January 27, 1984

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

SENATE—Friday, January 27, 1984

(Legislative day of Monday, January 23, 1984)

The Senate met at 12 noon, on the
expiration of the recess, and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. THURMOND).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Our
opening prayer will be delivered by the
Reverend Richard Christian Halver-
son, Jr., son of the Chaplain of the
Senate.

PRAYER

The Reverend Richard C. Halverson,
Jr., pastor, Chesterbrook Presbyterian
Church, Falls Church, Va., offered the
following prayer:

Let us pray.

Gracious God, our Heavenly Father,
we ask that Your unsearchable charity
be personally experienced by those for
whom this prayer is made; that being
loved by You, we may be taught to
love our spouses and children, our
friends and associates, our country
and world, as written:

“Love is patient and kind; love is
not jealous or boastful; it is not arro-
gant or rude. Love does not insist on
its own way, il is not irritable or re-
sentful; it does not rejoice al wrong,
but rejoices in the right. Love bears all
things, believes all things, hopes all
things, endures all things. Love never
ends.”—I Corinthians 13: 4-8.

Amen.

RECOGNITION OF THE
MAJORITY LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I thank
the Chair.

A WARM FEELING FOR
NEPOTISM

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate the distinguished guest
Chaplain, the son of our regular Chap-
lain, who has been with us before. I
may say that as the son of a father
who was a Member of Congress and a
mother who was a Member of Con-
gress, I have a distinctly warm feeling
for nepotism.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE TODAY

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I believe
that the announcement on Ilast
evening to the effect that we would
take up the crime package today is
still the order of business. I will con-
sult with the acting minority leader, as
I have with the minority leader on the
telephone prior to convening the

Senate, about other arrangements
that may be made to provide for the
consideration of ancillary matters to
the crime package after disposition of
the Comprehensive Crime Control
Act. It would be my hope that we
might be able to obtain a unanimous-
consent agreement, which I have not
yet cleared on my side but which we
are going to work on, which would pro-
vide that we will take up the crime
package today and that no amend-
ments dealing with capital punish-
ment, the exclusionary rule, habeas
corpus, or the Federal Torts Claim Act
would be eligible, in exchange for the
assurance, which I have already given
and now repeat, that after we dispose
of the comprehensive crime package it
is the intention of the leadership on
this side to ask the Senate to turn to
those four items, one at a time.

As 1 say, Mr. President, I have not
yet asked the Cloak Room on this side
to try to clear that agreement, but I
will do so now. I hope we can complete
that before it is time to turn to the
consideration of the crime package. I
have described this at some length
now so that Members who may hear
me in their offices may be aware of it.
The hotline will issue from our office
shortly, and I hope that we can have a
reply by 12:30.

ORDER RESERVING LEADERSHIP TIME

The distinguished acting minority
leader indicates to me that he has a
requirement for 15 minutes of time
which I am most happy to request the
Senate to provide, but first I ask unan-
imous consent that the time remaining
to me and the time available to the mi-
nority leader under the standing order
may be reserved for our use at any
time during the course of this calendar
day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SpecTER). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

ORDER FOR ADDITIONAL TIME FOR ACTING
MINORITY LEADER

Mr. BAKER. Now, Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that for this
day there be 15 minutes of additional
time for the acting minority leader to
be available immediately after I yield
the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

ORDER FOR PERIOD FOR TRANSACTION OF
ROUTINE MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, there is
not an order for routine morning busi-
ness today, is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that after the rec-
ognition of the acting minority leader,
pursuant to the order just entered,
there then be a period for the transac-
tion of routine morning business to
extend no longer than 1 p.m. in which
Senators may speak for no more than
5 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

5. 1762

Mr. BAKER. Now, Mr. President, at
no later than 1 o'clock today and per-
haps earlier, if there is no further re-
quirement for morning business, it is
the intention of the leadership on this
side to ask the Senate to turn to the
consideration of S. 1762, the Compre-
hensive Crime Control Act of 1983. It
is also hoped that we can get the
unanimous-consent agreement that I
have just described prior to that time.

I anticipate, Mr. President, that the
Senate will only have time for opening
statements on this matter today, as-
suming that we get to it, and very lim-
ited debate. I would expect the Senate
to recess until Monday at about 3 p.m.
this afternoon.

