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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

SCHEDULE OF THE'PRESIDENT'AND MRS. BUSH .
FOR
VIENNA, VIRGINIA

THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1990

EVENTS:

Staff Photo with Senator Warner Fundraiser Guests
Fundraiser Dinner for Senator John Warner

DRESS:
Men - Business Suit
Women - Cocktail Dress
CONTACT:
Office of Presidential Advance
~ John G. Keller, Jr. - 202/456-7565
Trip Coordinator
Lucy Muckerman - 202/456-7565
ADVANCE:
Ed Cowling - LEAD
Chris Molineaux - PRESS
Karl Solterer - USSSs
Bruce Caughman - MIL. AIDE
Mitch Ross - WHCA
.Brian Davis - HMX
WEATHER:

Mid 20's

[
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6:15 pm‘

SCHEDULE OF THE

PRESIDENT AND MRS. BUSH

FOR

VIENNA, VIRGINIA

THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1990

GUEST AND STAFF INSTRUCTIONS:

5:45 pm

5:55 pm

6:10 pm

6:20 pm

For those Guest and Staff not
manifested on Marine One, vans
will depart West Basement en
route Pentagon Landing Zone.
Please board Nighthawk II or
IITI upon arrival.

Those with own transportation
should arrive Pentagon Landing
Zone. Please board Nighthawk
II or III upon arrival.

Nighthawk III departs Pentagon
en route Vienna, Virginia.

Nighthawk III arrives Landing
Zone, Vienna, Virginia.

THE PRESIDENT
route Vienna,

and Mrs. Bush depart White House
Virginia.

A. Card

HELICOPTER ASSIGNMENTS:

Marine One

THE PRESIDENT
Mrs. Bush

M. Fitzwater
T. McBride
D. Valdez




iy

6:25 pm

6:30 pm

Doctor
Mil. Aide
2 USsSs

Nighthawk IT (departs from Pentagon)

S. Rogich
J. Parmer
J. Wray
P. Swift
WHCA T/O
Medic

6 USSS

Nighthawk ITI (departs from Pentagon)

J. Allison
WHCA A/V

2 WHTV
USsSSsS

14 Press

(Flying Time: 10 Minutes)

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush arrive Landing Zone,
Vienna, Virginia and proceed to Motorcade.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush board Motorcade and
depart Landing Zone en route Sheraton Premlere
Hotel.

MOTORCADE ASSIGNMENTS:

Lead

Spare T. McBride
Doctor

LIMO THE PRESIDENT
Mrs. Bush

Follow Up

Page Two



6:32 pm

Control A. Card
S. Rogich
Mil. Aide

Support M. Fitzwater
"J. Parmer
D. Valdez
Medic

Sstaff I All Remaining Staff

(Drive Time: 2 Minutes)

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush arrive Sheraton
Premiere Hotel and proceed to Junior Ballroom.

Met by:

The Honorable John Warner
U.S. Senator

Mr. Joel T. Broyhill
Salute Dinner Committee Member

Mr. Bruce Gottwald
Salute Dinner Sponsor

Ms. Kathryn Colgan
Second District Co-Coordinator
Senator John Warner 1990 Committee

Dr. Frank Royal
Salute Dinner Sponsor

Mr. Warner Dalhouse
Salute Dinner Vice Chairman

Mr. George P. Shafran
Finance Chairman
Senator John Warner 1990 Committee

Mr. Earle C. Williams
Salute Dinner Vice Chairman

Mr. and Mrs. Daniel M. Ross, Sr. (Elizabeth)
owner, Sheraton Premiere Hotel

Page Three '



Mr. Brian M. Mulholland
General Manager, Sheraton Premiere Hotel

STAFF PHOTO WITH SENATOR WARNER FUNDRAISER GUESTS

EVENT:

6:35 pm

6:55 pm

6:56 pm

6:58 pm

6:59 pm

EVENT:

OFFICIAL PHOTOGRAPHER ONLY

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush, accompanied by
Senator Warner, arrive Junior Ballroom and THE
PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush begin participation in
staff Photo.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush conclude participation
in staff Photo and, accompanied by Senator Warner,
proceed to Holding Room.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush, accdmpanied by
Senator Warner, arrive Holding Room and hold
briefly.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush, accompénied by
Senator Warner, depart Holding Room and proceed to
Off-Stage Announcement Area.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush, accompanied by
Senator Warner, arrive Off-Stage Announcement Area
and hold briefly.

FUNDRAISER DINNER FOR SENATOR JOHN WARNER

OPEN PRESS.

RﬁFFLES AND FLOURISHES
OFF-STAGE ANNOUNCEMENT
HAIL TO THE CHIEF

BRIEF REMARKS Page Four
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7:00

pm

pm

. pm

pm

pm

pm

pm

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush, accompanied by
Senator Warner, are announced into Ballroom,
proceed to Head Table and are seated.

7:01 pm "Americana" by Moe Bandy

7:05 pm Mr. Paul Laxalt, Former U.S.
Senator, introduces Senator Warner

THE PRESIDENT is introduced for Brief Remarks by
Senator Warner.

THE PRESIDENT gives Brief Remarks.

THE PRESIDENT concludes Brief Remarks and,
accompanied by Mrs. Bush, departs Grand Ballroom
and proceeds to Holding Room.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush arrive Holding Room
and hold briefly. '

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush depart Holding Room
and proceed to Motorcade.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush board Motorcade and
depart Sheraton Premiere Hotel en route Landing
Zone.

MOTORCADE ASSIGNMENTS:

Same as on Arrival.

|
)

(Drive Time: 2 Minutes)
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7:30 pm

7:35 pm

7:45 pm

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush arrive Landing Zone,
Vienna, Virginia and proceed to Marine One.

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush board Marine One and
depart Landing Zone, Vienna, Virginia en route
White House.

HELICOPTER ASSIGNMENTS:

Same as on Arrival, except:

Nighthawk ITI

Add B. Kilberg

(Flying Time: 10 Minutes)

THE PRESIDENT and Mrs. Bush arrive White House.

Page Six
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Ronald Reagan
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Oct. 20 / Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1986

blood and skin biopsy tests. Physicians can
predict the severity of the disease in each
patient, allowing those affected to make
better informed health care plans for the
future.

In addition, scientists have developed a
method for replacing the enzyme that
Gaucher’s patients lack. Growing knowl-
edge about genetic structure may someday
enable scientists to transplant a normal
gene into a patient’s cells to replace the
defective gene. But more remains to be
learned before such procedures are perfect-
ed.

Voluntary agencies work side by side
with government scientists in the effort to
promote research on ways to treat and ulti-
mately cure Gaucher’s disease. In the work
of these agencies, and that of the investiga-
tors they sponsor, lies the hope that we will
one day conquer this genetic disorder.

To enhance public awareness of
Gaucher’s disease, the Congress, by Senate
Joint Resolution 352, has designated the

week beginning October 19, 1986, a5
“Gaucher’s Disease Awareness Week” and
authorized and requested the President to
issue a proclamation in observance of that
week.

Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, Presi-
dent of the United States of America, do
hereby proclaim the week beginning Octo-
ber 19, 1986, as Gaucher’s Disease Aware-
ness Week, and I call upon the people of
the United States to observe that week with
appropriate ceremonies and activities.

In Witness Whereof, 1 have hereunto set
my hand this seventeenth day of October,
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
and eighty-six, and of the Independence of
the United States of America the two hun-
dred and eleventh.

RONALD REAGAN
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis-
ter, 11:58 a.m., October 20, 1986]

Note: The proclamation was released by the
Office of the Press Secretary on October 20.

Statement on the Death of President Samora Moises Machel of
Mozambique
October 20, 1986

It was with deep regret that we learned
of the death of the President of the People’s
Republic of Mozambique, Samora Moises
Machel. I wish to extend to the Govern-
ment and people of Mozambique the con-
dolences of the American people in the loss
they have suffered. President Machel led
his people with courage and unfailing de-
termination in the long struggle for Mozam-
bique’s independence and nonalignment.

President Machel understood the urgent
need for cooperation in the interest of
peace in southern Africa. His agreement to

Nkomati accord with South Africa was a
courageous milestone in the effort of all the
peoples of southern Africa to live together
in mutual security and good will. He was a
voice for moderation in the region.

«Since his meeting with President Reagan
a year ago, President Machel dedicated his
government to improving relations between
Mozambique and the United States. We
hope to work closely with his successors to
continue the improvement in our bilateral
relations and to further the cause of peace
in southern Africa.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

MEMORAND
TO: Andrew Card
\
FROM: .. JOSEPH W. HAGIN
SUBJECT: APPROVED PRESIDENTIAL ACTIVITY
EVENT: Attend Fundraising Reception and Dinner for
Senator John Warner
- * 8" - Thursday -
DATE: March—327 1990 ---——Monday—
‘.1I
TIME: i 6:30 p.m.

LOCATION: * | e 3

Sheraton, Premier Hotel Tysons Corner
ATTIRE: Business suit

REMARKS REQUIRED: Reception-Photos
Dinner- Brief Remarks

MEDIA COVERAGE: Closed Reception
PARTICIPATION: . :
ADDITIONAL Speak priior to dinner and depart
INFORMATION:
CONTACT:
TELEPHONE: OFFICE HOME _

NOTE: PROJECT OFFICER, SEE ATTACHED CHECKLIST

Ed Rogers Marlin Fitzwater David Bates

James Cicconi David Demarest David Valdez

Fred McClure Jean Lamb USSS- PPD

Susan Porter Rose Sig Rogich Gary Walters

Patty Presock John Keller WHCA Audio/Visual
Chriss Winston Tim McBride WHCA Operations
Laurie Firestone J. Bonnie Newman C. Boyden Gray
William Kristol Paul Bateman John Herrick

Jackie Kennedy

LRF 1/24/90
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(Smith/Blessey)

8 A.M.

February 27, 1990
WARNER

PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: WARNER FUNDRAISER
' TYSON'S CORNERS, VIRGINIA
THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1990

Senator Warner. Fellow Republicans. Ladies and gentlemen.
. thapk you for that kind introduction.

Asfélways, it's good to be back in one of Virginia's fastest-
growing cities. // ((Even though I should tell you: I don't
know if it's true, but there's a rumor that the name "Tyson's '
Corners" will soon be changed to "Buster Douglas Corners.")) // Vv

((That would be appropriate, of course, since the man we
honor tonight is a fighter and an athlete. // 1In fact, I knew
he was here when I séw a horse being valet-parked outside.)) //
He has been an advisor I rely upon -- a great Senator of a great
State. 2And his record deserves overwhelming reQelection -- John
Warner. // |

As you know, John is Virginia's senior elected official.

But more than thaﬁ, he's a Virginian. And he represents that
- unparalleled blend of qualities that led John Adams to write
Patrick Henry, "We all look to Virginia for examples." }/

The first of these qualities is honor. As Casey Stengel
would say, "You can look it up": Virginia boasts a tradition 6f
conscience and public honesty. Not once in this century has a
statewide elected official even been brought before the Bar.

Virginians demand -- and get -- inteqrity from their officials.




)

2

((Let me share a story that illustrates this tradition. A\\

Happened in 1978 -- Republican convention, Richmond. // Four men
vying for the GOP Senate nomination -- no one could get a
majority. Late Saturday night -- one ballot following another. ED

((Finally, about 11:30, an aide suggested an idea. "Mr.
Warner," he said, "a lot of these delegates won't participate on
a Sunday, and not many are backing you. Just filibuster 'til
midnight."” // John Warner's response spoke eloquently about his
character: "I'd rather lose the nomination than win it that way."

((You know the rest of the story: John lost, and promptly
endorsed Dick Obenshain. The next month, Don died in a plane -[.
cfash —-- and John was nominated and elected. He stood tall in

victory -- and even taller in defeat. John Warner is a symbol of
Virginia at her best.)) // |

Today, those Virginians who supported others in '78 know
John better -- and support him. They support him, first, because
of this fidelity to honor. Second, because of another quality
which makes him, as Adams said, an "example" for America:

Experience almost unrivaled in the United States Senate. //

Listen to his roll call: Graduate of Washington & Lee and O%Z,
' T

) ‘ LT:——/\.-__\_ e
UVA. // And how 'bout those Cavs in the NCAA. // Served in é’ﬂ/
' T
three wars. Been Secretary of the Navy -- and a great Director C

of the Bicenfennial Commission. // And since 1979 John's been
such a superb U.S. Senator that a certain local paper praised
"his breadth of insight and attention to detail." // Just goes

to show you: Even The Washington Post can be right. //
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((Truth is: 1It's this very experience which has .made John
Warner one of only two people who qualify as my senior, intimate
advisors with a shock of white hair. // Right, Barbara? // In
fact, when I told her I was going to a fundraiser for a maﬁ who
always stands out on TV because of his hair, Barbara said, "I
didn't even know Rg§1:§§£££§é was running for sgméiﬁing "y) // 9

He's not. But John Warner is. He's running as a voice of
common sense -- that third quality which so typifies Virginia.

Running on priorities like national defense. The environment.

*i;;?-Edueation, child care, and freedom from drugs and crime. Great

)

goals -- obtainable. But only'through leadership that brings
straight talk and calm thought to this becade of Decision.

First, we want a strong America -- for a strong America is
an America at peace. Some talk of a peace dividend. Well, there
is no greater dividend than peace itself. John Warnef can -- and
already is -- ensuring peace as ranking Républican on the Senate

Armed Forces Committee. // And the thing is: John takes his

role seriously. // He has the only parking space at the capital

-
with a tank parked in it. // o i 4 /.?;
~ é74£ © Jo
Historically, no State has ed a stronger 4, /Kﬁ\ @/
,” %
national defense than Virginia. Today, no Senator better ﬁs\t ég

N [<?)
understands that defense than John Warner. He knows that arms \;% xﬁz
control must be done =- but done right. For he is the only |
member of the Senate who ever negotiated an executive agreement
with the Soviets on national security. And a man whose advice I

value on START and our defense budget. John and I are both Navy//



.
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men. So in an age of historic change, let's keep his anchor in

the unifd States Senate. //

Next, I need John to help achieve a clean America. Here in

Northern Virginia, you know all the obstacles to a pure
environment. ((One, of course, is the problem of traffic
density. One.guy told me he faces a dagiy battle against bumper-
to-bumper conditions, irate drivers, crashes, and gridlock. And
it's even worse after he gets out of his driveway)j. //

Our Administration wants to combat environmental abuse. So
we have sent Congress legislation to reduce urban smog, acid
rain, and air toxics -- the first rewrite of the Clean Air Act in
over 10 years. // And to create a kinder, genfler America, we
have proposed legislation to increase child-care choice through
tax incentives, not Federaliintervention. When it comes to our
kids, John and I want Virgihia's parents to decide. )/'

Finally;.let me focus on two prioriﬁies crucial to Virginia
and the Natipn§ Education and crime and drugs.

Last month I announced the 1990 National Drug Control
Strategy -- Phase II of the drug policy we unveiled last year.

// We're asking Congress to spend over $10 and 1/2 billion in
Fiscal Year 1991 for education, treatment, interdiction, and
enforcement -- about a 70 per cent increase since I took office.

John Warner supports this strategy. Just as he supports |
such Phase II steps as an expansion of the death penalty for drug
kingpins. // And our budget request to increase Federal

assistance to States and localities in drug use, prevention,

.



treatment, and law enforcement. // het others~soft-§edal the
need to be hard on crime. Qur policy will‘aohieve a far greater
end: The need to take back the streets._ﬁléglkyuuﬁ_ |

Flnally, we must take back our schools for Amerlca s kids.
Which is why last fall at the Unlver51ty of V1rg1n1a I convened
an unpredecented event -~ this Natlon's flrst,Educatlon Summit.

From that summlt arose the educatlon goals I announced last
month. We must ensure that every student in America starts
school ready to learn. And we'must‘seefthat:éaoh school has an
environment where kids can 1earn.-¥Thattmeans making every school
drug-free. // Our graduation rate must be no less than 90

,,,,,,

percent. And we must make dlplomas mean somethlng. So we want

U.S. students to be first in the world in math and science

achievement by the year 2000. And we must guarantee that each

American is a skilled, llterate worker and cltlzen.

‘L&o

John Warner understands that educatlon 1s Amerlca s most

enduring legacy, vital to everythlng'we.are and can ‘become. For
he understands America -- and our prlorltles as a people.
What's more, how to achieve those prlorltles. Through honor,
experience, and common sense: A metaphor for Virginia.

For more than three centuries, this CQmmonnealth has been an
"example" to America. Just as Senator John Warner has been an

example to us all. So let's roll up our sleeves.. And keep in

the Senate this man who has so enriched his Commonwealth. God
bless you, God bless America, and let's keep John Warner the
Senior Senator from the great sState of virginia-.
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JANUARY 12, 1990, FRIDAY
SECTION: NEWS MAKERS & POLICY MAKERS
LENGTH: 53464 words

HEADLINE: CB

PRESS CONFERENCE BY

SENATOR JOHN  WARNER (R-VA)

ON HIS RECENT TRIP TO CENTRAL AMERICA
SENATE RADIO TV GALLERY

KEYWORD: SEN. WARNER-01/12/90

BODY:

SENATOR JOHN  WARNER (R-VA): (In progress) -- E1l Salvador. Nicaragua denied
me a visa, although I was able to join with Senator Dodd at the airport in
Nicaragua to meet with a number of groups, primarily religious groups, to hear
their viewpoints with respect to matters in that country and primarily in
relation to the killing -- the tragic killing of the nun.

Now, with that background, I'll just open up for questions.

@ The Panama operation, you assessment of it? How did the military do?

- SEN. WARNER: I think it was one of them most remarkable examples of the
coordination between the various branches of the military services. Great
credit is owing the Secretary of Defense, the Chairman of the Joint Chief,
General Thurman and General Steiner and right on down to every foot soldier,
male or female that participated in the operation. There remains some guestions
with regard to whether our intelligence, particularly HUMINT, was adequate. And
on the whole the military operation was an excellent example of coordination and
I think it manifests the improvements that we have achieved as a consequence of >
the Goldwater-Nichols Act. @ Senator, what's your impression of how the
Cristiani government is handling the murder investigation?

SEN. WARNER: Yes, Senator Dodd and I met extensively with members of his
government, the Defense Minister, the senior military officers, and then with
President Cristiani himself. We also walked through every step of the scene of
the tragic killing of the priests. In my judgment, it is manifestly clear that
this was a carefully-planned operation. It was not just an indiscriminate
killing by a bunch of troops ravaging about in the darkness. They knew exactly
how to get in. They knew where they were. They dragged them out, mercilessly
slaughtered them, and then departed.

President Cristiani assured Senator Dodd and me that he was leaving no stone
unturned to get to the bottom of this tragic loss of life. We also went to the
headquarters, where there is a consortium of investigators from all over the
world, from the FBI, from Scotland Yard, and they too are sifting through the
egvidence.

We were assured by the Minister of Defense and the chief of their armed forces
that the firmest of disciplinary action would be taken against the officers,
assuming that the evidence holds up and they are conviced. They will be tried
in a civil court, as opposed to a military court.

Yes?

Q@ Senator Warner, how high in the military may the involvement here be? Did you
talk about that with President Cristiani?

LEXIS NEXIS LEXIS NEXIS
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SEN. WARNER: We stressed the fact that if there were senior military officers

involved, they had to be held accountable. There are reports that at least one
senior military officer is now under detention, several middle-grade officers,
and up to 30 to 40 enlisted personnel.

Q@ What do you think the fallout will be for US aid and specifically military aid
if these cases are not pursued to conclusion, and did you gentlemen talk with
Cristiani about that?

SEN. WARNER: Very explicitly. We said to President Cristiani, as we did to the
defense officials, that unless this particular case is pursued fully and that
justice is meted out if there are convictions, the likelihood of futher military
assistance from the United States becomes doubtful.

@ What type of timetable have you set for the current (?) Salvadoran judicial
system to --

SEN. WARNER: That's a pertinent question. We -- I pressed on that with the
Secretary of State, who was my dinner partner at the dinner, as well as the
President, and you cannot get a clear timetable. And in defense of Cristiani,
and he indeed is a man of courage, it is a separate branch of his government,
and much like our President -- our President cannot dictate to the judicial
branch the schedules that they must follow.

@ Do you expect an attempt to put strings on military aid in the next budget, ‘
and what do you --

SEN. WARNER: I think, until such time as this case has run its course, it would
be unwise to predict exactly what we would do. But I do know that the Senate,
and I'm sure the House likewise, perhaps more so than the Senate, will
scrutinize this case very, very carefully. And it will -- this case will be the
balance that could tilt it one way or another.

@ Senator, back to Panama. Could you outline your concerns over the kinds of
intelligence, or the intelligence --

SEN. WARNER: Again, it falls into the area of human intelligence. We simply did
not have a clear knowledge of what they call the Dignity Forces, where they were
operating, their chain of command. There was also a considerable difficulty
encountered with learning from their communications. We had the most modern of
equipment to go into the military system, but the Dignity Forces were using
Radio Shack equipment. And surprisingly, those little hand -~ they call them
bricks -- radios posed quite a problem for our military. But on the whole, I
think our military did very well, and I hope America welcomes back with open
arms the men and the women who fought courageously in that area.

@ Was the problems with intelligence -- were they -- did that contribute to the
high number of Seals and special force people that were killed?

SEN. WARNER: No. I think that operation -- that was a special one, and we
walked over that area very carefully, and they met unanticipated resistance. By
and large, the officer corps of the PDF laid down their weapons and fled and
left this fight to the enlisted men, both in the PDF and, to a somewhat lesser
extent, in the Dignity Forces.

@ (Off-mike.)

SEN. WARNER: Beg your pardon?

Q@ Chairman Les Aspin seems to be quite critical of what he called -- (inaudible)
-- planning on the -- (inaudible) -- of the operation. In other words, there
was no real concerted effort made to put the Endara government in place in a
manner that it could carry forth.

SEN. WARNER: Well, I don't know what else could have been done. The Endara
government was sworn in. When I was there we met with President Endara and his
two vice presidents and they seemed to be in full charge and were receiving that
support that they asked for from the United States.

Now there is the question of the coordination between the Departments of State

LEXIS NEXIS LEXIS NEXIS
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and Defense with regard to this military operation, and I think it's best to let
the Secretaries of State and Defense first come out publicly and give us the
details of the procedure they set up to coordinate, and then perhaps Members of
Congress might have some views. But until such time as they have been given an
opportunity to explain the steps they took to coordinate, I think it's in
fairness not wise to criticize.

@ Senator, what's your view on the use of women in combat in Panama, and that
this opened the door now for bropader use of women in combat?

SEN. WARNER: Both Senator Nunn and Senator Robb and I made a point of talking
with a number of the women who performed very well in combat. As a matter of
fact, I think they -- there was no question -- there was no question when they
went into this operation that they would live up to their professional training
and capabilities, and no one expected any less than the fine professional manner
in which they discharged their obligations.

Now with respect to future legislation, I think it's wise that Congress, on a
regular basis, begin to look at the role of women in the military and to
determine what areas we might be able to expand their training and their
advancement. They should be given opportunity in every sense to equally compete
with men, but in terms of the fundamental precedents which have thus far guided
the Congress in determining their role in combat training, it does not appear to
me that the experience in Panama will chance those precedents.

@ So you don't see a more extensive use of women in combat situations then,
based on Panama? There are some who say that they should be treated just the
same as men, that there may indeed be a legislative push on that.

SEN. WARNER: Well, as we look at the increased use of special operating forces,
as we look at the problems that threaten the United States, basically Third
World confrontations, isolated instances of terrorism, men and women are going
to be on an equal footing. But in terms of such planning as we may have with
regard to, say, frontal, major military operations as we experience in World War
IT, of course, the likelihood of those types of operations now becomes less and
less in view of the unfolding events in Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union.
But nevertheless, in those scenarios, it seems to me the precedent still
remains. And that's why I think it's important that Congress review this
situation because the emphasis in terms of our threat now is shifting more and
more to Third World terrorists and situations like Panama where combat
operations take place right within civilian communities as opposed to neatly
drawn lines of defense in previous military engagements.

And therefore women, under their training, should be trained and given the
responsibility to deal with those situations the same as men and likewise be
recognized for their professional achievements in those areas on the same basis
as men. I'm somewhat disturbed about this inability of the Army to give them
the proper recognition that certain infantry men are taking. That's sort of
tangled up in a web of regulations and I hope the Secretary of the Army can
untangle that because I think they should receive the same recognhition as men
for their performance in Panama.

@ So, Senator, are you saying essentially that women should get the same
training but maybe they shouldn't be facing the same dangers as men?

SEN. WARNER: I'm saying the following: That the changing threat towards this
country, again, Third World terrorism, limited actions, special operation
forces, mobility, in many of these situations men will be given professional
responsibilities equal to women, or vice versa. And therefore, we've got to
make certain that they get the training that is adequate so that they can
discharge their professional responsibilities and also take care of themselves
and their fellow soldiers, be they women or men.

@ Is that something that's not happening now? Do you think women aren't
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getting the same training?

SEN. WARNER: Well, take this particular scenario: The one individual, the
officer Bray, was given training as a specialist in military police. But I don't
think there's any distinction between the risk that she took fighting in an city
environment than the infantrymen 100 yards away. So when we give them
responsibilities, be it communications, intelligence, military police, or
otherwise, which are likely to take them into the proximity of a battle
situation and where they're accepting the same risks as the combat infantrymen,
then I think their training has to be equivalent.

@ You're saying not that she shouldn't have been there, but if she was there,
she should have had infantry training to go along with --

SEN. WARNER: She should -- I wouldn't try and characterize the training as
infantry training. But my point is as follows: If you're going to take women --
and we are -- training them in intelligence, logistics, communications, military
police, and put them into an environment which has combat scenarios, like
Panama, and they're subjected to the same crossfire, the same sniper fire as are
the men, then they better damn well be trained to take care of themselves, not
only as individuals but the officers and men under the command.

@ Senator Warner --

@ S0 do you generally support the use of women in combat?

SEN. WARNER: Generally speaking, I think it's unwise to train large numbers of
women in our armed forces for the combat role that we have experienced in wars
heretofore. But again, the threat is changing and we have to revisit this
situation and reexamine it, because these women, particularly my escort officer,
was -- they were subjected to the same risk, by and large, as were men in this
operation.

@ Should they have been subjected to that risk?

SEN. WARNER: I think so. They're trained, in many respects to take the risk;
they're willing to accept it. But in terms of training a large number of women
for combat, infantryman jobs, combat engineer, certain areas of the Navy like
submarines, certain ship-board assignments, in my judgment we still should not
train women for those billets.

@ So you see a limited combat role for women? Is that the way --

SEN. WARNER: I don't know that we can define it in a few sentences here. I
think I've explained it about as clearly as I can at this time, and it clearly
points up the need for Congress to go back and receive the expert advice of our
military commanders to determine whether or not additional legislation is needed
and additional specifics with respect to training.

@ Senator Warner, do the existing restrictions on women in combat as a practical
matter limit what they can do in the military, limit their career opportunities?
SEN. WARNER: Well, that is a subject that's open for debate. 1it's clear that
traditionally, the combat arms training in the military have led to wider fields
of advancement. But that does not mean that other fields of advancement in the
military have in any way been circumscribed to women. To the contrary --
roughly 10 percent of the men and women in the -- the total number of armed
forces today -- is women, and we see advancements to the grade of flag and
general officer which, I suppose, is the capstone of the career in the minds of
many. Now, that's open to them in many of the professions.

But the fundamental precedents that have guided the Congress for these many
years, in terms of training large numbers of women for combat arms
responsibility, or for duty aboard certain types of naval vessels, or for the
operation of certain type of aircraft -- primarily tactical fighter aircraft --
I don't think lessons from Panama will justify any changes there.

But I reemphasize that these women in that engagement accepted the same risks as
men in discharging their professional responsibility under MOSs of logistics

LEXIS NEXIS LEXIS NEXIS



Serv\iceS of Mead Data Central

PAGE )
(c) 1990 Federal Information Systems Corporation, January 12, 1990

and training, intelligence and the like. And we've got to make sure, given the
likelihood that again they'll be faced with the same risk as men in those
scenarios, that they receive adequate training.

@ Senator Warner?

SEN. WARNER: Yes?

@ Regarding this urban combat that you were discussing, Ramsey Clark and other
individuals have raised allegations of concerns that there was an inordinate
level of civilian casualties that have yet to have been reported or discovered.
Did you make any effort or examine those allegations in that situation?

SEN. WARNER: We did in great detail. And General Thurman presented to Senator
Nunn and me, just before Senator Nunn departed, a detailed breakdown of the
civilian casualties. And I asked the question -- I thought that would have been
made public by now. Has it not?

Q@ (Off mike) -- yesterday or the day before.

SEN. WARNER: Beg pardon?

(Cross talk.)

@ 220 is what Secretary Cheney --

SEN. WARNER: What's that?

@ 220 is the number that the Defense Department --

SEN. WARNER: Well, I'll go back today and perhaps make a release on that because
the figures I saw were somewhat higher. But they don't approach the figures
that former Attorney General Clark or Jesse Jackson have used.

Khen the Senate delegation went to these combat areas, the commanders -- not
only the general officers, but the captains, the lieutenants and the sergeants
accompanied us. And time and time again, the American serviceperson, man and
woman, took risks to prevent collateral damage to property and, above all, to
the persons, the civilians. And I hope they're given full credit for that. And
I take great umbrage at statements that they went in there in a manner to
inflict damage on civilians and civilian damage when the contrary is the case,
and they accepted personal risk to discharge their mission.

Now one other point -- Senator Robb ~- I want to commend him. He asked the
commanders to walk us through every single step that preceded the investigation
of the embassy. And we met with the officer who actually conducted that
operation. And Senator Robb, as the troop commander, carefully walked him
through every step; and I'm certain that the Senator from Virginia has said this
thus far, and 1 join him, it is our judgment that the military personnel
involved in the seizure of weapons in the Nicaraguan house -- I1'11 call it a
house for the moment -- conducted themselves in a professional manner and took
every precautionary step possible to ensure that their mission was being done
pursuant to ordes from higher command.

They waited outside of the house until the higher command sorted out the address
and the information in possession of the Americans -- and I say both Defense and
State -- before he entered that house. He reported the existence of the seal,
which was clearly visible and was still there when Senator Robb and I visited.
And when he went in the house, they said that it looked more like a fraternity
house than a residence for an embassy in terms of the shambles -- the mattresses
were all over the floor, the house had more people in it than beds could
accommodate, it was a mess. And it's very doubtful in my mind that this was the
primary residence of the ambassador from Nicaragua. As a matter of fact, the
ambassador couldn't even identify the number, the house address, when first
interrogated by the officers as they approached the house.

@ Do you disagree with Mr. Bush then that it was a screw-up?

SEN. WARNER: It was a screw-up, but --

@ I heard that --

SEN. WARNER: You're right. It was a screw-up, but it was not the foot
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soldiers that went in that house. They, on a real time basis, reported every
bit of the factual information back up the chain of command. The screw-up
occurred, if in fact it was, and I'm not sure that at this point in time it's
exactly clear what information was in the possession of the United States with
respect to the whereabouts of the Nicaraguan embassy.

But this search was predicated on information given by an American citizen over
a period of two days in which he identified four houses, and each one of those
houses had a cache of arms. And this American citizen gave an eyewitness
account of seeing arms go in and out of this residence on more than one
occasion, and he characterized it, in the vernacular of the neighborhood, that
this house was the K Mart of the weapons distribution in that area.

But I'm here to defend the soldiers that conducted that operation. If there was
a screw-up, it was the inability of the Defense and State officials to sort
through the information they had with respect to the location of that embassy.
@ Senator?

SEN. WARNER: Yes?

@ Mr. Aspin was critical of the use of the Stealth fighter in the Panamanian
operation. What's your view?

SEN. WARNER: I disagree with him. Again, here is a clear example of careful
planning and it was determined that we did not want to bomb the barracks and
kill a lot of people, rather that we could use precision bombing in a proximity
of, say, 50 yards -- I mean, we've shown the area -- 50 yards and so stun and
disorient the accupants of the house that they became less effective militarily.
That operation was carried out. That bomb dropped within 15 feet of where it
was supposed to go and the remanants of that force in that house came out
severely disoriented and were not able to perform their military
responsibilities in terms of resistance.

@ Another piece of equipment couldn't have dropped a3 bomb in that fashion?

SEN. WARNER: We were told and I concur that this piece of equipment is the best.
Perhaps some other piece could have done a fair job, but we didn't want to take
risks of collateral damage. The military made the right decision.

@ Senator, were there any bombardments of the neighborhood of San Miguelito or
Chorrillo, the residential neighborhoods?

SEN. WARNER: Well, there possibly were some, but again, I think every effort was
made to limit the collateral damage. Now, the community in the vicinity of the
Comandancia which was so severely damaged and burned, it was represented to us
both by Panamanians and Americans that that was largely done by mobs and people
who simply wanted to burn the neighborhood down and it was less a product of the
military engagement.

Yes, sir?

@ Senator, you were in Managua but I don't know what -- who you talked to there,
but what effect did you pick up that the invasion had on the political process
in Nicaragua? Simply, did it help or hurt? 1Is it more of a pain? Has it in
some way perhaps helped Ortega?

SEN. WARNER: I was denied entrance into Nicaragua and therefore I was not able
to make that assessment. But let me point out that in each of the countries
that I visited together with other senators, no one, and I visited with the top
military officials, I visited with the top heads of state, or government as the
case may be, no one raised Panama with me or complained. As a matter of fact,
to the extent there was discussion of Panama, it was after I raised the subject
and said that in my judgement the President of the United States did the right
thing and it had overall benefits to the hemisphere. And then there might have
been some discussion. And that's with the acting president of Honduras,
President Arias of Costa Rica, President Cristiani, and I could list them all.
@ Sir, did you come away with any idea of what the US might be looking at in
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terms of reparations for Panama?

SEN. WARNER: I wouldn't use the word "reparations.” I would simply say that at
this time, the Bush administration is assessing what assistance it can
financially give to that area. And I'll leave it up to them to establish the
figure, and then, of course, Congress will have a voice in the matter. But, I
am confident that we will do the right thing.

@ Do you think that we would be making any sort of -- recommend any sort of
compensation for the people killed?

SEN. WARNER: That -- that remains to be seen. Those details have to be sorted
out by the Department of State.

@ Senator, what's your view of the stability and the Endara government's ability
to maintain control there without large-scale US assistance?

SEN. WARNER: We met, as I said, with President Endara and his two vice
presidents, and that trio is an impressive group. They must establish
themselves in the eyes of the Panamanian people as well as the governments in
that hemisphere as an independent government -- independent of the United States
of America, and that is why I'm hopeful that other nations will join the United
States in giving assistance. But, above all, they've got to be perceived and
actually function as an independent government to survive.

@ Are you confident they can do that?

SEN. WARNER: I'm -- I don't know. I think based on my limited contact with them
and what I have learned thus far, that, yes, they will be able to achieve it.

Q@ (Off mike) --

SEN. WARNER: Sure.

@ -~ that Endara was sworn in on a US military base, then we would concur that
the perception might be that this is a US puppet government?

SEN. WARNER: No. Those are details, and don't get lost in them. There was no
really other place to swear them in. A military operation was about to begin;
it was late at night. Couldn't set up an inaugural ceremony on the capital
steps. We simply had to get on with the -- allow that government to take its
legal position as a consequence of the vote that was taken and begin to perfarm
in a parallel way with the military action.

@ Senator, do you not think there is need for another election though to make
sure that there is no US influence in this case?

SEN. WARNER: Well, certainly not I think within the next few months time. Give
them an opportunity to go ahead. Now, maybe a plebiscite on some issue or
something like that. But, I best leave that question to the Department of
State. I think they're going to be able to function. But, at some point, a
plebiscite or a vote or a referendum could be very helpful.

@ Any reaction to this change, procurement, reform plan that he put out
yesterday? "Radioshack” -- would you suggest that to him?

