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·. :/- F'oreign·; Affairs;/Defens·e , ':tssues': 
\ . .....: : 

The fo~mer perm,nent iepre~entative to the U~ited Nations, envoy 
to Peking and Director .of the Central Intelligence Agency stressed 
during his recent campaig~ for the Republi~an Presidential nomina­
tion that because of his background in foreisn affairs he is raore 
competen~ to deal with problems faring the United States around 
the world then is President Carter. 

Despite a reputatiori as a m~derate in foreign affairs, Bush is a 
"hardliner.'' · His vie.w o-f the: ~vorld' i.s focused on the 11 menace 1> of 
Gornmunism -- Russian Communism. It is his oft~n stated opinion 
.that the ·soviet Unio'ti' 'is· "·seeking ··supeii'ority1' · ·.in the ·world and · 
the United States must take steps to counteract this aggression. 
Nearly ali of Mr. Bush's foreign policy and military issue positions 
reflect his overriding preoccupation with the Soviet Union. 

As a Presidential candidate Bush castigated the Carter Administration 
for what he termed the following foreign policy failures: 

• Projecting a perception of vascillation and weakness in 
U.S. foreign policy among our allies and adversaries alike. 

, 
• Gutting American defense by 

programs, and cutting funds 
modernization • 

slowing the M~ and . cruise missile 
for the B-1, a n~w carrier and naval 

• Initiating a ~isgui~ed human rights campaign, which overloads 
our strategic ~nterests and harms our allies . 

• Failing to act to release our hostages in Iran . 

• Presenting an unverifiable and weak SALT II agreement to the 
American peopl·e. 

Defense Spending: 

If George Bush's view of the world is clouded by Soviet aggression, 
his prescript.ion for a stronger, more confident, United States is 
crystal clear increase defense spending and improve our alliances 
with friendly foreign powers. 

Bush is clearly a "hawk" on defense spending, and views the need 
for additional military hardware as essential. Ee criticizes the 
Curter Administration for falling behind the Russians in terms of 
kilitary strength and calls for the near terre funding of the 
following d8fense needs: 
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• an accelerated MX depldyrnent schedule; 

• a long range cruise missile; 

• a strengthened three ocean navy; 
. ~ 

' 
• improved air defense capabilities; 

• expanded and improved. strategic airlift capal:>ilities; 

· ·-. •.· expa-nded.- and. iJliP,r:oved· conv.en._t:iqn.aJ. we:apon:c:y ; ... . . . . . . 

• support for the volunteer army with registration for both men 
and women; 

• an expanded military training program; 

• a strong intelligence service; capable of providing accurate 
information on events abroad; 

• increased mili~ary R&D funding. 
. ~ . . 

To meet these defense needs Bush has argued for an increase in 
defense spending of $5~8 billion per year over the President's 
latest defense budget figures. 

Despite the fact that President Carter has increased spending on 
defense every year since -the last Ford budget-~ an overall 
increase of $73 billion -- Bush criticizes Carter for . "guttincr" 
American defense by cuts in defense spending, which have resulted 
in "~nderpaid military personnel, inadequate personnel to operate 
equipment and equipment malfunction such as the helicopter mal­
function that led to the abortive Iranian hostige rescue attempt." 
Houston City Hall Sp~ech, Dallas Morning News, 4/29/80. 

Bush believes the U.S. can build the military hardware -- the MX, 
the B-1, a three ocean Navy· and implement conventional forces 
improvements all for $6-8 billion over several years and still 
balance the budget by 1982. He . would accomplish this feat by 
"eliminating waste and move away from spending programs such 
as CETA." Business Week, 2/4/80. · 

"If it came down to that (more for defense, a tax cut and'. a 
:1 balanced budget), I would still have to go with defense increases 
\ be c v. use we re a 11 y a o have a so-ca 11 e d ',•:ind ow of dang e :r • But i t is 

not unrealistic to think you can increase defense spending, have 
a simply side tax cut and get a (budget} balv.nce. Everybody says 
that's impossible. The economists adviJing me don't think it's 

( impossible." Washington Post, 4/20 /8 0. 
, ... : 

.. ~ .. ·.· .. · 
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In te1ligence: 

The former CIA '6irect'or· bel1eves :-the Acer:\can ±nt~11igence System 
should be strengthened, but with protections for the rights of u.s. 
citizens. He is critical of the President 1 s decision to halt 
SR-71 flights (spy planes) over Cuba, and points this out as an 
example. His only example of a weakenin; U.S. intelligence capacity. 

Bush also feels the U. ~:;': must II retain the capa.c i ty for covert 
operations in other countries 11 and refuses to rule out. 11 A.mer:ican 
participation in the overthrow of foreign governments." 

U~d~r· his• ~irection ~t the · CIA, hew ·guideli nes ~ei~ adopted~ 
·w11i.l.e . man.y, critics t;.hou.g_ht .th~y.we:r.e not.. tougq enough.~ .. there 
have been no charges of illegal intelligenceactivity during.the 
past six years-

"I would simply follow the law (concerning covert operations and 
the CIA) ••• It excludes assassination, for example. The findings 
have to be -- and I think this is proper -- in writin; ·by the 
President, that a sensitive oper~tion is in the national interest 
and be reported to the Congress~::But I think covert operations 
should be sparingly used ... quiet support for a friend is covert 
action." Miami Herald, 2/3/80 

,.. 