ORDER FOR RECESS UNTIL MONDAY, JANUARY 30,
1984

Mr. President, I now ask unanimous
consent that when the Senate com-
pletes its business today, it stand in
recess until 12 noon on Monday next.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BAKER. May I say in that con-
nection, Mr. President, I wish to
repeat the statement I made on
Monday, the opening day of the
second session of this Congress. Mem-
bers should not assume that Mondays
and Fridays will not be business days.
We will be in session during those days
and probably will have business to
transact and votes on those days as we
try to take maximum advantage of the
few days that we have available during
this legislative session.

So once again, do not assume that
Mondays and Fridays are going to be
days off. The fact that I do not antici-
pate votes today should not be
thought of as a precedent for the bal-
ance of this session. It simply is the
best way to arrange the affairs of the
Senate in the judgment of the leader-
ship on this side on this particular oc-
casion.

@ This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by the Member on the floor.




664

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT RELATING TO
PRAYER IN PUBLIC BUILD-
INGS—SENATE JOINT RESOLU-
TION 218

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, today I
am introducing a constitutional
amendment which would restore the
right of individuals to pray in schools
and other public buildings. For those
who shared my early tenure in the
Senate and that of my father-in-law
before me, the language that I am pro-
posing today is not new. This bill is
identical to the only constitutional
amendment on prayer that received
the necessary two-thirds support of
this body and similar to my father-in-
law’s proposal which garnered a ma-
jority of the Senate at that time.

For those who were not around to
witness these earlier events, a short
rendition of history might be in order.
On October 13, 1970, I offered this
language on the floor of the Senate.
At that time I stated:

Godliness is not the issue in this debate.
The question is whether or not the Consti-
tution or the several amendments to it pro-
hibit the utterance of nondenominational
prayers on a voluntary basis in public build-
ings, including our schools and other public
buildings.

The Supreme Court, in its landmark deci-
sion of Engel, decided in the October term
in 1961, held that it did. I believe that it
does not. But, being a part of the legislative
department of Government, instead of the
judicial part of Government, it is not within
my province to interpret the Constitution in
this respect. That is the purview and the re-
sponsibility of the Supreme Court. ... I
agree with the dissent of Justice Potter
Stewart, but there is nothing I can do about
it under the scope of our system of govern-
ment except what I am doing now, and that
is to offer to the Senate an amendment to
the Constitution which is calculated to
produce a different jurisdictional result.

Mr. President, I believe that being
able to pray in schools is a fundamen-
tal right that should be enjoyed by all
children. I do not wish to force anyone
to hold my religious beliefs or partici-
pate in prayer if they choose not to—I
only seek to allow those children to
pray who wish to. And, Mr. President,
I am not alone in this body or this
great country in that belief. An over-
whelming majority of our citizens sup-
port a constitutional amendment rein-
stating prayer in schools. Indeed,
there are relatively more people in my
State that support such a proposition
than in any other State in the Union.
It should be clear, however, that I am
not simply trying to appease my con-
stituents so that I might be reelected,
but rather to accomplish what the
people of this country believe to be a
fundamental right that they have lost.

As Senator Dirksen put it during the
course of hearings he conducted on
the subject:

We have had every sophisticated argu-
ment except an argument from the common
man of this country, who was defined as one
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who works and prays and pays his bills and
goes to church, rears his family in decency
as law-abiding children. Strange, in all of
this, we have not heard from any of those,
and we are beginning to hear from him by
the millions, and he is going to have his say.

I submit, Mr. President, that noth-
ing since my father-in-law spoke those
words has mitigated his observations—
in fact, just the opposite.

There are several measures in the
Senate dealing with this subject. The
President, who reiterated his support
for prayer in schools last Wednesday
in the state of the Union, has pro-
posed a constitutional amendment
that would allow States to administer
a program of voluntary school prayer.
My colleague from South Carolina
(Mr. THURMOND), along with Senators
HatcH and GrassLEY, has introduced a
constitutional amendment that would
allow States to institute a program of
voluntary silent prayer. Both of these
measures were reported by the Judici-
ary Committee earlier this week and
are pending on the Senate calendar.

