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the most volatile region in the world todayv

a “merwca. No country seems immune from

fervor sweeping the region. The

ans have sharply criticized vour DoTlcy there.

te vou have stood by while Castro's Cuba--

bv the Soviet Union--arms, trains and
revolutionary forces throuchout the re
further state: "We deplore the Mearxist San

over of Nicaragua and theMarxist attempts to

~abilize El Sezlvador, Guatemala and Honduras.

© not support United States assistance to any

st government in this hemischere, znd we opocose

i Edministration's aid program for the

of Nicaragua."
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On few foreign policy issues are the lines so tichtly
drawn between your policies and those of the Republicans.
How co you account LOI this sharp policy cdifference?

Do vou beliesve, as the Republlccns charge, that vour
Administration "has actively worked to undermine
cocvernments and parties opposed to the expansion of
Soviet power?" Do you believe the Cubans and Soviets

are responsible for the turmoil in Central America?

How best can the United States influence the direction
of the change sweeping through the region?

Xesponse

Under my Acdministration, the United States will not sit

by on the sidelines and abandon its friends in Central

America to Cuba and its radical Marxist allies. Those who

say that Nicaragua is already "lost" are the same people who
said Portugal was lost five years ago. We co not acree with
them, and we are encouraged that Nicaraguan moderates and
businessmen have chosen to stay in Nicaragua and help work
to make it a more democratic country. Thev have asked@ for
our help, and we will not abandon them. They are struggling

to preserve individual freedoms and political and economic



pluralism, and they have asked for our econcmic zid. We
Pag

nave provided 1t, most recently in the form of a $S75 million

economic package to Nicaragua. We cannot cuarantee that

cemocracy will take hold in Niceracgua. But i1f we turn our

backs on that country, as Governor Reacan ané the Republicans

would do, we can help cguarantee that democracv will fail.

Our challenge in El Salvador is similar. If reform
fails, that country will become a battle grounc beiween
racical left and radical right. A moderate solution is still
pcssible and we intend to help.

Those who are most concerned about the potential for

radical revolution in Central America and grcowing Cuban influence

in the region should be the stroncest supporters of our efforts

to help Nicaragua and El Salvador. But the Republicans are not.

They seem to believe that Cuba 1s the cause of all the problems
in the recgion. There is no guestion that Castro is assisting

subversive efforts and we must deal with this. But we must

also understand -- as Governor Reacan coes not -- that the

[

root problems in the region are extreme povertv, socia

injustice &and repression and we must cirect our efforts to

address these problems as well.

The US was once identified with dictatorships and injustice
in the regcion. Now we can be proud of our eiforts to play a
constructive role, assisting moderate and peaceful change.
Now we are better positioned to keep the extremists isolated

and on the cdefensive.



)

I might note, in cleosing, that while @ lot of attention
neas been civen by the Republicans to the Caribbean and the
tiny islend of Grenada, the winds of political chance in that
area are clearly blowing in a different direction. Recent
elections in Dominica, St. Vincent, St. Lucia, Anticua and
St. Kitts have resulted in victories by moderate leszders friendly
to the United States, and resounding defeats by leftists who

are friendly to Cuba.

}-



"Totalitarian Marxists are in control of the Carribean
(o4

Island of Grenada, where Cuban advisors are now trainin
cuerrillas for subversive action against other countries

such as Trinidad-Tobago, Grenzada's dsmocratic neighbor.

In El Salvador, Marxist totalitarian revolutionaries, v
supported by Havana and Moscow, are preventing the construction
of a2 democratic government.

Must we let Grenada, Nicaracua, E1l Salvador, all become
additicnal "Cubas", new outposts for Soviet combat bricades?
Wi1ill the next push of the Mcscow-Havana axis be northwaré to
Cuatamala and thence to Mexico, and south to Costa Rica
and Fanama?"

Chicago Council ¢on rforeign Relations
March 17, 1980
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n your Acdministration a US Interest Section
ablished in Havana. Better US-Cukan relaziions
d to be just around the corner. That, of

, 1s no longer the case. Ficdel Castro is, once
the subject of harsh UScriticism. His troops
main in Africa. He is assisting revolutionary

rces in Central 2Zmerica. 2znd, mecst recently,
thousands of his citizens flied Cuba for the United
Added to this is the charce by vour cpponents
that vou have done nothing about the Soviet combat
brigade in Cuba nor zbout the transfer of new Soviet
offensive weapons to the island, such as modern MIG
aircrait and submarines.
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How do you account for this reversal in your initial
policy toward Cuba? Did you misjucge Castro? i

do you intend to deal with him 1in the future?

.

With respect to Soviet activities on the island, why
did you reverse vour poslition that the Soviet combat
bricade was "unaccsptable?”
Response
Over the past three years we have taken a number of
steps to open lines ¢f communication between Cuba and the
United States. Our dialogue with Cuba has cost us little

!
anéd has vielded some:«significant benefits. 2sk the

families of the 4,000 political prisoners who have been
released from Castro's prisons if theyv acree. Ask the
Cuban-Americans who, for the first time since the 19%60s,
are now allowed to return to the island for family visits
i1f they agree.

While the Cubans have taken some encouraging steps,
this has not been matched by any change in their foreign

policy. While I have been disappointed in this, I have

not been surprised. BAs a result, we have told the Cubans

‘that there will bc no further procress toward normalization.




~

N o~

until Cuba is oDreoared to accept the ncrms of nezce and
hutnan richts of the intermnational community. Cuba still

has thousands of troops in Africa, serving as
Fag

for Soviet imperialism. It is exploiting for

purpcses the revolutionary climate in Central

a vanguard
its own

America and

the Caribbean. It has refused to respect other nations'

immigration laws. Until these practices stop,
difficult to conceive of normal relations.

At the same time, the clcse Cuban-Scviet

it 1is

relationshir

continues. TFTor the past several vears the Soviet Union

has been upgrading the eguipment of the Cuban

military.

Unlike other Soviet military clients, Cuba pays nothing

for this. It cets a free ride.

Several cdevelopments over the past two vears have

caused us concern:

-~ In 1978, the Soviets delivered MIG-223

s to Cuba.

Certain types of MIG-23s can carry nuclear weapons. The

P

ones delivered to Cuba cannot. They do not constitute an

fensive threat to the United States.

Fh

O

-- We have been monitoring the constructicn of a

new naval facility at Cienfuegoes. We have no evidence

that the Soviets are involved in the construction of this

facility or intend to use it as a base.

-- And, last year, we confirmed the presence in Cuba

of a 2,600-3,000 Soviet combat brigade. While the unit

may have been in Cuba for some time, here acain we were

confronted with a matter of serious concern to Us.



"We have taken steps

L)

activiities constitute a -threat

the Unilted ZStates or

the region. I have increased surveillance of Cuba,

me

)

expanced militar uve

o

v

the recion and established

a full-time Caribbean Joint

As I have said before,

activities. We have responded
to any future activities --

Cas+ro xnows this and so does




Reacan has long held that Cuba 1s a mere proxy 0I the
et Union, and is behind mecst reveolutionary movements
frica, and Latin America.

"Despite the power the Soviet Union is able to
exert over Castro, the Cuban dictator still fancies
himself as a revolutionary leader who aicds and inspires
revolts in Africa, Latin Zmerica and the Middle East.
The Russians aren't bothered by Ceastro's delusions of
grandeur because much of his international interfsrence
fits nicely into their own Iforeign policy designs.
Jefferson City rFost
October 26, 1979

In 1977, when the Administration was considering relaxing
relations with Cuba, Reagan wrote:

"...{(t)he U.S. decision on Cuban trade must rest
on brcader considerations. Our trade embargo of Cuba
is a little like & long-running advertising campaign.
Just as 1its full effects are being felt, the sponsor
may get tired of it."

Jefferson City Post
- October 26, 1979
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Imzact of Human Richts Policv
Q: The Republicans have charged that vour volicies toward

Letin America "have encouraged a precipitous decline in
United States relations with virtually every country

in the recgion." The policy most singledé out for
criticism is your human rights policy. 3Brazil,
Argentina and Chile are often cited as examples of
countries which have turned away from the United States
cdue to vour policy on human rights.

Do you believe our bilateral relaticns in Latin Ameri

ica
have suffered as a result cf vour human rights icy?
wWnat, in your view, have been the benefits cf

crm

tement that: "We will return to the fundam
inciple of treating a friend as a friend and
oclaimed enemies as enemies, without apology"

n

Dol
this

npolicy? How do vou respond to the Republican plat
enta
sel
?

response
Since my inauguration, I have worked hard to forge a
new relationship with the nations of Latin America and the
Caribbean -- one resting cn a firm commitment tc human
rights, democracy, economic development and nonintervention.

For too long, the United States was associated with dicta-

torships which trampled on human rights and with the status

cuo even when that meant poverty, political repressicn, and

&

social injustice. I do nct believe, as the Republicans

apparently do, that we should return to that association.

The trend toward democracy 1in Latin America 1s gaining

strength. Ecuador and now Peru have returned to freely
elected democratic governments. Brazil has maintained a
steady course toward democracy. Uruguay will have natioconal
elections next year. The new nations in the Caribbean, with
the exception of Grenada, remain mocdels of democracy despite

severe economic hardship. The only setback has come in



Solivia, bDut even in 3o0livia, where millitary coups are a
tradition, one 1s encouraged by the sironc new Icrce of
cemocratic groups.

The trend toward a c¢reater recgard for human rights is

T

alsoc caining strength. Human rights violations have sub-

stantially declined in a number of countries. There are
fewer reports of disappearances; political prisoners have
been released in substantial numbers; the use of torture
has declined sharply.

