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Carter’s UFOs
: Jimmy Carter's favorite movie lately is Close En-
counters of the Third Kind. As a matter of fact, the
President has seen the movie several times.

; This news has given renewed encouragement to
UFO, buffs who were discouraged by the govern-
ment’s January decision to drop plans for new inves-
tigations of the UFO phenomenon.

_» Last July the White House requested the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration to take
another look at the UFO sightings. NASA later re-
ported, however, that there was nothing new to war-
rant further investigation and the matter was drop-

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

*But then Jimmy Carter discovered Close
Encounters of the Third Kind. Hope has returned.
Should Carter be helicoptering to Devil’s Tower,
Wyoming, sometime soon, NASA won’t need a lunch
Wrapper clue. oe
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Have violated, I feel, at this time, and we intend to

carry out. Obviously I can't do everything that I want to.

Nobody could. But I am determined to do my best.

MR. DeFRANK: Is there anything about being

President which has surprised you so far or proven

particularly frustrating? Some of your closest friends

and advisers worry that you concern yourself with too much

detail and that to some extent you take your "in-basket"

too seriously. Would you agree?

THE PRESIDENT: That has always been my nature.

I couldn't do it otherwise. The last week, for instance,

I spent an extraordinary time working on the energy

question, the two messages, and trying to make the final

decision, and in the process my in-basket built up. By

midnight last night my in-basket was empty. Ordinarly

I don't get more than four or five hours behind on my

incoming responsibilities.

I have made one decision quite early that saved

me from myself, and that is to appoint Cabinet officers

who can manage their own departments without my interference.

I have never felt constrained to look behind any

of the Cabinet Secretaries to check on their performance

of duty, and I have never felt restrained to ask any of

my White House staff members to do that; that they are

strong and able and competent and independent. And in order

to make sure that I know what goes on under those circumstances,

We have initiated a weekly Cabinet meeting where we spend

two, sometimes three hours together going over those matters.

I have been pleasantly surprised at the President's

job. I had been a Governor. There are a lot of parallels.

Obviously, there are two things that are not parallel, is the

defense matters and foreign affairs. (Inaudible) nuclear

decisions, both in power production, reprocessing, non-

proliferation and weapons. But I have been pleasantly

surprised at the harmony that now exists within my own

staff here in the White House, between the staff and the

Cabinet officers and among the Cabinet officers themselves.

I have found it difficult to accept the complete

absence of confidentiality. I have just come to expect that

| when I have a conversation about a sensitive matter in

| private, that it is going to be made public very quickly.

a
f
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a little more cautious about my

na tentative basis or when Lt

potentially personal embarrassing
| And I had to be

oppression of opinion 
o

| affects some personal
,

subject.

That has been an opinion that Il haven't been

able to accommodate yet.

MR. DeFRANK: That must be the reason why

Hamilton never tells us who wins
.

THE PRESIDENT: I could say this: We are

pretty evenly matched.

MR. DeFRANK: That is not what he says. He

says you are not evenly matched and you kill
 him.

MS. CLIFT: Some people in and out of government

feel that you might be trying to do too much
 too fast.

And the energy package, for example, one of you
r own aids

said it could have used 30 days of staff work
. Is that a

fair criticism?

THE PRESIDENT: Not in the case of energy. I

ther areas we have tried to move too fa
st,

built-in delay mechanism that exists in
ou from moving too fast.

think in some oO

but there is a

the Federal Government that
 saves y

You might try to move too fast, so I don't think

that you often do. To the extent that we don't do our

staff work, when our proposals get to Congres
s they get

bogged down in committees unnecessar
ily.

t Had I had another 30 days onI believe tha
any substantial

the energy package there would not ha
ve been

difference on what we proposed.

The one item on which we changed our mind in

a major degree was the $50 rebate. At the time we made

the decision (inaudible) everything about t
he economy was

dismal, growth was down, employment was up, infl
ation was

less than it is now. That has recovered so well so that

I think even the latest data that came out sinc
e we ‘made

that decision is confirmed that we just don't n
eed Lt.

a
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Defense Threat Reduction Agency
45045 Aviation Drive, Dulles, VA 20166-7517

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

Director

Deputy Director

The Defense Threat Reduction Agency

(OTRA) was established as a separate

agency of the Department of Defense on

October 1, 1998, by DOD Directive

5105.62. DTRA was formed by the

consolidation of selected elements of the

Office of the Secretary of Defense, the

Defense Special Weapons Agency, the

On-Site Inspection Agency, and the

Defense Technology Security

Administration. DTRA is a combat

support agency of the Department of

Defense and is under the authority,

direction, and control of the Under

Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and

Jay C. DAvis

Maj. GEN. WILLIAM F. MOORE,

USAF

Technology. DTRA is responsible for

threat reduction to the United States and

its allies from nuclear, biological,

chemical (NBC), and other special

weapons, as well as advanced

conventional weapons. Through the

execution of technology security

activities, cooperative threat reduction

programs, arms control treaty monitoring
and on-site inspection, force protection,

NBC defense, and counterproliferation,

DTRA supports the U.S. nuclear

deterrent and provides technical support

on weapons of mass destruction matters

to DOD components.

For further information, contact the Office of Public Affairs, Defense Threat Reduction Agency, 45045

Aviation Drive, Dulles, VA 20166-7517. Phone, 703-810-4326. Internet, http://www.dtra.mil/.

National Imagery and Mapping Agency
4600 Sangamore Road, Bethesda, MD 20816-5003

Phone, 301-227-7400. Internet, http://\www.nima.mil/.

Director

Deputy Director

Deputy Director, Operations

Deputy Director, Systems and Technology

Deputy Director, Corporate Affairs

Chief of Staff

Lt. Gen. JAMES C. KING, USA

LEO HAZLEWOOD

ROBERTA E. LENCZOWSKI

WILLIAM R. ALLDER, JR.

W. DOUGLAS SMITH

COL. MICHAEL THOMPSON, USA

The National Imagery and Mapping

Agency (NIMA) was established on

October 1, 1996, as a member of the

intelligence community and a

Department of Defense combat support

agency. It is chartered under DOD

Directive 5105.60, pursuant to the

National Imagery and Mapping Agency

Act of 1996 (10 U.S.C. 441 et seq.)

NIMA operates under the authority,

direction, and control of the Secretary of

Defense, with the advice of the

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and

in accordance with the policies and

priorities established by the Director of

Central Intelligence. The Assistant

Secretary of Defense for Command,

Control, Communications, and

Intelligence exercises overall supervision

over NIMA.

The Agency is responsible for

providing timely, relevant, and accurate

imagery, imagery intelligence, and

geospatial information in support of the

national security objectives of the United

States. With a vision of guaranteeing the

information edge, NIMA is committed to

delivering the imagery and geospatial

information that gives national

policymakers and military users

information superiority in a rapidly

changing global environment.

NIMA supports national policy

objectives by committing substantial

imagery analysis resources to national

priorities, especially as they relate to

diplomatic and regional security policy,

arms control and treaty monitoring

activities, counterterrorism,

nonproliferation, chemical and

biological warfare, and information

operations activities.

NIMA also provides geospatial

information, such as neural and cultural
feature data, elevation data, controlled

imagery, international boundaries, and

place names necessary to understanding

the context of intelligence information.

This information supports a full range of
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diplomatic, disaster relief,

countermobility, no-fly zone

enforcement, force protection, and

humanitarian and multi-national

peacekeeping activities.

NIMA also provides accurate and

current geospatial information required

by the unified combatant commands to

plan, operate, and if necessary, fight and

win. NIMA‘s stragtegy supports

operational readiness through a

concentrated investment in geospatial

foundation data, including controlled

imagery, digital elevation data, and

selected feature information, which can

be rapidly augmented and fused with

other spatially referenced information,

such as intelligence, weather, and

logistics data. The result is an integrated

digital view of the mission space that is

crucial for diplomatic, military, and civil

relief operations.

NIMA is headquartered in Bethesda,

MD, and operates major facilities in

Washington, DC, Reston, VA, and St.

Louis, MO.

For further information, contact the National Imagery and Mapping Agency, 4600 Sangamore Road,

Bethesda, MD 20816-5003. Phone, 800-826-0342, or 301-227-7386. Fax, 301-227-7638. Internet, http:/
/www.nima.mil/.

National Security Agency/Central Security Service
Fort George G. Meade, MD 20755-6000

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

Director

Deputy Director

Maj. GEN. MICHAEL V. HAYDEN ,

USAF

BARBARA A. MCNAMARA

The National Security Agency was

established by Presidential directive in

1952 as a separately organized agency

within the Department of Defense. In

this directive, the President designated

the Secretary of Defense as Executive

Agent for the signals intelligence and

communications security activities of the

Government. In 1972, the Central

Security Service was established, also in

accordance with a Presidential

memorandum, to provide a more unified

cryptologic organization within the

Department of Defense, with control

over the signals intelligence activities of

the military services. In 1986, NSA was

designated a combat support agency of

DOD.

