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POWERS OF JOINT COMMITTEE

Sec. 4. (a) The joint committee, or any duly authorized
subcommittee thereof, may—

(1) sit and act at such places and times during the
sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods of Congress,

(2) require by subpena or otherwise the attend-
ance of such witnesses and the production of such
books, records, correspondence, papers, and documents,

(3) administer such oaths and affirmations,

(4) take such testimony,

(5) procure such printing and binding, and

(6) make such expenditures,

as it deems advisable.

(b) The joint committee may make such rules respecting
its organization and procedures as it deems necessary, except
that no recommendation shall be reported from the joint com-
mittee unless a majority of the joint committee assent. Sub-
penas may be issued over the signature of the chairman of
the joint committee or of any member designated by him or
by the joint committee, and may be served by such person or
persons as may be designated by such chairman or member.
The chairman of the joint committee or any member thereof
may administer oaths or affirmations to witnesses.

(c) In carrying out its duties in accordance with the pro-

visions of this resolution, the joint committee is authorized to

HJ. R». ID—I|h
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receive classified information. The joint committee shall
secure the protection of such classified information by such
methods and systems as will afford protection which is at
least equal to that provided by the executive branch for the
protection of similarly c7assif>ed material. No Member of the
Senate or the House of Representatives shall make public
any part of such classified material without the prior approval
of the Senate or the House of Representatives, respectively.
STAFF OF JOINT COMMITTEE

Sec. 5. (@(1) In carrying out its functions under this
joint resolution, the joint committee may—

(A) appoint, on a permanent basis, without regard
to political affiliation and solely on the basis of fitness
to perform their duties, such professional, technical,
clerical, and other personnel as the joint committee
considers appropriate;

(B) prescribe their duties and responsibilities;

(C) fix their pay at respective per annum gross
rates not in excess of the highest rate of basic pay, as
in effect from time to time, of the General Schedule of
section 5332(a) of title 5, United States Code; and

(D) terminate their employment as the joint com-

mittee may deem appropriate.

(1. Hr. IK-Ih
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(2) Not less than one-third of the personnel appointed in
accordance with paragraph (1) shall be assigned to the minor-
ity members of the joint committee.

(b) In carrying out any of its functions under this joint
resolution, the joint committee may utilize the services, infor-
mation, facilities, and personnel of the departments and
establishments of the Government, and may procure the tem-
porary (not to exceed one year) or intermittent services of
experts or consultants or organizations thereof by contract at
rates of pay not in excess of the per diem equivalent of the
highest rate of basic pay set forth in the General Schedule of
section 5332(a) of title 5, United States Code, including pay-
ment of such rates for necessary traveltime.

(¢) The joint committee may reimburse any member of
its staff at the current per diem allowance, or at the actual
cost when such actual cost is provided for by the Standing
Rules of the Senate or by the Rules of the House of Repre-
sentatives, for travel, subsistence, and other necessary
expenses incurred by him in the performance of the functions,
powers, and duties of the joint committee while outside the
District of Columbia.

ADDITIONAL POWER TO SECURE INFORMATION

Sec. 6. The joint committee, upon the approval of the

chairman, may secure directly from any department, agency,

office, or other organizational unit of the Federal Govern-

HJ. Km . IK—Ih
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ment, such information as is necessary to enable it to carry
out this joint resolution, and the head of such department,
agency, office, or other organizational unit shall furnish such
information to the joint committee upon request made puisu-
ant to this section.
EXPENSES

Sec. 7. The expenses of the joint committee shall be
paid one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-
half from the contingent fund of the House of Representa-
tives upon vouchers signed by the chairman or vice chairman
of the joint committee.

TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION AND PROPERTY

Sec. 8. (a)(1) On the date of enactment of this joint
resolution, all property and records of the Internal Security
Subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate shall be transferred to the joint committee for its use.

(2)(A) Clause 9 of subparagraph 0) of paragraph 1 of
rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate is amended by
striking out “espionage,”.

(B) Senate Resolution 366 of the second session of the
Eighty-first Congress is repealed.

(b)(1) On the date of enactment of this joint resolution,
all property and records of the Committee on Internal Secu-
rity of the House of Representatives under the control of the

Judiciary Committee of such House in accordance with para-

(1. 1rt. [K—th



graph (m) of clause 1 of rule X of the Rules of the House of
Representatives shall be transferred to the joint committee
for its use.

(2) Paragraph (m) of clause (1) of rule X of the Rules of
the House of Representatives is amended by striking out

everything after “(18) State and territorial boundary lines.”.



J7th congress fj n r¢ a n
1st Session fl. K U kKkb. ftoO

To amend the Rules of the House of Representatives to establish the Committee
on Internal Security, and for other purposes.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Januaby 28, 1981

Mr. McDonald submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Rules

RESOLUTION

1 Resolved, That (a) clause 1 of rule X ofthe Rules of the
2 House of Representatives is amended by redesignating para-
3 graph (m) through paragraph (v) as paragraph (n) through
4 paragraph (w), respectively, and by inserting immediately

5 after paragraph 0) the following new paragraph:

6 “(m) Committee on Internal Security.

7 “(1) Communist, terrorist, and other subversive
8 activities affecting the internal security of the United
9 States.

10 “(2) The Committee on Internal Security, acting

11 as a whole or by subcommittee, is authorized to make



investigations from time to time of (A) the extent,
character, objectives, and activities within the United
States of organizations or groups, whether of foreign or
domestic origin, their members, agents, and affiliates,
which seek to establish, or assist in the establishment
of, a totalitarian dictatorship within the United States,
or to overthrow or alter, or assist in the overthrow or
alteration of, the form of Government of the United
States or of any State thereof, by force, violence,
treachery, espionage, sabotage, insurrection, or any un-
lawful means, (B) the extent character, objectives, and
activities within the United States or organizations or
groups, their members, agents, and affiliates, which
incite or employ acts of force, violence, or any unlaw-
ful means, to obstruct or oppose the lawful authority of
the Government of the United States in the execution
of any law or policy affecting the internal security of
the United States or advocate the use of terrorism to
achieve their objectives, and fC) all other questions, in-
cluding the administration andexecution of any law of
the United States, or any portion of law, relatingto
the foregoing that would aid the Congress or any com-
mittee of the House in any necessary remedial legisla-
tion. The Committee on Internal Security shall report

to the House (or to the Clerk of the House if the
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House is not in session) the results of any such investi-

gation, together with such recommendations as it

deems advisable.".
For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on
Internal Security, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized
to sit and act at such times and places within the United
States, whether the House is in session, has recessed, or has
adjourned, to hold such hearings, and to require, by subpena
or otherwise, the attendance and testimonv of such witnesses
and the production of such books, records, correspondence,
memorandums, papers, and documents, as it deems neces-
sary. Subpenas may be issued under the signature of the
chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any
member designated by any such chairman, and may be
served by any person designated by any such chairman or
member.

(b) Clause I(n) of rule X of the Rides of the House of
Representatives, as so redesignated by subsection (a), is
amended by striking out subparagraph (19) and by striking
out the two undesigned paragraphs immediately following
paragraph (19).

Sec. 2. Subparagraphs (4) and (5) of clause I(k) of rule
X of the Rules of the House of Representatives are amended
by striking out "clause I(p)(4)” each place it appears therein

and inserting in lieu thereof "clause 1(q)(4)”.



Sec. 3. On the date of enactment of this resolution, all
property and records of the former Committee on Internal
Security of the House of Representatives under the control of
the Judiciary Committee of such House, or under the control
of any other agency of Government, in accordance with para-
graph (m) of clause 1 of rule X of the Rules of the House of
Representatives shall be transferred to the Committee on In-

ternal Security for its use.






(Alaska MNegislature

Senate

February 25, 1982
SENATOR MIKE COLLETTA

The Honorable Victor Fischer
Chairman

State Affairs Committee
Pouch V

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Senator Fischer:

Enclosed is a copy of a poll conducted by Dave Dittman for the
Free Committee showing conclusively that Alaskans favor limiting
the terms of legislators.

Based on the overwhelming statistics contained in the poll, 1
urge you to schedule heaiings as soon as possible on Senate Joint

Resolution 55, which 1 introduced earlier this session.

The resolution, which must pass this session to gain a spot on
the 1982 general election ballot, would limit the number of terms
a legislator may serve to four consecutive terms in the House and

two consecutive terms in the Senate.

Nothing 1in the resolution prevents an incumbent from running for
office in the opposite house after serving the maximum time 1in one
body, or to sit out a term and seek election to his former seat.

I just feel it is good business practice to rotate people, before
old habits set in. And apparently Alaskans hold the same opinion.
Of the 455 persons interviewed in 51 communities across the state,
62 percent favored limiting the terms cf legislators. The trend
was consistent among Alaskans of all ages, background and areas
of the state.

Again, | request that you take up SjR 55 as soon as possible, 1in
order to allow the public ample time to testify on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Colletta

cc: all Legislators

SRAi BOX t4SB*Ki ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 0PSO2 + POUCH V. JUNCAU DBSM
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ANCHORAGE WOMEN®"S CLUB
FREE COMMITTEE

Bittman Research Corporation

Alaska Bank of Commerce Building
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Anchorage, Alaska



SURVEY ACCURACY

The Dittman Research Corporation, recognized in 1978 as one

of the nation"s most accurate political survey research or—
ganizations following a nation-wide comparison of published
pre-election survey results, further enhanced the reputation
following the 1980 General Elections 1in Alaska. The final
pre-election state-wide survey published in The Anchorage

Times reported that Frank Murkowski would defeat Clark Gruening
by 8% and become Alaska®s new U.S. Senator. After all chal—
lenged and absentee ballots were counted, the certified results

revealed Murkowski had defeated Gruening by 8.002%.

Nsilaska



METHODOLOGY

During the period February 27 - March 5, 1981, residents

of the sample locations listed on the following pages were
personally contacted by telephone by professional interviewing
employees of the Dittman Research Corporation. The views and
opinions of the Alaska residents were recorded on a number

of topics on a strictly confidential basis.

Research design- A random sample design was featured which
provided that all residents of those communities included
in the survey had essentially the same chance of being
interviewed. The sample was apportioned based on the pop-
ulation of the included communities.

Sample selection- The Anchorage sample was selected through
a computer-generated random digit dialing program. This
is particularly important in Anchorage due to a 40% rate

of unpublished and unlisted numbers.

The sa. pie in the other communities state-wide was randomly
selected from current telephone subscribers listed in the
most recent telepnone directory for each community. In these
communities the percentage of non-listed numbers does not
exceed 10%

—mJ vav.w [ .-V dint )\ mv oy



PROCESSING THE DATA-

Dittman Research Employees completed the coding and
editing, while all key-punching, verification, and data
processing was completed by Boeing Computer Services
Company through the Statistical Package for the Social
Sciences (SPSS) programs. The SPSS package is one of the
most sophisticated research-oriented data processing and
analytical systems available, and is designed specifi <'lly
for the processing and analysis of survey research data.



SAMPLE LOCATIONS

Sample points are assigned geographically throughout Alaska
in such a manner that all citizens over 18 have essentially

the same opportunity for involvement. Samples are drawn from
51 Alaskan communities.
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S tate o f A 1 a s k a
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

Juneau

"MJaVa CUWM 11/

The Honorable Jalmar Kerttula
President of the Senate
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Mr. President:

Under the authority of art. 111, sec. 18 of the Alaska
Constitution, 1 am transmitting a joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Alaska Constitution which would limit
the length of legislative sessions.

Regular sessions will be limited to 90 days, but they could
be extended in increments of up to 15 consecutive calendar

days. This could be done by the governor, or by a majority
of each house of the legislature with the approval of the
governor. The resolution also provides for limiting the

subjects that would be covered in an extension of a regular
session and provides a means for extending that list of
subjects.

As many of you know, 1 have long advocated a constitutional
limitation on legislative session length. In my 12 years of
legislative service, there was only one session which
warranted more than 90 days. That was the first session
upon achieving statehood, during which we set up the entire
state government - and we did that in only 84 days.

