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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.

[Introductory acknowledgments]
([I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation

and their fighting forces. 1In front of this group, I think of
only Hopred by The

the incredible fireworks display last Thursday: It was the-most- ¥irecwed;

dazzling ol
i our Patriot Missiles set—off (DD)

their—ewn—fireworks over Israel and Saudi Arabia.]] //

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone

am +O’o(
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. %dsafd

the—other day that-hisTast words were, "Pléasé pass—the-

Statement.

e ’

—Our—researechers—tell-me-that his real last words were, "I have
endeavored to do my duty,"}}—// and hefl, “Please pess Hu broceoli™ #/ 7)
Well, I've come here to talk about our shgred duty to build
an effective national defense. The Senate w&%éfstagngooking at

our defense budget this week. Its deliberations could have a

profound impact on our future national security.



el @mericms) @)

(nof e
2
peorle
Some AmeriCans seem to think that the collapse of communism
7 = bo
and our trlumph in the Gulf have reduced the importance of (‘70)*{*
a credible The y e well-intestioned — but they ave wiremy.

.:h4nk*ag—abea%—defense. ‘But sensible defense is as important --

and as difficult to achieve -- as ever.
Ne ~, -Aechanging-international environment—and—tight budgets have—
N ‘,_,’_,; - has
A T .led’our Administration to proposeJa defense budget that wiil

Xhae

consume;z’smallefrbroportlon of our gross national product -than
s 5-a tine of tight budgets — sad o€ e “%

(DV) any since the Great Depre551on:A You don't have to have an Secvr.+

Y.
accounting degree or a chest full of medals to understand that

v
(5M@)»%his—budget—§95sﬁ*t—&eave—any—rcom—for—porkv——xvery penny spent

on unnecessary items comes at the expense of defense muscle.
I know that some budget cuts will hurt some of you. I also
know that some of you build or support systems that we do not

consider absolutely vital. But as President, I have a duty to

serve the national interezf -- and our national interest demands
' D) our
Vv a defense budget that provi esAsecurity

seil at the lowest feasible cost.

) 14
J Last August I announced plans to restructure our defensive
e wfure .
(0“3).systems in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new .

kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:

o

bodget dgficit is
One: We don't have a blank check for defense°‘““ ;79w¢ oul bt
colldisn) [ we e Sl Thredencd by it
( Instabllltles around the globe, s%tii*threaten—ﬁs— (gha)

L XAl Mass /, VIS
Many nations have acquired Kigit=teeh weapons ofAdestruction.
When despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapons and

ancient ambitions, they threaten us all. At the same time, the
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Soviet Union remains a military superpower, with an increasingly
sophisticated war machine.

Three: we need the right kiﬁd of military. Our forces must
have the muscle to discourage aggression, the mobility to meet
unexpected challenges, and the flexibility to deal with
everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage crises.

These principlés lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate
them will get my personal veto. //

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nation's history. When you hear members
of Congress complaining about the B-2's cost, remember that a

would do the 3% of (om8
single B-2 replaces literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,

escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, and other

bombers. Wmmtmmm—epemm

W\‘“" (Q.Mon)

the—atrcr&fé—*eﬂmqﬂates— (°M§>

And when members of Congress play cute by arguing that we .
only need a few B-2s because they're so technologically advanced,
ask yourselves: Should we risk our security, the lives of our
sons and daughters, and our national credibility just because
ConTEeg, SN S SRR 2,000 GRS AEh o gevplugion dn, v 102
warfare’A Think about the costs; think about military operatlsﬁs' 14 5o
think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll (S““ﬁ)

operatirmal (oﬂﬁ) Thet 75 Planes will
conclude that we need two f£}ight wings of the B- 2\\ provide,

/]l‘ (om 8)

I
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Congress also seems reluctant to spend money protecting Ame=ic=,

ovr Brmed forgeg diploned argued the Al pngf wn
Ameéricans from accidental -- or intentional -- ballistic missile
attacks. We have asked Congress fo support the G-PALS system --
that's Global Protection Against Limited Strikes. People who
think we will face threats no more severe than the SCUD missile
live in a dream world. If we want to protect ourselves and deter
aggression, we haveia responsibility to develop technologies
within our reach. This includes G-PALS. (; budget without G-
. . Statement of
; : Not comsistesd Wi

PALS will be a budget with a veto./// Adwin. Policy (om@)

As we prepare for our future, we also must ask what kind of
military structure we need. Our Gulf experience showed just how

valuable reserves can be, but it also showed that we don't need

the kind of reserve component the House insists we keep. The

~da
! f

House defense bills will spend/'$11-billion over the next five
operatiog (KsC)

years on unneeded reserve positions and eguipment. This money, I

might add, would come at the expense of programs that all our

forces, active and reserve, will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave last August 2nd --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize the

international community and lead it through such efforts.
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We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
have claimed for years. They {5n/égqggnimize civilian
casualties, maximize damage to military targets, shorten wars and
save lives.

It would be a shame if Congress, so soon after the war,
ignored the lessons of the Gulf. It would be a travesty if we
wasted money on defenses that would not have helped us in our
last war, and won't make any sense in the next.

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; that enables us to fight
the next war, not the last one; that places greater priority on

T've bees ih (omyress, T Kuow e pressee
national security than on congressional incumbency. ¢ "P“f“ty porotbd

That's why Wk (o)

/ (pp) /1Our Administration has tried, %tn—domestic—pvticies—and——-
_deéeﬂse—poitctes-tnhres%efe—propUrtIUn—tv—fédérarﬁmﬁnanﬁﬁﬁﬁi“

AL ammd use the offlce of the presidency to make decisions that might

/ seem too painful for representatlves or senators.
v A case in Peint s Yhe Base Clegure Comanigron.

inks ([Tomorrow, I will ask Congress to adopt the recommendations
rea’y, e C tuw Al Ye g one
) 4y vl o (owrae E""‘? weny & ot
s v . ¢f of the s Commission. The commission’had a tough job, #+ec (nt
"s "‘ ‘1, W2 (\;v“ lVVIp&""fk' W CWA dU'A* ((\-,
At ot : o L
A res cgmmttment to This—deeision reflects—our  t.y

o Ak

W ‘areg

9t ® o
abandoning its fundamental responsibilities.]] freend 4,
Thirty years ago, in his valedictory address to the nation, aevwen-
Dwight Eisenhower talked about themes that remain important 0\+f7 bl
mat’'/-
today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military interedt.

establishment," he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for (C7?)
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instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to
risk his own destruction."