SEN. WARNER: Well -- (laughter) -- you know, I served in the Department under
three secretaries and I worked with four since then, and I think that he's
moving in the right direction. We're obviously going to have a scaling down of
defense spending, and he has to look for areas within which to achieve
efficiencies. Some 40,000 people are projected to be taken off the payrolls
between now and 1995, and 1 assume that that's achievable. @ On that line (?),
Senator, do you expect -- (off mike) -- SEN. WARNER: No, I don't think at this
time you could predict where, geographically, these cuts would come. I'm just
hopeful that Secretary Cheney moves up and seizes the opportunity now to
prioritize the armed forces of the United States. All too often we've just gone
one-third, one-third, one-third, amongst the three branches, the three military
branches or departments, as the case may be, since the Marines is a department

of the Navy. And now is the chance to reorient and restructure in accordance
with the threat as it is perceived today and for the decade to come. And to
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me, that requires an emphasis on mobility, on special operating forces, and
smaller units. Yeah? @ (Off mike) -- will there be any change in the way the
military and CIA trade or exchange or don't exchange, as the case may be,
information for future -- SEN. WARNER: Yeah, we met both with CIA people and
military intelligence people. I think there was a sharing of all of the
intelligence. @ Do you think -- so there was in this -- SEN. WARNER: There was
in this operation. @ -- with the CIA? SEN. WARNER: The shortfall was on both
sides -- again, human intelligence. But you could say the same in the Middle
East. Certainly in the Lebanon situation we've always been short on that.
There are certain areas of the world where it's extremely difficult to get that
human intelligence and this, regrettably, proved to be one. @ But there is a
mechanism for the CIA to -- SEN. WARNER: Much better exchange of intelligence
between the military and the CIA in this operation. @ Senator, did you discuss
the upcoming drug summit with the leaders that you met and any indications that
the Panama operation would have for the future in the drug operations -- SEN.
WARNER: Well, I think that we need to involve more and more of our military
assets in the drug war. President Bush and Secretary Cheney are moving in that
direction. There is this problem for the moment of the naval task force in
relation to the waters off Colombia, but I'm hopeful that that can work out. @
Did you have a chance to meet with the contra leaders when you were in --

SEN. WARNER: I did. I spent a day down in the contra camps.

@ Did you learn anything else about the shooting of the nuns --

SEN. WARNER: Only that -- well, did I learn anything else? 1 asked
specifically. I went into the headquarters of the contra camps and looked at
their maps, which presumably are kept up to date, and the units that I visited
-- and I'm told that other units were not in that operating area. But I hasten
to point out, there's so much armament in all of South America -- I mean,
Central America. It's becoming an armed camp. We turned up 70,000 -- 77,000,
plus arms in Panama. All of these countries now have infiltration of arms and
insurgents, and it's just extremely difficult to determine who perpetrated that
murder on the nun.

Now, I did meet in the airport with two Nicaraguans, young man, who were
produced by religious groups who alleged to have witnessed the following. One
-- that they were on their way on a fishing trip. They were apprehended by
people they represented as being the Sandinistas. They kept them in confinement
for a number of hours. Hid them in one spot, under guard, and then they heard
shooting. Their guards fled. They fled into the hills. The next morning, they
came down from the hills, and they went to 3 house where the hodies were -- of
the shooting -- and that geographic location was very near the geagranhic
location where they were apprehended and confined for a3 period of time. Bo; it
lends to some evidence -- if it's credible -- to 3 circumstantial case.

8 Genator?

BEN. WARNER: Yec?

@ I'd 1like to comment about the civilian causalties, even if you have a higher
-- @ little bit higher figure than the than first one, the 220, do you have
impression -- you think that given the intensity of the fighting, given the type
of operation, it's rather low, no?

SEN. WARNER: I stand by the -- what I saw and what I learned, and that is the
armed forces of the United States did everything they could to limit the
civilian casualties.

@ Senator, you mentioned very briefly the use of the military in drug
interdiction and drug activities. Wouldn't you like to see that -- that
operation that is now on hold off the coast of Colombia go ahead to patrol for
interdicting drug activities?

SEN. WARNER: I think the operation as planned by the Secretary of Defense,
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utilizing certain American ships and aircraft operating off those ships could
become another very valuable part of the interdiction effart, as performed by
the military in coordination with other civilian agencies of this government,
and I'm hopeful it can go forward.

Q@ What seems to be the problem? Is it that we perhaps didn't consult with our
allies --

SEN. WARNER: That -- those are the reports that I've received. I have no
information beyond a question of coordination, All I know is that Central
America and indeed, South America, historically have been very sensitive to what
we call the "Doctrine of Intervention," and this perhaps was perceived as
another move in that direction. But the courage being displayed by the leaders
of the Colombian government, primarily its President -- it's just a historic
thing that we're witnessing.

@ Thank you.

SEN. WARNER: On the Virginia scene, I intend to go down tomorrow at the
invitation of the Governor-elect to participate in that inauguration, and I wish
to say to my colleague from Virginia, I wish him the best of luck; to the extent
that Governor Wilder has good fortune, all Virginians share in that good
fortune.

@ What is he going to have to do to be a good governor, Senator? What can we
look forward to? What can we look for?

SEN. WARNER: Well, his immediate problem of course, is the budget situation and
bovernor Baliles, who I think discharged his responsibility very ably over the
years has presented him with a budget, he will have to now put his own changes
on that budget, but we wish him well.

I mean it's in the interest of our Commonwealth that we have a good, strong
governor. I have known Governor Wilder personally for many, many years. We
have always had a close working relationship, professionally -- a few political
differences along the way but we have always managed to make those differences
secondary to the interests of the state and good government, and I look forward
to looking for him.

@ Where were you when you heard that he said that there might not be a
challenger for you this year?

SEN. WARNER: Well, at that time I was down in the contra camps getting ready for
battle. But I would simply say in response to that that this is his weekend,
and I withhold any comment on that. Let him shine in his well-earned hour of
glory, and perhaps after that we'll enter into a little bit of political
dialogue.

Yes?

@ Has Coleman decided whether he wants to seek that Federal Judge's seat?

SEN. WARNER: We're still consulting on that.

Thank you.
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SEN. WARNER: (In progress) -- command or control over any sizable military units
and that indeed the two units which are of concern still have just disappeared
and we don't know where they are and we're doing everything we can to find them,
but presumably when we do, they'll just lay down their arms, because there's
basically no coordination or control by Noriega.

SEN. NUNN: The problem to me now --

@ How do you know that he's not controlling them?

SEN. WARNER: Well, we can't go into that. Just accept the fact that we have
clear evidence he's not controlling anything any more. He's clearly a fugitive.
SEN. NUNN: The problem now is not 3s much -- I don't think the problem now is
organized, large units. The problem is random thuggery, random violence, PDF
forces who now perhaps are in their own homes with weapons. America doesn't
want to have to go into a house-by-house search in a country like Panama. That
would not be something we would desire. 5o that's the big challenge now rather
than organized elements.

@ While the PDF is being reconstituted, should our forces in Panama start
performing a police function? Is that the duty now, to restore law and arder?
SEN. NUNN: I don't think there's any choice now, because, in effect, the police
force was the Panamanian Defense Force. I don't think we have any choice. It's
not desirable, but I think it's necessary and I believe even in the first stages
of the Panamanians reconstituting their own forces, the US MPs will be involved.
What I hope we will do is put our forces in there that are trained as policeman
and law enforcement people and that is the MPs and not our combat forces whose
mission and whose training is to search and destroy. There is a fundamental
difference between a police function and a military combat function. I think
that there's no better example of that than in the Middle East and we do not
want to have to use our combat forces as police officers if it is at all
avoidable.

@ Were you given any figures on civilian casualties or ~-- civilian or PDF
casualties?

SEN. NUNN: The estimates we got were broad and not very precise. I don't think
we'd add anything by trying to remember those. I don't remember them.

Q@ Did your briefing focus on the legitimacy of the invasion to begin with, or
are you also asking then how long is this going to last?

SEN. NUNN: Well, we focused on both questions, and as I led off by saying, I had
already concluded this was justifiable under the circumstances we faced. And
the evidence today, particularly the increasing irrationality of General
Noriega, leads me to conclude that this was justified. I had already
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concluded that, but it was strengthened --

SEN. WARNER: I likewise had concluded that and stated it, but this hearing
certainly reinforced -- (audio break) -- President of the United States had
clear cause for doing it. And when it's revealed -- some of the evidence, that
our troops have now seen (?7) in connection with Noriega, particularly he was
heavily involved in witchery; he was heavily involved in drugs -- they've seized
caches of drugs and money and there's a very large safe that they're endeavaoring
to open now, and we don't know what's in there. But there's all sorts of
gvidence turning up confirming the President's decision to go in.

Q@ So the guestion of how long --

@ You said earlier "given an opportunity to leave." What did you mean?

SEN. NUNN: I can't hear but one of you -- (inaudible).

Q@ You said General Noriega was given an opportunity to leave. What did you mean
by that?

SEN. NUNN: My understanding is he was given a diplomatic alternative to leave
the country and to go to a country that did not have extradition.

@ Are you suggesting that he was warned by the United States about this?

SEN. NUNN: I do not know whether he was warned or not, but any rational person
-- {audio break) -- was going to very severe consequences for him personally.
SEN. WARNER: That point's an important one, but I think the Chairman would agree
with me, the evidence came before us doesn't indicate just the United States was
involved. But other nations were involved in trying to present a convincing
case to him: You've got an option, Mister, to shove off and go to a haven and
spend your dollars and possibly not experience extradition back.

But his psychology, his neurotic tendencies were beginning to overcome him and
destabilize him to the extent that clear evidence indicates he'd pushed those
options aside, hunkered down, and determined to cross that line which he had
adhered to in the past of not seeking Americans as targets of opportunity and
now beginning to seek Americans and American interest and the Canal as targets
of opportunities.

@ Who extended that offer, and when was it extended?

SEN. WARNER: As far as 1 can determine from the evidence, a number of nations
were involved. It simply wasn't the United States.

SEN. NUNN: I think you have to ask the administration that guestion.

@ But was this -- this was a diplomatic effort initiated by the United States?
SEN. WARNER: All I can say, it wasn't solely the United States, in my judgment.
@ (Off-mike) -- reaction to the Romanian coup, real quick. The coup in Romania
this morning, the takeover of that government.

SEN. NUNN: Well, I don't think there could be better news than if the President
of Romania were taken off of his throne. That has been one of the most
repressive regimes in the world. Senator Warner and I, matter of fact, visited
over there two years ago. I came back immediately and voted with the majority
to cut off Most Favored Nation treatment on trade with them. It was a
repressive Stalin-like regime. Because they were independent of Moscow for
years, the United States had maintained friendly relations with them. But, the
people in Romania have suffered enough, and I hope that they will have a change
of government very promptly.

@ Back to the guestion of how long, Senator? Did that come up in the briefing?
I mean, are you asking?

SEN. NUNN: I'm just hearing --

@ Are you concerned about that?

SEN. NUNN: I'm sorry, I'm getting two questions --

SEN. WARNER: Perhaps this lady in the back -- she's been waiting.

@ Were you told -- some Pentagon sources indicated they doubt Noriega will ever
be found. What was the -- what were told on that?
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SEN. NUNN: Well, as time goes by, it gets more difficult. The trail gets colder
and that kind of thing. But, I certainly do not -- at this point, I'm not
pessimistic. I'm not optimistic either. We just have to wait and see.
@ Are you worrying about us getting bogged down there, gentlemen, at all? Is
that a big concern?
SEN. NUNN: Well, obviously, the reconstitution of the police forces there is
very important. The legitimacy -- establishing the legitimacy of the Endara
government, independent of the United States, is very important. Restaring
their economy is very important. Short-term humanitarian aid is very important,
so that people there who have been hungary who have not had sufficient means to
support themselves and their family are accorded those means. All of those
things are very important, and that -- the answer to those questions will
determine whether we get bogged down or not.
@ Can you --
SEN. WARNER: The bottom-line -- the bottom-line is, will the Panamanian people
come up and support this government? And every effort is being made by our
government to help them economically, to safeguard them. And now, the guestion
is, will these people rally with the courage of the people we're seeing in
Eastern Europe and Romania to come to the forefront and support this
government so that they can have a former democracy.
@ -- give us an indication of whether that's happening or not, whether the
people of Panama are rallying behind the government?
SEN. WARNER: Well, one thing that was clarified, this looting seems to be
clearly the result of the people that were allowed to get out of jail, the
Dignity Forces -- that misnomer -- but nevertheless, the Dignity Forces, and the
Panamanian people themselves have been so repressed economically to the point of
cruelty, that really they almost had no recourse to get some food and some
essentials. And therefore, I don't think you can point your finger just
broad-based to all Panamanians --
@ Senator Warner --
SEN. WARNER: -~ it's a small group.
(Cross talk.)
@ One sector that is noticeable -- very noticeable -- far not rallying behind
our action --
SEN. WARNER: Beg your pardon?
@ One sector that is very noticeable for not rallying behind our action are the
Latin American countries. What do you make of that and what long-term effect is
this action bound to have on our Latin American relations?
SEN. WARNER: Well, you know, I remember so vividly when President Reagan made
the decision to go into Libya, and there was an uprising almost among a lot of
factions in the country saying -- criticizing him publicly, and privately
calling up and say, "Hey, we're glad you did it." I think much the scenario is
taking place now. Publicly, there's indignation, but privately, the
communications are, "President Bush has showed courage. He did the right thing.
You achieved the result that the 0AS has not been able to achieve, namely to get
rid of Noriega and his forces. Now, let's come together."
Really, much depends on how these Latin American, South American countries begin
to support the people of Panama economically, possibly contribute some security
forces to help them in the basics of restoring civil order. There's a
tremendous challenge to these countries today to try and put in the past this
question of imperialism from the North and intervention -- the doctrine of
intervention -~ and be realists and say, "Look what's happening in Eastern
Europe and we'll respond to this challenge and help the poor people of
Panama."
SEN. NUNN: Let me add one point to that. I think the 0AS theoretically has a
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point that we have to take cognizance of, but as a practical matter, until that
organization gets its own house in order and starts being able to have some
degree of influence on events in that region of the world instead of simply
issuing declarations, then it's not going to be very effective. The ideal
situation would be to have an effective Organization of American States that
really concerned itself with human rights abuses, with the democratic process in
more than theory by taking strong steps when you do have a thug loose in that
region of the world, to curb his activities through collective action., But
until they do that, then unilateral action from time to time will be
regrettable, but necessary.

Q@ Senator Nunn, the efforts to get Noriega out by diplomatic means, was that
just in the last few days before --

SEN. NUNN: I can't give you a timeframe. I really do not know the timeframe.

@ Senator Nunn, any information on possible hostages or Americans, and isn't
that the nightmare scenario they could become bargaining chips? The president
referred to that yesterday himself.

SEN. NUNN: Well, my own feeling is that America needs to reduce its number of
dependents down there. My own feeling is we need to reduce our overall
visibility in Panama. We do not want to appear to be nor do we want to be an
occupying force., We have a large number of people out there with arms that have
been in -- were part of the defense forces. We don't know how many weeks or
months it's going to take to bring those people either into legitimate roles or
to curb their possible violence. And so the longer we keep a large number of
American dependents there, the more targets we have.

The hostage situation right now is vague to me. It was difficult for me to
discern exactly how many we have. I think it's probably difficult for the
military forces to also, but they're doing everything they can to as they find
that we have hostages to see that they are released. And I think we'll have to
continue doing that for a while. But we do have a danger there. I see that
kind of danger as more than any kind of -- much more danger than any kind of
organized opposition.

@ Senator Warner?

SEN. WARNER: Yes.

@ Senator Nunn, could you talk a little bit more about this diplomatic option
that was offered to Noreiga. When was that offered to him and who offered it?
SEN. NUNN: I know the US government was involved, but I do not know the details.
We didn't get into that in great detail, but my point was that he was offered a
diplomatic alternative and that he did not avail himself of that opportunity.
And I think given his increasingly irrational conduct, his belligerent
statements, his threatening statements and, indeed, beginning about a week or
two ago the follow through on those statements by some of his own defense
forces, we had every reason to believe that the violence was going to escalate
if we did not take action.

Q@ Was the offer made before the declaration of war? Did it come before that
time? You said he crossed the line after the --

SEN. WARNER: No. 1 said he crossed the line -- to the extent that we covered
this -- listen, in my judgment it's beyond the jurisdiction of this committee.
It's more or less in the area of the Department of State and therein rests the
answers. We simply said mention was made of it, and it was my impression that
there were several countries involved to the extent there was a deal. And we
don't have the details. We don't have the details. bGo elsewhere to find them.
@ Do you know --

SEN. WARNER: But the point was this man clearly had an option. He decided not

to exercise it, decided to stay there, and was taking actions directly against
Americans and American interest.
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Q@ Senator Warner --

SEN. WARNER: And that was known to the President at the time --

@ This is an option he was given within the last few weeks?

SEN. WARNER: I would think it certainly preceded the President's decision to go
in.

@ Wouldn't that have tipped him off?

Q@ Senator Warner?

SEN. WARNER: Yes.

@ I mean, wouldn't the option have tipped him off plus the fact that C-130s were
landing every ten minutes the day before the invasion? Where was the surprise
there?

SEN. NUNN: Well, we didn't have complete surprise. We did not have complete
surprise and that's the reason we have so many of the Panamanian Defense Farces
out there that aren't accounted for now. But making this kind of a step and
achieving complete surprise would be almost unprecedented. It would be very
difficult to do.

@ Senator Warner?

SEN. WARNER: Yes.

@ But we don't have an extradition treaty with Panama do we?

@ A quick guestion about --

SEN. NUNN (?): I think we do not.

@ -- your earlier comment about the use of drugs by Noriega and perhaps
involvement in witchcraft. Did I understand that correctly?

SEN. WARNER: When they broke into his headguarters in the Comandancia -- what do
they call it? The Comandancia -- whatever it is.

Q@ That's right.

SEN. WARNER: They found there large quantities of drugs, large quantities of
cash, and evidence that he freguently participated in seances with people who
practice witchcraft. Now that just shows the profile of this man and the
bizarre nature of his personality, and how the President and other world
leaders, in looking at him, had to take that into the risk assessment. What
next is this man, who's on a borderline case, presumably, of going across the
line, going to do next? And subsequent to the President's decision, they found
evidence of a plan involving up to 200 to 250 of the Dignity Forces were going
to strike specifically American civilians at some point where they were housed.
SEN. NUNN: I think --

Q@ Are you saying --

SEN. NUNN: I think that, to put that in perspective, that these things were
found after the decision had been taken.

SEN. WARNER: That's correct. I said after the decision. I beg your pardon?

@ Would you use the word “"insane"? You were -- "irrational" has been used here.
SEN. WARNER: We'll stop at "irrational." I don't presume to be a psychiatrist.
@ How much drugs? Was it hundreds of bales of marijuana or -—-

SEN. WARNER: Quite a number of kilos and quite a large -- it certainly wasn't
something 1 think they were just using internally for their own kicks. This was
a part of it.

@ (Inaudible.)

SEN. WARNER: I beg your pardon? Cocaine. Cocaine.

@ Cocaine.

@ Any indication of personal use by Noriega?

SEN. NUNN: I don't know.

SEN. WARNER: We don't know.

SEN. NUNN:Z I don't know that. My own feeling, though, is that we need to put
this whole drug thing in some degree of perspective. The big countries where we
have a problem with drugs are Colombia, Peru, and Bolivia. That's the drug
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problem. Panama is a player. Noriega was a player. But no one should make the
mistake of believing that, once we capture Noriega, if we do, that we're going
to have a noticeable effect on the drug program. It's too big for that. He was
primarily a cash conduit, a safe haven -- providing safe haven. He was not what
I would call a real kingpin. He was a player; he deserves to be punished for
that; but we ought to keep it in perspective.

@ It appears that he was at Transits (ph).

(Cross talk.)

SEN. NUNN: Beg pardon?

@ Did the administration give you some indication beforehand that they suspected
that some of his irascible behavior, based on intelligence reports, stemmed from
his drug use?

SEN. WARNER: No one's mentioned that he personally used drug use. That
information does not come --

SEN. NUNN: No, that was out --

SEN. WARNER: No, it's ironical that when they went into his operating
headquarters, there was a large cache of drugs and a sizable amount of cash.
There remains a safe which, as we're speaking, is being entered. Now, what's in
that safe, soon, presumably, you'll know.

@ Senator --

SEN. WARNER: I understand that our forces are going to invite the press to give
a personal inspection of these items that have been seized.

@ Senator, what about your assessment of the legality from an international law
point of view -- the legality of the American action?

SEN. NUNN: My own assessment is that when your property -- under treaties -- is
perceived to be in danger, and we have specific authority under the Panama Canal
Treaties that was made even more explicit by amendments in the Senate; when your
own personnel who have unigue rights in Panama -- much more than we have in any
other country in the world, and I believe that that needs to be focused on -- we
have more rights there than we have any other place in the world because of
these treaties -- when they start to be threatened; when you have the leader of
the country that has basically ignored the will of the people, basically taken
away the election from the people and declared himself the supreme ruler; when
you have a legislative body of the nation declaring that there is a state of war
that exists; and when you have Noriega himself -- so-called "Supreme Leader" --
saying that he would sit on the side of the Panama Canal and watch American
bodies float by -- to me, all of those things added together indicate that we
did have legal justification for what we did.

Q@ Senator, you said, though, there was no surprise there --

SEN. NUNN: So -- as I was saying, there was no surprise -- not a complete

surprise -- the element of surprise was not complete; there was some surprise.
@ So was this diplomatic effort in part responsible for that in tipping our
hand?

SEN. NUNN: Oh, I think the diplomatic effort was probably ongoing for some time.
In fact, there was some of this activity going on way back in the Reagan
administration, so I don't connect the element of surprise with the diplomatic
activity. I don't make that connection.

@ Senator, do you believe that Noriega has continue a guerrilla kind of campaign
from wherever he's hiding?

SEN. NUNN: The military is optimistic that's not going to happen. I am hopeful
they're right. 1 do believe, though, that guerrilla activity does not have to
be conducted in a jungle. You can have guerrilla activity in cities. And the
hardest kind of guerrilla activity is when people have arms in cities, when they
occupy jobs during the day and perhaps become thugs or terrorists or snipers at
night. So I think we'd have some continuing danger there. I'm hapeful the
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military's right. 1I'm probably not as optimistic as they are.

@ In your estimation, how long can American forces stay in Panama before the
mood in this country shifts away from that and as well in Panama?

SEN. NUNN: Well, I think that depends on events there and we'll just have to
wait and see, but as I said several times in the course of this interview, I
think it's important that we lower our profile, consistent with what we've got
to do to maintain order there and I think it's important that we not become a

permanent occupying force in reality or in perception.
Thank you.

@ Thanks for your patience, Senators.
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ANNOUNCEMENT SPEECH

OPENING REMARKS

DEFENSE/PEACE DIVIDEND

As we move into this exciting new decade, many opportunities

to improve the quality of life for all Americans must be seized.

Pressing demands at home to fulfill the goal of equality for
all persons, to allow senior citizens to maintain a meaningful
life, to preserve and restore our environment, to resolve our
transportation infrastructure crisis, and to place our nation’s
resources fully behind all means to eliminate illegal drug use

and trafficking must be met.

The preservation of our natural resources and the clean up of
our land, air and water will remain a high priority as I continue

my service on the Environment and Public Works Committee.

Virginians deserve air that is safe to breathe, water that is
safe to drink and oceans that are safe for our children to swim
in. We have made great progress in implementing protections for

our environment, but we must do more.



No other environmental problem demands action more than
providing cleaner air for Americans to breathe. Poor air quality
threatens the public health of all Americans and particularly our
children and the elderly, who are most suseptible to lung
diseases. We are close to ending more than ten years of inaction
on this issue with an effective control strategy for air
pollutants. We must also recognize the potential financial
burdens on jobs, our ability to respond to the demands of a
growing urban populations and the availability of technology to

meet new Federal air quality standards.

The restoration of the Chesapeake Bay will remain one of my
primary goals because of the Bay’s recreational resources and the
livelihood it produces for many Virginians. The Chesapeake Bay
continues to service growing tanker traffic to Hampton Roads and
points north. Every precaution must be taken to guarantee the
safety of the vessels, the first-rate qualifications of the
ship’s personnel. In the unfortunate event of an accident,
local, state and federal officials must have the resources
necessary to respond promptly and effectively. Through landmark
oil spill liability legislation which I am supporting, added

protections will be available.



As more of our financial resources are devoted to
environmental protection and cleanup, it is clear that we cannot
immediately tackle every need. To ensure that we make the best
use of available funds, I have introduced the National
Environmental Strategy Act. More coordination among the various
Federal agencies with jurisdiction over environmental issues is
essential and priorities must be set to guide our environmental
decision-making. To strengthen this coordination effort and
fully reflect environmental policy in our national agenda, the
Environmental Protection Agency must be elevated to a cabinet

level position.

Also through my position on the Environment and Public Works
Committee, I pledge to work for improvement of Virginia’'s
transportation infrastructure and for Federal funding to meet
these needs. The 1992 Highway Aid Bill will soon be before the
committee. As a member of the Subcommittee responsible for
drafting the bill, I will be there to protect Virginia's

interests and return needed Federal dollars to Richmond.



The deterioration and gridlock on our nation’s federal
highways and bridges demand a re-evaluation of funding of our
infrastructure needs. Urban and suburban highway systems are
simply breaking down under the huge loads of traffic. The result
is hardship for commuters and obstacles to interstate commerce.
This delay translates into reduced productivity, lost income and

time and money ill-spent.

The Gridlock Relief for Interstates Program, the GRIP bill,
I am sponsoring will provide $2 billion for four years for urban
and suburban areas with congested interstates. To supplement
road construction needs, this legislation encourages expanded use
of mass transit, carpooling and van pooling -- alternatives that

must be more utilized.

To the women in Virginia, I pledge to continue my fight for

equal opportunity, equal recognition and equal pay.

In Virginia, fifty percent of the women with children under
the age of six work outside of the home. Nationwide, women
comprise 57 percent of the paid labor force, and that figure is

growing every day.



The call for safe and stimulating child care environments for
our children must be answered. Early in the 1990s, Congress will
pass a child care program. I will work to ensure that assistance
is provided directly to families who can then select the child
care provider that best meets their needs -- whether that be
licensed child care centers, church-sponsored programs, or

private, home-based care givers.

Ahead in the 1990s we also see enormous challenges to
providing quality health care for Americans. Through my service
on the Special Committee on Aging, the demands of long-term
health care for older Americans will have my continued
attention. Over 30 million Americans are being denied full
access to health care because they lack health insurance

coverage.

The U.S. Bipartisan Commission on Comprehensive Health Care
-- the Pepper Commission -- will soon be reporting to the
Congress on recommendations to assist the uninsured. Also, we
must expand our attention from the uninsured to those without
enough coverage, particularly elderly persons facing long term

care needs.
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I believe strongly in the "aging in place" philosophy which
promotes the provision of home care services to enable the
elderly to remain in their homes as long as possible. Any
effective long-term care proposal should initially be based on
the home setting with residential nursing care as the last

alternative.

To all older Virginians, I pledge that, as in the past, 1
will honor our obligations under the Social Security System. 1In
no way will I accept or condone any proposal which threatens the

long term income security of 40 million elderly and disabled

beneficiaries.

To young Virginians and those with families, I support
efforts to provide incentives to encourage personal savings and
to provide relief to first-time homebuyers. Individual
Retirement Accounts must be modified to allow for the withdrawal
of funds without financial penalties for persons to purchase
their first home. Family Savings Accounts, a plan for tax-free
savings, are an attractive idea to help provide families with a
security net for large, future financial commitments, such as

college education or extended medical care costs.



Our national commitment to rid this nation of the use of
illegal drugs and the criminal activities associated with drug
trafficking must remain steadfast. Through crackdowns on the
supply lines and innovative rehabilitation and educational
programs to eliminate the demand, we are continuing a three

pronged attack on our war on drugs.

No segment of society, no individual, is immune from this
crisis. The proliferation of illegal drugs contributes to the
rising crime rate, cripples able citizens through addiction,
reduces productivity in the workplace and threatens the future of

our children.

To hold drug users accountable for their actions and to deter
young people from the temptation of drugs, I am sponsoring the
Drug Offender’s Drive Privileges Suspension Act to give states
the authority to revoke the drivers license of persons convicted

of drug offenders.

I have also sponsored legislation, which is now law, to allow
law enfocement agencies in Virginia to share in drug asset
seizures. This gives local and state police added resources to

strengthen the programs against drug users and traffickers.
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Prosecution and incarcertion of drug related crimes must be
met with certain and swift punishment. To assist in alleviating
the overcrowding of prisons, I have authored legislation
requiring the Department of Defense to identify the availability

of military property in Northern Virginia suitable for a regional

correctional facility.
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Warner serves well

rginia Democrats are out looking for
one to run against Republican Senator
Warner. So far they haven’t found any-
nd they say they don't want to run any-
‘ho can win. Why do they want to run
ie in the first place?
1ator Warner is Virginia’s senior sena-
e is doing an outstanding job and he is
in the news, focusing attention on Vir-
He looks after Virginia, seeing that
members of Congress understand this
. vital role in defense. As a former Sec-
of the Navy, he understands the impor-
)f our armed services. At the same time
lerstands the imporiance of economic
1. He takes time to visit around the state

T 7

and to inform himself on matters of vital inter-¥
est to his constituents. He has come to Black-§&
stone and to Fort Pickett numerous times to}l
help solve problems and to give advice.

Virginia’s senior senator is 'a patriotic -
American who continues to uphold the prin- kg
ciples that are important to Virginians. He -8
happens to be a Republican. That is the only #;
reason state Dgmocrats are hoping they can .}
find a strong cagdidate. Even the most partisan
iid be able to see that it would 13
it interests of this state or this §
nation to lose Sgnator Warner’s valuable sery-
ice. It is understood and appreciated by the
great majority of Virginia voters.
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A GIFT FOR QAFRE — U.8. Sen. John W. Wasner hands ur agift
intended for House Speaker-A.L. Phiipott (rear) from "E! zabeth |
Taylor." Philpott had Introduced state Supreme urt Justice Enz- i
abeth Lacy as Elizabath Taytor, the movie star and former wife of
Warner, during Qov. L. Douglas Wiider's Inauguration ceremony.
The ‘box contained pipes from \Numor. A formar amoker.

Wamer starts race

COP senator |

begins race
by hlmself

Continued from first page
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Warner opens campaign to keep
U.S. Senate seat for a 3rd term

By Warren Fiake o bility of letting Warner ga’
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Democrats faced a similap:
RICHMOND — Republican vacuum when Warner last rag-

John W. Wamer launched his for re-election in 1984, gave’
campaign for a third term in the
U.S. Senate on Monday as Dem-
ocratic leaders, conceding they
have’no atrong challengers, con-
templated giving Warner an un-
precedented free ride this fall.
" “Clearly, Sen. Warnet will be
a strong favorite, even if he is
challenged,” sald Paul Goldman,

chairman of the state Democratic Party, “As
of today, I do not kmow of anyone who is seri-

ous about challenging him.

. Last month, Goldman appointed
| son committee to search for a candidate.
panel ig expected to meet with party, leade
Saturday to' discuss prospects an
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Sen. Jehn W, Wamer -

May get a free ride
able to concede
mount token opposition again. .
. “The dominant sentiment in the Demo-; -
cratic Party is pragmatic,” Goldman sald “I*

Pl the nomination to Edythe €.

Harrison of Norfolk, a former:
state delegate from Norfolk"
whom Warner trampled in the’
general election with 70 percerit .
of the vote. o
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Wilder, the titular leader of thes
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WARNER

continued from Page Al

sake of running.”

Democrats have never failed to’

put up a candidate for the U.S. Sen-
ate, sald James R. Sweeney, & histo-
ry professor at Old Dominion
University. '

“This doesn't mean that the Dem-.

ocratle Party is in a state of de-
cline,” Sweeney said, “It's simgly
testament to Warner's popularity
and the power of incumbenc{,."

Warner, 62, Is the only Virginia
Republican to win a statewide cam-
paign in the 1880s.

As he traveled the state Monday
to launch hie re-election bid, he
sought to further discourage Demo-
crats by announcing he has built up
a §750,000 campaign war chest and
scheduled a $1,000-a-head fund-rals-
er with President Bush In Northern

‘¥irginia on March 8. * . .

During a'30-minute news confer-

encé in Richmond, which was fol-'
lowed by trips to Norfolk and Roa-',

noke, Warner stressed his status as
senfor Republican on the Senate

~ Armed Services Committee. i

“It |g crucial that Virginla have a
strong, clear voice as the size and
shape of our defense budget is de-

~ bated in years to come,” he said.

Desplte recent anti-communist
upheavals in Eastern Europe,
arner said the United States
should remain cautious about with-

drawing troops from the reglon “un-

til we can see whether there will be
stability.”

Werser sald his other Senate’

committee assignments are algo ad-
vantageous to Virginia, He works on
panels dealinﬁlwi problems of ag-
| ing, forelgn Inteliigence,-the envi-

| ronment and public works.

iing for the procedure in cases of
rape, incest or when & mother’s life

) [

\

" "He said he personally opposes
\ abortion, but supports public fuhd-

would be endangered by continuing
& pregnancy. “I'm not going to take
my office as U.S. senator to super
impose my views of abortion on oth- .
ers,” he sald.

Generally, Warner has been re-
garded as a moderate during his 11-
{ear Senate career, building a bull-
sh record on defense and a middle-
of-the-road record on social policies.
In 1988, he was one of the few Re-
publicans to break with then-Presl-
dent Ronald Reagan and oppose the
confirmation of Robert Bork to the
U.S. Supreme Court.

Warner recelved an undergradu-
ate degree from Washington & Lee
University and a law degree from
the University of Virginia. He
served as secretary of the Navy
from 1872 to 1974 and as director of
the American Revolution Bicenten-
nial Commission from 1974 to 1876,

He was first elected to the Senafe
in 1078, defeating Democrat Andrew
P. Miller by a scant 4,721 votes. He
became the Republican candidate
that year after GOP nominee Rich-"
ard D. Obenshain was killed in a
plane crash. = .

. Warner, now a bachelor, has been .
married twice, In 1857, he married
Catherine Mellon, the only daughter
of philanthropist. Paul Mellon. In &
divorce 15 years later, Warner re-

VA PiILoT
2-6 -90
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{

ceived a fortune, including a Mid- - .

dieburg estate where he lives and a
mansion in Georgetown, which he

later sold.

In 1878, he married actress Eliza-
beth Taylor, who' helped him in his
first Senate campaign, They di-
vorced several years later.

This year, there Is one declared
candidate against. Warner: Nancy
Spannaus of Leesburg, a disciple of
political extremist Lyndon LaR-
ouche, who is serving a jall term for

aud. - I

Although Spannaus is running as
a Democrat, Goldman said there s
no chance that the party will nomi-
nate her. . - .
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aitend a Northern Virginia
fund-raisor for him next month.

] am toid there is a possibility
they may not put.up 8 n
Warper told a nsws ia
KEmond. “I would accept that de-
cigion in sl bomility.”:

He szid he expects to have

Democrats scrambling to find

challenger for Senate seat
raised between $1 million and $1.5  Virgi ia's stake in the military bod-
miltion by the late spring, when heis  get-

capected to gain the Republican “We nzod a voice of expericnce,
pomination st a state conveNOD. a voice of scaiority to

This is the scoond time Dexo-
crats have scrambled for a candidate
10 challenge Warner, 2 former secre-
tary of the N&vy Who aamowly won
the Senste seat in 1978. in

won with 70 percent

Mondsy, as be begae a two-day
swin;uunndthzmetofmﬂy
snnounce 3 candidacy that was ex-
pected, Warner the themes of

i : seniority thet an in-
cumbedt enjoys. scnal position

He said his seat as the senior  cisions,™
Wmmmm :
Comsmittee would heip bim protoct time [ am

%ﬁmu:
oa
Commil

Environmestal
Committee snd the Seioct
tec on Intelligence, swid
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Sen. Warner kicks oﬂ' re-election bid

By GEORGE PAASWELL
Siaff Writer

SUFFOLK — Republican
Sen. John Warner, announcing
his campaign Monday for re-
election to a third term, said he
would “fight bard to maintain a
strong Navy.” -

Speaking at a dinner here,
Warner termed the Navy's re-
quest to buiid more submarines
and ships “justifiable.”

Warner also called for de-
posed Panamanian strongman
Gen. Manuel Noriega to stand
trial, despite concerns he would
divulge national security. se-
crets.

A four-year, $46 billion Navy -

spending plan released 1iast
week calls for building 79 ships,
including eight $1.5 billion SSN-
21 Seawolf submarines. The
plan ecomes as defense officials
debate the possibility of reduced
defense spending in the wake of
upheaval in Eastern Europe.

“The Navy is essential to -

keep the sea lames open,”
Warner said, adding that “there
is no lessening of a need to
maintain mobility at sea.”
Warner made these com-
ments Monday night at the an-
nua] dinner of the Suffolk Chap-
ter of the Hampton Roads Cham-

ber of Commerce. ]

Earlier in the day, he kicked
off his 1990 campaign in Wash-
ington, D.C., and made campaign
stops in Richmond, Roanoke,
and Norfolk

After Monday’s dinner, he .

planned to head for Charlottes-

ville, where he will begin a sec- -

ond day of campaigning today.
He will also visit Danville and
Harrisonburg before returning
to the Senate. :
“As we begin to scale back
the overall size of our defense

_ Structure, we will need to con-

tinue spending for what I call
mobility — mobility on the sea

Obituaries/Business

and in the air,” Warner said.

Warner said it is important
for the United States to keep a
strong showing of force to pro-
tect the “sweeping tide of
democracy” in Eastern Europe.