Although there has been a substantial 1increase iIn the size
of legislative staff and the amount of interim committee
activity, the length of .legislative sessions has not been
reduced. With the current sound condition of the state 3
finances, there 1s little 1incentive for early adjournment.
However, the advisory vote taken at the general election in
1978 demonstrated the public®s overwhelming support for a
session limitation. I strongly urge your early approval of
this measure.

/I"~""V Lncerely, \

ajf S. Hammond
</#arnor






INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTIONS (House)

HIR 71, (cont'd)

authorized by law for housing tor veterans and ratified by a majority
of the qualified voters of the State who vote on the question... ."
(underlined language is being added to existing statute). Provides
amendment to be placed before the voters at the next general elec-
tion.

Introduced January 12 and referred to State Affairs, Judiciary, then
to Finance.

Permanent Fund HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 72, by the Rules Committee by Request: of Gov.

(increasing Proposes an amendment to the state constitution providing at least
contribu.) twenty-five percent of production tax and severauce tax proceeds
(state const. shall be placed in the Alaska Permanent Fund. Provides amendment
—amending) be placed before the voters at the next general election. (See*SJR

58, page 23, identical).
Introduced January 12 and referred to State Affairs, Judiciary, then
to Finance.

MK Missiles HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 73. by Reps. Rogers, Randolph, Moss,

(deployment Clocksin, Vaska and Miller. Requests the President of the U.S.

in Alaska) to direct the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Air
Force to eliminate Alaska from consideration as a basing site for
MX missiles. Further asks the members of the Alaskan Congressional
Delegation to use every means available to prevent or discourage
deployment of the missiles and the use of nuclear excavation tech-
niques to deploy the missiles. Copies to be sent to the President,
Secretaries of Defense and the Air Force and the Alaskan delegation.

Introduced January 14 and referred to Resources.

Shuttle HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. A8. by Rep. Grussendorf. Urges the
Ferry Svc. Governor to direct the Dept, of Transportation and Public Facilities
(improving) to make every effort to improve the seating and rest facilities on

the shuttle ferries by such additions as wall-supported bunks and
other appropriate improv ments to meet the needs of the traveling
Alaskan public.

Introduced January 12 and referred to Transportation, then to

Finance.
Ninilchik HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 49, by Reps. Malone and O'Connell.
Speed Limit Requests the Governor to direct the Commissioner of Transportation

and Public Facilities to take the necessary action to reduce the
speed limit between Mile 134.6 and Mile 137 of the Sterling Highway
from 45 miles per hour to 35 miles per hour.

Introduced January 14 and referred to Transportation.
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Referred: State Affairs

IN THE SENATE 1Y STIMS«N
SENATE JfINT REStLUTIIN NC. 62
Il THE LEGISLATURE «F THE STATE «F ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - SEC»ND SESSION
epp«sing the deF «f MXmissiles
in Alaska.

*E IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

WHEREAS the United St
MK Intercontinental Ballistic Missiles (ICBMs) in deep underground bases in
Alaska; and

WHEREAS the United States Air Force, the Defense Nuclear Agency and the
Alaska tunnel mining industry apparently are considering the use of nuclear
explosives to excavate one or more mountains in which to deploy the missiles;
and

WHEREAS the MK missile is a strategic weapon designed to destroy Soviet
missile silos and other "hardened" targets; and

WHEREAS  deployment of MKmissiles in Alaska would make the state a
target for a Soviet preemptive missile attack; and

WHEREAS a final decision on the M basing mode is due in July 1983;

BE IT RESOLMVED by the Alaska State Legislature that the President of the
United States is respectfully requested to direct the Secretary of Defense
and the Secretary of the Air Force to eliminate Alaska from consideration as
a basing site for MK missiles; and be it

FURTHERRESOLMVED that members of the Alaska Congressional delegation use
every means available to them to prevent or discourage the deployment of MX
missiles in Alaska and the use of nuclear excavation techniques to deploy the

missiles.
COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable Ronald Reagan,
President of the United States; the Honorable Caspar W Weinberger, Secretary

-1- SIR 62
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of Defense? the Honorable Verne Orr, Secretary of the Air Force? and the
Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honorable Frank Murkowski, U.S. Senators, and
the Honorable Don Young;, U.S. Representative, members of the Alaska delega-

tion in Congress.

—2- SJR 62
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Chapter 9

DEEP UNDERGROUND BASING

One interesting concept for missile basing is
the deployment of the missile force in deep
mountain tnnnpls. buried thousands of feet
Tinder the surface, thereby providing protec-
tion for the missiles from a nuclear attack.
Such a facility would be manned and would
have self-contained provisions for electrical
power, life-support, and missile maintenance.
Upon the command to launch, tunnels would
*need to be"~bored to the surface to give the
mi54ile outside access preparatory to being
launched.

The limitations of such a missile deployment
derive not from the technical feasibility of its
construction, but from the time constraints of
a reliable missile egress for launch. A sche-
matic for two types of missile egress is il-
lustrated in figure 116A and B shows a number
of completed vertical exit passages that are
preconstructed. Missile egress through these
passages could be rapid, but the exit portals
could be easily attacked with nuclear weap-

116B

ons, which would deny then the ability to
launch the missile. Even "hardened" exit por-
tals would be vulnerable with today's missjle
accuracies. Moreover, attempts at construct-
ing hidden exits would rely totally on keeping
their locations secret for the entire course of
deployment —a considerable risk.
1

These observations have led to designs for
deep underground hasing without precon-
structed exits (see fig. 116B). After the order to
launch, large underground tunnpl hnrinp®
machines would clpar_a path tn the surface
from the partially completed tunnels. This
method of launch would nol-be-tapid. due to
the lengthy excavation process, and could take
a period of days to perhaps weeks; in the
meantime work continues on devising a faster
method for missile egress.

Clearly, this mode wouldjot be suitable asa
puick-response force for time-urgent missions
after the initial attack —a major stated require
ment for the MX missile. On the other hand, it
could play a useful part in the overall strategic
nuclear force as a secure reserve force. Post-
attack endurance might be very good, perhaps
a year or longer. Furthermore, it could have a
stabilizing effect and serve as a deterrent to
war due to its high survivability to nuclear
attack. Unlike fixed missile S'losTrr multiple
protective shelters, deep underground basing
would be relatively insensitive to the increased
accuracy of enemy missiles, or the frac-
tionation of their payload. Moreover,
deceptive basing of the mssiles would be
unnecessary.

Although studies of deep missile basing date
back many decades, it‘is still in a conceptual
stage. Hardware specific to this type of missile
basing has not been developed or tested,
although many of its components, such as
deep underground facilities and tunnel boring
machines, have been constructed for other
purposes. And, although a large data base on
underground nuclear explosions has been col-
lected over several decades, there is still a
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degree of uncertainty on the coupling of ex-
plosive energy of a nuclear surface burst to the
underground. This knowledge would be im-
portant in determining the minimum tunnel
depth for sure survival of the missile against a
large nuclear attack.

One concept for deep basing is illustrated in
figure 117. This approach would utilize basing
insidp nf a mpsa which, due to its relatively
steep slope, has the advantage of providing a
short tunnpling length to the mesa face for
missile egress. System burial would be typical-
ly spypxol-tfciciiisand fp&t The exit route for the
missile would be partially predug, with the re-
mainder left to be dug by a tunnel boring
machine, after receiving the command to
launch. In addition, a number of horizontal
access tunnels would lead to the underground
complex from the outside. These access tun-
nels, which would be required dicing con-

struction, would also provide underground
access during peacetime. Blast doors in these
tunnels would be needed for protection of the
underground complex during an attack. Stor-
age cavities would be provided for crew
quarters, a fuel cell powerplant and its re-
actants, waste disposal, and tunnel boring ma-
chines. (A typical tunnel boring machine is
shown in fig. 118. It is constructed and sold for
tunnelling operations.) A reliable means of
assuring a survivable communications link be-
tween the outside and the missile force has not
yet been fully developed, although a number
of possible candidate concepts do exist. One
such concept involves the deployment of a
large number of erectable communications an-
tennas, as illustrated in the diagram. Assuring
continuity of this link through the mesa during
periods of attack is still a matter to be fully re-
solved, since resulting block movements inside
the mesa may break underground cable links.

Figure 117.—MesafTunnel Concept Section View (not to scale)
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Figure 118.—Tunnel Boring Machine

SOURCE: RcbbIlm Co.. Seattle. Wish

An aerial view of the underground mesa-
based force is shown in figure 119. The under-
ground tunnels, shown as broken lines, form a
closed complex around the mesa. An enlarge-
ment of a tunnel section is described in figure
120. The missile would be part of a launcher
and transporter vehicle, as shown in figure 121,
that resembles the vehicle used for buried
trench basing, as discussed in chapter 2. For
missile launch, after the tunnel boring machine
cleared the way to the surface, the transporter-
missile launcher would move through the new-
ly built tunnel to the surface, under its own
power. This is illustrated in figure 122.

OTA has not analyzed either the environ-
mental impacts or scheduling considerations
for deep basing A preliminary review does not
indicate the likelihood of insurmountable
problems, however. Estimates for system cost

and construction time are highh tentative at
this time. Much work on the detailed concept
(particularly C3, research and development,
and validation of design would be needed.
Moreover," delays in construction for this
basing mode could be expected, as experience
in previous underground excavation projects
indicates unexpected geological conditions
that hamper progress. On the other hand,
much excavation experience is available from
many commercial and civil projects Land area
requirements are likely to be relatively small.
Shown in figure 123 is a map of the United
States with deployment areas of the Minute-
man missile fields, the proposed MX/MPS de-
ployment area, and two candidate basing
areas for deep underground basing, one in the
area of Grand Mesa, Colo., and an alternative
site in southern Utah.
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Figure 119.—Aerial View of Mesa-Based Force

SOURCE: Olhce ol Technology Ajaesament.

Figure 120.— Mesa/Tunnel Concept Plan View Schematic
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Figure 121.—Transporter Launcher

Length 35 m (115 tt)
Width 35m (11.5 ft)
Height 3.5 m (11.5 ft)
Weight 135,000 kg ’(300,000 Ib)

Drive motors (3) 350 hp each o !

SOURCE Oltice ot Technology Assessment

Figure 122.—Missile Launch
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Figure 123.—Land Area Requirements
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WHILE IN ANCHORAGE

1610 C STREET
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 9BS01

January 28, 1982

The Honorable Donald E. Young
House of Representatives

2331 Rayburn Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Young:

Thank you for the hospitality luncheon you provided while
I was in Washington, D.C. with the Alaska Senate delegation
last month.

Congress has completed a $199.7 billion defense appropriations
bill. Part of this bill.relates to President Reagan®s I1CBM
Modernization Plan. One of the alternatives of this plan is
deep basing the proposed M-X Strategic Missile Systen.

As a State Senator from Alaska 1 am interested 1in obtaining
some general background information on the M-X system and
some specific information on the following points:

* What does '"deep basing™ mean and what are the
various methods used to "deep base"?

* What are "super hardened silos”™ and how would
this be accomplished?

* How many missile silos currently exist in the
State of Alaska?

* How far along 1is the Department of Defense in
any plans to locate M-X missiles in Alaska?
If these plans are only in the "discussion”
phase, please respond as to when a "paper” plan—
ning process will begin and how much input the
State of Alaska will have in the process.

* It has been said that Alaska 1is not a desirable
location for the M-X missiles because the state's
proximity to the Soviet Union would afford less
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*DON YOUNG ,
IGRESSMAN fOR ALL ALUKA FEB 16 Y W@SMH L’:ISJISI\L%ELCE
COMMITTEES: TELEPHONE 202/225-5765
INTERIOR_AND INSULAR
AFFAIRS Congress of tfje tImtetr States Qiﬁﬁiﬁigf
2lolit of teprectettties S
Anchorage. Alaska 99513
BSasfjington, 3S.C. 20515 Telephone 907/271-597)

box 10.101 12th Avenue
Fairbanks. Alaska 99701
Telephone 907/45M 949

February 9, 1982

Honorable Terry Stimson
Alaska State Legislature
District 7-E

Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Stimson:

This 1s in reference to your letter of January 28th
requesting answers to your questions on the MX missile.
I asked my staff to do a little research on the matter.
I hope that this letter serves to clear things up a bit,
but 1 am in any event pleased to be able to be of assistance
to you.