I do not believe, as the Republicans apperently do,

that the pursuit of human rights is incompatible with our

national security interests. We pursue our human rights

objectives not only because they are right, but because we
have a stake in the stability that comes when people can

express their hopes and find their futures Ifreely.
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The controversy over the Panama Canal T:
abated. The issue now appears to be ho
to a strict interpretation of the langu

Despite this, the Republicans have stated that althouch
vou assured the American taxpayers that the treaties
would not cecst them "one thin dime," they claim that
implementing the treaties will ccst them $4.2 billien.

Is this true?

The Panama Canal Treaties went into force on

October 1, 1979. Today, almost a year later, the Panama

Canal 1s working just as efficiently and safely as it did

over the previous 65 vears. The fears of those who so

stroncly opposed the treaties, including Governor Rezgan,

have not been realized.

I consider the Panama Canal Treaties a major

accomplishment of my Administration. The treaties

eliminated a serious irritant in our relations with

Panama and with the nations of the Hemlisphere. By

returning this territory to Panamanian control, the
treaties have established the basis for a new, cooperative
relationship between our two countries. This would not

have been the case if we had followed Governor Reacan's

advice. At the same time our national security interests
have been protected. The United States has the right to
operate and defend the Canal until the year 2000 and,
thereafter, the permanent right to defend the Canal
‘acainst any threat to its open and secure operation. Our

warships will continue to have priority passace.



There have been some differences cf ovinion over

the implementation of the treaties, but these have

been resolved -- and are being resolved -- in a non-

controversial way. As I wrote to Presicdent Royo on the

day the treaties went into force, "The United States is
as committed to making these treaties work as we wer
to building the Canal itself.™ Parama shares this goal.

As for the Republican charce that the imrlementation

of the treaties is costing the American taxpaver billions

of dollars, this is patently false. Transfer expenses

reaties are comparable with the expenses

rt

associated with the
we incur throughout the world with our important foreign

base operations. And, if there are any deficits associated

with the cperation of the Canal, these will be met by higher

tolls. Such increases will involve no charce against the

U.5. Treasury.



L)

acreements with Oman, Xenva and Scmalia on access to
- 7 -

acdditional air and naval facilities 1in the regiocon.

Erhancing the security of the Persian Gulf region

ané the Middle East will recuire a2 sustzirned, long-term
commitment. We are preparad to meke such a commitment.

We want to work with all of the countries in the recion

to achieve it. The present conflict between Irag and

Iran unde

H

scores the vital importance of this task.



Cov. Rezgan ©n fanama

Reacan has been at the forefront of thcose opposed to the
Panama Canal Treaties. As negotiations were underway, Rezagan
stated his strong objection to the propcsed Treaty.

ons with another

d at giving up our

he Canal Zcne is not
erm lease. It is

me as Alaska and
isiana Purchase.

(Panamanian

it, we built it

: "As I talk to you tonight, negotiati
dictator go forward, necotiations aim
ownership of the Panama Canal Zone...
a colonial pcssession. It is not a
sovereign U.S. territory, every bit t
all the states that were carved from
Wwe should end those negotiations and
head of state): 'We bought it, we pai
and we intend to keep it.'"

o ¢t o
jo B/ Ve]

. O

Los Angeles Times
Rugust 12, 1977

During the 1980 campaign Reagan has raised the issue of
abrogating the Treaties on several occasions.

"If there is any pcssibility of keeping the Panama Canal,
believe me I would do it because I believe 1t was one of the
great mistakes we have made so far."

Bangor News
January 18, 1980
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Rhocesia 1is now Zimbabwe. 1A former cguerrilla lezder,
Robert Mugabe, is now Prime Minister of that

indepencent nation. Despite this chance, the

strucgle for majority rule in southern Africa continues.
The settlement on Namibia is stalled. Zpartheid is
still in place in South Africa.

What role do you believe the United States should

tazke in pressing for meajority rule in southern Africa.
Should full economic sanctions be levied acainst

South Africa? 2nd, what assistance should we provide
the new government of Zimbabwe?

I am very proud of our recoré on Africa. In 1977

our relations were at their lowest point in decades.

Secretary Kissinger had recently been refused permission to
visit Nigeria. The United States had little credibility

in black 2frica. As a congseguence, our attempts to Ering

an end to the war in Rhodesia were ineffective. We were
becoming, in African eyes, irrelevent -- even antaconistic --

to African aspirations. All that has chanced. My trip to

Africa and subseguent trips by the Vice President and others

have demonstrated that. The United States 1s once again

welcome in Africa.

Our diplomatic efforts in Southern Africa and our support

for British initiatives on Zimbabwe helped bring about a

peaceful settlement to the Rhodesian war =-- without further

Soviet/Cuban expansion. We will assist in the reconstruction

and development of an independent Zimbabwe. That assistance
will be as much in our interests as theirs. So far, we have

committed $100 million for this effort.



I want tc be sure the importance of this svent is tnder-
stood. We have a wide rance of interests in Africa -- securisv

interests, economic interests, an interest in political

H

cooperation on all global issues. In my judgment no policy

could have served those interests better than our streng

support for the principle of majority rule, with minority

-

rights, in Zimbabwe. 2and nothing couléd have wezkened us more
than to waver in this crucial effort. Strong Republican
opposition in Congress did not help in this recard.

Although we have made a good beginning, much work remains
to be done:

-- There has been very little procress cn Namibia in

recent months. We expect that the successful example of

Zimbabwe should be helpful in setting a general precedent for
Namibia. I believe the proposals set forth by ;he UN ozifer &
reasonable basis for a settlement which would include UN-
supervised elections. We are now awalting South Africa's

reply to Secretary General Waldheim's most recent propocsals.

-— On South Africa, we continue to exert our influence

to encourage peaceful -- but rapid -- change and an end to

the racist system of apartheid. The South African government

has a choice: to follow the difficult ana courageous course

of seekiﬁg cooperation with the forces fof change, both
internally and within the region, or to face the prospect of
further conflict and violence. I hope they choose the former.-

We will do all we can to assist them in this.



A peaceiul transition te majorityv rule in Southern

*

AZirica 1s a major goal of my aAdministration. Our active

support for self-determi

.

ation &nd racial eguality in
Southern Arfrica has enabled the United States to develop

a continuing and effective dialocue with governments
throuchout the continent.  We will continue to particicate
in their first priority =-=- economic cevelopment -- and to
help Africans r_so0lve +thelr political problems and maintain

stability in their continent.
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ts surrogates--Cuban and Nicaraguan troops

ast German secret police--are attempting to

e the "Marxist, totalitarian model"” on Ririca.

Do vou believe this is an accurate stetement? FHave
the Soviets and their surrocates expandecd their
influence in Africa during vour term in office?

Is there any evidence that Nicaracuan troops are now
in Africa?

Xesponse

Since the massive infusion of Soviet military ecuip-

ment and advisers and Cuban combat troops into Angola in

early 1976, and the subseguent similar movement into

)

Ethiopia in 1877, there has not been a further direct

expansicn of Soviet-Cuban presence in Africa.

T x * *

-- We worked very hard, and successfully, in cocpera-
tion with the UK and several African states to bring about
the peaceful settlement in Zimbabwe that has precluded any
role for the Soviets and Cubans 1n that country.

-~ Similarly, in XNamibia, we have been pursuing a
policy that we hope can lead to independence, with no room
for Soviet or Cuban meddling.

-- Presently, there are no other African nations which

appear to be immediately threatened by Soviet-Cuban expansion.

-- During the past year, the Soviets have seen the
removal of one of their clients, IdiAmin in Ucanda, and the

Cubans have witnessed the passing of one of their friends,

Macias, in Eguatorial Guinea.



~- There seems to be a crowinc awareness among the OAU
States that Soviet-Cuban adventurism does not serve the best

[}

ests of Africa.

v
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-- Finally, there is no evicdence that N

’_J.

cara

(9]

uan troops

are now in Africa and I do not expect any. This is simply

another example of Republican exacgeration.
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Our agreement with Somalia is a limited one. It is

one of three we recently signed in the recion. The octher

two were with Oman and Kenyva. Each of these acreements

will help us meintain a better military balance in that

part of the world and therefore to protect cur security

interests and those of the states of the region.

We do not intend to involve ourselves in purely

local conflicdts of long standing, such as the Ogaden.

We have made it clear thet we favor political settlement

of such conflicts; this policy has also been expres

s w
41} }—
S TES
]

stated by the Government of Somalia. We have also

it clear that we oppose military activity by any state in

the region that jeopardizes the territorial integrity and

legitimate security interests of its neighbors.

Our relationship with Somalia is not directed against
Ethiopia. That countryv's security is being most directly
jeopardized from within, by an authoritarian regime which
ig increasingly dependent on the USER, to which it has

granted extensive military richts.



-- We have proviced nearly $100 million annually
in economic aid to Southern African countries which
helped pave the way for the pesaceful settlement in
Rhodesia.

-— Our zid is being used to support the efforts
cf the Governments of Nicaragua and El Salvador to bring
peace and stability to their countries.

-—- Our Food for Peace has been the difference

between life and death for refucees in Southeast Asia
and Africa.

-~ U.S. technical assistznce has helved farmers

-

.in developing countries grow more food and has contributed

I

to a reduction in the rate of population growth.

Some argue that U.S. aid to foreign countries is a
waste, that we receive nothing in return. This is a false,

and cangerous, view. Our stake 1n developing nations has

deepened. They supply us with essential materials. They
are zlso our fastest crowing markets.

Rid procrams do not yield instant results. Success or
failure 1s difficult to measure 1n any one four-yvear period.
But I believe that our programs have helped people in
developing. countries and have contributed to the maintenance

of peace in the world. By helping poorer nations and people

in need to build a better future, we are both strengthening

the world economy and enhancing the political stability

which comes with economic, social, and political justice.
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During your AcCministration the U.S. hes provided about

$40 billion in foreign aid. Yet, as you look around the
Midéle East, Asia, Africa, and Latin America, both turmeoil
and poverty appear to be increasing -- not decreasing.
What do we have to show for the billions we have spent for
foreign aid?