The senior Republican sena-
tor on the Armed Forees Com-
mittee and a former secretary of
the Navy, Warner said the
United States should not unilat-
erally cut troop strength in Eu-
rope, and that any cuts shouid
result from negotiations with
the Soviets, he said.

On the subject of Noreiga,
Warner said that during his
tour of Panama after the U.S. in-

-
)
1

B Warner

Continued from Bl

George Bush was head of that
agency. It has been alle

‘during that time

1
K}

“But if it's to choose sex, then

he be-
the government should not fund

ged that

, he alsp had

Warner took a moderate

stance on the issue of abortion,

saying Monday that thangh he is

incest or if childbir.n
threatens the life of the mother

strong ties with the drug-dealing
“personally against it

Medellin Cartel in Colombia. :
lieves the government should

pay for abortions In the case of

rape,
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naker. If Democrats =ki
ontest, it would be the first

—

vasion, he went through Norie-

ga's homes and saw “extensive’

libraries and plenty of files”
likely to contain information
about Noriega's dealings with
the Central Intelligence Agency.

“I don’t doubt that he does
have good records,” Warner

said. “But it’s the assessment of

those of us involved that he
must be brought te trial. If he
divulges material that is injuri-
ous o some American people, so
be it. He must be brought to jus-

tice.” -
Noriega worked for the CIA
during the years President
B Please see Warner, B3

pposed,
Paul.

Chalrman
The Associated Press contrib-

ime this century a Virginia Sen;
tted to this story.

ite candidate ran uno

Jemocratic
ioldman sald Monday.

. . . more subs “justifi




Warner says he’ll
seek a third term

By John E. Smith

THE WASHINGTON TIMES

Virginia Sen. John W. Warner,
buoyed by a $750,000 campaign war
chest and little likelihood of a se-
rious opponent in the upcoming
election, announced his candidacy
yesterday for a third term in office.

Mr. Warner, a Republican, said at
amorning news conference that Vir-
ginians would be well served by
sending him to Capitol Hill for an-
other six-year term.

“Seniority in Congress means an
ever more experienced, ever
stronger voice for Virginia in the
councils where vital issues affecting

our nation and our world are debated

and decisions are made,"_ he said.

the future of our commonwealth, -

Twelve years ago, Mr. Warner won
his Senate seat by 5,000 votes, the
narrowest margin in a US. Senate
race in state history.

But in 1984 he got 70 percent of
the vote in a race against Democrat
Edythe C. Harrison. And no one is
yet challenging his third bid.

“There’s no one 1 know of who's
considering the race, but that could

change tomorrow,” said Paul Gold-
man, acting chairman of Virginia's
Democratic Party.

Nevertheless, Mr. Warner said he
wotuld campaign vigorously —“irre-
spective of the competition.” He said
he already has raised about three-
quarters of a million dollars for the
contest.

see WARNER, page B2
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~ Warner, Yirginig Republica
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Photo by Kevin T. Gilbert'The Washinglon Times

n, announced his campaign for a third

e m e immad ta annnae him

WARNER

From page Bl

His 1989 campaign finance re-
port, released Friday, shows he has
raised far more money than any

other member of Congress from
Virginia, Maryland or the District.
His campaign took in a total of
$531,546 last year, including about
$300,000 from political action com-
mittees.

Mr. Warner, who turns 63 later this
month, also has significantly more
cash on hand than any of the other
area lawmakers. He closed last year -
with a campaign balance of more
than half a million dollars — hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars above
the levels maintained by other area
legislators.

He also intends to put his face in
front of the voters. He began a cam-
paign swing through the state yes-
terday and has planned a high-
profile fund-raiser for March 8 at
the Sheraton Premiere Hotel in Ty-
sons Corner, with President Bush
and his wife, Barbara, scheduled to
be his special guests.

During his career in government,
Mr. Warner has become known for
his public and private lives. His per-
sonal life has been marked by mar-
riages to heiress Catherine Mellon
and actress Elizabeth Taylor, both of
which ended in divorce.

He also attracted national head-
lines during the Senate hearings for
embattled Defense Secretary nomi-
nee John Tower and Supreme Court
nominee Robert Bork. As the rank-
ing minority member of the Armed
Services Committee, Mr. Warner be-
came particularly active during the
Tower hearings, appearing on na-
tional newscasts almost daily.

And after the debate ended over

R
Bom: Feb. 18,

1927, in
Washington

[ s aar-ald & R4 e
First elected: In 1978, as a
substitute for the Republican -
candidate, Richard Obenshain,
who was killed in a plane crash.
He then defeated Democrat-
Andrew Miller, a former Virginia

attorney general.

o

The Washington Times

the Supreme Court nominee, Mr.
Warner voted against his party line
and Judge Bork, becoming the only
southern Republican to do so.

Mr. Warner apparently is pre-
pared to continue to occasionally
buck the party line. Calling himself
“pro-choice with limitations, pro-life
with exceptions;” Mr. Warner saidhe
favors the use of federal funding for
abortions in cases of rape, incest and
when the mother’s lifeis endangered
— a position opposed by his Repub-
lican president as to0 broad.

Looking to the future, Mr. Warner
said his top priorities over the next
decade will be to advocate health
care and income needs of senior citi-
zens, tough environmental laws and
innovative solutions to traffic grid-
lock. - -
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Warner To Seek Third Term

Republican Senator Eases Anti-Abortion Stance

RICHMOND (AP) — U.S. Sen.
John W. Warner, R-Va., staked out a
more moderate position on abortion
Monday than the one espoused by
the Republican Party -as he an-
nounced plans to campaign for a
third term in Washington.

Warner said he would support
Public funding for abortions in the
case of rape or incest or when the
life of the mother is endangered. The
GOP opposes using taxpayer funds

- for abortions.

“I personally am opposed to abor-
tion. But I am not going to take my
office to superimpose my personal
position on other people’s deci-
sions,” Warner said at a Capitol
news conference. “I am going to
listen carefully to both sides each
time I am required to vote." .

Abortion was a key issue in the
fierce contest between Democratic
Gov. L. Douglas Wilder and
Republican J. Marshall Coleman
last year. Coleman’s strict anti-

“abortion stance may have cost him

votes among moderate Republicans,
poll-takers said.

Warner said Mary Vaughan Gib-
son, president of the 3,000-member

- Virginia Federation of Republican

Women, will be chairwoman of his
bid for another six-year term.
Warner said he will raise only as

much money, probably between $1
million and $1.5 million, as needed to
finance the campaign.

The Virginia Democratic Party is
expected to announce Saturday
whether it will field an opponent to
the popular lawmaker. If Democrats
skip the contest, it would be-the first
time this century a Virginia Senate
candidate ran unopposed, Democrat-
ic Chairman Paul Goldman said
Monday.

“I am told there is a possibility
they may not put up a candidate,”
Warner said. ‘‘I would accept that
decision in all humility.”

Warner said he plans to use his
position as the top-ranked
Republican on the Senate Armed
Services Committee to protect
Virginia’s sizable stake in the
military budget.

“Virginia is fortunate in having a
very major part of its economy
dependent on (the military,)”
Warner said. “Now in a period of
declining spending, it is vital to have
experience and seniority to protect
our state.”

Warner also ticked off his other

ol

committee assignments, including
the Environment and Public Works
Committee, which this session is
debating clean air legislation and
next year will take up the federal
highway bill. o

“It would be a fox and hounds kind
of race ... We would have to be
chasing him from behind,” Demo-
cratic spokeswoman D.K. Starr said
of opposing Warner. Ms. Starr said
party leaders will meet privately
Friday night to decide strategy.

Warner trounced former Del.
Edythe Harrison in 1984 despite an
expensive Democratic campaign.
Ms. Starr said a Democratic
challenge this year would cost at
least $2 million.

Warner first won election when he
squeaked by former state Attorney
General Andrew P. Miller in 1978.
Warner was the substitute
Republican candidate that year,
after GOP nominee Richard D.

.Obenshain was killed in a plane

crash.
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Warner to seek re-election

RICHMOND (AP) — U.S. Sen.
John W. Warner, R-Va., staked
out a more moderate position on
abortion Monday than the one es-
poused by the Republican Party
as he announced plans to cam-
paign for a third term in Washing-
ton.,

Warner said he would support
public funding for abortions in the
case of rape or incest or when the
life of the mother is endangered.
The GOP opposes using' taxpayer
funds for abortions. '

“I personally am opposed to
abortion. But I am not going to
take my office to superimpose my
personal position on other people’s
decisions,” Warner said at a Capi-
tol news conference. “I am going
to listen carefully to both sides
each tirne I am required to vote.”

Abortion was a key issue in the

fierce contest between Democratic’

Gov. L. Douglas Wilder and Re-
publican J. Marshall Coleman last

year. Coleman’s strict anti-abor-
tion stance may have cost him
votes among meoderate Republi-
cans, poll takers said.

Warner said Mary Vaughan Gib-

son, president of the 3,000-member

Virginia Federation of Republican
Women, will be chairwoman of his
bid for another six-year term.
Warner said he will raise only as
much money, probably between $1
million and $1.5 million, as needed
to finance the campaign.

The Virginia Democratic Party
is expected to announce Saturday
whether it will field an opponent to
the popular lawmaker. If Demo-
crats skip the contest, it would be
the first time this century a Vir-
ginia Senate candidate ran unop-
posed, Democratic Chairman Paul
Goldman said Monday.

“I am told there is a possibility
they may not put up a candidate,”
Warner said. “I would accept that
decision in all humility.”
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~ Warner ol
- for third

By Warren Flake,
M wriler ;

, RICHMOND —~ can John
W. Warner launched his campaign
for a third term in the U.S. Senate
on as Democratic leaders,
conceding that they have no strong
challengers, contemplated giving
Warner an unprecedented frec ride

“cl A
astmnﬁ, ite, even if he is chal-
lenged,” sald Paul Goldman, state
. Democratic Parly chairman. “As of
‘ loday, I do not know of anyone who
+  is serious about challenging him.”.

i ~ - Last month, Goldman appointed
ah 11-person committee to search
for a candidate, The panel I expect-
ed to mect with party leaders Satur
day, to discuss prospects and the
possibility of letting Warner go
unchallenged.” = Y . o

. Democrats faced a similar vac-
.uum when Warner last ran for re-
election in 1984, They gave the

¥ pomination to Edythe C. Harrison of
_Norfolk, a former siate delegate
from Norfolk whom Warner tram-
pled in the general election with 70
pereent of the vote, . oo
-Goldman and Gov, L. Douglas
. W'tallger. the ﬁulxtlar Io;;ler of g‘l:
8 » 52y it may be prefera
t&m conp::get tothé _clectlonu this year
moun opposition again,
MThe dominant sentiment in the
Democratic Party iIs tic,”
Goldman said, “I don't think the

t up a candidate for the U.S. Sen-
:re, sla’ul Jarhes R v, a histo-.
3' profcssor at Old Dominion

| “This doesn't mean that the Dem-
{ ocratle Party id in a state of de-
{

cline,” § s4id. “It's simply.
testament to " By

s campaign'
term

wants to run _ e sake .. .
mm- ifig ™ "1~ m”m G ¢ o YIL i
.Démocrats have never failed to.

arner’s popularity .

9:48 AM;

lepger STan
2-6-70

n Senate

John W. Warner .
Mayscta,f_'wi{fe:' '
and the power of incumbency,””

Warner, 63, i3 the only Virginia
Republican to win & statewide cam-
paign in the 19808, © -

As he traveled the state Monday
to Iaunch his re-slection bid, he
Demp-
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while his opponent, who qualified tn neither of those re.
. Spects, was the adored creature of the same barnacle-laden

, fraditionalists who meari to keep VMI the way it is.
"I, Mary Sue won no friends among

_ B707 1832

against a resoundingly mediocre opponent and she made

no attempt to hustle votes for L. Douglas Wilder, who need-

ed-all the help he could get. With her ploy on VMI she seems

certain to further alienate the progressive wing of the party
. and, of course, most of the women in the state.

¢ The attorney general has again cast her lot with the good
-0’ boys, but what she doesn’t seem to understand fs th-+

these old boys are getting older and older and older in four-
‘year g iy

. / .
“Warner redux

IT’S BEGINNING TO look as if John Warner can stay in
the Senate until he turns up histoes or chooses to retire.
. Warner looks more like a senator than anyone who's held

the job since James G. Blaine, and in his 12 years in office

he has done a tolerably good job, He has solid conservative
' credentials, has vigorously defended the Navy-related jobs
In Tidewater from budget cuts, and has worked well with
members of both parties (notably Gerald Baliles when he
was governor) on issues of concern to Virginia.

- “Btill, Warner is no rocket scientist, no visionary states-
man, and there is no good reason for him to be so assured of
re-election that the Democrats probably won't even dig up
an oppenent for him this year. Nobody can reasonably hope
to raise enough money to pierce the public consciousness
and give Warner a run for his millions. If Warner runs unop-
posed, give half the credit to him and half to the sorry state
of the nation’s campaign-finance laws.

. J)elfectly clear

‘ -
“Do you believe in credit? Loan me
five dollars.”
'\ Sign at a Richmond Hléhway service sca:lole.
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e Democratic Party regu- .
lars with her languid re-election campaign; she had a lock .

to 'acme'vi'm

the impacta p

ities, gerviceq gnd the anvironme

It sought to eqrrect also some unin. ¥

tended uses such as locating genar- ¢
al office buildlngs in industrial
areas,

Over 200 court cases to overturn
the zoning action by the Fairfax su-
pervisors have heen filed by various
developers, builders, Jandowners or
combinations thereof. Now the
same antagonists want vesting legle-
lation too — & guarantee of absolute
land rights regardlesa of the public
interest — and before any court
verdict,

The legislature's fair-play tradi-
ton needs to be upheld now — with
no party favored and the disputes all
aired in court. The legislature
should not be judge and Jury, and
the courts have been ¢hosen by the
antagonists to make these judg-
ments.

Any changes in the laws curtailtng
local government control over de-
velopment now would, in effect, tie
the gands of and pulf the rug out
from under Fairfax County and local
governments in Virginia generally.

RUTHH. DELL
Alexendria

Downzoning only

degrades county

Editor, The Journal:

Downzoning doesn't work. Look
atthe facts: ¢

W Downzoning raises land prices.
If we restrict development, we In-
crease the value of land by making it
scarcer. That means higher costs
for everyone — higher home prices,
higher rents and higher business
cogts. -

B Downzoning increases traffic.
As land prices increase in Fairfax
County, development will move far-
ther out to adjacent counties. More
comunuters will deive in from even
more distant locations — real urban
spraw}, By comparison, today's traf-
ficis child's play.

B Downzoning diminishes the
quality of life. If we reduce growth
in development, we reduce growth
in jobs as well, People who rent will
move outside the county. With few-
er jobs and people, the tax base
won't grow. Transportation im-
provements will slip; essential ser.
vices will go wanting.

Whenever government interferes
with the free market in this way, the

What's 1
for redi

Editor, The Journal:

North Old Town in,
is not the only “black
pizza" in Northemn Vi
where one cannot get
pizza delivered to one
("' Delivery no longer)

sky,"' Jan. 25).

* Wein the Hume Sp
neighborhood of Arla
cannot get plzza deliv
Domino's, even thoug
within the delivery ras
store on Eads Street il
City. The store refuse:
here, although not on:
delivery driver been
our neighborhood. Bt
companies, like Domi
redline Hume Springs
they elther cannot or*
articulate, other than
used to congregate in
Streets.

But those daysare)
people of this neighb¢
cooperated with polic

results are unpredictabl
contrary to the original
drey Moore thinks dow:
save the ceunty from de
fact, it will aggravate tl
high land prices and 1
gestion.

If we want to solve t!
problems, we don't w

zoning,
e H.STEVE

Taxpayers hi
reached the |

Editor, The Journat:
Kudos upon your e«
says enough' (Jan. 26}
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ACOOMPA‘I;M) by his daughter, Virginia Warner, uUs.

Va.,whohuamnnneedhisplm
for leaves his plane after landing at Shenan-
allsy Regional Tuesday afternoon

AT 02/67/&9
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‘Will Warne;r -
be unopposed

§
E
i

=i out.”
Wannrhinuaumuheu?ndmemthanmd:m'tm
a to

Heatwole said it wasn’t that Wamar coulda't be beat, “but whe do we
have? No one is willing to comeé Torward and chellenge hirn. Baliles
was the ane porson with a chance, but he’s besn in public service a leng
time

“Virginia peliticaily has becomne a moderats state, and Jobn Warner
is a moderate-type Republican v .

, said Warner is “doing a good job for both partias.

Still the questiori remaeins: Should the Demecrats run sOmeens, even
if that candidate has no chance of ?

Roberta said yes. ‘*Personally, If we can find someone to res, wy
should because the two-purty system is important. Also it’s goed for tin
party to work together,” he said. “The problem, sf ceurse, is it cests
lnudulthmhrdb.donllmlted ign.” ‘
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By SAM McDONALD

Staff Writer

.:Republica,u_gﬂm%llﬂm%gumed off Tuesday
morning at the Danville egional Airport, where he
received an old wooden airplane propeller as a gift and
presented word of his re-election campaign, which took
off Monday. : .
- "About 60 supporters met Warner at the terminal,
where renovations are nearly complete.
~“Iirst saw that propeller when I was campaigning (in
Danville) with John Dalton back in 1977, Wakogp said.
Yehis is one of the most prized possessions in my life.” .
- Hehad seen the propeller hanging on the a wall of Rem
Air Inc. offices. Mike Rembold, Rem Air’s president,
made a short speech. :
. “It’s yours,”’ Rembold said.
=-Warner explained, “I always wanted to be a pilot. I
1ove the romance of the old days of biplanes and white
searves.” : o :
. Afterward, Wagner said his seniority. will:
valuable in the Senate if re-elected. ' :
‘Warner,.the ranking Republican on the Arh'téd Serv-
j¢es Committee, said he will protect the state’s interests
as the ax falls on federal defense spending.

“He noted that a large fraction of Department of
Defense contracts are awarded to Virfiinia companies.

-Someone needs to be there to make sure Virginia gets
teeated fair and square,” Warper, §2.gaid. He is in his
12th year as part of the state’s congréssiona elegation.
*ICare should be taken in cutting the defense budget, he
sgid. S - )
*“‘What is the defense budget? It’s hfitnan beings like
you and me,” Warner said, answering his own question.
“‘We need to care for these people;” -
‘€hange in Western Europe,mhil";-g}os‘itive, breeds

impke him
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rner stops in city to

_ of biplanes and white scarves.’
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v a)ways wanted to be a pilot. I
Iove the romance of the old days

U.S. Sen. John Warner, R-Va.

instability, he said.

“We still have to remain strong.”

Wa supports the President’s plan for a continued
military presence in Europe, coupled with a reduction in
nuclear weapons. But with general military cuts likely, -
Warner said he wants to help Virginia businesses which
must be weaned from government contracts.

He also referred to the apparent lack of powerful Dem- -
ocratic opposition.

“We’re.going to run our campaign just as tough and ;
just as haridgs if there was an opponent,” he said. !

ydifpi#candidate Nancy Spannaus is running for ’
mocratic nomination. :
hén asked if he would support leg- .
islation to thwart rising 85hlé television rates. )

“] lean toward protect®#the rights of people in rural
areas,” Wagper said. “‘I watit to protect people who have
satellite dishes.”

Warner serves on three committees besides Armed:
Services: Environment and Public Works, the Special;
Committee on Aging, and the Select Committee on Intel;
ligence. S : ’ H

A press release lists the senator’s priorities for the .
1990s. The list includes security for the nation’s elderly; - - S e
tougher environmental laws, innovative transportatio " i
ideas, equal opportunity for women, and strong nation
security. R

Warrié# fpas vague whe

¥




Warner makes it official:
He's going for term No. 3

By LAURA E. BLAND
Staff Writer

RICHMOND - Touting a campaign based
on the environment and transportation,
Republican John Warner launched his bid for
a third U.S. Senate term Monday.

Flanked by miembers of the Virginia Gen-
eral Assembly and his daugliter, Virginia,
during a Capitol news conference, Warner
foresaw the 1990s as a décade of special chal-
lenges facing the commonwealth.

The U.S. senator, who will be 63 years old

in a few days, outlined five priorities for the
coming decade. They include: health care
and income needs for the elderly, tougher
environmental laws, solutions to transporta-
tion problems, equal opportunity and recog-
nition for women and strong national
security against drug trafficking and mili-
tary threats.

“The environment and transportation are
Key to the survival of the commonwealth of
Virginia,”’ said Warner, who is from Middle-
burg.

) See WARNER, Page 2A

Wq rner Continued from Page 1A . —~

On the issue of abortion, Warner
said he is personally opposed to
abortion but would favor federal
funding for abortions in the case of
rape, incest.or where the life of the
mother is enidangered.

‘9 wouldn’t use this office to super-
Impose my beliefs on others,” said
Warner of the abortion issue. “I feel
it is my own responsibility-to exam-
ine my conscience and to listen to
both sides. There is not unanimity on
either side.”

Mary Vaughan Gibson, president
of the 3,000-member Virginia Feder-
ation of Republican Women, will
chair the Warner re-election cam-
paign.

Gibson and the organization have
been trying to revamp the GOP’s
image '@s a party catering only to.
pro-life advocates.

A separate issue on which er
declined to comment directly yester-

day was whether Virginia Mlhtary
Institute should admit women.

The U.S. Justice Department has
said it will sue VMI if it does not
change its policy; the school’s board .
of visitors said Monday it would stick
by its male-only format.

Warner said he had met unoffncnal-
ly with U.S. Attorney General Rich:
ard Thornburg, who “made it clear
he had an affirmative duty to bring
action.”

The Senator would not comment

* further on the case.

Meanwhile, Warngr highlighted
several areas in which he has netted
seniority and respect from Republi-
cans and Democrats alike. .t

He currently sits on the Specia]
Committee on Aging, which is
searching for solutions to issues

" involving prescription drug-pricing

disparities, health insurance, medi-
cal care and long-term nursing home
care. ) ..

JOHN WARNER
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Editorials

All good baseball teams have a stop-
per, a pitcher they can count on to win
every time he goes to the mound, the
guy who'll keep the team from tum-

-bling into a long, fatal losing streak,

* John Warner is the stopper for Vir-

ginia’'s Republican Party. His an- -

nouncement Monday that he will seek

. g third term in the Senate was all but

the equivalent of saying he will serve

‘a third term in the Senate. Certainly

the Democratic Party can do little to
stop him. .

" Warner's strength is a welcome re-
lief for Republicans, still humbled by
their third straight thrashing in state-
wide elections last year. In fact, he's
such a strong candidate that the

- Democrats may not even offer opposi-
_ . tion this November. That would be a

shame, because no elected official
should go unchallenged. -
But there is the real world to con.

" sider. Senate campaigns are long and
~ expensive, and if they are poorly run

- Warner says again

both the losing candidate and the los-
ing pnrti are embarrassed. One has to
Jook back only to 1988 and the puny ef-
tort Maurice Dawkins and the GOP
mounted against Sen. Charles Robb to
ace the proof of that.

The Democrats had their own “Daw. i

. kins" in the person of Edythe Harri-

son, who was slaughtered by Warner
in 1684, Remembering that humilia-
tion, and contemplatin Warner’s
huge advantages with just 10 months
until the election, the Democrats may
not have any choice but to give
Warner a free pass.

That will say less about the strength
of the two parties than about the popu-
larity of Warner. Democrats might
have had a chance to beat the genator
had former governor Gerald Baliles
decided to challenge him, but that was
not to be. Warner now looks 80 for-
midable that Republicans can prob-
sbly start celebrating their first vic
tory of 1980, :




.

- m— - -

mmcu'so N |
ate ‘race’?

One-candid

' ohn W, m‘qv have been {"xi'ginia’s
_ ﬂﬁsenatoradozenyearsago

but today he’s so solidly entrenched on
Capitol Hill that the state’s Democratic
leaders have hinted the party may not con-
test his reelection nine months hence.

*In 1978, he won the Republican senatori-.
“al'nod after the GOP convention’s choice,

Richard D, Obenshain, died in a plane

crash. Mr, Warner rode then-wife Eliza-

beth (3 our to a Wilder-thin vie.
tory over Democrat Andrew P. Miler,

. Once in office, he traded his celebrity .
image for the look of statesmanship, Over
- two terms, he has built his popularity on

hard.‘?ork, lnﬂuencq\hm defense matters, a

[

moderate conservatiam that doean't offend
— and an inclusive, largely bipartisan ap-

" proach that, Republican hard-liners com- -
- plain, may work well for Mr but

does little for his party. 19808

‘were fallow years for the state GOP.

Though the senator himself won reslection
in 1984 with 70 percent of the vots, Demo-
crats' today hold four of the Old Domin-
ion's five statewide elective offices.

. Even Democrats say he has been a most
" adroit politician, -

But is Mraﬂlmmu losing his ic
touch? Even has no opposition, he .
says,heplanstorun“avigomuscam-
paign.” pt‘re us, Senator. Pleage!



. thets,
were pushed out of a meeting of the' .
Democratic State Central Commit- |
te¢ amid demandn that tiie panel .

t

LaRouche disciple; éyéi;ig .

er’s seat; gets snub

By Warren Fiske Coes
Staff writer -

RICHMOND — Unable to find a

credible opponent for U.§, Sen,
.John i

don

that they have a candidate, n

Shouting anti-communist epi-
several LaRouche followers

consider the candids,
Spanngus of Lgeaburg,

. .
SN, LT N S L

na Demo-.

of ‘Nancy’
c{ LgRopclz .

.

'dlsciplewhohubunuml:nlgnlng-

VA PiloT
D-1L~90

p oG+ ld%-a-

858 Democrat forayear, . .
. The protest began when stats
Democratic Chairman Paul - Gold-
man announced that a search com-
mittee failed to find “a vighle Damo-
erat” to oppose Warner this fall , .
“That's a lle,” Spannaus shouted. -

Lyn-" '"rherehaqgnuﬂad'beqmugtﬂm

wants to win,” O
About'a dozen Supporters of La:
Rouche, who ia serving a 15-year
prison term for mail fraud and con-
spiracy stemming from his fung:
raising activitles,, yelled :
that Spennaus be heard. R

.. Pléase see hROUGHE.Paéeé ;




- 'The Virginia party
failed to pul up a candidate for
the Senate, said James R.
. _heenq,ahistmypmfessorat
= " 0} Dominion University. .

t————

" 8k John Warner certainly isn’t @ right-wing conservative,

bulhegeb‘t}ieakiisﬁanconservatitemtebeca&se'he’s |
a Republican. He gets a lot of Democratic votes. He gets

black votes. When you put it all together, he has one of .

. the coalitions in the state. 99
- Det. Mlson K. Swnlth Ir., D-Frederick _

. " Lo,
. - .
’ .t P . Lo
“e ] ' e : : I .

crative private law practice.” | . Jeader of the party,

Three weeks ago, Goldman ap-"; that, recalling that in 1984,
search com . Warner trounced former Del. -

) a
mittee to sopnd out other poten-

E

Hasrison of Norfolk

C .
e’ panellyuilhmpacgntofﬂlevue.»

' several ~ prominent - state’ they ought to enter the local

id John J. McGlennson,
chairman for the 1st

—

¢ gy &

vey ¢
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Congressional District. “We don’t
have a candidate who's a sure bet,
but i we could find scmeone who
could run the type of campaign
that would make us proud, that
would be good.” -

What became clear Saturday is
that will net be that
candidate. The Democratic lead-
ers passed a series of rules that
make her nomination a virtual im-

_ possibility. The procedures would
" require her or any potexgial nomi-

nee to receive a large measure of -

grass-roots support from Demo-
cratic organizations - across the
state before the state party would
even agree to hold a nominating

“The rules are pretly well -
rigged against me,” said

“fhandamental loss of morality i3~
our nation” She accuses the fed- -
eral government of trying to sup~ —
press her views by holding her .
husbandmdnl.ﬂimmheas“pditi- -

In 1966, LaRouche and several .

top aides were charged with de- -

frauding more than 1,000 contrib-
utors of about $1 million. -

LaRouche, who has run several
times for president, contends that
he is the only person who e:;

g
g
i
i
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- “There was no
Democrat who
wanted to run for
the Senate and
there was no via-
ble candidate.”

~ — Paul Goldman,
Democratic chajrman

Democrats
surrender
to Warner

Jy Jefl E. Schaplro .
enes-Dispateh stafl wriise :

Virginla Democrats yesterday all
wt ¢ L a third m&

[ . Warner, '
ant Rod T Soitienger fo the popales .

blican.
tate Democratic Chalrman Paul
joldman told the Central Commit-

¢¢, the party's governing body, that

16-member search commiitee con-

luded that “there waa no Demoerat -

tho wanted to run for the Senats and
nat there was no viable capdidate.” -
‘ Goldman, a confidunt of Gov. L. -
Jouglas Wilder who helped achleve
he third Democratic sweep of the
ecade, sald, “Our prospects are bet-
er In some yesrs than cthers.”
8till, Democrats will go thmﬁ .
he motions.of picking & nominee In
that ls viewed as little more than °
urrender bk :
acla:l wouldlm ] that Virginia
ern political era
emocrats have not run a Senste -
EANA )
cppose a \
t, Ind-Va. The Democg{le noml. .
te, Elmo Zumwalt, a former chief
;::.vnl opera handlly lost to. .

=25,000 and received an 81 t
EZgroval rating in & Times.
‘ontinued on page §, col. 1

Fihe first tme in the .-

who has nlndlboue
M : v

AR

E i i s e

b e e ———— i e e "

" Norfolk, who was eaal)

Democrats f: all
to get candidate

Continued from first page

ol in the fall, said in a pee
mw:entthautl'm ) Mvum
not be affected by ik Democrats’

accept that decision with humility,”
he 'u‘id. “Betwe&umm&idla-

tion tn November, [ will travel ex-

tensively across the state, listaning

tonrglnlam'vhmonhw_w‘o"

improve |o&mt." .
ocrats scheduled cencuses
Aprll 21 and 33 to pick convention
dele;ﬁ?h'l&: eonmﬂ& will be
cance majority of pre-filed
delegates zaid Bo
be nominated or if no candidats is
backed b{ a minimum of 30 psrosnt
of the delegatea, .
Should the convention be called

would have to file with the pu'ty“% .

March 15, though  Democrats

they did not a fo
emerge, Wilder b
not-support a throwaway candidate.

“I would be surpeised if
one could m:lt‘y

my-
the
threshold," sald Gearge anm
Charlottesville, tha 7tk Disteict
D rones DL Edythe C. Harrison of
ormer ,
astly defeated
arner {un ago, sald, “The

9 t of all sena.
torsarentnrm“dhum-

benecy. ... The mbhm b"tlllt Bo- -

bodFy can raise 2

ormer Gov. Gerald

currently the oaly Democtat

as capable of lmadﬂ‘ the money,

and organization for 8 te raoe,

declined & chance to battls Warner

to earn a re 000 a year as

a rtlner %u s Rl u:nw firm.
rly public opinien po

ed that &mm' would m:m

the DerfiocTEL

In a potentlally embarrassing
twist, Democrats virtually de-
murred on the race uthwnzdon

a speech by Senate Lender
George J. Mitchell, D- at the -
ﬁnysua::u! Joft ackson

Of 33 senatoes facing re-elaction
this year, Wi is oie
ribbt i el
Virginia ”&3.2}

| he would .

rén
ey

-

Thomas,” sald

ref to lobbyist,
and Robb booster Willlam G.
Thomes.

u&mwmuﬁ"mm
npﬁm%mmm

g
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: : " pase Democratic aominstion, Obviously
wa[nﬂr_ scfariane said eariler that he we,u‘tbqtmebodvviﬂn-
, S w0, mightdo it if he could be naured he y," be sud,
FRHOM PAGE A1 would Rave the party and Asked if he personaily had tried
| Lo adequate financial Bat to recrull, the new party chalnman
zoDemocrat who wanted (o run," Goldman sald ho has gotten no indi-  gaid, *1 havea't tried talk anybody

* Spahnaus, sitting in the back of cations that Macfuriage Is seriously into It or owt of is. 1t's not my res-

,thdmpm.mtoherm'mqu" interested.,”. . mmutymﬁwwmeb«;luh
“That's a le. There is a Democrat, At 8 news conference last . .the belly, to make someone want to

s When Goldman ruled she was month, Wilder that the :deek this office.” "
out of order, the LaRouche fallow- Democrats would thelr | Idnan said he foels no “mot-
ers. stood and hollered, “Let her time, cnergy and by fisiding ; al obiigation 10 go out and hogtie, .

_ Lethor speak. Ifyousregoing  8n oléponent for Wacner unless they ' lasso rag somedaody into 18" just to
to over the election to Wamey, found e candida a realie. give .7 token opposition. -
at least let her spesk.” tic shot ot winning, :. - " _ qumd:gmumm

'« When Goldman refued, the Goldman said that since he was  for the exercise, they ought to eater
began burling epithets, d amed temponmy’ chalrman in * their local marathon,” he sald.

» “This is not a party; this is «  January, he has to party regu- -As for the confrontation with
country club, This is & party of ex- lars throughout the state without the LaRouche Democrats, Goldman
cluslon,” Ogden shouted. “You're hesring anything encouraging, ssid ho did oot feel he had lost “the
10 better than communists * “There's a very sirong eurrent of P.R.ndﬁ;'bylmin.h mis-

"Some in the Spannsus group PregmAtism """W“ from utey after ho became the perty's
called out eriticisme of the Bush ad, U1 frass roots to the top that they  feader. S

tion and Wamer — as wel] don't have such a candidate this “There comes & time when you
n tie Genersi  Year, he sald. have to stand tp to people who wani

n.’ Sue -{jm' ‘::hom,gl{mt?f no. M':mlumg&m ggnmptian A we “wl:’o” -
i "&f.l”o,:}‘.ﬁﬁm in wm:in._ who is interested in running for the our o

WAg us, Ogden and some '

* in the LaRouche group their ,
wayi to the front of the the
pasly on the committes M 7’ > /) - fo :
atood and turned their backs to , g
=eiwrier | Democrats lac
ata m Jones o on,
ARouchs peopis sl ot S s | v m 8 RN ‘-
at the rear o '
seivo .| W opponent

<Once securily guards had led N

th":bmwd:m“&e mp%:c'l;mémf Set- - - YR . A
com ado; t U . '

delégateselectionplan andcalodfor | ' * By MARGE FISHER man and other prty officials.

& June 9 state nominating conven- NCHNOND BUREAL ' The confrontation, mw
that may pot gocur, ' . less than 15 minwtes, when

SWhils leadens maid the RICHMOND — The state’s hotel belthops and security |gmcm-

lan ssibility that & Democratic Party central commit- nel wers called 0 evict the Le-
p aliowsy possibility )
'visble” Senate candidate will ma- | i€ Eave strong signals Saturday thet  Rotcke Democrats from the room.
ested in taking on Iile ponilar Wam- gmma U.S. Sen, John Wamer, R. angrily resisted uatil mm
‘uul!ep'gmrdby or s this year ems lhovedeto‘thebbbY threat
-ﬁﬁo,mmm be canceled. bro| ediname‘eewhenmdhndto ened to call the police If he did not

:m plln. fashioned by the par- hear Lyndon LaRouche follover leave the hote} o
ty's steering commiitee Frl%ty mydu pannAuS make & case fo ber The yuckus staried mtoments af-
night, includes new rules that would | - . ter Galdman had been elected chair.
blogk agy attempt by Spanneus to | . About & dozen eople wearing pian and had begun a ona
got 2he Democraty’ mmﬁst!on. " | {LaRouche Democrat” buttons dis=  search committe's ina to find
U.S. Senste candidate this year, it | D With shouts of “communists® - Warnar for re-cloction. .
woyld the first time in this century, | . §5d “Crand Old Partyl" after the _mﬁe d by Gov,
There has not boen an uncontested | - pOOCTAIS ol chairman, -Dougies Wilder to fead the
Senbte race In Virginia since 1960, | (o COCMAR, ruled that Spannass  yaig'the 16-member search unlt hig
when the Democreticcandidate was [ 0% Rot addreas the iy - pul out fuclers In  the siate's coo-
Hegry F. Byrd S, LaRguche o

- ers stormed to the front of the hotel .
wad ot o oalsied that the BAItY | * meeting. room o denouncs Getd: *  PLEASE SEE WARNER/A?
soafsons such as Roanoke state Sen. :
Grepger Maciurians to decide to op-
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fDemocrats won't run
opponent to

By Tylsr Whitiey
m’«mmm 5

Virginia Dernocrats, at 8 meetin
interTupted by followers of political
extremist Lyndon H. LaRouche Jr,
decided today not to o Repubii-
can John W W US. Senate
election this year.

Naocy Spannaus of Loesburg, a La-
Rouche follower who wanted to run
as & Democrat, was evicted by hotel

from a room at the R} d
Marriott Hotel, where the party's
fitate Central Committes met today.

Also ejected was Alan Ogden, 8
former Richmonder who was a pe-
rennial candidate in the 1960u.