Deep-basing i1s one of the three proposals for basi
the new MX missile. (The other two are continuous patrol
aircraft, and sea-basing, either on ships or small subs.)
There are several different modes of deep-basing, all in
the formative stage at present. One version forsees digging
deep tunnels to house the missiles, TfTilling the tunnels with
sand. The sand would serve to protect the missiles from
a direct attack, and could be innundated with water to
facilitate launching. Another form of deep-basing involves
burrowing deep iInto the south sides of mesas to base the
missiles, thus leaving the bulk of the mesa between the missile
and the Soviet Union.

Super-hardened silos are Minutemen silos reinforced
to withstand the incredibly high pressure associated with
a direct hit by a large nuclear warhead. No one Is sure how
well such a silo could protect a missile. Tests with actual
weapons are precluded by the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, under
which the US cannot test weapons above ground.

There are no intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMS)
in Alaska. There may be other types of missiles, but their
whereabouts and numbers are classified.

Under the provisions of the Nunn-Cohen Amendment to
the Defense Appropriations Bill,the Administration will
announce i1ts final decision on MX basing in July, 1983.



The FY 82 Budget included $20 million for R & D on MX
basing. The 83 figure is yet to be determined. Alaska
could only conceivably be slated to receive MX missiles

if the deep basing (DB) mode were chosen. IT DB is
eventually chosen, the choice of region for deployment will
depend, among other things, upon which type of DB 1is chosen.
Each type requires different geo-technical® characteristics.
ITf DB 1s chosen, a lengthy process would begin, starting
with the Defense Systems Aquisition Review (DSARC). DSARC
would not begin until after July, 1984 at the earliest.

Then a lengthy environmental process would begin to assess
the potential environmental impact of DB. The Environmental
Impact Statement procedure would probably begin in 1986,
with actual deployment starting in 1989 or later.

In any event, barring some change in US strategic doctrine,
the strategic considerations leading the Air Force not to
base ICBMs in Alaska would lead them not to deploy the MX
Iin the state. Our policy is one of deterrence, and it is
therefore not important to be able to strike first, but
to be able to respond to a Soviet strike. Because response
is important, it is crucial to have plenty of warning time
before enemy missiles would actually impact iIn event of war.
ICBMs are presently placed such that the Air Force would have
30 minutes warning time before enemy missiles would arrive.
That gives the US time to launch from under an attack, if it
so chose. In Alaska, however, there would be only 5 minutes
tactical warning, not enough to launch. Furthermore, the
command, control, and communications system in Alaska would
be vulnerable, and any ICBMs there would be vulnerable to
sea attack, which i1s why no coastal state contains ICBMs
at present. This is not even mentioning the potential logistic
and transportation problems Alaska would present as an MX
basing site.

There is a connection between DB and Alaska. The connection,
however, has nothing to do with deployment. It has to do
with technology. The Defense Nuclear Agency has been studying
Alaska tunnel mining techniques for application to DB.
They are very interested in certain burrowing machines.
Department of Defense sources stress that this has nothing ;
to do with Alaska®"s characteristics as a potential basing site.

I apologize for the lengthy reply, but 1 hope it served
to answer some of your questions. The chances of Alaska
being chosen as a site for MX really seem remote. IT you
have any further questions or comments, please do not hesitate
to write again. With best wishes,

DON YO
Congressman fo

DY:bw/rm
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\Y/ December 3, 1981

The Honorable Caspar W. Weilnberger
Secretary of Defense

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301

Dear Hr. Secretary:

Recently, reports havo circulated in Alaska that there were
plans by the U.S. Department of TJaf&hse to place MX missiles
in tunnels in Alaska. Preliminary checks with Washington
indicate that this is not being considered as a policy at
the present time. We would appreciate, however, confirma-
tion from you as to whether or not the consideration is
being given at this time to placing «x missiles in Alaska.

If now, or in the future, there are plans of this nature, we
would certainly anticipate that the state of Alaska would be
officially notified, and bo allowed some input on those ~
determinations.

For your information, 1 am enclosing a recent newspaper
article regarding the situation so that you will under-
stand my desire to havo ooroa“statement from you.

Sincerely,

Jay S. Hammond
Governor

Enclosure
JSH:JD:SKF:raal/lI

bcc: Dera Cowles



THE SECRETARY 0F «EFENSE

WASHINGTON. *.C. 2*3*1

1EC 22 1511 C;C29 1931

GOVERNOR'S OFFICi

Honorable Jay S. Hammond
Governor of Alaska
Juneau, Alaska 99824

Dear Governor: *

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposed M-X strategic missile
system. I certainly understand your concern on the reported deployment of M-X.

Ai: a long-term option under President Reagan’s ICBM Modernization Plan,
deep basing is being evaluated as a survivable M-X option. Various defense
agencies are beginning to assess the underground tunneling technology of the
civilian industry. Presently, we are evaluating the mechanical factors which would
allow us to develop an underground missile basing concept. At this time no specific
sites are being evaluated.

If deep basing shows sufficient promise as an operational system which we
could effectively deploy, we will begin to consider potential siting locations.
Although it is quite unlikely that a missile with intercontinental range would be
deployed in Alaska, the Department of Defense is obligated to review all options
available for M-X deployment. Therefore, | cannot categorically tell you that
Alaska will not be considered as a possible deep basing location.

The Department of Defense will definitely and properly inform you if our
evaluation shows that the State of Alaska is a viable deep basing site for M-X
deployment. Additionally, we would solicit and welcome your participation in the
necessary planning for such a deployment.

I hope that this information :s useful. Please contact us if we can be of any
further assistance.

Sincerely,
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State of Alaska

MEMBER POUCH V
JUNEAU. ALASKA-99811
(907) 463*3822

TENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE
ELEVENTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE
TWELFTH ALASKA LEGISLATURE 263 MULDOON AOAD
STATION BOX 76
ANCHOKAOE. ALASKA 99304
(907) 337*6071

March 2, 1982

Senator Tim Kelly

MR. CHAIRMAN, MEMBERS OF THE SENATE. STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE:

Thank you for this opportunity to speak with you for
a minute about a problem all federal employees in Alaska,
both civilian and military, are experiencing. As you know,
Mr. Chairman, the Federal Government, in an effort to cut
costs, has, during the last few years, changed the formula
used to determine the cost-of-living allowance given federal
employees 1in Alaska. The COLA is the government®s way of
insuring that an employee 1in Alaska, working the same job
as an employee in Louisiana, for example, receives equivalent
compensation by compensating for the increased cost-of-living
up here. The result in the government®s change to the COLA
formula has been to reduce compensation for federal employees
in Anchorage from 25% to 17.5% and reduce the living wage and
lifestyle of our federal employees, both civilian and military.

Mr. Chairman, we all know that living in Alaska 1is more
expensive than living almost anywhere else in the country.
Just the basics of housing and food are constant reminders
to all of us of the financial price we pay for living 1in
Alaska. Our state 1s one of the most important to the future
welfare of this country. Not only stratigically, as is ex-
ampled by the presence of large and vital military install—
ations throughout the state, but also our proven natural
resources may provide the key to the future economic i1nde—
pendence of the United States. The decisions made by the
federal government as to how our natural resources are
developed and the mental and physical preparedness of our
armed forces throughout the state, 1is in large part deter—
mined by the quality of the people making decisions. IT those
people can make more money elsewhere, then some will choose to
go elsewhere. If the U.S. Government and the State of Alaska
are to continue to depend on the high caliber of workers we
now enjoy, we must maintain competitiveness with other areas
of the nation. Federal COLA 1s just one example but 1t is an
important example. It simply makes no sense to lower the
compensation of these people making decisions vital to our
future. I think the federal government should take another
closer look at the federal COLA formula for Alaska and
re-adjust i1t to more accurately reflect reality.

1 would ask this committee to favorably act on this
Resolution.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 70. by Senator Ziegler. Resolu-
tion states that since 1977, "the fishery management plan ana
amendments implemented by the Secretary of Commerce under the
Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 197b have resulted in
substantial reductions in the harvest of chinook salmon in the
fishery conservation zone ort the coast ot Southeast Alaska . . . and
in 1981, Alaska commercial fishermen suffered more than a 10
percent reduction from the 1980 allowable harvest ot chinook salmon.”
States that at the January meeting of the NPFMC it was tentatively
decided to direct the Nat. Marine Fisheries Office, Alaska Region, to
manage the Yakutat-S.E. Alaska chinook salmon fishery at the lower
end of the 1981 optimum yield range and that Canadian commercial
fishermen have not experienced a comparable reduction.

Requests the North Pacific Fishery Management Council to direct the
National Marine Fisheries Service, Alaska Region, to manage the
Yakutat-Southeast Alaska chinook salmon fishery at-the upper end of
the 1981 optimum yield range. Requests the President to direct the
Sec. of Commerce to disapprove amendments to the fishery management
plan submitted by the NPAMC if the amendments reduce the harvest of
chinook salmon in the Yakutat-S.E. Alaska Regional below the 1981
level. Also requests the President to direct American participants
in salmon interception treaty negotiations with Canada to ertect a
speedy resolution of North Pacific salmon fishery issues.

Provides that copies be sent to the President, the Secretary of
Commerce, the Chairman of the N. Pacific Fishery Mgmt. Council, and
to the members of the Alaska Delegation in Congress.

Introduced February 15 and referred to Resources.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 71. by Senators Kelly, Fischer,
Ferguson, Bradley, Rodey, Stimson, Sturgulewski ana Ziegler.

Urgently and respectfully requests the President to direct the Office
of Personnel Management to obtain cost-of-living information from
affected federal employees in Alaska and, based on that information,
to recalculate the reductions in the cost-of-living allowance
recommended over the past two years, so that the former level of
allowance might be restored, thus allowing federal employees in
Alaska to receive a more equitable ana adequate cost-of-living
allowance than they now receive. Provides that copies be sent to the
President and to members of the Alaska delegation in Congress.

Introduced February 16 and referred to State Affairs.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 72. by Senator Bradley. Re-

quests the federal government not to remove World War 11

artifacts from Alaska and to make them available for preserva-
tion iu museums in the state. Also requests Congress to make

it illegal to remove World War Il artifacts from Alaska. Provides
that copieB be sent to George Bush, Vice President; Thomas O'Neill,
Jr., Speaker ot the House; the Secretaries ot the Air Force, Navy,
and Army; and to the members of the Alaska delegation in Congress.
(See SB 740, page 18l—same subject.)
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RESOLUTION SJR-75 IS JIJST ANOTHER SYMBOLISM OF THE AMERICAN

TRADITION FOR THE HANDLING OF FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY li, THE
WORLD OVER THE PAST 200 YEARS. | SUPPORT THIS RESOLUTION AND
GOD BLESS YOU MR. STIMSON FOR INTRODUCING THIS RESOLUTION
SHOWING YOIJR SOLIDARITY WITH THE POLISH PEOPLE. MY THANKS TO
THE ENTIRE SENATE FOR THEIR SUPPORT IN THE PASSAGE OF THIS
LEGISLATION.