As the U.S. cryptologic organization,

NSA/CSS employs the Nation’s premier

codemakers and codebreakers. It ensures

an informed, alert, and secure
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16 The Spell Cast by Weapons of Mass Destruction

signed to enable us to launch a response between the time we 
detect an

incoming attack and the time it actually impacts. The flight time of a bal-

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

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

identified any massive attack. There are elaborate procedures f
or cross-

checking and evaluating the evidence while gathering senior m
ilitary

commanders and civilian officials on a conference telephone call.
 That

could mean rousing people out of a sound sleep, interrupting meet
ings,

locating those who are playing golf or shopping, and so on. There wo
uld

be duty officers continuously in the command centers of the major m
ili-

tary commands, the Pentagon, and the White House, but the probability

of getting most of the principal officials on whom the president
 relies

(e.g., the secretary of defense) on the phone within five to ten min
utes is

not high. Once these officials assembled, they would need some
 time to

ask their own questions and to make their own evaluations before decid-

ing to bring in the president. Scrambling a president summaril
y is not

something that can be done cavalierly, especially if the command
er in

chief is engaged in some very public activity.

Thus, the president would be facing a very short deadline once brought

into the debate. At least ten minutes, and more likely fifteen, woul
d be

needed to transmit an order to launch our weapons, to verify it,
 and to

give the missiles and bombers time enough to launch and fly far 
enough

away to avoid the effects of the incoming attack. That means ther
e could

be as little as three minutes, and at the very most eighteen, to as
semble

principals and for the president to make the most momentous decision in

history (see Figure 1.1). It is irresponsible even to pretend we have the ca-

pability for making a decision of this import under these conditions—or

that we would do so even if we could.

maintaining the pretense of being able to launch on warning

has been an additional way of dissuading the Soviets, and now t
he Rus-

sians, from attempting a surprise attack. Yet that benefit must be wei
ghed

against the risk of keeping a large part of our nuclear force 
on constant

hair-trigger alert. We have had thousands of false alarms of impe
nding

United States, and a few could have spun out of

ent took place on June 3, 1980. Zbigniew “Zbig”
| security affairs,

However,

missile attacks on the

control One such incid

Brzezinski, President Jimmy Carter's assistant for national!

was awakened at 2:26 A.M. by a phone call from Colonel William Od
om, a

eae B
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FIGU ; JRE 1.1 Best and Worst Cases for Firing Our ICBMs Under Attack from Russia

Timeof Impact

0 2 12 20 10

Time to Time to2 Time to T= Sra ‘ ime to Relay

me Assemble Decide Orders and Fire

ac Principals Own Missiles }

Time of Impact

2 7 10 —

Time to Time to T ]

Worst Case Detect Assemble ime to Relay
Attack Principels ao and Fire

cant Dee wn Missiles |

see responsible for matters of nuclear readiness. Odom told him
nies was Pessicting a nuclear attack of 220 missiles on the

oat as ot the specific destination unknown. The alarm bells of

a Sokae Ghee cae oe calls were under way

> ck to °

seats ae all-out attack of 2,220 2 st cpeleeeeom
anning their aircraft and the Pacific Command’s airbo : =oa 

rne command

ge eee off. What flashed through Brzezinski’s mind was that in
Soe a ae it pies be all over for him and most other Wash

i yas determined to ensure that the Sov J
Saee 5 

iet Union would be

a CNet ae Seren had another minute before having to
aan a ae, “ se ront him with a decision on whether to

Mi BR eres Brzezinski asked Odom to give him

eee Sse Pee i 2 : Bae. almost immediately to say that only

obi Se one Eee ad reported the impending attack. The fact

; ohgs saat it indicated there was a computer error in th

ystem The crisis came and went in a matter of minutes.’ rr
Still, the chances of our going to war on the basis of a false alarm h

always been low. A president would see that releasing any cou 3 tiOf nu



52 Points of Non-recovery

ance that would count but how much of our lethal potential would still be

available after a surprise, preemptive attack by the Soviets. Would there be

enough retaliatory potential to pose a devastating threat? If so, that

should deter the Soviets from attempting one, We looked at the worst

possible case—assuming they would launch the most disabling attack

they could and that we would simply ride it out. We then assessed the

number of hard targets and the size of the urban area in the Soviet Union

that our surviving nuclear forces would still be able to destroy. The result

was revealing and meaningful: No matter what the Soviets did, and de-

spite their being ahead of us quantitatively, the United States could still

jevel the entire urban area of the Soviet Union between one and two

times. Put simply, in the worst case imaginable we had much more than

enough invulnerable retaliatory force to destroy the Soviet Union as a so-

ciety. I was encouraged, because I could now tell Downey and his col-

jeagues something relevant to the decisions they had to make

Alas, the conclusion was all too meaningful for the Pentagon. It sent a

clear message that the United States possessed more than enough nuclear

weaponry. Yet at that very moment our military was proposing to build

still another ICBM, the MX. The rationale was that our existing mix of

forces was too vulnerable to surprise attack, something our analysis

dearly disputed. The Pentagon's argument against us at CIA, that we in

the intelligence field were doing war-gaming and that was not our

province was a Sterile bureaucratic ploy.

As we debated this into 1980, | found myself increasingly isolated. Even

the CLA’s analysts were not behind me. They were concerned not to get

the CLA involved in the debate over the MX. There is a strong ethic among

intelligence professionals that they must not take sides on policy issues,

lest they be accused of slanting the intelligence to support their views In-

telligence analyses, however, must be relevant to policymaking. This one

was, and it laid out the facts without taking sides

In December 1980, despite the objections of the secretary of defense, |

sent this analysis to President Carter. It was customary to permit those

who dissented with an intelligence report to include their contrary views

in it. In this instance, the military intelligence organizations dissented, as

did, with my permission, my own staff at CIA. It revealed to me how

eeply embedded the view was that more is better. The¢ [A's analysts,
a

fully measuring whether we matched the Soviets in

Ponts of Non recovery if

every category of nuclear capability, simply could not countenance being

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

Nu. LEAR WEAPONS ARF NOT ONLY MUCH MORE POWRaruL than
conventional ones but are also qualitatively different (see Table 2.1). It is

not too far-fetched to think of them as small pieces of sun brought to

earth, creating effects otherwise not experienced. That nuclear weapons

are a species unto themselves is best shown by the terminology we employ

to describe their power. The pound is the unit of measure for the explo

sive in conventional munitions. In contrast, for nuclear munitions the

unit of measure is the metric tonne (2,200 pounds), but the weapons are

so powerful that we refer to their force in kilotons (KT—thousands of

tonnes) and even megatons (MT—millions of tonnes). Five hundred

pounds of TNT is the explosive force of a common conventional bomb

in contrast, a typical warhead in Russia's strategic arsenal carries 550 KT

of force. A 550-KT weapon is the equivalent of 550 ¥ 1,000 (kilo) ¥ 2,200

(Ibs./metric tonne), that is, 1,210,000,000 pounds of conventional explo

sive. A freight train 150 miles long would be needed to transport that

much conventional explosive to an airfield. It would take more than

25,000 sorties by our most modern bomber, the B-2, to deliver it. In the

course of some 44,000 aircraft sorties during the six-week air campaign in

the Gulf War in 1991, we dropped only 84,000 metric tonnes of conven

tional bombs, or less than one-fifth of the explosive force of a single 550

KT nuclear bomb.’

It is understandable that we prefer to use MT and KT instead of ten

figure numerals when referring to the force of nuclear weapons; the

acronyms are much handier. Doing so, however, has encouraged us to talk

rather cavalierly about the magnitude of the power involved. For instance

it is not so incongruous to talk about a “small” nuclear warhead when we

label it as .1 KT. A warhead of that lethality is small enough to fit in an a

tillery shell but is the equivalent of .1 ¥ 1,000 (kilo) ¥ 2,200 (Ibs./ton

or 220,000 pounds of conventional explosive. That means that every time

a nuclear artillery shell is fired it is the same as launching five fully loaded

B-2 bombers at the target

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

with 1.2 billion pounds of conventional explosive, or .| KT of nuclea
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the Joint Chiefs of Staff, or even from Zbig Brrezinski, who favored the

MX. They simply shifted the discussion to whether the president should
select a large- or moderate-size version of the missile. My opinion was

that the smaller MX was decidedly preferable because we would have the

option of making it modestly mobile, and hence less vulnerable, b
y

mounting it on a truck trailer, a railroad car, or an aircraft, What our mil-
itary Gearty wanted was the most powerful counterweight to th

e even

larger ICBMs on the Soviet side. The unspoken argument favoring the

larger missile, however, was that nothing less would placate those senators

who were waveringon whether to ratify SALT IL. It was going to be
 nip

and tuck to garner the sixty-seven votes necessary for approval. T
he pres-

ident had to hook some of the senators who were in doubt, and the MX

was the bait.

As the meeting drew to a close, President

derstand the discussion, everyone agrees we should proceed with the MX

and in the larger version.” | raised my hand: “Mr. President, it is not my

role to comment on policy issues, but your use of ‘everyone’ included me.

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

Carter said, in effect, “As | un-

CC anncinn THE UNDERLYING PREMISES of our nuclear policies a
s

fundamentally as | have suggested would require dedicated leadership by

the U.S. president and Congress alike. We have aspired in the pastto simi-

larly dramatic changes but have always failed. In 1946 we submi
tted the

Acheson-Lilienthal/Baruch plan to the United Nations for interna
tional

control over nuclear technology, either for weapons or energy, the end ob-

jective being to dispense with nuclear weapons entirely. The Soviet Union

thought this was a guise for perpetuating U.S. nuclear hegemony, and the

plan was killed almost the moment it was submitted. In 1986 in Reyk-

javik, Iceland, Ronald Reagan and Mikhail Gorbachev, working
 without

advisers, almost agreed to eliminate either all ballistic missiles (th
e US.

proposal) or all strategic nuclear weapons (the Soviet proposal) 
within

ten years. This startling breakthrough foundered on differ
ences over

strategic defenses.

