recommendations, which I strongly endorsed. Secretary
Shultz, Secretary Weinberger, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the
Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, and
the National Security Council also endorsed the recommen-
dations of the Commission. At that time, I affirmed my com-
mitment to pursue ambitious arms-reduction negotiations as
an integral part of the package.

“Despite the range of views which existed in the past, the
Congress joined us in supporting this bipartisan effort to
modernize our strategic deterrent. This consensus was a ma-
jor accomplishment in our common effort to enhance national
security. The willingness of all parties to re-examine their
previous positions allowed us to end a decade of political
paralysis over arms control and modernization.

“Last week, the Commission issued its final report. The
report focuses on the arms control portion of its earlier rec-
ommendations. Once again, the Commission members and
their counselors have performed a tough job extraordinarily
well. Again, we all owe this distinguished group of Ameri-
cans special thanks.

“This final report reiterates the original recommenda-
tions, that is, an integrated strategic program consisting of an
arms control structure with incentives to enhance stability at
reduced levels of strategic arsenals. . . . In particular, arms
control can make a substantial contribution to U.S. security
by increasing strategic stability, allowing some types of de-
fense expenditures to be avoided, and offering a useful forum
for dialogue on strategic concepts and priorities. . . .
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“The Commission recognizes the significance of the 1972
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and notes that research permit-
ted under the treaty is important to ascertain realistic tech-
nological possibilities as well as to guard against Soviet ABM
breakout. The Commission also recommends extreme cau-
tion in proceeding to engineering development of an active
strategic defense system.

“Our proposed strategic defense initiative is limited to
technology research. The initiative also includes continued
study of strategic policy and arms control implications of
strategic defense concepts. The program is consistent with
all treaty obligations and there is no conflict between our
initiative and the recommendations made by the Commission.

“I am pleased to announce that I, along with Secretary
Shultz, Secretary Weinberger, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the
Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, and
the National Security Council, strongly endorse the Commis-
sion’s final report.

“I urge continuing support by the Congress and the Amer-
ican people for this bipartisan consensus which unites us in
our common objective of strengthening our national security
and moving toward significant reductions in nuclear arms.”

President Ronald Reagan has sold out to Henry Kissinger
the only major positive achievement of his tenure in office,
his March 23, 1983 Anti-Ballistic Missile doctrine, in the
belief that by thus selling out, he would be re-elected Presi-
dent. His March 23 speechalone would have ensured Reagan
an indelible place in history. Now he has been bypassed.

House committee cuts
defense by $19 billion

The knives are out, in more ways than one, since Ronald
Reagan signaled he would not fight for his Strategic De-
fense Initiative by his endorsement of the Kissinger-con-
cocted “Scowcroft Commission Report” April 9.

The House Armed Services Committee has cut a total
of $19.7 billion from the Reagan administration’s pro-
posed 1985 defense budget. The committee slashed $8.8
billion from the Pentagon’s proposed $108-billion weap-
ons budget by eliminating 10 of 40 MX missiles, 8 of 48
F-15 fighters, 2 C-5 military transports, and 4 of 9 Lock-
heed P-3 anti-submarine aircraft. The committee also cut
the proposed military R&D budget by $3.4 billion with
the largest slash—3$400 million—taken from the Strategic

- Defense Initiative.

The committee’s action reduced the “real” growth rate
in military spending to a paltry 6%. The administration
had originally asked for a 13% real growth in defense,

then agreed to lower it to 7.5%. Congressional sources
believe that the highest increase which Congress is likely
to approve by the time it finishes with the budget will be
be 5%. :

Moreover, three leading ‘“Moscow Democrats”—
Reps. Les Aspin of Wisconsin, Norm Dicks of Washing-
ton, and Albert Gore of Tennessee—have come up with
an “arms control” package aimed at destroying the U.S.
beam-weapons program:

® A “limitation on testing of anti-satellite weapons”
and “advanced anti-satellite weapons” which prohibits any
funds being used “for the flight testing against an object
in space of any anti-satellite weapon so long as the Soviet
Union continues to observe its existing moratorium against
testing anti-satellite weapons in space.”

® An order that the Defense Department put all the
related research programs together in a separate title in the
annual budget. This, says Aspin, will prevent specific
components of the Strategic Defense Initiative “from get-
ting out of hand” in the future.

® A “limitation on amounts for Strategic Defense In-
itiative.” This limits the funding increases for SDI to 5%
real growth in the FY 85 budget over FY 84.
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