My amendment differs from these
proposals in one fundamental way—it
restores the right to prayer in schools
and would form the basis for action if
that right were denied to any individ-
ual. The other amendments would es-
sentially leave it up to the States to
decide if the children within their
boundaries would be allowed to pray
in schools. I have little doubt, given
the popular support for prayer in
schools, that most, if not all, of the
States would take advantage of this
right. However, Mr. President, I be-
lieve that prayer is such a fundamen-
tal right of our citizens that I would
prefer to guarantee that right to each
individual.

I certainly have no quarrel with the
President or my colleagues in their ini-
tiatives. And it may well be that when
I schedule debate on this subject later
in this session, one of those proposi-
tions will be the vehicle for the debate
and the vehicle that we send to the
House. It is my hope that one of these
constitutional amendments will be
passed by both bodies this year and
submitted to the States to begin the
ratification process.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this proposed amendment be
printed in the REcorb.

There being no objection, the joint
resolution was ordered to be printed in
the REcoORD, as follows:

S.J. Res. 218

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each
House concurring therein), That the follow-
ing article is hereby proposed as an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United
States, which shall be valid to all intents
and purposes as part of the Constitution
when ratified by the legislatures of three-
fourths of the several States:
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“ARTICLE —

“SectioN 1. Nothing contained in this
Constitution shall abridge the right of per-
sons lawfully assembled, in any public build-
ing which is supported in whole or in part
through the expenditure of public funds, to
participate in nondenominational prayer.

“Sec. 2. This article shall be inoperative
unless it shall have been ratified as an
amendment to the Constitution by the legis-
latures of three-fourths of the several
States within seven years from the date of
its submission to the States by the Con-
gress.”.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I believe
that concludes the announcements I
can make this morning, and I now
yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING
MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Wisconsin is recognized.

Mr. PROXMIRE. It is my under-
standing under the agreement just
reached by the gracious majority
leader that I have 15 minutes, is that
correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator is correct.

WHY THE PRESIDENT DOES NOT
DESERVE CREDIT FOR THE
LEVEL OF INFLATION

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, we
have enjoyed a sharp and encouraging
fall in inflation in the last 3 years.
President Reagan has held office
during the past 3 years. What if any
connection is there between these two
developments? The answer is none.
The President, together with the Con-
gress, has had responsibility for spend-
ing and taxing policies. The President
proposes; the Congress disposes. It is
an obvious fact of life that the Presi-
dent—any President—exerts about 75
percent of whatever effective legisla-
tive leadership we have in our Govern-
ment. Congress can turn its back on an
ineffective President but except for
unusual circumstances we may have
seen once or twice in the past 200
years, without Presidential leadership
our legislative ship sits dead in the
water. Congress more or less accepts
the budget recommendations of most
Presidents. With President Reagan, it
has been more, not less. Mr. Reagan
recommended reductions in nonmili-
tary spending. The Congress followed
those recommendations very largely
but not to the letter. The President
recommended changes in Tax Code.
The Congress followed the President’s
recommendations, chapter and verse.
The President recommended increases
in military spending, and the Congress
reduced the recommended level of in-
creases, but overall it appropriated
about the same amount in total spend-
ing that the President had recom-
mended.
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Now, what was the result of all this?
The result of these Presidential/con-
gressional recommendations has been
a fiscal disaster, an outrage. There is
overwhelming agreement these colos-
sal deficits will increase interest rates.
Will they push up prices in the long
run? Of course they will. What contri-
bution did these deficits make to
bringing inflation under control? The
answer is absolutely none. This is an
inflationary budget. It is a budget that
has the stamp of President Reagan all
over it. We deserve full credit or blame
for the budget. But did it contribute to
the slowdown in the rate of inflation?
Obviously, of course not. No possible
way. The fact is it is the most infla-
tionary budget any President has ever
advocated. The biggest economic ac-
complishment of the past 5 years has
undoubtedly been bringing inflation
under control. It is fair to say that it
was achieved in spite of, not because
of, the policies recommended by the
President and adopted by the Con-
gress. Maybe you ask, so what? You
point out that inflation has come
under control in spite of the big deficit
and tens of millions of Americans are
grateful to the President. Think of it:
He has won a tax cut for the American
people. He has built up the Nation's
military strength. And whether he
had anything to do with it or not, he
was President when the rate of infla-
tion fell more sharply than in any
peacetime period in the history of our
country.