The question today is whether these precedents suggest we should pro-

ceed cautiously toward similarly revolutionary changes or, with the end of

the Cold War, whether we should hold out for even greater change.
 In my

i ; ‘* rr a.
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Reshaping Decisionmaking ”

view, the forces of resistance are sufficiently in retreat that a firm commit.

ment from a president could move us forward aggresarvely Moreover, to

proceed piecemeal would only play into the hands of those who will seek

to slow the process at every stage.

Surprisingly, however, presidents have not played decisive roles in de-

ciding numbers of nuclear weapons or plans for targeting them, although

they certainly knew that the numbers tn our arsenal and the amount of

damage designed into our war plans were excessive. We can surmise 4

number of reasons for their reluctance to grapple directly with these

wasteful and risky practices. One is that mastering nuclear terminology

and technology is time consuming. It also requires perseverance, because

military officers are always reluctant to involve civilians in war plans—

conventional or nuclear—lest the civilians tinker without possessing ade-

quate expertise. That feeling has been especially strong with nuclear plans

because they have been considered so essential to the nation’s security.

Early in the nuclear era, this aversion to outside interference bordered

on insubordination. .

those plans.’ beMay was an extremist, but his reluctance to share intorma-

tion on nuclear war plans persisted. Beginning with Robert McNamara in

1961, secretaries of defense intruded more and more into this military

province,

Dur

ing the late 1970s, President Carter made a diligent, personal effort to un-

derstand our nuclear position. By 1989 the balance had tipped sufficiently

that President George Bush, through Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney,

put his hand directly on the targeting situation, eliminating thousands of

unnecessary targets. And in 1991 President Bush unilaterally withdrew al-

most all tactical nuclear weapons from deployed positions.

One reason this process took so long is that it has been neither neves-

sary nor advantageous for a president to stir up the issue of reducing

numbers of nuclear weapons. It was not necessary because all had conti-
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all bets were off. Since | could not imagine the United States starting a nu ments part to generate it. The excuse against public invol mn

dear war with Russia, it looked like the legal point was an ac ademic ex les to be secrecy. There are, though, only two sectors where wecrecy on
i cuse to help justify larger forces. IU also fit General LeMay's thesis that we weapons of mass destruction remains necessary. One is owe capubilitie
| sii then 

and intentions for retaliating to attacks with weapons of is, festri :

| lef feeling that despite all the changes that had taken place since Our tion. The other is advanced techniques for making such wea om : h
| tis LeMay lef SAC in 1957, his influence on StratCom was much stronger sic equations are readily available, but we do not want ke dat ;

Pen Kae ra 

would simplify the task to reach the hands of would-be proliferators. Ira

for instance, has been forced to follow some cumbersome processes fi ;
refining fissionable material in searching for a nuclear capability. Within

Ss RECY IN A DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT IS ANATHEMA. This ap these limits, we need to devise ways to involve our citizens more. One
plies to the necessary secrecy of intelligence operations, to military war proach would be for the government to publish oa hekartoa ’ _ he. plans and equipment, to illegal or improper activites of the government the public grasp the essential elements of weapons of m 3 te sa t a
itself—and to nuclear strategy. Nowhere in our government has secrecy For example Se ay
been more profound than with respect to nuclear weapons The great em-

phasis on secrecy concerning the Manhattan Project back in 1942 was A guide to the lethality of these weapons could be prod uc at produced in the

easy to understand. After all, we saw ourselves in a fight with Germany on language of nonexperts, This would require the governm tthe g ronment to

of the free world hinged. This carried over into the Cold acknowledge why and how it has historically und t ithoric underestimated thewhich the tate «

Wer. Information about nuclear weapons was one of the first to be se effects of nuclear weapons. Much the same ¥ Id |
Guded in a special compartment above “Top Secret labeled “Restricted explaining the wide variations, even within the gove. run government }

: Data.” Access can stil] be had only with a special permit. A similarly re- estimatesof the effects of chemical and biolOrological weapons

strictive approach was applied to our programs for biological and chemi * Data could be released on the problems others fai t ou ace in

cal weapons when they were active. It carries over to today for much data manulacturing weapons of mass destruction and thd ACUION and (he state

on those programs 
progress of various aspirant countries. There would be ob exit

A partial result of all of this compartmentation of information is that that releasing such data showing just how much we kn =
presidents and the Congress have played a less active role in formulating other countries could compromise én tao — . & es bout

policies on weapons of mass destruction than on any other policy of com need not be the case, however. There are Dik ce sou 7 ;

parabie import and expense Even within the military, access to information of the data, even by deliberetehy < eck th hee oo rey e Orig

on these weapons has been severely restricted. Under these circumstances, It * Information on the past present, and a he P 2 ee
is no wonder citizens have not been well a1 ormed. Indeed, they have been programs for weapons of mass destructior ss ,

misinformed. Many civilian and military experts who shaped policy on nu public to place these programs in ead mt 4 ay i ‘ 4

dear weapons simply lost focus in concocting sophistic theories that never needs. This should include the oe z- Bias. ; 4
F g damage

made sense when first formulated, for example, the necessity of a TRIADof environment

>no Perhaps most important of all, statistescalate nuclear war untu we dominated &> COUICDe released £nuciear forces anc pians t

country. If ever scrutiny by the public was risks we have taken and are takingyatter what the damage to our 
ee

migtier 12 1 Ga £ especially data as

vy by the bureaucracy was so limited, this was It
number of deaths and the amount of destruct we esneeded because scruti

adequate citizen input to policies concerning weapons of mass would be caused by our nuclear war p as Piaiis va S xToday
past. The public needs to understand © extremes
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December 19, 1977

To Dr. Carl Sagan

I greatly appreciate the time you took

from your busy schedule yesterday to

spend two hours with me discussing so

many interesting aspects of astronomy.

It was a welcome diversion from earthly

concerns, as well as most fascinating

and instructive in its own right, to

hear from you about such subjects as

the planets and stars, black holes,

exobiology, and, theprobabilitiesof

extraterrestrraleliten

Many thanks and best wishes to you and

your family for the holiday season.

Sincerely,

_

Li), (eq

Dr. Carl Sagan

iversity

York 14850Ithaca, Ne

wa RECEIVED

DEC21 1977.
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June 12, 1979

To Dr. Cari Sagan

| was pleasedto be able to meet with you on the
Strategic Arms Limitation agreement, and appre-
ciated this opportunity to discuss the issues
involved.

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

Sincerely,

JIMMY GARTER

a
-

-
—
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q} | ome 18, 1979

Dear Dr. Sagan:

As you know, the President and President Brezhnev have

signed today in Vienna a new strategic arms limitation

treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union.

In view of the critical importance of this undertaking,

the President wanted you to see and review the relevant

documents at the earliest opportunity.

I am enclosing courtesy copies of the Treaty and the

Protocelto the Treaty (with their associated Agreed
Statements and Common Understandings); the Joint State-
ment of Principles and Basic Guidelines for Subsequent

Negotiations on the Limitation of Strategic Arms; a

Memorandum Regarding the Establishment of a Data Base

on the Numbers of Strategic Offensive Arms (together

with a Statement of Data on the Numbers of Strategic

Offensive Arms as of the date of signature of the

Treaty); and the Statements on Backfire.

The President will transmit the official texts of these

documents to the Senate upon his return from Vienna.

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

Sincerely,

Frank Press —

Science and Technology Adviser

Dr. Carl Sagan --—--

Departmentof Astronauts
and Space Sciences

space Sei ences Building
Corn University

Ithaca, NY 14853

Enclosures



NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION
: WasuincTon, 0.C, 20546 :

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. Robert E. Leonard

147 Bridgion Road

Westbrook, Me 04092

Dear Mr. Leonard:

Lam absolutely thrilled for you and your family. By acccpting

Christ as your Savior, you have taken the most important stcp

of your lives, one that will lead all o1 you to greater happiness in

_this world and ultimate in the next.

At your reguest, I will be delighted to give you my personal

testimony, Let me emphasize that I view religious beliefs as

very much w personal matter cn lam not suggesting that mine

be adopted in part or in wtal by anyone else.

Msn mand tA Rn Atenme Fatale fe Oe =)
A Graiantict Woantea Vian Niianle ave 

.

wev ee ; Aas AUG LY Ch YLAL AY athivsh 24h WOME

/ and Jesus Carist, Jis Son, is arduous to say the least. In my
early teens, I suffered from a case of Supreme arrogance in

which I even questioned in my mind the existence of Goad I

think all of us go through this phase at one ume or another, My

-. movement from @ position of indecisiveness to commitment wa

a factor of two kinds of experience: one with science ana one

with man.

In my education, as I became exposed to the law and order of the
universe, Twas literally humbled by the unerring perfection of

its mech2nisins; J became conyineed that there must be divine

intent behing iiall. Ii is cne thing to accept natural order asa

‘way of life, but as Tasked the question, "Why?" then God

~enicred in eli Nis glory. Science and religion ecased ta be

antagonisis. On the contrary, they became sisters, Tt was

revealed to roe that while science ivies to leuren more about the

Creation, religion seeks a betier understanding of the Creator.

