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then finished with a call to the science community to 
join me in research starting now to develop defensive 
weapons that would render nuclear missiles obsolete. I 
made no optimistic forecasts—said it might take 20 
years or more but we had to do it. I felt good.”

Years after that historic date, this author received a 
firsthand account from one of the key figures at the Na-
tional Security Council of what actually happened on 
March 23.

James Baker III, as the White House Chief of Staff, 
was officially the last person assigned to review the Pres-
ident’s speeches before the final version was passed on to 
Reagan for approval. The SDI portion of the speech had 

been written under the auspices of Judge Clark by a 
White House speech writer, Aram Bakshian, who had 
been in contact with EIR for some time, initially courtesy 
of Richard Morris. When Baker saw the BMD section of 
the speech, he “went ballistic.” He removed the entire 
final section, eliminating any mention of the SDI.

Fortunately, Clark was alerted to Baker’s perfidy, 
and in an outright violation of protocol, bypassed Baker, 
and alerted the President that that portion of the speech 
had been deleted. Reagan reinserted the SDI announce-
ment. Baker didn’t find out about this until about 8:20 
that night, when the Reagan read those fateful words to 
the American people.

ERICE 1983

Reagan, Teller, Wood 
Intervene for Mankind

At a conference held in Erice, Italy, Aug. 20-23, 1983 
titled, “Technological Bases for Peace” Dr. Edward 
Teller, Dr. Lowell Wood, and President Ronald 
Reagan forcefully brought the concept of the SDI 
program to the participants, including the Soviets. 
The majority of scientists attending the event were 
by no means advocates of the SDI. But everything 
changed when President Reagan sent a telegram to 
the conference, which gave Teller and Wood the con-
text in which to intervene and transform the gather-
ing.

President Reagan wrote, “As this annual meeting 
at Ettore Majorana commences, I extend my encour-
agement to the distinguished scientists from many 
nations who have come together to discuss problems 
connected with the dangers of nuclear conflict and 
the ways in which such conflict can be avoided.

“War is the scourge of nations, and nuclear war 
would be the scourge of mankind. The citizens of the 
world face no more urgent challenge than the pre-
vention of war. As scientists and teachers, you hold a 
special responsibility to use your wisdom and influ-
ence to help develop and use the knowledge that will 
lead to an age of true security against the threat of 
nuclear war.

“For nearly four decades, the increasingly de-
structive capabilities of nuclear weapons have domi-

nated issues of national security. But in the past year 
we have seen the possibility that we may be able to 
change that increasingly unstable situation.

“First, we are engaged in very serious negotia-
tions with the Soviet Union on the means of achiev-
ing substantial, equitable, and verifiable reductions 
in our nuclear arsenals and on measures to build the 
mutual confidence and understanding necessary to 
reduce the risk of nuclear war.

“Second, if we succeed in applying the fruits of 
scientific and technical advances to develop a new 
generation of defensive systems, we may be able, at 
long last, to make nuclear war impossible.

“Our hope for the future is not just to halt the 
growth and the spread of nuclear arsenals, but to re-
verse such trends. We owe that legacy to the children 
of the world, and I commend your continuing effort 
to find realistic ways to make it possible.”

The impact of Reagan’s message resulted in an 
unexpected breakthrough, given that Soviet Presi-
dent Yuri Andropov had already categorically re-
jected Reagan’s proposal. A commission of 100 U.S. 
and Soviet scientists was constituted to investigate 
the feasibility of beam-weapon defense, and to con-
duct a computer analysis of the effects of nuclear 
war. Italian newspapers described the Soviet agree-
ment to participate in the commission as “a sudden 
change in the attitude of the Soviet delegation.” It 
was, indeed the first public agreement by any Soviet 
officials (the Soviet delegation was led by Academi-
cian E.P. Velikhov, the leading Soviet scientist in the 
field of particle beam technology) to discuss beam 
weapons with the United States.


