 to 36
to reject legislation aimed at per-
mitting organized prayer in public
schools.





THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 3, 1988

Dear Mr. Andrews:

In response to your recent letters concerning
preparation of speeches.by President Reagan,
I have checked with the Speechwriters Office
here at the White House. That office
prepares drafts for the President to review
when he makes public addresses. I have been
informed that the President, himself, wrote
the sections you questioned.

Sincerely, " /

Assistant to the President
for Press Relations

Mr. John Andrews
8180 Santa Arminta
San.Diego, CA 92126-1243

THE WHITE HOUSE".’~

WASHINGTON

Mr. John A~drews

8180 Santa Arminta

San Diego, CA 92126-1243
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Office of the Press Secretary
The White House Press office
The WhiteHouse
Washington, D.C. 20500

16 March 1988

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I have, repeatedly, asked your office for information pertaining
to the authors(speechwri%ers) of parts of 2 speeches of
President Reagan. And, you, repeatedly, have failed to reply.

I am a member of the Aviation and Space Writers Association and
doing work on SDI. In the Course of that research I have come
across a page first published in 1974 and. later used in a TV
documentary called UFO’s Past, Present and Future which had Rod

Serling as narrator and was.produced by Sandier Institutional
Films. (Sandler, incidentally, has a reputation of being a
production company with very pro-CIA connections.)

I supply that page from 1974 and the.key paragraphs from the 2
Reagan speeches of interest. The similarity is obvious.

Again I ask, who is the .speechwriter(s)? And, if not inserted
by the speechwriter, who inserted these paragraphs in the Reagan
speeches? These are simple questions. Why you have avoided an
answer is beyond me.

I WANT ANSWERS and I want them now. I have spoken on numerous
radio talk shows...you may begin to ~et requests like this from
the general public. It is time your bureaucratic stonewalling
cease. Please answer my request!!

John Andrews

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243

Encls: cited paragraphs from2 Reagan speeches; frontspiece and
key page from UFO’s Past, Present and Future: unanswered
requests to Press Office to establish, chrono. [~







RONALD

thing~ Eke astrology and space aliens. Lit-!;-~-._~T~ . .. - "
tie attention was paid to the matter..~.af-~_~._-~t,;
tar all, the stuff was printed in the tabloids .: - -
and nobody sane is supposed to believe in
them. Yet truth i~becoming stranger than
fiction in the case of Ronald Wilson
Reagan.and some of his more curious ra-
marks.

Fo¢ starters, he h~s become the first Pre-
sident Of tt~e Un~ed States to talk about
the po~"oit;1y of an alien invasion from o~-
er space, and he has done so not once.or
twice bul in three speeches. Reagan is alsc
the only President to my.knowledge, who
admitted-- in a 1~94 Presidential debate
agai,~st. Walter. Mondale - having had

d=~cusslons about Armed
g0ed0n in t,he White House with some
r~ther ~ellk,~own fundamentalist preach-

An-; then there was ~.i~e e×p!�:~ior= about

astrology in the v~,rnite House, triggered by
Don Regan’s disclosures that Nancy had
often consulted astrologers to arrange for
appointments with the President. Everyone
knows the details by now, yet we asked
Mercello Galluppi, a well known.estrolog-
.er and host of a psychic radio and "IV tslk
show inDetroit, to give us.another view.
"It is vew clear to me that the politicians
in Washington have their psychics end
trologers," said Marcello, ".at least som~
of them do." Furth0¢m0re, continued MaP

¯ cello,.there is evi .dance that the Reagans
have used astroiogy for a long time if
consider that "he v,~s sworn.in at midnight
as Gov~rnor of California, based on

Iogy."
The media was having a field day with

horoscopes at the White House when
Reagan talked about the po~ibiliW of Earth
uniting against a.threat by "a power from
outer space:" Although ,..he idea wasn’t
new for the President, as we shat~ soon

. see, this time everybody paid attention.
Mo~e as a joke than a serious thought,

" hewevm. The AP Stets/on the Speech, for
example, had ~he headline, "F~eag~.n.fof-
Ibws astrological flap with comment, on
space invade,rs." ’ ’

There might be a deeper reason, for
Reagan’s apparent in~er,.’st in the idea Of.

" ~n a!ien threat. Theie is an ~n~onfi.rrned



The Pr~,=siderlt tirst disclosed hisr~.’~ur- pow~r from eng.:her .planet,~-tfi~ ...........
rent thoughts about "~n alien .’.hreat" dur:. quick]’.,’ dubbed ;.’, the "~pace ]:waders"

~tory that before he became Governor of
C~gifornia, Ron and Nancy had a UFO
~i~;l]ting on a highway near Hollywood.
The stow was broadcast last February on
$~eve Allen’s radio show over WNEW-AM
!;, New York. The comedian and host com-
=~,onted that a very well known personal-
:~ty in the entertainment industry had con-
;.;ded to him that many years ago, Ron and
,~=~ncy were expected to a casual dinner
with friends in Hollywood. Except for the
~;oagans, all the guests had a~rived, Ron
;~;~d Nancy showed up quite upset, half an
hour later, sa,ling thct they had just seen
,’: UFO coming down the coast. No further
~i~tai~s were releasedby Steve Allen.

ing a Dece~qber4, 1985 speech at the F~ll-
at, on High Scho~i in Maryland, where he
spoke about his Erst Summit with General
Secretary Gorbachev in Geneva. Accord-
ing to a White House .transcript, Reagan
remarked that during his 5-hour pdvate dis-
cessions with Gorbachev, he told him to

speech.re!egat!~,g .i~ to ;~ sideb;~; in the as:
trology flap. The ET remar.~ wagmade in
the QEtA period fo{lowing a speech to the
National Strategy Forum in ¯Chicago’s Pal-
mer House Hotel, .where he adopted a.
more cOnciliatory tone towards the Soviet
Union.      .