The noisy protest by a handful of
LaRouche supporters in the back of &
crowded room interrupted what was
to be a peaceful meeting of the com-
mittee, :

The failure to find a eandidate rep-
resenta the first time in modern Vir.
ginia history that the Democratic
Party has not fielded a candidate ina
US. Benate election, .

Paul Goldman, Gov. L. Douglas
Wilder's hand-pieked state party
chairman, told about 150 Democrats
gathered here that a search commit-
tee had failed to find a candidate and
that no one had offered himself as &
Cmdlu- = -

Goldmen, who had beeninterim

]
.
)
§
!
)

Warner'

chairman, offlctallf wab ,_mu&ir
chairman today. - - ' :
who 1  bis third: -

crats acknowledged 4o be
would be hard tobsat. . -

Democrats had boped former Goy,
Gerald L. Baliles wor)d tun against

Mmmw
o return to private life when his
expired last month, : i

Wilder algnalad Democrats just af-
ter his nauguration mcnm’m{m
favor running & candidate unless thé

could win That appeared
minymuowt;mun&
an opponest fot .

- reor

~ ingla have nothing to apologize for,{
Goldman sald today. - ;

As for the diiruption by the Lai
Rouchs Geldnan sild thé
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“.VJV Londer siglt witier o
US. Ben. John W. Warner, R-Va.,
says he will contlhue to travel about
the state “lstening to Virginians'
views on how we can improve gov-
ernment” despite the fact he. likely
will b uno S '
d.suutbemoe‘ rats d;gldod onsshlo::’r-
y nol to oppose Lo onortly
after that, the mmrﬁ'. state-
ment saying, “I will accept that deci.
~alon with humility.- *. -~
“I1 have worked hard, and faitly, on

o travel a

. hehalf of V for more than'a

decade and I pledge to contihue so
long as 1 am’privileged to' mervé
them," s4id the 83-year-old Republi-
can, whio is séeklng hiy third six-year
em. . q ) , LY . . ‘l

Bt Thaic
&

~ [hough lacking fos,
- Warner,is planning

Ve e IR | S ——————— -t

ndlisten

The Democrabic Party'd stat cen- |

o e e o
of a
sebed educmuawunqdmi'

- plek delegatdd to a homira |
.'8c elega 6.4 box tln;con-

L [
Jal tes can file an be-
half o acmdld:gea,memeomu' mitted,
or, in an unnsual procedure, siy no
candidate should be nominated. If a

. ty of those “opt lor the
' E-?;%&bmtygm mﬂ: would -

If fewer thiisi 50 percent apt for no
cindldate, and & candidate 18 backed
by 20 percent of those filing as dele-

: gates, a convention would be held.

Democrats say they don't expactto

havé a eandidate.
“I'ma pot embarrassed,” Paul Gold-

' mthquhp?_ﬁrt}y.cmgmaiu,um;

ﬂg‘. suggésted that the party

learned to be pragmatic during the
19808, when it swept three races ina
row for statewldy office, ' -

““This is no Jane Fonda workout”

bhe sald, in talking about a race
against Wi '

ot up for re-election
this fall,

{s the only one with-
out opposition. o

The ibeeting of (he state central
commitiee was dist briefly Bat-
tremist Lyneon B LABpe

; oh ; SNENG
Spanud'oﬂ.&sburl'uldlhéwuz
Ramocht,md duprted'_ ke nomina--

When she and two man persisted
challenging Goldman, they were es-

rted from the room by seetird
xwatmwm:&’ﬁ
te LA T - )
- With little Lo debiats - Saturday,
Pt el
m azarson-
Jacksott Dsy m'zfm ott.
“ﬁ&'&i‘ﬂmmgmi’

. . y

it S T T
y]

e L s i

I think Chiick Robb ought to be on
Wi by adideds
Pmy:" Mltclleﬂ l'lld. o
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The Associated Press

The materials in the AP file were compiled by The Associated Press. These

materials may not be republished without the express written consent of The
Associated Press.

October 31, 1989, Tuesday, AM cycle
SECTION: Washington Dateline
LENGTH: 755 words
HEADLINE: Senators Salute Summit Announcement
BYLINE: By LAWRENCE L. KNUTSON, Associated Press Writer
DATELINE: WASHINGTON
KEYWORD: Summit-Congress
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President Bush's “saltwater summit" with Soviet President Mikhail 5.
torbachev won applause on Capitol Hill on Tuesday but some Democrats said it
will succeed only if Bush discards a "timid" approach to liberalization in

Eastern Europe.

Lawmakers of both parties said that a shipboard meeting in the Mediterranean

in December should provide a relaxed atmosphere, free of media hoopla, for a
serious and wide-ranging effort to make arms control progress and to probe
rapidly developing events in Eastern Europe.

One conservative senator, Jesse Helms, R-N.C., dismissed the whole thing as
just "more public relations® by Gorbachev.

"I hope that no fundamental decisions of any sort will be made," Helms said.
But his was an isolated opinion.

Senate Majority Leader George Mitchell said he told Bush Tuesday morning that

he hopes the meeting "will aid the effort to achieve meaningful arms control at
the summit set for next spring.”

But Mitchell said the president's announcement does not lead him to take back

his criticism that Bush's policies toward the blooming of pro-democracy
movements in Eastern Europe have been overly “timid."

“One change the president could begin with is to support aid to Poland and

Hungary," Mitchell said, complaining that aid proposals are stalled in the
Senate by a Republican attempt to attach an unrelated reduction in capital gains
taxes.

“A Saltwater Summit is a good idea," said Sen. Lloyd Bentsen, D-Texas. "An

informal meeting at sea could provide the right atmosphere to get things moving
in several channels, including trade as well as arms control.
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Sen. Bennett Johnston, D-La., said he was reassured by the announcement of
the meeting.

“1 think the president has been 3 bit too timid in his relations with the
Soviets and I think this will focus the need to make progress," Johnston said.

"I hope this signals a more aggressive attempt on the president's part to
seek to respond to a very positive turn of events," said Sen. James Sasser,
D-Tenn. "From my standpoint he's just been nonreactive and not involved on such
matters as political freedoms and arms control that have traditionally been the
backbone of American foreign policy."

But Sen. Alan Simpson, R-Wyo., the GOP's deputy leader, said: "That kind of

stuff about being timid or too cautious bounces off George Bush like a .22-rifle
bullet off a tank.

"I think it's a good time to do have a meeting," Simpson said. "George Bush
is responding to change."

House Speaker Thomas S. Foley, D-Wash., called the development "a very

positive thing," adding his hope that the U.S.-Soviet meeting will "stimulate
greater speed in moving on the arms control proposal."

Sen. Joseph R. Biden, D-Del., a senior member of the Senate Foreign Relations

Committee, said: "The president has obviously got to the point where he feels
comfortable with his positions on glasnost and perestroika and developments in
Eastern  Europe and I think that was what was most needed.*”

Sen. John Warner, R-Va., called the move "a very wise step," adding,

“It's the least they (the two leaders) can do to keep up with rapidly moving
developments in Eastern Europe. "

Warner was asked if the meeting was a move to "shore up Gorbachev" in view of
the many challenges his policies face.

“Absolutely,” Warner replied, adding, "We want to see perestraoika and

glasnost succeed. Right now those two things are being outpaced by events in
Eastern Europe. So it was necessary for Gorbachev to sit down with a strong
credible leader like George Bush."

Senate Republican leader Bob Dole of Kansas echoed that opinion, saying,

“Obviously the Soviets have problems. Obviously this is going to be helpful to
Mr. Garbachev."

Dole said he expects a broad range of issues to be discussed, including the
possibility of granting the Soviet Union preferred trade status.

Trade with the Soviet Union has been cramped by the requirements of the

Jackson-Vanik amendment which ties improvements to Soviet moves to permit free
emigration and travel for Soviet citizens.

Now that the Soviets have made significant improvement in the numbers of

people permitted to emigrate, there are many in Congress prepared to lift trade
restrictions this year, Dole said.
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Several lawmakers suggested that meetings between the Soviet and American
leaders be held at least once a year.

“"These are two guys who could destroy the world in a flash," said Sen.

Patrick Leahy, D-Vt. Doesn't it make sense that they sit down together once a
year and at least get to know each other?"
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SEN. NUNN: The committee will come to order.

For the last three years it's been the practice of the Armed Services Committee
to begin our work at the beginning of each session of Congress with a series of
policy and strategy hearings. Through these hearings we try to understand and
analyze some of the fundamental assumptions on which our national security
policy, our military strategy, and ultimately, our defense budgets are based.

At the beginning of 1987 the committee conducted 16 hearings on our national
security policy and its military strategy component. 1In 1988, we focused on
NATO strategy. During the past year the committee held a series of hearings on
the implications of the reforms in the Soviet Union on the United States and our
allied security. The dramatic changes taking place in Eastern Europe and in
US-Soviet relations make it even more important that the committee reexamine
some of the basic assumptions underlying our national security policy.

Senator Mitchell recently contacted Senator Pell, Chairman of the Foreign
Relations Committee, and myself, to request that the Armed Services Committee
and Foreign Relations Committees conduct a series of hearings on the
implications of the changes in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe for our
foreign and national security policy. Senator Pell and I both readily agreed to
the Majority Leader’'s request, and our committees will closely coordinate our
hearing efforts over the next several months. We don't anticipate now having
many joint hearings, but we will perhaps have some, and we will certainly be
working very closely together as we did in the INF Treaty a couple of years ago.
Senator Warner and I have discussed this at length, and he fully concurs in
these plans. These hearings are designed to provide a conceptual framework or
base line for Congress' review of the President's foreign policy and national
defense budget proposals for fiscal year 1991. I ask unanimous consent that a
statement we released on this subject be entered into the record, and it will
be, without objection.

There are a number of questions which I believe need to be asked by our
committee, and certainly by the Department of Defense and the Executive Branch
over the next several months before we start reviewing the details of the
President's fiscal year 1991 defense budget and the new five-year defense plan.
Just a few of the changes that have occurred certainly are of great interest to
us and raise all sorts of guestions.

What are the fundamental assumptions of our national security and what are the
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changes that have taken place in the last six months to a year? How much change

has there been in the Soviet capability? What is the Soviet threat now, based
on those changes? What are the allies' plans in the future? What are the arms
control plans -~ not only CFE 1 but what conceptually are we thinking about in
CFE 2? How reliable are the Soviet Union's Warsaw Pact allies -- the nature of
the changes that have taken place, of course, in Poland and Hungary,
Czechoslovakia, East Germany, Bulgaria, the political changes as well as the
military changes?

What are the implications of the German reunification discussions for the
security and stability of Europe? That's certainly got to be a major focus
point -- focal point. How should NATO respond politically, economic and
militarily to the changes taking place in the Soviet Union and Eastern

Europe? What changes if any should the United States make in our current
deployment and capability of our own military forces? And, of course, we'll
need to be updated on the threats we face in other parts of the world, including
Asia, Persian Gulf and so forth.

Alsp, we certainly want to know what changes the Soviets have made in their
force deployments that would have a bearing on our alliance with the Japanese
and also, of course, the threat that the South Koreans face from the North
Koreans,

So, we have a lot of territory to cover at the beginning of next year. Mr.
Wolfowitz, you don't have to gulp this morning. I'm not going to expect you to
know the answers to all of those questions today, but I did want to give you a
forecast of questions to come.

During these hearings, the committee will hear testimony on key aspects of our
national security policy and military strategy from senior officials in the
Defense Department, State Department, representatives of the US intelligence
community, from US military commanders in the field, from top US military
leaders, as well as outside experts from both the United States and Europe and
Japan.

I want to welcome this morning the Undersecretary of Defense for Policy, Mr.
Paul Wolfowitz. He is accompanied by witnesses from the Joint Chiefs of Staff
and the intelligence community. We'll be asking them to address the process by
which the Defense Department is assessing changes and the threats to our
national security and making adjustments to our military strategy and our
defenses force structure and budget.

In addition, I've asked Mr. Wolfowitz to address the specific issue of warning
time in Europe and its impact on our force structure and force planning. I ask
unanimous consent that a November 30th letter from me to Secretary Cheney on
this hearing be entered into the record, and it will be without objection.
Recent newspaper articles based on classified information -- at least it appears
to have been classified information -- suggest that the Defense Department has
accepted new estimates of the amount of warning time that the United States and
our NATO allies would have before a full-scale Soviet attack in Europe.
Assumptions about warning time of a possible Soviet attack in Europe are
fundamental in terms of equipping and deploying US forces in the United States
and Europe. Changes in the assumptions on warning time can have a very
significant impact on our planning and NATO planning to meet and counter the
threat.
And also, it has an immense effect on our overall budget priorities.

So I've asked our witnesses this morning to discuss the results of recent
studies on warning time in Europe -- which were discussed in detail in recent
newspaper articles, and I hope as much of this can be discussed publicly as
possible, particularly in light of the fact that evidently the whole reports
have been turned over to the media; the extent to which the revised
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assumptions about warning time have been accepted by the senior leadership of
Defense Department; whether these revised warning times have been adopted by our
NATO alliance in terms of force goals and operational planning; and whether
these revised assumptions are being considered in preparation of the fiscal year
1991 -- fiscal year 1991-95 five-year defense plan. The Committee intends to
conduct as much of this hearing as possible in open session. We'll reserve a
brief period at the end of the hearing for a discussion of classified issues, if
necessary, and we'll conduct that portion of the hearing in the Intelligence
Committee hearing room next door.

I would also like to note that although the members have been notified of this
hearing about a week ago, the final details were worked out in recent days and a
number of senators who would like to be here have notified me that they had
previous plans, and others who have tried to get here have run into weather
problems. S0 we will not have everyone here who would like to be here.

Senator Warner, before we go into testimony, do you have any opening remarks.
SEN. WARNER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just proceed, thank you.

SEN. NUNN: Mr. Wolfowitz, I think you have the scope of the hearings now, and we
really are sort of telling you where we're going in the future, but we'd like
for you to tell us what your plans are in terms of how you're assessing these
changes, what we're doing in terms of threat reassessment, net assessment, and
how you're going to be able to proceed next year, but particularly addressing
the recent reports that have come out about warning time.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the opportunity to be here
this morning. I appreciate also your acknowledgement that that long list of
questions are not all going to have to be addressed here this morning. But in
fact, I would say they are the right questions, and they're gquestions that in
fact we're working very actively on in different parts of the Defense
Department, even as we speak.

My testimony this morning is focused on the question raised in your letter about
warning and some of the related issues about where we see significant changes
coming in the Soviet threat in Europe. 1 have a statement -- I hope there's a
copy to you -- there are some small corrections and we'll get a corrected copy
up here for the record shortly. I'm going to try to say as much as we can to
put these issues in the right context in public. I must say, fortunately, there
are some pretty sensitive matters here that have not been handed over to the
press. I'm not sure who undertook to unilaterally do some of that. But there's
some very sensitive matters under -- that relate to the subject we're talking
about, as you know. And if necessary, we may ask you to address those in the
closed session. But I will try to talk as much as we can here in public on the
record.

We live at a time when the strategic situwation in Europe is changing
dramatically. Naturally, a period of great change raises fundamental questions
about our old assumptions. However, We should begin by recognizing that the
change underway in Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union has been facilitated
by the strategy that we and our NATO allies have pursued, a strategy which has
demonstrated the futility of the massive Soviet investment in military power
during the Brezhnev years.

A combination of NATO's military strength and the strength of it political and
economic ideals and principles has brought us to the point where the Soviet
leadership is acknowledging the need for fundamental change in their own system.
We can feel for the first time the real potential for a more secure future for
Europe. If, as we hope, these changes come to fruition, we will be able to take
advantage of the opportunities that a less threatening Soviet military
capability represents.

The timing of our reactions, however, is delicate. If we attempt to pocket
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too quickly the benefits that we anticipate, then we risk undercutting the very

strategy that has brought us to the brink of success, and we could lose those
potential gains. The challenge for the United States and its allies will be to
maintain a coherent national and alliance strategy throughout this period of
chance, adjusting our strategy appropriately as the world changes but not basing
present strategy on hoped for future changes or assuming the irreversibility of
changes that may be only temporary.

In that connection, we need to distinguish between what has changed already and
what we expect to change in the future. We expect in the future to see
substantial reductions in Soviet military efforts, particularly in the threat to
Europe. And we expect to achieve a CFE agreement that, in my view, it is no
exaggeration to say, will fundamentally change the military map of Europe.

But those changes are still in the future. Soviet military spending is only
just beginning to turn down after having grown considerably beyond the peak
levels reached at the end of Brezhnev's rule. We have made remarkable progress
toward a CFE agreement, but that work is not yet finished.

One of the things that has changed is our assessment about the amount of warning
we could expect to receive of Soviet actions preparatory to an attack on Western
Europe. Over the past decade, NATO has improved substantially its conventional
readiness and conventional capabilities. As a consequence, and as a national
intelligence estimate on warning makes plain, the Soviets will now have to take
longer to prepare the forces we believe they would think they need for a
sustained, successful offensive thrust into Western Europe. As a result of NATG
force improvements, the Warsaw Pact would need more forces to do the same job.
Our expectation of greater warning has been reinforced by Soviet unilateral
withdrawals from Eastern Europe and by improved intelligence collection
capabilities. In short, the trend toward increased preparation time for all-out
Soviet attack on Western Europe is clear, although there still remain Soviet
options for a limited attack. for a limited attack with little preparation for
which we must also plan.

Let me stress, however, that the fundamental reason why we'll expect to have
increased warning of Soviet preparation for war is because of the improvements
in our own capabilities and those of our NATO allies. If we were to take this
improved warning as a reason to cut back on our own readiness, then we could
easily lose the longer warning times. That is why we need to be extremely
cautious about changing the planning factors about the amount of warning we
assume we will have in developing our plans for NATO reinforcement. Let me
elaborate on that just a little. Our goal is not to build a reinforcement plan
that requires the use of all of the warning that we think we would get in the
most likely kind of Soviet attack, but rather to build a plan that denies the
Soviets significant military advantages throughout a period of possible buildup.
It is because NATO has improved its capabilities to the point that an
unreinforced attack would be too risky for the Soviets that we now expect they
would take more time to reinforce. If we were to relax our posture too much to
take advantage of additional warning, we could end up creating incentives for a
Soviet attack to come earlier, with less warning.

What we wish to avoid, and in my view the most dangerous situation, would be one
in which the Soviet Union believed it could gain a decisive military advantage
in a crisis by moving quickly, and that this advantage would disappear later in
the crisis. This is what we are trying to avoid by not reducing NATO's
capabilities too soon. This is precisely the type of situation that is widely
understood to have converted a small crisis in Southern Europe in Serbia in 1914
into the conflagration that was World War I.

That is the basic reason we are not now recaommending a change in the warning
planning factor, i.e. the minimum time we expect to have to send initial air
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and ground reinforcements to Europe. We intend to revisit this decision as the
strategic situation becomes clearer, and particularly in the event a CFE
agreement is achieved. However, no matter how much we are hopeful that
beneficial change will continue in Eastern and Central Europe, that
unilateral reductions will continue as promised by the Soviets, and that a CFE
treaty will be negotiated and implemented within the President's timetable,
these things are not yet assured.

Having said that, let me say that this does not mean we are ignoring
possibilities to take advantage of longer warning if we get it. Even before the
new estimate was final, we had begun investigating ways to take advantage of
longer warning times by seeking measures that would enhance deterrence in a
crisis, yet would not be understood by the Soviet Union as provocative.

It was precisely such a study, Senator, that was in fact leaked, and led to the
impression that we were changing our whole warning posture. But let me
underscore, what we were looking at were those kinds of limited measures that
could be taken to enhance deterrence in a crisis without, on the other hand,
sending a signal to the Soviet Union that we ourselves were preparing for war.
That last condition underscores what I would call the difference between warning
as used by the intelligence community, and useable warning as it would have to
be viewed by a decisionmaker or a planner. A posture that is not overly
sensitive to warning can provide us with an insurance policy, particularly
against the kind of unpredictable events that we might see in Eastern and
Central Europe.

For example, if, as was reported only recently, the Soviet Union were to bring
their forces in East Germany to a higher state of readiness, we would not have
today to risk taking steps that might be misinterpreted as provocative. Because
we have significant forces in place, and because those forces maintain a high
level of readiness, we do not have to quickly react with potentially
destabilizing moves such as bringing additional forces to Europe, or engaging in
large-scale urgent training to raise the readiness of those already in place.
That is an important factor for stability.

If this sounds cautious, I'll plead guilty, but that does not mean that we do
not envision much larger reductions in the threat, and hence the possibility of
much larger adjustments in our own strategic posture as we look four or five
years into the future.

As we look down the road, we see much greater changes in the military
environment in Europe. Internal pressure to reduce Soviet defense spending is
likely to increase, not decrease. The successful negotiation and implementation
of a treaty on conventional armed forces in Europe will create an altogether new
military environment, greatly reducing Soviet offensive options, and allowing
the United States, together with its NATO allies, to shape an effective defense
at lower levels.

If during this time we were to see as well the consalidation of democratic
regimes in Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, East Germany, we would
have witnessed -- we would have both witnessed and played a vital role in an
unprecedented refashioning of the European security landscape.

At the same time, some caution is still in order. We have all seen reports that
we knew months ago that Soviet defense spending was declining. In fact, let me
say, at that time back in the spring there was still no evidence that Soviet
spending reductions had actually occurred, although we expected they would
occur.

Against the backdrop of Soviet spending increases of 3 percent per year during
the first four years of the Gorbachev period, it was not unreascnable to await
firm evidence before making adjustments to our own defense programs. This is
particularly true since our own defense spending declined 11 percent in real
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terms over the same period. What were only possibilities in early 1989 did not

justify changes in our defense spending or posture. As the administration has
made clear, we are now beginning to see evidence of a decline in Soviet defense
effort. Even so, it is still important to keep in mind the incompleteness and
reversibility of many of these changes.

The basis for reductions in US and other NATO forces has to be actual reductions
in Soviet forces due to a CFE agreement and due to Soviet reductions to their
own defense budget. It will take several years for these changes to take place.
To the extent that we have to start planning on making US cuts to make the
maximum use of scarce resources, we will be planning something whose
implementation needs to be contingent on strong evidence that the anticipated
Soviet reductions are actually undertaken.

The fact remains that even under a CFE agreement, the Soviet Union will be
entitled to forces sufficient to amount an attack on a scale far exceeding those
which characterized the forces in the Second World War. Indeed, the Joint
Chiefs and General Galvin's staff, as well as our own allies, are currently hard
at work assessing relative force structure options, post-CFE.

It is critical in a time of great change like this one that we maintain a
prudent hedge against uncertainties. Our strategy of patience and strength has
brought us to the verge of a new security arrangement in Europe. 1 am sure that
everyone would say also that it is incumbent on those who forge Western security
policy to have the courage to respond to demonstrable changes in the threat.

But we do live in a time of paradox. Precisely, the magnitude of the changes
that we are seeing in front of us introduce a fundamental unpredictability into
the situation in Europe. Paradoxically, these momentus changes in the Soviet
Union, in the countries of Eastern Europe, and even in the countries of
Western Europe themselves open up great uncertainties for the future along
with great possibilities.

As an institution NATO provides an important means of coordinating an
implementing such a diverse strategy and maintaining a structure in Europe that
facilitates the process of peaceful change. It remains the one place where
North American and European democracies can join together in considering the
comprehensive management of basic issues that arise from ongoing change in
Europe. The United States intends to make full use of NATO for that purpose.
Let me conclude, Mr. Chairman, by saying that the United States must above all
play a role as a steadying and guiding influence on that process of change.

That is the message we are hearing from our friends in Europe, East and West
alike. We intend to proceed not in fits and starts but steady and sure in our
conviction that we can have both greater stability at lower force levels in
Europe and greater confidence that abrupt shifts in events do not lead to
military instabilities along the way.

Our force posture in Europe as well as the mix of those forces will change over
time as a result of the CFE process and as a part of the inevitable adjustment
that we must all make to the changing strategic relationship between ourselves
and the Soviet Union. But it is equally important that these changes occur
predictably and in full consultation with our allies.

Thank you for your patience.

SEN. NUNN: Thank you, Mr. Wolfowitz.

beneral Butler, do you or Mr. Allen have any apening remarks?

GEN. BUTLER: No, sir.

MR. ALLEN: No, sir.

SEN. NUNN: Mr. Allen.

Mr. Wolfowitz, let me start by getting to the subject of the Washington Post
article, which I assume was a report of a classified study, but in that
Washington Post article, it -- this was within the last ten days, two weeks,

LEXIS NEXIS LEXIS NEXIS



Services of Mead Data Central

PAGE 26
(c) 1989 Federal Information Systems Corporation, December 12, 1989

and I know you've already referred to it, so you know the one I'm talking about.
I don't have the date of it, but it said -- quote from that article -- “The
intelligence community believes we would have some 33 to 44 days of warning
time," end guote. _

Can you verify that that's either accurate or inaccurate?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Let me first, Mr. Chairman, make the difference between the
document that was reported on in the Post, which was an internal DOD document,
not an intelligence assessment, but that basically took a charge from former
Secretary Carlucci to say, if we have longer warning time, how might we take
advantage of additional warning to improve our readiness during an uncertain
period when some warning indications come but we want to react in a way that's
non-provocative? So, in a sense, the anticipation of greater warning was an
assumption going in to that study, not a product of the study.

g v

SEN. NUNN: So the study was not focused on how much warning time we are supposed
to have?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: No. It was focused on how to take advantage of longer warning
where --

SEN. NUNN: Where did that assumption of a longer warning come from?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's come from a variety of indications that we've been
acquiring over the last --

SEN. NUNN: But it wasn't just drawn out of the air somewhere.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: It was not just drawn out of the air, and, in fact, those kinds
of indications led to an intelligence community assessment of warning which, in
fact, was completed only last month, I believe, and which did, in fact, lead to
judgments that we would hae longer warning. But to get into detail about what
the precise time lines in that are is something we would have to do in closed
session.

SEN. NUNN: All right. Let's stay away from the details of it, but let me get to
the procedure of it, then. What 1'd like to know is when did the intelligence
community conclude that our warning time needed to be expanded; that we had more
warning time than we had originally thought we had. When was that conclusionh
reached?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I believe that conclusion was in the middle of November.

(Aside.) Is that correct --

MR. ALLEN: We completed an estimate on warning at the end of September, sir.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: The end of September,

SEN. NUNN: At the end of September of what year?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: This year.

MR. ALLEN: 1989, sir.

SEN. NUNN: When did you start that study? 1 know it's a continuous thing to a
certain degree, but that study had to be started at some point.

MR. ALLEN: We put it on our production plan in 1988 and we began the drafting in
May of 1989.

SEN. NUNN: So, it was underway then about nine months to a year, is that about
right?

MR. ALLEN: Well, the actual drafting was only about three months and
coordination occurred in August and final approval at the end of September,
1989.

SEN. NUNN: All right. Now, that -- I assume what you're saying is that a part
of the information in that study, which was not finalized until September of'89
was plugged in as an assumption on the other study that related to reacting to
warning time and what the effect of warning time. Was that assumption in that

Washington Post reported report plugged in from the study Mr. Allen is now
alluding to?
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MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think not from the study, but it was plugged in from the same

kind of evidence that led to the study Mr. Allen's talking about. In other
words, people were beginning to get indications that a -- we might observe very
early stages of a Soviet buildup. And the question Secretary Carlucci asked, I
presume, was, "Well, if we observe those things, but we're unsure about what
they mean, how could we take advantage of that in a way that's non-provocative?"
SEN. NUNN: So, what you can say and have said here today is that now the
intelligence community is agreed, I assume, on the fact that we now have a
longer warning -- substantially longer warning period before any attack would
occur in Central Europe. 1Is that a fair assessment?
MR. ALLEN: I'll just -- I can't comment on the -- in this -- in public session
on the findings of the estimate. I can only refer to what Secretary Wolfowitz
has already said in relating to his opening statement.
SEN. NUNN: Well, I thought that's what he just said --
MR. ALLEN: That's what he -- he said that, yes, sir. But beyond that, the
content and how we derived warning times, the data on which we base those
warning times gets us into a classified environment.
SEN. NUNN: But, Mr. Allen, how much damage is done by the leak in the paper that
went into those details and gave a specific number of days?
MR. ALLEN: There were some details to which we are assessing the damage. 1 view
it as a serious -~ potentially serious to sources and methods.
SEN. NUNN: Mr. Wolfowitz, are you all undertaking any kind of examination as to
how that was turned over?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: We have an investigation underway. We are very concerned about
that leak, Senator.
SEN. NUNN: Let me go on to the unclassified part of that, one of the few parts
of that study -- and we do have a copy of it now. We did not before, but we do
now. The unclassified paragraph states, quote, "The intelligence assessments
used for this study were all completed well before the Gorbachev statement, that
he intended to withdraw six tank divisions and 5,000 tanks from Eastern

Europe, " end quote. That was unclassified. Is that correct, Mr. Allen? Can
you verify that?
MR. ALLEN: There were studies completed on which we drew in drafting the
estimate which were important building blocks, yes.
SEN. NUNN: So, I'm asking you though, were -- was this assessment made before
Mr. Gorbachev announced he intended to withdraw six tank divisions and 5,000
tanks from --
MR. ALLEN: There was no official national foreign intelligence board approval of
a new warning estimate until the end of September. There was not an official
document representing the views of the director in the intelligence community.
SEN. NUNN: But, my gquestion is whether you can say whether this is accurate or
not, and let me read it to you again, and this is unclassified in your report.
It says, "The intelligence assessments used for this study were all completed
well before the Gorbachev statement, that he intended to withdraw six tank
divisions and 5,000 tanks from Eastern Europe, " end quote. My guestion to
you is, is that an accurate statement?

MR. ALLEN: That's an accurate statement. We drew on previous studies, but we
also looked, of course, into the future in the estimate, to some degree to, to
the next year or so.
SEN. NUNN: Well, in other words, the intelligence assessments of longer warning
time then had to be completed before December 7th, 1988, because that's when he
made his announcement.
MR. ALLEN: I will say that the overall judgments on specific warhing times were
not officially approved until September following intense coordination in August
where there was intense debate. So, I would say that that unclassified
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statement overstates a degree there was consensus. There was very intense
debate over warning times.

SEN. NUNN: But, the only thing we've got that we can talk about in public is not
accurate,

MR. ALLEN: I don't think it reflects the total story of the preparation and the
coordination process.

SEN. NUNN: Well, here's the point. We don't get a copy of the study. It leaks
out in the paper. We hear nothing about it during the budget deliberations last
year. The study itself has an unclassified statement that says it was completed
before Mr. Gorbachevy made his announcements which was December the 7th, 1988.
And here we are a year later, and we still can't even talk about it, and we
never have even received it and wouldn't have had it without the leak in the
paper,

Now, this is fundamental business, gentlemen. The warning time derives strategy
-- strategy derives budgets. So, I'm asking you, now, if we've got this kind of
performance based on the last 12 months, what can we expect with the changes
that have taken place in the last -- next few months? Are we going to be
sitting here in about 1993 and finding out the assessment in 1993 of what's
transpired in Eastern Europe in 19897

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, first of all, there's a difference between what this
document refers to as intelligence assessments, and the kind of agreed community
assessment that goes into the paper that was concluded in September. This was
not a paper that attempted to represent agreed intelligence community views, and
it did not, but it said it was trying to get ahead of the power curve, and not
wait until every "i" was dotted and every "t" was crossed to begin thinking
about what the implications were.

I don't believe it's been any secret that we have anticipated improvements in
warning time, and I can't give you chapter and verse, but I can certainly recall
testimony in which people have said, we think as a result of a number of
changes, including the Soviet unilateral withdrawals, that we would have greater
warning of an attack. And I know specifically when I've been asked what is the
significance of these Soviet withdrawals, which is something additional to this
statement here, I said it reinforces an impression we already have --

SEN. NUNN: There's no doubt about that, but this study was done before those
announced unilateral withdrawals.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: -- an impression we already have, even before the withdrawals,
that we would get more warning of a Soviet attack.

And in fact, we undertook within DOD, on the sort of scale that has certainly
made it no secret, that one of the two major planning studies Secretary Cheney
requested as part of the defense planning guidance was a study on warning and
its implications for strategy. And one of the outputs of that was specifically
in urging by a number of -- by the DOD leadership to the intelligence community
to please hurry up and finish the NIE so that we could in fact have an agreed
basis for making a reassessment.

So, there's not been any attempt to be secretive about it. There has been an
attempt to get ahead of the power curve and start thinking before every last bit
of agreement is achieved, but there is also a process that the community goes
through to come to an agreed assessment.

SEN. NUNN: Well, I'll come back to it, but in January and February of 1988, we
had hearings on the INF treaty.

At that time, Senator Quayle asked General Galvin, and I'm quoting this -- this
is beneral Galvin, head of the NATO -- US forces and NATO.

This is quoting then-Senator Quayle: "My question is, since 1947 when we adopted
flexible response as a strategy, has the conventional balance gotten worse or
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gotten better?"

beneral Galvin's reply: "It has gotten somewhat worse." That was in 1988.

I asked General Vuono, head of the US Army, February 3rd, 4th, 5th hearings --
this is my quote: "I'd like to get your views, particularly, General Vuono, your
view relating to the conventional trends in Europe over the last 20 years.
Yesterday General Galvin was asked whether the conventional force trends in
Europe have improved or grown worse since 1980, and he said they've grown worse.
Do you agree with that? I'm talking about relative balance how, not simply
improvement, but relative, NATO to Warsaw Pact." That's all a guestion.

beneral Vuono: "I would agree with that, Mr. Chairman. Although we have made, I
think, some great strides within our own conventional capabilities, they have
not been as significant as I would like to have seen them in comparison to the
Soviet Union."

So we have in '88 basically the top military people telling us the trends have
gotten worse. So, you knaw, I'm not trying to rehash history here, but I'm
trying to see where we're going. Let me ask this gquestion, and then 1'll defer
to Senator Warner. How long -- I'm not talking about the content -- but how
long is it going to take us to plug into our national intelligence estimates,
and our threat assessment, and our net assessment, and our strategy, and our
budget? And that's what we have to deal with here, is the budget and we'll be
dealing with it in January. How long is it going to take the Defense Department
and the intelligence community to plug these changes in, so that when we are
asking you questions about the budget in January, February, March of 1990, we
are confident that we are up to date? Will you be ready then?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, it depends on which changes we're talking about. We
could do some of it a lot faster if we could get the Soviets to be more
forthcoming about what their own plans are. We're trying to do a lot of
guessing here about where they're heading in the future, and if we didn't have
to guess, it would be 2 lot easier. One of the things, however, on the positive
side that CFE provides, I believe, is a framework to start planning on where we
will be three or four years from now, something that we haven't had in the past.
And one could argue that even that is risky because the agreement is not yet
wrapped up, and there is a philosophy that says if you start to plan on the
basis of an agreement, you may lose the leverage that you need to get it. But I
think in fact, we're heading into an era where that's basically going to have to
provide the planning framework for where we are in the future, and it's very
helpful.

How far -- I think, we are already working on how much to factor warning and
improved warning into our planning and our budgeting, but for the reasons that I
gave you, we do not see major gains to be made from the amount of increased
warning that we're seeing right now. I mean, take the crudest example. If we
were to say, because of this additional warning, we could forget about our
M-plus-10 reinforcement requirement and essentially forget about airlift and get
everything to Europe by sea, the new NIE on warning would take that time of
warning down to 10 or 14 days. The point I tried to make in my opening
statement, the reason we have more warning is we have succeeded in building up
our reinforcement capability to get our forces to Europe more quickly, and if we
relax that, we may find we lose the warning time.

What will make a much bigger difference in terms of warning and quite a few
other things are actual reductions, and CFE is going to produce some very large
actual reductions.

SEN. NUNN: Can you say, Mr. Wolfowitz, whether the December 1988 intelligence
assessments -- which we've established that these assessments were basically
made before then, even though it wasn't finalized until 1989 -- were they used
and taken into account in preparing the budget that we've passed this year?
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MR. WOLFOWITZ: I believe they were. Obviously, when you get down to the
question of the overall significance of a particular change, different
individuals are going to weigh them different ways. And I can't answer for
every person who's come up here and testified, but you referred to some comments
earlier. I think there is a paradox here. On the one hand, our early
capability against the Soviet Union has improved. I don't know if General Vuono
or General Rogers in early 1988 would have already agreed with that. I suspect
they would agree with it today.

SEN. NUNN: General Galvin -- no, it was General Galvin then.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: But on the other hand, the total size of the Soviet threat has
increased relative to NATO's, beyond what it was at the time Gorbachey came into
power. The Soviet military is bigger now than it has ever been, and I believe
it's bigger relative to NATO than it has ever been. But it doesn't reach that
point until a8 considerable period of mobilization.

S0, depending on what period in the crisis you take the threat, the threat may
be relatively improved or relatively worse. What we'd like to see is a
situation where it's relatively lower throughout any possible crisis.

