1988 REPUBLICAN  NATIONAL CONVENTION NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA  
SENATOR ROBERT DOLE 
"... America must defend the freedoms we cherish, and stand against those who would take freedom away." 

Senator Bob Dole 
Republican National Convention 
August 17, 1988 

I accept the nomination ... for the Majority Leader of the United States Senate. 

Let me underscore my priorities for 1988: I am committed to electing George Bush in November. 

I am committed to electing Republicans to Congress. 

So tonight, I am asking you to help us strengthen our party in the House, and to help us regain the majority in the United States Senate. I am ready, and eager, to serve as George Bush's point man in a Republican-controlled Senate come January. I promise to beat back any Democratic schemes to raise your taxes; or any effort to weaken our national defense. 

Let me congratulate my colleague Dan Quayle- our next vice president. I am proud to have been his leader in the Senate. He is dynamic. He is articulate and he's already had twelve years experience in Congress. If only the Democratic nominee had half as much. 


1988- A CROSSROADS FOR AMERICA 
This year's election represents a crossroads for America. The alternatives have never been more obvious, the consequences more important. 

The issues will be defense and deficits: detente and drugs. But the bottom line question is: what kind of country will America be as it enters a new century. Will we be truly strong, or barely strong enough? Will we be self-confident, or self-doubting? Will we be on the march, or at a standstill? 

Strength and security- the founding fathers saw an essential link between them 200 years ago. And we Republicans see it today. We are secure as individuals only when the country we live in is strong and confident. When our country is weak and uncertain, and lacking in will, we are all vulnerable. 

The link between the strength of our nation and the security of our people seems obvious. But there are some out there who never get the picture. 

These people -the liberal doom-sayers- believe that America cannot be trusted. They believe that the disarming of America is a noble goal. They do not understand that America must be strong- if America is to be free. 

We understand- all of us in this hall, in this party and across the country; and, of course, George Bush understands. 

But the Democratic nominee does not. He is undoubtedly a fine man. He did an excellent job in gaining his party's nomination. He will work hard between now and November. 

Unfortunately, he is one of those liberals who does not know where to draw the line; and this puts America at risk. 

He seems willing to throw away the Monroe Doctrine. He says he can live with Soviet client states in Central America. He speaks Spanish freely on the campaign trail. But he is not concerned whether Spanish-speaking people in Central America have the right to be free. 


DUKAK-EYED IDEAS 
The Governor is one of those liberals who is suspicious of America's strength; embarrassed when America asserts its rights; uncomfortable when America stands on the side of freedom.

One of those liberals who knocks our president, questions his principles, and assails his policies. One of those liberals who suffers a sudden lapse of memory when it comes to the outrages of the Ayatollah, Colonel Qadaffi, Commandante Ortega and other third world tyrants. 

One of those liberals with strange ideas - Dukak-eyed ideas - about the way the world works. 

Think about the disastrous years of malaise and mismanagement. Think about all the countries that fell into the Soviet orbit. Think about Cambodia, where Marxism led to genocide. And Ethiopia, where Marxism led to famine. And Nicaragua, where Marxism has led to a Soviet beachhead in the Americas. Think about all these places where the liberals didn't know where, or how, to draw the line. 

And then think about Grenada, where Ronald Reagan and George Bush did draw the line, and where its people now have a democracy. And think about Libya, where Reagan and Bush drew the line, silencing terrorists. And Afghanistan, where by drawing the line, this administration helped a people survive, and kept alive their dreams of freedom.

Think about Angola. Because we backed the freedom fighters, a negotiated settlement is possible that could result in the departure of 40,000 Cuban mercenaries.

Think about the Persian Gulf. Because we insisted that the American Navy should draw a line protecting freedom of the seas, the end of the Iran-Iraq war is in sight. 

Would this have happened if the liberals had been in the White House? 

Would there have been an improvement in relations with Moscow and an INF Treaty? 

No way- and I'll tell you why: Because these Liberals define arms control this way: the Soviets arm, while we control.

And that's another Dukak-eyed idea


MOURNING IN AMERICA 
Liberals like the Massachusetts Governor never get the picture. They fail to understand that a strong America keeps the peace. And a weak America invites danger.

Harry Truman understood where to draw the line in 1947. And because he did, Greece is a free nation today. 