First, let me say that the aid ficures yvou cite are

less than two percent of the Federal Budcget for thcse vears.

We spend much less for aid than many people believe. We

rank 13th of the 17 major aid donors in percentace o0f GNP

rovided for official development assistance.

'g

More importantly, I believe that the aid we have

provided has helped our friends defend themselves against

accression and has helped alleviate the poverty which

affects the lives of most people in Asia, Africsa, and Latin
America.

-— We provide more than §3 billion each year to

= L

Isreel ané EBEgypt to help support military and econcomic
stebility as these two countries work to find a lesting
solution to the Middle East conflict.

-- We have provided Thailand with military

assistance to secure her borders against. Vietnamese

military incursions and have helped the Thai toc feed

.

"the hundreds of thousands of Kampuchean refugees who

came into Thailand.
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‘Your Edministration becan with a list of "clobal"
issues on whnich 1t was going to make progress: human
richts, nuclear proliferation andéd conventional arms
transiers. After four yeers, there have been faw
positive accomplishments. US foreign policy interests
have, 1n many cases, been damaced by overemphasis on a
"global" approcach to these issues which igncres the

ccmplexities of US interests in different tarts of the
world.

In a second Carter Administration, will you ceemphasize
these "glcbal" issues and balance them acainst other,
scmetimes more pressing US foreign policy, security and
gconomic interests? What has vour kdministration achieved
in anv of these "global" issues?

RESPONSE

Procress on the gicbal issues of human rights, non-

proliferation and conventional arms transfers remain in the

forefront of my Administration's pclicy objectives. I do

not denv that progress has been difficult or that there have

been many problems in implementing our policies. But, in

spite of the difficulties, we must persevere in pursuing

our objectives in each of these areas. They are in our

national interest.

oy

I disacree with thecse who charce, as the Republicans have,

that there have been no accomplishments. On the contrary, we

have taken major steps in each of these pressing concerns:

On non-proliferation, we have, working closely with

Congress, developed the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act,

which conditions U.S. nuclear cooperation on acceptance
of key non-proliferation standards by our nuclear trading

partners. We have successfully completed the two-vear




1zl Nuclear Tuel Cycle Zvaluaiion, with more

Internation
than 60 nations participating in an effort to develop

a common understanding of nuclear ensrcy and non-

-

oproliferation. We have just concluded the S=scond Review

T

Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treztv.

I believe that more procress will be macde in the
non-proliferation area when the SALT Treaty is ratified
and SALT III negotiations begin, and when we cocnclude

egotiations for a Comprehensive Test Ban. Governor

i}

~

Reaogan is oonosed to these arms control efforts. Ee

should understand that non-proliferation and progress

v

inked.

j-r

in nuclear arms limitations are

On human rights, progress has also been made. I

regaerd makinc human richts an essential element of

. - . N ., A s
American foreign policv and an item - on the zgencda of

every major international organi "ation a major accomplish-
i
4

ment of mv Administration.

-— Just in the past several vears, we have seen

ot

ical

ekl

0

the drive for a fuller voice in economic and pol

in

n

life achieve new expression ... 1in Portugal and Sp
and Greece ... 1in Nigeria and Ghana and Upper Volta

in Ecuador, Peru and the Dominican Republic ... and

elsewhere.
These countries make a compelling case for the

proposition that the-tide in the world is running

toward human richts and that it i1s in our interest to

support it.
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The United States cannot claim cradit for these
ceveloopments. But we can find proof in them that our

policy of furthering human rights is not only ccnsistent

D

with Imerican iceals. It 1s consistent with th

o

aspirations of others.

[

-=- I have worked to strencthen internationa

crcanizaticns te promote human rights
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two vears, the UN and OAS human rights commissions have

-

been imprcved. The Commission on Security and

-

0]

€ an

Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) has also proved to
effective vehicle for pursuing human richts concerns.

~

fication four

[WE

-- I have sicned and submitted for rat

important human rights treaties: The Convention on
Racial Discrimination; the International UN Covenants
on Economic and Social Rights, and on Political and
Civil Rights; and the Inter-American Convention on
Human Rights.

Cn arms transfer restraint, progress has been slower

~and the problems even more intractable. Other nations

have not resvonced cooperativelv to our efforts to

necotiate international restraints 1in arms transfer.

This is deeply disappointing. Nevertheless, we have

devised and put into place a coordinated, overall policy

governing U.S. arms transfers. This policy makes arms

transfers an instrument of U.S. security and foreign



orovide U.S. arms to any reglme, however oppressive,

however unpopular with its own peovle, however shaky.

I 2m not. Chance, the demand of veonles evervwhsre for
theilr basic richts, cannot be susororessed bv selling arm
to dictatocrs. We have vividly seen this in Central

U.S. national interests are best served by a
careful pcolicy of restraint, in which arms transfers
must be justified by U.S. security or foreign policy

interests. I believe we are doing this.
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Glczel Tssues: Human Richts Policy
Your kdministration has made espousal of human richts a
central theme of vour foreign policy. Scme arcue that vou
have persisted in advocating human rights even when i+ has
camaced other US interests and weakened regimes friendly
to the United States. The Republicans charce that vou
rhave pressed hardest on our friends and little on Marxist
recgimes with the worst human rights records, such as the
Soviet Union, Vietnam and Cuba.
You rave contrasted your pursuit of human richis and
"morality” in foreign affazirs with the supposec inéif-
ference to these considerations by the previcus Adminis-
tration. In view of the harm to US interests in key
areas, such as Iran, Central America and Africa, of your
pursuit of human rights, do you intend to continue to
assert this as a global, universal US objective? Are
vou now ready to show discrimination and weigh other US
objectives as well, before attacking a recime for alleced
abuses? :
More generally, what do you belleve is the role of
"morality" or idealism in international relaticns? Do
vou believe nations act idealistically, or do they pursue
thelr national self-interest? -

e sponse

Wnen I became President, I emphasized ocur commitment as

a nation to human rights as a fundamental tenet on which

our foreign policy was based. The commitment of mine is as

deep and as important to me today as ii was then. It is as

central to America’s interests now as when our nation was
firs+ born. Then, as now, our commitment to human rights
persists 1n our own country and also worldwide. EBeyond
Europé, we have sought in Africa, Asia, Latin America, to
stand behind basic principles of respect for the individual,
for fair tfials, for political liberty, and for economic
and social Jjustice.

VW have made it clear the the United States believes that

torture cannot be tolerated under any circumstances, and that
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n any society. We have insisted on the rich:t of free move-
Tent everywhere. SO we have worked hard to cive aid to the
world's refucees, compelled to flee frcmoppression and hard-
ship.

s we have maintained these policies as a covernmen

o

sometimes they have been criticized as being incompatible

with our national security interests. The Reoublican Partv
has stated that it will return to the Iuncamental princinle
of treating a friend as a friend, without apoloogy. I do not

believe that we should simply drop our human richts concerns

because a country is anti-communist. Not when that country

imprisons and tortures 1ts citizens. Throuchout my Adminis-

tration, we have maintained our opposition to such activities

and we will continue to do so. We pursue these policies

because we recognize that both our country and our world are

more secure wnen basic human rights are respected internationallv.
In pursuing our values, we enhance our cwn sacurity.

Let no cne doubt that our worcs and actions have left their
mark on the rest of the world. Manyv governments have released
their political prisoners. Others have lifted states of seice,
curtailed indiscriminate arrests, and reduced the use of torture.
We have seen several dictatorships, some of them in this hemispher
change into democracies. And, because.of our leadership, the
defense of human rights now has its rightful place on the world.

agenda for everyone to see.



W

Yy own faith in the ultimate outccme of this sirug
is undimmed. Our nation's role must be in doubt. One
the best ways to express this commitment is tc guote fr
the words of archibzld Iiacleish, "There are thecse who will
say that the liberation oI humanity, the freedom of man
mind, is nothing but a dream. They are right. It is.

the American dream."”
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Reagan's attitude toward human rights stems from the
belief that while the Soviet Union drives for world deminion,
we confuse our friends and allies with the selective aoplica-
tion c¢f our policy of human rights, making i1t that much easier
fior the Soviets to attain thelr goals:

"While the Soviets arrocantly warn us to stay out of
their way, we occupy ourselves by locking for human richts
violations in those countries which have historically been
our friends and allies."

Chicaco Council on
Foreign Relatiocns
March 17, 1S80C
Latin America

Reagan's disregard for the basic precepts of human ricghts
is cobvious in the admiring way he spezks on Arcentina after
three yvears of rule by a military dictatorship. <Reagan quoted

an economic advisor to the Jjuntea.

"...in the process of bringing stability to a terrorized
nation of 25 million, & small number (of people) were caught
in the cross fire, among them a few innocents."”

Radio Transcript
August, 1979
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for South Africa, Reagan favors a hands-oif policy:

"Isn't 1t time we laid off South Africa for awhile?...As
for letting South Africans work at solving their problems
while we solve our own, all in favor say 'Ave.'"

Radio Transcript
October 22, 1976
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2 Reagan Administration might not be concerned with
irsuing a non-proliferation strategy:
"I just don't think it's (non-procliferation} any of
our business.”
Washington Post
January 321, 1980

an clarified his assertion by adding:

J

ca

Q)

"I think that all of us would like to see non-prolifer-
ation, but I don't think that any of us are succeeding in
that. We are the only one in the world that's tryving to
stop it. The result is we have increased our oroblems
would be eased 1f this government would allow the repro-
cessing of nuclear waste into plutonium..."