STAN BORUCKI OF ANCHORAGE

7550 OLD SEWARD HIGHWAY

ANCHORAGE ALASKA 99502
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shrewdly exphited to portray
anas jckless against,a patient and‘comproroiSrfi
I--Party's mrmnpniy onixmegsi& i*& & a& jgn
Fortheiracquiescencein defeat and coorationi2frightehed Polish publicand to give sorQe cregencg to
inpreventing bloodshed,; LechWalesa and Pope Joh %‘?& ¥he Generals overdrawn charge that “‘not days but
PauTll mightyet be able tojwften the effect of;toe-|| cunss seyparatie’ us firomaartet i@ Widkecatastiophe.” ;
proclaimed martial lawrF6r-their>Ulingn”™;\wAN {2~ jBut the evidence dpes:not support his claim of’
now,.to keep cm helping Poland, West Gerrbahyfand'~*G MisC Itlstrue that inabout,half of Poland’s proyr
the United States mightobtainhumane treatmentfor-L-Inces. union leaders were maneuvering to eject Corny

|the fallen Solidarity leaders/There. should -be/no”mimisFofftdals from factory leadership.positions.
doubt, however,

determined
| move against strikers with iorce

'Tday of national protest had
downinsurrecfion.X;rj?*(r*vA>/ArA5IS M 5 & yibeen called fornext Thursday. Butthat was mainly a

The;American leaders who "found some” inltial.V/:-response to the Government’s provocative threat to
[comfort yesterday in the inactivity of Soviet tanks < revoke theright tostrike--the principal reform won
ivr a pitiful distinction. This is no “Polish’Vsolu-y,;’ by Solidarity at the start ofits remarkable challenge
;For months, the Soviet Union has demanded 16monthsago/-- < iv r
ackdown, made to look exclusively Polish. But it «; V. The pretexts have an obvious propaganda valuer
Id occur only with Soviet help./It requires the to'the Government. Its'actions, however," suggest
~at of Soviet intervention If. Polish soldiers side .:.weeks of careful planning. Nothing less could ac- -

iSolidarity,*niv me rutmty ot resisting Sovierfr'’countforsuch details as military dress for television7
forces may-prevent-massiveeivitdisobedience.l announcers, new censorship routines at the post of-.

>'en) the dosing o! gas stations and the proclamation
ofscores of regulations.s'? v \%
his-i“"JAfNo doubt General”~Jaiuzelskt a
ioment?j

Probably because he lacked a broad party con-jy land’s problems can be solved by force.”” But force is

Thatmay be enough to confuse av ;
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Please spare usyet anot
simplistic “Japan Inc.”*t
n theirapplicationtotheU i
*m." The Dec. 3 letter titled
mCTech Needs a Command!
waves again ; the -blood
C Japan's competltivw* chall
'tify greater UN.Governrc
y*ment in the management <
., technology”™.
Those who lack public-
srseaor. experience.iin the
policy process In.Tokyo ax
i t ton genendly-faiL to-unde
~.critical-Haws in' the.* JapE
Vtionale for.U™*.,Governme
jf'tioain American Industrial
®ve First, the Japanese.Gov
Wfnot the f)rimary forceinJa
r merdal and" technologic
V" "However comforting this m
m-for American, managers:
y competed unsuccessfully.!
5.Japan,it is simply hot cor
i%:0ver, it is extremely dangei
/ *U.S. to underestimate the)
mof Japan's industrial strer
vJapaneseprivatesector. - ¢
\,v Second, given the enormo
"ties faced by American L
managing technological ch
absurd to suggest that th
* process could be better m
..*Washington. Even more da

~ thesuggestlon thatthis role
-mit-l T o
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mTome Wicker's two-part
“Threatened Harvest'™ .[No

. 27] makes a compelling car
. .tillage farming. I*ve been i
method, for-years on my *
* patch at home and have ik
most o Soil erosion. Italsos

i .of manual tilling. Perhaps-b*
. this, mywife remains unconv
1" Reading . Mr. "sWickeds ‘e
*however, | developed a'burn

’oslty toleant where all this ei
rusuntilsomeunion leaders gave him theaw >~ >W7whatrheTias. now TffiVSked. challenging Poland, to,-1 ;'disa

aceof cause with newthreats of"political action. 1
falesa’s overtieard prethctionsofrnore”
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Spariver orltreara,’batcan uiis

t -ATw/xm

Vahd local —

m'al'.. of hwhships/Kulting from

ftministration's program of parii

2;Federal altf programs and emt
tupoo th”~’pcwfedeTallsm,”’ the
‘cscroog implication that some?
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.aide Max Friedendorf as <
enlinBermuda (sew story1

* isnota demandingpost and !
* no harm there. His staff

work, and he can entertain |
oliticianstaking a welWe

, fromtherigtas of cuttingwell

mentn,school lunchesandthe|
. Mr.Friedendorfishot1
J Ipollticaj “ UstenIng* post |
7war, a financial.réporting
=Zurich or a commercial post]
terdam. A comfortable <

v fine way for unwanted senior]

.tostarta.*new career.” Dev

--man for Florence, and Rlc

'&amBordeallx!m, .

Nilh e career Foreign Seivi®

/wilo spare''ur jAm Sovfdt7tari&.VHe/p/?mdfte'Poland":*nliHrtEey need to have their cnosen representatives

ledgers and help make the rules, THey will ¢

W ... WtTc”otplead.vritlr.gr.speakfor.peoplewithihinot.bellevelnwords.evenmine.

whom | am not allowed topommunlicateltYou canrrotwAoi- JrThe measures | have taken may appear ex-
i.invoke authority over workerswith whomyou refuse 'streme, butyou must know thatthey are designed to’
t40 negotiate;You:can silence'the peop’ Vand arrest; .- head off worse: Solidarity is suspended, but not out- ¢
*their leaders."You canforce them, on pain of hunger,”-vlowed. Its leaders are detained,-not arrestex The
*or death.'to move their shovels ana turn the ma»*7 emergency can be temporary if patriots will pull to-
iV.hinri -But-thar won’t lift their spirits and make 7--gether. Poland’ destiny is Socialist and Soviet. But
ffifimprodnntiyiv. - m-aJ”r#? . .-\H;;. there is still time to avoid open conflict and foreign
-v . -Ji We have exhausted whatyou call negotiation”.-,: intervention. Go to work and, with your blessing, the t
*«No day has been free of strikes-and new demands. * West will sustain us through the winter and let us ;
*You were not content to correct mistakes orimprove demonstrate that we can pay our way and build a
*the methods of petition. Election reforms Wer€ not NEW order—together.
:good enough. Your hotheadsdemand political power, ™ , :W: Whatever | could say in these circumstances
"even supremacy over the Party. That is impossibles™ will appear to be a betrayal to save ray skin. You ask *
, Poland is bankrupt No reforms will have meaning >fbr my trust, but you do not trust me and Solidarity, j
until the people produce enough to sustain th e m Ouis Is not a movement of agitators whose removal
*selves, "fry i . < will dear the air. It Is the working people who re-
jiv W: Not Poland but the systergjs hgpkrupt. How -helled and recogniZEa their power to influence their,
7can people produce when it yields them so little? How -riftstiny, Do nnt misjudge their mnod by their confu-
Vcanthe majority work well whenthe fruits-goto a .; slonof oneday,orweek. D*-c\
” jbalnorityliving Inbourgeois elegance? ifii e~ ™ » A~ A 5:xv;understand their ..frustration and their,
J ftistoo late to debate the caused of this crisis” <sanger. That is yvhy I beg you to speak out for order,.

initial hostility, to foreign
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rioo among the Soviet-bloc leaders will tfons as a Polish initiatives.

came over the next'two days, whin they ‘o
gather here for the 73th birthday of Leo- ? KnllkD/aVisittoWarsawRecalled

nid I. Brezhnev, oq Saturday. Three of [
the guests — Gustav Husak of Czecho- avoided commenting on reports out of
slovakia, Janos Kadax of Hungary and Warsaw that Marshal Viktor G. Kulikov
Ymnzhagiln Tsedenbal of’Mongolia— of the Soviet Union, who is the com-
arrivedtoday. I I 1

The degree of Soviet concern Dottobe Wasinthe Polish capital last Friday. ,

The Soviet press agency has also ) )

i and riot policemen had not used other
force against the workers and that the
workers fled after the tear gas barrage.
This morning, Mr. Stokkeland said, the
shipyard seemed empty of workers, the

. Desexibtnethf>gr.~-_
mine near Katowice,
said ""a group of Irresponsible
some of whom are not employl
mine, organizeda strike” andf
despite warnings from the Poll
and from Government prosecul|
- Security forces sent tothe |
Jattacked with stones,tcrowl
axes, according to the Polislf
ment broadcast. The radio sz
were employed**by troops, bj

mander in chief of Warsaw Pact forces,

mo details,."Seven.people wf

. suits andspectacles and loaded them into a bus. But no
~isolated, with no Idea of what was goinglon In other j;';one even threw a snowbalL Minutes aftnward, a--'
'7 parts of the country. Theywereworn down, sometimes 7 truckload of soldiers goes past and, surprisingly, some
-1 hungry, and began thinking of their children. Women  of themwaved to the crowd, forall the world like liber- -
» among them began weeping; When the troops and po™ gating soldiers, not agents nt repression.* e LT V!
«'-licemen burstin, they wereoffered a chance to leave, The military:decree that was promulgated theV”.
'J ".unharmedj’if they-would separate themselvesJiom 0 morningafter the army moved inwas Draconian, and
prominently displayed on jxsten and the two-,...
really had no other choice,™, said one worker at jjZnewspapers allowed to publish. Penalties range from m
"the Hirta Warszawa steel mill. *"They had live ammu-"~two years to death, for seemingly minor Infractions/It
dtion’-and: their guns-Wer raised.-.They seemed as-"simplyoverwhelmedpeople. ¢ ¢« < - v o~ *
scaxjNiastv e sBoldiers posted at intersections throughout the city-,.-
la;other regions,: resistance is still goingon.and"’.-turned cars away and let others through, rerouting |
some'workers are.apparentlydetermined torepel an traffic without any logical rhyme or reason. Itwas ef- j/, {
armed attagk. But what the outesme witk-be canmdiective psychological harassment _
. JIV'S;

t

fyenbe guessed. - Vo ! "ThoTlme for True Courage*
SvaM* *Will Have to Eat Tbelr\Woras jo : iTOne Polish Journalist, sitting at a cafe and talking to\V/

v V..""Poles always called the Czechs cowards for not re-
T* slsting In *68'" said one foreign visitor here who
travels frequently throughout Eastern Europe. *'flow
they will have to ear their words. The Czechs were in-
vaded by five armies, the Poles did It all by them- .
selves." o U R x
A major factor in the ease with which military rule
has been established so far is tho Polish love and re-
spoct for thearmy. Thoarmy, like the flag and church,
j Isasymbol of nationalism. e *
m  "All this time we were all looking at the army and
j*= saying that because it Is mostly made up of conscripts
.It might not be loyal to the government,” said one
European diplomat ""Whatwe didn*tsee was the other
side of the coinbecause the army contains so many
sons and brothersLpeopla were reluctant to move
nraln™nr p'Tj-"i-rV1%
m Thamost telling scene in the capital over the past

a foreign colleague with a nervous glance over hisT’L
shoulder from time to time, displayed the dcmorallxa-
tion and depression that most Poles seem tobe feeling. 7
It was, he said, tho intellectuals who would feel the
backlash. All his Journalist friends, he said, were now o
, outofwork. One by one, he predicted, newnewspapers >
would open up and one by one his friends would be of- w
fered Jobs, if they were Judged reliable. “Now comes
" the time for true courage,” he said, "'l wonder how
many will measure up. It's either that or going to the V
fwork center for a Jobas a street cleaner.™
"We are back to 1931 and "52,"" he continued, refer-
.. ringto the Stalinist years, ""it would take us 20yearn to
rebuild what we had here." . "
Solidarity, he suggested, has talked a great line, but//-
at notime over the past 16 months ild the union really
prepare a plan to counter a massive display of force. 1t1
was not envisaged that things cot Id turn around so\£.

rodJo*anTteltvLsITn~ro~ko~NjHbs * . legsU° A tr thatderive3, r- ' tlon. Ercn when memberaof the forces
Z,rri)y,i o be. to the name of éalm and tho a©-.y of order began to fall with seric«s
N tranilatid from thenh curityof theauteand citizens,suictiy ~ wounds under the blows of chains,&

N hbMtheForB??2r5? A~ ~ N Jo b sew e d . Violation of this order leath L kicks and stones, attempts wrra stiU

.Partyleaderin 1970,

and 39 civilians were injured
attacked the representatives
who were peforming tbelr
sahL

I “Warnings of Swift Punls!