think, "howeasy his task and mine might- Significantly, Reagan’s remark was
be in these meetings that we held if. sud- made during his response to the question,

_denly there was a threat to this.wodi:lif~bm~:~-:~ "What do you consider to be the most im-
agine other species, from another planet pedant need.in international relations?"
outside in the universe. We’d forget all the " "I’ve often wondered," the President -. ¯
little local differences that we have be- told us once again, "what .ffi.all .o_f us inthe._.~
tween our countries.-.-." wodd discovered that.we were ’"~             " ’---

Except for one headline or two, people.-~:l~-by,.an outer(..~-~;-’~
didn’t pay much attention. Not then and. ~-sPaCe;:froman _ot~.__
not later, when Gorbachev himseff con- ~:~eml:d~lsized~ his
firmed the conversation in Geneva during;~_ereae all the

_.an important speech on February 16, 1987; ~_ _ .......
in. the Grand Krerrdin Palace in
to the Central Committee Of.t~e US~
Communist Parry. Not a High SchooLin
Maryland preciselyl There, buried on page

.7A of the ’Soviet Life Supplement,’ was
thefollowing statement:

"At our meeting in Geneva, the U.S~
President said that if the earth faced an in:
resign by extraterrestrials, the United

,States and the. Soviet Uriion would join
’ forces.to repel such an invasion. I shall not

disputethe hyp0thesis, though I think it’s
eady yet to worry about, such an intru-
sion..." Notice that Gorbachev doesn’t
say this is an incredible proposition, he just
says that it’s too early to worry about it.

¯ if Gorbachev elevatud the theme from
a high-school to the Kremlin, Reagan. up-
ped the stakes again by including the "alien
threat" not in a domeStic ~peech but to a
full session ~ the General AssemblY of the

".~;;" United Nations. Towards the end of his
speech to the Forty-second session on
September 21, 1987, the President said

" " that, "in our obsession with antagonisms
of the moment, we often forget how much

~
unites all the members of humanity. Per- -- ity of an alien invasion, and how this event : --~ .
haps we need some outside, universal ~could become-acatalyst for wodd unity.. .~_~,.~.

- threat to make us recognize this common’-~’-Talking about~theee UFO secret~, thereis-~--~¯ . .- . . ., : -8~- :-~:p~ .......
bond. : ....... _-.~_~al~o. on.unconfirmed steW’:of.- SI>I~. :~.~

"1 occasionally think," continued ~’~.scre~.._~g~’mLtheWhrtaH.ou~.. ofthe=~-:--~---’----%
n,~=n~n "how ~uicklv ’our-differences. " _’ET’.a few_years ago, .w~tb director ~teve .._n~.-- - .-. ;. : .
worldwide would vanish ff we were fac,ng - .~Sp,elberg and.a f_ew.s~.le~t__.ed gu .es~... R,g t- _
an alien th,,mat from outside this wodd. And ; after the movie, Reagan.supposedly turn-.-~; -
yet, I ask, -- here comes the clincher -- . .Ted to Spielberg and whispered something ~
"is not an alien force a/ready among us?" to the effect, ,fThere are only a handful
The President now tries to retreat from the ~: people who know the truth about this.’".~:~ -
last bold statement by posing a second Indeed, more than one ufologist has
question: "What cculd be more alien to the

. universal aspirations of our peoples than
war and the threat of war?" Unlike the off-
the-cuff remarks to the Fallston High
School, we must assume that the Presi-
.dent’s speech to the General Assembly
was written very carefully and likewise, it
merits close examination.

Ronald Reagan has told us that he thinks
often about this issue, yet nobody seems
to be paying attention. When the President
mentioned last May 4 in Chicago for tt~e.
third time the possibility of a threat by "a

New R~public by sank~r edhor Fred Barnes...-.._.-’._~
The article described a luncheon in the
White House between the President and
Eduard Shevardnadze, during the Foreign

¯ . Minister’s visit to Washington to’sign the
INF Treab/on September 15, 1987. "Near

- the end of his lunch with Shevardnazde,"
wrote Barnes, "Reagan wondered aloud
what would happen if the world faced an
’alien threat’ from outer space. ’Don’t you
think the United States and the Soviet
Union would be together?" he asked. Shev-
ardnadze said yes, absolutely. ’And we
wouldn’t need .our defense ministers to
meet,’ he added."

The fact that there are so many refer-
’ences in important speeches, off-the-cuff
remarks, and .just .. plain conversations,-.~-

.. means that ---for whatever reason ~r~
"= knowledge about deep UFO secrets that

he may have as President -- Ronald.
Reagan does think often about the possibil-

. even su~;gested that the real target behind
"Star Wars" - another of Reagan’s cos-

" mic obsessions -- is this projected ET in-
vasion and not the Russians. Others talk
of wild "deals’" between the U .S. Govern-
ment and a race of gray dwarfs, better
known for their appetite for abducting
humans... Stopl We’re entering the for-
bidden terrain of tabloid revelations, like
the SUN’s screaming headline that
"Reagan wiil end his presidency by add-
ing several planets as states." Just think
about it. []
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THE WHITE HOUSE
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(Chicago, Illinois)

For Immediate R~lease May 4, 1988

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT
TO MEMBERS AND GUESTS

OF THE NATIONAL STRATEGY FORUM

Grand Ballroom
Palmer House Hotel

Chicago, Illinois

12:51 P.M. CDT

THE PRESIDENT: (Applause.) Thank you all very much.
(Applause.) Thank you. Thank you all very much. Thank you Morris
Leibman, Governor Jim Thompson, Attorney General -- *Harding --
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, and -- well, it’s just a pleasure
to be in Chicago. Chicago has always been my kind of town. And an
honor to be able to epeak to you, the members of the National
Strategy Forum.

