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been informed that LaRouche’s BMD proposal would 
never reach the desk of President Reagan, and that, 
therefore, there was no danger of the Reagan Adminis-
tration ever actually adopting the plan. Under those cir-
cumstances, since Moscow found the back-channel 
talks with LaRouche useful, they would be continued.

March 23, 1983 hit Moscow like a ton of bricks. 
Closer to home, the combat had already begun in ear-
nest.

In his autobiography (1990), Reagan gave a hint of 

the battle that had taken place: “March 22—Another 
day that shouldn’t happen. On my desk was a draft of 
the speech on defense to be delivered tomorrow night 
on TV. This was one hassled over by NSC, State and 
Defense. Finally I had a crack at it. . . .

“March 23—The big thing today was the 8 p.m. TV 
speech on all networks about national security. We’ve 
been working on the speech for about 72 hours and 
right down to the deadline. . . . I did the bulk of the 
speech on why our arms buildup was necessary and 

DR. EDWARD TELLER

Science Can End the  
Age of Nuclear Terror

Dr. Edward Teller (1908-2003), a 
nuclear physicist who played a 
leading role in the Manhattan Proj-
ect and then went on to participate 
in the U.S. development of the hy-
drogen bomb, addressed the Na-
tional Press Club Oct. 27, 1982. 
Here are excerpts from that speech.

One of the obvious things is a point 
that absolutely all of us, those pres-
ent and those absent, every Ameri-
can, I believe, shares, is our deter-
mination not to have another war, 
another big war like the First and 
the Second World War, or worse. There is no differ-
ence of opinion on that point. There is a difference of 
opinion what is the best way to avoid another war. 
Our policies for years have been on the wrong track. 
For a quarter of a century, we have conceived of our 
situation as a balance of terror, and the dreadful point 
is that the terror is obvious; the balance is not. . . .

We have arrived at the point where the ingenuity 
of several of my young colleagues has produced, to 
say it very cautiously, proposals for defensive weap-
ons. I, as befits a person advanced in his 70s, was 
incredulous, but also obviously and greatly inter-
ested. I want to be very clear about this point. I am 
not talking about one proposal. I am not talking about 
one magic solution. I am talking about a whole trend. 

Furthermore, we have good evidence that the Soviets 
are familiar with the ideas on which we are work-
ing. . . .

And many scientists, many excellent scientists, 
who looked briefly and in some places with some prej-

udice, at these new ideas, have re-
jected them—as I did, when I looked 
at them the first time. But the more I 
looked, the more convinced I 
became. That is why it is difficult. It 
is impossible, because these ideas—
not the details, but the very ideas—
are classified. We call it not only se-
crecy, but “security.” It isn’t, because 
the Soviet leaders know; the Ameri-
can people have a need to know. But 
they are not told. . . .

In response to a question, Teller re-
ferred to “the common aims of 
mankind”:

We can, by using technology create a situation 
where the reasons for war will diminish and keep di-
minishing.  If our allies and we cooperate both in 
making a stronger defense, and bringing about the 
origin of real peace, the pursuit of the common aims 
of mankind, at least in the free part of the world, then 
in the end, even in the Soviet Union where tyranny 
was endemic . . . I think a change of thinking may 
occur. . . . I am not telling you that if we can avoid war 
now, and I think we can, then the golden age will be 
here. We will have many other problems, and per-
haps even greater ones. But I want to have for my 
children and my grandchildren the chance to con-
front these new problems, to struggle with them, and 
to do it as individuals. . . .
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