John F. Kennedy understood where to draw the line in 1962, and because he did, Soviet missiles were yanked out of Cuba. 

Those kind of Democrats, who believe in a strong national defense, are now outcasts in their own party. Today's liberals, led by Jesse Jackson and Michael Dukakis will never understand. They don't have a clue.

For them, it is always mourning in America - mourning with a "U." A time to mourn America's recovery; our strength, our new sense of purpose. 


BUSH AND QUAYLE: STRENGTH
George Bush, however, understands that strength and freedom are two sides of the same coin. 

As a young pilot he risked his life for his country in the skies over the Pacific. As Ronald Reagan stated Monday evening, he has helped give this country eight of the best years it has ever had. 

He and Dan Quayle support SDI because it provides defense against the accidents that cause war. This keeps the peace. He supports the B-1 Bomber. The Stealth Bomber. And the MX and Midgetman Missiles because they deter aggression. And this, too, keeps the peace.

George Bush and Dan Quayle support freedom fighters around the world . And what does the Democratic candidate support? What programs to keep America truly strong and free? Let me list them for you. (Long pause)... I haven't lost my place, I just can't think of any.

His idea of national defense is "one if by land, and two if by sea" ... if you can get through the polluted waters of Boston Harbor.


THERE'S A REAL WORLD OUT THERE 
In the world according to the Massachusetts Liberal, defending liberty is dangerous and it costs too much. 

But there's a real world out there, where America must provide real leadership. 

In the world according to the Massachusetts Liberal, America should get an "O.K." from the United Nations before we act. 

But there's a real world out there , and sometimes America must act on its own to protect our interests. 

In the world according to the Massachusetts Liberal, Communism and terrorism and drugs are just "issues" to be "managed." 

But there's a real world out there , where America must defend the freedoms we cherish, and stand against those who would take freedom away. 

Finally, let me remind Americans that there is no owner's manual for the Oval Office. You don't learn to lead a Nation through on-the-job training, or by having Harvard professors come to Washington for a seminar. 


LEADERSHIP 
So ... this campaign really boils down to one thing - leadership. Leadership involves many things, but chief among them is knowing when to say yes and when to say no. 

There is nothing more important. It is the mark of character in a leader. It can change the course of history. 

In the early 1980's, for example, when the Massachusetts Governor and his fellow liberals were saying yes to the nuclear freeze, George Bush was saying no. George Bush knew that the freeze the Massachusetts Liberal supported would have frozen in place 1500 nuclear-tipped Soviet missiles aimed at the heart of Europe, and frozen out of Europe our missiles. 

The Massachusetts Liberal predicted this would prolong the cold war. 

Well, he had it exactly wrong. It was only after our missiles arrived in Europe that the Soviets began to bargain. And they bargained until all of the intermediate range missiles were gone. And the bargaining is not over yet

Because Ronald Reagan and George Bush said no to the huge Soviet military build-up that occurred the last time the liberals were in charge, and no to the Soviet expansionism of the Carter years - because they said no to Soviet aggression - Ronald Reagan and George Bush were able to say yes to improved relations. 

Knowing when to say yes and when to say no. It separates leadership from mere office holding. It separates leaders from "technocrats."


THE MOSCOW CHALLENGE
Yes, the 1988 election is very serious business. We are electing a president, and also the next leader of the free world.

I realized this fully just three months ago in Moscow. I was with President Reagan as he put the final seal on his historic arms control treaty with the Soviet Union

While there , I was seated next to Mikhail Gorbachev at a state dinner. For nearly three hours, I had an opportunity to exchange views with him, face-to-face. 

Let me tell you, I was impressed. Gorbachev is smart. He's shrewd. And believe me , he is committed to the goals of the Communist world he leads.

After dinner, as I was driven back to my hotel, our car passed through Red Square, and past the forbidding skyline of the Kremlin. As I thought about Gorbachev, and what might lie ahead, I knew that the free world could not afford to deal with this hard-as-nails communist with an untested, unprepared, unsure president-someone who did not know where to draw the line; someone who did not know when to say yes, and when to say no. 


PRESIDENT BUSH
Today we look at the world and our place in it, and say thank God for Ronald Reagan. 

Four years from now, we will be meeting again. We will think about the world again. We will think how fortunate it was that the American voters - Republicans and Democrats and Independents - didn't make a mistake in 1988. And we will all say, thank God for George Bush