I’ll keep~my r~m&rk~ b~ief today so that we’ll have ample
time for questions. I can’t helpbut 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 dishonest politician that ever disgraced an office
in America." Of course, they weren’t talking about me. That was
Abraham Lincoln, they said. (Laughter.) It may have been that kind
of treatment in the press that led Lincoln 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, I must be doing something right.

As you know, our agenda for the U.S.-Soviet relations has
four main parts -- regional conflicts, bilateral exchanges, arms
reductions, and human rights. I’ve spoken elsewhere at somelength
about the first three. And today, I’d like to take a moment to
discuss 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 characteristics that helps to make America,
America. It was Lincoln hlmself who said that the Declaration of
Independence granted liberty not to our nation alone, but "gave
promise 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

* Neil F. Hartigan
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rights -- a definition of human rights that we c n asse
challenge ourselves and our own institutions, and that we can hold up "~.
as an example for all the world.

Ultlmately, our view of human rights derives from our
Judeo-Christian heritage and the view that each individual life is
sacred. It takes more detailed form in the works of the French and
English writers of the 18th-century Enlightenment. It is the notion
that government should derive its mandate from the consent 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 government -- 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 definite~ 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
government may violate them.

assembly.
Freedom of speech. Freedom of religion.

Freedom of the press.
Freedom of

These and other rights enshrined in our Constitution and
Bill of Rights consist in severe llmitations upon the power of
government. And this is another basic point -- they are rights that
every citizen can call upon our independent court system ~o uphold.
They proclaim the belief -- and represent a specific means of
enforcing the belief -- that the individual comes first; that the
government is the servant of the people, and not the other way
around.

That contrasts with those systems of government that
provide no limit on the power of the government over its people.

Within the Soviet Union, decision-making is tightly
concentrated at the top. The authority of the communist party is not
determined by a document -- a constitution, if you will --.but by the
leadership who determine what is right for the people. Rightssuch
as free speech, free press, and free assembly are granted if they are
"in accordance with the interests of the people and in order to
strengthen and develop the s0cialist system." And that last line I

.......... was~,~oting ..................................... ~ ........

I have in the past stressed these Contrasts between the
United States and the Soviet Union -- the fundamental and profound
differences between our philosophies of government and ways of life.
And I have always said that our negotiations must be undertaken with
precisely this sort of realism, this sort of candor. And yet while
establlshing this context is essential and reminding ourselves 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 further recognition to the fundamental civil and
political rights of a11.

But before discussing our hopes for the future, I’d like
to turn for a moment to a subject that the Soviets themselves often

The United States may recognize civll and politlcal
rights, but what of economic and social rights? The Soviets point
out, for example, that the United States has an unemployment 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 soclal rights
belong to an essentlally different category from civil and politlcal
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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 noth~.ng 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 everything.

Yes, the United States has social and economic
shortcomings.

....................................... ~D~p~..~nt, for one. As a free people, we’ve created
an.economic expansion that over the past five years has created
nearly 16 million~new Jobs m- 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 commitment
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 governments to care for
the homeless. As a free people, our churches, synagogues, and a host
of volunteer organizatiqns do much to provide the homeless with food,
clothing, and medicines. And yet -- there is no denying that a
problem remains.

Racial discrimination -- our strides as a free’people
during Just the past three decades have been dramatic. Yet the
problem lingers, and we continue 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,
criticizing 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 economy has
made no progress. But the limited successes of the past arose.
largely from constant additions to the labor force and the
availability of inexpensive resources. Now that these have been to a
great extent depleted, there remains a gap between the Soviet Union
and the .West. Indeed, given the enormous advances in Western
technology, 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 development of tremendous significance -- in recent months
they have begun to mention it themselves -- Just like 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 stories
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. Private plots of land make up only
three 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.
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individual who is always the source of economic creativity -- the
inquiring mind that produces a technical breakthrough, the
imagination thac conceives of new products and markets. And in order
for the individual to create, he must have asense of Just that --
his own individuality, his own self-worth. He must sense that others
respect him -- and yes, that his nation respects 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.

And yet there’s a still deeper connection. For it’s the

The Soviets should recognize basic.human rights because
it’s theright thing to do. They should recognize human rights
because they have accepted international obligations 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 relationship with
the United States and other nations -- 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 three years, some-300 political and religious prisoners have
been released from labQrcamps. More recently, the incarceration of
dissidents in mental hospitals and prisons has slowed and, in some
cases stopped completely. 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 brutality.

Now, these changes are limited, and the basic standards
contained in the Helsinki Accords still are not being met. But we
applaud 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 a11. And if I may, I’d like to --
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 churuhes, synagogues, mosques, or other houses of
worship may not exist without 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 religion." 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 expression." And today, there’s more such
freedom in the Soviet Union than two years ago. Many persons
imprisoned for expressing dissenting views have been released from
prison. Thi~ 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
view..

Emigration, third, has long represented a matter of great
concern to us. The Universal 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 six 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
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freedom of movement.

And one point in particular. The Soviets refuse many the
right to leave on the grounds that they possess secret information --
even though the~ had ended their secret work many years before, and
whatever information they had has become public or obsolete. I hope
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 realistic 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 underwent a kind of thnw, a kind of
springtime.

