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Every generation has its own mission in the 1life of the

tseus of nuclear war or peace will in all likelihood be settled by you.

. nation. Your generation may well be the peace generation, tecause the

Twenty ycars ago, in Washington, President Kennedy called for
4 treaty to ban nuclear tests--as the first sten in a stratepy of pecace
tv bun nuclear war.

The words he spoke then ring now with a timeless truth. Despite
lnane talk today about a nuclear warning shot and a winnable nuclear
contlict, we know the abiding truth of his warning then “hat "total
w#ur makes no sense" in this age. And so we insist once more as clearlw
2iowocan that there is no sueh thing as a limited nuclenr var,

‘et some government officiale continue Lo plan "or onc. ilot long
oan exnert on the National Securlty Council foreraw a N0 pureent
sretebilicy ol such a conflict. And aDeputy Under Secretary of Dzflense azid
that all we need to survive is a shovel to dig a hole, a door and a plle
of dirt on top to keep out the fallout.

Recently we discovered that the Post Office is actually prepari:
charize of address cards to be filled out in the event of a nuclear attack

. . They have a plan to deliver all the maill right after the holocaust. But

even the Postal Service cannot deliver to that address. Rain and snow and
sleet may not stay thelr appointed rounds--but I think that a nuclear war
probably will.

. Some officials in Washington are also talking about a civil
defense scheme to evacuate all our major cities, which would require a
week's advance warning of an impending Soviet attack. What are the
russlans supposed to think, iIf their spy satellites suddenly see streams

of cars pouring out of Providence, crawling along Route 95, heading
ar the beaches of Newport and Point Judith?

Despite such plans and despite the escalation of bellicose
rhetoric from the centers of power in both of the most powerful nations,
we nust learn to live in peace with the Soviet Union. We dare not
misuse what is wrong in the Soviet system as an excuse for denying what
is right in Soviet-American relations--which 1is the overriding imperative
of nuclear arms control. No government should bé regarded as so much of
an "evil empire" as to Justify reckless policles which could subjumate
ti¢ world to the permanent evil emplre of radioactive deatn. We must

% demand a national leadership which will spend less time preparing for
‘. nuclear war--and more time preventing one.

There 1s no morality 1n the mushroom c¢loud. The bhlack rain will
fall equally on the just and the unjust. And the world that 1g leflt in
T ashezs of Armapaddon will little note nor long remember which was the
cvil empire,
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At one of the forums this aiterrnoen, Zr., Joiin Yustore, of
the Internatlional Physicians for the Prevention of Huelear Yar, will
discuns the medical consequences of this ultimate confrontation. T hLave
seen the nuclear threat up close in a place where it bescarme all too real.
I have stood in Hiroshima. I have talked to the survivors of that first
nuclear holocaust. They speak of a blindirg lignht, a burning wind, the
cries of the injured, heard but not hesded. And anvone who stends in
thzt spot or who hears Dr. Pastore and understands the threat, must make
a cormmitmont to do all that must be done to see that it shall never happer

30 1T do-not agree with the advice that citizens must not orfer
ay, alternative becauses it will undermine the present negetiations. "hat
i# what other Administrations have said in their elfort to mute dlssent
I other dark days on other difficult issues. And in the caze of Vietnam,
t=n3 ol thousands of Americans and hundreds of thousands of Yicunanesa
i1zl before the lezson was learned that the answer to failure is not
mzre uf the sane.,

Gur strategy of peace must be based on a realistic asusessment
=T our relationship with the Soviet Union. ior too long, we have strayed
cetadcen two misconceptlions about the Russians--between overblown illusions
ol cecoperation and overstated notions of confrontation. An arms control
vi2aty willl not tame Soviet misconduct in other arcas. And the refusal to
nemoriate such an apreement, even when it is in our natioral interest,
will not Tr2e Alghanistan, or break the repression in Foland, or stop the
“low of arms to Central America. In short, we cannot punicsh the Russians
Ly ralsing the risk of nuclear war. We hear about linkage--but we must
not icrget our fundamental common link as people on thils planet--that
we shzll all live or die together.