¢ Other’ radio broadcasts
today indicated thatthe auth
broken up strikes at a hosiery
Lodz, in central Poland; at
steel plant at Cracow, In
land, and at a coal mine In
eastern Poland, near the Sovi

*-Tbe .Polish<authorities

stem warnings of swift
anyone who par*dpatoi ind
dons commemorating tne lit
sary of riots In Gdansk and
Those riots led to the down!;
slaw Gomulka as the Polish
The Roman.Catholic Chi
ued speaking outstrongly tod;
sltion to- the -curtailment
rights under martial law.
radio said Polish bishops ha
the release oi Lech\Walesa,
the Solidarity union, who has
been held in isolation at a
guesthouse on the southern
Warsaw; The bishops were
having sold Mr. Walesa was *
indispensable’.- for natli
rium.T;/ivsryV
« In a .statement issued
Archbishop Jozef Glerop, w
mate of*Poland, and otb]
called for.1the freeing of
held by the Government.
Radio broadcasts from W
Indicated a suspension of
dal procedures, a severe
dvil rights/new.restrictioi
and the rationing of electrl
andatherfuelw”-'- »e
/-'Atelerlsicn broadcast de

(Noon Thursd%(,/rl

Tho mIhti~ counci

to events which are tragic intheir con- -;""made to appeal to reason. It was no*,

sequences.’Tlyeso casualties were ur.'” longer any good. Firearms were only

.0f nufrid”™awU (



fruuuty r IOUrN FolanO"

The unofficial news now trickling out erf Poland
speaks volumes™ The Catholic-' bishops describe an
"entire nation terrorized bv military forai/’.The
Times’s John Dsroton writes of a social order shat-
tered by palj»ble fear. The Polish people aro suffer-

*ing a nevrkind of ""atomic” attack— the isolation of
every individual from every other so that in lonely
desperation, millions mlghtyleld up the libertieswon
onlyoverdecades. -

The Dew:! not heard from Poland is equally r e
vealing. Three or four days of parading.his power
was all that General Jaiuzelsld should have needed
to prove himself Polish firstand Communist second
—toshowthewill and freedom topersuade moderate

about the loyalty of the security forces that finally
opened fire. But for that, be must also advertise the
...fact of resistance. Now the contest is for the con*
/science of the soldiers. Yet even if they pass his test,
what can the general expect of the workers when
they sullenly cany their wrenches back to work?
*And if they do not sabotage hlls machines, how well
cantheyperformundersuchduress? - -

, V- - ' BRSNS g
President.Reagan has- eloquently expressed
_ America's revulsion at these events. He Is right to
. blame the Soviet Union first of all and to eliminate
=the distinction that his spokesmen had been making

church and union leaders to help him restore a pro-V between Warsaw's massive repression and Mos-

ductive order. Lech Walesa and Archbishop Glemp’

would thenhave appeared athisside to counsel disci-
pline and nonviolence. The roads of Poland would";
have been thrown open do that all could observe
the'regime’s . control

acquiescence.- rj&hfr,ifr*;-

e cow'sdirectintervention. V.

The President was also ri{;htto declare a mora-
torium on economic aid to Poland until civil and
onion rights are restored. The Warsaw radio had

,.or ,at.least the people’s X begun to crow about the applause of Western bank-m

era, whose only concern this week seemed to be the-

Instead,- the ominous blackout continues. E v e n $30billionthat Polandowes.-X-

in arrest and isolation, Dot a single leader, of 5jll-

‘darity has been given terms or hope enough to be en-
trusted with a microphone, or even telephone. Their
silence is an unmistakable cry to resist, at least in
spirit and conscience. Sois the church’s remarkable
manifesto calling the freedom of Mr. Walesa and
other,union leaders an ’‘indispensable” condition
ofpeace.- 1 « >

General JaruzclsW has lost the gamble that

- The Polish economy is shattered and so is the'
pretense that new loans and rolling over old ones can
prevent default Aid to Poland from now on will be
what it always should have been: a political instru-
ment by which to keep encouraging evolutionary
change Inthe Communist system.

The catastrophic failures* of that system-

~~threateh~hongnyThgWeU-Deln;: of me Polish people?

They Inspire brutalities tnaTleopardlze Poland’s

"Polish hands will not spill Polish blood.” To de-~'~r~aU5flrwttlriiil ‘CT/liied peoples and, InevitablyT

moralize his people further, he is reduced to boasting

| | |
A Haitlan Freeze
A Christmas plum to Attorney General William
French Smith. His Justice Department has not aban-

doned the idea of sending illegal Immigrants whq
have fled Haiti to detention at icy Fort Drum

................................

dead of winter. eee>
7  To hold poor, desperate people from the tropics

el e

itia camp near the Canadian border, where the tern-"! (They show that in fiscal 1381503 HaitianSTtpplied for “
. perature yesterday morning was 12 degrees, would '~asylum, as refugees.- Compare that- with; 36,2968
some people say. Sowe're all’i

f be callous. "Siberia,"

for Mr. Smith’s conclusion, even though we don’t ex-
actly follow his logic. m

The Attorney General observes’that 1,021 illegal

ing Haitians is "working remarkably well." And it

the'peaceof Europe. w ; V; 7 £....

V7.-f-Arpi

allowed to stay, even work, ilending a’bearing cm"

.whether they were legitimately entitled'to refugee’

status. Now everyone who Is ca.ughtis put in a deteh-X

camp*.*jiy>-uvnrn

L'XT.!There is another 'set of relevant new’numbers.,’

i Cubans, 7,138 lIranians, 4,I1F Nicaraguans,:1,670 ,

<yPoles, 992 Ethiopians. All told, 63,202 foreigners

asked forasylum,
['Why make such a fuss over only a few hundred

: detained for fear of encouraging more illegals. Most

means existing detention camps In Florida and else- [ .of the asylum applicants from other countries came

where can handle all the *
Drum plan can be deferred
Butthe numbers can also be read another way

notas a sign that the fear of freezing deters migra-~

tlon but that illegal Haitian entrants are straggling

emuch harder to avoid capture. If they were caught In"

November 1930,

~VI’ Pending remedial,action ty Congress, there is

- another, less technical answer;: make less of a fuss

Vover the Haitians. The interim decision on Fort

> n

states, such aS Mall, |
-1.x ; *
Inany event,'King Ha
did not drive hundreds <
Saharass from their vil
in the. initial stages of
(1975-75), Moroccan trt
patched to the countrysi
and return to their hoi
who bad fled fromthewi
If the Moroccan art
fronted only by Pollsar
the Western Sahara woo
died into insignificance 1

WhatByrne E
Tp SouthJers<

Tothe Editor:

Asyou correctly state
Byrne's Record™ (editor!
popularity is at rock tx
been-a .long time since
higher in South Jersey.
Florio’s defeat has been
part to his failure toput c
between himself and Byr
fore failed to get the gre
South Jersey votes he exp

However, If, as you saj
tax has stabilized prope
must have done so L4 plao
our town. In1978, our tax<
51,250; they are now51,900
you call stabilization? \\e
the same bouse all along,;
try to keep It maintained i
ability to do so has not be

! Mr. Byrne's accomplishmi

- Yes, he took over the bus
cost 542 million rather thai
Lon we were told It woul

sments to service InSouth.
Tfromvery little tononeat s
[ pay a higher fare now.

PhUadelphlais51 Twoyea
51-35. and Transport of f
then owned by Public Sen

‘BGas, paid taxes on Its facl

If Mr.-Byrne brought sld

i, and integrity to Trenton, I1

many, If Dot most of us, wh
Trenton that, he was su

*[using those-noble attribut
#tho benefit of North Jerac
) certainly kept most, if no

"‘benefits” of his regime uj
.""eluding Brendan Byrne An

f~,., - 1:0"5"*-..

r1 Honored by: I\/Io

.-ADec. 9 editorial Topic

y John Reed Isthe only’Ame;

inthe Kremlinwall. Thisis
least, two other Anrerican.’
there: diaries EXRuthe
died in Chicago in 1927, and
Haywood, who died in Mosc

Ruthenliergwas afounde
Communht Party.,Big Bi
was a founder of thelhdusU
of the World (LW.W). In
Maywood, half his ashes w
InWaldheim cemetery, Chi

sih . m - r..> ARTHUS9
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7i. By Flora Lewis':,

PARIS, Dec IT—The'trickle of infor-
rnatfcn from mflitarired Poland has
beenenoughto make twothingsdear.’

First; tbe cag» was.wdl:prepared,-

ter century of PolLift expenw™* * _
killed IHuslodsabout the system’s ca-
pacity forreform.

Thbe other is alienationof intellects
els. Mr. Kadarfs turning point came

111 *AA-Lir\-*t‘wbea.he reversed the old Stalinist

m'slogan of “Be who is not with us Is
againstos*’to an acceptance of all who
.did not actively resist. Gradually,
competent people agreed to seek im-
provementswithin tbe limits impooed,
and indulgence of their efforts per-
suadedetherstopartidpata.
General Jaruzelsld and his junta
".mayenforceadead “order,” butthere
is no question of law. They caimot re-

tbe homage to mankind'’s tony wens, m
Poland' all these positive, exemplary,
copybook values were, quite unexpect-
edly,* devalued. Out of tbe blue, they
were prostitutedand dragged the vener-
aHe corpse of therepublicstraighttotbe
bottom likea millstone.

We’re wdl aware of what happened
arid why. Our historiographers have,
taken precise soundings of tbe vertebral

‘column of Polish history. They have
brought to light all manner of defects,
faults, and degeneration. Ve know that

‘cur “golden freedom’” was our undoing.
That fierce, mad adherence to the free-

even to timing. Reports from Gdansk,. _vive Poland’s productive- capacity = doms of the individual citizen,- the-au-
showit began before Solidarityvoted Its -~without help from soch people. Almost
last rescJutkxa. Some people named by v all have been swept into prison. How-

tbeWanarw radio as arrested are acto-
ally Inthe VS. ; the Ustwasand i one.
Soviet “neo-interference” is a myth.
Geo. Wpjdecb Janredski himself said
be was acting to protect Polish aorer-

'eignty, a barely veQod admbwko of a
Sovietultimatum.

promiao of retam to f*reocwal” of Pol-
ishsociety b empty. Of coarse thbecocn.
try cannot go bock topce-1980. It cot.
lapsed under.33 yean of misrule.-The
kregime’s unwillingness end inability to
deal with its people without force, has
been proved. Solidarity's early' de-
mands were modest, escalating when

ever ardent bis patriotism, the mill.'
tary ruler has tmned against the well-

springsof $ e nation'svitality.
N p\/\Ih%\t IS fte Vwt UyMXTyrpqld

JiN _as

*Poles have.atwvi Md tn Alsrinpr/~°T-
- Second, the- military edictatorship’s iebetween #reasons of state7~and ftfej.

ISsa damp
voicing of outrage.

more protests tbe better.-

Woe to us all 11 fatigue add distrac-
moo are allowed to erode our tnstinc-

00

. tlvo revulsion. It Isespecially tbe duty

of American, and European unions ﬁo
-gataln sen3ittve attendee to the Pol-

rulers showed they WO_U|d respond to ish Workers' call for “30Udart|y.wtih
cctbtog but tbe most Inristmt pressure.. .~BEaaja~tfacfairai™Olt™asuD.