Yet, Ike also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -- not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

Let us remember that today and every day. Our job is to
serve the American ﬁeople and address their needs. If we want to
keep that job, we must create a military force strong enough to
protect our interests but lean enough to preserve public faith in
government.

A New World Order demands a new set of defense priorities -
-~ a set I have discussed today. Together, we can put those
priorities into action -- and retain the sacred trust the public
has placed in us. As attention turns toward the Seﬁate, I ask
your help in this wvital task.

Thank you for letting me join you today -~ and may God Bless

the United States of America.
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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.

[(Introductory acknowledgments])

([I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation
and their fighting forces. 1In front of this group, I}think of
ﬁﬁe inéredible fireworks display last Thursday: 'It was the most
wonderful thing I've seen since our Patriot Missiles set off
their own fireworks over Israel and Saudi Arabia.]] //

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone

L 7“u/¢
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. I said

Ehe~o%her’6§?“fH§E‘HTS\iast-wosds~wereT“"Ptease*pass—the\‘
-broeeoli *"—// —Actually, that was his next to last-statement.
Our-researchers tell-—me-that-his real last words were, "I have

-

endeavored to do my dutxjﬂj}fiy’ aaz_ﬁgt) Plecse fass The bboccolﬂ\‘ilj
Well, I've come here to talk about our shared duty to build

an effective national defense. The Senate will start looking at

our defense budget this week. Its deliberations could have a

profound impact on our future national security.
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Some Americans seem to think that the collapse of communism
and our triumph in the Gulf have reduced the importance of
thinking about defense. But sensible defense is as important --
and as difficult to achieve -- as ever.

A changing international environment and tight budgets have
led our Administration to propose a defense budget that will
consume a smaller proportion of our gross national product than
any since the Great Depression. You don't have to have an
accounting degree or a chest full of medals to understand that
this budget doesn't leave any room for pork. Every penny spent
on unnecessary items comes at the expense of defense muscle.

I know that some budget cuts will hurt.some of you. I also
know tha; some of you build or support systems that we do not
consider absolutely vital. But as President, I have a duty to
serve the national interest -- and our national interest demands
a defense budget that provides security for everyone on American
soil at the lowest feasible cost.

Last August I announced plans to restructure our defensive
systems in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new 4
kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:

One: We don't have a blank check for defenseg /¢ bvése! deficit 1 =

. eality we inugr deq)
We are s+l fir»cnfcaolby < o i

Two: , Instabilities around the globe, st¥11 threaten-us.

N
:’//Pa«Vklltl(‘;Vh/' e,

Many nations have acquired high-tech weapons of destruction.
When despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapons and

ancient ambitions, they threaten us all. At the same time, the
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Soviet Union remains a military superpower, with an increasingly
sophisticated war machine.

Three: we need the right kiﬁd of military. Our forces must
have the muscle to discourage aggression, the mobility to meet
unexpected challenges, and the flexibility to deal with
everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage crises.

These principlés lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate
them will get my personal veto. //

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.‘

- I have -asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nation's history. “hen you hear members
of Congress complaining about the B-2's cost, remember that a
single B-2 replaces literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,
escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, énd other

bombers. 1In the end, it costs less to purchase and operate than

mengr 3 i v 5 ' \
tthaircraft it replaces. (’ﬁfnf FhinK Vo < Mgl - )
And when members of Congress play cute by arguing that we -

only need a few B-2s because they're so technologically advanced,
ask yourselves: Should we risk our security, the lives of our
sons and daughters, and our national credibility just because
Congress doesn't want to come to grips with a revolution in :
Ta the 26f Conbwy s pation cam't Kep relying “on o bomber Jdesignad in the 1440 k. buift
warfare?A Think about the costs; think about military operations; ~ /7%

think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll

conclude that we need two flight wings of the B-2.
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Congress also seems reluctant to spend money protecting
Americans from accidental -- or intentional -- ballistic missile
attacks. We have asked Congress fo support the G-PALS system --
‘that's Global Protection Against Limited Strikes. People who
think we will face threats no more severe than the SCUD missile
live in a dream world. If we want to protect ourselves and deter
aggression, we haveia responsibility to develop technologies
within our reach. This includes G-PALS. A budget without G-
PALS will be a budget with a veto. //

As we prepare for our future, we also must ask what kind of
military structure we need. Our Gulf experience showed just how
valuable reserves can be, but it also showed that we don't need
the kind of reserve component the House insists we keep. The

House defense bills will spend $11 billion over the ‘next five  j.¢¢

operationg, ’)M

years on unneeded reserve positions and equipment: This money, I
might add, would come at the expense of programs that all our
forces, active and reserve, will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave last August 2nd --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize the

international community and lead it through such efforts.

-2 ol
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We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
~ have claiﬁed for years. They let us minimize civilian
casualties, maximize damage to miiitary targets, shorten wars and
save lives. |

-It would be a shame if Congress, so soon after the war,
ignored the lessons of the Gulf. It would be a travesty if we
wasted money on defénses that would not have helped us in our
last war, and won't make any senée in the next.

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; that eﬁables us to fight

the next war, not the last one, that places greater prlorlty on

o natlonal securlty than on congre551onal 1ncumbency

Our Admlnlstratlon has trled, in domestic pollcies and
defense policies, to restore proportioﬁ,to federal éovernment,
and use the office of the presidency to make decisions that might:
seem too painful for representatives or senators.

[[Tomorrow, I will ask Congress to adopt the recommendations
of the Base Closure Commission. The commission had a tough job,
but performed its task with admirable fairness, impartiality, and
commitment to the national interest. :This decision reflects our
commitment to government that lives within its means Qithout
'abandoning its fundamental responsibilities.]]

Thirty years ago, in his valedictory address to the natidn,'
Dwight Eisenhower talked about thehes that remain important
today. "a vital element in keeping the peace is our military.

'éstablishment,“ he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for



6
instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to
risk his own destruction." .