#e do not fear economic competition or ideological rivalry
v the Joviet Union. We belleve in individual enterprise and humarnr
tiverty--ond with inspired leadership, that belief can have the most
povarrul appeal, as it has in the past, to the rest of the world. How marny
iumiprants have ever moved to the Soviet Union in search of a hetter life

The one placc where the Russians know they can compete Is militar
Power--and they will pay any orice to prevent us from forcing them into
a position of military inferiority. We can and we should maintain
strategle parity--~whieh requires a sufficient and a secure deterrent. Ve
car and we should strengthen our conventional forces--so that we can avoid
reliance on nuclear retaliation during a crisis.

But for both great powers, arms control is a far saner way to
preses /e strategic parity than an endless arms race. Despite the
di fercices which divide the United States and the Soviet Union today,
an. which will divide us for years or generations to come, what must
uni.¢ us 1s an unflagging determination to avoid nuclear annihilation. We
must segk to malntaln our freedom and the peace at the same time--for
there will be no such thing as liberty iIn a lifeless land.

Both sides today are at essential nuclear parity. Even in the
unlliikely event that a Soviet first strike destroyed all our land-based
missiles, we would still have 3,500 warheads on our submarines and our
bombers--enough to destroy every Soviet city and town seven times over.
The United States has the capacity to make the Soviet rubble bounce all
the way from Moscow to Vliadivostok--and the Soviets can make our rubble
bounce all the way from Providence to the Pacifie.

A year ago, a number of us in Congress took up a cause and a
challenge that had already stirred at the grassroots across the country.
We called for an immediate, mutual and verifiable freeze between the
United States and the Sovliet Union on the testing, production, and
deployment of nuclear weapons.

The opponents of the freeze contend that we cannot halt the arms
race in the face of the continuing Soviet bulld-up. But in fact, a bilater
freeze 1is the best way to prevent that bulld-up. It would halt the entire
new generation of weapons whlch the Soviets are now developing--
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including the Blackjack bomber, the Typhoon submarine, cruise and
land-based moblle missiles. The cries of alarm about Soviet advances in
the future amount to a compelling reason to freeze the present balance of
forces--and to stop the threatening trends now,

The Administration prefers to respond instead with an American
nuclear weapons build-up. But you do not have to te an lsaac MNewton to
understand that for every American action 1n the arms race, there will
be an equal and opposite Soviet reaction. The lesson of the past generatic
is that the Soviets will match our escalation step by step--bomber for
bomber, missile for missile, warhead for warhead. And so we drift, as
Einstein said, toward unparalleled catastrophe.

Our opponents also say that a freeze may be impossible to verify
But impartial experts have testified again and again that a freeze is
at least as veriflable--and probably more so--than other arms control
agrecments, including the President's own START proposal. Moreover, we
have made 1t clear from the beginning that anything which cannot be verifi
will not be frozen. We do not advocate a freeze because we trust the
Russians. But we do distrust those who would continue the arms race at
any and all costs.

And there are also opponents of the nuclear freeze who explain
thazt they favor reductions instead. But there is a darker side to their
slogan. Reductions are not all they want. While professing limits on older
weapons, they want no limits on the newest and most modern weapons--
which are also the costliest and the most threatening.

For example, the Administration's START proposal for reductlons
would still permit us to build the B-1 bomber--which is nothing more than
a supersonle Edsel in the sky. And 1t would also permit the unrestrained
pursuit of thelr Star Wars scheme for outer space--which would open anothe
trip wire for nuclear war.

This really 1s a very strange ldea. We cannot found national
policy on fond memoriles of radio serials, dreams of the 0ld West, and
the thrilling days of yesteryear. We must reject the preposterous notion
of a Lone Ranger in the sky, firing silver laser bullets and shooting
missiles out of the hands of Soviet outlaws.

The best defense against nuclear war 1s arms control and then
disarmament.

The Administration answers that we need the threat of new
weapons as bargaining chips and to close the window of vulnerabillity. Last
year the President claimed we were vulnerable because the Russians could
hit and destroy our existing Minuteman silos. So he appointed a commission
whilch reviewed every conceivable solution to the problem of Minuteman
silos. It's like having a car that is getting wet because of a leaky
garage roof--and then trying to solve the problem by changing the make
of the car.

MX 1s a missile wlthout a mission and weapon without a home.
It is time to say "No" to thils latest incarnation of nuclear madness—--
it 1s time to say MX is a mistake.