But it was a springtime followed by winter -- for
Khruschev’s relaxations were reversed. And for the nearly three
decades until our~own day, oppression and stagnation once. again
became the determining characteristics of Soviet life.

And that’s ~hy those of us in the West both publicly and
in direct conversation with the Soviets must continue 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 understood." 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 institutionalize 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 granting greater liberty, I am confident that the
soviets will discover that they have made possible eoonomic growth.
But even more important, this recognition of human rights will
advance the cause of peace. For in the words of Andrei Sakharov -- a
man who suffered much under the Soviet system, but who has also
experienced thebenefits of "glasnost", he says, "I am convinced
that international confidence, mutual understanding, disarmament, and
International security areInconceivable without an open society with
freedom of information, freedom 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 economicprogress, let me say a few
words about the present situation in Poland, a 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 economic 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 students. I delight in having an opportunity to
speak on campuses or in high schools or something. And I llke to
point out something 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 yetit is so great it tells the entire difference.
Three words -- "We the people." Our. Constitution is a document in
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which We ~he people tell the government what it can do, and it cando
nothing that Isn0t contained in that document. All those other
constitutions are documents 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 established
another llttle.shingle on the roof of patriotism where they’re
concerned.

I Said this -- 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 Wor!d War II, the Japanese constitution now also says ’We the
people’," and they have copied-us. And I was very happy to stay --
to be corrected. Well, thank you a11, and God bless you. And now
IOm very happy to take some questions. (Applause.)

END 1:12 P.M. CDT



THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary
(Chicago, Illinois)

For Immediate Release

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT
DURING QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION

WITH MEMBERS OF
THE NATIONAL STRATEGY .FORUM

Grand Ballroom
Palmer House Hotel

Chicago, Illinois

May 4, 1988

1:13 P.M. CDT

l~. 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 session.

The rules of engagement, Mr. President, 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 now safely contained in a fishbowl.

THE PRESIDENT: All right.

MR. FRIEDMAN: And the reason for that is that Jris very
important that these questions be drawn on a random basis, which I
shall do now.

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 continued 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 international 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. (Applause.)

MR. FRIEDMAN: Thank you, Mr. President.

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 everyone and then we’ll
name what they believe 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 and
applause.)

this:
MR. FRIEDMAN: The third question, Mr. President, is

In your judgment, what major objectives will Secretary
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Gorbachev be trying to achieve in the forthcoming Moscow summit.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, for one thing, we both do have and
are awaiting ra~ification in both countries of the INF Treaty because
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 that time could be
spent with our signing, or recognizing that it has been signed, and
it’s in action.

The START 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 it’s d~ubtful 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 START 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 Foreign Minister, 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 ~n case Larry Speakes is
in the audience -- (laughter and applause) -- he -- 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
m~ntioned in my speech here. We’re trying -- 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, "Doveryai no
proveryai," and he’s tired of hearing me say it. It means: "Trust
but verify." (Laughter.)

And -- but I give him ~he benefit of the doubt that,
faoed with the economic problems that he has, glasnost with him, he
really is attempting to get that, and so I. would hope that in our
discussions, that maybe we could be helpful to him in suggestions as
to how he might better bring that about. And it -- 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~signatories 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.

Yesterday, in the White House, I met with four
individuals who had all been imprisoned in the Soviet Union, and we
had a hand, I think, in getting them released, and they came here.
You’re talking to’a man -- a clergyman who was in 18 years, and
during the 18 years, his son was beaten to death, and we think there
is some hope, and we’re going to -- that’s whatwe’re going to deal
with.

Is that all of them? (Applause.) 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
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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 volunteering.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Sam Donaldson.

MR. FRIEDMAN: Mr. President, the fifth and final
question of this session is this: What do you consider to be the
most important 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. (Laughter.) I would --
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 solution.
I think maybe I’d answer it this way: I keep -- in my frustration
sometimes -- you know, actually, if you count some of the things
going on in smaller countries and a11, there have 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 threatened by an outer -- 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 a11, 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 qulckly can we rid the world of this threat to
our civillzation and our existence. (Applause.)

END 1:23 P.M. CDT
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know," he said with animation, "but a great many theologians .over a
number of years.., have been struck with the fact that in recent years,
as in no other time in history, have most of these prophecies been coming
together." When the official transcript of the interview was released, the
comments about Armageddon were gone. The White House later sug-
gested that they had been "accidentally" omitted.

Similarly, his aides went to great lengths to conceal potentially em-
barrassing quirks. They were secretive about such matters as the presi-
dent’s and his daughter Maureen’s apparently sincere belief that a ghost
haunted the Lincoln Bedroom (Maureen claimed it had a "red aura"),
the president’s assertion that he had seen a flying saucer, and his ac-
quiescence to Mrs. Reagan’s reliance on, astrology to determine his
schedule.

Press access to the president was more tightly controlled than ever
before, but complaints from journalists stirred little sympathy, perhaps
because the problem was as old as the office. The question of how open
the presidency should be to the public in this most democratic of gov-
ernments was contentious right from the start. When George Washington
announced that he would open his doors to the general public only twice
a week, one senator fumed, "For him to be seen only in public on stated
times, like an eastern Lama, would be... offensive." Despite such
grousing, the presidency has grown progressively more closed to public
inspection ever since. Herbert Hoover was the last president to set aside
time once a week to receive any citizen who wanted to shake his hand.
After that, the public had to rely on the press tO serve as its eyes and
ears m and there, too, access was progressively narrowed. Franklin Roo-
sevelt used to give two press conferences a week, Eisenhower averaged
more than two a month. Kennedy turned his frequent news conferences
into witty jousting matches and took some members of the press into
his closest confidence, getting protection in the bargain. But Reagan was
the most remote. He didn’t socialize with the working press, and he only
gave five news conferences during all of I984. Although a rotating pool
of reporters traveled with him on Air Force One during the campaign,
he never once came back to talk with them, though occasionally he
waved from the Secret Service compartment. David Hoffman of the
Washington Post used to joke that "covering Reagan means having to
say you never saw him."