Yet, Ike also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -- not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

Let us remember that today and every day. Our job is to
serve the American oeople and address their needs. If we want to
keep that job, we must create a mllltary force strong enough to
protect our interests but lean enough to preserve public faith in
government.

A New World Order demands a new set of defense prlorltles -
"= a set I have discussed’ today. Together, we can put those ]
prlorltles 1nto action -- and retain the sacred trust the public
has placed in us. As attention turns toward the'Senate, I ask
your help in this vital-task{

Thank you fot letting me join you today -- and may God Bless

the United States of America.
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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that woﬁderful intfoduction.
[Introductory acknowledgmentsi

[[I've seen some incredible things in the lést week: Mt.
Rushmore at its’dedic§tion; the spirit of people in .Marshfield,
Missouri; an enthusiastic July 4th crowd in Grand Rapids,

O Moor oMut
Mlchlgan.< In front of this group, I think qé3the 1ncred1b1e é &J
@,

fireworks display we saw last Thursday)CZ- eét-aghEéE?ﬁ
th*ng—&Lve—se%a‘s1nce our Patriot Missiles intercepted SCUDs over
Israelznsﬁudl Arabia @Ku@ //

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. I said
the other day that his last words were, "Please pass the
broccoli." // Actually, that was his next fo last statément.
Our researchers tell me that his real last words were, "I have
endeavored to do my duty."j] //

Well, I've come here fo talk about our shared duty'to build
an effective national defense. The Senate will start looking at

our defense budget this week. 1Its deliberations could have more
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impact on national security than any defense debate in years. jb
)
With your help, that impact will be positive. /%%?
Some Americans seem to think that eﬁr-ﬁeﬁenseaﬁequ1Eemea@sn
have—waﬁed w1th he c llapse of communism and our triumph in the
P +he neea( to thild abput defease Mas _ﬁvane/ )
Gulf« That's not true, of course: Sensible defense is meEr OS
important -- and perhaps more difficult to achieve -- than ever.
All of us in this room understand the forces tugging at
Becquse o Q.chanc’gmj bt raational  <anpprat ans’
Congress. Tlght budgets hemrf-epeeéﬂﬂ%sm proposeﬁ(a defense Ff‘oqr;, "
Wt N que .
<hudget= that will consume a smaller proportion of our gross
national product than any since the Great Depression. You don't
have to have an accounting degree or a chest full of medals to
Sveh &
understand that théss- budget doesn't leave any room for pork.
Every penny spent on unnecessary items comes at the expense of

defense nuscle.

Ma
& W"ﬁe/ hese cuts é hurt some of you. I aE® know that some of

we belitve I below +he Dine oF whet we néae of an
you build or support systems that -F—we—oppese. But as President, aF%Eny’
4

I have a duty to serve the national interest -- and our national
interest demands a defense budget that provides security for ﬂwmrkq,
exveryone-on-Ameriean=soil at the lowest feasible cost.
| Last August I announced plans to restructure our defensive
systems in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new
kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:
One: We don't have a blgggnggggkmfor defense;
Two:E%Fﬁﬂnétmha&e=a%s%m%hyﬁnmmwbanymurET”ﬂﬂﬁﬂmFtheaeeid

>
égigse7%$nstabilities around the globe still

military.machine~continues~to=grow—in
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Mai
sophitstiecation-and=size =T nations haVEgacquired high-

I -
tech weapons of destructionﬂ*AWhen despots suchk-as Saddam Hussein

combine modern weapons and ancient ambitions, the entire world
Qrat bins st Hl0 rely) (ot Linss e Sovit Y,
Wt At O Nmﬁé%? mM4Q, IN T

Three: we-need-a==new-~defense-philosophy. Our forces must
’ W aled “H\Q Dol Bae  oF m‘\&aﬁ{,
have the muscle to discourage a Ssion, the mobility to meet

ot dtEd . " )
unexpected challengesn and the flexibility to deal w1t§7 ‘
: Gﬂhﬁ b oeprad sundebods

everything from ICBMs to(i}ow-tech' assaults abro§§z ﬁ

must respond.

These principles lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense-proposals. If Congress sends me a defense budget that
does not incorporate them, I will respond with a veto.

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most(éfﬁigiggi:@@é?
revolutionary military aircraft in our nation's history. When
you hear members of Congress complaining about the B-2's cost,
remember that a single B-2 replaces literally dozens of aircraft:
tankers, escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, and dﬂi&;
bombers. In the end, the B-2 performs its tasks more efficiently
and cheaply than the aircraft it replaces.

And when you hear members of,Congress trying to get cute by
arguing that since the B-2 is s%@fu?we only need a few of
them, ask yourself: Should we be willing to risk our sécufityh
the lives of our sons and daughters, and our national credibility
_ Can't oWl - grpr bith | ac
just because Congress deesnlt—want—=to—~come—to—-grips..with.the_end

RuolvFivn 1A wolTare,
of—the-=€Cold=War? From a fiscal point of view, from an
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R )
ibﬂ ﬂg;QZP
4 ‘L
operational point of view, and from a security point of view, it

de plo wo  Full. by oF B-2s,
makes sense to iz fuldefli-ght=wings—0feB=2S..

Similarly, Congress seems reluctant to spend money

protecting Americans from accidental -- or intentional --

Ahtig
ballistic missile attacks. We have asked Congress to +e¥ the

GPALS system -- that's Global Protection Against Limited Strikes.
People who think we will face threats no more severe than the

SCUD missile live in a dream world. If we want to protect

ol s it 6 Aty

ourselves and deter aggression, we sught to use technologies

wi have Wit Ftach.
already-awvaizltab¥e~te-us. This includes G-PALS. A budget without

G-PALS will be a budget with a veto.

As we prepare for éé%afuture, we also must ask ourselves:
-Foﬂ’g’ Mvs‘f we cvl our a¢+\V<, "@f’éﬁ
What kind of militarypstructure do we need? Be=we=<nced=to=retadin.

Cuea cleeper Jusi- o preserve  ovy eserve Qph%”\m'},
cur—present-active~reserve—component?