Monterey, Peninsula Herald
February 3, 1980



SepT=r g, 1980
Global Issues: Non-Proliferzation Policy
Q: Your Zdministration seems to be retreating from its

strong commitment to pursue touch nuclear non-
proliferation policies. Many say the technological
genie 1s out of the bottle, and that this is why your
policy of denying US technclogy is a failure. How do
vou éssess proliferation cangers now, aiter four vyears
in office, and what actions dc you intend to take to
slow the spread of nuclear weapons 1n & second term?

rResponse

Non-proliferation has been a key cbiective of my

-

stration. It will continue tc be. American

Fi-

ACmin

}—

eadership in stopping the spread of nuclear weapons

and explosive technology 1s essential. Governor

Reacan has stated that he does not believe non-proliferation

is "any of our business.” I could not cdisagree more.

Non-proliferation is a vital American security interest.
The sp;ead of nuclear weapons could create or exacerbate
regionazl instabilities. It multiplies the chances that
nuclear weapons will be used.

Progress in non-proliferation is difficult. Nations

are being asked to accept international inspection of

their nuclear activities, and to foregc the option of

nuclear weapons. This is a creat deal to ask of scvereign
nations. That the vast majority have done this -~ 114
nations have signed the Non-Proliferaticn Treaty —--= indicates

widespread agreement that the spread of nuclear weapons or

explosive technology adds to no one's security. But in

return for this limitation, non-nuclear-weapon-states

demand -- rightly, in my judgment -- that the nuclear-



weapon stetes make progress in curbing the nuclear arms

race. XNonproliferation and nuclear arms control are

inter-related, and I intend to continue o press forward

on both fronts. Apparentlv Governor Rezcan would not.

Important progress has been made toward U.S. non-
proliferation objectives in the last four years.

-- Working with Congress, we have develcred the

.

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act, which reguires that nations

working to enjoy the benefits of U.S. nuclear ccoperation
must accept contreols on their nuclear activities.

-—- We are renecotiating existing bilazteral nuclear

cooveration acgreements to bring them into cenformity with

the strong non-proliferation policies contained in the

B

Nuclezr Non-Proliferation Act.

—-- The International Nuclear Fuel Cvcls

which I initiated in 1977, successfullyv conclided in March

1880. It cemonstrated that nuclear suppliers and recipients
can work together, and it heichtened international under-
standing of the technology, risks and eccnomies of the nuclear
fuel cvcle.

-- We have concluded the Second Review Conference of

+he Non-Proliferation Treatv. The conference reafiirmed

the continuing value and importance of the NPT, and their
determinatién to strengthen it. There was considerable
dissatisfaction, which we share, with the pace of nuclear
arms control negotiations. But progress was made on a

number of issues, and I am convinced that the NPT regime

remains funcamentallyv sound and healthy.
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Glcocbal Issuss: Arms Trans

fer Policy
Q: As a cendidate in 1976 vou stated that the United States
should cease being the arms merchant of the world. Soon
after you took office, a restrictive policy on ccnventional

arms transfers was applied.

wWhat has become of your cozl of limiting conventional arms
transfers? Haven't you abandoned this effort after it
ceaused serious problems with friendly governments and lcst
US defense 1industry sales markets to European arms pro-
ducers? What 1s present US policy on arms transfers? Are
you going to take a more pragmatic approach tc US arms

transfers, civing arms to regimes which support US interests,
. £

even 1f they are not as democratic as we would like?
zespense

I remain committied to a policy of restraint on arms

transfers. This has been a principal objective of my

Aédministration and it will remain so.

From the outset of my Administration, I have tried to

make US arms transfer serve two basic goals:

-- To facilitate those transfers that clearly serve
the security interests of the United States, our allies
and friends;

-—- To restrain transfers which are clearly in excess
of legitimate security needs, which could promote regional
arms races or increase instability.

In short, our purpose in supplying arms 1s security,

not profit.

Frankly, I have been disappointed at the failure of

other major arms suppliers to respond to our eiforts to

promote international restraint. Based on this lack of

multilateral cooperation, this vear I directed that the
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ceilinc on the dollar value of US arms t
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NATO, Capan, Australia and New Zealand not be reduced;

it will remain at last vear's level. In addition, I

have approved the development and production of the FX

export fichter. This exception to my policy of not

producing weapons solely for export was justified by the

H

need by our allies and friends for a sophisticated ai

th
ct

craft to replace the F-35E, but who do not need aircra
as advanced as the F-16.
I emphasize that these actions do not mean that

our policy of restraint has ended. The basic guidelines

for US azrms transfers that I established in 1977 remain

in effect, and I intend to continue to apply them.




-- We are workinc Lo enccocura

¢ recional cocgeration

(1

andé restraint. I have sent to the Sernate Prorocol I of

the Treatv of Tlatelolco which will contribute tc *he

lessening of nuclear dancers for our Lat Zmerican

-
o

ichbors. I urge its ratification by the Senate.

,?3

-—- The Senate has ratified the Treatv with the

b

Internaticnal Atomic Enercv Zcencv to vermit limited

inspection of U.S. peaceful nuclear facilities, thouch not

nuclear facilities with a netional securitv sicnificance.

This action will help us strengthen the IREA's inspections
capabilities. It will also help us to arcue to other
states that the Non-Proliferation Treaty and safecuards
are not discriminatory and that we, along with Britzin and
France, also accept them.

More countries will approach the nuclear weapons
threshold in the decacde ahead, some with uncertain
intentions in regions of tension and conflict. The time

remaining to reduce the appeal of nuclear weapons and to

develop safer wavs to address lecitimate eneray needs 1is

slipping awav. Our non-proliferation effcrts are more

vital now than everv before.
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Q: In the energy field we import, as you know, 50 percent
of our domestic petroleum reguirements. The economics
forced upon us are clear: we need to reduce cdemand and
increase supplies. The hard part is doinc this. How
successful has the Carter Administration keen?

What would happen to the U.S. ecconomy if the Persian Gulf
01l was cut off? What would happen to Eurcope's economy
1f its Persian Gulf oil was cut off?

Xesponse:
The current hostilities between Iran anéd Irag -- and the

threat this conflict poses for world oil resources --
clearly demonstrates the need for stability 1n the Persian
Gulf. This region supplies 60 percent of world oil imports,
which is eguivalent to:

-- 40 percent of worléd oil consumption

-- 15 ?ercent of U.S. o0il consumption

-- 60 percent of Western Europe's 01l consumption

-- B85 percent of Japan's 01l consumptiicn.

The conflict between Iran and Irag has caused considerable
concern that world oil supplies micht be severely reduced,
therefore driving up o0il prices and endangering the
economic security of the consuming nations. This concern
is not justified by the present situation. It 1s true
that oil companies and shipments directly to Iran and Irag

have been interrupted or suspended during the outbreak of



the hostilities. But even if this suspension of Iran
and Iragili shipments should persist for an extended

pe

H

iod of time, the consuming nation's can compensate

for this shortfall.

Oil inventories in the world's major oil-consuming

nations are now at an all time high. The world's

oF

margin of oil supply security is much greater today
than in the winter of 1978 and 1979, when the Iranian
revolution reduced oil supplies at a time when reserve

0il supplies were very low.

Cur greater security today is due in part to energy
conservation and also to the substitution of cther fuels
for oil, both in the United States and 1n other consuming

nations.

This has facilitated the building up of reserve
stocks to much more satisfactory levels than in 1978.
Hence, .there 1is no reason for a repetition of the shortaces
or the%price escalation that resulted in 1879. Of courﬁe,
a total suspension of oil exports from the other nations
who ship through the Persian Gulf region would create a -

serious threat to the world's oil supplies and conseguently,

a threat to the economic health of all nations.
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It is for this reason that we must continue to reduce
our dependence on foreign oil. We have been aware of
this need for some time, since the 1973 o0il embargo.
Only within the last three years, however, have we as a
nation taken action. Today, the United States 1s Importing
20 percent less oil than the day I took office. Theat
amounts to one-and-a-half million barrels of oil less

his accomplishment.

rt

every cay. We cannot, however, rest on

we must do more. Our national security regquires 1it.



North/South: Helping the Poor Nztions

Q: Recent reports on thestate 0of the world {the Brandt
Report, e.g.) are bleak indeed, pointing to a growing
cap between the rich and the poor countries, hinting
at the inevitability of mass famine, and raising the
spectre of wars of redistribution.

Is there any cause for optimism about the future of
North/South relations? What, specifically, can the

United States do to assist the world's poor? Has
the United States moved toward meeting its part of the
Bonn Summit commitment to increazse cdevelopment assistzance?

Response:

The conditions in the Brandt report and other reports

are not inevitable. The projections shculd be seen as

timeiy warnings that will alert the nations of the world
to the need for vigorous, determined action, at both the

national and international levels.

To avert global disaster, I believe the United States

must assist the developing world to:
--— slow the rate of unchecked population growth;
-- combate world hunger;

-- increase energy production and conservation.

To do this, my Administration has taken the following

-- U.S. bilateral programs administered by A.I.D.

for agricultural and nutrition have increased from $474

million in 1977 to $758 million planned for 1981;



-- U.S. pilesteral azcssistance to increase gnergy
~, ~ —~ - S~ - - -—- -~ 3 Y FA ]
orocuction in cdevelcoping nations has doubled in the

We have a@lso essisted the Worlé Bank 1n iits efrort

to meet these problems:

Cevelopment during the 1977-1975 period excescded §$8
pillion;

iy

-- World =2ank lending for fossil fuel development

in poor countries is projected to reach $5.6 billion

over the next five vears;

The problems that the Brandt report points to are - -of
concern to every American.. They can be solved only

through cooperation among the developed and developing

H
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ions of the world. Let me give vou an example of

.

scme successes we could have in the area of world food

production. By the mid-1980's we couldéd help Thailand
export an additiomnal five million torns o©f grain, bring
four million acres under irrication in Zangladesh, double

cereal productiocn in Peru, and bring a number of African
countries to food self-sufficiency. I might add that in
India, through the "green revolution™ and the work of the
International Rice Research Institute, agriculture heas

been built up sufficiently so that the country can now

feed its hucgh population.