Frankly, the more I hear from this Administration about the MX
missile, the more I feel like standing up on the Senate floor--and recitin
"Jabberwocky." ’

Support for a nuclear weapons freeze does not mean that we
seek a weaker America. We have watched in recent weeks as ministers of
the Gospel have been urged to preach in favor of an escalating arms race.
But in the Secriptures I have read, nowhere does 1t say: "Blessed are
the warmakers and the munition manufacturers." We have witnessed the
revival of McCarthyite tactics which equate dissent with disloyvalty--
and vwhich imply that the advocates of a freeze are somehow or other dupes
or pawns, But someone should tell the apostles of this reincarnated Red
Scare that the f{reeze movement is as American as Massachusetts and Rhode
Island, which is where it all began.
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Suppori for the Iracos does rab waan gryrosit! o & mhroLs
national defense. [ fuvor real prowth ol Tive npercert In the military
tudget %o assure readlness and reliability, The President 1o demandlirg
twice as much. But we cannot atrford military waste which weakerns the
nation--and which has subverted the nationzl consensus =» a sustalned
improvement in our forces, especially our conventlional carability. Instea
orf lavishing our treazure on first strilve wearons, let oo srend Ifoorn
first class schools and flrat class collegnn Jor cur ssudonts,

And let us nrever Torpet that natloe securicy inceludesn the
sevdition of our socioety ar well s thoe size of our misslles. world
I

anoarms race is also a world fmpoverd{shad. For Amerlon, running that
g race ¢ripples our eayacity to do anytiring else.

a

Two months after iils Inauguration in 19583, frasident Fiszenhower
vy ogun that 1a made, every warship launched, ooy rockot Cired

in the rinal sense a theft fronm ‘Ho 2@ who hupoor and e nol
Who are cold and are not clothed."

Taday we ar cuttine dmmunicotio for ehdldon Lo to
vinanze Lne weapons that may someday Kill them. bvepry n L.rln f'or
mizsille means fever homers for our fam:l1“ . Every new warhead huidence
sviten that can read enemy defensos means more punils who 1 not learn
to read. Zvery new escalation that could mean death at an ly apge =oros:
tLhe carth also darkens th2 golden years of our senior cltizens nuw.

oY

Wi haar rhetoric from our hiphsst officials about eliminating
dpectary waste, 0 they are serdous, Iet then enter ir* a nuclegr
cary 1% them pursue nuolﬂal reductions; let them eliminate the
:x-enditur2s that now make a desert of our dreams--and that someday could
nake a cold wasteland of all the earth.

Tn closling, let me say something speclal to each of you who are
sradonts tapre, and to all those of your ag: who share the high ideals of
Vit ooerzsion. The conselisnce, tie caring, the commitzent that vou and
rtieon bring to the nuclear issue can help to determine the

o7 our country and even the fate of the earth.

Athers bef'ore ¥ou have faced a similar test. Tho vounr were
colnouhe 1960's, in the forefront of the fight for civil rishts and
tie strugscle agalnct the Vietrpam War. In the 1970's, your older sisters
and brothars summoned America to protect the pricelecs heritaps of our
environment, and to provide squality for the majority of our peenls who
are women.

Now in the 1980's, a moment of history and 2 sense of hope call
vour generation to werk as great as any that has gone before--the worl
of peace. The challenme comes with special warning now because the
dany;?r has become so present and so clear. The difference each of vou can
nalke, 17 all of you tryv, may mean the difference between peace and war,
between a just society and a garrison state.

What happens at Brown and in the many other ceclleges and
comnunities of America is of enduring importance for the future of our
nation. You did not make the world you live in, but you have the chance
to change it.

Twenty years ago this weel, when President Kenncdy spoke ror
a nuclear test ban treaty, it was a day very much like this, at a
commerncemsnt at American University.

On that occasion, he pointed to the iInterests that unite all
human beings everywhere:

"We all inhabit this small planet. We all breathe tlc
same air. We all cherish our children's future. And
we are all mortal."

I know how mueh my brother Jack cherished John's [uture--and how
proud he would be 1T he could be here today. And he would be proud a5 well
that so many of you continue to share his faith that publie involvement
iz an honorable and worthy adventure.
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