7
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While through science man tries to harness the forces of nature

around him, through religion he secks to control the forces of

nature within him,

Tocay, in our medern world, many young people in particular fcel

that our rapid advance in the field of science renders such things

as religious be Licis untimely or old-fashioned, They wonder why

we should be satisfi “ in jie something when science tells

us we “know' so many things. Ik was this way for me. The simple

answer to Utils Lveien jon cpretoral io me as I began to gather
scicniific knowledyve: “knowing" introduces more "questions" in an

almost geometric proporticn, For example, our venture into space

has, in actuality, been only the smallest of first steps and has

certainly preseniied us with more mysteries than it has solved.

There is no scientific reason why God cannot retain the same

position in our modcrn world that Ne held before our in guiry into

the nature of just about everything

Atheists the world over call upon science as their crown w. ines

against the existence of Goa, But as the y try to render pro:
throuch scientific reasoning that there is no God, tie simpie and
cance toning truth is Uw their arguments boomerang, for one of

the mest fundamenial laws of natural science is that nothing in the
physiical! world cver happens withovt a cause. There simply cannot
bea creation without some kind of spiritual creator.

Yes, I would have to say that for me the grandeur of the cosmos

confirms my belief in the certainty of 2 Creatur. There are the

gift of love, the will of2 species to hve and propagate, the power-

ful force at work on& gelactic scale, and the growth of an uneainly
seed into a beautiful flower. Finite man cannot begin to sommechend
an ommipreseni, omniscient, omnipotent, and infinite God. In th

final anelysis, any eifort to “reduce Goa to comprehensive
proportions begs irs His greatness, The miverse, as revealed

through scientific inquiry, is the living witness that God has indeed

been at work. Unde rstanding the nature of the creation provides a
substaniive basis Jor the faith by which we attempt to know tlie

-nature of the Crentor. My experience with science, then, Jed me

to God--it was as if I were putting a face on God

My experience with man led re in the same direction. One aspect

about human behavior that cannot be understood without believing in

S
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Divine }In tent is “conscience.'' An animal's actions are solely
controlice by its basic instincts and urges, such as hunger, fear,

love, and need for shelter. The response to these drives by the

animal is entirely automatic. Jn an animal's makeup there is 1:0

room for freedom of the will, for searching curiosity, for freccom

of doubt and conflict between urges and cihical standards. Only

man has been burgened with the conflicts arising out of being an

image of God cast into the form of an animal. And only man has

been bestowed with a soul which enables him te cope with theeee UX

eternal,

a ‘

wn 1)-

Conscience is like carrying with you at all times a needle like Ure

localizin: needle in an airplane that guides you toa landing. An

animal Goes not know that mysterious little needle that tells you

unequivocally an is right and what is wrong. Somcijmes you ina

not like to hear what it tells you; but in most cases you really snow

what is viehteven if you choose not to act accordingly. Animals
aseknew no sex uples as jor example, lions naturally hunt and kill

gazelles, and gazeless naturally fear lions. For man this little

necdle, canscience, mokes al the differcnce, becavse in all

ather respects man is stillanampimal and big all the instinets of

animals. hiy realization th at man experiences an entirely dilferent
dimension 2s a conecguence of being given thegift of conscious

reasoning brought me to a strong faith in God.by;

Now, 2S 2 basis and foundation for my faith in God acequired througn

my experience with scicnce and man, [find Christianity the mast

rewarding end comferting. I think it isall too easy to overlcok iheook

c

unique beavty of the Christian rcligion. Ji is simply that the ides o£
God creating an extension of Himself as a man aad letting this Goa-

ian, Jesus Christ, die jn an agony, with woich each of us can

identify, is the ulfinmte of any sacrifice that God could make to

show His love for manisind,

In our sczrch to know God, Ihave come to helieve that the life of

Jesus Christ should be the focus of our cilorts and inspirations ‘The

reality of inis life and Wis resury cction is the hope of mankind, The

basic teachings of Jesus are unambiguous, consistent, and unfor-

eettable, 25 anyone who has evex read the Sermon on the Mount

Will testify.
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Jesus greatly expanded mankind's basic moral laws. His comimend-
ment, to "love thy neighboras thyself, " established the unselfish

attitude an enables human peings tO live peaceably together. Roki
more revoluvicnary, was His commandment to “love { 1Yy CHEMICE.|
Ahtbough it ss all too rarely followed, it has left an indelible and

orgotinble impvint on the man-to-man relitionshins among

le 6vorywirere: on our clove. When man was give:
ny to now Jesus Christ almost 2, 000 vears ago, t

i

» the Wide‘spread WILHESS Of ilis fothowGrs.
9

foe

Vey~ turned upside down throug1
1 

= . . ay es aj 
Le Ry 7

The same thing can hanpen again todaye

Aa qg Oy yA a je +} t S 23 + afa8 a Christian, it seems to me thet one of the most imporiinet

eternal truths that Christ aul with us is that if we seek it eirnestly
M ~~ , MPT 98 © can t sam . maton, my tase, 7 2 be oe Be!

Chieau,, Liste Cin be a very direct versocal velitiensimig MWweeh
cle aye s x 4 wpyrye 132s AOGed and min. : am not ue ordant Conuitions

{ ya huge: Tsironoty beneye

in £ Gog oy TWimsely and
Ties os ae ane <2 F¥ = a8) OAL, PeTize: Pe opens a ei lt agabiasrn poscey
JO5US GINtrst, Wall S60 LO If Wit man’ WEL.eee upward

eee yaar ct were . - e = a eer rf tTagec:iain cover d rade t improvement, Da this2 aulowshiip, J
aC ae it Slates thray oh ffivaiiy AS jan yt: Vilerawe weit) vartarned 31 waa H

Hess : evenling ramsey Lb VO.Ug sos Cre] tat Peete Nar rile in , iie
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remember that Ido not hoid it ont as

path io Jesus fer anyone else.

4. «Thy

sincerely, eat ao

wo Pp.

: foe,

N ad if gal of ‘

Wernher von Braun

~Depuiy Agsociate Administrator
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4-104, Classified information no longer needed in

current working files or for reference or record purposes

shall be processed for appropriate disposition in

accordance with the provisions of Chapters 21 and 33

of Title 44 of the United States Code, which governs

disposition of Federal records.

4-105. Classified information disseminated outside

the Executive branch shall be given protection equivalent.

to that afforded within the Executive branch.

4-2. Special Access Programs.

4-201. Agency heads listed in Section 1-201 may

create special access programs to control access,

distribution, and protection of particularly sensitive

information classified pursuant to this Order or prior

Orders. Such programs may be created or continued only

by written direction and only by those agency heads

and, for matters pertaining to intelligence sources and

methods, by the Director of Central Intelligence.

Classified information in such programs shall be declassified

according to the provisions of Section 3.

4-202. Special access programs may be created or

continued only on a specific showing that;

(a) normal management and safeguarding procedures

are not sufficient to limit need-to-know or access;

(b) the number of persons who will need access

will be reasonably small and commensurate with the

objective of providing extra protection for the informa-

tion involved; and



~
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(c) the special access controls balance the need

to protect the information against the full spectrum

of needs to use the information.

4-203. All special access programs shall be

reviewed regularly and, except those required by treaty

or international agreement, shall terminate automatic-

ally every five years unless renewed in accordance with

the procedures in Section 4-2.

4-204. Within 180 days after the effective date

of this Order, agency heads shall review all existing

special access programs under their jurisdiction and

continue them only in accordance with the procedures in

Section 4-2. Each of those agency heads shall also

establish and maintain a system of accounting for

special access programs. The Director of the Informa-

tion Security Oversight Office shall have non-delegable

access to all such accountings.

4-3. Access by Historical Researchers and Former

Presidential Appointees.

4-301. The requirement in Section 4-101 that

access to classified information may be granted only as

is necessary for the performance of official duties may

be waived as provided in Section 4-302 for persons who:

(a) are engaged in historical research projects,

or

(b) previously have occupied policy-making

positions to which they were appointed by the President.

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

only if the agency with jurisdiction over the information:



STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

I am pleased to sign the Executive Order revamping

the government's security classification system.

The public is entitled to know as much as possible

about the government's activities. Classification should

be used only to protect legitimate national security secrets

and never to cover up mistakes or improper activities.

While some material must be classified, the government

classifies too much information, classifies it too highly,

and for too long. These practices violate the public's

right to know, impose unnecessary costs, and weaken pro-

tection for truly sensitive information by undermining

respect for all classification.

The new Order will

At the same time, it will improve protection for information

that needs to be kept secret.

The standard for classification has been tightened.

No document is to be classified unless its release reasonably

could be expected to cause identifiable damage to the

national security. Insignificant damage is not a basis

for classification. In addition, the number of agencies

and officials with classification authority is being reduced.

Delegation of such authority shall be held to a minimum.

Under the new Order, most documents will

be declassified after no more than six years. Only agency

heads and officials with Top Secret classification authority

may classify for a longer period and only by indicating

why classification will remain necessary despite the passage

of time. With a few exceptions, the documents given extended

classification will be declassified after no more than 20

UCTION WIADE FOR
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years. The millions of documents classified under prior

Orders that are over 20 years old will be reviewed and --

in almost all cases -- released as quickly as possible.

I expect all officials to follow these procedures and

the others set out in the new Order. But experience has

taught us that strong oversight is needed, both to make

the classification system as open as possible and to safe-

guard properly classified documents. Each agency that

handles classified information should take care to ensure

that its personnel understand and follow the new procedures.

In addition, I have created an Information Security

Oversight Office to provide overall supervision. This Office

will have authority to review agencies' procedures and files.