Yet the staff devoted huge amounts of energy to controlling and shap-
ing the little the public did see of Reagan. This, too, was only new in
the degree to which it took place. Many presidents before Reagan had
harnessed public relations techniques to promote the office: Theodore
Roosevelt may have created the modern "photo opportunity" by staging
a press trip out West Simply to dramatize his interest in conservation.
The Nixon White House, more than any before it, perfected the art of
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3o    l~aver’s-walking Ihrough glass: Marjorie Williams. in a July 13. ~9~7,
profile in Ih¢ Wa.+hin~l+~ P+~.+I. ~fls lhat I~avcr’s brother Bill ~licvcd
~avcr was fclchin~ M~. Reagan a Blass of wnlcr.

31 Po~ibilily of racisl imnge: For a fuller accounl of Dcavcr’s and Baker’s
effo~s agninsl Mee~e in the Bob Jones Univcrsily case. ~ce Lawrence I.
Baffell. Gamhli+~g wilh Ilist+,~’ (New York: Penguin. 1984), p. 415,
"If you Ihink Ihnl wa~ a go-ahead": Inlcrvicw with a former senior NSC

official. Novcm~r 1987.
32 "Reagan is like n greal race horse": Inlervicw with Miller. Novcm~r 198%

33 "Reagan arguments": One of lbe earliesl and ~sl accounls of Rcagan’s
o~raling style ap~a~d in Time. I~cem~r ~3, ~98~, re~ed by Doug
Brow and John Stacks.

33 Politicizing intelligence: A gtm~ example can ~ fi~und in David Stock-
man’s account of Caspar Wein~rger’s distorted charts, exaggerating the
~ril of Soviel milila~ slmngih in order to convince Reagan to fully back
his pro~sed increases in defense s~nding: Sl~kman. The 7>iumph of
PoliH+’~ (New York: Hair & Row, ~986). p. 29o.

33 "if he wenl one-on-one": Inlerview with ~ke, August ~987.

33 "he was I~ hmse": Swakcs explained in an August 1987 interview that
~avcr velc¢d a pro~scd Q and A with high schcml students before the
Geneva summit on Ihe theo~ Ihat Reagan would ~ "too loose" and s~ak
I~ freely. Similarly. former White llouse aide Judi Buckclew said. "The
staff was always l~ing Io keep him away from lhcse high school groups
that would come in to have their pictures taken. ~cause he’d stand around
and answer all their questions, saying all kinds of things. The staff would
literally lug him away from these kids."

34 Ghosl in the Lincoln Bedr~m: Inlewiew with Maureen Reagan. January
~987.

34 Flying saucer: In the summer of 1974. Norman C. Miller, then a reporter
for the Wall Street J+mrnal and now national editor of Ihe L+~s Angeles
Times. was lold by Governor Reagan about his having sighled an unidcn-
lificd flying object on a flight in his private plane. Reagan had convinced
his pilot to follow the object, which was heading toward Bakersfield. But
then. he told Miller. "’il ~ent slraighl up["

Reagan stem lold his wife aboul what he had seen. and lhey did some
~rsonal research. Reagan mlalcd to Miller lhat they had found references
to UFOs in Egyptian hieroglyphics. Reagan was extremely animated as he
s~ke. and it ~came clear lo Miller that the governor really ~licvcd in

. flying saucers. But when Miller asked him. "Govermw. arc you telling mc
you saw a UFO~" hc said that Reagan seemed to remcm~r suddenly lhat

he was talking to a rc~Hcr.."This look crossed his face." recalled Miller.
who said that Reagan lhcn replied. "Let’s just say that I’m agnostic." This
was also the answer Reagan gave in ~988 when questions aa+sc about
whether he shared his wife’s ~licf in aslrology. Interview with Miller.
June 1988.

Them is much evidence that the Reagans consulted astrologers regularly
at least as early as ~95~. In his aulobiography, Reagan holed Ihat lhcy
considered tlollywtm~ .slargazer Carroll Righlcr a good friend and starled
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each morning by looking at their horoscopes. Ronald Reagan and Richard
Heubler, Where’s the Rest of Me? (New York: Dutton, 1965), p. 283, and
Martin Gardner, "Seeing Stars," New York Review of Books, June 30,
1988.

30, "For him to be seen": In James Thomas Flexner, George Washington and
the New Nation (Boston: Little, Brown, t97o), p. Io5.

34 Herbert Hoover: Neustadt,. "Approaches to Staffing the Presidency," p.
862.

34 Press conference habits: David Broder, Behind the Front page (New York:
Simon and Schuster, 1987), p. 153.

35 "death sentences": Interview with Larry Speakes, August 1987.

35 "to find out who was running": interview with Terry Arthur, October 1987.

36 "To me, the White House": Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Caveat: Realism,
Reagan and Foreign Policy (New York: Macmillan, 1984), p. 85.

36 "i’ve got ’luck you’ money": interview with Regan by Johanna Neuman
of USA Today and Owen Ullmann of the Knight-Ridder News Service,
December 7, ~986. ’

36 $40 million blind trust: Regan neither confirmed nor denied accounts sug-
gesting that he came into government with a $4o million fortune. Interview
with Regan, June 1988. ¯

36 "close enough to hear the whistle blow": Reagan’s press conference, June
16, 1981, in Cannon, Reagan, p. 22.