But Ddtber- have the generals,”,

mostiy Scnriet-tralned, brought room
for-reccorllintkn. MaattvO arrests,
the bandog of organhtarions that had
nothing to do with tbe union; such as
Catholic grtnpa and thb esaodatioo of
university rectcri. reveal a will tode-
stroyidl popular representation.
When and if the military .“termi-
nates” Its rulo as pledged, to whom
will it hand power? The fact that or-
gana of represskn remained fully in
place, . 'intouched by Solidarity's

<the Poles. Today Poles are muzzled. It ’ .
“ m 1 rope. To hell with that abortive sum-

wise for American labor, though wtll-
ftrfenfinned™ tn Vi~ly than

IstimetosEouE”

~— Westffngoveniments, and private

bankers, should Immediately suspend
credits and aid to Poland, except for
whatever foodstuffs and medicine can
be distributed directly, notthroughthe
regime. The word Is suspend, notcan-
pel, for there is leverage only as long
asachance loreasementexists.; V .j
.IThe proper condition for restoring a*

achievements, is now starkly .high-.*" flow of:funds Is*“cold self-interest;
lighted. The union and its supportersr:i therefore in noway interference. Th.

builta parallel structure that vrasdax-

West cannot pour mooey into Poland

tliny and aroused, profound.echoes s, until its leadeis create conditions for

among the people, but tbe oppressive

its people to work productively— Im-

power was never dismantled.v/r*T/'?" 'v possible with guns and bulging Jails. ;&
There remains the Communist.Party;,?- ;cAs for relations with the Russians,
deeply.shaken, self-purged by defec-vii the fiction of Moscow’s non-Interfer*
-tioo of the relatively moderate fraction,uii‘ence deserves a bard squint. There

;purged of a few discarded and dlacred-"-*

cannot be business and courtesies as

rited incompetents-. Never before has a”usual.but again leverage Should be

Itappears thatv

1Jaruxelski’s.;”;'cent arms reduction talks with Mos-

ideaof “renewal”.u .~uply renewal dir-cow must be preserved. Reducing the
<the apparatus, replacement of one nov” danger of nuclear war. especially in
~menidatura (the secret list.of pcople”time of crisis, Is in everybody's inter-
.eligible for responsible Jobe) by an-"r est."Excessive reliance on the nuclear
other more vigorous butwith the same r* deterrent Is a major reason for West-

- goal of noooopoly power. .''se*

era Impotence now. To extend it risks

1 Janos Kadar did managea fairly ef-V-; shattering tbe Western alliance. Po-
, fectlve- renewal of his Communist > lard should spur bo*h Western Europe
Party after Hungary's 1956 revolution-! «mand tbe U.S. to concentrate more 00

But there are two key reasons why

conventional defense.

tonomy and independence of the pereon.
Al our troubles stem from that unbri-
‘dledfreedom..’.t «*

Like a bad pupa, like a dunce in the
corner, like street hooligans, we are
used as an example by tbe wise and
bearded historiographers of our exem-
plary neighbon, who, instead of sub-
merging themselves in freedom, mak-
ing a- god and a religion of it, build
strong, despotic states based-on tyr-
anny, tbe. staunch superiority of tbe
sstate over the confused Individual, a cult
of crushing individuals'tn tbe name of
tbe geoocidal goals of mighty Molochs.
Our history envies our beheaded neigh-
bors, with their lawless states, the ulti-
mate captivity of tbe thinking beings
called by biologists, our fellow histo-
rians, Homosapiens. m-eee;

But to bell with that unfulfilled career
of despots and tyrants. To bell with that
unrealized role of the gendarme in Eu-

moning of defenseless individuals and
entire bdpiess nations totbe hangman.
What is it that we should be ashamed
of? A fondness for freedom? Even
tbough it was a foolish, mad, total, anar-
chistic, provincial freedom, the freedom
" whichleadsto ruin. A Y
J-T know, I know..I know full well those
ominous examples of our golden free-
dom which gave rise to our nation's en-
tire chain of misfortunes and tragedies,
1see the immensity of the evil bom out
of old-time, Sormatian, naoble, ‘elfish,
nihilistic, unthinking, lone-wolf, egotis-
tical Polish freedom. But ted we teen a
disciplined; ordered, antllke society of
. tbe Anglo-Saxcnvariety, would we bare
been-spared by acquisitive despots,
would>our aggressive,.. totalitarian
Ddghbors not have quartered’cur
corpse? For nobility will always'suc-
cumb tovillainy, virtuefall at the feet of
ecrime, freedom perish at the hands of
. the unfrce. Though ooe may equally say
that righteousness will cooquersin, good
be victorious overevil, freedomtriumph
ever slavery. But let us remember that
the good is free like a cloud In rhe sky

«and that evil is swift os lightning. 'r.c.
TnraUdaicsprrict* OUU Fmtv,Sotm,Oima lac.

Tadeusz Konwtckl, a novelist, lives In
Poland. These are excerpts frc~v the
forthcoming novel “The Poish Com-
plex,' translated by Richard Lour.t.
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Original sponsor: State Affairs
Committee

HIM THE SENATE BY THE RULES COMMITTEE
21 CS FOR SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 85 (Rules)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
Requesting the President of the
United States to propose a freeze on
nuclear weapons, the transfer of
funds from nuclear weapons to peaceful
9|! nonnuclear uses, and nuclear disarms-
,0li ment by all nations.
N BEIT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA-:
12! WHEREAS the wunleashing of nuclear weapons in warfare would cause untold
13ideaths, suffering, and destruction; and
1 WHEREAS the continued development, testing, and producticn of nuclear
J5iWeaponry and related delivery systems increase distrust and apprehension
16among nations, the likelihood of nuclear accidents, and the dorential raagni-
U”tude of any international conilictj and
181 WHEREAS theburgeoning defense budget required for production and deploy-
Ol'nent of nuclear weapons increases the United States budget deficit; and
20 WHEREAS governmental spending for nuclear weaponry and re..atad delivery
21! systems may be 3pent more wisely in peaceful pursuits;
2 3E IT RESOLVED by the Alaska Stace Legislature that the Presidrnc of the
Zlynited States is respectfully requested to propose to the Soviet Union and

A other nations

21 (1) a mutual freeze on the testing, production, and deployment of

Xl yuclear weapons and of missiles, watercrafc, and aircraft designed primarily

27 .
to deliver nuclear weapons

21 (2) verification safeguards for the freeze chat are satisfactory
By a1l parties; and
-1- C3SJP. 35(RIs)



1 (3) eventual nuclear disarmament by all nations; and be it
2 FURTHER RESOLVED that, if such a freeze is mutually agreed upon and the
3iSoviet Union has"TTiijnr'iVIip’fiifirfTi that it has frozen all nuclear tasting,
47production, and deployment, the President of the United States is respectfully
57requested to propose chat funds that would have been used for nuclear military
sipurposedt be used for peaceful nonnuclear uses; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska Delegation in Congress is respectfully
Sljrequesced to urge President Reagan to make the proposals requested in this
Q;Irresolution.
toill COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable .Ronald Reagan,
iipresident of the United States; and the Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honor-

12]jable Frank Murkowski, U.S. Senators, and the Honorable Don Young, U.S. Repre-

sentative, members of Che Alaska delegation in Congress.

14

1SI

181
19ij
201)

21

-2- CSSIR 35(Rls)



7098 Sunny Drive April 28, 1982
Juneau, AK 99801

Senator Vic Fischer
Pouch V
Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Fischer:

I wish to thank jou for the support you gave SJR 85— the "nuclear freeze"
proposal — in committee and hope you will continue to press for its passage on
the Senate floor.

I hope you will tlso consider supporting SJR 62, which opposes deployment
of the MX missile in ilaska.

There is no better time for Alaskans to send a message eastward so loud
and clear that even Wishington will listen: We will not allow our state to
become contaminated b" this nuclear madness.

Sincerely, / (

Leon Kolankiewicz ff
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22

23amount of cement required to but Id Hoover Dam;

WHEREAS,

24
23
26
27
28
29
30

SENATE JOINT MEMORIAL NO. 122

Suit of Washington

%2lh Legislature

V-

8y Senators lysen, Rasmussen, Moore,
Colli, Hughes, Mu*ley, Holly, McDermott,

| |

1917 Regular Session

Tlimadgr tnd WillUmi

M«*d firil tirrt February 2, 1112, and relerrtd 10 Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT.

TO TOR HONORABLE RONAI.U REAGAN,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
REPRESENTATIVES

ASSEMBLED:

We. your

Me

OF TOE

morialists,

PRESIDENT OF TOE UNITED STATES.
“ AND TO THE PRESIDENT OF TOE SENATE AND TOE SPEAKER OF THE

the

AND TO TOE SENATE AND HOUSE
UNITED

STATES. IN

Senate and

House

CONGRESS

of

Represent

session

ative! of

assembled.

the

State

of Washington,

in

follows:
WHEREAS.

The

respectfully

unleashing

of

represent

and

petition

legislative

at

would cause untold deaths,

stfering,

nuclear weapons

and destruction;

in warfare

and

WHEREAS.

production of

The

nuc

continued

lear weaponry

developments

and

Increase distrust and apprehension among nations,

potential

magnitude of any

WHEREAS.

mere

Department of Energy,

radioactive

the proposed MX nuclear missile system will

preparation

Internatlonal

Our nation % environment

conflict;

testing.

as well

and

and

related del lvery systeaa

OF *

as the

Is

threatened

by

the.

for

98.8 percent by volume of

wastes come from military nuclear programs

nuclear war because (l) according to the

all high—leval
*
and (2)".
require 14 million i

acres

or

land,

that area.

10.000 milea

of

related delivery systems would be spent more wisely

pursuits:

NOW.

Governmenta

THEREFORE,

the Congress of the United States request the President

United States (1) to prupose to the Soviet Union a mutual

on

all

further

testing,

heavy-duty

roads,

and

and

twice

12 percent Pf the total annual w%ter runoff In

the

I spending for nuclear weaponry and

production,

In

peaceful

Your Memorialists respectfully pray that

of

the

freeze

and deployment of nuclear

SJH 122

M

©o —o w_ »

W N

If such a freeze

*
“eapons and of missiles and new aircraft designed primarily to
nuclear weapons,

and (2),
\2* m
to transfer the funds that*® WOU#d have been used for
o eopsifr <
these purposes to peaceful nonifuclear .use, tm -
-ol ¢ oo i . Li X _
b " e 1T resolBp,r. That 7-copiest of fthis) Memorial
transmitted / the Honorable Ronald

>»\J ¢
the. Pre5|dent “of the

delivar Is mutually

agreed upon,

be
Reagan,

United

Immediately
President of the Unlted States,

States and

Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives,

each member of Congress from the State of Washington.



!
ol i e

Am-rie.m people lose jobs whem rtillltary spending is High, for the
fftiM- industry is capital Intdhjlve'afid requires highly skilled, highly
id \Mnkcrs. A study dorte'forthe"Machihists Union in 1979, for

ni|>li\ showed that If 1 billion dollars were transferred from military
In-.iiy to i ivilian industry/ 14,000 MORE JOBS would be created. If
sHum dollars were UNMbyijtate'ahd'local governments to hire
»hers, police and fif*roe{f$30,000 MORE JOBS would be created

m it il> same biIII6n’>daIIfI(S"’\ere used to hire military personnel.
1*- f 1 |1-*"m

iai's more, as the mffitriry budget Increases, DOMESTIC PROGRAMS

I ( M. 1lhe cost9 bi thte hudear arms race are already killing as we

drr I human needs”fdod," care and shelter—to purchase new nu-

1 weapons.] V

"Iwry nun thatumade every
wars pthatls aunched very
rocket fired'/si n| |esmt
final senseaih from t
who hungerandare notfe
&hose who are coldandare
0t c/of/iet/~'-A-President

fould the Soviet Union Agree to Freeze?

ks Ih hveen IhC Amcricans working on the Freeze and represent,!-
es of ilie:Sovlet Union indicate that if the USA proposed a Freeze,
Soviet Vnibn Wobld give it very serious consideration. In fact, in
77, 1<>8 and 1979 Soviet officials proposed a halt to the nuclear
iks tm t<along the lines of the Freeze. We will never know whether
'oC pI<<i|K>saU Were serious unless we put them to the test.

r] Tru|§t the Russians Not to
ate the Freeze?

lice/e is verifiable by means of detection which both the USA
the USSR alre. dy possess. Both countries could, by radar, salcl-
i mid other me ns, check to make sure that the other nation is
king to the agreement—as they have done for numerous agree-
its in the past.

Citizens' Campaian for a Mutual
US}Sov?et HaltIO gthe Nuclear Arms Race

"7 considera bllateral mora-
tonTm on nuclear wea on%
e Xmentandtestm to be
hesi %emostcruua Issue
acmg umanity today.’