SEN. NUNN: Well, I hope we can be assured in the coming weeks that what we have
when we come here to deliberate next year's budget will be an up-to-date net
assessment, an up-to-date intelligence assessment, an up-to-date strategy based
on that, and a budget that reflects both the threat assessment and the strategy.
Otherwise, we're just out here deliberating on a 295 [billion dollarl] to $300
billion budget without having taken into account the real world. That will make
our job on the floor of the Senate, and I'm sure the counterparts in the House
would say the same thing, almost impossible. To try to go out on the floor and
defend a budget that is not based on current developments in the world, in this
atmosphere, is going to be very difficult.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, I would venture that you'll have a budget that's not
only based on current up-to-date information, but that attempts, as best we can,
to anticipate far bigger change beyond the present. But let me emphasize that
we are in a period of very rapid change, and whatever is current and accurate
today is going to be quickly overtaken by events. And it's going to be a tricky
matter to get our timing exactly right, so that we don't lag too far behind
events but on the other hand we don't undermine the process by over-anticipating
them.

SEN. NUNN: Well, I understand the difficulty, but we are talking about now an
example of where we are just finding out about basic intelligence information
that was arrived at in 1988 -- December 1988 -- that is pretty fundamental.
Senator Warner.

SEN. JOHN W. WARNER (R-VA): Mr. Chairman, I join you in asking for a closer
degree of cooperation on a real time basis. Coincidentally, the group here this
morning on this committee are also on the intelligence committee, and as such we
have access to these documents which go into your budget formulation.

But the bottom line around here is the credibility the chairman and I and other
members of this committee have with our colleagues in the Senate. And when we
go to the floor in a persuasive way to gain support for the President's budget
request, we've got to speak to our colleagues, and indeed to others who are
following the budget process, in a manner that attaches credibility to our
remarks and representations. And if, after persuading the Senate to go along we
find out that the information that we were given is not timely, and indeed
circumstances have changed it, it erodes our credibility and our bases to
support the President's budget process.

Let me go to a couple of particular questions. I have had the opportunity here
in the last 10 days to go through Eastern Europe, into Czechoslovakia, to
East Berlin with the Arms Control Observers Group. It was interesting, we -~
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particularly in Prague, we talked to some young people and their families were
divided in this sense, part of the young members of the family were marching in
the streets, other members of the family were serving in the armed forces. I
find it very difficult to believe that the effectiveness of those forces remains
very high, that is the Warsaw Pact forces composed of, for example East German
citizens, Czechoslovak citizens, Polish citizens. In your threat assessment,
how are you going to evaluate the effectiveness of that component of the Warsaw
Pact forces represented by the young people of those nations whose brothers and
sisters are now marching in the streets in the cause of freedom and democracy?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think one of the significant strategic changes that is taking
place even faster than we anticipated has been in fact the reduction in military
capability of the non-Soviet Warsaw Pact armies. Not only for the reason that
you just mentioned, Senator, but also in ways that are in a sense more tangible
and harder to reverse.

The Poles, I believe have demobilized a significant fraction of their army.

They reduced a very significant fraction of their tank force, as we see similar
trends in other East European countries. So clearly the contribution that the
non-Soviet allies would make to a Warsaw Pact threat has got to be considered
lower now than in the past. However, let me say two things, number one, it has
been the Soviet army that is the most important part of that threat; and number
two, we have not -- when it comes to constructing our own forces and our own
strategy, we have largely -- for our own reasons, not been able to match the
Soviets and the Warsaw Pact as they build up. So every loss of a tank division
on the Soviet side doesn't mean one gain that we can pocket. It may mean in
fact a lower level of risk in a posture that we might want to leave more or less
the same.

SEN. WARNER: Gorbachev has taken both sides of the issue about the Warsaw Pact
in the sense that at one time he said he wants to keep it, another time he talks
about disillusion. I think at Malta, he now wants to keep the Warsaw Pact and
thereby allow us to continue to support NATO. I think it's essential we
continue to support NATO.

What's the likelihood, given the deterioration of the non-Soviet forces in
Warsaw Pact nations, of his just dissolving the Pact as a strategy to put
pressure on NATO and simply making bilateral arrangements with the various
nations -- Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia -- to enable him to remain there with
his forces and have his lines of communications open, yet have this trump card,
say just prior to the June summit, of saying, "I've dissolved the Warsaw Pact
forces, not let's see what you're going to do in terms of reducing NATO?"

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think the fundamental point is that NATO and the Warsaw Pact
are not equivalent. NATO is an alliance of sovereign states. We are in the
NATO countries by invitation of our allies. And the NATO military posture is
not a threat to anyone. I think what we're seeing, in fact, is a task that in
sometimes even explicit admission by the Soviets themselves that NATO does not
pose an offensive threat to the East.

And I think we are achieving an understanding among our allies that no matter
what happens in the East, while NATO may be able to go to much lower levels of
forces and may be able to change significantly our whole character, that the
basic structure of NATO is going to continue to be relevant. I think if the
kinds of developments you describe take place, it could significantly enhance
security in Europe, but on the condition that Western Europe with American
participation maintains a basic collective security structure that NATO has
provided.

SEN. WARNER: Well, I certainly hope that we can follow through with that policy.

NATO's essential. We're where we are today in large part because of that
alliance.
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MR. WOLFOWITZ: I agree strongly with you, Senator, and we're going to have to
work hard I think to make sure that that is the view that prevails.

SEN. WARNER: It was interesting to note that the four ambassadors -- of the
United States, the Soviet Union, France, and Great Britain -- met in Germany
here recently in connection with the agreements in the aftermath of World War II
regarding the division of Germany. Could you summarize briefly what those
agreements are, and the extent to which the four powers are going to adhere to
them as this question of German reunification proceeds?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: All right. Let me -- that's a terribly important question, and
for that reason, I'm going to give you a general answer and get back to you with
some more for the record, if I might, because I don't want to get any of the
details inaccurate. But, basically, I would say, as President Bush said when he
spoke to the NATO allies last Monday after Malta, that the commitments and
responsibilities of the four powers are an essential part of what has got to be
worked out in any ultimate security arrangements for Europe. And I think, to
some extent, it is a residue from World War II, but it is a residue that leaves
some important responsibilities that have got to get clear, and we're seeing
that right now today in Berlin. But, let me, if I may, give you a more detailed
answer for the record.

SEN. WARNER: Fine. I foresee a collision course coming, quickly, on the
residuals of those agreements and the desire within the German nation to
reunify. And I would hope that you could clarify that and we could follow it
carefully.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I don't think it has to be a collision at all, Senator.

SEN. WARNER: Well, it may not be. But it could well be.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: And in fact, I believe -- I would note that after President Bush
spoke, the first person to respond and to welcome his comments was Chancellor
Kohl himself.

SEN. WARNER: Given that we're going to have some reductions in the armed forces
and we're planning the budget, how do you recommend to the Secretary of Defense
that those forces be restructured? From a personal opinion here, I think we
ought to emphasize mobility, both at sea and in the air, the ability to continue
our concept of forward deployment, but the forces at home have to be in a
posture that they can be moved quickly in terms of reinforcements. 'I guess my
bottomline gquestion is, are we going to continue this basic one-third,
one-third, one-third for the military departments or are we going to seize this
opportunity at long last to reexamine roles and missions and to allacate among
the military departments more directly in line with a future strategy predicated
on, I would think, greater mobility?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think the short answer is, Senator, we are looking at
revisiting a great many fundamental assumptions, including the one you just
mentioned. And I think when Secretary Cheney comes up here to present the 1991
budget, he's going to have some things to say, not only about how those changes
may already be ones we want to reflect in 1991, but I think even more
importantly how we want to build toward those changes in the -- during the next
six-year defense program, which we will start reviewing this spring. But, in
fact, we are working right now on the guidance to the services for developing
those programs. And that guidance envisions precisely the kinds of issues that
you talk about.

I would note that that -- there's a lot of logic in the personal opinion that
you expressed, but on the other hand, if we look at forces specifically designed
for Europe, if we look at the trends already in terms of warning time, and then
if we add into it the way in which a CFE agreement will further slow the
timelines for Soviet buildup, I think in the case of Europe, we're looking at
the possibility of having at least some of our reinforcements for Europe be
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slower arriving and perhaps even at lower readiness.

SEN. WARNER: Mr. Secretary, Europe indeed is important, but we are a global
power and our threat is a composite of many situations, not just Europe, and I'm
sure you're well aware of that. We've got the terrorism issue, which has not
subsided. We've got the Third World contingencies, which could grow on us. And
therefore, as we reconfigure the armed forces of the United States, Europe is
important, but indeed we've got to take into consideration 340 degrees of threat
focused on this nation and those of our allies.

My last question, Mr. Chairman, would be the extent to which the Secretary could
advise us on the issue of German reunification. It would seem to me that it
would be essential that whatever is the final result, certainly West Germany, or
the residual, or however you characterize it, has got to be a major component
and player in NATO. We simply cannot let that nation join and then disappear as
a8 valuable partner in the overall strategic balance in Euraope.

What are some of the parameters that you think the reunification could take
place [withinl and at the same time Germany remain a valuable partner of NATO?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, let me just emphasize, not only do I agree with you, but
more importantly, President Bush agrees with you and made precisely that point
when he spoke to the NAC (?) last week. I think having said that, to start
speculating about what precise forms that would take when we're talking a
unification process whose shape is still not clear, would be indeed very
premature. And in fact, I think the emphasis right now today has got to be on
how to ensure that East Germany in fact moves on to a democratic course, because
that's really the precondition for everything else.

SEN. WARNER: Mr. Secretary, I wish I had the quote in front of me, but some
famous person said, he turned to another individual and says, "I've got to leave
now because the crowd is getting out in front of me and I'm the leader of the
crowd," if I can reconstruct it for the record.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That was Tocqueville speaking about the 1848 revolution.

SEN. WARNER: That's got it. But the point is that you pick up the paper this
morning and the question of reunification is moving along at a rapid pace, and
we just can't sit back and slowly calculate this. I think we've got to move out
and establish for those persons how, under concept of free elections in both
East and West Germany, we would hope that they would bring about their desired
result -~ free peoples desiring to get together will eventually get together.
And I think the earlier we set down those parameters, the better.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, that was precisely the spirit in which President Bush laid
down some parameters in the NAC, one of which was Germany's continued commitment
to NATO. But the more detail you go into, the more you start to create the
possibility that I think you were concerned about with the four-power agreement,
that instead of facilitating the process, we're throwing all kinds of obstacles
in the way.

So I think you want those parameters to be -- cover as much as is absolutely
essential and leave the rest to the German people to decide.

SEN. NUNN: Thanks, Senator Warner. Senator Glenn. Senator Cohen.

SEN. COHEN: Mr. Wolfowitz, was this DOD report available to -- in a printed
form, document form, to any of the committees on the Hill?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: You mean, was it actually made available, or --

SEN. COHEN: Yes.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Not that I'm aware of.

SEN. COHEN: I just wanted to be certain of that, because from time to time the
finger of accusation is always pointed to Capitol Hill about leaks of classified
information. And I think it ought to be clear that this document was never
presented to any committee on the Hill.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I'm happy to be clear about that. I wish I could be as
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absolutely certain that it didn't leak from anywhere in our building, but I

would be dismayed if it had. As I told Senator Nunn, we are investigating right
now to try to see if we can find the source of it.

SEN. COHEN: Does the Office of Management and Budget have access to a document?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: If you want me to check the distribution, I could. It's the Kkind
of document that in fact probably did get fairly wide distribution in the
Executive branch.

SEN. COHEN: Well, it's only of curiosity because of the question that has been
raised: Was the document deliberately leaked to support OMB's decision within
the administration to cut defense spending rather substantially, or was it
leaked by the Department of Defense in order to preemptively justify the cuts
that were going to be recommended?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, it -- in my view, it doesn't support either conclusion, but
I -- I despair of figuring out the motives of somebody leaking this, Senator.
SEN. COHEN: In terms of talking about warning time, I think what you were
suggesting is that from the time that the Soviet Union would mobilize to the
time of a potential attack, somewhere along that spectrum, depending upon what
the US response is, we would have either more advanced notice, or the Soviets
would delay the point of attack. So, you were predicating, I think, the warning
time, based upon US responses to Soviet mobilization.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: No --

SEN. COHEN: That's what I thought you were saying, that we have more warning
time today because of NATO -- greater NATO capabilities. And therefore, since
we have greater capabilities in the way we have structured our forces, that
therefore we would have greater warning time. Am I wrong in that?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: You heard me correctly, but let me explain exactly why it works
that way. The warning time that's being talked about, on its face, appears to
have nothing to do with NATO capabilities. It is simply the time that it would
-- that we expect we would first see the indications of a Soviet preparation for
attack, to the time that that attack might actually occur. But the major reason
for the revision and the assumptions is because we now think that the Soviets
would wait longer and build up their forces more because they think that the
opposition would be more formidable.

Am I clear now?

SEN. COHEN: Well, I thought that's what I said, that we have along that spectrum
between mobilization and attack, the Soviets -- the time is stretched out
because the --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Okay, I'm sorry.

SEN. COHEN: -- Soviets now look at our capability and therefore have decided
they can't mobilize too rapidly without really --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: And I didn't hear you clearly. The answer is yes, then.

SEN. COHEN: Yes, there has been in part not only to Soviet changes but alsop in
terms of US and NATO capability enhancements.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I would say primarily for that reason, correct.

SEN. COHEN: More so than Soviet force deployments? More so, perhaps than Soviet
force readiness?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: More so than improvements in intelligence collection, although
that's part of the picture also.

SEN. COHEN: Well, I raised this because it -- the entire issue about a longer
warning time calls into question the rationale. Do we need, for example a C-17
transport plane, a very expensive piece of equipment? Do we need to place a
continued emphasis upon fast sea 1lift as we have in recent years?

As 1 understand it, what you would say is that it's by virtue of the
availability of these new systems, or the potential availability, that we now
have a greater chance for stability in vis-a-vis the Soviet Union, and that we
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are now more or less locked into continuing these systems for the foreseeable
future, otherwise we would find ourselves, if you look at your rationale, we
would find ourselves back to where we were with the shorter warning time because
if you didn't have the fast sea lift, if you didn't have the reinforcment
capability of the C-17, that changes the equation again. Now, the Soviets are
in a position to have a shorter period of time between mobilization and attack
because the West has less capability.

SEN. COHEN: I understand.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Now, whether we can exploit that, back in budget terms, without
making the risk go back to the same old --

SEN. COHEN: It's a risk factor question of how long. The gquestion will be how
long must we maintain the same level of support for the NATO alliance at these
levels if in fact the warning time is longer, that the risk is less. Or do we
find ourselves right up against the argument, saying the moment you start
changing the programs to effect the strategy, then we're back to a more
dangerous, destabilizing situation. So are we locked in -- how long are we
locked into the current program, and that's something that we're inevitably
going to debate --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, if we're in a world where the only thing that was
changing was warning time for the reasons we have discussed, I would say we
probably would -- I would tend to say that's an improvement that we have
achieved in the balance, and we should hang onto it. But in fact, we are not in
that world. We're in a world where we expect a great deal more positive change.
And 1 think the combination of all those changes will allow us to revisit
fundamental assumptions about how fast we have to reinforce.

SEN. COHEN: Will it be the Defense Department's position that, as you've
indicated just a moment ago, that we ought not to be totally preoccupied but
primarily preoccupied with NATO in terms of our force structure that we have --
we still remain an island nation. We still have many trouble spots in the
world. We're still going to have to have highly mobile forces. The likelihood
is that we're going to have to have more sea-based, sea-oriented forces with a
loss of troops in various parts of the world, land-based troops, so that we have
a continuation of many of the programs for purposes other than NATO?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think outside of NATO, unfortunately, one can't see the same
kind of reduction in threat that we expect to see in Europe, and in fact, in
some cases, One sees some increases. However, it is the fact that the
overwhelming, the largest share of our defense effort goes into our efforts in
Europe, and I suspect even in a radically restructured European security
arrangement, we'll still find a very large share of our defense efforts going to
NATO. But the relative share, the proportional share going to non-NATO areas, I
believe, is going to be larger.

SEN. COHEN: This may be a matter of some dispute in terms of the availability of
this information to committees on the Hill, but I am informed that members of
the Intelligence staff have had access to at least the intelligence community's
assessment -- changing assessments -- of warning time for the past year or two.
Whether or that has ever percolated up in the form of a national intelligence
estimate is doubtful. 1 don't think it has. But there has been information in
fact communicated to the staff members of the Intelligence Committee for the
past year or better.

MR. ALLEN: That is correct, sir.

SEN. COHEN: That's all I have for now, Mr. Chairman.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I would -- I appreciate your saying that, Senator. There's
really been no attempt to hide this, and in fact, the kind of document that
we're talking about here in the age of the xerox machine is the sort that is
probably readily available to people with clearances. Unfortunately, it seems
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to be a little too available to people without them.

SEN. NUNN: Let me clarify any -- any indication on the hiding. I'm not in any
way indicating I think somebody has secretly stowed this away. What I'm worried
about is the bureaucratic delays in trying to get a national intelligence
estimate, first of all, done and agreed to, and then what I'm saying plugged
into the defense budget and the strategy. And I think that the indications are
that the time lag here is such that the changes we see occurring now, if we
repeat this past performance, are not going to be plugged into our real budget
planning for another two years. That's what bothers me. Somebody's got a real
challenge to tackle.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's a fair point, but I guess I'd also point out that because
that process of getting the intelligence estimate is sometimes a slow one, we
don't always wait until it's completed to look at what we think are going to be
results and start looking at some possible conclusions. That was precisely what
Secretary Carlucci did.

When we did the national strategy review back in the spring, we, in fact,
considered what might be the budgetary gains from relaxing our warning
assumptions. And the basic conclusion was a small relaxation isn't going to get
you very much and a3 large relaxation is going to get you into exactly the
problem Senator Cohen was talking about.

So, we don't wait for every "i" to be dotted and every "t" to be crossed to take
account of these things, but your point about the process being a slow one is
fair, and we've tried to kick it ourselves.

SEN. NUNN: If Senator Glenn would just yield one point on this point, you say on
page -- well, point five of your testimony, quoting you, "This is -- that is the
basic reason we are not now recommending a change in warning planning factor;
that is, the minimum time we might have to send initial air and ground
reinforcements to Europe." And you go on to say, "We intend to revisit this
decision as the strategic situation becomes clear, particularly in the event a
CFE agreement is achieved." So, you're basically saying we are not changing the
threat assessment, based on this warning time increase. Is that what you're
saying?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That is correct.

SEN. NUNN: Okay. If you're not doing that, how is Secretary Cheney announcing
that we're going to have substantial budget cuts based on reduced threat?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Because of what I said. I think the much more substantial
reduction in the threat is what's going to come as a result of a CFE agreement,
which is going to eliminate 30,000 Warsaw Pact tanks from east of -- (inaudible)
SEN. NUNN: So he's recommending budget cuts this year, based on an anticipated
outcome of a8 CFE agreement at the end of next year, is that right?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Let me try to state it as well as I can. I mean, there have been
a lot of stories about cuts. What we have been looking at in DOD is basically
to take the view that if we see an environment out in 1994 where we can have
significantly reduced forces, then we ought to look today at what that
environment's going to look like, look at what the changes would be, and think
about backing some of those changes into the present so that, for example, we
don't spend money today on capabilities that in fact we're not going to want
four years from now.

That doesn't mean he's proposing radical budget cuts this year. And he -- in
fact, we don't have a budget yet this year. He'll be up to present it to you in
a month. And he'll talk then about how this 1991 budget relates to those larger
changes we expect in the future. But, that's the kind of dynamic planning we"re
trying to do now.

SEN. NUNN: Well, basically, you're saying he's doing with intuition what you
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do not want to do with any formality? You're not -- you've got -- you've got

greatly increased warning time by your own assessment, but you're not plugging
it into the planning factor, and you've got the Secretary of Defense basically
making projections based on his intuition of whether the CFE talks are coming
out. I mean, isn't it better to make the changes in the threat assessment?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: No, Senator. Take, for example, the fundamental question of our
reinforcement goal of getting 10 divisions in Europe in 10 days. I mean, that
is a fundamental planning factor; it is related to warning. If we would attempt
to relax that a little bit, it would not make a significant difference in the
budgets. I mean, there may be some changes that, in fact, we could recommend
right now based on some slight relaxation. If we were to attempt to relax it
substantially and let's say give up the idea of reinforcing by air and do all of
our reinforcement by sea, then, in fact, our warning time would disappear. We'd
go back down to unreinforced Soviet attacks and we'd be in a very dangerous
situation.

SEN. NUNN: I understand that. But, when we have this budget presented in
January -- and it's going to be coming down for the first time in a long time by
the President's own submission; it's been cut by Congress over the last four ar
five years -- what are we going to base the reductions on? If you're not
changing the planning factors, if you're not changing the basic threat
assessment, I don't understand what you're basing the budget cuts on.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, let me say, I think the biggest reductions are not the ones
that will come this year, but the ones that will come three or four years from
now based on changes that we expect to be much bigger three or four years from
now --

SEN. NUNN: But, you're making very substantial cuts this year.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: The President hasn't made any decisions about this year's budget,
and until he does, I can't tell you whether this is substantial or not or what
they're based on.

SEN. NUNN: We've already seen a number reported in the Washington Post.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Not everything in the Washington Post is accurate, Senator.

SEN. NUNN: Well, I've heard that, and confirmed by many people in the
administration. I just --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, the numbers I've seen in the Washington Post, if you plot
them on a graph, are very big four or five years from now, and relatively small
this year.

SEN. NUNN: What's the number, 292.15?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's a number I've seen in the paper, yes, Senator. (Scattered
laughter.)

SEN. NUNN: We just don't seem to be making the budget based on threat. That's
-- that's the puzzling thing. It looks like we're back to intuition, an
intuition by the Secretary of Defense as to what the outcome of arms control
talks are going to be. I don't say that shouldn't be considered. But, I'm
saying that when you get fundamental changes -- and greatly increased warning
time is a fundamental change, there is no doubt about it.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: It is a fundamental change, but it's --

SEN. NUNN: And when you get that, then why doesn't the building accept that and
start revising the threat assessment and make it on a logical basis? That would
make the whole budget process logical. But, maybe that's something we don'‘t
ever want to do.

Let me yield. Senator Glenn.

SEN. GLENN: Well, let me follow up on that a little bit. We have to be
legislative partners in this. But, we can't do legislation by leaks. If you
do, you just invite everybody under the sun to set up their own defense budget,
and then we have all these fusses about what's going to be cut and what isn't
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going to be cut. I don't know that we really have a clear answer to what was in
the Chairman's letter, yet.

Let me ask a couple of guestions specifically. Has this revised warning time
been adopted by NATO?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: No it has not, Senator. That's one of the processes that's
underway at the moment, is an examination of our assessment of warning with
those of our allies who have their own sources of intelligence, and frankly
their own planning factors that they use.

SEN. GLENN: Will this -- will these revised assumptions be the basis for the '91
budget and for the '91 to '95 fit-up?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Clearly the revised threat assessment is going to be something we
have in mind as we do the '91 budget and as we do the fit-up beyond that. But
for the reasons that I have explained in my statement, what the intelligence
community estimates in terms of available warning is not the same thing as what
a decisionmaker or planner wants to assume in terms of usable warning.
Therefore, we don't simply take an intelligence estimate and turn that into our
planning factor. We base our planning factor on how we think our own
capabilities will produce a situation of lowest risk.

SEN. GLENN: General Butler, did the JCS have this estimate in December of '887?
GEN. BUTLER: I'm not sure which estimate you're referring to, sir, but I can
tell you that we worked closely with the intelligence community and 0SD
policymakers and the formulation of current plans based on the kind of
information that the intelligence community has been putting together.

MR. ALLEN: Senator Glenn, those were some building blocks on which we drew in
order to complete the warning estimate in September. There were other factors
on which we drew which were not -- certainly not completed in December '88,
including some national estimates. The Joint Staff and General Butler and his
staff have all of our estimates.

SEN. GLENN: Well, did DIA agree with these revised warning time assumptions?

MR. ALLEN: The warning estimate that was completed in September is a consensus
document of the intelligence community of the United States.

SEN. GLENN: And DIA did not dissent from that, General Butler, is that correct?
GEN. BUTLER: Sir, I'd have to defer --

MR. ALLEN: No, sir.

SEN. BLENN: How many other studies do you know of that are like this that are
leakable items here that we are going to find as a surprise one of these days?
Have we been given access now, or have the proper committees here been given
access to studies like this that are going to affect our deliberations come late
January when we have to start working on the next budget?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, I can't assure you about leaks. We deplore them as much
as you do and we're trying to deal with what is --

SEN. NUNN: Let me ask you, these are very basic fundamental things, warning
times, what we can rely on as the Chairman has pointed out, we have to deal with
transportation and very expensive systems to cope with revised warning times or
lack thereof. And I am just concerned that there are other studies like this
that we'll hear about a year and a half from now that we won't have -- be able
to take advantage of when we start our budget hearings after the first of the
year.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, we're making an attempt in a time of enormous strategic
change to be as forthcoming as we can, so that we can build a national concensus
about how to respond to these changes, because I think everyone would
acknowledge it is a period that is really history-making, and I think it's
important that we move forward together, executive branch and Congress together.
SEN. GLENN: This report was out in -- classified study in May, the
administration, all during the year clear up until late September, Secretary
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Cheney was still saying September 27th, quote, "Despite all the rhetoric about
reducing their military budget, Soviet defense spending has actually increased
an average of 3 percent per year in real terms since '85," and it wasn't until
late last month that senior administration officials stopped public assertions
of higher Soviet military spending. Now is that just a coincidence that that
stopped after we had the budget passed for the year?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, that happened because somehow it wasn't until November
that the CIA felt they could predict what Soviet spending would be for 1989, and
you'd have to ask them why in fact they can do it before the year is over, but I
talked to them in detail and I am persuaded of that.

At the same time that Secretary Cheney made those comments, and I have made
those comments, we have also been saying over and over again that the Soviets
promised to cut their defense budget, and that in this particular case, not
because we tend to believe their promises but because of the enormous budget
pressure they are under, we expect their budget to come down. But until this
year it had not come down yet, while ours had been coming down since 1985.

Those are all points that we made.

Cheney was the first person to announce publicly what is probably the single
biggest reduction in Soviet defense effort, and that was back in September when
he announced the major reduction in tank production. So, you know, contrary to
some newspaper stories that will take a particular quote and then suggest we've
been misleading, I think if you look at the total record of what's been said,
it's been a very honest attempt to try to present a complex and changing picture
to the American public.

SEN. GLENN: We have to start dealing with this about five or six weeks from now,
regardless of what happened in the past, on a study that -- classified study in
May and whether it leaked or didn't leak, and all that stuff. What can you tell
us -- can you comment on what we are actually seeing right now, today, in Soviet
defense spending?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: We think that in 1989, largely because of reductions in
conventional spending, not in strategic forces, that we will see a slight
reduction in Soviet defense spending for '89 as opposed to '88.

SEN. GLENN: In what particular --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Bear in mind this is by our own estimates. The Soviets do not
give honest estimates of their own defense spending and we are forced to do a
lot of guessing and a lot of indirect measurement. If our measurements are
correct, their spending increase during the first four years of Gorbachev rule,
by about two to three percent a year, while ours were declining by about the
same amount. But starting in 1989, we think due to things like the reduction in
tank production, that their expenditure is finally going to start to decline.

If you say "How much will it decline in the future?" There is not a lot to go
on. Gorbachev says that over the next two or three years it will go down 14.2
percent. They are very precise, it's always "point two percent," but when you
ask, "Well, how much is the budget?" We're not quite sure. The figures they
publish, we think, underestimate by about half.

SEN. GLENN: What other areas beside tank production have gone down?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I -- I'd have to get you the details for the record, Senator.
But, particularly, as I said, in conventional forces, and particularly in ground
force equipment production, strategic forces expenditure, I believe, is
estimated at this point, which is, remember, two months before the year is over
even, is estimated to be about level. And I believe expenditure on naval farces
modernization is about level. But, we could get you -- I am sure the agency can
get you an estimate --

SEN. GLENN: Okay. 1I'd appreciate that for the record, if you could, please.
What reductions --
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MR. WOLFOWITZ: It would have to be classified, may I emphasize.

SEN. GLENN: Yes. Okay. Fine. Whatever. What reduction in manpower do we see
them making? Do we have estimates of that -- for the coming year so we'll know
whether we have to match that or not in some way?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I believe with the overall reduction -- unilateral reduction --
that Gorbachev announced is a 10 percent reduction, which on the one hand may
not sound like a large percentage, but that means almost half a million men,
they are so big. A lot of that will come from the Soviet Far East. There's a
big reduction on the Chinese border.

SEN. GLENN: Do we see those actually occurring yet?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: We do see them occurring, and I can't tell you -- again, I can
tell you for the record exactly at what point they are. But, I'd also
emphasize, we can't afford to match them. We didn't match them as they built up
to a five million man armed forces, and we can't match them soldier for soldier
or tank for tank as they build down.

SEN. GLENN: Can you give us an estimate of the nature of their forces? Are they
going to more mobile forces? Are they still with the heavy set-piece land
warfare-type forces that we've been concerned about in Europe? Can you give us
the nature of the new Soviet military?

GEN. BUTLER: That's one of the imponderables, Senator, that leads to the kind of
uncertainties that Mr. Wolfowitz outlined here. The Soviets have discussed at
some length, principally in declaratory forms, their intentions to go to a
defensive-defensive doctrine and to restructure their cadres.

SEN. NUNN: General, could you pull that mike up just a little?

GEN. BUTLER: Yes, sir. But, at this juncture, we have not seen anywhere near
the kind of concrete evidence of how the Soviets will either take the unilateral
cuts. And certainly, what they might propose to do in the aftermath of CFE
reductions as a basis to change our own strategy or force posture.

SEN. GLENN: Will there be new intelligence estimates given to us at the same
time or about the same time as the new budget is received here on Capitol Hill?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: I assume that the time the budget comes up that the current
intelligence assessments will be made available. Whether that's precisely it,
for example, in the case of the process we just talked about, it doesn't mean
that every agreed assessment is necessarily complete at this point.

SEN. GLENN: Well, what I'm concerned about is that we are left right now with a
year-old May -- classified study in May or whatever, unless this is revised.
Now, I'm concerned that we have a lot of changes here going on and that we have
the very latest information that is concurrent with the submission of the new
budget.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, Senator, that assessment -- revised assessment on warning
is available right now if you want it. 1In classified session, we could go over
the details of it this morning.

SEN. GLENN: My time is up, Mr. Chairman.

SEN. NUNN: Thank you, Senator Glenn.

Senator Warner?

SEN. WARNER: Mr. Chairman, I would simply once again come back to the
credibility of what we're trying to do. Now, we're going to act on another
document to your strategy report which is to accompany the budget. Is that
going to be a warmed over item or is that going to reflect in real time the
changes in the world?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, we try not to have warmed over documents. We try to do
things in real time, but let me underscore real time is changing faster and the
pace is almost dizzying. And trying to get it right so that we don't move too
fast but that we still move is the challenge, And we will give you the best and
most up-to-date that we can, but that doesn't mean that we're going to assume
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that the whole world has changed when, in fact, we haven't seen those changes
yet.

SEN. WARNER: Back on a little note of trivia here, I had a quick bit of research
done on that quote. I'm going to put that quote up in my office. The accurate
guote is "There go the people. I must follow them, for I am their leader.® The
quote is attributed to a man named Alexander Ladru-Rollin, who was a leader in
the February revolution of 1848 in France.

But I really think it's one of those things you ought to pin up on your wall --
(laughter) -- because we can talk in neat terms of threat strategy, translated
into dollars in the budget, but outside the halls of Congress are some very
active constituents in growing large numbers. And unless we have a real tight
-- as Senator Glenn said -- partnership with the President, predicated on sound,
real-time information, we might see that constituency get way out ahead of both
the leaders in the Executive branch and the Legislative branch.

S0, I want to support the President. And I think the sentiment around here is
we all want to keep pace. We don't want to let these events outpace the arms
control, which is a unigue chapter in our history that we have right now, in the
history of the world to make good, credible, balanced, verifiable arms control
agreements and reduce these forces. So, it's going to take a lot of strength
and muscle power around here, in my humble judgment, to hold the dike. Get that
arms control process completed before we realize whatever peace dividend may be
reached. So, so much for that. And I'll pass this up to you for your --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Thank you, Senator.

SEN. NUNN: Senator Cohen?

SEN. COHEN: Mr. Wolfowitz, Senator Glenn asked you what was the reaction of our
allies to the shorter -- or longer warning time that we now have, and you said.
that we are currently discussing this with them?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I believe that's correct. (Aside.) Charlie, can you speak to
that?

MR. ALLEN: Yes, Senator Cohen. We have briefed NATO's military committee, I and
my colleagues, on the estimate, in a closed session.

SEN. COHEN: Am I correct that at least two countries are showing some strong
resistance to the notion of having a longer warning time -- or accepting our
assessment about having a longer warning time?

MR. ALLEN: I think that this will be a8 subject of considerable discussion with
our NATO allies, particularly when we get into MC-1é1 discussions and
deliberations here in the spring. There are two countries, yes, that do not
totally share our conclusions.

SEN. COHEN: And the reason they don't -- is there any reason why we can't talk
about those two countries in open session?

MR. ALLEN: I would prefer not to, sir.

SEN. COHEN: Well, let's call them X and Y. Is their -- the reasons that X and Y
are reluctant to accept this new, revised warning time because of domestic '
politics, in part?

MR. ALLEN: I wouldn't want to characterize that. 1 think there are some honest
and genuine differing perceptions on capabilities of Warsaw Pact forces.

SEN. COHEN: Well, let me just deal in hypotheticals for the moment. Let's
suppose that we start cutting back. Senator Warner has fired a shot, a warning
shot saying unless we're able to predicate our budget upon sound intelligence,
sound planning, then we're not going to be able to hold a line. Constituents
will demand that we make massive or substantial reductions well beyond what
might be militarily prudent. Assume we find ourselves in the situation where,
perhaps, let's say, that Germany, by way of example, starts looking at US
cutbacks, we start cutting back on our programs.

I can foresee the SPD, maybe even the Greens saying, well, look what the
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United States is doing, they're cutting back on various programs and we should

go further. And the pressure will be on domestically in that country, I would
imagine, to cut even further unilaterally. 1Is that not a realistic possibility?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: It's a real concern, Senator. It's why we've put such a stress
on consulting closely with our allies about our plans.

SEN. COHEN: And if they, in turn, start cutting back, I know that Senator Nunn
has issued his own warnings about our troop reductions being a ceiling and not a
floor; that if we see ather countries starting to make unilateral reductions, we
may be in a position when it comes up for the defense authorization bill to
start making even further reductions, not to take our reductions as an absolute
guarantee that that number of forces will remain intact in NATO.

S0 we have a situation in which, if we start making reductions without tying it
to a specific strategy which is based upon an up-to-date, real-time intelligence
assessment, if we have that

situation, we start making cuts which could come on the Floor, Europeans,
Germany, in particular, might respond unilaterally, we in turn respond to that,
and you have really the dissolution of the Alliance almost on a unilateral,
tit-for-tat basis.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: You're definitely right to warn of that, and I think that's a
reason why we need to work even all the harder to achieve what Senator Warner
described in terms of a reasonable consensus about where we're going. I would
not be as alarmist, though, as that scenario describes. I think we're doing
reasonably well in developing that consensus. I think the Kind of reception
that Secretary Cheney got at the Defense Planning Committee in Brussels, the
kind of reception the President got after the Malta meeting reinforces my
conviction about that. And it is partly a matter, too, that we need to move
some or we'll lose control of the whole process.

SEN. COHEN: It's not just a question of persuading the leadership. I think we
have a situation, especially in Europe, where the leaders may be very solidly
behind maintaining our

current posture, and which the people are leaving. They're outrunning that.
They're saying we don't want it anymore. We've gone too far. There's no
threat. 5o, I think there's going to be even more pressure in the European
states -- countries than here domestically in -- for several months.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think you're probably right about that.

SEN. COHEN: What would be the prospects of seeing a reunified and relatively
disarmed Germany? What kind of dangers would that pose in your judgment?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I think it would seriously weaken the whole Western collective
security system, and I believe it's that system that, in fact, provides the
stability and the peaceful environment in which we can contemplate enormous
change taking place without having to worry about it.

SEN. COHEN: Is it your judgment that President Gorbachev also feels that way?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: It's a little hard to say, but I would say the sense one got in
Malta was yes, and that sense is reinforced by the events earlier, which I think
one of your colleagues referred to, that after an initial period when they were
making speech after speech about the dissolution of the blocs, they backed away
off of that and he even warned people against doing it. So, I think maybe they
will see some advantage in that measure of stability, but I would underscore,
whether they see an advantage or not, it is an advantage and we've got to keep
hammering away at that.