A week or so ago, we had bitter cold
here in Washington. Today it is beau-
tiful and balmy outside. I was not here
a week ago. I am here today. It is just
as grotesque for me to take credit for
this beautiful day as for the President
to take credit for bringing inflation
under control. Of course, if I were to
claim credit for the fact that we have
a beautiful and balmy day and it is no
longer freezing, people would laugh
and think I were joking. But the Presi-
dent takes credit for lowering infla-
tion, and people accept it.

And he gets away with it. Certainly,
the President cannot be blamed for
rising inflation in his term of office.
That is true. But it is true because
there is an economic lag here. It may
be a year or several years before we
resume double-digit inflation. But
these colossal deficits are sowing the
seeds of a potential inflation. And in
no way can these Reagan deficits win
any credit for the temporary improve-
ment in the inflation picture that we
are now enjoying.

In fact, Mr. President, yesterday it
was called to my attention that the
Office of Management and Budget,
the President’s own Budget Director,
told the Grace Commission to assume
that over the next several years, the
inflation rate will be 10 percent. That
is the administration’s estimate, quiet-
ly told to the Grace Commission. That
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was not released publicly, but it is a
fact. So they admit that the inflation
is going to be resumed.

It is logical, and I am sure the over-
whelming majority of economists have
agreed that these deficits are going to
be an element in causing that 10 per-
cent or more inflation.

In no way can these Reagan deficits
win any credit for the temporary im-
provement in the inflation picture
that we are now enjoying.

In fact it is laughable, a big fat joke,
that we could even consider that an
administration of a Congress responsi-
ble for our biggest deficits could have
the monumental brass to claim credit
for the fall in the inflation rate. The
fact is that the President and the Con-
gress had absolutely nothing, nothing,
nothing, nothing to do with the im-
provement in inflation. In fact, the
Federal Government has followed
policies that will promote inflation in
the future. If we have a serious explo-
sion in inflation beginning in 1985 or
1986, it will be the policies of the Fed-
eral Government in the past 3 years
that will have to take a big share of
the blame for it. Perhaps the adminis-
tration can take some credit for the
pace of the drop in unemployment.
Temporary as that is, it is, indeed,
partly the fruit of a super stimulative
fiscal policy. Certainly if there has
been a significant improvement in the
strength of our military, the adminis-
tration can lay claim to it. But infla-
tion? No way!

CAN WE VERIFY NUCLEAR EX-
PLOSIONS UNDERGROUND
DOWN BELOW A SINGLE KILO-
TON?

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President,
expert opinion may differ on the criti-
cal issue of verifying Soviet nuclear
testing. Some experts contend that
while we could detect underground nu-
clear explosions below the present 150-
kiloton level provided in the Nuclear
Test Ban Treaty, there is some ques-
tion whether we could detect tests
below the 4- or 5-kiloton level.

Detection may depend on the prox-
imity of the detection devices to po-
tential explosion sites. If that is the
case, we should simply negotiate with
the U.S.8.R. the location of detection
sites on the borders or, if necessary,
inside the borders of the Soviet Union
as well as the United States. Those de-
tection sites could be manned by rotat-
ing groups of international monitors
with sufficient balance in each inspec-
tion team so that both the United
States and the Soviets could have vig-
orous representation. We should also
press hard for unannounced on-the-
spot inspection to follow up any indi-
cation of nuclear explosions.

Yes, indeed, such negotiations would
be difficult, maybe impossible. Here is
why: The Soviet Union is a closed soci-
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ety. They have refused to permit
travel within their country even for
their own citizens. The power of the
ruling Communist elite in Russia de-
pends on that elite maintaining con-
trol of travel and especially of intelli-
gence of any kind, but especially about
Soviet nuclear weapon activity. So
why would they be willing to surren-
der such vital intelligence? The answer
is that for both the United States and
the Soviet Union, a treaty stopping
the arms race is essential. In effect, it
would guarantee that both countries
remain the exclusive superpowers on
Earth. That is not a bad motivation
for the Soviet Union to agree to
ending the arms race.

