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This is a marvelous day in vour lives, one that you've been
locoking Zorward to for at least four years.

I say "at least" because in the case of our son Marvin, he got
So carried away with academic pursuits hers at Charlottasville thas
“e somehow managed to compress four vears of schooling into five --
though, looking around this beautiful campus, 1 can well understand
why.

I agree with Marvin: There has to be something special about
& university where a star athlete can't be lurad away, not evan
withh 2 $6 million offer. Thers's something sgpecial about that student,
Loo. *

You ¢raduating seniors ave to be envied Zor having spent vour
college years at U.VA. in these 2xciting times. But let me add that -
T Zzel 2 little sorxy for vou, too. After all, you're not going to
ce nere next spring, when youxr Cavaliers make it to the Final Four in
the NCAA basketball tournament.

Nevertheless, wherever you happen +o be, I know that you'll be
cocting all through life for U.VA. -- in sports, in academia, in
nolding charactar, because once vou become part of & great tradition,
Lt stays with you throughout your 1life.

And what a remarkable tradition you have hers at *he University
> Virginia!l Not a static tradition, looking only to the past, but
»ne which grows each year, building on the legacy of its founder,
‘Themas Jeffsrson.

As evicdence of that growth, your university's Millsr Cantar
ior Public AfZairs is making an important contribution in its ongoing
studies involving the institution of the Praesidency. Althouch it's
mly five vears old, I can t2ll vou that the Miller Cantar has alreacy
;@ined the raspvect of decision-makers in Washington and oromises to
:ave a profound impact on the future conduct of public affairs in our
ilation's Capital,



Vice Prasident 2ush
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ncme coulé have been chosen for a Cantar

No better of this
kind than here at the University of Virginia, ranowned from its
earliest days as an educational fountainhead for independent thought'
ancd inguiry. And for some_hlng alse as well, a quality indispensable
to the conduct of human affairs in a free society -- resvect for
the opbinions of others.

In recent months, I've Zeen scteaking 4o audiencas around the
country about the meaning of the mandats given President Reagan
last November, and the new beginning now being made in Washington.

The thrust of these svesches has been the need for frash, innovative

approaches to the problems ncocw facing our countrv.

Today, addressing zhis graduating class at a universityv founded
DV an American who rajected dogma as nmuch as he loved frse inquiry,
I want :o talk about another aspect of our new leadership in

It isn't a program.

It isn't a substantive policy. i
Instead, it's a cua
wayv he conducts his
ameng nis opposition.

ified by President Reacan in the
ts those who number themselves

Jefferson raferxed to that gquality when, in his First Inaucural
Adcrass, he asked his countrymen to "ra2store to social intercourse
the harmony and afifection without which likerty and even life iksgelf
are dresary things.’

I speak of the guality of basic civility in our dealings with
gach other in public affairs -- the willingness and discipline to
excnange ideas and opinicns without incdulging in name-calliing or
guestioning the motives of our opponents.

The editor of cne of this country's leading papers vaid our
Administration a high compliment the other day -- after heariag
some of our top Wnite House spokesmen prasent their case in answering
tough cguastions he said, "President Reacan's Whita House fzam is a
civilized bunch”". Obvious, mavbe, but all to oZten in recent vears,

I ragret to say, that basic civilizy has been missing from oublic
cebate of the issues facing our country.

We saw the acrimony oI the lats 50's spill over into the 70's.

—mnore-~-
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We saw a new and almost mean adversarial, confrontational,
relationship spring up hketween

-- the White House and the prass
-~ petween :the Executive branch and the Legislative branches

-- between 20 manv diffsrant secments and parts of one society.

It's =rue that matters have improved along this line since
=he acrimonious vears of the late 1960's and 1979's. Yet those years
of bizter division have in many ways left trails some still seek to

Tursue.

 The rasult is that political debate on issues important to our
coudtrv's futurs has fraguently become 2 matter of fixing labels
and accusations on the cpposition, not a contast of ideas frzely and
fairly argued.
Jefferson, as I say, rsjected dogma. He didn't abide +the notion
that any single faction, party or philosophy has a monopoly on truth

the issues of today,
sappear whenever dogma

Let me cite two sxamples on the contemporzary scene:

le involves the curran
. Over the past nali-
S have been treatad to !
urate light as has the human ri

n human rights
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Our Administraticn is pl
be lass selective. We wil
the viclations of othar

edced to human rights. Our policy will
1 not slap around our Zrisnds and overlook

n

we will work to effect changes to help improve human rights
but oftsn we will work guietly. We will not be selective in our
indignation.

Some feel we must shcut from i
and humiliate countries in order o

T tops and beat our breasts
L chance. We don't agrze.

o]
® O

But the debate is not enhanced by name calling or moralizing
Or guestioning our motives.

Let's keep the debate civil as we exert our influence in the
area of human rights by gquiet diplomacy and persuasion.

Results ares what count,. not rhetorical confrontation.

My second sexample of how basic civility tends to disapgear
when dogma entars public debats ralates to another concsept tihe
Presilent's critics claim a monopoly over, that of human compassion.

This past week we witnessed a debate over the gquestion of how

the Social Security system can be saved. Evaryone ianvolved in that
Cebate, regardless of party, agrees that if the Social Security systenm
continues along its present path, it will self-destruct in a matter

of years. Something has to be done -- and the rs=al issue is what
action should be taken if our government is to kesep its word to

Social Security teneficiaries in future years. ’

Zveryone in public lifs understands the critical naturs of
the present crisis in our Social Security systam -- a crisis whose
origins lie in the distant past, long beforz the Reagan administration
took cifice.

That being the czse, how can we 2xplain the recanit outburst
in Washington -- an outburst charactesrized by name-calling
and personal attacks on the President -- when the issue of how o
save Social Security came up for debate? The charge was made
that President Reacan lacked compassion in dsaling with the problems
facing our country's Social Security racipisnts.

Again, that charge is baseless. We have a President who cares
Seeply about the needy and disadvantaged in our society. In dealing
with cur present Social Security sys:tem, he is in fact faced with a
crisis largely brought on by the actions over the vears of many of
the very critics now attacking him.

Is the cuestion of how we can best salvace Social Security
Zebatzble? Cer=zziniy. And to his cradit, the Prasident has <rom
the Zirxst indicaztad an open mind on this issue. That's to his cradit,
and mcra. For at no time in any debats on any issue sincs he took
oIfice has Prasident Resacan statad his side of the case in a manner
that zersonally attackad or demeaned his opposition.

—TT W .,



Vice President Bush

It simply isn't his nature. It isn't his style. That nature

and style was reflected in his Inaugural Address when he said:

"How can we love our country, and not love our count*vmen’"

g¢.mwwwm,%+u-f@m4% 7%!—«4—/4%»\*
In seeking a new era of conciliation and a reasoned approach _1

to issues, President Reagan is following the example set by our

nation's third President, the founder of this great university, 47

in trying to "restore to social intercourse the harmony and affec*ion

without which liberty and even life are dreary things.” ék“***é«fu*.L
Lt ‘ =

7a

That is the essence of the University of Virginia tradlgion. -
It is what we mean when we speak of America as a compassionate
society, a society made up of individuals as concerned about the rights
of others as they are about their own rights. That is your legacy --
and God willing, it will be the legacy of your children when the 4
day of their commencement arrives in the decades to come.

Thank you and good luck.
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