36 the rich grew richer: According to the November 1987 Congressional
Budget Office analysis, between 1977 and 1988, 80% of U.S. families saw
their incomes decline (after adjustments for inflation). But the richest !o%
had income increases of t6%, the top 5% had increases on the average of
23%, and the very highest t% of the population saw its income rise a full

37 Donald Regan: By far the best newspaper account of Regan’s early years
is the two-part profile by Myra McPherson, Washington Post, February 13
and t4, 1985.

37 "Although i could walk home": Thomas P. O’Neill, Jr.; Man of the House
(New York: Random House, 1987), p. 6.

37 "Sure, they can do it": Interview with Regan by Jane Mayer and Ellen
Hume of the Wall Street Journal, August t986.

37 "i was never sure": Interview with Quint, August 1987.
38 "white men, gray men": Theodore White, In Search of History (New York:

Warner, 1979), PP. 41-42.
38 "Daddy": Chris Welles, "The Making of a Treasury Secretary," Institu-

tional Investor, March 1981.
39 "an absolute dictator": Ibid.

39 Clifford’s help promoting Regan: Interview with Clifford, June 1988; Peter
Biimelow, "The Real Donald Regan," Barron’s, March 9, 1981, p. 31.

39. Regan as third choice for Treasury secretary: Barrett, Gambling with His-
tory, p. 67. He suggests Regan’s name came up only after Wil!iam Simon
refused to take the post unless he was guaranteed to be the administration’s
top economic spokesman. Walter Wriston, the chairman of Citibank, also
backed out. According to one administration source, a third choice, George
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Open Government

Reagan faulted .for
growing secrecy

By Carl M. Cannon

WASHINGTON.-- Blaming the Rea-
gan administration for. an "explo-
sion" of government secrecy, a civil
liberties group .yesterday: called.on
all 1988 presidential candidates to
commit lhemselves to more open
government.

In announcing its program to com-
bat government secrecy,.2,,e,a~le for
the hmericah Way -- f6-unded as a
counter,#~t to Christian funda-
mentalists of the New Right -- re-
leased a ll2-page report that it. said
discloses ways in which secrecy has
become more prevalent under Prdsi-
dent Reagan; .

"The most important mes~.age of
this report is that excessive’secrecy
is becoming institutionalized? and
could become a permanent part of
our government unless the people
take notice and their elected officials
take action," said Arthur Kropp,
president of People for the American
Way.

The report was accompanied by a
Roper poll reporting that 68: percent
of 1,017 adults surveyed Nov. 6-13
believed that the government was
"not sufficiently open" with the
American people. Twenty-seven per-
cent said the government was suffi-
’ciently open, and 5 percent said they
did not know or did not respond.

"Du~ing the 40 years since the pas-
sage of the National Security Act,
there has been a growing tendency
to classify more and more and oper-
ate in secret," said John Buchanan,
chairman..of the group and a former
Republican congressman from Ala-
bama. "But there has been an explo-
sion during the seven years of the
Reagan presidency."
. Administration officials, did n.0.t
d.eny .it.
.~"It’s generally true," Whiti~ House
spokesman B.J. Cooper said. "The.
President. had a concern over the
laxity of handling these materials
when he came into office, and the
administration has acted to fix it,"

The authors of the report conclud-
ed that, in many instances, national
security is hardly the issue.

The report said the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, under .the
name of reducing waste in govern-
ment, had squelched efforts by other
government agencies to educate
¯ Americans about dangers in the
workplace and the home.

Among the publications elimi-
nated were pamphlets discussing
household poisons,, asbestos~, mine
safety, auto safety and the possible ill
effects of video display terminals on
pregnant women.

in addition, the report asserts .that
even when dealing directly with
matters of potential national secu-
rity, the administration’s "zeal for
classification ... has thwarted the
democratic .process." It cited numer-
ous examples, including the follow-
ing:
- * The Pentagon’s "black budget"
or "secret budget" has increased
from $$ billion in 1981 to $28 billion
in 1988. Details of these projects are
known to only a handful of members
in Congress, and making them secret
)ncreases the chances of contractor
fraud, the report said..

¯ The President has is’sued at least
280 "secret laws," also known as Na-
tional Security Decision Directives,
w!thout congressional votes. One of
these directives authorized the disin.
formation campaign directed against
Libyan leader Moammar. Gadhafi. "

¯ The administration has in-
creased the annual ¢mmber of classi-
fied dgcuments by as much as 40
oercent, and some of the documents
classified, are ~eadily available-in
public libraries.

¯ The administration has at-
tempted to institute lie detector tests
for high-ranking.government offi-
cials and has required federal ffork-
ers to sign lifetime yOws of.silence.

¯ The administration has.been at
the forefront bf efforts, some of them
successful, to persuade Congress to
weaken the .Freedom of Information
Act.

Philadelphia Inquirer, December 18, 1987
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Secret Encounter Revealed
Reagan Saw UFO While
Flying - And Ordered
His Pilot to Follow It

Ronald Reagan saw a UFO during an-air-
plane flight while he was governor of California
-- and ordered his pilot to follow the mysteri-
ous object as it streaked and zigzagged across
the night sky.

The phenomenal close en-
counter happened in 1974,
and left Reagan so inter-
ested in UFOs that he re-
searched the history of UFO
sightings going back cen-
turies!

There’s a brief mention ofstraight, up into theReagan’s sighting in the new
~book "Landslide: The Un-heuvens.
making of the President" --

-- RonaldReaganand now The ENQUIRER ¯
has uncovered thefull, fasci-
nating story in intervi.ews
with his former personal
pilot and others in the know.