The United States, ©f course, cannct zssure a2 world
without poverty, disease, and deprivation. But we can
be certain that without technical and financial assistance

from us, these aims will become immeasurably more difficult

to attain.
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Tracde Disincentives
Lre there too many government "dilsincentives" in
the trade area and, if so, which ones do you propose

to curtail?

There may be disincentives that need tc be pruned

cut of our laws and resgulations to allow the United Siates

L

a competitive cpport: My

o
}o
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in the world marketplace.

#

Administration has alreadv overturned hindersome government
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reculztions in the automobile industryv

3

presently

nn

reviewing other industries to see 1if outiate
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unreasonable recgulations exist.

In a report I sent to Congress last month, I cutlined
several new initiatives in the export area. I have set in
motion plans to'ﬁrovide tax relief for Americans working
abroad for U.S. companies; we will work to remove ambiguities
in the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act; and, we are determined
to improve Eximbank financing. I have also taken steps to
ensure that the Government stops issuing separate U.5. re-
export licenses in cases where we already approved re-cxport
of the same product as part of COCOM.

Sut, disincentives are only the tip of the iceberg;

our trade problems are much more broadly based, and reguire

a truly major effort on several fronts if we are to be

successful in meeting this challenge.

In the auto industry, for example, we need a new tax

policy, with major changes in depreciation and investment

opportunities (including a refundable investment tax credit)
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. Trzce ~CC2cs tC fIreign llarxets
Trade, icdeally, is a two wayv street; vet, Jasan exdorts in
large volume to the United States but seems reluctant to ope
her market egually to our oprocucts.
Is this an accurate assessment and, 1f so, what would vou
do about it if reelected?

From 1850 through the early 157Cs, Japan was a highly

encouraging sign, I intend to press uron the Jztanese,

through necotiations, the importance of porompt removal of

resicdual barriers to imported automobiles and spare parts
from the United States, as well as other products, including

telecommunications ecuipment, processed foods, ccsmetics,

]

medical devices, and cigarettes. The trade barriers against

U.S. agricultural products are particularly notorious.

oG
™

pan must open its market more fully and do more to facili-

1]

tate imports from our country 1f we are to continue our

I
O

liberal trade relationship with t zpanese.

.

Nowhere could the Jacanese demonstrate goocdwill better
than by a decision to adhere to the Government Procurenment
Code negotiated in Geneva -- including a cdecision to make
all procur;ment of the Nippon Telephone and Telegraph
Company subject to the obligations of the Code. The
JapaneSe auto companies must also overcome thelr reluctance
to pursue actively opportunities fof marketing American
cars in Javan and purchasing American-made new and replace-
ment parts -- efforts which could help to reduce protec-

tionist pressures acainst Japenese autos.



At the invitation of my Acministration, a Japanese
Auto Compcnents Buying Mission visited the United States
in September. The full benefit cf this mission will not,
of course, be realized overnight. With U.S. parts-
making capacity readily available, however, it should be

possible soon to see tancible results in the form of

contracts in some cases, and in other cases, concrete

n

teps toward contracts. I recard concrete results from

his mission to be an extremely important contribution by

ct

Japanese firms to improving the present climate, creating
jcebs, and improving the prospects of the depressed U.S.
auto parts industry.

A second mission from Japan alsc visited the United
States in Septeﬁber to explore opportunities tc license
U.S. production of official Japanese zuto parts, ;nd to
explore joint ventures or other forms of invescméﬁt
opportunities in the United States. This mission provided
another opportunity for positive sters o restore better

balance to automobile trade through economically viable

[oF

production arrangements and investments in the Unite
States.

The Japanese Government has acreed on the need for
significant and lasting results from the auto parts
buying and investment missions. Our two covernments
will monitor closely the missions' results.

The U.S. automobile industry must meet its

responsibilities, too, by manufacturing zutomowuiles




suiteble for mass sales in foreicn markets and

adopting a more aggréssive and intelligent marketing
approach. As former Special Trade Representative Bob
Strauss has noted, there are 1,250 to 1,500 representatives

of Japenese firms in New York today and every cone of

them spezks English well anéd presents his products and

merchandise, ané this is in New York City alone. In

Tokvo, there are probably 20 or 25 -- certainly less

than 100 -- Americans selling American products, and scarcely

any of them speaks Japanese. We can do better than this.
With government, industry, and labor working more

imaginatively together, we can compete with the best here

and abroad.
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Trade: Export Promotion

The GOP Platform paints a dark portrait of the Carter
Administration's competence -- and sheer interest —-
in matters of export promotion. What has vour
Administration done to help U.S. trade performance?

2esponse:

The truth of the matter is that there has been z21most

twenty vears of neglect in our export program, Crcssing

it

party lines and the public and private sectors. Since the

Kennedy Round in 1963, we have been slipping backwards.

We have had an accumulation of complacency, of ignoring
the problem. There 1s enouch blame to go around to
industry, labor, various administrations and the Congress.
We have had the luxury of a large market right here in the

United States, and we have relied on it. Too heavily.

My Administration has becun to reverse these vears of

neglect. Under the direction of my Special Trade

Representative, we brought to a successful conclusion

the multilateral trade negotiations, the most ambitious

set of necotiations to reduce barriers to international

trade in a cdecade.

The reorganization of the Federal government trade
agencies which I directed will assure more effective and
prompt governmental action to exploit the export

opportunities afforded by the MTN agreements.
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ninistration and the Urited
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On another front, the

H

States coal industry are launching joint marketing efforts

to meke this country a major exporter of steam coal. With
assurance of a reliable United States ccal supply at
competitive prices, many of the electric power rlants to
be built in the 1980's and 1990's can be ccal-fired rather

than oil-burning. Coal exports will help us pay for our

cdeclining but costly oil impor<ts.

I have also directed the Export-Import Bank and the
Overseas Private Investment Corporation to give special

emphasis to export promotion in all of their new projects.

In this connection, it is important for us to keep in
mind that American exports have been increasing more
rapidly to Third World countries than any other nations
éxcept Japan. This new market means Jjobs for Americans.

It 2lso demonstrates why we must continue to work with
the Third World and to assist these financial institutions,
such as the World RBank, in their efforts to provide help

to the developing nations.
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There 1s & cgood deal of talk these days about the lack

of investment and productivity by American industry.
Certainly we lag behind our major competitors, especially
the Japanese. What can the Federal Gocvernment do to )
increase investment and worker productivity, or is

this a problem for industry alone to resolve?

I am very pleased to see that in the United States

there 1s a crowing cecnsensus in favor of developing a new

industrial policv designed to rebuild our factories,

regain a competitive edce in the world marketplace, and
restore the reputation of our country as a place where

high-guality products are manufactured.

n

Specifically, my Administration will accelerate it

fforts to pass new investment tax policies in the Con

)]
L)
(B¢

€S5S

(such as a2 refundable investment tax credit), direct

expenditures toward innovative research and develcpment,

and encourage new avenues of export promotion.

We need a new vision of our industrial future, a newf
partnership of labor, management, and Government working
tocether to promote U.S. business abrcad. We can no loncger
afford the antagonisms that have plagued industry for so
long. Toward this end, industrv and labor can do its part
to enhance worker morale and the guality of the prcduct;
and the Government can help with needed tax provisions,
increased R&D expenditures, export promotion, clarification
of antitrust policy, and the elimination of unnecessary

regulatory burdens.
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. Trace Jazuznese AuLcs
Does the Carter administratlion suppori a temoorary
Orderly “Marketing Agreement to curb Javanese auto
imports?

Trade Adjustment Actions

My Administration has sought to facilitate the retooling

of our industrv to permit production small, fuel-efficient,

I th

competitive autcs. We have also sought to reduce the burden

borne by workers during this transitional period. In
cooperation with the Congress, We haveprovided special
financial assistance to the beleacuered Chrysler Corporation
and are developing, through tax policy, capital formation
incentives.

In July, I announced a number of specific actions

including relaxation of some regulatory recuirements; new

adjustment assistance benefits to aid communities severely

ffected by the changes in the auto industry; tax relief

fJ

lli
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csals. and a package of lcan programs to aid automobile

Gealers. I also called for a joint industry, labor, and
government Automobile Industry Committee to undertake a
continuing dialogue on industry concerns. Members cf this
committee met in Detroit this September to organize and

set their agenda. I have also encouraged Japanese investment

in the United States in automotive manufacturing facilities.

To date, Honda and Nissan have announced plans to produce cars
and trucks in the United States. Nissan has yet to definitively
pick a plant site. Toyota, the largest Japanese exporter

to this market, continues to study investment possibilities here.



TO promote an increase in cur exports to Japan, we have

reached an acreement with the Japanese Government on a number
of measures desicned to increase access to the Jazpanese
market for U.S. made automobiles, parts and cocmponents. In

May, the Japanese Government agreed to eliminate import duties
next spring on most automobile parts, ameliorate the impact

of certain Japanese stancards, anc send automobile parts buying

1

and investment missions to the United States. These missions

visited our country in September and the tancible results of
these visits will be seen in the form of contracts and other

arrangements to restore better balance to automobile trade.

Reguest for Import Relief

In spite of the adjustment actions taken by the
Administration, the Congress, and most importantly, the industry
itself, many Americans continue to be concerned that the
unprecedented Japanese shipments during thistransitional period
will permanently alter the structure of our zutcmobile market
to the disadvantage of American companies and workers.