It can overrule their regulations and their decisions on

classification of individual documents, subject to appeal

to the National Security Council. The Office will report

regularly to the NSC and to me on compliance with the Order.

The Office is a key element to the new classification systen,

and it will have my strong support.

In a break from precedent, this Order was drafted in

consultation with several Congressional Committees and

private groups. I particularly wish to thank Senators

James Abourezk, Joseph Biden, Edmund Muskie, and

Representatives Edward Boland and Richardson Preyer for

their valuable assistance.

_
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National Security Information

Order Designating an Official To Classify

Information “Top Secret.” January 26, 1979

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 1-

201 of Executive Order 12065 of June 28,

1978, entitled “National Security In-

formation,” I hereby designate the Direc-

tor of the White House Military Office to

classify information originally as “Top

Secret,”

This Order shall be published in the

FEDERAL REGISTER.

Jimmy CARTER

The White House,

January 26, 1979.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,

12:05 p.m., January 26, 1979]

THE PRESIDENT’S

NEWS CONFERENCE OF

JANUARY 26, 1979

Tue Present. Good afternoon.

Ms. Thomas [Helen Thomas, United

Press International].

PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

AND TAIWAN

Q. Mr. President, the United States

has acknowledged that there is one

China, and Taiwan is a part of it. And,

remembering the Gulf of Tonkin reso-

lution as an underpinning of the Viet-

nam war, my question is, are you con-

cerned that the congressional resolutions

regarding Taiwan’s security may in-

fringe on China’s sovereignty and, two,

may involve us at some future point in

Asia again?

Tue Presipent. No, I’m not con-

cerned about that. I could not approve

any legislation presented to me by Con-

170
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gress that would be contradictory or that

which would violate the agreements that

we have concluded with the Republic

of China—the People’s Republic of

China. I, myself, am committed to a

strong and a prosperous and a free peo-

ple on Taiwan. We intend to carry on

our diplomatic relations with the Peo-

ple’s Republic of China as the Govern-

ment of China, but we’ll have trade re-

Jationships, cultural relationships with

the people on Taiwan. And I believe

that the legislation that has now been

presented to the Congress is a good

foundation for this.

But I don’t see this as an opening for

bloodshed or war. I think the statements

made by the Chinese leaders since the

announcement of intentions to establish

diplomatic relations have been very con-

structive and have indicated a peaceful

intent.

Q. Are you speaking also of the Ken-

nedy resolution, which will be intro-

duced on Monday, or only your own

resolution?

THE PreEsIvENT. I haven’t read the so-

called Kennedy resolution. I really don’t

believe that any resolution is needed. I

think our legislative proposal and the

announcement made about normali-

zation, the combination of those two

is adequate.

STRATEGIC ARMS LIMITATION

Q. Mr. President, on Tuesday you said

that we would have a SALT agreement

if the Soviet Union continued to nego-

tiate in good faith.

THE PRESIDENT. Yes.

Q. Do you have any slight doubt in

your mind on that score?

Tue PresiwentT. No. I’ve been in

office now 2 years, and we’ve been nego-

tiating with the Soviets almost full-time

on a SALT agreement. Prior to that

time, 4 ad:

were condi
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June 9 Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1978

Father’s Day, 1978

Proclamation 4574. June 9, 1978

By the President of the United States

of America

A Proclamation

Today’s fathers face new challenges as

America changes. In addition to their tra-

ditional role as breadwinner for the fam-

ily, many fathers are playing a greater

role in raising children and in the home.

The preservation of America’s family

structure will, in large measure, depend

upon their ability to meet these demands.

To honor our Nation’s fathers, and to

provide an opportunity to reflect upon

their contributions to our society, the

Congress, by joint resolution of April 24,

1972 (86 Stat. 124; 36 U.S.C. 142a), has

asked the President to issue annually a

proclamation calling upon the American

people to observe the third Sunday in

June of each year as Father’s Day.

Now, THEREFORE, I, JiImMy CarTER,

President of the United States of Amer-

ica, do hereby request that Sunday, June

18, 1978, be observed as Father’s Day. I

direct Government officials to display the

flag of the United States on all Govern-

ment buildings on that day and I urge all

citizens to display the flag at their homes

and other suitable places.

In Wrrness Wuereor, I have here-

unto set my hand this ninth day of June,

in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred

seventy-eight, and of the Independence

of the United States of America the two

hundred and second.

Jimmy Carter

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

1068

Government in the

Sunshine Act

Memorandum From the President.

June 9, 1978

Memorandum for the Heads of Depart-

ments and Agencies

Subject: ‘The Government in the Sun-

shine” Act: Implementation

The Government in the Sunshine Act

requires certain Executive agencies to give

notice of their business meetings and open

them to public observation unless they

must be closed for any of ten specific rea-

sons. If the agency finds that the public

interest requires, it must open its meeting

to public observation even if there is a

reason to close it. The same reasons which

permit Executive agencies to close their

meetings also permit advisory committees

to close theirs.

To evaluate compliance with this Act,

I have asked the Director of the Office of

Management and Budget to record the

number of meetings subject to the Act, to

note whether those meetings are open or

closed, and if closed, to state the reason

for closing them. He will pass this informa-

tion along to me and to the Congress,

recommending whatever actions may be

appropriate to meet the spirit as well as

the letter of the law.

In litigation under the Act, the At-

torney General and the affected agencies

must not defend the closing of any meet-

ing unless they can demonstrate that harm

would have resulted if an open meeting

had been held.

I urge the agencies covered by the Sun-

shine Act to respect it by opening to the

public as many meetings as possible,

Jimmy Carter
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Our country’s ideals

ntry’s concerns and

sent in the minds of

st deprived, who've

of discrimination,

ized the hopes and

I have realized who

re to be made. It can

commitment, with

eration, and with

one by, in the fifties

you in this room ex-

- courage in freedom

sisting that the dis-

our Nation should be

a great achievement,

We must continue to

wand and the land of

ter health care, more

control of inflation,

better housing, better

i from work, the care

er education—these

are still being chal-

nake progress toward

id your commitment

at I’ve already de-

, cooperation, we can

yme true. Some of us

reams already in our

re millions of Ameri-

for leadership. And

2 between you, the

Caucus, and with me

no doubt in my mind

we can make those

‘g. come on up. Miss

Wright, come on up.

- sweethearts. I want

me to be with you.

back until about 9

she said to give you

her best regards. And you can look on the

stage and see why I was not concerned to

know that she would be gone. [Laughter]

Thank you very much.

NoTE: The President spoke at 6:07 p.m. in the

East Room at the White House.

Situation in Iraq and Iran

White House Statement.

September 26, 1980

Over the past several days, as the Presi-

dent noted in his statement of Septem-

ber 24, the President and the Secretary of

State have exchanged views with key

friends and allies on a wide range of issues

related to the conflict between Iran and

Iraq. We have consulted with a number

of friendly nations about the status of oil

supplies and international shipping in the

Persian Gulf area. In view of the im-

portance of minimizing the economic

effects of the conflict on international

shipping and world petroleum markets,

the United States has indicated that it

would be willing to host a meeting to re-

view these issues if that should seem de-

sirable. If it is determined that a meeting

of experts is required, we will work out

timing and location. No such meeting has

been set. In the meantime, our consulta-

tions are continuing.

Libraries and Information

Services

Message to the Congress.

September 26, 1980

To the Congress of the United States:

I am pleased to transmit to you the

Report of the White House Conference on

Administration of Jimmy Cai

Libraries and Information Services and

my own recommendations on public ac-

cess to information, as required by Sec.

1(d) of Public Law 93-568 of Decem-

ber 31, 1974.

Information is the essence of education

and the lifeblood of democracy. People

need accurate information to make the

personal and political decisions that will

shape the country’s future. The produc-

tion and distribution of information is a

significant factor in our economy. A tech-

nological explosion is reshaping the way

information is stored and communicated,

while rising costs and limited resources

strain the public institutions that make

information accessible.

The White House Conference con-

sidered all these issues. It examined our

information needs and problems and the

key role of libraries in meeting them. The

delegates included librarians, information

specialists and community leaders. They

were selected at conferences in every state

and territory, through a process that :n-

volved 100,000 people. I wish to commend

the National Conference on Librarie. and

Information Services for their key role in

making the Conference a success. The

Conference theme was “Bringing Infor-

mation to the People.’ Its recommenda-

tions will help us frame an information

policy for the 1980's.

THE IMPORTANCE OF LIBRARIES

Since the beginning of our Nation,

libraries have played an important role in

providing citizens with the information

they need to guide our destiny. Our First

Amendment rights have been strength-

ened by the independent status of libra-

ries free from government control. By

preserving the records of our history and

culture, libraries serve as a door into our

past. As a source of the information we

need to ¢

a door in
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braries; research and development in in-

formation technologies; and research

libraries.

The Conference recommended a new

National Library and Information Serv-

ices Act to redefine the Federal role. I will

submit new legislation to replace the

Library Services and Construction Act

which will expire in 1982. This legislation

will include such issues as:

* barriers to information access for the

handicapped and disadvantaged;

* library networking and resource shar-

ng;
¢ the role of large urban libraries and

research libraries as centers for library

resource networks; and

* new information technologies.

I urge the Congress, the library com-

munity, and the public to join in the dis-

cussion during the next year on the priori-

ties among these important concerns.

GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

The Federal Government has a special

responsibility to ensure that its informa-

tion is made available to the people. Open

government is vital to democracy. We

must also recognize the constraints of na-

tional security, privacy, efficient decision

making, and costs.

We are working to address these con-

cerns in a way that increases access to in-

formation. A new office has been estab-

lished in the Office of Management and

Budget to develop Federal information

policy. This office is working closely with

the agencies, libraries, and private sector

to develop a policy on the management

and dissemination of information by Fed-

eral agencies. This policy will affirm the

key role of the Federal depository libraries

as centers where citizens can obtain free

access to government publications.

The policy will also stress the special

role libraries can play in helping Federal

agencies disseminate information that

people need. We should not create new

delivery systems when libraries, with

strong community bases, can do the job.

The Denver Public Library is one example

of a library that is working closely with

several agencies to make consumer and

environmental information available. I

encourage and support cooperation like

this. To foster such partnership, I have

directed the Administrator of the General

Services Administration to work with the

library community and the Department

of Education to select three to five Federal

Information Centers and locate them to-

gether with libraries. If this cooperative

effort is as successful as I expect, I will ex-

pand the program

dmiunistrat n

_formation..For example:

tion system to eliminate needless initial

classification and. reduce the time that

documents.-remain..... classified’ while

strengthening protection for necessary se-

ts. Abou 0 illio: paves of docu-

ments will. leased’ because’ of. this

¢ The Freedom of Information Act is

being administered fairly. The,Depart-

ment of Justice has instructed agencies to

withheld if the release could not be clearly

harmful.

* Our policy on industrial innovation

calls for an improvement in the dissemina-

tion of patent information, which will

make over 4 million patents accessible.

¢ The National Technical Information

Service has expanded the indexing and

dissemination systems available to scien-

tists and engineers.

¢ Increases were requested for the Na-

tional Cc
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THE PRESIDENT, | looked at them toowhen I came in. There are not manywomen behind me and there are not

Ps. When I’ve gone
ts, there have been amuch greater Percentage. We've triedhard to do this, and J think we aremaking some good

ber of women, for
the top five grade
levels of our Gove
I would Say, four
as any administra

instance, who Occupy
levels, the executive

mment, we wil] have,
or five times as many

Past. In

as many. But

total number,
great.

I think that the appointment of top-level position employees who are in mi-Nority groups or who are women will helpin the long run to change that around.In the Commerce Department, 50 per-cent of the top-level Positions are nowfilled by women, for instance; several ofthem black. I think Griffin Bell has donea superb job in the Attorney General’soffice by bringing in top-level minority
groups and women. It’s a slow thing.
We now have a handicap in the lowerlevels of employment over which wepresently have very little control as youknow, because we have such a confused

responsibility within the Federal Govern-ment for guaranteeing equal employment
Opportunities. I think we have seven dif-ferent Federal agencies responsible for
equal employment. We have a backlog of
130,000 cases. The average time from the
initiation of a complaint to the resolution
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Case or it’s becomevery expensive for them.
I hope to brin

chaos. J 1

And I think, to be
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Q. I am concerned about the Policy of
elligence activi-

our friends to take advantage of us?THE Presipent. J don’t guess you hadtime to watch the Press conference yes-terday, which was during the workinghours. I didn’t get a chance to see it my-self. I

] out the number of dif erentpeople who have access to hj ly secret,sensitive informati ich. the secu-rity of our Nation: depends. There areabout 75 people on Capitol Hill who have
ACCESS tow this».very»sensitive »material.

e€executive
branch of Government. At the same time,
I know that there is a need for checks
and balances to be sure that we don’t
repeat the illegalities and improprieties
that were revealed with the CIA and
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other intelligence community agencies inthe past.

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

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

revelations, the Attorney General, and
let that be it.

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

yesterday that many of the recent public
revelations have been erroneous. I have
written two letters to foreign leaders
apologizing for them after I checked the
CIA files to find that the published re-
ports were completely in error. Others

had some degree of accuracy within them.

I have reviewed all of the correspond-

ence between the Intelligence Oversight

Feb. 24

Board and President Ford last year. TheAttorney General was involved. I have
not detected any instance of an impro-prety or an illegality that is presentlybeing conducted or that was conductedin the last 6 or 8 months, as far back as
my study went.

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

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

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

Maybe one more question.

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL

DEVELOPMENT

Q. I would like to know how can AID,
with all the reorganization that is going on
in the Federal Government, with the low-
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ering of Government spending, how can

AID be allowed to spend a quarter of a

million dollars to move a portion of its

agency into buildings when the overall

object of AID is to get the people into two

buildings rather than have them scattered

all over the Washington area?

THE PresIDENT. That’s a question that

I can’t answer. [Laughter]

The question was that when we are

short of money for the AID program, how
can We, as was expressed, waste a quarter

of a million dollars moving AID person-
nel to a building when the purpose ought

to be to bring the AID people together.

I don’t know the background of the

question. I don’t know the answer. But
if you would permit Secretary Vance to
give you an answer to your question later

on, I will pass that question on to him.

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

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION

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

THE Presiwent. I am familiar with the
problem. In general,I favor the freedom
ofinformationlaws. I think that one
thing that we might do within the bounds
of the law, which I doubt could be re-
pealed even if we wanted it to be, is to

restore the trust of the American people

in us.

Government,like the plotting of assassina-

tions or murders and so forth, or when

they feel that their own rights are not
being protected by their own Govern-

think under ose Circumstances

Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1977

that there is an excessive pressure on Gov-

ernment for information. If that same”

citizen had a sense that he couldtrust-us,»

‘there would be much less inclination.to

demandaccess to the files. —

I am not sure that I’ve answered your

question adequately but that’s one ap-

proach to it.

And I think I might, as President, as-

sume more responsibility in that field.

When I learn more about it, when I have

a little more time in office, when the peo-

ple have a more accurate sense of what

I am and what I stand for, I might very

well point out to the American people in

a press conference or otherwise that this

has become a problem for us, and just as
a matter of idle curiosity or just to test

the law, for them to refrain from asking

for this information. If they genuinely

need it, we will provide it. But I think that

the first few months of a new law like that,

there is an inclination on the part of those

who have fought for it just to test it, to

see if they ask for something, can they

really get it.

So, I hope that with those two or three

approaches that we might take within the

bounds of the law that we can minimize

the burden on us in months to come. I

hope so.

Let me say this in closing: I think we’ve
made good progress in the first month in

learning about one another and in my
learning about the Federal Government,
in seeing the extent and the limitation of
my own influence in the White House, in

learning about foreign countries and their
inclinations toward us, the problem areas
that we can address and those that we
ought to avoid addressing for a while. I
think that we’ve got a good sense around
the world of what we are trying to do
already.

I can’t think of any time in human his-
tory, for instance, when there has been
such a worldwide concern about human
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rights. And both nations that are founded

on freedom and those that are founded

on totalitarian governments are now do-

ing some reassessments and saying, what

are our policies toward our own citizens

and what does the rest of the world think

about us?

So, even in these early, few days, we

are making some progress. I’ve got to be

careful not to make a serious mistake. At

the same time, I’ve got to be careful not

to be too timid, and when I make a judg-

ment, that it’s a proper one. And that’s

where you come in, because collectively,

you have a sense of what the world is and

what the world might be.

I want to be a good President. And I

want to serve in such a way that you won’t

be disappointed in me. But my good re-

lationship with you and the other senior

officials in this Department are the basis

on which I might succeed.

So, we are partners, and I believe to-

gether we can give the American people

an accurate sense that they have a good

government in what is and always has

been the greatest nation on Earth.

Thank you very much.

NoTE: The President spoke at 2:37 p.m. in

the Dean Acheson Auditorium at the Depart-

ment of State, after having toured the Depart-

ment’s Communications Center. While at the

Communications Center, the President typed a

message on a teletype machine linked to the

United States Embassy in Paris, in which he

greeted all State Department employees sta-

tioned overseas.

Meeting With Secretary General

Kurt. Waldheim of the

United Nations

Remarks of the President and the

Secretary General. February 25, 1977

Tue Presipent. I would like to say

that I am very deeply grateful that Sec-

Feb. 25

retary General Waldheim and his wife

Elizabeth and his beautiful daughter

Christa have come to be with us at noon

today.

This is not an official meeting but is

one of great importance. It is going to be

a working Juncheon.

We have been greatly impressed at the

ability of the Secretary General in his

travels around the world to the trouble

spots that concern us all to search out

common ground on which future peace-

ful agreements might be reached. His re-

cent reelection as the first leader of the

world is an indication of his stature

among all those who participate in the

United Nations deliberations.

This is a year, I believe, when he and

I will be drawn much closer together than

perhaps has been often the case in the

past. And I think it is accurate to say that

my appointment of Ambassador Andrew

Young to the United Nations and the

close relationship that Ambassador

Young and Secretary of State Cyrus

Vance and I have with each other will

provide a common base on which we can

demonstrate to other nations of the world

our deep commitment to the United Na-

tions and what it stands for—peace in the

world and a commitment to human

rights, which has been the characteristic

of Secretary General Kurt Waldheim in

his long experience and service as one of

the world’s foremost diplomats.

So, we welcome you here, and your

family, Kurt Waldheim. And I look for-

ward to a long and continuing and, hope-

fully, mutually successful effort between

our country and the United Nations to

bring about peace in the world and to pro-

tect human rights and to meet those

needs that are so vivid in our world today.

Welcome to the White House.