Veteran pilot Bill Paynter, ~’~
who’s still flying at 72, re- W~.~I
vealed: I~~~..~,

"I.was the pilot of the i~~ ~.q!
plane when we saw the UFO. |~
Also on board were ~o. ~~.,
Reagan and a couple of his

flying in a C~ssna Citation. ~~
It was maybe 9 or 10 o’clock ~
at night. ¯

We were near Bakers-~~-~’Z~~’’
"field whenGay. Reagan and
the others called my atten-I~~,~
tion to abig light flying a bitI
behind my plane. PILOT Bill Paynter says

"It appeared to be several Reagan was amazed by
hundred yards away. It was
a fairly steady light until it
began to .accelerate, then it
appeared to e.longate.

"Then the light took off. It
went up at a ~5-degree angle
-- at a high rate of speed.
Everyone on the plane was
surprised.

"Gov. Reagan expressed
amazement. I told. the others
I didn’t know what it was.?

The mysterious object def-
initely wasn’t just another
airplane, Paynter told The
ENQUIRER.

"The UFO went from a
normal cruise speed to a fan-
tastic speed instantly. If you
give an airplane power it
will accelerate --.but not
like a hot rod, and that’s
what this was like."

Reagan himself described
the sighting one week later to
Norman C. Miller, then Wash.
ington Bureau chief for the
Wall Street Journal, accord-
ing to Doyle McManus, coau-
thor of "Landslide."

McManus says Miller told
him that during a flight with
Reagan from Los Angeles to
S~cramento, Reagan gazed

"We followed it Several
minutes. It was u bright
white light.., und ull
of n sudden to our ut,.
ter um,,,ement it went

the UFO sighting:

NEWSMAN Norman C.
Miller says Reagan told
him about the sighting.

i out the window and sud-
denly said to Miller:

"I was in a plane last week
when I looked out the-win-
dow and saw this white light.
It was zigzagging around.

"I went up to the pilot and
said, ’Have you ever seen

" CLOSE ENCOUNTER:~ Ronald Reagan while flying at night in-1974. After the
saw a bright UFO,in the California "skies sighting, he and Nancy researched UFOs.

anything like that? He was of the -Los Angeles Times, [ Reagan’s campaign for gov-
shocked and he said, ’Nape.’ confirmed Reagan" had told ] ernor, they were riding

"And I said to him: ’Let’s him about seeing a-UFO. - through a California valley
follow it!" "I didn’t report the con- one night when the subject

"We followed it several versation at the time," he I of flying saucers came up.
minutes. It was a bright said. "I was writing a column I ?It was a beautiful night,"
white light. We followed it to at the Wall Street Journal [ Bdyarsky remembered. "We
Bakersfield, and all of a sud- then, and I could never fig- were looking up at the stars
den to our utter amazement
it went straight up into .the
heavens. When I got bff the
plane, I told Nancy all about
iL And we read up on the
long history of UFOs. You
know, even the Egyptians re-
ferred to UFOs in their hier-
oglyphics!"

As Reagan was. telling
Miller about his sighting,
"he was constantly poinRng
out the window and gesticu-
lating about how the object
went straight up in the air,"
author McManus disclosed.

McManus said Miller told
him: "I sat there with my
mouth wide open at what-I
was hearing.. Then I said .to
Reagan: ’Are you telling me,
Governor, that you believe
in UFOs??

"When I asked him that
question, a look of horror
came. over him. It suddenly
dawned on him .what he was
saying, the implications, and
that he was talking to a re-
porter. He snapped back to
reality and said, ’Let’s just
say that on the subject of
UFOs I’m an agnostic (nei-
ther a believer nor.a nonbe-
liever).’"

Miller, now national editor

ure out how to get a whole
column out of it.
. "Reagan didn’t go into de-
tail about ¯ the, research he
and-his wife had done, be-
cause it was at that point
that I asked him if he be-
lieved in UFOs and h~
clammed up."

In fact, Reagan had been a
believer in UFOs for years
before he actually saw one,
according to Los Angeles
Times reporter Bill Boyar-
sky.

The newsman said that in
1965, while he was .coverin

in the sky, and Reagan told
me he.believed in flying sau-
cers. He said he had a friend
wh0’d actually seen one."

Pilot Paynter, who now
owns a freight airline in Sac-
ramento, said he and Reagan’
talked about their 1974
sighting ."from time to time"
after the night it happened.

"But we didn’t file a re-
port on the object because
for a long time they consid-
ered you a nut ff you saw a
UFO."

-- ALAN BRAHAM SMITH
end KEN POTTER

Look What’sHappened Since
You Last Read The Enquirer

¯ LAST WEEK American i
thrill-seekers splashed and!
paddled their way through
38,000 white water raft trips.
Ten years ago, Americans

.took only 480 trips a week.
LAST WEEK five more

people sued the U.S. Air
Force for damages caused by
sonic, booms -- shock waves
caused by jetsbreaking the
sound barrier. Based on past

results, the Air Force will
pay up on three of those
claims.

LAST WEEK American
industry used 135 million
bolts and large screws to
hold things together --
that’s more than 13,000 a
minute. According to one
study, about 30 percent of
them -- or some 40 million
-- were defective..
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AM-Reagan-Space Invaders
Reagan Follows Astrologic.al Flab"W:ith Comment"on Space Invaders
With AM-Reagan~ Bit "
By TERENCE HUNT ..
AP White House Correspondent

CHICAGO (AP) One day aEteP
astrology at the White House P~esident Reagan said, Wednesday he
often wonders what would happen iE the Earth were in, vaded by "a
Dower fr-om outter space. "

Reagan made the comment during ~ question and answer session
mfter a Chicago speech when someone msked what he felt was the most
important need in international ~relations~

He spoke o~ the importance of frankness and for m desire for
peaceful solutions~ and went on to say that there hav~"~been "about
114 w~.rs" since World World I!~ ~including conf’licts between
~malle~- nations~

"But I"ve often wondered~ ~hat if all of u~Jn the ~world
d iscovered~hat we were threatened by an oute~ a roweC from outer
~pace~ f~’om another planet~ " Reagan said,

"Wouldn"t we all of a sudden find that we didn"t h.ave any
differences between us at all~ we were all human beings~ citizens
of the world~ and wouldn"t we come together ~tofigh~ ~that
pm~ticular threat7" the president said.

