Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 11, Number 22, June 5, 1984

COD.gI' essional Closeup by Ronald Kokinda and Susan Kokinda

Hyde cites European
support for beams

In dissenting remarks to the House
Foreign Affairs Committee’s May 18
report attacking anti-satellite and di-
rected-energy defensive beam weap-
ons, Rep. Henry Hyde (R-Ill.), a sen-
ior member of the committee, report-
ed to the Congress for the first time on
European support for the Strategic
Defense Initiative.

Hyde acknowledged that “al-
though some West European defense
ministers, including German Defense
Minister Manfred Wormer, have ex-
pressed concerns” about the beam-
weapon program, “France has recent-
ly expressed interest in moving be-
yond nuclear weapons and is worried
over the possible deployment of a So-
viet strategic defensive system.” Hyde
also criticized the committee, both for
ignoring “a discussion of United States
and Soviet strategic doctrine,” and for
failing to “more fully recognize the
advantages of moving towards a doc-
trine of Mutually Assured Survival and
away from the increasingly unaccept-
able doctrine of Mutually Assured
Destruction.”

Hyde noted that the Office of
Technology Assessment (OTA) re-
port, which the committee used as evi-
dence of technical unfeasibility of
beam weapons, had been “criticized
by one of the top engineers at Law-
rence Livermore National Labora-
tory.” The OTA report is also alleged
to contain classified information; Hyde
said that he would seek an
investigation.

A ridiculously shoddy piece of |

work even by Congressional stan-
dards, the Democratic majority on the
committee reached their conclusions
after only three days of hearings which,
excepting a couple of administration
witnesses, heard testimony from only

the opponents of the program such as
Dr. Kurt Gottfried who represented
the Union of Concerned Scientists.

In the Senate, the KGB-manipu-
lated Larry Pressler (R-S.D.) held a
press conference on May 23, at which
he released a new Congressional
Budget Office study (CBO) which
charged that the administration’s cur-
rent Strategic Defense Initiative is re-
directing money away from hardware
and into long-term research and de-
velopment. According to the CBO, “it
could delay—though not foreclose—
the option of deploying in the relative-
ly near term a BMD system to defend
hardened missile silos or other strateg-
ic assets in the event of a Soviet BMD
deployment, which some analysts
fear.” This new attack on the Presi-
dent’s program mirrors the criticisms
of retired Gen. Danny Graham and the
High Frontier grouping, whose work
with left-wing, anti-*“Star Wars” forces
is under investigation by this journal.

ASAT fight escalates

in Congress

The appeasement forces in the U.S.
Congress escalated their fight against
anti-satellite weapons by scoring a

" major House victory against ASATs

on May 23, while regrouping Senate
opposition around a new, anti-ASAT
amendment that same day. During de-
bate on H.R. 5167, the Department of
Defense Authorization Act for 1985,
an amendment banning further testing
of ASATS introduced by Representa-
tives George Brown (D-Calif.) and
Larry Coughlin (R-Pa.), passed by a
vote of 238 to 181. The amendment
forbids any U.S. testing so long as the
Soviets continue their moratorium on
ASAT testing as announced by the late
Yuri Andropov last August.

A counter amendment was put for-
ward by Rep. Beverly Byron (D-Md.),
a member of the House Armed Ser-
vices Committee, who pointed out that
the Soviets have already conducted
extensive testing of an operational
ASAT capability; a ban placed on the
United States at the present time puts
the United States at a disadvantage.
Her amendment would have allowed
testing up to the level of previous So-
viet tests. It was defeated by a nearly
identical margin of votes.

Representative Robert Badham (R-
Calif.), an outspoken opponent of the
Brown-Coughlin amendment, came
closest to the truth in this matter. He
motivated support for the Byron alter-
native by saying, “What is asked here
is simply that we be allowed to test to
the extent that the Soviets have al-
ready tested. Now, I do not think that
is too much to ask at all, considering
the fact that it is really too bad that we
have to discuss on this floor the fact
that the Soviet Union is naming our
weapons policy. Itis the Soviet Union
that allows us to test, the Soviet Union
that allows us to develop weapons sys-
tems. . . . All of a sudden the Soviets
tell us what we can test and what we
cannot.”