This situation has led to calls in our country for import
restrictions. The United Auto Workers and Ford Motor Company
have petitioned the U.S. International Trazde Commission for
temporary import relief under the provisions of Section 201 of
the Trade Act of 1974. At my reqguest, the ITC has accelerated
the schedule for its decision. If the U.S. International Trade
Commission finds that imports of automokiles are & substantial

cause of injury, or threat thereof, and recommends import



relief, then I will be authorized under

law to restrict auto imports by means of

tariff-rate guotas, or orderly marketing

Sc the framework created bv law to examine claims r

import relief

is presently encaced. This process should

operate. While that investigation is in

imports would

in the

. efforts to obtain restraints on Japanese

be inconsistent with the procedur

Y

Trade Act of 1974.
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Decline c¢f the Dollar

What 1s your response to the GOP charce that "the
economic peolicy of the Carter Administration has led
to the most serious cdecline in the value of the dollar
in history"? ’

When I took office in 1977, we had just experienced
a long recession which had put & c¢reat sirzin on the
world economy and on the international financial system.
The oricins of that recessicn were in a tancle of
complicated economic decisions made by both parties
over the last two decades. By late 1876, the world

economy was 1in a very precarious situaticn. To put it

bluntly, I had inherited & mess.

My Administration immediately undertook a program

of economic expansion to end the recessicn. I recognized

at the time that vigorous economic expansion in this
country, without expansion in other countries, could
worsen the U.S. trade position. I also understood that

the resulting trade imbalance could lead to the

depreciation of the dollar relative to some other currencies

t was necessary, however, for the United States

to go ahead alone. Not to have done so would have courtegd

far graver dangers for the world economy -- extreme

financial difficulties for a number of countries and in-

increasing protectionist actions in most of the industrialiszc«

countries.
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Tocey the dollar has receined its strencth, despite

Republican exaggerations to the contrary. The éollar

will be the world's leading currency for a long time

to come. The United States current account deficit,

ance this vear.
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which was $16 billion in 19
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We have achieved a fundamental




n Platform states that "ill-considered
onsored by the Democrats" have
tated US intellicence capadbilities..."”
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Are the CIZ and other intellicence acencies hobbled
s

]
by restrictions imposed by Democrats?

“hat chances do vou recommend to imprcve our irtelligence
capebilities?
RESPONSE
The charge made by Governor Reacan that our intellicence
zgencies no longer function effectivelv is deacd wrong. We
have the best intelligence services in the world and I intend

to keep them that wav.

In addition, over the past four vears, I have worked

for intellicence reform. It was a part of my campaign for

he presidency in 1876, a part of the Democratic Platforrm

t

-

hat vear, and a part of my legislative package each vear. In

rt
e}

1878 we achieved the passace of a sensible statute on wire-
tap authorization. This yvear we should have legislation --
long over-due -- to protect the identities of intellicence

emplovees, and an oversight bill for foreign intelligence

operations. In each of these measures, creat care has been

taken to ensure that no restraints are placed on the intelligence

acencies that would interfere with their authorized duties.
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Reagan beliceves the decline of America's intelligence
cavebilities is cue to Congress and the Presicent.
"...a Demccratic Congress, aiced and abetted by the
r Administration, has succeeced in shackling and
alizing our intelligence services to t i '
no longer function effectively as a part of our &

3

mo

ct O ()
A (Y

o]
(]

te
r
1Y

v/

The Republic Platform calls for:

"A Republican Administration will seek to improve U.S.
intellicgence capabkilities for technical clandestine collection,
cocgent analvsis, coordinated counterintellicence, ané ccvert
action. :

v

O}

"We will reestablish the President's Foreign Intelligence
Advisory Board...

8

"Republicans will undertake an urgent effort to rebuild
the intelligence agencies...We will propose legislation to
enable intelligence officers and thelr agents to operate
safely and efficiently abroad.

"We will provide our government with the capability
£to help influence international events vital to cur national
security interests...”

1980 Republican Platiorm

Domestic Intelligence

Reagan would appear not to preclude the using of the
intelligence agencies to spy on American citizens.

"...in insuring the security of the people and the naticn,
there may come times you have to spy on your own pecple.

Los Angeles Times
March 21, 1975
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Reacan has also stated:

"1 have commented before .about what I think is the

Justice Department's foolishness
eand CIA

Reacan Radio B
February, 1979

in rendering our FBI

impotent, all in the name of privacy."



Sectzrber 21, 1980
Refucees
Q: Recently we have wiinessed the spectacle of thouszands

of Cubans pouring into. the United States illecgallv, some
of them apparently criminal elements. What have you done
to control this situvation and, more generally, how can the
US aid desperate refugees in the future?

Xesponse

The problem of refucgees and displaced persons is

icdespread, and -- I regret to say -- crowinc.
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More than 15 million inhabitants of our planet have fled
their homes in recent vears because of wars, civil
disturbénces, persecution, or hostile government policies.
The past vear alone has witnessed the flicht of more
than 1.2 million AZghans, 1 million Somalis, and hundreds
of thousands of Kampucheans and others who remain home-
less and miserable. Ours 1is becoming an epoch of refugees.
Since 1575, the Unitéd States»has welcomed over
600,000 refucees for permanent resettlement. In the past
vear alone, we have taken in well over 230,000 refugees;
and this total does not include the over 150,000
Cubans and Haitians now in the United States, seeking

hing we can toc assist

rt
Q

tc settle here. We are doing every

refugees from around the world who look to us for help.

For example, I remain deeply committed to the support of the
massive relief program undertzken by the international
community through ICRC/UNICEF for relief of the Khmer

people inside Kampuchea and along the Thai border. We

also fully support the UNHCR program to help the many Khmer

in Thai holding centers.



But we need help 1f we are to help them. The

Hh

mzssive burdens that are imposed when thousznds o

people migrate, as with the chaotic flow of Cubans

into our country, reguire attention that transcends

natlional boundaries. The task 0f resettlement must be

shared on an ecuitable basis so that nc single

or group of nations is faced with the entire refucee

burden. I am encouraging recional assoclations to wcrk

clecsely with international agencies like the U.N. High

Commissioner for Refugees and the Inter-governmental
Committee for Refugee Migration to develop procedures
for coping with these complex problems.

And, despite therrefusal of Cuba_éo cooperate in
devising orderly, legal arrangements for dealing with the
migration of Cuban refugees to this country, we are
working tirelessly to resettle and accommodate these
individuals as guickly and safely as their larce numbers

will allow.

I recentlv announced a new thres-point plan to improve our

response to this challenge. This plan acknowledcgces the

federal responsibility for the refugee burden placed upon

state and local government; strengthens law enforcement efforts
to bar additicnal illecal immigrants; and, establishes a new
and more efficient resettlement center, allowing the closure

of some refucee sites.
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rResponse:

Seztezm=r 26, 1320
The United Nations

The United Nations has a league 0f critics, Covernor
Reagan zmong them. There are those who dismiss it
as a Cdrain on our resources, an impediment to our
bilzteral cdiplomatic relations, a theater of the
absurd. HMore recentTy a special session of the UN
spent several days attacking Israel. Critics say
the UN is anti-American andé anti-democratic. Many
Zmericans have grown weary of handing cut foreicn
aid. to sc-called friendly nations around the world
onlyv tc see them vote against us on the floor of

the General Assembly.
To what extent are these conclusi

should the United States continue
cbligations to the UN?

My Administration supports the United Nations and

will continue to do so. I strongly ocpose the view

Governor Reagan once expressed that we should serve

notice that we are gcing home to sit for a while.

Despite the mvths surrounding the UN, many of which

Governor Reagan seems to have accepted, the fact 1s the

United States 1s not now, nor heas it ever been, the

ctim o©f most United Nations resolutions.

’_I.

outvoted v

In the area of human rights for =xample, what for some

=)

appeared to have been a lonely American cencern, the
United Nations today is a méjor forum for improving the
standards of human rights and in promocting actions to
rotect them.

We don't always get our way, of course. The United

Nations has almost a hundred new nations, each free of

colonial bondage and fiercely independent. We are no



condemnation of Zionism as

=

recent special session on the Midgd

onz-sided and inexcusable.

stil

those who
ited Nations as an unfriencdly and cdancer
its

some oOf recent acts,

reacism w

ternational Courts
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the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan.

Cur country needs

-

0 11

the UN a2s much as it needs us.
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In the past, Reagan has, on special occasions, implied
that the United States should withéraw from the United XNations.
The first occasion arcse in 1971 when the issue of admitting

-

China to the United Nztions was being discussed.

"I was also discusted and franklyv I thin
confirms tne moral bankrup t internati
tion..I don't know whether aw totally from

v
. =
4
itha
adjuncts of the unlted Na;wors. You know the ser
o3

tcy ©
to wi

1L

ress Conference
October 26, 1871

In 1975, when the United Nations condemned Zionism as
acism, Reagan suggested that if the U.N. continues its
oresent conduct, the United States should serve notice
"we're going to go home and sit a while."

Los Angeles Times
Ncovember 17, 1975

L

oy}

agcan has also attacked various organs o©f the United
including UNESCO. 1In 1977 when the head of UNESCO,
Bride, attacked the capitalist system, Reagan gave

.UNESCO~-the United Nationsl Educationrnal, Scientific
and cuW u?al organization...May actually be a base Ior
communist esplonage."

Jefferson City
1

Tost
December 15, 77

97



rcreign Policy and National

Security
1. The Soviet Union suryasces us in virtually every category
of military strength.
2.

he only place we search for human richts violations is
among our historically friends and allies

We have been dishonored

3. (by Scviet and Cuben adventuri
murdered US diplomats,
pri

ism,
captive hostages); we have lost our
de.
4. We have Dbeen apologetic at best about American capitalism
as & model for economic development.

5. QCur government taxes 1lndustry too neav1ly and undermines
our international competiveness.

6. Our antitrust laws harm US competitiveness and benefit
foreign competitors.

7. The Democrats have neglected our

military strength and
only after afghanistan have awakened

to the Soviet threat.
8. Even after Afghanistan,
us totally unable
in strategic arms,

Carter's military budget leaves
to match Soviet bulildup (three times ours
nearly twice ours in conventional arms)
9. Our defense posture must be invigorated across the board.
10. We must have a faster remedy to our land-based missile
vulnerability than Carter's complex and cestly new missile

system.