Continuing~ Re~agan said~ "Weil~ in
that kind today~ mentioning nuclear power a~min. We~now have
weapon thmt can destroy the wo~-Id~ and why don"t we necognize that
threat more clearly and then come together with one mim in mind~
how smfely~ sanely mnd quickly can we rid the world ~of tNis thre~
to our civilization and oL~r e~:istence,"

The comment drew mpplau~e from the members of the. Nmtionml
Strategy Forum~ a non-partisan group that specializes ~in ~oreign
policy and national security issues,                k~       .,

A day eaPlier., Whi.te Hottse spokesman MaPlin FitzwateP
acknowledged that Nancy’ Reagan had consulted ~ an astPologeP about
the president"s tr’avet and schedule plans.

Reagan said Tuesday he has never’ based any de~isi@n "in my
mind" ~n astPo].ogi.~al Eor~ecasts, but he avoided a qL~tion about
as[:rological influence on his schedule.
/ The revelation that. the Reagans Eollow as~Pology pP~mpted taunts
Erom Congress and harsh cPiticism #tom some s~ientists who c~nsideP
astP~logy woPth less.
’~P-NY-05-04.-88 1547EDT -
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Reagan Ba. cks Act .on Star Wars
Cites Technolog cal Advances Urging Early Deployment
By JAMES GERSTENZANG, ~imes Staff Writer : .-

¯ . ~

WASHINGTON--President
¯ Reagan, marking the fifth anniver-
¯ ~ sary of his "Star Wars" proposal,

said Monday the United .States
would move to deploy elements Of ¯
the space.based missile defense.
.system as soon as they are ready,
thereby denying the Soviets ’~con-
fidence in their ability to achieve
any objectives through the use of

But the President gave no indi-
cation of: any scientific break-
throughs that would allow initial
deployment before the early.

¯ 1990s--a schedule that would leave,
.to his successor .the crucial deci-.
s~ons on.~mplementmg the syste .
¯ Reagan, ¯while chastising Con-

gress for not meeting his budget
requests for the Strategic Defense
Initiative, as the program is for-
mally known, said technological
advances have still come "more
rapidly than many of us e~,er .
dreamed possible."

Delay’Uncon~ionable’ ...
"..,. Given the gravity of the

nuclear threat to humanity, any
unnecessary delay in the develop-
ment. and deployment of SDI i~
unconscionable. And ¯that’s why
we’ll move .. forward, when ready,
with phased.deployments of SDI,’.
he said. ¯ "              , -

R.eagan made his remarks in a
speech, to a conference organized.
by the Institute for Foreign Policy
Analysis of Cambridge, Mass., a

¯ nonprofit research group that stud-
. ies national security issues.
: " The Pz’esident’s address put his

~ stamp, as has been expected, on
plans disclosed by the Pentagon in
September to push ahead with the
phased deployment of the contro-
versial, multibillion-doilar system

i before it is fully developed.
Last year, some in the Adminis-

tration and defense community had
.discouraged partial deployment,
[ arguing that putting up, anything
I beyond a very rudimentary system.
~, would violate the 1972 Anti-Ballis-

~ tic Missile Treaty and also would
,..drain money away from ~esearch

on the latter stages of the system.
~     However, former Defense Secre-
: " t~ary Caspar W. Weinberger argued
.... strongly for early deployment as an

important deterrent againstnucle-
ar aggression. Analysts also saw it
as a method of undercutting any.

program. ¯ .... i ...
.. Reagan is seeking $4.5 billion for
the program in fiscal 1989. Con-
gressional cuts in the Pentagon’s
requests have led to a reassessment
of the program’s scope, and this
summer a defense ad_..visory panel

. will review its goals and make
recommendations on shifting from
research to development. "

As envisioned by the Pentagon,
the initial phase would entail six
individual progi’ams inten,~-’l to
track enemy missiles and wa., ..~ads
and intercept them at different
stages of their intercontinental
flight.

The system, however, would not
include the more sophisticated
weapons intended to destroy .ene-
my ’missiles and warheads with
lasers. If a fully operational net-
work of anti-missile weapons can
be achieved, it would not be ready
until perhaps the next century,
scientists have said.

White House spokesman Marlin
Fitzwater on Monday described the
missile defense program as "the top
priority" for the President and said
the speech amounted to the an-
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nouncement of "the beginning of a
Phase 1 implementation program."

But a Pentagbn spokesman.
termed the address as less signjfi-

. cant, .noting that it .revisited plans
laid out by the department in the

¯ fall and discussed extensively since
then. "It puts the presidential chop
on the" whole thing," said one
White House official.

Reagan sought in his address to
draw attention ~.o the opposition the
program faces in Congress and
among others, including some sci-
entists who questiod whether its
goals are feasible.

~=-"If we’ve learned anything
~five years, it’s that it’s sometimes
easier to bring into being new
technologies than it is to bring
about new thinking on some sub-
jects. Breakthroughs in physics are
sometimes easier than break-
throughs in psyches," the Presi-
dent said.
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