Tue SECRETARY GENERAL, Mr. Presi-

dent, Mrs. Carter:
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help in the training, develo
8rading of such bitin me

(b) Eligible small businesses are thoseOcated in areas of high concentration of
unemployed or low-income individuals
businesses owned by low-income individ-uals, and those businesses eligible for as-
Sistance under Section 8(a) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637
ey 

(a), 92 Stat.

1-202. The Committee shall make
periodic reports and recommendations to
the President through the Administrator
of the Small Business Administration and
shall offer such other advice and at such
times as the President through the Admin-
istrator may request.

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

1-3. Administrative Provisions.

1-301. The Committee may request

any Executive agency to furnish such in-

formation as may be useful in fulfilling

the Committee’s functions. Each such

agency is authorized, to the extent per-

mitted by law, to furnish such information

to the Committee.

1-302. Each member of the Committee

who is not otherwise employed by the Fed-

eral Government shall receive no compen-

sation from the United States by virtue of

their service on the Committee, but all

members may receive transportation and

travel expenses, including per diem in lieu

of subsistence, as authorized by 5 U.S.C.

5702 and 5703.

1-303. All necessary administrative

staff services, support, facilities, and ex-

penses of the Committee shall, to the ex-

tent permitted by law, be furnished by the

Small Business Administration.

Feb. 1

1-4. General Provisions.
1-401. The functions of the Presidentunder the Federal Advisory Committee

Act, as amended (5 U.S.C. App. I), ex-
cept that of reporting annually to the
Congress, which are applicable to the
Committee, shall be performed by the Ad-
muinistrator of the Small Business Adminis-
tration in accordance with guidelines and
procedures established by the Administra-
tor of General Services,

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

Jimmy Carter
The White House,

February 1, 1980.

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

President’s Commission for a

National Agenda for the Eighties
Appointment of 29 Members.

February 1, 1980

The President today announced the ap-

pointment of 29 persons as members of

the President’s Commission for a National

Agenda for the Eighties. They are:

Rosert S. Benson, author of ‘“Counter-

budget,”’ national priorities expert;

Cuartes BisuHop, president, University of Ar-

kansas;

GWENDOLYN Brooks, poet;

J. Frep Bucy, Jr., president, Texas Instru-

ments ; -

Joan Ganz Cooney, Children’s Television

Workshop ; ;

Danie Evans, president, Evergreen College ;
Frances FirzGerap, author;

Herman GALLecos, chairman, Human Re-

sources Corp. ; ;

Donatp GevirtTz, financier, Los Angeles,

Calif. ;

C. JAcKsoNn Graysan, director, American Pro
-

ductivity Center;

WituiaM Hewitt, chairman, John Deere
 Co.;

263
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BENJAMIN Hooks, chairman, NAACP;THOMAS JoRLING, professor o
science, Williams College ;

Ruopa KarPATKIN,
Union;

THEODORE Marmor, Y
Policy Studies ;

Martin Marty,
ity School;

WILLIAM MILLER,
ALAN Morrison,

gation Group;

Rocer Nout, Professor of economics, Cali-
fornia Institute of Technology ;

EDMUND PELLEGRINO, president, Catholic Uni-
versity;

Tomas Rivera, chancellor, University of Cali-fornia (Riverside)
Pau Rocers,

(D-Fla.) ;

Carv Sacan, astronomer, Co
Howarp SAMUELs,

prises;

f environmental

president, Consumers

ale Institute for Social

University of Chicago Divin-

Partner, Steptoe & Johnson;

director, Public Citizen Liti-

former U.S. Representative

tnell University;
Howard Samuels Enter-

BEveRLy Sixts, director, New York City
Opera;

Lewis THOMas, chairman, Sloan-Kettering
Institute;

Foy VALENTINE, executive director, Christian
Life Committee, Southern Baptist Conven-
tion;

Marina v.N. WHITMAN
eral Motors Corp.;

Appie Wyatt, international vice president,
Packinghouse Workers.

» Vice president, Gen-

The Commission will have a staff of
about 25 people. They will be jointly di-
rected by Richard A. Wegman, staff di-
rector, Senate Governmental Affairs

Committee, and Claude Barfield, former
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Research

and Demonstration, Department of

Housing and Urban Development.

National Council on the

Humanities

Nomination of Marian B. Javits To Be a

Member. February 1, 1980

The President today announced that he

will nominate Marian B. Javits, of New

264

Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1980

York City, to be a member of the Na-
tional Council on the Humanities for a
term expiring January 26, 1982.

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

United States-Switzerland
Agreement on Social Security
Message to the Congress Transmitting the
Agreement. February 1, 1980

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to section 233(e) (1) of the

Social Security Act as amended by the
Social Security Amendments of 1977
(P.L. 95-216, 42 U.S.C. 1305 note), I
transmit herewith the Agreement between

the United States of America and the
Swiss Confederation on Social Security,
signed on July 18, 1979, the Final Pro-
tocol to the 1979 Agreement, also signed
on July 18, 1979, and the Administrative
Agreement for the Implementation of the
1979 Agreement, signed on December 20,
1979.

These U.S.-Swiss agreements are simi-
lar in objective to the U.S.-Italian social
security agreements that I transmitted to
the Congress on February 28, 1978, and

to the U.S.-West Germany social security

agreements that I transmitted to Congress

on February 28, 1979. These bilateral

agreements, which are generally known

as totalization agreements, provide for

limited coordination between the United

States and foreign social security systems
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON #79003

ACTION January 24, 1979

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ZBIGNIEW arznarnsxr —
SUBJECT: Original Classification Authority

for White House Military Office

Because of its responsibility for the White House Emergency Plan

and other contingency planning matters, the White House Military

Office originates a large number of classified documents. At

present, however, the Military Office does not possess any

original classification authority, since it was not included

among those White House offices you designated in your June 28,

1978 Order accompanying the new classification Executive Order.

Based on a review of the Military Office's classification require-

ments -- including the number of classified documents originated

and the sensitivity of these documents -- I believe that the

Director of the White House Military Office has a legitimate

need for original "Top Secret" classification authority. I recom-

mend, therefore, that you designate the Director to classify

information originally as "Top Secret." Bob Lipshutz, Stu

Eizenstat, and Jim McIntyre concur in this recommendation.

At Tab A is a proposed Order designating the Director of the

White House Military Office to classify information originally

as "Top Secret." The proposed Order does not permit any delega-

tion of this authority by the Director, so there should be no
increase in the number of classified documents as a result of
your designation Order.

RECOMMENDATION:

That you sign the designation Order at Tab A.

>
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e controversial cable, dated

Turkish nation would unite to with-

- mindless nationalism.preparingthepublicforaradicalitevenafterthecurrentmisunder-TheStateDepartment,inthe

Nixontradition,isnowtryingtodiscoverthesourceofournews.

TheStateDepartmentisalsoin-vestigatingtheleakofclassifiedin-
formationtoGreece.Butinatleast

oneinstance,thedocumentwas
forged.Themostprominentopposi-tionleaderinAthens,leftistAndre-

asPapandreou,stoodonthefloorof
ParliamentandreaddirectlyfromwhatpurportedtobeasecretState
Departmentcable.Acomputersearchofthefiles,sourcestoldus,provedthatthedoc--umentwasafake.NowStateDe-

partmentgumshoesareconsideringthepossibilitythatSovietKGB
agentsconcoctedthecablethatwas
slippedtoPapandreou.€UnitedFeatureSyndicate
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EXECUTIVE
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 2, 1978

Dear George:

The President has asked me to reply to your letter of May 17

concerning your views and those expressed by Howard Kurtz on the

relationship of space technologies to maintaining peace.

Mr. Kurtz's views are well-known. I read with interest the

literature that he sends. He has also provided key members of my staff

with a briefing of his views. We are sensitive to his ideas and we

keep them in mind.

As you know, we have briefed key members of Congress interested in

space policy matters on the contents of PRM-23. Those wishing to read

the actual contents of the PreSidential Decision Memorandum were shown

the text. We have had favorable comments from a number of Congressmen

and Senator Stevenson and Representative Fuqua personally expressed their

satisfaction to the President with the decisions taken.

The President is committed to the peaceful uses of space and has

said so on a number of occasions. Whenever a foreign head of state

visits him, the President presents a book of Landsat photographs, offering

to provide access to American space technology for peaceful uses, parti-

cularly on behalf of developing countries.

The President has initiated discussions with the Soviets for Arms

Control measures that would prevent space warfare. The discussions will

begin early next month.

PRM-23 and the Presidential Decision which evolved from it commits

this country to a strong civil space program for our own benefit and for

the benefit of all countries in the world. We have offered access to

the shuttle to all countries for use in launching satellites that would

benefit all people.

Mr. Kurtz's views are laudible ones and represent goals that we

should all work toward. Unfortunately, we cannot unilaterally achieve

them without cooperation of the other great powers.

Yours sincerely,

Levik
114 a Frank Press

>
6“

Science and Technology

Adviser to the President

cc: Congressional Liaison”

Honorable George e.%srown, Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515
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‘May 26, 1978 OS
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Kut, Aeulard 6
Dear Congressman Brown:

The President has asked me to acknowledge
his receipt of your letter of May 17 re-

garding the relationship of space technologies
to maintaining peace.

The President appreciates your comments,==» —

and has them under consideration. You

should receive a further response shortly.

Sincerely,

Frank Moore

Assistant to the President

for Congressional Liaison

x

The Honorable George £. Brown, Jr.