Our Gulf experience
showed just how valuable reserves can be, but it also showed that

we don't need the kind of reserve component the House 1n51sts

action #@?ﬁ

that we keep. According to our calculations, House has—added
ettt o will el FH B v vur oxprase
éﬁﬂrkﬁiéﬁonnmnﬂunneeded reserve positions aﬁq;gqu;pmﬁ_hﬂfgzzgggm

vt~ ThA next five years.— 7 WW “j\ao‘b J’)‘f\ﬂ'ub 04 M‘e W.ﬂ
b (ite | Qllizes ancd Atucrt, W pucss,

I can tell you, I thank God for our reserves and the
magnificent service they provided in the Gulf. " But as a national
leader, I can justify only Qhat‘yg'nést-- not what reserve
groups, not what politicians, not- even what I as a former Navy

man, may want in terms of reserve strength.
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We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the Egggzggspeech I gave last August second --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned in the war that nations of the world can and will
act collectively to deal with aggression. The wib;dFry waé&il¢u]
ciiplomacy first, and use military‘action onl)Ci‘f&{:hey must.7 MJMY"“{S

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize thefmueé
international community and lead it through such éffOrts.

We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
have claimed for years. They leét us/}‘ minimize civilian
casualties, maximize damage to military ta_r:gets, shorten war% and
save lives.

It would be a shame if Congress, ZE%gZF:fter the war,
ignored the lessons of the Gﬁlf. It would be a travesty if we
wasted money on defenses that would not have helped us in our
last war, and certainly won't make aﬁy sense in the next(war

As the Senate begins its crucial déliberations, I urge it to
pass a budget that defends people, not pork; to pass a budget

enoblg vt
that fighsg the next war, not the last one; to pass a budgg; that
places greater priority on national security than on
congressional incumbency.

Our Administration has tried, in domestic policies and
defense policies, to restore a sense of proportion and
responsibility to federal government, and to use the office of

the presidency to éélé?advocate programs that might seem too

painful for those who represent smaller constituencies.
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Tomorrow, I will ask-Congress to adopt the recommendations
of the Base Closure Commission. The commission had a tough job,
but performed its task with admirable fairness, impartiality, and

commitment to the national interest. This decision reflects our

AN

commitment to government that lives within its means without
abandoning its fundamental responsibilities.

Thirty years ago, in his valedictory address to the nation,
Dwight Eiserhower talked about themes that remain important
today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military
establishment,”" he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for
instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to
risk his own destruction."

Cavdivated  that ous -eﬁ*bﬁ# mu et .
Yet, Ike also addedj-We~must~guard-against.the_acguisition

re Fleet fationg) inteeectt  angd HDeFiona) gl == not dhe more

of .unwarranted-influences-whether. sought or uhsought, by the
NALrow., _eoNCevS$ = &b e ar SA Lion shifuenes
m*&@tary‘T%dgé%rTa%fé%mpfgivﬁm%he%potentfénmformthe:disasgébus

) Ma(us‘f'rz ot redSure  qluvp. _

rise~of~misplaced power exists—and-will.persist. " =

C o 4hy Awereay pesle
Let us remember that our job is to seérve hem and their

needs. Let us create a military force strong enough to protect
our interests but lean enough to preserve public faith in
government.

_ A New World Order demands a new set of defense priorities.
Together, we can put those priorities into action -- and retain
the sacred trust the public has placed in us.

Thank you for letting-me join you today -- and may God Bless

the United States of America.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 8, 1991

O}MEMORANDUM FOR TONY SNOW

FROM:

SUBJECT:

STEPHEN G. RADEMAKE%
ASSOCIATE COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

Presidential Address: American Defense
Pr redn A iation W. Mari H 1

Pursuant to Phil Brady’s request, Counsel’s Office has reviewed
the above-referenced matter and has no legal objection. We

suggest, however, that the word "dazzling" be insert in place of
"wonderful" in the fifth line of the second paragraph of page 1.

cc: Phillip D. Brady
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Please provide comments/edits on the attached directly
to Tony Snow, Rm. 122, x2930, with a copy to this office
NO LATER THAN NOON, MONDAY, JULY 8. Thank you.

RESPONSE: %/ B%

PHILLIP D. BRADY
Assistant to the President
and Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702
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NOTICE:

Enclosed are comments from staff members of the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB). Such comments do not necessarily
represent the official position of the Director of OMB or of the
Office of Management and Budget. If you wish to have the
Director’s personal comments, please let me know -- and contact

me if you have any questions.

If our proposed substantive changes are t made, please let

us know before the material is prepared in f£inal.

Jam . T

Associate Director for
Legislative Reference
and Administration
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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.
[Introductory acknowledgments]

[[I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation
and their fighting forces. In front of this group, I think of
the incredible firewofks display last Thursday: It was the most
wonderful thing I've seen since our Patriot Missileg set off
their own fireworks over Israel and Saudi Arabia.]] //

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of'
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. I said
the other day that his last words were, "Please pass the
broccoli." // Actually, that was his next to last statement.
Our researchers tell me that his real last words were, "I have
endeavored to do my duty."j] //

Well, I've come here to talk about our shared duty to build
an effective national defense. The Senate will start looking at
our defense budget this week. Its deliberations could have a

profound impact on our future national security.
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Some Americans seem to think that the collapse of communism
and our triumph in the Gulf have reduced the importance of
thinking about defense. But sensible defense is as important --
and as difficult to achieve -- as ever.

A changing international environment and tight budgets have
led our Administration to propose a defense budget that will
consume a smaller pfoportion of our gross national product than

any since the Great Depression. You don't have to have an

accounting degree or a chest full of medals to understand that

[

JEvery penny spent
on unnecessary items comes at the expense of defense muscle. ,ﬁ%?L
I know that some budget cuts will hurt some of you. I also
know that some of you build or support systems that we do not
consider absolutely vital. But as President, I have a duty to
serve the national interest -- and our national interest demands
a defense budget that provides security for everyone on American
soil at the lowest feasible cost.
/ Last August I announced plans to restructure our defensf;e

Pesture

‘QLVRAJ ‘systems-in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new g
[ ST

kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:
One: We don't have a blank check for defense;
Two: Instabilities around the globe still threaten us.
Many nations have acquired high-tech weapons of destruction.
When despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapons and

ancient ambitions, they threaten us all. At the same time, the
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Soviet Union remains a military superpower, with an increasingly
sophisticated war machine.