SEN. GLENN: Bill was done.

SEN. COHEN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SEN. NUNN: Senator Glenn.

SEN. GLENN: I'm concerned about the budget reflecting strategy and not the other
way around, the budget getting out in front of strategy. And just saying
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because we've always had a budget of so and so, why now we'll just have a

percentage cut of so and so. And we're in a -- as you pointed out earlier,
we're in a very, very rapidly changing time period here. Is the budget we're
going to get in January, is it going to reflect all the events of the last three
months? The budget is already put to bed in the Pentagon. We know that. 1It's
just being hassled out over at OMB now. 1Is it going to reflect what really has
occurred in the last three months?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: You mean what's occurred in Eastern Europe, Senator?

SEN. GLENN: Yes.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, I can't forecast precisely what the president is going to
decide and what the secretary is going to bring up here. I think, in fact, the
kinds of events that we've seen in Eastern Europe, while they are dramatic
and in the long term they may be signhificant, I think are a little too quick to
factor them immediately into defense posture and start requlating your defense
posture on that basis. I do believe that the 1991 budget and even more -the
six-year defense program beyond that is going to reflect the kinds of changes
that we expect to see taking place in the future. We're trying, in fact,
precisely to do as you say, not to just make percentage cuts across-the-board,
but in the era of scarce resource, to take the cuts in areas where, in fact, the
threat has declined so that we have the resources for the kinds of contingency
Senator Cohen was talking about, that if anything may be worse in the future.
SEN. GLENN: Where all these things come together -- for the foreign policy
decisions, the defense decisions, the intelligence decisions -- is at the NSC
level. Has the Defense department been receiving guidance on what they would
like to see in this next year's budget and what our military strength should be
in next year's budget?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: There have been extensive discussions with the President, with
Secretary Cheney and General Powell, and with the National Security Advisor.
There's been -~ I can't tell you exactly how many, Senator -- but very intensive
discussions about precisely these issues.

SEN. GLENN: Along this line of directing where the thrust of the new budget
reflecting the changed strategic situation in Europe.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Yes, Senator.

SEN. NUNN: Thanks, Senator Glenn. Senator Cohen, do you have any other --

SEN. COHEN: Well, just the point I don't know that has been clarified yet, Mr,
Chairman, and that is, how we handle this with respect to our NATO alliance.
Now, here we are, in the middle of trying to get an agreement or a consensus on
our NIE as such, to get them to accept our assessment of warning time, and
apparently, that's going to be difficult -~ it's not going to be simply a matter
of snapping our fingers and saying, "We've got the intelligence. We've got the
military capability which now makes it less likely that the Soviets could
mobilize an attack in a very short period of time." If there is reluctance
within the NATO alliance to accept this new estimate, certainly it's going to be
equally difficult, it seems to me, to get them to change NATO doctrine as far as
our force structure is concerned.

So, it's not something that's going to happen overnight, it's something I agree
-- all of us are concerned -- it's how we put the program together. But, I
think that it's not fair to characterize the administration's policy at this
point as not being responsive and moving rapidly enough if we can't have our
allies acting in concert with us. I think it's going to take some time. We
have to put more pressure on perhaps to accelerate the negotiations with
meetings or consultations or whatever you want to call them. But, I don't know
that we can change our doctrine and our strategy and do it unilaterally and
still maintain the integrity of the NATO alliance. It's going to -- it seems to
me, we've got to bring them in as part of it and that's not moving as rapidly
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as one would anticipate. Is that a fair statement, Mr. Wolfowitz?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I'm not sure it's moving particularly slowly. I mean, we want
them to move in concert with us, but we've also got to think about moving in
concert with them. They have considerations that we've got to look at. And
there is this difference, Senator, which has come up several times in the course
of discussing our own posture between what your intelligence community believes
you'll have in terms of intelligence warning and what your planning factors are
going to be, and for us a crucial variable in deciding the planning factor is
this question of what means do we use for reinforcement. For some of our allies
that's not the critical variable.

SEN. COHEN: Let me -- what happens if X and Y don't accept our intelligence
estimates?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Each country can make its own unilateral decisions about warning
time.

SEN. COHEN: Assuming X and Y don't accept it, we move forward with changing our
own strategy?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I -- it would depend on exactly what not accepting it means, and
it would depend on what kind of changes we propose to make.

SEN. COHEN: Well, if they don't accept the estimates and they decide they don‘t
want to accept a change in doctrine, where does that leave us?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I guess I'd like to cross that bridge if we get to it, Senator,
but in fact I believe you can have some coordination on the kinds of force
posture you want even if two different countries are making somewhat different
assumptions about the warning that will get you there.

SEN. COHEN: I was only suggesting, Mr. Wolfowitz, it's a bit more complicated
than simply saying, "We've got a new national intelligence estimate that changes
our view of how much warning time is involved." And if we don't have our allies
-- the key allies involved in NATO -- to accept that, there's going to be
reluctance, it seems to me, for them to integrate their force structure in a way
that we think is desirable.

And that is going to complicate it somewhat, so it's not as easily done as one
would like to see. That's all I'm saying.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That is absolutely right.

SEN. NUNN: Senator Cohen, one historical footnote here. We may stipulate for
the record that country X is not Brunei. (Laughter.) Last time --

SEN. COHEN: And more than $10 million is involved.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's right. (Laughter.)

SEN. NUNN: Mr. Wolfowitz, we talk about warning time. Senator Cohen's point is
well taken about the NATO alliance and how long it gets to take -- how long it
takes to change things there. But isn't it really true that some of our allies
never have accepted the shorter warning scenario to begin with?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's correct. There are different assessments --

SEN. NUNN: We've had -- it's not like we all have the same assessment now, is
it?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: No, we don't. And in the end, what we need to have is
coordinated force planning so that by whatever means we get there, we have some
agreed plans about how we will reinforce and what roles we will each perform.
SEN. NUNN: Isn't it also true that a number of the NATO nations have always
believed they had -- we had a longer warning time that we have, so that this
reassessment moves more nearly toward their position, rather than away from it?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's correct of some of them, Senator, and others who have said
it's shorter. There's a spectrum. And that spectrum, I believe, is tied not to
domestic politics so much, Senator, as to the fact that there -- for some of
them they are not distinguishing between warning in the strict sense of
intelligence and warning in the sense of how they structure their forces.
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And for some of them it's terribly important to maintain, for example, the right
mix between active forces and reserve forces, to focus on that short warning.
SEN. NUNN: Let me ask a question of Mr, Allen. Mr. Allen, without getting into
great detail on the substance, but I do need to get some impression from you on
this. We hear in public all the time from our NATO commanders, and I think with
some considerable reason, that NATO runs out of ammunition in, quote, “days not
weeks ar months," end quote. Numerous countries run out of ammunition in very
short periods of time. That has not appreciably changed in the last couple of
years.

Have you taken that into account in basically increasing the warning time based
on improved Allied capabilities, the sustainability levels?

MR. ALLEN: No, we have not discussed the sustainability. We talk about how the
Soviet military planners would look at the force needed for a succesful
employment against NATO --

SEN. NUNN: You're talking about the initial thrust?

MR. ALLEN: That's right, up unto the point of attack. We do not address
sustainability. That of course is addressed and we are struggling with that
whole issue of sustainability.

SEN. NUNN: You working on that one now?

MR. ALLEN: Other senior officials, other senior intelligence officials have been
looking at that issue.

SEN. NUNN: Can we expect something on sustainability, both of our forces and the
Soviet forces, or which way is it?

MR. ALLEN: It would be on the Soviet forces and Warsaw Pact forces, 1 am not
certain of the completion date of that particular effort, because that's a very
complex, and also a very contentious issue as I understand.

SEN. NUNN: It seems to me, to get a real assessment of warning time you'd have
to take into account the sustainability of our own forces. Are you saying the
Soviets are simply going to measure the initial thrust and not look at how long
the forces can be maintained on the Allied side?

MR. ALLEN: Soviet military planners take into account all aspects of US and NATG
forces, and looking at the force and weight needed to attack NATO. They alsgo,
of course have to look at how long it takes them to mobilize, how long it takes
them to move, they have to look at the readiness of their forces and their
capabilities for offensive operations, as well as the manning levels. So there
are a whole series of factors that a Soviet planner would have to address in
order to determine how much time, as the Secretary said, would be required to
prepare his forces what would be a successful attack.

SEN. NUNN: Mr. Wolfowitz, let me just ask you a couple of final questions here,
see if we can capture where we are now.

First of all, I guess you would agree with me that warning time is a fundamental
factor in terms of planning, strategy, budgets, and so forth?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I do agree it's fundamental, Senator, but I a8lso think that it's
importance is sometimes exaggerated in some of the stories that we've read for
reasons that I tried to explain in my opening statement.

SEN. NUNN: But you agree that it is a very important factor?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Very important.

SEN. NUNN: Now would you agree that the warning time that you have does have an
effect on strategy?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Yes, I do.

SEN. NUNN: And would you agree that strategy has an effect on budget?

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Yes, I do. I'd say by the way also, Senator, strategy and budget
have an effect on warning time. We are in a circle here, which I've tried to
say over and over again, and that's one of the reasons why --

SEN. NUNN: But see, what you're assuming there is that if you change your
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warning time your budget automatically goes down. That's not necessarily the
case. If you couldn't meet the standards under the previous warning time,
having additional warning time doesn't necessarily mean you're going to cut the
budget.

We've never been able to meet the warning time to short warning. We've never
been able to get our assets over there in time, we've never had enough air 1ift,
we've never had enough sea lift, and what I sense creeping in over there in the
building, pardon me for putting it this way, is a reluctance to change the
planning factor because you think Congress and everybody is going to then assume
we're going to greatly reduce the budget. So what you're doing is reducing the
budget without changing the planning factor. And you're losing your logic and
you're making the whole situation worse. I don't say that -- I don't think you
should start with the assumption that just because you've changed the warning
time, the planning factor, that everybody's going to conclude up here on the
Hill that we're going to have to have massive budget cuts.

I know, and I think a lot of people -- I know Senator Cohen and Senator Glenn
and others who've followed this -- that we've never been able to meet the short
warning factor. 5o the fact that you raise it as a planning factor does not
mean that you're going to automatically have budget cuts. But the fact that you
are not taking account, in effect, and state that you're not going to take into
account the new warning time 3s a planning factor means that your own budget
process loses some of its credibility.

I don't whether I'm making my point clear or not.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: I -- Mr. Chairman, I think what you're saying is that the warning
time has finally caught up with our shortfalls.

SEN. NUNN: That's right.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Yeah.

SEN. NUNN: That's right. It's -~ we're getting into a more realistic posture
because we have additional warning time. But if the building over there is
taking the position you aren't going to change any planning factors, I don't
know what -- what do we need intelligence estimates for? I felt intelligence
estimates were supposed to be plugged into the planning factors. But you've got
a8 new intelligence estimate out now and you basically are saying you're not
going to plug it in.

I don't understand it. I think it's something we can go on and on about it but
I think it's something you all ought to reexamine between now and January.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Senator, it's true we have never met our M+10 reinforcement goal
but we've made substantial progress in that direction and we've improved our
capability significantly. And it's that improvement, I believe, that's gotten
the Soviets' attention and has produced the longer warning time that we're able
to talk about today.

So, if you talk about changing the planning factor, does it mean changing the
planning factor -- just say, well, stop where you are now because that's pretty

good? Okay --

SEN. NUNN: See -- that's what you're assuming. This is how we get in trouble.
Everybody sort of hedges over here on this side of the river so that -~ because
you think --

MR. WOLFOWITZ: No, no -- we're not talking about the river.

SEN. NUNN: -- the reaction on the other side of the river —-

MR. WOLFOWITZ: We're talking about what signals we want to send to the people
who're preparing service budgets and putting them together, and what sort of
reinforcement goals we want to set for them. And, and -- do you want to, in
fact -~

SEN. NUNN: But you're not going to meet that -- what do you call it -- M+10?
MR. WOLFOWITZ: We, we -~
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SEN. NUNN: You're not going to present him with the five-year plan you have now.
MR. WOLFOWITZ: That's correct but we come a lot closer than we did before.

SEN. NUNN: But why not make it realistic, based on the threat? And then you
might even be able to achieve it.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: If you, in fact, adjust it all the way to the warning that we
expect to have, Senator, there are all kinds of things that you could just do
away with. And in the process, you'd be dependent on a very slow-reacting
posture that would get you into trouble. So I believe there is some room to
adjust the planning factor in ways that may actually have useful impacts on our
planning and on our budget, but it doesn't mean we take a number that comes out
of the intelligence community and plug it in, and say now it's --

SEN. NUNN: I'm not saying you have to take the exact number. You may want to --
but you're saying you're making no adjustment, that's what you're saying here.
MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, I'm not saying no adjustment, I'm saying we have to be very
careful about how we adjust, and we can't make -- we don't yet see some broad
way to simply change the factor from 10 days to 12 days, let's say, and have
that be useful. We perhaps, with better analysis, will come up with a way to do
that.

SEN. NUNN: We might even find if we adjusted that warning time planning factor,
that we might be in better sync with our allies. My impression -- and 1'd have
to go back and look at countries X, Y, Z and others -- but my impression is that
we've always had a shorter warning time than they have. 1've happened to have
agreed with that shorter warning time; I think that that has been more realistic
than their assessments. But I believe that by coming to a3 more realistic
planning factor now in warning time, we'd be moving more towards a coherent NATO
position.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, we'd be moving closer to some, but away from some others.
And we might be encouraging some to go into excessive reliance on reserves,
which again creates -- (inaudible) --

SEN. NUNN: Well, based on what I read from Germany, coming out of Germany, and
they've said it in the paper -- we don't have to give them any encouragement.
They're moving with a five-year plan to dramatically cut their forces.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Yes, but you know, Senator --

SEN. NUNN: Which is what I was worried about last September when they were
saying it wasn't going to happen.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Well, that's exactly what you're trying to warn against with your
amendment, and which we've been trying to push against.

SEN. NUNN: They are now saying, subject to arms control -- I think that's wise.
I hope they stick to that.

Senator Glenn, do you have (any more?)?

SEN. GLENN: I do, indeed. I just want to make one statement here.

We wrote into this year's defense authorization bill a requirement for a study
that I think can be one of the most important studies we've done in a long time
in the context of the time and the changes in Europe, and that was this review
of the total force concept and the split of functions between the regulars and
Reserves and the Guard and whatever. And it's been 13 years that that policy
has been in effect; we have never examined it thoroughly.

And here we are at a time when we know we're going to be reducing our forces.
And that's much tougher than building forces, when you decide what to cut.
That's tougher than when you have a big blank checkbook and everybody is
building.

And we know that some of the things that we've done in the past have just
flat-out not worked, and others have been superb. You take Air Guard and
Reserve and all those -- they've been performing their functions, and quite
often out-compete the regular squadrons, or at least they're on a par with
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them, they're excellent. You take the Army Reserve now, the ground forces, and
they're 45 percent not combat-ready.

And we can't go on just playing like this doesn't exist, which we have over the
past four years that we've been talking about it. The combat support units,
combat service support service support units just aren't there, if we really
went to war; and when we're reducing is a time when we can change some of these
things.

We're talking about warning time, we're talking about mobility of getting forces
around the world, we're talking about a time for mobilization. We can't -- we
can't make those judgments on this committee unless we know what roles are going
to be performed by the regulars and by the reserves. And at a time when we're
trying to reduce our budgets, there's going to be a big hue and cry to put more
in the reserves, more in the reserves, more in the reserves, because it's a
little bit cheaper. It's also maybe not necessarily what we ought to do as far
as being combat ready for certain scenarios.

And I think we said that that study should be done by the end of this year.

It's due to us on December 31st -- of 90, rather, I'm sorry. Not this year, but
on '90. And I think -- I don't think we can wait that long.

I think we need to be working very closely together on that study as we go along
S0 we get some guidance out of it this year. Because this year is going to be a
critical year. I don't have any doubt that we're going to start some major cuts
this year. I think some of them will be premature. I agree with the Pentagon
position that we don't want to move too fast on some of these, but I also know
when the tide's here, we're not going to be able to shovel it back out to sea
either.

And we're going to make some cuts. I don't have any doubt about it. I want
those cuts to be educated cuts. And we're not going to be able to do that
unless you give us this total force policy study concept on what's working and
what isn't.

Medical -- we say 80 -- we assigned -~ just to give an example -- 80 percent of
combat medical comes from the reserves, and yet we're short 71 percent doctors,
we're short 66 percent nurses. That translates to 7,000 doctors and 31,000
nurses short. That's not what we have; that's short, if we went to combat right
now.

And you've sat in the war games and you know when you get to that point in the
war games where you have casualties, why then you go to this old rhubarb of
saying, well, we're going to rely on host nation support in this for the rest of
this game. At the same time, we know realistically the host nation has their
own casualty problems at that point. That's just one little example.

We need to examine these things so we know how to cut so we wind up with forces
that are best tailored to the scenario -- the scenarios we see most likely in
the future that we're preparing for.

And so, that isn't a guestion as much as just a plea to please get the people
aver there going on this study and work with us on this and keep us informed on
it, and let's work together. It's going to be manpower, it's going to be
mobility, some of it will be hardware, some of it will be transferring forces
from the regulars to the reserves, some of it that isn't working may be
transferred reserves to the regulars. But as we have this opportunity to mold
whatever smaller force we're moving toward, we've got to do it in an educated
way.

And that's what that total force concept study was supposed to do. And we need
that. We can't wait till the end of '90 to get that thing. We're going to have
to work together on it, I think, as we go along through this year. So, I hope

you can carry that message back to the Secretary and whoever will listen over
there because we want that to be a very thorough study. It can give us
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guidance for the future.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: We will do that, Senator.

SEN. NUNN: Thank you, Senator Glenn. Let me join in supporting Senator Glenn's
plea on that, Mr. Wolfowitz. I hope this study will be reviewed by your office
very carefully and by you because it is a key.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: We will do so.

SEN. NUNN: We will not have the executive hearing today. We wanted to get as
much of this out in public as we possibly could. Mr. Allen and General Butler,
we will hear from you later though, and I think now you have a good idea of what
we'll be asking you when we do have the executive session.

Mr. Wolfowitz, thank you for being here. We appreciate you being here and
we've, I think, clarified some points. And I hope you'll take into account some
of the points made here today.

MR. WOLFOWITZ: Thank you, Senator.

SEN. NUNN: And thank the Secretary.
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BODY:

The search for the elusive peace dividend is under way, and in an election
year, with the Cold War thawing, the government is going to have to deliver one
in 1990. After watching the Berlin Wall come apart, the voters are likely to
insist on defense cuts more drastic than the administration deems wise.

Even though Pentagon planners say real savings are not likely to flow from

events in the Soviet Union and its freed satellites until later, the peace
dividend is too politically appealing to be postponed.

“When the tide's here, we're not going to be able to shovel it back out to

sea, either," said Sen. John Glenn, D-Ohio. He forecasts major cuts but worries
that some may be premature.

A Republican senator suggests the Pentagon should recall the words of

Alexander Ladru-Rollin, a8 leader in the French revolution of 1848: "There go the
people. I must follow them, for I am their leader."

Reduced defense spending next year will have more to do with the demands of

deficit reduction and with plans that already were in place than with the
dramatic changes in Eastern Europe and the arms cuts now under negotiation
with the Soviet Union.

The budget benefits that flow from those changes will come later, in 1991 and

beyond, Pentagon planners say. But patient, cautious business as usual won't
satisfy the political demands of the year ahead.

“We can talk in neat terms of threat strategy, translated into dollars in the

budget, but ogutside the halls of Congress are some very active constituents in
growing large numbers," said Sen. John W. Warner, R-Va. "And unless we have
a real tight ... partnership with the president, predicated on sound, real-time
information, we might see that constituency get way out ahead of both the
leaders in the executive branch and the legislative branch."®
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Warner made that observation at a Senate Armed Services Committee hearing

last week. Senate Democratic leaders have asked that panel and the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee to consider the changes in the Communist bloc and
weigh their impact on spending.

The new year will bring dozens of congressional inquiries in both House and

Senate as lawmakers look at potential savings and debate what to do with the
money.

That debate may produce more sound than substance. At the end of every war,

hot or cold, there's 8 wave of optimistic speculation about what will be done
with the resources that no longer have to be spent on the military. The results
don't match the expectations, sometimes pecause of postwar recessions, sometimes
because the money has to go to old, unmet needs or to new ones that stem from
the conflict just ended.

Former President Ford says any money freed by the easing of the Cold War
should go directly into deficit reduction, not into new federal spending.

President Bush has said that would be his plan. But he also has said it is
premature to be talking about a peace dividend.

Ford said there wasn't any after the Vietnam War. He said it was absorbed by
federal spending. It also was absorbed by a soaring inflation rate.

"We really never saw any beneficial result with the cutback .. . after

Vietnam," he said at an American Enterprise Institute forum. "It scares me that
we'll make the same serious error when it comes to whatever dividend you get."

President Bush is expected to propose a $$292 billion Pentagon budget for the

fiscal year that begins next Oct. 1, less than the last administration budget
sought, but more than Congress actually approved for the current budget year.
Not much dividend there.

The administration warns that changes in the East and arms cuts promised by

Moscow are incomplete and reversible. "If we attempt to pocket too quickly the
benefits that we anticipate, then we risk undercutting the very strategy that
has brought us to the brink of success," Paul G. Wolfowitz, undersecretary of
defense, told the Senate hearing.

Wolfowitz said he'd plead guilty to caution, and that the Pentagon can
foresee more substantial cuts in four or five years.

With department stores selling chunks of the Berlin Wall as $$10 Christmas
gifts, caution and patience are going to be hard to maintain.

"Unless we're able to predicate our budget upon sound intelligence, sound

planning, then we're not going to be able to hold a line," said Sen. William
Cohen, R-Maine. “Constituents will demand that we make massive or substantial
reductions well beyond what might be militarily prudent."

EDITOR'S NOTE - Walter R. Mears, vice president and columnist for The Associated
Press, has reported on Washington and national politics for more than 25 years.
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Listen to his roll call: Graduate of Washington & Lee and
UVA. // BAnd how 'bout those Cavs in the NCAA. // Been
Secretary Secretary of the Navy -- and a great Difector of the
Bicentennial Commission. // And since 1979 John's been such a
superb U.S. Senator that a certain local paper praised "his

breadth of insight and attention to detail." // Just goes to

show you: Even The Washington Post is sometimes right. //

' ((Truth is: It's this very experience which has made John
Warner one of only ﬁwo people who qualify as my senior, intimate
advisors with a shock of white hair. // Right, Barbara? // 1In
fact, when I told her I was going to a fundraiser for a man who
always stands out on TV because of his hair, Barbara said, "I
didn't even know Phil Donahue was running for something.")) //

He's not. But John Warner is. He's running as a voice of
common sense -- that third quality which so typifies Virginia.
‘Running on priorities like national defense. The environment.
Education. Transportation. Care for our children and our
elderly. Freedom from crime and drugs. Great goals --

obtainable. But only through leadership that brings straight

talk and calm thought to the 1990s.
First, we want a strong America -- for a strong America is
an America at peace. Some talk of a peace dividend. A reminder:

There is no greater dividend than peace itself. John Warner can

-- and already is -- ensuring peace as ranking Republican on the

Senate Armed Forces Committee. // ((And the thing is: John
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Lenin statue gets the heave-ho

By CATHERINE AaAViS

BUCHAREST, Romania (UPI) It took nearly as long as the revolution
itself, but engineers finally succeeded Monday in knocking down a 7-ton
statue of Lenin that symolized coommmnist rule for three decades.

The provisional govermment gave engineers the go-ahead to remove
the monument Saturday after a weeklong hunger strike and anti-commnist
demonstrations around its base on Free Press Square.

But Lenin turned out to be as tough a foe as Nicolae Ceausescu, the
hard-line communist dictator who was driven from power Dec. 22 and
executed three days later.

About 300 people cheered as the 20-foot-high bronze figure was
finally hauled off its pedestal with steel cables looped in a noose
around its neck. The imposing figure had stood in the square of the
national press offices for 30 years.

Engineers tried to pull the statue down on Saturday, but it refused
to budge. They finally used blow torches to painstakingly sever the iron
bars pinning Lenin's feet to the huge marble platform.

As two cranes lifted Lenin clear of the pedestal on Monday, an
Orthodox priest in black robes jumped onto the marble block and raised a
large gold crucifix to the applause of the crowd.

But Lenin's steely black likeness gave workers trouble to the end.
"Look Lenin won't lie down," shouted a spectator as engineers
struggled to bring the figure, dangling above the crowd, to the ground.

Part of the crowd scattered as the statue suddenly lurched
menacingly toward them. It was brought to rest a few moments later.

Now that is finally vanquished, the monument, daubed with yellow
paint by protesters, is expected to join Stalin in storage until its
fate is decided.

Some say it will be melted down and molded into church bells.

Other more cyncical bystanders joked that the govermment is
probably planning to relocate the statue at a more prominent site
perhaps in the capitol. -

"It's a diversion by President (Ion) Iliescu," said architect
Maricus Popescu, 36, of the government's decision to remove the
monument .

"The statue has no importance for us. More important is the
building behind. That's the real symbol of communism," he said,
pointing to the govermment-run newspaper offices considered by some
critics to be the seat of political propaganda.
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of rare intellect, we
e read.

zes of a book written

“The Man of
graphical Sketches,

: you do not see more
fore; you see more in

Number Can Play,

thousand years hence
m today, speaking the
the same comfort.

fairs of a Bibliomaniac,

ny Books.

Poor Richard’s Almanack,

iyself the author of sev-
1d in general.

Hampshire,” New
ned. They won’t burn.
uswoLp, Essays on

uts between the two cov-
-operty; whatever of him-
is his private property, as
written a word.

untry Living and Country

undly is to be condemned
profits little by what is

Reading,” published
Item, April 22,
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40 All good books are alike in that they are truer
than if they really happened and after you are fin-
ished reading one you will feel that all that hap-
pened to you and afterwards it all belongs to you.
ErnesT HEMINGWAY, Death in the Afternoon,
1932.
41 The first thing naturally when one enters 2
scholar’s study or library, is to look at his books.
One gets a notion very speedily of his tastes and the
range of his pursuits by a glance round his book-
shelves.

Ouiver WENDELL HOLMES, Sr., The Poet at the
Breakfast-Table, 1872.

42 The foolishest book is a kind of leaky boat on
a sea of wisdom; some of the wisdom will get in
anyhow.

Ibid.

43 The mortality of all inanimate things is terrible
to me, but that of books most of all.

WiLLiam DeaN HowELLs, letter to Charles
Eliot Norton, April 6, 1903.

4 No book is of much importance; the vital thing
is, What do you yourself think?

Evrsert HuBBARD, in The Philistine magazine,
published from 1895-1915.

45 This will never be a civilized country until we
expend more money for books than we do for chew-
ing-gum.

Ibid.

\

46 The only reason for the existence of a novel is
that it does attempt to represent life.

Henry James, “The Art of Fiction,” in Partial

Portraits, 1888.

47 As long as mixed grills and combination salads
are popular, anthologies will undoubtedly continue
in favor.

ELIZABETH JANEWAY, quoted in Helen Hull, The

Writer’s Book, 1950.

48 1 cannot live without books.

THoMAs JEFFERSON, in a letter to John Adams,
June 10, 1815.

35. BOOKS

49 Books constitute capital. A library book lasts as
long as a house, for hundreds of years. It is not,
then, an article of mere consumption but fairly of
capital, and often in the case of professional men,
setting out in life, it is their only capital.

THOMAS JEFFERSON, in a letter to James
Madison, September, 1821.

50 The pleasant books, that silently among
Our household treasures take familiar
places,
And are to us as if a living tongue
Spake from the printed leaves or pictured

faces!

Henry WADSWORTH LONGFELLOW, dedication,
The Seaside and the Fireside, 1849.

51 The love of learning, the sequestered nooks,
And all the sweet serenity of books.

Henry WaDswoRTH LONGFELLOW, “Morituri
Salutamus,” The Masque of Pandora, 1875.

52 For books are more than books, they are the
life
The very heart and core of ages past,
The reason why men lived and worked and
died,
The essence and quintessence of their lives.

Amy LoweLL, “The Boston Athenaeum,” 4
Dome of Many-Coloured Glass, 1912.

53 All books are either dreams or swords,
You can cut, or you can drug, with words.

Amy LoweLL, Sword Blades and Poppy Seed,
1914.

s4 Books are the bees which carry the quickening
pollen from one to another mind.
James RusseLL LoweLL, “Nationality in
Literature,” a review of Longfellow’s Kavanagh,
published in the North American Review, July,
1849.

ss What a sense of security in an old book which
Time has criticized for us!
James RusseLL LowELL, “Library of Old
Authors,” My Study Windows, 1871.

s6 To produce a mighty book, you must choose a
mighty theme. No good and enduring volume can
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> Pro-democracy groups said tonight:
that based on early, sketchy returns,:
- they were hopeful of oustmg the of

New York Today, partly cloudy and

- cold, Hrgh 34, Tonight, partly cloudy. -

Low 25.. Tomorrow; cloudy, cold, flur- .
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DEOCRACY FORCES
EXPRESS OPTINISH

AS RUSSIANS VOTE -

BIG CITIES' EARLY TALLIES . - -

Many |ndependents Reachmg,i_"ii
Runoffs of Local Electlons .
in. 3 Slavnc Republlcs o

v

By BILL KELLER
Speclai toThe New York Times

* MOSCOW, March 4 — Voters in the *

Slavic heartland of the Soviet- Union

went to the polls today In an exercise of
limited democracy that pitted an array

vast. Communist Party patronage net'

guard Commnunist. rulers of Moscow, |

nomic freedom N i
L a‘,? J”n»g,ggﬁm‘lggal and.;
,‘ U ,Qigg,ggl amggrnbhes ere -

the

.-{,':za

republic,
ﬁrr&«ﬁl&é y, g “‘t.';_.il
1ics &t""&ccount s ‘sé’st ‘of'the
land miass and for 70 percent of its
population" L
: Wlder Real Franchlse o ;i
‘w s'the. firstt 1€at the,gginci--
,co GHIpeHitly Ve, SIEC sw}ylvas ext 7
t n d; glocal cout) ich are., .
gig‘ ex}%nsv“ézm?}b

kg ebErertc 15

hé%alloting offered greater and ;o

& o,
- l\éry out,,hr thwar t e grea Er éﬁlti- 1-

wider electoral choices than voters in ; | -

these areas. have ever enjoyed, but
these were not multiparty races. In- .
stead, seats were being contested by |

old-fashioned Communists seeking to -

| cling 'to power, newer-style Commu- "’

nists'seeking to replace them, and peo-
pie who aré not party members,. ' "
The stiffest resistance from the old.
guard w‘as in’ Byelorussia,. where the
party ' .apparatus  was unabashedly
using every artifice of law and politics ~~*
to thwart the opposmon [Page 6. ] '

Rurioff Voting In 2 Weeks ava gy

Official returns were not expected |
before Monday, and the full outcome

. of grass-roots challengers against the "

aeé"apprwed e

will not be clear until runoffs intwo '. -

weeks, but opposition groups said the -
first. reported precincts confirmed T
their optimism.

Returns reported by opposition poll- ,

watchers in Moscow and Leningrad
showed that advocates ' of greater
democracy( were poised to.win’ both i
city” councils ‘and most’ of \he cities’
seats in ‘the Russian Parliament, but’
only after a second round of voting. "
Several leading party officials were

goni;nyed on Page A8, Coiumn 4

- Leningradand other cities, and, of S
" creating. bastions of polrtical and eco-_( ]
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Upheaval in the East: The Day of the Soviet Voter

Soviet Union

In Minsk, the Candidates of Dissent
Stand Up to & Bare-Knuckled Party

By FRANCIS X. CLINES
Special to The New York Times

MINSK, U.S.S.R,, March 4 — The
candidate had been well smeared by
broadsides stuffed at the last minute
into the mailboxes of the tenement
warrens of Communism in the dawn of
Election Day in Byelorussia.

As he raced floor to floor through the
ienements, trying to set the record
right, Gennadi 1. Grushevoy rang door-
bells, begging surprised, suspicious
people at their partly open doorways to
ask him questions about the truth.

“I've come to tell the truth, com-
rades,’ he said, frantically trying to
protect his reputation from the hand-
bills' allegations of Nazism, and to
shield his insurgent's campaign from
defeat at the hands of the local Com-
munist Party.

For all the Soviet political dissidents’
pain and struggle, this Election Day
was encouraging for them in making
clear the party's deepening despera-
tion in its attempt to stay alive and
dominant.

In the Byelorussian republic, run by
perhaps the most resistant and for-,
midable party machine, voters could
witness fledgling, stunted democracy
forcing a perversely encouraging phe-
nomenon into Soviet paolitics: the oppo-
sition was putting poll watchers on
guard in large numbers against widely
held fears of vote corruption by the
government itself.

“*We expect the party is resorting to
widespread fraud,” said Zyanon Paz-
nyak, a leader of the insurgent Popular
Front of Byelorussia, who likened the
party to a cornered animal thrashing
dangerously.

“These fights can only make us
stronger," he said, accusing the provin-
cial police and others of trying to inter-
fere with the poll watchers. But he said
they were determined to witness any
shaved totals, invented voters, even
ballots cast from the graveyard — the"
nefarious stuff of established democra-
cies that heretofore had been unneces-
sary in the 98-percent landslides of the
party’s old monopoly victories.

‘The Power of Words’

“We are just learning what democ-
racy is,'"” said Mikhail Tkachev, a can-
didate and deputy chairman of the
Popular Front. “We are fighting for it
against a bare-faced ‘partocracy,’ and
believe me, it is not easy. But we are
doing it without bloodshed. We believe
in the power of words."’

As voters went to the ballot box
across the Slavic heart of the nation in
the Ukraine and Russian republics as
weil as here, nc Communist Party was
putting up a more head-on fight, declin-
ing to pander to or flirt with the opposi-
tion as in other regions. In the last two
months the bosses of the Byelorussian
machine used every rule and more in
the party-scripted official election law
0 try 1o keep serious challengers from
the vining lists.,

For sweeks, patronage loyalists in

— Miles

5 ONIAQ Leningrad o% 150

[

“ f ™ Yekimovka)

- LATvia,
Sihuana®. e, MOSCOWg

,,,"sysLo'gussm . *
° -1 Tule

[ Minsk KRR L

“"Y UNION

Kiev ® ot

UKRAINE <

~r
MO‘LDA VIA

The New York Times/March5, 1930
Voters went to the ballot box in
the Ukraine and Russian repub-
lics as well as in Minsk.

tributing opposition platforms were ar-.
rested.
But the opposition was only more

emboldened. The Popular Front,.

denied republic registration to print its
own pamphlets, trucked in anti-party
tracts printed in the more sympathetic
Baltic republics. Imaginative young
nationalists wheeled a funeral urn
right up to the government center as a
convenience into which loyalists were
invited to face the future and “throw
away your party cards."”

The party finally reacted to such
stings by having its stalwarts in the re-
public parliament pass an outright ban,
two days after the ballots were set, on

‘We are just
learning what
democracyis,’a .
dissident says.

voters' selecting any candidates of the
most challenging insurgent groups run-
ning under the banners of the Popular
Front, the Society for the Byelorussian
Language and the Ecological Union.

At this, the public rebelled and
demonstrated peacefully a week aga,
even spontaneously seizing broadcast
time on the party-controlled television
station to accuse the party of gross
abuse of the democratic process. The
party finally retracted the ban after
the opposition prepared to complain di-
rectly to the United Nations.

‘The Big Cheeses Must Hide® !
“Now the big cheeses must hide in

she farthest boondocks,” exulted Va-
e Erreatidans o sremstom s s st

[T R S O P

ment in an obscure, supposedly safer
rural district. The government gave
two new tractors to the local farm col-
lective, but the insurgents were saying
the bribery was no match for their
corps of poll watchers dispatched to
the village for the occasion.

Ivan 1. Lipsky came into the front's
headquarters Friday night with a black
eye, a swollen nose and a big smile, cer-
tain that the thugs who had set upon
him as he campaigned were emis-
saries from a desperate party apparat.

““The party has ignored all the laws
about fairness and packed the press
with lies,” he said, describing the insur-
gents’ handicaps. “All the party people
in my neighborhood were given a day
off to deliver pamphlets while the rest
of us had to work. You cannot have true
?luralism until we have a fair election
aw."

A Legacy From Chernoby!

The party has denied the charges of
pervasive fraud and claimed its prac-
tices were fair and according to law —
a law dictated by the party through the
Communist-dominated republic parlia-
ment, the 360-member chamber the in-
surgents are challenging in today's
vote.

*‘Only people with strong nerves, the
fighters, made it this far,” said Pyotr v.
Sadovsky, a candidate, Popular Front
leader and author of some of the most
articulate demands aroused by the
Byelorussian public’s escalating fears
about the Chernobyl nuclear plant ex-
plosion four years ago.