Even more important, it would
greatly increase the chance of both
countries surviving at all. This country
has had many of its citizens and some
of its leading officials deeply con-
cerned about nuclear proliferation.
Unfortunately, we have not been able
to win sufficient support to this cause.
We have not been able to place our
country squarely and firmly on the
side of stopping nuclear proliferation
at any cost. In my judgment, that is a
tragedy. Our Government itself has
been blithely and carelessly scattering
nuclear weapons materials and equip-
ment about the world like a New
Year's Eve drunk tossing away $20
bills. We have been providing nuclear
materials and equipment as well as
know-how to South Africa, to Argenti-
na, to Brazil, to India, and to Pakistan,
as well as to other countries. Has the
Soviet Union done likewise? No. They
have not permitted the export of any
materials, equipment, or know-how
that could be used to produce weap-
ons. In part, this may be because the
Soviet state controls every aspect of
all production including nuclear pro-
duction. They do not have the same
profit motive, certainly not the profit
motive that drives our defense con-
tractors and motivates them to seek
markets in other countries for the nu-
clear weapons they produce for our
Government. But it is more than that,
much more.

The Soviet Union holds its sway over
many other Communist countries,
except China, exactly because it does
have the monopoly control of nuclear
weapons, except for China. No small
part of the Soviet's ability to intimi-
date a Poland, or a Hungary is the fact
that the U.S.8.R. has the bomb and es-
pecially that the countries they domi-
nate do not. Indeed, the Soviet's domi-
nation of Eastern Europe could vanish
like a mist on a sunny morning if East-
ern European countries had the kind
of atomic arsenal that the United
Kingdom and France possess.

So the Soviets have a special interest
in stopping an arms race that could
lead to the dissemination of small nu-
clear weapons and especially of cheap
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nuclear weapons throughout the
world. Of course, if the dissemination
of small nuclear weapons would simply
end the Communist domination of
Eastern Europe and stop there, we
could make a case for nuclear prolif-
eration. Unfortunately, the prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons will lead with-
out question to a small-scale nuclear
war which no one, in all likelihood,
could end until it became a major nu-
clear war. Certainly terrorists would
acquire such weapons. Certainly no
city would be safe. Indeed, no human
being would be safe. The hit man
would have the supreme power. Retal-
iation would be impossible.

Unfortunately, hatred and desire for
revenge are common human traits. We
keep them in check with a law en-
forcement system that, however clum-
sily or long delayed, often brings pun-
ishment to the criminal. But once the
terrorist acquires nuclear devices, he
would have a new impregnability. Life
on this Earth would be perilously close
to an end in a wide variety of ways.
Generations have had missions and re-
sponsibilities before. But never has
any generation had a more vital re-
sponsibility than ours to stop the test-
ing that lies at the heart of the tech-
nological nuclear arms race.

ELIE WIESEL: A DESERVING
CANDIDATE FOR THE NOBEL
PEACE PRIZE

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr, President, ear-
lier this week, it was my pleasure to
join the senior Senator from New
York in nominating Mr. Elie Wiesel
for the 1984 Nobel Peace Prize.

This remarkable man has devoted
his life to the cause for peace as a wit-
ness to the inhumanity of the world’s
most devastating war. Wiesel personi-
fies the German concentration camp
experience, reminding all races and
peoples of the recent horrors of the
Holocaust, and the prospects of geno-
cide happening again.

In his million-selling
“Night,” Wiesel writes:

Never shall I forget that night, the first
night in camp, which has turned my life
into one long night, seven times cursed and
seven times sealed. . . . Never shall I forget
those flames which consumed my faith for-
ever. Never shall I forget that nocturnal si-
lence which deprived me, for all eternity, of
the desire to live.

But we learn not only of Holocaust
atrocities from this survivor of an-
guish and agony, we also learn of sing-
ing and dancing in the face of heart-
ache. We learn of the triumph of sur-
vival. We learn of the sacredness of
human life. And we learn of the uni-
versal hope of peace.

In addition to having written over
two dozen books, Wiesel chairs the
U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council and
has conducted a New York lecture
series for 17 years.

memoir

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

He is an avid spokesman for peace,
speaking out against the insanity of
the nuclear arms race and against
human rights violations around the
globe. In addition, he has been an im-
portant voice of conscience for a world
too prone to thoughtless and hasty
action.

In a recent article on Wiesel in the
New York Times magazine, David Ha-
livni, a professor of religion at Colum-
bia University illustrates this point:

Since the Holocaust, we're convinced the
universe is not the same. There is a blemish
on creation and that blemish may lie dor-
mant, but who knows when it will erupt and
devour us? There is a crack in the earth
hasn't healed. That notion sets survivors
apart. And Elie gives it expression in litera-
ture.