Three: we need the right kiﬁd of military. Our forces must
have the muscle to discourage aggression, the mobility to meet
unexpected challenges, and the flexibility to deal with
everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage crises.

These principlés lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate
them will get my personal veto. //

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nation's history. When you hear members
of Congress cozfifiﬁtgg i?ogﬁ the B-2's cost, remember that a

Lou O 7T JOoW o
single B-2 replaces literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,

escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, and other

bombers. In-the-end, it costs less to; purchase and-eperate—than

aV

the aircraft it replaces. ﬁé:ﬁh[§7

And when members of Congress play cute by arguing that we -

only need a few B-2s because they're so technologically advanced,
ask yourselves: Should we risk our security, the lives of our
sons and daughters, and our national credibility just because
Congress doesn't want to come to grips with a revolution in
warfare? Think about the costs; think about military operations;
think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll

opefqﬂw,,f Hiat 5~ 5 100 u;y[- 4
conclude that we need two flight-wings of the B-27 75 fle u”//fr“ £
[

o
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Congress also seems reluctant to spend money prote tlng/%ﬂenaz
our armect Lorees olaylo fzfi arouxel tlie woortd il sur alles
<Americans—from accidental -- or intentional -- ballistic missile
attacks. We have asked Congress to support the G-PALS system --
that's Global Protection Against Limited Strikes. People who
think we will face threats no more severe than the SCUD missile
live in a dream world. If we want to protect ourselves and deter
aggression, we haveia responsibility to develop technologies
within our reach. This includes G-PALS. Zg:budget without G- /VbjL
PALS will be a budget with a<§é;é::2237 GOM%Zf{“

As we prepare for our futﬁfe, we also must ask what kind of ” f)
military structure we need. Our Gulf experience showed just how m%zgs
valuable reserves can be, but it also showed that we don't need
the kind of reserve component the House insists we keep. The
House defense bills will spend $11 billion over the next five
years on unneeded reserve positions and equipment. This money, I
might add, would come at the expense of programs that all our
forces, active and reserve, will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave last August 2nd -- J
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize the

international community and lead it through such efforts.
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We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
have claimed for years. They let us minimize civilian
casualties, maximize damage to military targets, shorten wars and
save lives.'

It would be a shame if Congress, so soon after the war,
ignored the lessons of the Gulf. It would be a travesty if we
wasted money on defénses that would not have helped us in our
last war, and won't make any sense in the next.

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; that enables us to fight
the next war, not the last one; that places greater priority on
national security than on congressional incumbency.

Our Administration has tried, in domestic policies and
defense policies, to restore proportion to federal éovernment,
and use the office of the presidéncy to ﬁake decisions that might
seem too painful for representatives or senators.

[[Tomorrow, I will ask Congress to adopt the recommendations
of the Base Closure Commission. The commission had a tough job,
but performed its task with admirable fairness, impartiality, and
commitment to the national interest. This decision reflects our
commitment to government that lives within its means without
abandoning its fundamental responsibilities.]]

Thirty years ago, in his valedictory address to the nation,
Dwight Eisenhower talked about themes that remain important
today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military

establishment,”" he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for-



6
instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to
risk his own destruction."

Yet, Ikeé also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -~ not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

Let us remember that today and every day. Our job is to
serve the American ﬁeople and address their needs. If we want to
keep that job, we must create a military force strong enough to
protect our interests bu£ lean enough to preserve public faith in
government.

A New World Order demands a new set of defense priorities -
- aset I have discussed today. Together, we can put those
priorities into action -- and retain the sacred trust the public
has placed in us. As attention turns toward the Senate, I ask
your help in this vital task.

Thank you fo; letting me join you today -- and may God Bless

the United States of America.



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

July 8, 1991
NOTE FOR TONY SNOW:

This is a nice speech. Please see some
minor comments from Phil and me, and,
more broadly, one other point:

We wonder whether the paragraph on base
closings should be included. Including

it would make that the news story of

the speech (esp. locally, but also I

think for national news), overshadow

the broader defense restructuring message,
and implicitly link the issues of re-
structuring and base closings, to the
detriment of the former.

Thanks.

Jo S. Gardner
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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.
[Introductory acknowledgments]

([I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation
and their fighting forces. 1In front of this group, I think of
the incredible fireworks display last Thursday: It was the most
wonderful thing I've seen since our Patriot Missiles set off
their own fireworks over Israel and Saudi Arabia.]] //

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. I said
the other day that his last words were, "Please pass the
broccoli." // Actually, that was his next to last statement.
Our researchers tell me that his real last words were, "I have
endeavored to do my duty."]] //

Well, I've come here to talk about our shared duty to build
an effective national defense. The Senate will start looking at
our defense budget this week. 1Its deliberations could have a

profound impact on our future national security.
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Some Americans seem to think that the collapse of communism
and our triumph in the Gulf have reduced the importance of
thinking about defense. But sensible defense is as important --
and as difficult to achieve -- as ever.

A changing international environment and tight budgets have
led our Administration to propose a defense budget that will
consume a smaller pfoportion of our gross national product than
any since the Great Depression. You don't have to have an
accounting degree or a chest full of medals to understand that
this budget doesn't leave any room for pork. Every penny spent
on unnecessary items comes at the expense of defense muscle.

I know that some budget cuts will hurt some of you. I also
know that some of you build or support systems that we do not
consider absolutely vital. But as President, I have a duty to
serve the national interest -- and our natiohal interest demands
a defense budget that provides security for everyone on American
soil at the iowest feasible cost.

Last August I announced plans to restructure our defensive
systems in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new 4
kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:

One: We don't have a blank check for defense;

Two: Instabilities around the globe still threaten us.
Many nations have acquired high-tech weapons of destruction.
When despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapons and

ancient ambitions, they threaten us all. At the same time, the



3
Soviet Union remains a military superpower, with an increasingly
sophisticated war machine.

Three: we need the right kiﬁd of military. Our forces must
have the muscle to discourage aggression, the mobility to meet
unexpected challenges, and the flexibility to deal with
everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage crises.

These principlés lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate
them will get my personal veto. //

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nétion's history. When you hear members
of Congress complaining about the B-2's cost, remember that a
single B-2 replaces literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,
escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, and other
bombers. In the end, it costs less to purchase and operate than
the aircraft it replaces.