In the U.S. Senate, on the same
day as the House ASAT vote, Sen.
Charles Percy (R-Ill.), chairman of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee,
introduced an amendment to S.J.R.
129, the Pressler ASAT resolution,
which Percy says is cosponsored by
nearly one-third of the Senate. The
amendment seeks to update the Pres-
sler resolution in the wake of the March
31, 1984 administration report on anti-
satellite weapons, which argued that
problems of verification make the pos-
sibility of an effective ASAT treaty
very remote. Percy states, “the
amendment that we are offering today
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reflects our commitment to take all
concems in this area into account, es-
pecially those relating to the verifia-
bility of an ASAT ban or restriction.
What this amendment says is that the
Senate simply does not agree with the
administration’s decision not to enter
into any negotations on space-based
or space-directed weaponry.”

Gonzalez defends

de la Madrid, Mexico

Rep. Henry B. Gonzalez (D-Tex.),
outspoken critic of Henry Kissinger,
introduced a resolution into the House
of Representatives on May 21 con-
demning syndicated columnist Jack
Anderson’s recent attacks on the in-
tegrity of Mexican President Miguel
de la Madrid, and apologizing to the
government of Mexico and its Presi-
dent. The resolution states, in part:
“The President of Mexico has been
improperly and unduly impugned by
a deliberate, malicious and anony-
mous attack, inspired by a misguided
policy, and that this calculated attack
is unworthy of the United States, and
more an embarrassment to the United
States than to the government of Mex-
ico; the government of the United
States should apologize forthwith to
the government of Mexico for the
anonymous, malicious and wholly un-
documented rumors it has spread
against the President and government
of Mexico.”

Gonzalez charges that the Ander-
son columns were inspired by the U.S.
government in an effort to “let Mr. de
la Madrid know of its displeasure
through more than official channels.”
Gonzalez concluded that “no matter
how irritated Washington might be,
however, it is clearly improper and
offensive to resort to the tactic of bes-

mirching the character of a visiting
chief of state.”

Downey boasts of Pugwash
caucus in House
Representative Tom Downey, the U.S.
chairman of Parliamentarians for
World Order—an outgrowth of Ber-
trand Russell’s Pugwash conference
backchannel to the Soviet Union—
took the floor of the House of Repre-
sentatives on May 22 to reveal the ex-
tent of congressional activity behind
the May 22 release of the “Four Con-
tinent Peace Initiative,” the call for
Western appeasement put forward by
various leaders in the Third World.
Downey states that he and the fol-
lowing Congressmen were active in
the work of the WPO: Berkley Bedell
(D-Iowa),
Leach (R-Iowa),
Calif.),
Bamey Frank (D-Mass.).
vealed: “Over the last year, parlia-
mentarians from all over the world
have attempted to influence and excite
the world leaders to the proposition
that their intermediary role [between
the United States and the U.S.S.R.]
will work. I visited Mr. Papandreou
personally and Mr. Trudeau. Mr. Be-
dell visited President de la Madrid and
Prime Minister Bob Hawke. And Mr.
Olafur Grimsson, a member of PWO,
visited Mr. Nyerere, Mr. Palme, and
Mrs. Ghandi, and Mr. Ceaucescu.”
On May 22, Downey and Bedell,
Leach, Miller, and Reps. Paul Simon
(D-111.)
sent a letter to President Reagan urg-
ing his “attention to the joint declara-
tion issued today by the heads of state
of India, Mexico, Tanzania, Sweden,
Greece, and Argentina. . . . Itisever
more clear that arms control is not just

the responsibility of the superpowers,
but the obligation of large and small
countries alike.”

Congressmen choose sides
in anti-drug fight

The efforts by the FBI to undermine
the anti-drug efforts of the special task
force set up under Vice-President Bush
have spilled over onto Capitol Hill.
Following the attack by Drug En-
forcement Administration head and
FBI Deputy Director Francis “Bud”
Mullen on the Vice-President’s Na-
tional Narcotics Bureau Interdiction
System (NNBIS),

Hughes (D-N.J.) jumped into the fray
on the side of Mullen.

In a floor statement on May 21,
Hughes declared, “Bud Mullen is to
be commended for honestly raising
these issues within the administration.
Fortoo long this administration’s drug
policy has been steered with an eye on
the press releases and not with an eye
on the results. . . . One of Bud Mul-
len’s points is that the administration
public relations campaign surround-
ing the creation of NNBIS has under-
mined the morale of the DEA agents,
the customs agents, the FBI agents,
the BATF agents and the Coast Guard
personnel who actually make the in-
vestigations, the seizures, and the ar-
rests, because the NNBIS bureaucry
at the White House takes credit for
their hard work. The lesson from this
flap is that until our drug enforcement
policies are developed and directed
with unity and coherence, the separate
fiefdoms will continue.”

Hughes is one of the chief spon-
sors, along with 33 other House mem-
bers, of H.R. 4028 calling for the new
creation of a cabinet-level drug direc-
tor.
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