Most of the radiation clouds drifted
onto Byelorussian farm communities,
and the villages are still being haphaz-
ardly evacuated, residents complain,
by an all too secretive Government.

“A year from now we will have
caught up with the democratic
progress of the Baltics,” Mr. Paznyak
contended, noting that the popular
front was less than a year old and was
proscribed by the government, yet was
giving the party a fight in which, by
some estimates, insurgent candidates
might take half the seats in the parlia-
ment.

An Insurgent Agenda

Mr. Paznyak looked ahead to an in-
surgent parliamentary agenda that
will include the thorough disestablish-
ment of the party from government, a
move to a market economy rather than
the dictated plan of the national gov-
ernment, and the first steps toward an
economic confederation of like-minded
reform governments that insurgents
say will sooner or later come (o power
in the Soviet Baltics and the UKraine.

Such plans seemed well beyond the
tenement horizon as Mr. Grushevoy
anxiousty rang voters' doorbells to re-
spond to the handbill that smeared him
as a Nazi sympathizer. Listeners at the
doorways soon were agreeing that he
was the victim of another ham-handed
Communist tactic.

“*Seventy years of Communism and

B R N R T

Agence France-Presse

Boris Yeltsin, the maverick reformist depaty, at a polling place in Moscow with his wife, Naina.

Reformers Optimistic After

Soviet Voting

Continued From Page Al tion leader in the Soviet national legis-
lature, was reported far ahead in his
contest to represent Sverdlovsk in the
Russian Parliament, a post he hopes to
parlay into the presidency of the larg-
est republic. .

At polling places in Moscow, voters
interviewed today seemed nearly
unanimous in their desire to remove
the vast Communist Party bureau-
cracy that they blame for keeping the
country poor and under rigid control,
although many were bewildered about
whom to trust in place of the old guard.

“If you don’t know much about the
. candidates, you look at what they do,”
said Svetlana Popova, a programming
engineer, as she emerged from a
schoolhouse potling place in southern
Moscow. “If jt’s the secretary of a
party committee or the director of
some bureaucracy, you scratch out the
name right away.”

‘The Others Are Compromised’

She was voting down the line for the
slate endorsed by an alliance called
Democratic Russia, which promises to
goad President Mikhail S. Gorbachev
toward full democracy and a market
economy, and supports slates made up
of non-party candidates and dissident
Comrmunists.

“All the others are compromised in
our eyes,” said Marina Prutkova, the
wife of a military officer, interviewed
in northern Moscow. ‘‘Look around
you. Materially we have empty
shelves, and morally we have dishon-

esty and hypocrisy."’
A wonr apn eamnntitinn was iniro-

reportedly eliminated from the run-
ning in Leningrad, but in Moscow, the
Communist Party leader, the current
Mayor and at least one regional party
secretary were said to have advanced
to the runoffs.

Boris N. Yeltsin, already an opposi-

outside polling places to air their dis-
content. .

“Gorbachev is still a child of the
Stalin epoch,” said A, E. Kuzyakova, a
.52-year-old office worker who vated the
Democratic Russia ticket. “His first
!years in the Politburo, he made no at-
tempt to improve things. 0.K, he had
no allies. But Sakharov had no allies,:
and we know now how he suffered for} ~
us.” t
The name of Andrei D. Sakharov, the!
human rights champion who died in,
December, seemed to be election-day
magic, with many voters invoking his;
name to explain the qualities they!
wanted in their representatives, or toi
praise candidates who had been associ-
ated with him. .

In the absence of legal parties, the)
Communists have been challenged by
various movements espousing demo-;
cratic, nationalist or patriotic themes. |

The Democratic Russia alliance ap-:
peared to be by far the best organized,
electoral force in Moscow, distributing’
election day palm cards in mailboxes
and using. the newspaper of Mr. Yel-
tsin’s parliamentary opposition group
to advertise its slate.

In Leningrad, the unpopular party
teader, Boris Gidaspov, declined to run
for local office. But an alliance called
Democratic Elections '90 said that

The old guard
still has a few
tricks, like
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- have no effect on who would be chosen’

- dents of the five settlements that make ~

" ed. Instead, Yekimovka's: residents

In R ussian Farm Vzllage Issues Are DOWH to Earth

By ESTHER B. FElN
Specialto The New York Times

! Yexmovxn USS.R, March 4 — -K

By noon today, when the morning ‘shift -
“had finished tendlng the dairy cows o
.the state farm In this small village;
nearly ali the eligible voters had casf
“their ballots at the polling station Only”

14 holdouts remained, mostly, those. . ‘,-

-who were still out dolng their chores,
. But no matter. Their choices would

10 the new rural council that for the *
fiext five years will govern the 685 resi-

up this dairy and grain farm in central ,
Russia. The ‘council has 21 poslt.lons»
and exactly 21 people were nomlnnted\
for those slof .

*“The candid:
their ,nelgltbo Usald -
Litovchenka, chalrman of-:the “rural

council and an’unopposed candidate fn &

D Notnsurgemswstbre,

ﬂwere nominated by\
‘sald - Valén .

The political - insurgents - who are .

using today's elections to try to shake
the status quo in cities around the.
Soviet Union are nowhere to be seen in
this snow-crested pocket of Russian '

farmland, where people seem comfort- -

able with the traditional paternallsm or
rural Soviet life. -

Faced with multiple candldates '

vying to represent them In the Russian
republic’s parliament, people.~here-

.were so taken aback that the farm’s’.
~election commiSsion” set up:-chairs:

-around the pollirig station for-people to
_sit down, read the lists and gather their;
thoughts before entering the vo g
booth.

Here the lssues of electlon day are
not major reforms of the oountr?'
.political system, the.emergence. of
nationwide multiparty sy or éven,

* U.S.8.R. He'and his wife, Maria, consider the fact that they have spe
s nmeyearswamngto buy a car to.be d symbol of how the upperech

ey ol

] treated him, b s who| €

o R &
“We live hete onthe fam-t very dtiferent.ly from the way they live in thg

city,” said Pyotr Kocherzuk, who works on d state farm in Yekimova, -

) -

changes in the way the farm is. operat-

‘pressed the candidates theynomlnated
to bring them three tangible benefits: a

shopping complex;a new klndergax‘den E:

‘with a swimming-pool and renovation
‘of the dilapidated local hospital. = - .

* “We live here on the farm véry dif-
t'erently from the way they live In thé
‘city,”” said Pyotr Kocherzuk, -who has
spent the last 14 harvests driving &
¢ombine on this farm, and his \{.'lnters
;Tunning any other machinery. ..;

!« Mr. Kocherzuk is a man fairly con-
tented with his work on the'farm’and
thh the life his wife,' Maria, has made

a’ lons of power haveabused their posmons for personal gam.

for them in- t.helr two-room apartment,
and he seems filled with a lot of the
‘idealism that' brought him here from

th te‘fa.rm in Soviet Kazakh-

ber u'Mnny Yeals' Walt fora Car

* This" Jovial and effusive man is not
bothered by being told, 'season after

itto plant. or by living in an apartment
when he would really rather:have-“a
small’ ‘one-story heuse, with a little gar-
den, a'dog, some piglets’and a cow.”He

+| has spént nine years waiting'{n lin€ to

.be so old, :I'll be good only for an
season, what to plant and how much of | chair.",

was_not even bothered that the rural
\ L 1 .

T

councll :chairman - burst In w
nounced on his leisurely Sunday affer-
noon, foistxng foreign VlSllOI‘S _upon
famlly.’~ oo

buy a.car, and he fears at age 48that l)y
the time his turn comes t6 buy one, __'

- Although he conslders hlmsei( apolif
ical; Mr, Kocherzuk's dtflicul vﬁ
ing a'car is'a'symbol to him of h
upper echelons of power have abused

4% " other hard-to-find items are snapped
§\ up by party apparatchiks and ‘divvied

¥ with ‘organized political “opposition|

"' " she used the one election where he had o
1 cholce to;make a statement agnlns
X Communlst power. .
i 7In' the'race for the Russian parlla-

, " By the standard of many Soviet

" people here from much decision-mak-

living next door to the Kocherzuks for

i| & Kkitchen ‘table, ‘a :desk, a few chairs|*

x| money to buy them," said Mrs. Buch-
-| kov,"who is quick with a smile despite

thexr positions for personal galn and.

. convenience.. As he sees it, cars and

up nmong t.hexr lamllles and acquaint/
So alﬂlo“gh only vaguely familiar]

groups, like Democratic Russia and thej
*. Interregional Group of Soviet Deputies

ment, Mr. Kocherzuk snubbed ‘all the,
party and Government "leaders and]
, voted for a local doctor who had once]

ant urnout today appeared to be
much lower than that last year —
under 70 percent, according to unoffi-
cial estlmates — reflecting confusion
at the large number-of little-known
candidates and some disenchantment
with the results of last year's dose of
democracy.
,.Limitations of the Vote

The electlons fell well short of the un-
hindered,<.multiparty democracy al-
ready under-way in several countries
of Eastern Europe. Rivals to the Com-
munist establishment are not yet al-
lowed to organlze as forimal parties
here, so.they;operate hand to mouth.
.Meanwhile, the Communists in some
places pulled out all stops to assure vic-
tory for their candidates."

In'Tula, south of Moscow, authorities
were caught several days before the
elections with printed sheets of election
results, the Soviet youth newspaper

- works himself understands labor and
Eeople better. The higher-ranking guys
ave alldrifted away from the people."

qome Comfort, butJ.ltﬂe Cholce

Mr. Kocherzuk's {ifruitful quest'io
buy a car is typical of the troubles de-{-*
scribed by other people who live and
work the reluctant land here in Yeki-
movka. They seem to enjoy the pre-
-scribed life of a state-run farm, with its
limited set of choices, Including whom
- to vote for in today’s elections.

farms and villages, and even compared
with 'some cities and towns, life here is
comfortable. The apartments have hot
and cold running water and heat, the
sfarm shop is well stocked with its own
‘cheese, sausage, and-meat and with
, othér unusual itéms, like infant formu-
Ja, instant soup and detergent.

But the orchestrated life that shields|.

*ing does not protect them from the seri-
ous shortages that plague Soviet citi-
Zens. And to them, these’ issues of
everyday life were far more important
on election day than whether they had
a choice of candidates, or whether a
radical bloc of deputies ‘would win con-
" trol of the Russian parliament.
Tatyana and Anatoly Buchkov and
their three small children have been

two years. But in that: time, the only
furniture they have been:able to buy:is

‘and two beds. One room in their.three-
room apartment has nothlng but a mg
and d television set.

“Not even beds and mattresses Ior
all the children, although weé have .the

her young ‘family’s desperate situation,
£‘Why should -I'give much thought to
elections? People in Government talk

and talk and they don tdo anythlng."

aya Pravda reported.
Embarrassed election officlals report-
edly explained that the. tally sheets,
which showed Communist Party offi
‘| cials winning handily, had been printed
asatest. T
-» Even in places ltke Moscow and
Leningrad, where the deshocracy advo-
cates mounted oomparatlvely sophisti-

‘cated camp they wete
by a thicket’ of Communist-written
election laws, and by a seemingly delib-
erate effort to keep voters baffled as to
which candidates were loyal to the rul-
ing party.

President Gorbachev was not-a can-
didate in local elections, but he stopped
outside his polling place and confirmed
to reporters that he “wilt not decline”
nomination to a new, more powerful
presidential post that he wants the
Soviet Parliament to create.

Mr. Gorbachev was often a target of
unspn_rlng crltlclsm as voters stopped

early returns showed Communlst of--
ficeholders being spurned all over the !
cit

Y s and 1 sympa-.
thetic to patrlotlc and Russian natlon:,
alist groups also endorsed carididates, '
but in Moscow, at least, most of them !

appedred to have little support.’ -
The:most promlslng candidate of the’-
Russian right 'was:Ilya Glazunov, a:
flamboyant.artist who'has advocated’ !
creation of 'a ‘monarchist party. Runl-
ning in'the precincts of northern Mos-*
cow for a seat in the Russian republic’s- v
parliament, he appeared locked inbat- 1
tle with a former Moscow prosecutor,
Vladimir I. Oleinik, who was backed by 1
Democratic Russia, W
Another hard-line contender, Aleksel <
A. Sergeyev, a leader-of the conserva--
tive United Workers fronts, found some
support in'southern Moscow. .

A Psychologist Talks Tougll

Vladimir G. Aseyev, a psychologist
interviewed after voting in the Gagarin -
reglon, said he cast his vote for Mr..
Sergeyev over the Dernocratlc Russla '
challenger. "~ . . [

“I don't substribe to t.he princlple f
‘the more democracy the better,’ *’ he

ed | said. ““We have extremists, and in some . .

regions there is a’certain unreadiness :
for democracy. Our Asian reglons have -
shown this. We have to beware of insta-"
bility and chaos.”

In the Ukralne, the popular move-
ment called Rukl, which combinés -
human rights,. pmdemocracy and na-
tionalist groups,‘repoited that 90 per-
cent of its candid ap
fortherunoffs. ;: -

Vladimir A, Ivashko, who took over
as Communist Party chief last year,-
reportedly advanced to the- runolls
againsta Rukhcandtdate.- 2 ob

So vtets Satd to Seal Uzbek CttyAfter blas

MOSCOW, Mnrch 4'(AP) — Security
forces reportedly sealed off a clty near
Tashkent, the Uzbek capital,-'today
after clashes with demonstrators, Offi-
cials said at least one soldier had been
lénlle‘d but a protester reported many

ea

03 not lmmedlately clear what
led to the violence;in-Uzbekistan, the
cultural “and geographic . heart: of|
mostly Muslim Central Asia.

Yadigar Abidov, a spokesiman for the
Uzbekistan grassroots organization
Berlik, said by telephone from Tash-
kent that soldiers had surrounded the
city of . Parkent, about 30 miles' from
Tashkent, and would let no one leave or
enter. He said a regional Communlst

hes

Party leader had been stoned tn dent.h
by protesters, but officials denied it.

- Grigory Kuplin, a spokesman for the
Interior Ministry in Moscow, said at
least one soldier had diedina clash be- R
tween , demonstrators; and. Interjor.
Minlstxy troops Saturday: He said.h
had-no information on cther dead:on -
wounded and knew nathing or acurfew,. . ‘ |
lnParkent.aclty of 200,000.: - - '

+The republlc “of Uzbeklstan has been
the ‘most ‘recént area of the’ Sovlet,‘. ’

Union toerupt in violerice as President ' ¢
Mikhail S. Gorbachev loosens decades’.
of*tight Kremlin_contiol.” Twenty- -tWO...
‘people were killed in"rioting in ‘D R
shanbe; - the capital * of ‘neighboring .

Tadzhikistan, lasIt month. : .
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DOWN AND OUT |N BUCHAREST

The statue of Soviet founder Vladimir Lemn is'pulled down i in Bucharest the Romanian capital, by workers using
d heavy-duty crane. The dismantling of the 30-foot, gevenston
with the Communist past. People clustered in the background watch fi

AGENCE FRANCE-PRESSE

bronze statue was described as reflecting a break
om the pedestal where the statue stood.

Sowet Reform Forees Score Heavily
Party Stalwarts Humzlzated in Elections in Three Slavic Republics

' By David Remnick

Washington Post Foreign Service

MOSCOW, March 5—Scores of
Communist Party .apparatchiks
have suffered’ humiliating -election
defeats to former political prison-
ers, environmentalists; strike lead-
ers and other- reform- advocwtes,
according to results emergiiig from

Sunday’s+voting - for - regional--and '
l offices.-in." the Soviet. .

municipal
- Union’s:three: vast Slavic.republicsy -
‘Among the winners were political
maverick Boris Yeltsin, two broth-
ers who helped found the Ukrainian
. Helsinki Union, the leader of ‘the
reformist Byelorussmn popular front
and a scientist who' spent years.in
prison for publishing a human-rights
journal.’ Because of - the mas,swe

number of candidates competing for
offices in the three republics—
Russia, Byelorussia . and the
Ukraine—there will be hundreds of
runoff elections in two weeks, .
In many ways, these-elections are
transitional, bridging the old single-
candidate, one-party political sys-
tem and the rise of a true multi-par-

ty system Unlike last month's elec- *

tions in Soviet” thhuama—whxch
~included candidates’ from " Social
“Democratic and -Christian Demo-
cratic’ groups—Sundays -elections
permitted participation by mdepen-

dent: political movements.but .5;101;;

officially regxstered opposxt
- txes.

movements such as .Democratlc

Ueepxte their orgamzatxonal dxs- '
advantages, independent™ popular-x

Russia and the Ukraine’s Rukh
scored numerous electoral victo-
ries.

In ‘many

.races, candidates

" presented only vague programs, but

they could not escape their political
pasts. A lifetime of work in the
Communist Party, generally proved
to be the worst sort of liability. But
to. be: a_maverick, an independent
or, perhaps best of all, a former po-

litical prisoner, was usually a win-

ning badge of integrity.
After casting his vote Sunday,
President Mikhail Gorbachev said

he hoped that the elections would
+ bring-“new ‘blood” into the political
process. Yeltsin, a former member

of the Communist Party’s ruling
See SOVIET, A18, Col. 1
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Pro-Reform'

Movements
Prevall

“SOVIET, From Al :

Politburo who now leads the oppds- "

tion-in the national legislature, won
more than 75 percent of the vote
against 11 other candidates in.the

- Ural Mountain city of Sverdlovsk.

.. Speaking in Amsterdam, Yeltsin
;said-today that thevictory of inde-

pendents' and reformists provides

- “the’ possibility to strengthen re-

forms and allow new measures to

. be taken.” Yeltsin, who is beginning

a sevensnation tour to promote his

autobiography, called the .vote “a,

referendum on perestroika re-

forms,” and said.the results “reflect -

that people have had it:worse, not
better, than before.” .

Yeltsin said he has not de01ded :

whether to make a bid for the pres-
idency .of the.Russian republic, a
post now held by Politburo member

- Vitaly Vorotnikov, a conservative

who won his race in a rural district
near Krasnodar in southern Russia.

Other winners in Russia include
Sergei Kovalyov, who served a prison

term in the Brezhnev era for editing

the human-rights journal Chronicle of
Current. Events, and Vladislav Star-
kov, whom Gorbachev threatened to
fire from his post as editor-in-chief of
the country’s most popular newspa-
per, Argumenty i Fakty.

The late Soviet human-rights cam-
paigner 'Andrei Sakharov described
Kovalyov as a man of “exceptional

~ honesty” before Kovalyov's trial in

1974. He was convicted, sentenced
to a labor camp and nearly died there,

surviving only because Sakharov’

waged a world-wide campaxgn to
have him transferred to a hospital in
Leningrad. Before Sakharov's death
last -+ December, he endorsed
Kovalyov for a seat in the Russian
legislature.

Last year, Gorbachev berated
Starkov and suggested he be fired for
publishing an opinion poll unflattering
to the leadership. Starkov fought

. back in- articles and:interviews. pub-

lished abroad, defending. himself in

large part, he said, by means of “the .

. Yeltsin phenomenon”—that is, “dar-

ing.to get into a spat with the lead-

. er'sh.ip.'Th_e people appreciate that.”
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After months of tense' negotiat'idns
involving party ideologists, his, job
now appears safe, .

In Moscow, a center, for dozens of
independent political organizations,
other legislative winners include Al-
exander Politkovsky, a frequent host
of the popular late-mght televxsxon
program Vzglyad, and, in mumcxpal
races, two young reformlsts—Sergex
Stankevich, a specialist in Western
parliamentary procedure, and Ilya

Zaslavski, a disabled textiles. special-.
ist who has become an advocate for

pensioners and the handicapped.: .-

In Leningrad, a spokesman for the
reform group Democratic Elections
90 predxcted that its candidates
would win 80 percent of the mumcx-
pal races,

Many of the leaders of the Ukrax-
nian democratic movement Rukh,
including poet Ivan Drach, former -

political prisoners‘ Mikhail and:Bog- °

dan Horyn and Vyacheslav Cherovil,
won seats in the:Ukrainian legisla- :
ture. The Horyns are the founders of !
the, Ukrainian Helsmkx "Union,” the -
republic’s leading  human-rights

SOVHET UNION
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group.. Drach said Rukh would prob-
ably win'a quarter of the republic's
legislative seat$ and become the “cre-
atlve opposmon" to the Communists.

In Byelorussxa, which is still dom-
inated by.a powerful conservative
party apparatus, party leader Yefrem
.Sokolov/ won a legislative seat. But
oppositionA leaders gained some vic-
tories in Minsk, the capital. The lead-
er of the repubhc s grass-roots pop-
ular front, Zenon Poznyak, and the -
.head..of ..the environmental group
Children of Chernobyl, won seats in
;the legislature.
% v[t"was' amazing 'to watch the pro-
“cess. in” Mirisk,” ‘said Sergei Lukyan-
shikov, a Byelorussian filmmaker. “I
stood ‘outside a balloting area and
leard old people on a bench, people
- who, have been under the party
.thumb for years, talking about how
they.were going to go in and vote for
every .'popular-front. person they
could fmd on the ballot.”

2#In runoff elections in Lithuania, the
mdependence mavement Sajudis won
18 of 28 seats and now has a secure
:.majority in the republic’s legislature.
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KEMARRND: ANUDDUIH DUUAKE
R < BUDAPEST, HUNGARY Step
TUESDAY, JULY 11, 1989

MR. PRESIDENT, My HUNGARIAN AND AMERICAN FRIENDS.

THAT GREAT POET OF THE 1848 REVOLUTION, SANDOR
PETOFr [SHAHN-DOOR PET-00-FEE], ONCE WROTE, "LET ME
ADDRESS YOU IN THE NAME OF MILLIONS." TODAY, LET ME
ADDRESS YOU IN THE NAME OF MILLIONS WHO CONVEY THEIR
WARMEST GREETINGS: THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES.

« 7 =

SIX YEARS AGO, I BECAME THE HIGHEST-RANKING
AMERICAN OFFICIAL TO VISIT HunNGARY. TopAY, I BECOME
THE FIRST AMERICAN PRESIDENT TO TRAVEL HERE. Now, As
THEN, BARBARA AND I ARE MOVED BY YOUR RECEPTION. AND
WE THANK YOU FROM THE BOTTOM OF OUR HEARTS.

I WANT TO SAY TO ALL OF YOU THAT I HAVE SEEN FEW
CITIES LOVELIER THAN BuDAPEST. AND I HAVE SELDOM SEEN
A CITY MORE ALIVE. ALIVE WITH COMMERCE, CHANGE, AND,
ABOVE ALL, HOPE.




- ] =
£

WHEN THE HUNGARIAN PLAYWRIGHT IMRE MADACH [IM-REH
MAW-pAWCH] 0BSERVED, "IT IS SO GREAT FREELY TO CHOOSE
BETWEEN THE GOOD AND SINFUL WAYS," HE WAS DESCRIBING
THAT BELIEF -- THE BELIEF THAT OPEN EXPRESSION WOULD
CONQUER TYRANNY. AND HE WROTE THOSE WORDS IN THAT
TIMELESS LITERARY WORK IRONICALLY ENTITLED, "THE
TRAGEDY OF MaAN."

MY FRIENDS, OUR MISSION IS TO HELP YOU PROCLAIM THE
VICTORY OF MAN. PROCLAIM IT PEACEFULLY, NOT VIOLENTLY.

-8 -

ForR THE VICTORY OF MAN CAN HELP HUNGARY'S FUTURE BE
WORTHY OF HER PAST. AND HELP HUNGARY LIVE FOR WHAT SO
MANY IN THE WORLD HAVE DIED FOR: OPPORTUNITY, HUMAN
DECENCY, AND SHARED IDEALS.

TODAY, FROM THE STREETS OF BUDAPEST, TO THE GREAT
PLAINS, TO THE CURRENTS OF THE DANUBE, AND THE GENTLE
TOWNS THAT GRACE ITS BANKS, HUNGARY'S QUEST IS

POLITICAL, AND ECONOMIC; RELIGIOUS, AND INTELLECTUAL.
ITs APOSTLES SAY, WORK WHERE YOU WANT.
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Trafflc near Newark Alrport on the New Jersey Tumnpike was stalled yesterday by snow. Many motorists on the highway were stranded for hours.

Washington Struck by Its Worst Storm Since

Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Feb. 19 — The worst

storm in half a century struck the na-

tion's ca?iul overnight with up to two

and a half feet of snow and drifts up to
seven feet high. The storm brought trans- |
portation, business and Congress to a vir-
, tual standstill.

The Civil Service Commission said that
| the majonty of Government workers —
| those listed as ‘‘noncritical’’ — would not
| have to report for work tomorrow.

The unexpected mass of fine powdery
snow effectively cut off Washington from
the rest of the country as all three air-
ports in the area shut down, as bus serv-
ice stopped for the day and as Interstates
95 and 495, the major superhighways in
the area, were blocked by mountainous
dnfts.

Many of the city's snowplows them- |
selves got stuck trying to clear the !
streets. A festive alr prevailed as hun- |
dreds of residents pushed through the
hip-deep snow on the sidestreets and
strolled on the partly plowed avenues on
foot or skis, throwing snowballs and mak-
ing snowmen in the bright sunshine and |
above-freezing temperatures. |

Nearly every store in the city and at
suburban shopping centers was closed,
and widely advertised holiday sales were
held over for at least a day. Several drug-
stores remained open for those who
needed prescriptions filled and custom-
ers were lined up to the doors at a down-
| town hamburger restaurant.
| There were at least two storm-related
| deaths. A 3-year-old girl died before fire-

|

men could reach her burning home, and |
Arthur M. Kuhl, 54, the assistant secre- }
tary of the Senate, suffered what was ap-
parently a heart attack while walking to
Capitol Hill for the traditional ceremony
marking George Washington's Birthday.
Only a handful of Congressmen showed
up for the annual reading of Washington's
Farewell Address. And a sophisticated $2
million system that was to televise the
reading was not used because' too few
people showed up to operate it.
Representative William H. Boner, Re-
publican of Tennessee, who lives two
blocks from the Capitol, delivered the
1796 address to an audience of four in the
House. He was dressed in a red jogging |
suit and had to borrow a coat and tie from |
a security officer to conform with House |
dress codes. 1

Wamer Dellvers the Address |

|
John Wamer, Virginia's newly elected |
Republican Senator, delivered the ad- |
dress in the Senate after hitching a ride to |
the capital from his Georgetown home |
aboard one of the scores of tractors still in |
the city aspartof a protest by farmers. |
It George Washington could make it |
through Valley Forge," he said, *'a fresh- |
man Senator from his state could cer- |
tainly tread the path from the Port of |
Georgetown. " [
The farmers, whose ‘‘tractorcade’ |
protest badly snarled traffic in the area |
when they arnved two weeks ago, were |
giving the city a much-needed hand |
today. “‘They have been run ragged haul-
ing nurses and doctors to the hospitals |
and calling out emergency vehicles," |
Jerry Patton, a farmer from Xansas, |
said of his comrades. |
When the snow began at 4 P. M. yester-
day, the forecasters were predicting an |
accumulation of two to four inches. But |
as dawn broke and it was still coming |
down, residents woke up to the heaviest |
snowfall since 1922. There was 18 to 24 |
inches in the city and 31 inches in the |
Maryland suburb of Bladensburg. Gov. |
Harry R. Hughes called up the Maryland
National Guard, on a “‘himited authoriza- |
tion'" basis, to transport the state police |
toemergencies. "*QOur cars are absolutely |
useless,” a Maryland police spokesman |
sald. |
In the 1922 storm, the roof of the Knick- |
erbocker Theater collapsed under the !
welght of the 25 inches of snow, killing 95

theatergoers. Larly this moming six |

workers narrowly escaped death in a |
similar incident when a 15,000-square- |
foot warehouse roof in Upper Marboro, |
Md., collapsed on 14 beer trucks. ‘

In Washington, the city ordered its 500 |
buses back to headquarters early this
moming after 90 became stuck. Snow
blowing onto electric rails closed the two-
year-old subway system, which was ex-
pected to remain out of service tomor.
row. Also closed, for the first time in its
history, was Washington's national
cathedral. Mount Vernon, George Wash.
inglon’s estate, was closed for the first
time in memory on his birthday.

The three airports that were closed
were National in Washington, Dulles In-
ternational in Virginia and Washington-
Baltimore International between the two

cities. There were four-foot dnfts at

| <A
78

| Dulles and visibility was so poor that

snowplows were running into each other,
but the airport opened at 4 P M. The other
airports were expected 10 remain closed
until tomorrow morming.

“Things are a little slow," a White
House spokesman said, when asked if the
President Carter would be delayed in ar-
nving here by helicopter this afternoon
from Camp David. For a while, the snow-
fall blocked land access to the Presiden-
ual retreat. But Mr. Carter landed in
Washington on time.

Early this moming, the fashionable
Georgetown .section of Washington took
on the air of the main street of a snow-
bound New England village. In the
usually busy downtown office district,
skiers ghded down the deserted avenues
and explored their silenced city.
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After day on the slopes, sledder from New Rochelle, N.Y., headed for home
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Washington Struck by Its

Special 10 The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Feb. 19 — The worst
storm in half a century struck the na-
tion's ca?iul overnight with up to two
andaha”eetolmawanddn!wupto
seven feet high. The storm brought trans-
portation, business and Congress to a vir-
tual standstill,

The Civil Service Commission said that

| the majority of Government workers —

those listed as *‘noncritical’” — would not
have to report for work tomorrow.

The unexpected mass of fine powdery
snow effectively cut off Washington from
the rest of the country as all three alr-
ports in the area shut down, as bus serv-
ice stopped for the day and as Interstates
95 and 495, the major superhighways in
the area, were blocked by mountainous
drifts.

Many of the city's snowplows them-
selves got stuck trying to clear the
streets. A festive alr prevailed as hun-
dreds of residents pushed through the
hip-deep snow on the sidestreets and

| dress codes.

men could reach her burning home, and
Arthur M. Kuhl, 54, the assistant secre-
tary of the Senate, suffered what was ap-
parently a heart attack while walking to
Capitol Hill for the traditional ceremony
marking George Washington's Birthday.
Only a handful of Congressmen showed
up for the annual reading of Washington's
Farewell Address. And a sophisticated $2
million system that was to televise the
reading was not used because' too few
people showed up to operate it.
Representative William H. Boner, Re-
blican of Tennessee, who lives two
locks from the Capitol, delivered the
1796 address to an audience of four in the
House. He was dressed in a red joggingl
suit and had to borrow a coat and tie from
a security officer to conform with House !

Warner Delivers the Address i

John Wamer, Virginia's newly elected |
Republican Senator, delivered the ad- |

dress inthe Senata aftar hitahinm a widaan |

workers narrowly escaped death in a
similar incident when a 15,000-square-
foot warehouse roof in Upper Marboro,
Md., collapsed on 14 beer trucks.

In Washington, the city ordered its 500
buses back to headquarters early this
morning after 90 became stuck. Snow
blowing onto electric rails closed the two-
year-old subway system, which was ex.
pected to remain out of service tomor.
row. Also closed, for the first time in its
history, was Washington's national
cathedral. Mount Vernon, George Wash.
ington's estate, was closed for the first
time in memory on his birthday.

The three airports that were closed
were National in Washington, Dulles In-
ternational in Virginia and Washington-
Baltimore International between the two
cities. There were four-foot drifts at

Worst Storm Since 1 922

Dulles and visibility was so poor that
snowplows were running into each other,
butthe airport opened at 4 P.M. The other
airports were expected to remain closed
until tomorrow morning.

“Things are a little slow," a White
House spokesman said, when asked if the
President Carter would be delayed in ar-
riving here by helicopter this afternoon
from Camp David. For a while, the snow-
fall blocked land access to the Presiden-
tial retreat. But Mr. Carter landed in
Washington on time.

Early this moming, the fashionable
Georgetown section of Washington took
on the air of the main street of a snow-
bound New England village. In the
usually DLL:J' downtown office district,
skiers glided down the deserted avenues
and explored their silenced city.



THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary
For Immediate Release February 25, 1990
NATIONAL GOALS FOR EDUCATION
.
At the historic education summit in Charlottesville five months ago, the President and the
Governors declared that “the time has come, for the first time in U.S. history, to establish
clear national performance goals, goals that will make us internationally competitive.” The
six national education

goals contained here are the first step in carrying out that commitment.
ADCOGAS SOUCAUOM AL PErLC Iance feo ;\, S5 r BV tu R ‘ck CRELAL Y- mrw G
central to our quality of life. It is at the heart of our nomic strength and security, our
creativity in the arts and letters, our invention in the sciences, and the perpetuation of our
cultural values. Education is the key to America's international competitiveness.

Today, a new standard for an educated citizenry is required, one suitable for the next century.
Our people must be as knowledgeable, as well-trained, as competent, and as inventive as

those in any other nation. All of our people, not just a few, must be able to think for a living,
adapt to changing environments, and to understand the world around them. They must
understand and accept the responsibilities and obligations of citizenship. They must
continually learn and develop new skills throughout their lives.

America can meet this challenge if our socicfy is dedicated to a renaissance in education. We
must become a nation that values education and learning. We must recognize that every child

can learn, regardless of background or disability. We must recognize that education is a
lifelong pursuit, not just an endeavor for our children. :

Sweeping, fundamental changes in our education system must be made. Educators must be
given greater flexibility to devise challenging and inspiring strategies to serve the needs of a
diverse body of students. This is especially important for students who are at risk of
academic failure — for the failure of these students will become the failure of our nation.
Achieving these changes depends in large part on the commitment of professional educators.
Their daily work must be dedicated to creating a new educational order in which success for
all students is the first priority, and they must be held accountable for the results.

This is not the responsibility of educators alone, however. All Americans have an important
stake in the success of our education system, and every part of our society must be involved
in meeting that challenge. Parents must be more interested and involved in their children's
education, and students must accept the challenge of higher expectations for achievement and
greater responsibility for their future. In addition, communities, business and civic: groups,
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and state, local, and federal government each has a vital role to play throughout this decade to
ensure our success. : -
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students can achieve now, our average students must be able. to achieve by thc.tum of the

groups, and income levels are among our performers, “idd s ac oo
- o O ey T weam

If the United States is to maintain a strong and'responsible democracy and a prosperous and
growing economy into the next century, s Af QI Citizeng sawed be fveolved i3 aohboving
tigse goals. Every citizen will bencfit as 2 reait.  When chialienged, tie American peopie
have always shown their determination to succeed. The challenge before us calls on each
American to help ensure our nation's future, - e e e e
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NATIONAL EDUCATION GOALS
Readiness for School
GOAL 1: By the year 2000, all children in America will start school ready to learn.
Objectives:
o All disadvantaged and disabled children will have access to high quality and
ds:;;‘l:l).pmentally appropriate preschool programs that help prepare children for
o

Every parent in America will be a child's first teacher and devote time each day

helping his or her preschool child learn; parents will have access to the
training and support they uesd : .

o Chudren will receive the nutrition and health care needed to arrive at schoo]
with healthy minds and bodies, and the number of low birthweight babies will
be significantly reduced through enhanced prenatal heaith systems.

High School Completion
GOAL 2: By the year 2000, the high school graduation rate will increase to at least
90 percent.

Objectives:

o The nation must dramatically reduce its dropout rate and seventy-five percent
of those students who do drop out will successfully complete a high school
degree or its equivalent. '

)

The gap in high school graduation rates between American students from
minority backgrounds and their non-minority counterparts will be eliminated.

Student Achievement and Citizenship

GOAL 3:

By the year 2000, American students will leave grades four, eight and
twelve having demonstrated competency in challenging subject matter
including English, mathematics, science, history, and geography; and every
school in America will ensure that all students learn to use their minds

well, so they may be prepared for responsible citizenship, further learning,
and productive employment in our modern economy.



Objectives: i
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0 The academic performance of elementary and secondary. students will increase
significantly in every quartile, and the distribution of minority students in each
level will more clocely reflect the student population as a whole.

o The percentage of students who demonstrate th; ability to reason, solve
problems, apply knowledge, and write and communicate effectively will
increase substantially. SR

' : : orasld o BT sagasLeny -

0 . . All students will be involved in activities that promote and demonstrate good

citizenship, community service, and personalmponsiblhty

0 The percentage of students Qho are oomi:etcnt in more
s |

1than one language will
substantially increase. e )
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T pdtion and abouk the world cOmmuaity. J
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Science and Mathematics '

|
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GOAL 4: By the year 2000, U.S. students. will be first in the world in science and
- mathematics achievement. : .

-

Objectives: "+ | %J .
o Math and science education will be stren Jthened throughout the system,

especially in the early grades. L

© e T T o b
o The number of teachers with a substantive background
science will increase by 50 percent. "

in mathematics and
STUL UL B b L3

0 -The number of U.S. undergraduaﬁ: and graduate stuanlts, especially women
and minorities, who complete degrees in mathematics, science, and engineering
will increase significantly, - ST ‘ . ,

Adult Literacy and Lifelong Learning . R ‘ S

e~ RS ‘

GOAL 5: By the year 2000, every adult American will be liﬁéi‘a&t:é:and will possess
' the knowledge and skills necessary to compete in a global economy and
exercise the rights and responsibilities of c,itlzen_s_h{ip_. o '
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Objectives:

0

- proguams will e e il il

Every major American business will be involved in strengthening the
connection between education and work.