And when members of Congress play cute by arguing that we
only need a few B-2s because they're so technologically advanced,
ask yourselves: Should we risk our security, the lives of our
sons and daughters, énd our national credibility just because
Congress doesn't want to come to grips with a revolution in
warfare? Think about the costs; think about military operations;
think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll

conclude that we need two flight wings of the B-2.
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Congress also seems reluctant to spend money protecting

Americans from accidental -- or intentional -- ballistic missile
attacks. We have asked Congress fo support the G-PALS system --
that's Global Protection Against Limited Strikes. People who
think we will face threats no more severe than the SCUD missile
live in a dream world. If we want to protect ourselves and deter
aggression, we haveia responsibility to develop technologies
within our reach. This includes G-PALS. A budget without G-
PALS will be a budget with a veto. //

As we prepare for our future, we also must ask what kind of
military structure we need. Our Gulf experience showed just how
valuable reserves can be, but it also showed that we don't need
the kind of reserve component the House insists we keep. The
House defense bills will spend $11 billion over the next five
years on unneeded reserve positions and equipment. This money, I
might add, would come at the expense of programs that all our
forces, active and reserve, will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave last August 2nd --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize the

international community and lead it through such efforts.
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We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
have claimed for years. They let us minimize civilian
casualties, maximize damage to military targets, shorten wars and
save lives. |

It would be a shame if Congress, so soon after the war,
ignored the leéssons of the Gulf. It would be a travesty if we
wasted money on defénses tpat would not have helped us in our-
last war, and won't make any sense in the next.

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; that enables us to fight
the next war, not the last one; that places greater priority on
national security than on congressional incumbency.

Our Administration has tried, in domestic policies and
defense policies, to restore proportion to federal dovernment,
and use the office of the presidency to make decisions that might
seem too painful for representatives or senators.

[[Tomorrow, I will ask Congress to adopt the recommendations
of the Base Closure Commission. The commission had a tough job,
but performed its task with admirable fairness, impartiality, and
commitment to the national interest. This decision reflects our
commitment t§ government that lives within its means without
abandoning its fundamental responsibilities.]]

Thirty years ago, in his valedictory address to the nation,
Dwight Eisenhower talked about themes that remain important
today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military

establishment," he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for:
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instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to
risk his own destruction."

Yet, Ike also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -- not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

Let us remember that today and every day. Our job is to
serve the American ﬁeople and address their needs. If we want to
keep that job, we must create a military force strong enough to
protect our -interests but lean enough to preserve public faith in
government.

A New World Order demands a new set of defense priorities -
- a set I have discussed today. Together, we can put those
priorities into action -- and retain the sacred trust the public
has placed in us. As attention turns toward the Senate, I ask
your help in this vital task.

Thank you fo; letting me join you today -- and may God Bless

the United States of America.
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Thank you, Genéral Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.
[(Introductory acknowledgments]

([I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation
and their fighting forces. In front of this group, I think of"

the incredible fireworks display last Thursday: It was

'FVMufaﬁv“

o our Patriot Missiles Sl E
Shredr—surr—fivewonks over Israel and Saudi Arabia.]] //

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniﬁersary of"-
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. I said
the other day that his last words were, "Please pass the
broccoli." // Actually, that was his next to last statement.
Our researchers tell me that his real last words were, "I have
endeavored to do my duty."]] //

Well, I've come here to talk about our shared duty to build
an effective national defense. The Senate wftr%séﬁﬁraooking at
our defense budget this week. Its deliberations could have a

profound impact on our future national security.
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this budget &@ee=T*t leave any room for pork. Every penny spent
on unnecessary items comes at the expense of defense muscle.
I know that some budget cuts will hurt some of you. I also

know that some of you build or support systems that we do not

A consider absolutely vital. But as President, I have a duty to

serve the national interest -- and our national interest demands
a defense budget that provideQ::;;urity OO e R e e e
eoTT at the lowest feasible cost.

Last August I announced plans to restructure our defensive
systems in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new -
kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:

One: We don't have a blank check for defense;

Two: Instabilities around the globe still threaten us.

Many nations have acquired high-tech weapons of destruction.
When despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapons and

ancient ambitions, they threaten us all. At the same time, the
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Soviet Union remains a military superpower, with an increasingly
sophisticated war machine.

Three: we need the right kihd of military. Our forces must
have the muscle to discourage aggression, the mobility to meet
unexpected challenges, and the flexibility to deal with
everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage crises.

These principlés lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate
them will get my personal veto. //

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nétion's history. When you hear members
of Congress complaining about the B-2's cost, remember that a
single B-2 replaces literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,
escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, and other
bombers. In the end, it costs less to purchase and operate than
the aircraft it replaces.

And when members of Congress play cute by arguing that we
only need a few B-2s because they're so technologically advanced,
ask yourselves: Should we risk our security, the lives of our
sons and daughters, and our national credibility just because
Congress doesn't want to come to grips with a revolution in
warfare? Think about the costs; think about military operations;
think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll

conclude that we need two flight wings of the B-2.
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Congress also seems reluctant to spend money protecting
Americans from accidental -- or intentional -- ballistic missile
attacks. We have asked Congress fo support the G-PALS system =--
that's Global Protection Against Limited Strikes. People who
think we will face threats no more severe than the SCUD missile
live in a dream world. If we want to protect ourselves and deter
aggression, we haveia responsibility to develop technologies
within our reach. This includes G-PALS. A budget without G-
PALS will be a budget with a veto. //

As we prepare for our future, we also must ask what kind of
military structure we need. Our Gulf experience showed just how
valuable reserves can be, but it also showed that we don't need
the kind of reserve component the House insists we keep. The
House defense bills will spend $11 billion over the ‘next five
years on unneeded reserve positions and equipment. This money, I
might add, would come at the expense of programs that all our
forces, active and reserve, will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave last August 2nd --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

| We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize the

international community and lead it through such efforts.
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We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
have claimed for years. They ¥et#=ws minimize civilian
casualties, maximize damage to military targets, shorten wars and
save lives.

It would be a shame if Congress, so soon after the war,
ignored the lessons of the Gulf. It would be a travesty if we
wasted money on defénses that would not have helped us in our
last war, and won't make any sense in the next.