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

incoming has gone to Frank Press,

FOR RESPONSE

5-19/SU05
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“GEORGE E. BROWN, JR. 36TH DISTRICT OF
2342 House Orrice BuiLoina CALIFORNIA

Waswninaron, 0.C. 20513

(202) 225-6161

— Congress of the Anited States ars arm. aEamenr Ene
REAGRICULTU CoLTom, Cauiromua 92324

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY House of Representatives (714) 628-2472
CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON

ENVIRONMENT ANO THE ATMOSPHERE Tdashington, B.C. 20515

JOINT COMMITTEE ON Post Orrice Box 71

ATOMIC ENERGY Rivewsioe, Cauivomaa 92502

TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT (2638 Univensrry Avowe)
BOARD (714) 686-8863

May 17, 1978 Atk FOS Dose

COMSTEIt SNA
a en ae

The President be By ye oll

The White House heyy

Washington, D.C. 20500 BAY 23 i9i8

Dear Mr. President:

The enclosed material from Howard G. Kurtz deats with a sub-“*“~~>—*>
ject that is of great interest to me. If I wisned, I could

send a great deal more material which represents both my own

concerns, and those expressed by Howard Kurtz. The issue is

peace (or war, if one prefers), and the relationship, of

space technologies to maintaining peace.

Because of my interest in this subject, I recently received

a briefing from representatives of your staff on PRM 23. I

must say that that briefing raised more questions in my mind

than it answered. I have discussed my concerns with other

members of the Science and Technology Committee, and expect

to see this Committee take a more active interest in all as-

pects of space policy in the near future.

My purpose for sending you these enclosures from Howard Kurtz

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

by Mr. Kurtz. I must say that I am sometimes inclined to

agree with his pessimistic analysis and my request for your

response is meant to give me time to futher reflect upon this

subject, and avoid unfair criticism of your Administration's

policy.

Therefore, I would appreciate receiving, at the earliest pos-

sible date, a response to the enclosures.

Enclosures

GEB:t1l:k 0

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS P



WAR CONTRO PLANNERS, ING.

Box 19127, Washington,D.C. 20036
202/785-0708

May 13,1978

personal and informal

HONORABLE GEORGE E. BROWN, JR.

== SSS SSS SSS SSS SE STS SE

In an effort to break the paralysis which grips the President, I submitted the

enclosed to the Washington Post OP-ED page editor. As might have been predicted

they rejected it. There are no restrictions on its use.

For your personal information I have sent a copy to Charles A. Mosher, Staff {

Director who is very familiar with Harriet's and my work. Whether or not he ‘

shows it to Chairman Teague I can not estimate. If you care to speak with Mr.

Mosher personally, please feel free to do so. 4

By a sort of cosmic copficidence, Mr. Mosher has advised me that the enclosed
(1) Policy Perspectives document and (2) Dr. Robert A. Frosch's supportive letter

will be published in the public Record of the May 16-17-18 hearings on International

Space programs. But by the time this comes back from the Government Printing

Office in several months, it may be too late!

Eleanor Roosevelt cautioned Harriet that when science and technology reached the

point where our projections were feasible, we would have a struggle to reach the

mind of the President over the heads of his closest national security advisors,

as the concept of the Manhattan Project had to reach the mind of President Roosevelt

over the heads of his closest national security advisors.

PresidentThe fina ote) ial/indus 2 military interests whicl SuTrroun

and finding their own personal rewards from the escalating race for the power to

obliterateworld civilization, have been, and remain, intensely hostile to our

strategic studies. It may be that the Congress is the one place where the creative

public discussion can be launched. ta

an isolate the

with deep appreciation for your efforts

HO RTZ

CONTRIBUTIONS DEDUCTIBLE FOR INCOME, GIFT OR ESTATE TAX PURPOSES

Peewees se 0S Ou wom n ae om



NASA : oo
National Aeronautics and
Space Administration

Washington, D.C.
20546

Office of the Administrator
FEB g 1978

Honorable*Olin E. Teague

Chairman

Committee on Science and Technology

House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Tiger:

In your letterof January 27 you asked for my personal
views on two questions stemming from Howard Kurtz' theme |

of a global information cooperative. While I may aitrer|
with Kurtz on certain specifics, there is no question buti

that he is on the right track. The technologies available

today for gathering worldwide information and for its

redistribution are certainly well enough advanced to

warrant consideration of an operational global environ-

mental and resources system. In its earliest configura-

tion, such a national system for world use need not, in

my Opinion, have a major bndgetary impact. The real tasks

are: 1) organizing the multiplicity of data and infor-

mation sources (both terrestrial and spatial); 2) assurin

that these multiple data streams are available to interpre

ers and users in useful form and on the required schedule;

and 3) establishing and maintaining the continuity of

these services. We have recently begun a conceptual

design effort on such an approach to help us understand

its real scope and value,

I believe that the mood of the country and world would be

receptive to a dramatic political and practical initiative

along these lines, and that the long-range implications

for civilization in the large can only be positive. I

hope to interest the Administration in such a policy

proposal in the near future. ;

I would be delighted to discuss this matter with you

further at your convenience.

Very truly yours,

(0,
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THE COLLAPSE OF U.S. GLOBAL STRATEGY Howard G. Kurtz

(co-founder with the late Rev. Harriet B. Kurtz of the global

stratesic discussion center - War Control Planners, Inc.)

Behind walls of secrecy in the White House in recent days the final draft

All indications are that a new Age of Space War competition is beginning.

If so this will be a Dark Age of Hopelessness for mankind. More scarce energies &

resources will be diYerted away from the needs of humanity. World-wide fires of

4

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

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

But behind the walls of secrecy in the White House the situation is even worse.

balancing U.S. escalating power to destroy world civilization against escalating

Soviet power to destroy world civilization . . a strategy of ultimate despair.

But in the privacy of his meditations or prayers the President's predicement

is even more desperate. Obsolete advisors have led him into a fatal strategic trap.

Although this deadly trap extends across the full spectrum of strategic power decisions,

it can be seen clearly as the President finds PR123 on his desk. On the one hand

4£ the President gives in to the “hardline” advisors and further escalates the Krenlin/

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



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

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

all airplanes in a cloud. |

As President Roosevelt found the unprecedented power to (1) prosecute Wor.

War II and in addition (2) unleash the creativity and power of America in the Manh:

Project . .. .today President Carter and Congress have far greater unprecedented

power to (1) meet all requirements for national defense in the coming era and in

addition (2) unleash the creativity and power and character of America for a next

generation "race" to develop the global systems and institutions and structures

capable of protecting the Soviet people from ever again being threatened by foreigr

enenies, protecting the Chinese people from ever again being threatened by foreign

enenies, protecting the people of all 150 or more sovereign nations, including ch

| United States, from ever again oe threatened by foreign enemies... . thereby.

releasing the scarce energies and resources of the Earth for the production of food

clothing, housing, energy, clean air & water, health , education and national secur

for the people of all nations.

Like a successful football coach Republican or Democratic American Pre&Sde

for the coming generation will have to be in command of two different kinds of stra

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

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

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

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

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

ww

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

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

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

will be struggling toWard the preat distant goal of a civilized world order, under

the direction of a Coach. . the President . . . who knows where he is going -
The American people are capable of greatness, nobility and commitment of this dimen

f fF
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humanity's aspirations for a worthwhile future. But on the other hand if the

President gives in to the "softline" advisors and hesitates, or defers decision,

or weakens the USS. unilaterally in the face of expanding Kremlin military progress

in space, this too will lead toward tragedy and/or chaos for mankind. The President's

advisors are lost in runaway world crisis.

A war is not lost on the battlefield. It is lost long in advance in the

inadequate or confused concepts in the mind of one human being, the commander-in-chief

- . . the Hitler, the Napoleon, the Republican or Democratic President of the United

States tormented by his outdated "hardline and "softline" advisors. Breakthrough to

a transcendent New American Purpose is imperative and years overdue.

The President of the United States today ( and his counterpart in the Kremlin)

stand eyeball-to-eyeball in confrontation, wielding the power to destroy mankind. . .

@ power the (YM slopies nisvakenly tad claimed that only God could command. In the

mythology of most world religions God-sized Power means simultaneously (1) the power

to destroy humankind in vengence in one hand, and in the other hand (2) the compassion-

power to protect and enrich life for humanity below.

In the National Security Council & Staff the Prefident has superior command

and atate assistance in wielding the God-sized Power to destroy world civilization. But

there is no possible !way the sinking national security of the U.S. can be regained by

unleashing God-sized powers of death, destruction and extermination. Increasingly

since the Vietnam War America's growing hostile enemies have realized that the

American threat of nuclear war is a bluff . . that this would be a sucide gesture

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

But nowhere in the White House is there a supreme strategic council .. «

reporting personally to the President and to the American people through their elected

Congress . . «separate fron and in addition to the essettial National Security

Council . . «through which the President and Congress can unleash a new generation

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

sized systems and institutions ( more complex and effective than the present United
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November 16, 1977

TO$ Tim Kraft

FROM: Frank Press +

SUBJECT: Planets, Stars and Black Holes

The President would like to set up a lecture on this

subject for himself and his family. I suggest an hour

in the evening or at the end of the work day.

I will arrange for a distinguished astronomer skilled

at giving popular lectures as soon as I have a date

from you.

|
-| A slide projector, screen and blackboard would be
j needed.
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