All workers will have the opportunity to acquire the knowledge and skills, from
basic to highly technical, needed to adapt to emerging new technologies, work
methods, and markets through public and private educational, vocational,
technical, workplace, or other programs.

The number of quality programs, including those at libraries, that are designed
to serve more effectively the needs of the growing number of part-time and
mid—career students will increase substantially.

The proportion of those qualified students, especially minorities, who enter
college; who complete at least two years; and who complete their degree

LR SR Y VR

The proportion of college graduates who demonstrate an advanced ability to

think critically, communicate cffectively, and solve problems will increase
substantially.

Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools

GOAL 6: By the year 2000, every school in America will be free of drugs and

violence and will offer a disciplined environment conducive to learning.

Objectives:

0 Every school will implement a firm and fair policy on use, possession, and
distribution of drugs and alcohol.» (1.

0 Parents, businesses, and community organizations will work together to ensure
that schools are a safe haven for all children.

o

Every school district will develop a comprehensive K-12 drug and alcohol
prevention education program. Drug and alcohol curriculum should be taught
as an integral part of health education. In addition, community-based teams
should be organized to provide students and teachers with needed support.
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educated familics. - Sl |

These goals are ambitious, yet they can and 'must be achieved. H | H er; they ot be

achieved by our education system as it is presently constituted. Subs”tantlal, even radical
Chang“ Will haVe to umade, EERRA = M . .‘.' LT.,_',‘:_‘_J___K.__ "“‘1“"“ A; I"‘ " Iﬁii—.} ) L
Wiﬂ_\ﬂ"f 2 gfmnn ARttt mmah mn X ______‘ ; . ‘l

ong St o wuw;;\-\.‘l SLLUIL UL WG pars .ot cv'ggy__ Scctor.ana.every
Gitizen to improve dramatically the performance of the nation's education system and'each and
every student, these goals will Smain nothing more than a distant, unattainable vision. “For
their part, Govérnors will work Within their own states to develop strategies Tor
their education systems in order to achieve the goals. Because statét

each state will approach this in a different manner. The President and the Govertiors will
work to support these state efforts, and to recommend steps that the|federal governmient,
business, and community groups should take to help achicve these national goals. The nature
ofmanyofthgsestepsisalreadyclear., [+ - -t '
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ildren's carly feaming, particularly by| g 10 | ily basis. Parents should have
access to the support and training required to fulfill this role, especial ly in'poor, under- - |
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In 1':3paring young people to.start school, both the federal and stat| I }overnments have
important roles to play, especiaily with regard to health, nutrition, and early childhood -
development. Congress and the administration ‘have increased maternal and child health -
coverage for all families with incomes up. to 133 percent of the fedé’,r‘zg‘lipovcrlty line. Many
states go beyond this’level of '~éo‘verage,1‘ and more are moving'in this|direction. In’addifios,
states continue to develop more effective delivery systems for prenatal and postnatal care,
However, we still need more prevention, testing, and screening, and/early identification and
treatment of learning disorders and di | iilitics'T ;o ClEEL N
Y o] 2 ‘
The federal government should work wnth the }sfﬁtes to develop and fully fund early
intervention strategies for children. All eligible children should havfﬁ access to Head Start,
Chapter 1, or some other successful preschool program with strong parental involvement. Our
first priority must be to provide at leas .one year of preschool for alll "idi}sadvantaged children.
. _ i ; ~ BEPERR T N L

The School Years = . T i,,‘."l e
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As steps are taken to better prepare chilf’drcd for?schools, we must

RECR ¥ ¥,

a;sc better prepare schools

for children.

This is especially important for young éhildxcn. Schools must be abl‘eto educate effectively
all children when they arrive at the schoolhouse door, regardless of variations in students'
interest, capacities, or leamning styles. g : A '
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Next, our public education system must be fundamentally restructured in order to ensure that
all students can meet higher standards. This means reorienting schools so they focus on
results, not on procedures; giving each school's principal and teachers the discration to make
more decisions and the flexibility to use federal, state, and local resources in more productive,
innovative ways that improve learning; providing a way for gifted professionals who want to
teach to do so through alternative certification avennee and advine aneacén —nme L

G T e wessw ssavaw Avur\lml\l‘ub
10F e cnuaren's education through magnet schools public school choice, and other

Finally, efforts to restructure education must work toward
- engaged in rigorous noog ams of instesezics
+background or disability, acjuires ithe knowied
changing economy. In recent years,
and science improvement programs.

guaranteeing that all students are

ge and skills necessary o succeed in a
there has been an increased commitment to mathematics

[mproving elementary and secondary student achievement will not require a national
curriculum, but it will require that the nation invest in developing the skills and knowledge of

must increase the number of qualified teachers in critical shortage areas, including rural and
iali » mathematics and science, and

The After-School Years

Comprehensive, well-integrated lifelong learning opportunities must be created for a world in
which three of four new jobs will require more than a high school education; workers with
only high school diplomas may face the prospect of declining incomes; and most workers will

Mg (6 enslic® thit évery child, mgandivet of i B



., minority backgrounds, must be helped to attend-ar g
o GuCAtiON, 28 2 percentage of medica fass iy incomse, has-approximately tipied i a genera= "

changethcirjobstenoreleventimesovuthcirliﬁcﬁmc., SO |
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In most states, the present system for delivering adult literacy services is fractured and .. B
inadequate. Because the United States has far higher rates of adult functional illiteracy than
other advanced countries, a first step is to establish in'¢ach state a public-private partnership
to create a functionally literate workforce, - RO TP,

(AR IMAME e Sl RIS SnL o

In some other countries, government policies and prc ams are carefully coordinated with
private sector activities to create cffective apprenticeship and job training activities. By
contrast, the United States has a multilayered system of ‘vocational and technical schools,
community colleges, and specific training programs funded from multiple sources and subject
to little coordination. These institutions need to be restructured so they fit together more
sensibly and effectively to give all adults access to:flexible and comprehensive programs that
meet their needs. Every major business must work to provide appropriate training and
educational opportunities to prepare employees for the twenty-first century. . - .

Finally, a larger share of our population, especially those from woﬂnng class, poor, and

tion. That means more loans, scholarships, and work-study opportunities are needed. The
federal government's role in ensuring access for qualified students is critical. At the same

N 3.6 i, ks & ‘;‘*{ gt Wl el
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National education goals will be meaningless unless progress toward meeting them is
measured accurately and adequately, and reported:to the American people. Doing a good job
of assessment and reporting requires the resolution of three issues. , - - .

S Y b S TED £ T RN TRYRT S TR P 1L D (R
First, what students need to know must be defined.  In some cases, there is a solid foundation
on which to build. For example, the National Council on Teachers of Mathematics and the
Mathematical Sciences Education Board have done important work in defining what all
students must know and be able to do in order to be mathematically competent. A major
effort for science has been initiated by the American Association for the Advancement of
Science. These efforts must be expanded and extended to other subject areas.

Second, when it is clear what students need to know, it must be determined whether they
know it. There have been a number of important efforts to improve our ability to measure
student learning at the state and national levels. This year for the first time, the National
Assessment for Education Progress (NAEP) will collect data on student performance on a
state-by-state basis for thirty-seven states. Work is underway to develop a national
assessment of adult literacy. These and other efforts must be supported and strengthened.

remair de college. The cosi of o AgEag
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performance goals in the subj areas in whichh NAEP will be administered. This does not
meanestablish?ngstanda'rdsforindividmlcompume;mhu;it it

?Aggmfmmammemgeofmi&&uﬁiﬁgﬁ&-mmlwehofme

irate, comparable, appropriate, and"constructive. Placement
decisions for young children shouid not be made on the basis of standardized tests. Achieve-
ment tests must not simply measure minimum competencics, but also higher levels of reading,
writing, speaking, reasoning, and problem-solving skills: “And" in' comparing America's
achievement with that of other countries, it is essential that international comparisons are
reliable. In addition, appropriate, nationally—directed research, demonstration, data collection,
and innovation should be maintained and recognized as a set of core responsibilities of the
federal government in education. That role needs to be strengthened in cooperation with the

s e SR

-1 President and the Goverors.agre that. whilewe do ot need's mew S gathientig o

ageney, we do need a bipartisas ZroUL 10 ovecsee the@xm-oimmidnganddcvewpmg‘ i
~ ' appropriate measurements and reporting on the progress toward meeting the goals. This
process should stay inexistcnceuntilatleastthcyearZOOOsothatv’veasuretenﬁxll years of
effort toward meeting the goals. ‘ ol

A _CHALLENGE ) .| |
Thwenaﬁonaleduuﬁongoalsmnotthe&uidem‘sgbalsorihﬁ ove ' goals; they are
the nation's goals. R EINT Tl 5 e

in light of these national goals. States are cncouraged to adjust state goals according to this
review, and to expand upon national goals where appropriate. The President and the
Governors challenge every family, school, school district,. and community to adopt these
national goals as their own, and establish other goals that reflect the particular circumstances
and challenges they face as America approaches the twenty—first century. '

it



BIOGRAPHY

JOHN WILLIAM WARNER, Republican from Virginia, was elected to
the United States Senate on Nov. 7, 1978, and reelected to a
second term on Nov. 6, 1984.

Senator Warner is the ranking Republican on the Armed
Services Committee, and a member of the Select Committee on
Intelligence.

He also serves as a member of the Committee‘Hh Environment
and Public Works, and a member of the Special CqHyittee on Aging.

Before entering the Senate, Senator Warner Cafried out
special assignments for the United States in
government-to-government negotiations on military, scientific,
economic, educational and cultural matters, which gave him a

background in national security and foreign affairs.

(more)
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His experience in the area of defense issues has included
service from 1969 to 1973 as Department of Defense representative
to the Law of the Sea talks in Geneva.

He later served as Undersecretary of the Navy, from 1969 to
1972, and as Secretary of the Navy, from 1972 to 1974.

His position as co-chairman of the Nunn-Warner Working Group
on Nuclear Risk Reduction helped lead to the September 1987 White
House signing by Secretary of State George Shultz and Soviet
Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze of an Executive Agreement
establishing nuclear risk reduction centers in Washington and
Moscow.

In January 1985, he was appointed by the Senate leadership to
serve with a bipartisan group of senators as an observer to arms
control talks with the Soviet Union in Geneva.

He was head of the U.S. delegation to the Incidents at Sea
Conference with the Soviet Navy, culminating in May 1972 with the
signing in Moscow of the "Incidents at Sea Agreement," of which
Senator Warner was the principal negotiator and signatory for the
United States.

The agreement, covering operational movements of United
States and Soviet surface and air naval forces, has been
acclaimed as a successful confidence-building measure with the
Soviet Union.

Before he was elected to the Senate, Warner also served as
national administrator of the American Revolution Bicentennial
Administration from 1974 to 1976.

(more)
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Mr. Warner was appointed a law clerk in 1953 to the late
Chief Judge E. Barrett Prettyman of the United States Circuit
Court of Appeals in Washington, D.C.

In 1956, he was appointed an assistant United States Attorney
and served for four years in the trial and appellate divisions.
From 1960 to 1969, he was in private law practice, specializing
in bank, securities and corporate cases.

In 1944, at the age of 17, he left high school to volunteer
for the United States Navy. He was released from active duty as a
3rd-class electronics technician in July 1946, and enrolled at
Washington and Lee University. He was awarded a B.S. degree in
basic engineering in 1949.

He then entered the University of Virginia Law School. In
September 1950, he volunteered for another tour of active duty,
this time in the United States Marine Corps. He served in Korea
as a first lieutenant and communications officer with the First
Marine Air Wing.

He was released from active duty in May 1952. He returned to
law school and was awarded a law degree by the University of
Virginia in 1953.

From 1967 to 1972, he was a trustee of the Protestant
Episcopal Cathedral of Mount St. Albans in Washington, D.C., and
from 1968 to 1979 he was a member of the Board of Trustees of
Washington and Lee University.

(more)
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Senator Warner is a member of the Veterans of Foreign Wars;
American Legion; Alpha Chapter of Omicron Delta Kappa, Washington
and Lee University, and Emmanuel Episcopal Church, Middleburg,
Virginia.

Mr. Warner was born Feb. 18, 1927. He is the grandson of John
W. and Mary Tinsley Warner of Amherst County, Virginia, and the
son of the late Martha Budd Warner and the late Dr. John W.
Warner, a physician and surgeon. He has three children. Senator

Warner resides on his farm at Atoka, Virginia.

February 1989
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688 ABRAHAM LINCOLN:

succeed only by concert. It is not “can any of us imagine better?”
but, “can we all do better?” Object whatsoever is possible, still
the question recurs, “can we do better?” The dogmas of the quiet
past, are inadequate to the stormy present. The occasion is piled
high with difficulty, and we must rise—with the occasion. As
our case is new, so we must think anew, and act anew. We must
disenthrall ourselves, and then we shall save our country.
Fellow-citizens, we cannot escape history. We of this Con-
gress and this administration, will be remembered in spite of our-
selves. No personal significance, or insignificance, can spare one
or another of us. The fiery trial through which we pass, will light
us down, in honor or dishonor, to the latest generation. We say
we are for the Union. The world will not forget that we say this.
We know how to save the Union. The world knows we do know
how to save it. We—even we here—hold the power, and bear the
responsibility. In giving freedom to the slave, we assure freedom
to the free—honorable alike in what we give, and what we pre-
serve. We shall nobly save, or meanly lose, the last best hope
of earth. Other means may succeed; this could not fail. The way
is plain, peaceful, generous, just—a way which, if followed, the
world will forever applaud, and God must forever bless.
Abraham Lincoln.
December 1, 1862.

LETTER TO MISS FANNY McCULLOUGH
DECEMBER 23, 1862

Executive Mansion,
Washington, December 23., 1862.
Dear Fanny
It is with deep grief that I learn of the death of your kind
and brave Father; and, especially, that it is affecting your young
heart beyond what is common in such cases. In this sad world of
ours, sorrow comes to all; and, to the young, it comes with bit-

AR Syt

HIS SPEECHES A

terest agony, because it 1
learned to ever expect it.
of your present distress. P
time. You can not now r¢
not this so? And yet it is
again. To know this, whic
less miserable now. I hav
I say; and you need only
memory of your dear Fal
sad sweet feeling in your
you have known before.
Please present my ki
Miss. Fanny McCullc

Fanny was
lough of the 4th
ton, Illinois, anc
lough had seen
and early in th
Illinois Cavalry
Carl Sandburg,
I, p. 617.

FINAL EMANCIPAT
JANUARY 1, 1863
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Whereas, on the
year of our Lord one



666 ABRAHAM LINCOLN:

ANNUAL MESSAGE TO CONGRESS
DECEMBER 1, 1862 '

Fellow-citizens of the Senate and House of Representatives:

Since your last annual assembling another year of health and
bountiful harvests has passed. And while it has not pleased the
Almighty to bless us with a return of peace, we can but press on,
guided by the best light He gives us, trusting that in His own
good time, and wise way, all will yet be well.

The correspondence touching foreign affairs which has taken
place during the last year is herewith submitted, in virtual com-
pliance with a request to that effect, made by the House of Rep-
resentatives near the close of the last session of Congress.

If the condition of our relations with other nations is less
gratifying than it has usually been at former periods, it is cer-
tainly more satisfactory than a nation so unhappily distracted as
we are might reasonably have apprehended. In the month of June
last there were some grounds to expect that the maritime Powers
which, at the beginning of our domestic difficulties, so unwisely
and unnecessarily, as we think, recognized the insurgents as a
belligerent, would soon recede from that position, which has
proved only less injurious to themselves than to our own country.
But the temporary reverses which afterwards befell the national
arms, and which were exaggerated by our own disloyal citizens
abroad have hitherto delayed that act of simple justice.

The civil war, which has so radically changed for the mo-
ment, the occupations and habits of the American people, has
necessarily disturbed the social condition, and affected very
deeply the prosperity of the nations with which we have carried
on a commerce that has been steadily increasing throughout a
period of half a century. It has, at the same time, excited pOlitical
ambitions and apprehensions which have produced a profound
agitation throughout the civilized world. In this unusual agitation
we have forborne from taking part in any controversy between

HIS SPEECHES A
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Senators Warner, Laxal’ :

here of the United States S/
Ladies and gentlemen. John.
((Also, I might add:

As always, it's good to

We must be at least two or t.

// And to return to one of -

((Even though there's a rumc.

soon be changed to "Buster L.

“RKS:
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~hank you for that introduction.

My in. sduction to rap.))
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March 2, 1990
WARNER

WARNER FUNDRAISER
TYSON'S CORNER, VIRGINIA

THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1990
7:15 P.M.
and Dole, and the other __ Mmembers

Secretaries Lujan and Skinner.

//
//

- back in the heart of America. //

..ee blocks "outside the Beltway."
.rginia's fastest-growing cities. //

‘that the name "Tyson's Corner" will

//

((Tonight's guest of hc' -

an athlete. // 1In fact, I

outside being valet-parked.)f’

upon -- a great Senator of a.
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the public trust. Virginians aék,-- and get -- integrity from

their statewide officials. // .

((Let ne‘share a story tha{;;llustrates this tradition.
Happened in 1978 -- Republican ét}vention, Richmond. // Four
men vying for the GOP Senate nom?ﬁation == no one could get a
majority. l.ate Saturday night mfjone ballot following another.

((Fina.ly, about 11:30, befure the deciding ballot, an aide
suggestéd an idea. "Mr. Warner, he said, "these are principled
delegates. A lot of them won't éarticipate on a Sunday, and a

good number aren't yet backing you. Just filibuster 'til

midnight." ,/ John Warner's resgsmse spoke eloquently about his
midnignht s

character: "I'd rather lose the rsnination than win it that way."

((You know the rest: John Iﬁst, and promptly endorsed Dick
Obenshain, who later lost his lif+ in a terrible accident. The
Party turned to John, and he achi%ied an upset victory in just 11
weeks of camjcaigning. First in défeat -- and then in victory

John Warner vas a symbol of Virgié;a at its best. //

Today, :ven Virginians who s.pported others in '78 are
backing John Warner. Honor is on& reason. Another is a second
quality whicli this State has cher .shed throughout its history:

Experience a most unrivaled in thé'ﬂ.s. Senate. // //

Ask anycne -- John Warner is,émong our most respected
Senators. /, Pick any issue -- ﬂariably, he's there with calm
talk and reasoned thought. Thereﬂe;a word for that -- and it's
the third quéelity which makes Johr:, “as Adams said, "an example"

for America: The wisdom that wil: He SO crucial to the 1990s. //



Nowhere is his wisdom more =-ident than in foreign policy.

And nowhere could that wisdom béuﬁore important. // Five weeks
ago I talked in my State of thgéé@ion Address of the "Idea called
America." +Jell, the "Idea callgﬁfAmerica" is the idea of
democracy. // And around‘the Qq%ld -- through what I've called

The Revolution of '89 -- that idsa has taken bayonets and barbed

i &

wire and smashed them into rubbid®,  //
A Hungarian playwright, ImrﬁiMadach [IM-reh MAW-dawch], once
wrote a worl: entitled, "The Tragfiy of Man." Today, we celebrate

the Victory of Man. Look at Ber .n, where a wall is falling.

And Panama :nd Romania, where Eyyﬁggg fell. Look at Poland,
Czechoslovakia, and Nicaragua. ér, yes, at the events of just
two days this week. //

Who could have dreamt it? ©n Monday, Romanians toppling a
statue of Lenin that had stood irn‘a Bucharest square for 30
years. // And in the Soviet Unisn one day earlier -- another
sight even Ripley wouldn't beliequ That Nation's first multi-

. candidate el:ctions at the local J¢ Republic level. // Think of
it: Communis - candidates acceptin; the will of popular ballot --

a ballot whi:h included independent. candidates. Even in Moscow,

totalitarian .sm is on the wane --’éecause of a dynamic Soviet
leader willi g, as Lincoln said, = . think anew." And because we
have been re:iolute, liberty is on “iie march -- for a strong

America is a1 America at peace.
Today, . ohn Warner is éncour: -:ng peace as ranking

Republican o1 the Senate Armed Forces Committee. Where he's
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helping arms control get done -ﬁg?ut done right. // John is the

only member of the Senate who oﬁ~é negotiated an executive,

national security agreement w1th the Soviets. And I'm looking to
him to help guide new treaties a new budgets through this new

decade of unprecedented chang_.; ;/ But our Administration has

still other priorities -- becaus«:change here at home is just as

\
| giir s

important as change abroad. //

The first is the environmenb, Last week, we reached

agreement with Senate Leaders on. Lhe first rewrite of the Clean
Air Act in 13 years -- to cut uru@n smog, acid rain, and air
toxics. John helped negotiate iél; And like any Northern
Virginian, he kiows that lower tréffic density is crucial to
clean air. // Next year marks tg- expiration of the Highway Act
-- the plan that built America'sfg dterstate Highways. And the
Public Works Conmittee will be ref“rltlng that act. We need John
on that Committee to ensure a faxé blll for Virginia and America.
//  ((Only then can we win the dal%y battle against irate
drivers, crashes, and bumper-to-bgﬁper traffic. And as a guy
said to me: "It gets worse aftervgou leave your driveway.")) //

Another Administration prioriéy is the elderly. John Warner
Serves on the Sp:cial Committee onlﬁhe Aging. I need him to help
stop those wio would mess around WE%h Social Security. // And
for the less elderly, I need him as}Senator to support our bill
to boost child-cire choice through Eax incentives, not Federal

meddling. ((A personal note: Las;fmonth, John had the same

"child-care" privilege I've enjoyeQ; He became a grandfather.))

-~
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// Finally, two priorities conc&rn Americans of every age: One

is education; the other, crime ggﬁ drugs. //

Last month, I announced th%;;SQO National Drug Control
Strategy -- Phase II of the druQ’rolicy we unveiled last year.

// We're asking Congress to speﬁ? over $10 and 1/2 billion in

Fiscal Year 1991 for education,?_;eatment, interdiction, and

// John Warner supports this sﬁ

Phase II steps as an expansion Gf:the death penalty for drug

kingpins. // And our budget rednest to increase Federal
I
assistance to States and localit.&s. // Let others soft-pedal

the need to be hard on crime. I ﬁ%y -- as Virginians do: 1If you
do crime, you'll do time. We in;ﬁhd to take back the streets. //

At the same time, we must al%o take back our schools. So
last fall I convened an unpredecgited event -- this Nation's
first Education Summit -- at the‘dﬁiversity of Virginia. //
UVA's founder, Thomas Jefferson,fimce said simply, "I cannot live
without books." // So we met —~.%s Jefferson would have wanted
us -- to find new ways to propel gﬁerica's love of learning. //

From that summit arose the edﬁcation goals the Nation's
Governors and I announced this wéQg. Among them: We must see
that every student in America sta: .3 school ready to learn. And
that each school has an environme;ﬂ where kids can learn. That
means making every school drug-fref. // oOur graduation rate
must be no less :han 90 percent. bﬁd we want U.S. students to be

first in the world in math and scli+#ce by the year 2000. //
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Like Jefferson, John Warner knows that ecucation is

America's most enduring legasy. // And morecver, that to

preserve it we must give our all -- as he did during three

Separate times of war, and now does in time of peace. //

((Let me close, then, &35 I began -- with 1 story: This tale
about "giving your all." //_(Eleven years ago last month, as
Virginia's newly-elected Seéqtor, John was schaduled to give the

annual reading of George Wa§%ington's farewell address. But a

Snow storm hit Washington -+ zhe worst since 1)22. //
((The capital was paraigzed -- but not John Warner. so
leaving his home, he walked "“aven miles -- then, hitched a ride

to the Hill on a tractor stiil in the city as a part of a protest
by the farmers. To John, su;h tenacity was all in the line of

duty: "If George Wash;gggpnmﬁould make it through Valley Forge,"

he said, "a freshman Senato:;: - . could certainly" appear.)) //

After __ hours in the bitger cold, John Warner did appear to
read General Washington's address. He was an "example" to us
all. Just as Virginia has bﬁg@ for more than three hundred
years. // So let's roll upf;ér sleeves. And keep in the Senate
a man whose honor, egggriencéiiand wisdom have so enriched this

Commonwealth. God bless yougtﬁod bless America, and let's keep

John Warner the Senior Senatc® from the great State of Virginia.

N |
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: WARNER FUNDRAISER
TYSON'S CORNER, VIRGINIA
THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 1990

76%5 P.M. ’y

i~ =" .
,t\?< Senators Warner, Laxalt, ;gg“bvte, and the other L% members
.()J//y —_—r e — 0”“}*3"W“”"'?,/”‘ el ”

orgrol | Colewa ) Lf‘»>\.".b ¢
Ladies and gentlemen. John, thank you for that introduction. //
>,< / i >
.+ ((Also, I might add: My introduction to rap.)) //
a D

u‘,
{1«UD As always, it's good to be back in the heart of America. //

We must be at least two or three blocks "outside the Beltway."

// And to return to one of Virginia's fastest-growing cities. //

((Even though there's a rumor that the name "Tyson's Corner" will

soon be changed to "Buster Douglas's Corner.")) //

((Tonight's guest of honor, of course, is also a fighter and
an athlete. // 1In fact, I knew he was here when I saw a horse

outside being valet-parked.)) // He has been an advisor I rely

upon -- a great Senator of a great State. And his record

deserves overwhelming re-election -- John Warner. //

As you know, John is Virginia's senior elected statewide

official. But more than that, he's in the Virginia tradition./
< el
And he mirrors that superb mix of qualities that led John Adams
o ~ ~ ~
—7 to write Patrick Henry, '"We all look to Vlrglnla for examples."
| 4 /
/
The first of these qualities is honor. As Casey Stengel

would say, "You can look it up": Virginia boasts a tradition 9f
- 7 - 7

con501ence and public honesty.

ol /ﬂ) ”,statew&de»e&ected official- been#so*much*as*chaggedﬂwéth—vibiatjng

/
,‘/’ :h-} 1
{u \ & hO .

KA here of the United States Senate. A\Secretarles Lujah;?né-sklnnerug.ﬁk><

Loty

) K



4
| 2
“—Lthe-publte—trust. Virginians isk -- and get -- integrity from

their statewide officials. //;

((Let me share a story that illustrates this tradition.

/X\N — . e [ —— = e . .
s . = T . .
& LQKD Happéned in 1978 -- Republican convention, Richmond. [/ Féﬁi/ S
\K{‘

— - T e — - v
;j) men vying fér the GOP Senate nomimation -- ﬁ6'oné/;061; get a~
) Jﬂ / "“‘Z-—— - / w»/ / ' A v y@_,
majority. Late Saturday nidght -- one ballot following another. ,

‘ . Lo S T T e S
((Finally, about 11:30, before the deciding ballot, an aide
- — / N _— / e _/,:,& i -
sugqggtéd an idea. "Mr. Warner," he said, "these are principled-

- S o e o

e
delegates. K/iot of them won't participate on a Sunday, and a
Gy e s / /' ‘/ / s ~/ —_— / - """"‘—»;_./
good/humber aren't yet backing you. Just filibuster 'til
T - s T LT el
midnight." // Joﬁﬁ Warner's response spoke eloqﬁéptly about_p's

charggter: "I“é/rather lose the nomination than win fE»that way."

et ~/ - e . e fle el - - )
((Yoﬁ/know the/fegz: Joﬁﬁ/lost, and/iromptly enéz;éed ick

g e s e L
Obenshain, wﬁg’later lost his life in a terrible accié;;t. Tﬁg

/ ~ - ,/! /—._,_‘.,__,c:.,// A »_-—-4-\ - ] /7J—_ - -/ -/\\/_‘ R
Party turned to John, and he achieved an upset victory in just 11
—e S C
weeKs of campaigning. First in defeat -- and then in victory

John Warner was a symbol of Virginia at its best. //

Today, even Virginians who supported others in '78 are
backing John Warner. Honor is one reason. Another is a second
quality which this State has cherished throughout its histo}y:

Experience almost unrivaled in the U.S. Senate.: // //

Ask anyone -- John Warner is among our most respected
Senators. // Pick any issue -- invariably, he's there with calm
talk’and reasoned thought. There's a word for that -- and it's
the third gquality which makes John, as Adams said, "an example" A

2

for America: The wisdom that will be so crucial to the 1990s. //
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Nowhere is his wisdom more evident than in foreign poli

And nowhere could that wisdom be more important. // Five weeks {E%:)
s P R —
ago I talked in'my State of the Union Address of the "Idea called
//-
_— - — //./. .
America." Well, the "Idea called America" is the idea of

demsg;acy. // And around the world -- through what I've called

_ The Revolution of '89 -- that idea has taken<ﬁé§§§§£§_;;a_£;;£ed<,

Q%x/
vjzgsxand smashed them into rubble. // '%k
\(p —~— —— e T T e (
’}pé%%gégz’ A Hungarlan playwrlght Imre Madach [IM-reh MAW-dawch], once
D!
ﬁ“sﬁ, ﬁ)\T'wrote a work entltled, "The Tragedy of Man." Today,<We\Q§lebrate
\
fﬁﬁi%:vf the Victory of Man. Look at Berlin, where a wall is falling.
And Panama and Romania, where tyrants fell. TLook at Poland,
Czechoslovakia, and Nicaragua. Or, yes, at the events of just’
two days this week. // ' >éﬁ}
> = S T Rl Py
Who could have dreamt it? On Monday, Romanlans toppllng a <;%>3%/
DA (o statue of Lenin that hadd stood in a Bucharest quare for 30 15<_;
C/O\)’ {)&6 < —74 7$ /‘LE‘- PL' aWL( J}\i‘, ?!DH-’;." f’)\(-‘“"“}ll D>—Z'_%‘
4 yedrs. // And in thHe Soviet Union QnendaywearTiér“—- another 34
S R o =<, T
\ﬁs1ght even Ripley wouldn t believe: That-Nation's first-multi- *< s, .
> ook —— e mN L ><
B candidate elections &t the local or Republly 1evel* // Thlnk of C oy
{ el qu¥\ it: Commﬁ;i;;—candldates acceptlng the Yi}l of popular ballot 4- . ﬁ :{
./ 7 ‘- )
O a baII/t whléﬂ/lncf/éed 1ndependent candidates. Even in Moscow, .
totalitarianism is on the wane -- because of a dynamic Soviet
- B ﬁ
leader willing, as Lincdln said, "to think anew." And because we N
have been resolute, liberty is on the march -- for a strong

America is an America at peace. //

— L

' \; Today, John Warner is encouraging peace as ranking , .
. —— ot el . o e

s Republican on the’génate Armed Forces Committee. Where he's
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helplng arms control get done -- but /[done right. // John is the (| .
ohk @ﬁﬁJ member of/the Senate wﬁ/fonée/negotx/’Ed an executlve,
L \ — o e —
s L\‘,(;:?L:N“?nat’i/gnal security agreement with the Soviets. And I'm looking to
27

him to help guide new treaties and new budgets through this new

decade of unprecedented change. // But our Administration has

still other priorities -- because change here at home is just as

important as change abroad. //

/

D™ The first is the environment. Last week, we reached- &‘

W \(\q o y— — — e — .

%QQ &pnagreemen w1th Senate eaders on the first rewrlte of the Clean

oed iT Act in &6myears - to cut urban smog, a01d rain, and air CZ \74\

E%Ygi toXTres. John helped negotiate it. And like any Northern

n*-(_,«u&utL e ’/
Virginian, [he knows that lower traffic density is crucial to Al
C:{'\ S >\ —— e e T TR e
. clean air. // Next year marks the explratlon of the nghway Act
=l

&:

\: i

e T P — e <
- th/’plan that built America's Interstate nghways. And the
: / T — e
25’ e Publ/e Wor Committee will be re- ert ? that ct. We need J
-ﬁnc/, 55 L aner fto&ﬂé b me. The /:UOF/mné J/}lilta ﬁr)@)fo

on that Commlttee to ensure a fair bill for 1rg1 ia and America.

7 é@‘ﬂd wdd b
oty

~ .
N

// ((Only then can we win the daily battle against irate
drivers, crashes, and bumper-to-bumper traffic. And as a guy

said to me: "It gets worse after you leave your driveway.")) //

[ P

~<
;;ﬂﬂ’iz;kaﬁla« Another Administration priority is the elderly. ohn Warner
,>.- e

—— 7 e - S

e,

se% ves on the Special Commlttee on Aglng. I need him to help \x;

stop those who would mess around with Social Security. // And

[P e m 7 e

/}j§£;”,,for the less elderly, I need him as Senator to support d:ﬁéh}ll
%‘91.,Z’ to boe/t chlld/égte ch01ce through tax/Incentlves, not Federal

< >
y,méddling. ((A personal note: Lasft montﬁanohn had the same

’\/ T 7
"child-care" privilege I've enjoyed. He became a grand%Zther.))
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// Finally, two priorities concern Americans of every age: One

is education; the other, crime and drugs. // >\

Ainthgﬁi,mfﬁ’ ———— e ///
mLast-menéh I announced the 1990 National Drug Control <§l

T o T T e e
StraEegy -~ Phdse II of’tne drug policy we unveiled last year. c&%/ﬁ
o — e e 2 e X
.§§ // We re asking Congress to spend over $10 and 1/2 billion in

i-f,«;ﬂﬁ A e ~ D e
?\

1.

\ , 2> Fiscal Year 1991 for education, treatment, 1nterd1ctlon, and
o g " 2 A P R L e
enfordement -- about a 70 per cént increase since I took office.

// John Warner supports this strategy. Just as he supports such

h/ / — _—
Phase II steps as an expansion of the death penalty for drug

i e e - - - T e e

/
klngplns. // And our budget redquest to increase Federal

—— o

assistance to Stateés and localities. // Let others soft-pedal

@\’5 B
the need to be hard on crime. I say -- as Virginians do: If you
do crime, you'll do time. We intend to take back the streets. //
. e
At the same time, we must also take back our schools. So <
gopt— "= R
a?y\H last fall I cohvened an unpredecented event -- thig Nation's
———, - /"""—"_ ~- L S [ e, ———
first Education Summit -- at/the Un1vers1ty of Vlrglnla. // ///f .
Q_‘yf 7’\‘ /‘/h— > - %_ 7 ) = -
,wwfkp:; UV%/s/founder, Thomas Jefferson, once sald s1mply, annot live
Ten i R
};\DS/ without books." // So we met -- as Jefferson would have wanted
us -- to find new ways to propel America's love of learning. //

2 --.__, \}\ ?-—\

“Cyw From that summit arose the educatlon goals the Nation's
>}
s |/ $+ . - \\ — .
A/i &[ﬂC>Governors and I announced @%ﬁﬁ week Among them: W/‘Rust see \%iﬁ

that every studgnt in Amerlca starts school ready y to 1earn*> And

- P ol T o S - LT L
tﬁ t each school has an env1ronment where kids can learn. That
’ — / I et - -- /— / ——
means/;aklng every school drug free. // Our gradﬁataon rate
_— / P — T /
mu/t be né less than 80 percent And we want U’S students to be ™
S - YV - 7 - //

flrst in the world in math and s01ence by the year 2000 77
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Like Jefferson, John Warner knows that education is P~ e~
America's most enduring legacy. // And moreover, that to .03%1 -
preserve it we must give our all -- as he did during three ':S/E; ?g;
separate times of war, and now does in time of peace. // ié\‘

’f 5 ((Let me close, then, as I began -- with a §§25yiy<?his tale

> <

¢ about "giving your all." // Eleven years ago last month as
SIS about A

Virginia's newly-elected Senator, John was scheduled to give the
— - e e . <
annial readding of George Washington's farewell address. But a
7 s T e L el
snow storm hit Washington -- the worst since 1922. //
((The capital was paralyzed - but not John Warner. So
;><i<f/

leav1ng h1E74eme, he walked seven m11§5 - then, hltched a ride

e
- w-.:..,._,

/ \
to the Hlll on a tractor Stlll 1n the 01ty as aapart°8f“““pretest
- e

by the farmers. To John, such tenacity was all in the line of
I// i / "7‘4 e - =
duty: " George Washlggton could make 1t through- Valley Forge, je, "
/. e T e RS \\/ e / e T —————
he said, "a freshman Senator « « .« could certainly" appear ) //
it /m“““‘ ——————
'AM’ Afte ‘;Ekhours 1n/ihe bltter cold, John Warner’a;a\appezr\t

.

bgﬁ read General Washlngton S address. He was an "example" to us

——— R

/ / / g -~
all. Just as Virginia has been,for more than three hundred
yeatrs. // So let's roll up our sleeves. And keep in the Senate

a man whose honor, experience, and wisdom have so enriched this

Commonwealth. God bless you, God bless America, and let's keep

John Warner the Senior Senator from the great State of Virginia.

# % #
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