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; that enables us to fight
the next war, not the last one; that places greater priority on

national security than on congressional incumbency.
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Dwight Eisenhower talked about themes that remain important i&]

today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military "lf“‘“*u
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instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to
risk his own destruction.™

Yet, Ike also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -- not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

Let us remember that today and every day. oOur job is to
serve the American ﬁeople and address their needs. If we want to
keep that job, we must create a military force strong enough to
protect our interests but lean enough to preserve public faith in
government.

A New World Order demands a new set of defense priorities -
- a set I have discussed today. Together, we can put those
priorities into action -~ and retain the sacred trust the public
has placed in us. As attention turns toward the Seﬁate, I ask
your help in this vital task.

Thank you fo; letting me join you today -- and may God Bless

the United States of America.
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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.
And thanks also to your chairmén, Mac Cramer.

[[I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation
and their fighting forces. And here in Washington, we enjoyed an
incredible fireworks display last Thursday -- a spectacle
surpassed only by the red glare of Patriot missiles over Israel
and Saudi Arabia. // ]]

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone
entirely, I do want to set the historic record straight. I am
told that his last words were not, "Please pass the broccoli," !/
but instead, "I have endeavored to do my duty."]] //

Well, I've come here to talk about our shared duty to
maintain an effective national defense. The Senate has started
looking at our defense budget, and its deliberations could have a
profound impact on our future national security.

Recognizing the changing international environment and

taking into account domestic fiscal constraints, our
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Administration has proposed a tough, lean defense budget. This
proposal consumes a smaller proportion of our gross national
product than any defense budget since the Great Depression. Now,
you don't have to have an accounting degree or a chest full of
medals to understand the importance of spending wisely. In
presenf circumstances, every penny we spend on unnecessary
defense items will come at the expense of defense muscle.

I know that some budget cuts will hurt some of you. I also
know that some of you build or support systems that we do not
consider absolutely vital. But as President, I have a duty to
serve the national interest -- and our national interest demands
a defense budget that guarantees our security at the lowest
feasible cost.

Last August I announced plans to restructure our armed
forces in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new
kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:

One: We don't have a blank check for defense. We must live
within our means.

Two: Instabilities around the globe still threaten us.

Many nations have acquired weapons of mass destruction. When
despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapoﬁs and ancient
ambitions, they threaten us all. Meanwhile, the Soviet Unién
remains a military superpower, with an increasingly sophisticated
war machine.

Three: we need the right kind of military. oOur forces must

have the strength to discourage aggression, the mobility to meet
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unexpected challenges, and the flexibility to deal with
everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage crises.

These principles lie at the heart of our Administration's
defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate
them will get my personal veto. //

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Steélth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nation's history. When you hear
members' compiaints about the B-2's cost, remember that a single
B-2 does the job of literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,
escort craft, suppression and surveillance craft, and other
bombers -- at a lower overall cost.

When people play cute by arguing that we only need a few B-
2s because they're so technologically advanced, ask yourselves:
Should we risk our security, the lives of our sons and daughters,
and our national credibility just because some members of
Congress don't want to come to grips with a revolution in
warfare? Should we be content to rely on a bomber designed in
the Forties and built in the Fifties?

Think about the costs; think about military operations;
think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll
conclude that we need two operational wings -- 75 aircraft -- of
the B-2. |

Some also seem reluctant to spend money protecting

Americans, our armed forces, and our allies from accidental -- or
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intentional -- ballistic missile attacks. We have asked Congress
to support the G-PALS system -- that's Global Protection Against
Limited Strikes. Anyone who thinks we will face threats no more
severe than the SCUD missile lives in a dream world. If we want
to protect ourselves and deter aggression, we have a
responsibility to develop defense technologies, such as brilliant
pebbles, within our reach. This includes G-PALS. //

As we prepare for our future, we also must ask what kind of
military structure we need. Our Gulf experience showed just how
valuable reserves can be. It also showed that we don't need the
kind of reserve component the House insists we keep. The House
defense billé will spend nearly 12 billion dollars over the next
five years on unneeded reserve positions and operations. This
money, I might add, would come at the expense of programs that
all our forces -- active and reserve -- will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- many of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave last August 2nd --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mobilize the
international community and lead it through such efforts.

We learned that high-tech weapons are not "toys," as critics
have claimed for years. They minimize civilian casualties,

maximize damage to military targets, shorten wars and save lives.
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It would be a shame if, so soon after the war, we ignored
these lessons. It would be a travesty if we wasted money on
defenses that would not have helped us in our last war, and won't
make any sense in the next.

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; that enables us to fight
the next war, not the last one; that emphasizes national
security, period.

Our Administration has tried to restore proportion to
federal government and use the office of the presidency to make
decisions that might seem too painful for representatives or
senators. 1I've served in Congress and I know the pressure to
advance the intere;ts of the home district.

A president, charged with the national interest, can help.
The Base Closure Commission provides a case example of a fair and
impartial attempt to serve the national interest; to ensure that
government lives within its means without abandoning its
fundamental responsibilities.

Thirty years ago, in his valedictory address to the nation,
Dwight Eisenhower talked about themes that remain important
today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military
establishment," he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for
instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to

risk his own destruction."®
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Yet, Ike also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -- not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

A New World Order demands a new set of defense priorities.
Together, we can put those priorities into action -- and retain
the sacred trust the public has placed in us. As attention turns
toward the Senate, I ask your help in this vital task.

Thank you for letting me join you today -- and may God Bless

the United States of America.
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I. SUMMARY

On Tuesday, July 9, at 10:15 a.m., you will address the
American Defense Preparedness Association at the J.W.

Marriott Hotel. The audience will consist of about 700
defense contractors.

IT. DISCUSSION

The speech (12 minutes, on teleprompter) closely
follows your address at the Air Force Academy. The speech
is designed to influence the Senate's work on the defense
bill this week by strongly defending the Administration's
plan -- including full funding for the B-2 and G-PALS, and
cuts in the Reserves and National Guard.
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Thank you, General Skibbie, for that wonderful introduction.
And thanks also to your chairman, Mac Cramer.