— Senator Mark Hatfield
(R-Oregon)

A mutual US/Soviei Freeze to the nuclear arms race will be achieved
only when there is enough public support to compel the USA and the
USSR to act on it, and a concerted national campaign is underway to
build this support. Across the country, people are joining to call a halt
tq the arms race: mothers and fathers, electricians and executives,
teachers, scientists, farmers, carpenters—Republicans and Democrats,
"liberals" and "conservatives'*—citizens of this counry who want to
live free from the threat of nuclear war.

Please join us in this powerful new initiative to call a halt to the
nuclear arms race.

CONTACT:

OR: The New Manhattan Project. American Friend* Service Committee. IS
Rutherford Pl.,, New York, NY 10003. The AFSC is one of a number ol social, reli-
gious and civic organization* working on the Nuclear Weapon* Freeze Cam-
paign/NY Metro Area.

Other supporters of the proposal for a US/Soviel Freeze include the Stale Assembly of
New York and the Slate Senates of Massachusetts and Oregon; the General Assembly of
the United Presbyterian Church; Freeman Dyson, physicist; [obn Kenneth Galbraith,
economist; lhe National Conference of Black Mayors; William Winplsingcr, President of
(he Internalion.il Association of Machinists; US Reprosenlatives Shirley Chisholm (NYI,
Robert Edgar IPA). Richard Ollinger (NYI, Peler RodIno (Nil, and Harold Washington
(HI; Rabbi Arnold Wolf of Ihe K.A.M. Isaiah Israel f.'ongregatlon; and George Kislia-
kowsky, former Presidential Science Advisor.

Please return (coupon) to the New Manhattan Project. American Friend* Service
Committee, 15 Rutherford PIl., New York, NY 10003, or local contact.

YES! I endorse the proposal for a US/Soviel freeze on nuclear weapons.
Please tell me how Ican gel involved in the campaign.

chrc]:" a contribution of S to support your work on the
Nuclear Weapon Freeze Campaign.

NAME:
ADDRESS:.

sliwt ity statc/op
ORGANIZATION OR TITLE (ifanyl:____

ke AT

M3

RACF .us .ussr

Cilizens' campaign for a mutual US/Sovlet hait to the
nuclear arms race.’

" Agovernment of the peo-

plegb thepeoPIe andl?or

}h ogleshalnotpensh
the earth.'

-Abraham Lincoln
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AGAINST THE NUCLEAR ARMS FREEZE RESOLUTION, AS PROPOSED

Dear Senator,

Although 1 fully agree with the humanitarian ideals and peacemaking intent of

the nuclear arms freeze resolution the Alaska State Senate is considering, l.am
deeply convinced and concerned that the practical effect.of this resolution will
be the exact opposite. Where Alaska stands with the other states on

this 1issue may be especially noticed, considering our geographical vulnerability to
Soviet military power and our longstanding concern about that. (I hate to think
what kind of arms freeze resolution Massachussetts will produce.)

Taking a legislative stand — and the moral and political responsibility for it
— on an issue of the gravity of nuclear weaponry should be done only after a full
and fair consideration of it. The issue is profound and complex, and it requires much
more comment than 1 can put in a letter. (Family matters have preoccupied me lately,
and 1 learned of the State Affairs hearing from a gloating pro-freeze acquaintance
of mine only after it was over.) As an individual Alaska citizen and as a serious
student of military history, 1 asj< you to consider the following points and to
examine the background information attached. (The information was compiled in
response to a similar resolution being advocated in the Presbyterian Church.)

Far more important than informing the Reagan Administration of the national
concern about nuclear war (which 1is already apparent anyway) is tho real danger of
encouraging the Soviet military/industrial/ideological leadership®s belief that
our will to militarily resist their military and political expansionism is disinte—
grating. World War 1, World War Il and even this nonsense between Argentina and
Great Britain was caused by one nation miscalculating another®s will to militarily
deter and/or resist them. The mentality of the Soviet leadership can only interpret
nuclear arms freeze petitions and resolutions as a continuation of the breakdown of
our national will to militarily resist them. (The early involvement of many of
the anti-VN-war.activists in this agitation justifies such an interpretation.)

An immediate nuclear arms freeze of neutron weapons development and deployment
similarly encourages the Soviets to believe that their massive civil defense program
may make their risks in any future nuclear showdown/crisis acceptable.

Although the parity amendment would certainly help the resolution, anything not
supporting the Reagan Administration amounts to a pressure instrument which will be
to the advantage of the Soviets at a bargaining table*and which will probably make
fair, effective and genuinely verifiable arms agreements impossible. This same Kkind
of pressure lea to our desertion and betrayal of the South Vietnamese and Cambodian
peoples — and our own war dead — and to the "Paris Peace Talks" charade. This time,
we will be betraying ourselves and our children®s future.

I also have been dissatisfied by the Reagan Administration®s attitude about
nuclear war. However, if the Alaska State Senate passes a resolution concerning
nuclear/gas/germ weaponry, 1| ask that it be a resolution of complete support for
the Administration in its efforts to assure parity and direct verification in any
disarmament or arms freeze agreements with the Soviets. National survival is a
bipartisan issue.

Incidentally, I do nothate the Soviet people or theirleaders. In fact, |
am an avid student of Soviet (military) history and affairs. (The efficiency of the
Soviet criminal justice system — at least in deterring nonpolitical crime — is
enviable.) It is on the Soviet people®s behalf, asmuch as our own, that we must
continue to deter their already-mobilized militarismand be able to try to mitigate
the totalitarian excesses of their society.

I realize the amount of pressure that you must be under aboutnow, and 1 thank
you for your time and fair consideration.

ResDectfullv

¢Popular opinion pressures are not
allowed in the Soviet Union, of course.
Louis R."Coatne”
9706 Trappers f£ane
Juneau, AK 99801
789-0046



1. Although the mer4 existence of nuclear/chemical/biological weapansr IS
potentially suicidal, psychologically burdensome, morally destructive,
economically exhausting and unchristian, the consequences- for Christianity
and for Mankind % very survival are infinitely more so i1f Soviet military
and political domination 13 undeterred and unchecked. Coping with the
fear and revulsion of weapons of horror is very hard for all of us, but
we must not allow crur judgement and resolve to weaken. It should be the
duty of the Church to provide emotional and spiritual support for that
resolve - not to undermine 1it.

2. The Soviet Union is an already mobilized - and disciplined - military
state which has been covertly and unilaterally at war against the West
for decades. The unwillingness of the Soviet leadership to agree to or
abide by fair, verifiable and effective disarmament agreements- is based
upon their growing expectation that growing Western demoralization will
result in our unilateral disarmament and military inferiority in deter—
rent weapons- systems and/or will result in quick Western surrender 1in
the event of a war in which the undeterred use of such weapons oould be
threatened or made by Soviet forces. The methodical use of terrorism by

the Soviet leadership - internally as well as externally and politically
as well as militarily - 1is an integral and historical part of the Soviet
system.

The Nazis®" undeterred bombing of the "open city” of Rotterdam in 1940
and the immediate collapse of Dutch military resistance thereafter 1is
a classic case of the consequences of the lack of a deterrent threat in
the wartime climate of military expediency. We must clearly discourage
the Soviets from making a catastrophic miscalculation on the basis of
such expectations.

5. Our desertion and betrayal of the South Vietnamese and Cambodian peoples
— and our own dead and crippled GI 3-- in the name of '"peace" has only
continued and intensified their material and spiritual nuffering.
America- was militarily and morally defeated in Indochina primarily by-V
the the self-concerned and demoralizing activities of our "peace
protestors”™ and other political agitation.fby such 'concerned” groups as
our own Church?

The Soviet leadership accordingly interprets the current (unilateral)
efforts of peace groups in the West as a continuation of this Western
demoralizatiom: a demonstration of the weakening of the Western will to
militarily resist in the horrible face of a possible nuclear/chemical/
biological holocaust. The prominent endorsement of a "bilateral" peace
petition by many prominent members of the anti-Vietnam protest movement
encourages” this interpretation by the Soviets.

4. The tragedy of Poland again shows us- that the Kremlin is unintimidated
and unmoved by a*./ people®s demonstrations of concern or grievance.
Indeed, popular peacemaking efforts are not tolerated within the Soviet
Union-. Stalin®s question, "And how many divisions does the Pope have?!",
iIs entirely indicative of the amorally and ruthlessly utilitarian men—
tality of the current Soviet leadership. Bibles, prayers and peace
pronouncements alone do not stop Soviet tanks.

On the other hand, the Kremlin considers religion to be a serious idealogi-
cal threat which must be eradicated. (See PERSECUTOR, by Sergey Kourdakov,
in the Chapel Library.) Political and spiritual dissidence in the Soviet
_ Union 1is only possible because of the Kremlin®s respect for the
Western Press. That free press is preserved only by American military
power. Spiritual resistance to a regime which even (misk)use3- psychiatry
for political control is impossible.



5. The Soviets®" covert use of lethal chemical weapons in Afghanistan and
Cambodia, the 1979 disaster in Sverdlovsk, indicating the Soviets"™ secret
violation of the Germ Warfare Treaty of 1975 and other examples of
the Kremlin®8 ruthlessnesa-and treachery demonstrate the need for
disarmament treaties"which can be verified through direct and unrestricted
investigation. Current methods of remote verification — such as recon-
naisance satellites - can be deceived and disrupted.

6. Although peace requires two-sided effort and sincerity, we learned in
Poland in 1939 and at Pearl Harbor in 1941 that war only requires the
ruthless will and action of one side. The attitudes of contemporary
"pacifists" are basically the same and just as self-deluding as those of
the pie-World War Il 1isolationists and international pacifists and are
just as responsible for the murder of tens of millions of innocent men, il
women and children as were the Nazi, Fascist and Japanese militaristsv/®®l
whom they allowed to flourish, march anc murder. Even i1f such”criminally
naive attitudes were Christian in intent and dogmatic consistency, they
are morally irresponsible and unchristian - ndeed, antiChristian -
in their practical effect.

SUGGESTED FURTHER READING FOR CONCERNED PERSON3:

&. THE BATTLE FOR STALINGRAD, by V.I. Chuikov. A gripping statement of A
"The Sprit of Stalingrad” by the commander of the victorious Soviet
62nd Rifle Army and, later, Commander of Strategic Rocket Forces. ~

b. THE GREAT TERROR, by Robert Conquest. A description of the establish—
ment of institutionalized terror as a political and spiritual instrument

in the Soviet Union - at a cost of 30,000,000 dead. (Smrv
(Cntrex /,9*Any)

c. PERSECUTOR, by Sergey Kourdakov. A description it the attitudes and
methods of th© KGB in its destruction of religious-activity and persons.

d. THE RUSSIANS, by Hedrick Smith. Best description available of attitudes
and conditions in the Soviet Union by NEW YORK TIMES® former Moscow
correspondent. Includes chapter entitled, "XII. PATRIOTISM: World
War Il Was Only Yesterday."™ (Srlir/yo~ny)
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ADFil 13. 1082 on v s o m avni s
Dennis Gellhouse
9327-8 Glacier Hwy.
Juneau, Alaska 9980

Dear Senator Pischer,

Senator Eliason has introduced Senate Joint Resolution No. 85 calling for a
bilateral freeze on nuclear armaments and their delivery systems.

This idea i6 gaining momentum worldwide, and | wish to express my personal
support while encouraging you to do the same. Through an understanding of the use
of nuclear weapons to ostensibly increase our security one becomes aware of their
profound negative effect on our economy and society.

Is utter destruction a plausible solution to resolving conflicts?

Sincerely,

Denni6 Gellhouse



THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENT(S) MAY NOT FILM
LEGIBLY BECAUSE OF POOR QUALITY OF THE
ORIGINAL.
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Senator Eliason has introduced Senate Joint Resolution No. 85 calling for a
bilateral freeze on nuclear armaments and their delivery Bystems.

This idea is gaining momentum worldwide, and | wish tn express my personal
support while encouraging you to do the same. Through an understanding of the use
of nuclear weapons to ostensibly increase our security one becomes aware of their
profound negative effect on our economy and society.