11, We need higher pay and better management of the all-
vclunteer force, not hundreds of new burezucrats to administer
or draft registration.

12, We have to maintain a superior Navy

13, We must restore our intelligence agencies, shackled and

demoralized by Democrats in Congress and the Carter Administra-
tion.

14

LS.

Carter meekly accepted a Soviet buildup in Cuba -- after
saying 1t was "unacceptable.”



1z, we stand by idly as Mzarxlists toople the dominoes in
Latin America, cne after the cther, leading tcward Mexico
in one direction and Panea in the cother.

16. We pay the lion's share of a blocated UN budget only

to see its members criticize us while gazing benignly on

Soviet colcnialism. (The recent UN condemnation of the
T

invasion into Afghanistan fziled even to mention
Union by name.)

17, We apologize, compromise, withdraw, and retreat, £
silent when insulted and Bcv ransom when we are victimi
18, We must recain the reputation of reliability toward our
allies.

S

[

. We must rid ourselves of the "Vietnam Syndrome."
20. Detente 1s largely an illusion.

21. We must above &ll have a grand strategy.

* These themes come from the March 17, 1980, Chicacgo
speech. The last one, like many others, remains vague
but mainly Reagan seems to mean by this that we must
stand tough against Soviet and Cuban military ventures.



P
(@]
t
fu
5
|__l
1]
g
1
0
()
W)
1
[
<
o]
t
()}
n

Lgn Policv

"In the case of foreign
with all this talk about ou
too intricate, to allow tim
fetish of complexity, the t f meking nard decisions
harder to make; the art, finally, of rationalizing the
non-decision, have made a ruin of 2Zmerican foreign
policv."

v, I am eqgually unimpressed
blems being too cocmplex,

7 Cecision and action. The
o

H @ T

ary Superiority

"Since when has it been wrong for America tc aim to
be first in military strength? How is American military
superiority "dangerous?”

American Lecion
August 20, 19840

IT

Oon

"I cannot, however, agree to anv r ;
SALT II treatv, which, in effect, legitimi
continuation of a one-sicded nuclear arms buildup.

Veterans of Foreign Wars
Rugust 18, 1930

the Soviet Invasion of Afghanistan

"One option might well be that we
island of Cuba and stop all traffic
New York Times
January 29, 1980

"So when they invaded Afghanistan, maybe that was
the time for us to have said, 'Look, decn't talk to
us about trade. There will be none. Don't talk to
us about treaties, like SALT II. We are not going to
have any communication with vou until (those forces in
\fghanistan) are back in the Soviet Union."

Time
June 320, 1980



On the Soviet Union

"Let's not delude curselves, the Soviet Union
underlies all the unrest that is going on. If they
weren't encgaced in the game of dominoes, there
wouldn't be any hot spots in the world.

all Street Journal
June 3, 1980

Wnen did the Coléd War end?"

Wall Street Jeournal
June 30, 1980

"Frankly, I have an uneasy feeling that going to Madrid
is negating what we thought we could accomplish by
boycotting the Olympics. If the athletes can't co, whv
should the diplomats co?"

Time
June 30, 1980
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"But some vlac~ along the line there had to be an
vltimatum. Eere acaln, because we have lost sc much
influence with f£reindGs and allies, we were not in a
pcsition to go to the rest of the world and say,
look, this is a violation of international law, zand
present to them the idea of the world litera
cuarantining Iran."

0—‘0
'—l
< -

Time
June 30, 1980

On US Allies

"I think there is every indication that some of our
European friends are beginning to wonder if they
shouldn't look more toward -- or have a rapprochment
with —-- the Soviet Union, because they are not sure
whether we are dependable or not.

Time
June 30, 1980



On China and Taiwan

"I would not pretend, as Carter coes, that the
relationship we now have with Taiwan, enacted by
our Congress, is not official.”

Assoclated Fress
August 25, 1980



General

Failure of lLeadership, Incompetence
eign Policy of Chaos, Confusion, and Failure

Neclect of America's Defense Pcsture Without Parallel since 1930s
Reduced the Size and Capability of our Nuclear Forces

Defense Programs Cancelled or Delayed

On the Road to a Military Catastrophe

Danger Without Parallel since December 7, 1941

o+

Oblivious to the Scope znd Magnitude of the Threa
ilel

Lack of Meaningful Response to Use of Soviet we

H

Losing the Respect of the World and our Honor
£

Endangered Energy and Raw Material Lifelines of Western World

Lack of Meaningful Response to Terrorists

.

National Security

Massive Cuts in U.S. Defense Spending; Reduced Budget by over
$38 RBRillion from Ford's last.Five-Year Defense Plan

Cut Back Cancelled, or Delayed Every Strategic Initiative Pro-
pcsed by Ford (Minuteman Missile Production Line, RB-1 Zomber,

All Cruise Missiles, M-X, Trident Submarine, Trident II
Missile)

Soviets are Achieving Military Superiority; Moved Zrom Essential
Zguivalence to Inferiority in Strategic Nuclear Forces

Failure to Challence Soviet Use of Surrocate Cuban Forces in
Africa and the Later Soviet Presence in 2&ngola, Ethiopia,
and South Yemen

Mismanagement of Personnel Policy; Shambles of All-volunteer Army

Failure to Maintain Combat Readiness; U.S. Armed Forces at
Lowest State of Preparedness since 1850

Failure to Fund Fully the Space Shuttle Program, As Well 2s
Advanced Exploration Programs

Ill-informed, Capricious Intrusions of OMRBR and DOD Office of
Program Analysis and Evaluation have Brought Defense Plan-
ning Full Circle to the Worst Faults of the McNamara Years;
Inefficiency and Paralysis has Led to Huge Cost Overruns
and Protected Delays )



Ylorale of National Intellicence Eas Been Eroded; along with
Public Confidence; National Intellicence Has Undsrestimated
the Size and Purpose of the Soviet Union's Military Efforts

"Tj

uncamentally £flawed SALT II Treaty; Cover-up of Soviet Non-
Compliance, Including BW Convention (Sverdlovsk)

Misguided Intentions to Deliver Nuclear Material to India

olicy

U

Foreign

()

US~-Soviet Relations

Present Danger 1is Greater Than Ever Before in the 200-vear
History of the United States

Carter has Encouracged the Most Extensive Raid on American
Technology by the Soviet Bloc since World War II

Partial and Incompetently Managed Grain Embargo
Human Richts in the USSR Ignored

Misleading American People About Soviet Policies and RBehavior

NATO and Western Europe

Ercsion of Alliance Security and Confidence in the US

Vulnerability of US Increased by Carter's Unilateral Cancella-
tions, Reductions, and Iong Delays in the B-1, Trident, M-X,
Cruise Missile, and Ship-building Programs, as Has
Funcamentally Flawed SALT II

Alliance Security Decreased by Reversals on Neutron Zomb, Trezit-
ment of Future Theater Nuclear Force Modernization, and
Manner of Dealing with Terrorist Actions Against Americans
Abroad :

Caused Disunity in the Alliance; Lack of Close Coordination
Regarding Iran, the Middle East, Afghanistan, the Olvmpic
Boycott, Nuclear Proliferation, East-West Trade, Human
Rights, North~South Issues

Middle East, Persian Gulf

Carter Administration Involvement with the PLO

The Americas

Precipitous Decline in US Relations with Virtually Every Country
in the Region
Undifferentiated Charces of Human Richts Violations

Stands by While Castro Supports Forces of Wariare and Revolution
Throuchout the Western Hemisphere
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cerous ancd Incomprehensible Policies Towarcd
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mplementing the Panama Canal Treaties will Cost US Taxpaver
$4.2 Billion

Asia and the Pacific

Balance on the Korean Peninsula has Sifted Dancerocusly Toward
the North

Africa -

Soviet Bases, Tens of Thousands of Cuban Troops, and Soviet-
Bloc Subversion Unacceptable

Foreign 2ssistance and Reglonal Security

Carter Administration has Diminished the Role of Zmerican
Military Assistance and Foreign Militarv Szles in our
Foreign Policy

International Economic Policy

iternational Trade and Economic Policy

H
~

Largely Ignored the Role of International Economics

Mcst Serious Decline in the Value of the Dollar in Eistory
Placecd Exporting at the Rottom of 1ts Priority List
Passive Apprcach to Trade

Failure to Pursue Negotiations Designed to Improve the Access
of American Exports to Foreign Markets has Contributed, in
part, to Protectionist Sentiment

Over-burdensome Government Reculations, Excessive Taxation,
Inflationary Monetary Policy, Unstable Economy

The Security of Energy and Raw Materials Access

Too much Concern has been Lavished on Nations Unable to Carry
out Sea-bed Mining, with Insufficient Attention Paid to
Gaining Early American Access to 1t



[

National Security

Will seek military superiority

Earliest possible deployment of the M-X missile
lew manned strateglc penetrating bomber
Deployment of an air defense svstem

Accelerate cdeployment of cruise missiles on
aircraft, land, ships, ané submarines

Research and development of an effective anti-
ballistic missile system

Early modernization of our theater nuclear forces
Deployment in Europe of medium-range cruise missilies,
ballistic missiles, enhanced radiation warheads,

and the modernization of nuclear artillery
A permanent fleet in the Indian Ocean
Restoration of tactical aircraft development;
increase in stocks of ammunition, spare parts,

and supplies

Increase airlift capability; increase our aerial
tarnker fleet

Restore Navy fleet to 600 ships at a rate egual
to or exceeding that planned by Ford

Improve all-volunteer force; no draft! (or draf
regls;ratlon)

Correct the great ineguities 1n pay and benefits
of career military personnel

Increase funding for R&D
Support a vigorous space research program

Improve U.S. intelligence capabilities for collection,
analysis, counterintelligence, and covert action