[[I've seen some incredible things in the last week: Mt.
Rushmore at its dedication; Americans celebrating their nation
and their fighting forces. And here in Washington, we enjoyed an
incredible fireworks display last Thursday -- a spectacle
surpassed only by the red glare of Patriot missiles over Israel
and Saudi Arabia. // ]]

[[You may not realize it, but today is the anniversary of
Zachary Taylor's death. I know the poor man has suffered his
share of indignities recently. But before we leave him alone
entirely, I do want to set the historic fecord straight. I am
told that his last words were not, "Please pass the broccoli," //
but instead, "I have endeavored to do my duty."]] //

Well, I've come here to talk about our shared duty to
maintain an effective national defense. The Sénate has started
looking at our defense budget, and its deliberations could have a
profound impact on our future national security.

Recognizing the changing international environment and

taking into account domestic fiscal constraints, our
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Administration has proposed a tough, lean defense budget ~- a
proposal that consumes a smaller proportion of our gross national
product than any defense budget since the Great Depression. Now,
you don't have to have an accounting degree or a chest full of
medals to understand that, under present circumstances, every
penny we spend on unnecessary defense items will come at the
expense of defense muscle. ﬁ/!/ M s o e

I know that budget cuts will hurt some of you. I also know
0t pranhss pad fregsom © Z A /}n//é,,é;_ w%/ﬂm [t L .
that some of you build or support systems that our Administration
does not consider absolutely vital. vBut,éé President, I have a
duty to serve the national interest -- and our national interest
demands a defense budget that guarantees our security at the
lowest feasible cost.

Last August I announced plans to restructure our armed
forces in light of the Cold War's end and the emergence of a new
kind of world. That proposal recognized some fundamental facts:

One: We don't have a blank check for defense -- never have.
We must live within our means.

Two: Instabilities afound the globe still threaten us.
Many nations have acquired weapons of mass destruction. When
despots such as Saddam Hussein combine modern weapons and ancient
ambitions, they threaten us all.\ Meanwhile, the Soviet Union
remains a military superpower, with an increasingly sophisticated
war machine.

Three: we need the right kind of military. Our forces must

have the strength here and abroad to discourage aggression, the
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mobility to meet unexpected challenges, énd‘the flexibility to
deal with everything from ICBMs to regional conflicts to hostage
crises. 2 o

These principles lie at the heart of our Administration's

W
I

defense proposals. Any defense bill that fails to incorporate .
them will get my peESQH@T’;;€;T~77‘-j;EE¢_=&“

With that in mind, let me talk about a few items I consider
crucial, beginning with the B-2 Stealth bomber.

I have asked for 75 B-2 bombers, the most revolutionary
military aircraft in our nation's history. When you hear
members' complaints about the B-2's cost, remember that a single
B-2 does the job of literally dozens of aircraft: tankers,
escorts, suppression and surveillance craft, and other bombers.

When people pray-cute by argui%@ that we only need a few B-

2s because they're so technologically advanced, ask yourselves:

Should we risk our security, the lives of our sons and daughterﬁ%gﬂf
and our nafional credibility just because some members of q\t;
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designed in the Forties and built in the Fifties? \

Think about the costs; think about military operations;
think about our long-range national security needs, and you'll
conclude that we do indeed need two full wings of the B-2. //

Some also seem reluctant to speﬂd money protecting Americans
from accidental -- or intentional -- ballistic missile attacks.

We have asked Congress to support the G-PALS system -- that's
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Global Protection Against-Limited Strikes. Anyone who thlnki%wTLUJ7
will face threats no more severe than the SCUD missile dives—in—a
véieigzgir&d- If we want to protect ourselves and deter
aggression, we have a responsibility to develop defense
technologies, such as brilliant pebbles, that lie within our
reach. This includes G-PALS. //

As we prepare for the future, we also must ask what kind of
military force structure we need. Our Gulf experience reinforced
the valuable role reserves can play. It also showed that we
don't need the kind of reserve component the House insists we
keep. The House defense bills would spend nearly 12 billion ~z o
dollars over the next five years on unneeded reserve positions Y

and operations.v This money would come at the expense of programSﬁ;
that all our forces -- active and reserve -- will need.

We learned many things in the Gulf -- a number of which were
anticipated in the defense speech I gave laét August 2nd --
ironically, the day Saddam invaded Kuwait.

We learned that nations of the world can and will act
collectively to deal with aggression. They will try diplomacy
first, and use military action only as a last resort.

We learned that the United States alone can mob'l ze the

ef aat
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We learned that high-tech weapons aré not pricey "toys," as a~‘
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casualties, maximize damage to m111tary targets, shorten wars and
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save lives -- American lives, coalition lives, and even enemy
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lives. We must never forget any life unnecessarily lost is a
tragedy -- especially in times of war.
It would be a shame if, so soon after the war, we

K

disregarded these lessons. // And it would be a travesty to V@ﬁﬁj mﬁ

A

waste money on defenses that would not have helped us in the
Gulf, and won't help us win the next war we face. //

As the Senate begins its deliberations, I urge it to pass a
budget that defends people, not pork; // that enables us to fight
the next war, not the last one; // that promotes national
security, period. // ;ﬂjﬁ“ngngw«-z}§f%b(M§ @w& My W %ﬂ

Our Administration has tried to restore proportion to
federal government and use the office of the presidency to make

decisions that might seem too painful for representatives or 4ﬁﬂ' <
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senators. I've served in Congress and I know t 3qpressure to )

advance the interests of the home district.

A president, charged with the nationalﬁinterééfjﬂéan help.
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The Base Closure Commission providés a case example of a fair and
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impartial attempt/to”gégbe the national interest; to ensure that

ggyernméﬁf lives within its means without abandoning its

ndamental_responsibilities. e
Thirty'years ago, in his valedictory address to the nation,
Dwight Eisenhower emphasized several themes that remain important
today. "A vital element in keeping the peace is our military
establishment," he said. "Our arms must be mighty, ready for
instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to

risk his own destruction."
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Yet, Ike also cautioned that our efforts must serve national
interests and national needs -- not the narrow concerns of
specific industries or interest groups.

A New World Order demands a new sgt of defense priorities.
Together, we can put those priorities into action. // As
attention turns toward the Senate, I ask your help in creating a
military strong enough to protect our interests but lean enough
to preserve public faith in government.l//

Thank you for your continued efforts to keep America safe

and strong. Thank you for letting me join you today -- and may

God Bless the United States of America.