The most important lesson Wiesel
teaches us through his holocaust ex-
perience is that genocide is the most
horrible crime committed against hu-
manity, and that it must be guarded
against in the future.

We have a chance to do our part by
ratifying the Genocide Convention.
We must make this heinous crime ille-
gal under international law by putting
the force of the United States behind
it. We must add to the contributions
of Elie Wiesel, a most deserving candi-
date for the Noble Peace Prize, by
stating we will not tolerate any future
crimes against humanity. Let us move
promptly to ratify the Genocide Con-
vention.

APPOINTMENTS BY THE
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, pursuant to Public Law 98-
162, appoints the following Senators
to the Commission on the Eleanor
Roosevelt Centennial: the Senator
from New York (Mr. D'AmaTo) and
the Senator from New York (Mr. Mo¥y-
NIHAN).

ROUTINE MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will now be a
period for the transaction of routine
morning business not to extend
beyond 1 p.m., with statements there-
in limited to 5 minutes each.

ADDRESS BY SENATOR THUR-
MOND ON FOREIGN POLICY

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, our dis-
tinguished colleague from South Caro-
lina and the Senate's President pro
tempore, Mr. THURMOND, recently
made a major foreign policy address to
the student body of Presbyterian Col-
lege in his home State.

The address focused on the U.S. mis-
sile deployments in Western Europe,
the spread of Communist insurrection
in the Caribbean and Central America,
and the conflict in Lebanon.
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The importance and currency of
Senator THURMOND'S address makes it
deserving of thoughtful attention by
all Senators and other readers of the
CONGRESSIONAL REcORD. I, therefore,
ask unanimous consent that a copy of
this address be included in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the ad-
dress was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ADDRESS BY SENATOR STROM THURMOND

President Orr, Faculty, Students, Ladies
and Gentlemen:

It is a great pleasure for me to be with
you today on the beautiful campus of Pres-
byterian College. I always look forward to
an opportunity to address future leaders of
America, especially when the students have
such a fine reputation for excellence as do
those at P.C. I am proud to have been the
recipient of an honorary Doctor of Laws
degree from your fine institution in 1960
and feel a close bond of kinship with you.

This morning I want to discuss with you
briefly three important foreign policy issues
on which public attention is currently fo-
cused. These issues are the United States
missile deployments in Western Europe, the
spread of Communist insurrection in the
Caribbean and Central America, and the
conflict in Lebanon.

It has always been my belief that the first
and most important responsibility of our
Federal Government is the maintenance of
a national defense sufficient to safeguard
our precious freedom and to help keep the
peace in areas of the world vital to our in-
terests. In this regard, certainly there is no
area of the world more important to our
Nation than Western Europe, our largest
trading partner and with whom we share a
common heritage and love for freedom.

There are many Americans and Western
Europeans who have serious misconceptions
about the current program to deploy a total
of 108 U.S. Pershing II ballistic missile
launchers in West Germany and 464 U.S.
ground-launched cruise missiles in five Eu-
ropean countries. The Soviets and some
well-intentioned, but nonetheless misin-
formed, West Europeans and Americans
would have us believe that the United
States is somehow forcing Europe to accept
weapons which are both unnecessary and
which will increase the likelihood cf a nu-
clear war. The reality is very much to the
contrary. These weapons are necessary as a
deterrent, are being deployed at the specific
request of our NATO allies, and will not in-
crease the threat of nuclear war.

No informed person may dispute the fact
that the U.S.S.R. presently enjoys clear cut
conventional military superiority over the
Atlantic Alliance. The Warsaw Pact has
almost twice as many men in uniform as
does NATO. They have twice as many
ground force divisions, more than three
times the number of main battle tanks and
artillery, and almost six times as many
fighter interceptors. Few dispute the widely
held belief that Western Europe, if at-
tacked, would be in danger of being quickly
overcome by the conventional military
might of the Soviets and Warsaw Pact mem-
bers.

The best military minds agree that it has
been the nuclear force of the United States
and NATO which has thus far deterred the
Soviets from exercising the military option
against Western Europe. In 1978 the Soviet
Union initiated a theater nuclear force mod-
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