Support legislation to invoke criminal sanctions
acainst anyone who discloses the identities of U.S.
intellicence officers abrcad; support amendment

to the FCIA and Privacy Act

¥

+

-

Repeal ill-considered restrictions sponsored by
Democrats, which have debilitated U.S. intellicence
capabilities while easing the subversion efforts

of our &adversaries

Foreign Policy

U.S.-Soviet Relztions

Oppcse the transfer of high technologyv to the Soviet
Union and 1ts Eastern European satellites

Call for the immediate 1lifting of the grain embargo

Insist on full Soviet compliance with the humanitarian
provisions of the Helsinki agreement

Publicize to the world the fundazmental cdifferences
in the two systems through RFE/RL

End the cover-up of Soviet violations of SALT I and II

NLTC and Western Europe
Cat rically reject unilateral moratoria on the
a

pons; cppose arms control acreements that
interfere with the transfer of military technology
to our Allies

ego
eployment by the U.S. and NATC of theater nuclez
wea
nte

Call for the integration of Spain into the North
Atlantic Alliznce

Middle East, Persian Guli

Reject any call for involvement with the PLO

Keep Jerusalem an undivided city

The Americas

Oppcse the aid program for Nicaragua

Return to the fundamental principle of treating a friend
as a friend and self-proclaimed eremies as ensmies,
without apology; make it clear to the Soviet Union and
Cuba that their subversion and their build—up of
offensive military forces 1is unacceptable
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it Puerto Rico to the Unicn

Se k a North EZmerica Accord between the U.S., Canada

e
and Mexico

Zsla and the Pacific
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gly support a substantially increased Japznese
ional defense effort

-

Provide full economic aid and military material to assist
Thailand 1in repelling Vietnamese aggres._.on

No expanded relations with Vietnam

Press for full accounting of Americans still listed
2s missing in action

Recard any attempt to alter Taiwan's status by force
as a threat to peace in the recion; glve priority
consideration to Taiwan's cefense reguirements

Africa

Devote major resources to development on a bilateral
basis

Rebuild U.S. military assistance and foreign arms sales

International Economic Policy

Adopt a&n aggressive export policy

Will not stand idly by as the jcbs of millions of americans
in domestic industries, such as automobiles, textiles,
steel, and electronics are jeopardized and lost

Elimination of disincentives for exporters, including
inhibitive statutes and regulations

Work with trading partners to eliminate subsidies to
exports and dumping

Eliminate excessive taxation of Americans working abroad

Revitalize merchant marine

Domestic economic and reculatory policy must be adjusted
to remove impediments to greater development of our
own energy and raw materials resources
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1. Meintain a stable balance by preserving ecsential

eguivalence with the Soviet Union.

2. US must put its economic house in order; rebuilding
economy 1s starting point for international recovery.

3. US must restcre h
collective security
al

storic alliances; re
a r
lies in NATO and Ja

1
rrangements with ou
can.

4. Must modernize and diversity our strategic arsenal,.

5. ©No MX -- "Amerlcan ingenuity can devise a more flexible
and more cost-effective solution.

6. Will take steps to complete SALT II process; invigorate
the 1lnternational guest for arms control.

7. Superpower relationship cannot be allowed to degenerzte
further; must maintain "active communications” with the
Soviets, particularly when tensions are high.

8. Emphasize versetile and wosable fcrces to counter zny
conventional attack on our vital interests.

9. Establish and maintain peace in the Middle East; oppose
Palestinian state; move US Embassy to Jerusalem.

10. Carefully nuture new relationship with China.

1l]. No more important partner than Mexico.

12. Providing economic aid to Nicaraguz promotes an atmosphere
of moderation.

13. Cpen a wider window to India.

1l4. Cooperate with the developing nations in ways which
respect their individuality and independence, and which serve
our mutual interests in trade and development.

15. Urges Japan to expand its foreign aid and its security
role; encourages Japan to build more plants in US, and remove
curbs on US goods (especially in telecommunictions, computers,
semiconductors).



16. Wculd continue present informel military ané ecocncomic
relations with Teiwan.

17. Greater IMF help for LDC's energy ue"eWGﬂ ent.

18. Discourages US investments in Scuth EZfrica "whenever

1"

pcssible in cooperation with our allies;" enccuraces compliance

with UN arms embargo.

189. Strong human rights stance; urges continued denial of
foreign aid to governments violating human richts; criticizes

2]
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loans and investments to nations inelicible for government aid.

20. Linkage of tracde with Soviet bloc to emigration flows.
21. Urces that foreign assistance be channelad through
multilateral agencles wherever possible.

22. Claims "benign neclect" has characterized export adminis-
tration, and propcses various remedies 1ncluding:

e expanded Eximbank financing;

e reduced taxes on Americans abroad "encaged in
export activities;"

e support for export trading companies to help
" small and medium-sized firms enter export
markets.

'S banks and corporations for uncerwriting US policy by providin

1e]



Comprehensive Test Ban

Dreft Registration

Military Superiority

Neutron Bomb in Europe
Permanent Indian Ocean Fleet
600 Ship Navy

More Larcge Aircraft Carriers
Lift Grain Embargo

Bilateral Over Multilateral Aid

Nuclear Materials to India

Cart

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes

er Reag

Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No

an iAngaerson
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ey Proposals in the Anderson Platfcrm, 1980

National Security

Zssential Egquivalence

Improve Command, Control, and Communications
Improve Warning Systems

Trident, Air-launched Cruise Missiles

R & D on New Bomber

Reject M-X ("American ingenuity can devise a more
flexible and cost-efiective solution. . .")

Redress Grave Personnel Problems
Pre-pcsition Eguipment Overseas
Increase Air and Sealift Capability
Allocate More Resources to Naval Forces
Complete SALT II Process

R & D on an Anti-satellite Capability

Greater Defense Role for Japan

Foreign Policy

Reinforce NATO

Stabilize US-USSR Relations

Support Camp David Accords

Strengthen Ties to Japan

Nurture Relations with PRC

Joint American/Mexican Commission

No Cuban Military Involvement 1in Hemisphere
Economic Aid to Nicaragua

Wider Window to India

Anti-apartheid Measures Toward South Africa

Economic Policy

Work Toward a More Eguitable International Economic Order



Gov. Reacan on Foreign Policy

"In the case of foreign policy, I am ecually unimoressed
with all this talk about our problems being too cecmzlex,
too intricate, to allow timely cecision andé action The
h of complexity, the trick oI making r ]
r to meke; the art, finally, of rationel
ecision, have made a ruin of American fo
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Reagan Speech
May 21, 1968



Gov. Reacan on Intervention
Reagan's record is filled with examples of sucgcestions --
some explicit, some ﬁmplled -- that U. S. intervention be used

to resolve international disturbances.

involvement in the Ancolan civil

In response to Soviet
should have told the Russians:

war, Reacan saild the U.S.

"Out. We'll let them (angola) do t”e fichting,
or you're going to have to deal with us.

New York Times
January 6, 1976

In response to the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan,

Reagan said: 8

"One option might well be th

at
the island of Cubea and stop al: txaf

New York Times
Janueary 29, 1880

Cyprus
Reacan has said that, in & marnner similar to Eisenhower's

Geplovment of troops to Lebanon, as President he would have

favored sending a "token (U.S.) military force" to Cyprus

during the 1975 crisis on the island.

New York Times
June 4, 19876

Ecuador
In response to the Ecuadorieans' seizure of U.S. tuna boeats

in 1975, Reagan suggested:

winter should sencd along

"(T)he U.S. government nexc
miles

2 destrover with the tuna bcats to cruise,say, 13
0off the shore of Ecuador in an updated version of
ed Roosevelt's dictum to “"talk softly, but carry a

3 " - . .
tick. S=2n Nican IIniAan
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In the same vein as Eisenhower's deployment cof troops to
Lekbanon, Reacan has said that, as President, he would have

Fip g

sent troops to Lebanon during the 1976 civil war.

nes

- —_ .
Micddle East

Responding to a ”Lest‘01 cn whether the U. sheculd establist
a mllitary presence in the Sinal to counter tle SO\lEtS, Fszacan
said:
"I think this might be a very, very ccod time for
the United States to show a presence in the Middle East.
I éon't think it would be provocative ancé I don't think

it looks like anyone bullying..."

Beoston Globe
January 13, 1880

North Korea

In response to the North Korean seizure of the U.S.S.
Pueblo, Reagan said:

"I cannot for the life of me understanc why someone
in the United States cgovernment, particularly the
President, th not said, 'That ship had better come
out of that rbor in 24 hours or we are coming in

after 1it.'"

Pakistan

After the Soviet invasion ¢f Afghanistan, Reagan advocated
sending advisers into Pakistan.

"I think the most logical thing is that they (the advisers)
would go to the country we have a treaty with, Pakistan,
and that training could be provided there, with U.5. and
zKistan where we have a lecitimate reason and richt to be."
St. Louls Globe-Democrat
Januvery 11, 15880
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roposed sending "a sguadron of planes" to
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Gov. Fsacan con Incervention
Tortucal
To prevent a Communist taxeover of Po*'t gal in 1975, Resgan
szid the United States should have acted "in any way to prasvent
or discourace" the Communists, adding "It was clearlyv in our
interest to o so." 3But he refused to be more scscific.
Les Znceles Times
June 1, 1675
Thocesia
To ensure an orderly transiticn in Rhodesia bhetween a
minority-white to a black-majority rule, Rezcan said:
"Whether it Wlll be enough to have simzly a show
cf strencth, a promise that we would (supplyv) trocpes
or wnether you‘d nave to ¢o in with occuration Zcrces
or not I don't know."
' New York Times
June 4, 1876
North Vietnam
The Lcs Anceles Times reported that in & speech to the
Naticnal Zeadliners Clur Reacan stated that the United S:tates
should have met North Vietnam's £inal thrust in Scuth Vietnam
with 3-32 bombers. '