Is utter destruction a plausible solution to resolving conflicts?

Sincerely,

0o,
Dennis Gellhouse
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PLEASE MOTE; THE FOLLOWING PAGES WERE TREATED
AS A UNIT IN THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



Official Business Juneau, Alaska 99811

TO: Senator Terry Stimson
FROM: Bruce Weyhrauch”~”,, _
DATE: April 26, 1982

SUBJECT: MX Missiles in Alaska

INTRODUCT ION

This memo 1is to inform you of the status of the U. S. Government®s
potential to base the MX Missile in Alaska and to recommend a committee
substitute for SJR 62: a resolution relating to the deployment of MX
Missiles in Alaska.

Information in this memo comes from a variety of sources and personal
communications. These sources include: the Salt Lake City Tribune, the
Juneau Empire, the Anchorage Daily News, the U. S. Office of Technology
Assessment, Congressional Quarterly, New York Times Magazine, The Nation
Magazine, Science Magazine, and Aviation Week and Space Technology
Magazine. Other data, including personal communications, comes from:
the U.S. Department of Defense and U.S. Air Force, Senator John Tower,
Senator Murkowski, Senator Stevens, Representative Young, the Johns
Hopkins School of International Studies in Washington, D.C., and the
U.S. Department of State"s Strategic Nuclear Policy Office.

This memo contains four major parts: (1) An explanation of what the MX
Missile means, what, it 1is, how it came about, and what deployment
options for the MX Missile are; (2) an assessment of the environmental,
economic and social ramifications of possible MX deployment in Alaskr,
(3) the reasons the deployment of the MX Missile in Alaska is jt
consistent with the U. S. Government®s nuclear defense policy; (4) the
effectiveness of introducing a resolution opposing the deployment of MX
Missiles in Alaska, and what the intent of such a resolution should be.

Appendant to this memo are various citations as referenced, SJR 63 and a
CS for SJR 63 (Rules).



THE MX MISSILE

The MX Intercontinental Ballistic Missile carries up to 10 Advanced
Ballistic Re-entry Vehicles (warheads). The explosive size of each
warhead is classified. The destruction potential of each warhead 1is
also classified, but the combination of the MX1s throw-weight, accuracy
and weapon yield is large enough to "hold at risk any target in the
Soviet Union.” The missiles are 70 feet long, 7 feet, 8 1inches in
diameter, and weign 192,000 pounds. The velocity of the missile 1is
classified, but would require about thirty minutes to fly from the
central continental United States over the polar region to the center of
the Soviet Union; the range would vary upon the way the re-entry
vehicles (warheads) are deployed off the post boost vehicle (the
missile), but a nominal range is all of Eurasia.

The idea of building and deploying the MX has been around a long time
and was formally presented by President Carter 1in 1977. The MX was
touted by the Carter Administration as necessary to beef up the
country"s land-based missile system. The land-based missiles are one
leg of our strategic nuclear triad. The other two legs are our
submarines and B-52 forces -- both of which are capable of responding to
an attack with nuclear missiles and/or bombs.

When Ronald Reagan was swept into the White House, part of his campaign
platform consisted of reviewing the plan to deploy the MX in the
Nevada-Utah desert. The fact that Reagan®s campaign manager, Senator
Paul Laxalt of Nevada, 1is under intense pressure from his constituents
not to base MX"s in their state has politicized the entire MX Missile
question. It is safe to state that political pressure from a core group
of western state conservative Republican senators helped President
Reagan come to the conclusion that basing MX"s in multiple protective
storage fashion is not very appropriate, and that the entire MX decision
should be reviewed.

Various methods are presently under consideration for basing and deploy—
ing the MX. The original method was placement of the MX 1in a multiple
protective storage (MPS) system. This method would involve shuttling
missiles on a track 1in the desert from one bunker to another. The
theory behind such a strategy is that the enemy would not know what
bunker to hit and would therefore either leave some missiles remaining
after an attack for retaliation or MPS would require the enemy to drain
its supply of ICBM"s and hit every bunker guaranteeing no retaliation.
This "shell game™ approach would involve a massive system of roads,
trucks and support facilities to adequately work as theorized. The
"pbaseline™ size of the MPS system would require at least 200 MX Missiles
and 4,600 shelters and would necessarily involve the disruption of 200
square miles of land area for construction of shelters, roads and
support facilities. There are variations of MPS basing, but this is the
concept around which others are discussed.



An alternative to the MPS system is placement of the MX in existing ICBM
silos which have been "hardened" or "super-hardened.” Hardening refers
to reinforcing the silos with concrete and steel so that they could
withstand a direct hit and still be launched. This is an admittedly
interim measure because enemy missiles are increasingly accurate and a
nuclear blast would excavate all around the silo leaving it free—
standing. In addition, the costs of hardening do not seem justifiable
if they are vulnerable to very accurate incoming warheads.

Another alternative to MPS casing is the deployment of MX"s in large
airplanes in continual flight. The so-called "big bird" concept has
also come under Congressional attack. Continuous airborne patrol

aircraft would mean having a fleet of aircraft, several of which would
be aloft at any time, launching the MX 1in flight. An air mobile MX
would have tracking problems. That is, the enemy would be able to track
the planes, know where they were and isolate or destroythem; plus, the

missiles, when launched, would have some problemsestablishing coordi—
nate position and good "position-fix accuracy” due to the nature of a
dynamic launch. It is also felt by various persons in government that
since the big-bird concept was proposed by Carter, it doesn"t stand a
political chance of flying even today due to anti-Carter sentiment in
Congress.

Finally, the "deep-basing” mode of deployment is being considered as an
alternative to the MPS. There aremany, many other modes of deployment
of MX being discussed at this time. Other modes being tossed out for
consideration include: launching from diesel electric submarines [known

as SUM], deploying MX Missiles encapsulated from surface ships, and
orbital basing of MX. Given the '"Battlestar Galactica quality” of MX
deployment [as one official put it], any form of deployment is probably
under consideration. | have limited the discussion here to most probable

and how Alaska could be involved.

Deep basing MX would 1involve deployment of the missile in mountain
tunnels thousands of feet underground to protect against attack. These
facilities would need personnel, power, life support facilities, roads,
communication facilities and maintenance outlets. Deep basing
theoretically would not hive exit portals for the missiles, but would
have to be dug using boring machines. Therefore Ilaunch would not be
rapid due to the excavation process and could take days or weeks to
conclude. Obviously this method of deployment 1is not intended as a
quick response to an attack, but to provide a reserve force ("You hit
us, we"ll get you back -- but a little later'™). Some preliminary work
has been done on this deployment method by looking at the potential of
using the south sides of mesas and mountain ranges as exit portals. The
south side would be less vulnerable to destructive missiles coming over
the North Pole. The missiles would be placed on a carriage and moved
into place behind the tunneling boring machine. Reliable communication
facilities between the outside and the missile force still have not been
developed and so deep base 1is still under evaluation. This method of
deployment has not fully determined environmental impacts nor timing
considerations and costs and construction time are also highly tenta—
tive.



IMPACT OF MX DEPLOYMENT IN ALASKA

This section will address only the impact of deep basing MX in Alaska.

It is felt that MPS deployment in Alaska is unfeasible due to climate,

terrain and remoteness and that sea based or big bird based MX deploy—
ment would have insignificant impacts on the state in terms of overall

impact. Deep basing, however, would impact the state tremendously.

First of all, deep basing MX"s 1in Alaska is a real possibility and

military planners are considering a proposal from Resource Engineering

and Development, 1Inc. to deep base 1in the Brooks Range and have not
ruled out anything of the alternatives listed in the previous section.

While the surface land area 1is small with respect to land necessary for

launch, the deployment inside mountain ranges would require the excava—
tion of tunnel paths totaling (by my estimation) a conservative 55,000

yards of material for just one MX Missile tunnel entrance and exit

(figure 1is based on schematic diagram provided by the U. S. Office of

Technology Assessment and assumes a 15-foot diameter egress). In order

to provide a facility inside Alaska®s mountain for the MX, the following

bare essentials would be required:

*Improved roads capable of supporting large-tired, very
heavy equipment and year-round maintenance.

*A power grid and power generation facilities.

*Remote bases capable of providing manpower, and personnel
relief, food and supplies, parts and maintenance
equipment, a guard facility to protect against sabotage
to the missile facility and espionage activities of the
enemy.

ACommunication equipment capable of withstanding attack
and equipment necessary for day to day operation.

*All other systems and facilities necessary for military
and human support.

The concomitant and resulting impact on the Alaska environment would be,

at the minimum, huge and negative. Alaskans could be evpected to be

excluded from not only lands set aside for MX deployment, but a safety

perimeter would be established, 1increasing land area prohibited to

entry. Fish and game resources would be negatively impacted. Topo—
graphy would be impacted and air and water quality would be affected.

The state government and people of the state would have to develop

ancillary facilities to support deep basing activities of MX which in

turn would further the impact on government services. All of these are

difficult to quantify at this time, but the impact scenarios ere reason—
ably accurate and understated, to say the least. Of course, basing MX"s

in Alaska would enhance the state"s opportunity for becoming the target

for an enemy nuclear attack, which 1is not to say that it isn"t already a
target.



U.S. DEFENSE POLICY AND MX IN ALASKA

Placement of MX"s 1in Alaska would clearly represent a threat to the
Soviet Union and targets in Alaska would be vulnerable to shorter range
missiles unlike the large ICBM presently targeted on the continental
U.S.. Two major logistical problems work against placement of the MX
here. First, the missiles and their control centers are far away from
main command centers in the lower 48. Secondly, weather conditions in
Alaska mountain ranges are not well suited to large military operations.

Also, the United States® defense policy is one of deterrence and it is
not our policy to strike first but be able to respond to an enemy"s
strike. That is,"If you hit us first, we"ll have enough to hit you
back."” Because response to an attack is important, itis crucial to
have enough warning time before enemy missiles hit the U.S. The
President alone is the one who has to make the decisioi. to lau n our
missiles while we are under attack or to absorb the hit and then launch,
or whatever. ICBM"s are presently in locations such that from detection
to impact 1is about thirty minutes. This apparently is enough time to
launch from under attach if we choose. However, 1if MX"swere in Alaska
and were targets, there would be only  five minutes todecide -- not
enough time. Plus, MX 1in Alaska would be open for attack from enemy
submarines. Placement of MX 1in Alaska would break our policy of not
putting missiles in coastal states because of the possibility of
sea-based attacks.

INTENT OF RESOLUTION 62

First of all, the resolution (CSSJR 62)has been carefully drafted so

that it 1is not an anti-military” resolution, "nuclear freeze"
resolution, or an "anti-U.S. defense” resolution. There are other
resolutions which cover these topics. It simply states that the
Legislature opposes any plans to deep base the MX"s here. If Congress

chooses another method of deployment (such as big bird or any other as
outlined), other deployment options probably will not occur here. This
is important and key to the resolution®s narrow language. The resolution
is narrowly written such that our Senators and Representative should
work to oppose deep basing MX"s here and to keep the .state informed of
any plans or decisions on the MX"s in Alaska. Senator Stevens is the
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee Chairman and Senate Majority W ip --
a powerful Republican Senator -- he alone may have the power to prevent
MX*s in Alaska. And the need for MX as an important part or our national
defense 1is not a valid argument anymore; the Laxalt-Reagan political

decision demonstrated this.

The resolutii. imakes seven statements of fact as follows:
*MX 1s generally described physically.

*The Department of Defense is considering methods of MX
deployment.



¢Four deployment methods are defined including deep basing.

*It states Alaska has mountain ranges which could be used for
deployment.

+Describes activities generally associated with MX deployment.
#iStates the negative impact upon Alaska.

The resolution finishes by saying placement of MX here would make the
state a target for nuclear attack.

Finally, the resolution resolves that the Legislature opposes any plans
to deep base the MX here. It requests our Congressional Delegation to
attempt to prevent or discourage deep based MX deployment here and
requests them to keep the state informed about what is going on with the
missiles.

There is a great body of literature on the MX subject. If you desire
any specific information or have any questions, please advise.