SALT II: 

Bush does not support the SALT II treaty, he believes several 
amendments should be made t6 the treaty before it is passed. 
Specifically: 

• the Soviet backfire bomber must be counted as a strategic weapon; 

• the size and strength of nuclear warheais and missiles must be 
addressed to make the treaty ·more equali 

• obstacles to deploying the MX missile 2~st be removed; 

• the treaty must be made - verifiable. 

Bush does support an arms reduction agree3ent thct is more verifiable 
and believes the Soviets would be willing to make the changes he has 
recommended because he believes pressure is mounting i~ the Soviet 
Union against increased defense spending. 

In 1964, during his unsuccessful race for the U.S. Se~ate in Texas, 
Bush vigorously opposed the nuclear test ban t r eaty . 
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N~clear Poii~y Abroad; -

Bush is 6n~- of 6nly a fe~ n~tionarp6l~tico~ who . has ever stated 
the vi~w that there is such a thing as~ winner in a nucleac 
exchange. In an interview with Robert Scheer, a writer with 
the Los Angeles Times, Bush outlined his views on nuclear 
exchange. 

Robert.Sheer: "Dontt ve reach a point with these st:::-ategic 
weapons where we can •wipe each other out so many ti~es and 
no one wants to use them or is willing to use thera, that it 
really doesn't matter whether we're 10%_ or 2% . lower or 

- higher - { than .the · so·.viets·)? 

Bush: t'Yes ·, •· ff·: you· _: b~Iieve--.there •- i ·s ·no such thing as a winner 
in a nuclear exchange, that argumeni makes a little sense_ 
I don't believe that." 

Scheer: 11 How do you win in a nuclear exchange?" 

Bush: "You have a survivability of co~mand in control, 
survivability of industrial poj:ential, protection 0£ a 
percentage of your citizens, antl you have a capability 
that inflicts more damage on the opposition than . it can 
inflict upon you. That's the way you can have a winner, 
and the Soviets' pl~nning is based on the ugly concept 
of~ wiriner in a nu~lear exchange." 

Scheer: "Do you mean li.ke 5 percent ;,-:ould survive? 
Two percent?l1 

Bush: -"More than that -- if everybody fir~d everything he 
had, you'd have more than that sur~ive." 

' 
Scheer: "So have we made a mistake, tnen, in not thinking 
of nuclear war as a possible option that we · could survive?" 

Bush: "dur str~tegic forces should be considered as a 
deterrent, and · that is the \•1ay I'd do it ... 11 

Los Angeles Times, 1/24/80 

Military Draft: 

As a member of Congress, Bush supported Preside~t Nixon's plan 
_ to eliminate the military draft, and re~ains O??OSed to a peacetime 
., draft today. 
\ 

How~ver, he supports registration, for both sexes. He is a strong 
supporter of the All-Volunteer_ Army, b u ~ believes it_mcst be 
s upplemented, to some degreer if \'e are to kee? _our 1:0::-ces at 

I prorer levels. He does not explain ho• .. ,- he v1oulc s ur? <::ment the all 
~ -·· volunteer armed forces without impleme~~ing a peace t me draft. 



· ·soviet Union: . r Bush feels the. roo.t cause of all our foreign policT problems is 
~ the Soviet bnion. Bush believes the Soviets are not satisfied 

with -nuclear parity with the u.s., -instea.d he- feels - -they are· 

cc 
"'-. · 

see king nuclear and co:i.ven tional force superiority. "The Sovie ts 
want a first strike ~apability, and don 1 t think they are above 
using it." Salinas, California, C2.liforni2D, 1/28/80. 

Afqhanistan: 

Bush believei the Presid~nt 1·s failure td spell out our commitments 
.to o.ur a.llies - and. other. :non-alJ,eged nations led :t:q t:he i.nvas,ian of 
Afghiriista~ ~nd bontinues to-~acts~ foreign. p6iici 6redibiiity 
problems for the U.S. Bush feels that a redefinition of our 
foreign policy should be made, and include the following: 

• keep commitments 
strengthen intelligence operations 

• place human rights concerns in proper b2l2.~ce with 
strategic interests. ---

In addition; he favors shipping arms to Afghanistan rebels through 
Pakistan and is critic~l of the President for not helping ''people 
that ate resisting bru~al aggression." 

Soviet Grain Embargo: 

He opp6ses the U.S. embargo of grain to the Soviets because he 
feels it - hurts us more than it hurts them. However, he would 
support a total across the board trade e3ba=go asainst the 
Soviets. Bush has termed the President 1 s ecbarso actions as 
ineffective, and inconsistent. His one exa:7!ple is "we halt grain 
shipments to the Soviets which lower our farm prices and yet we 
sell phosphates to the Soviets to improve their crops." Face the 
Nation, 1/20/80 

Olympic Bovcott: 

Suooortea · the decision to boycott the Moscow ganes, even proposed 
wi~;holding athlete's passports to force tt2m to st~y home and not 
p~rticipate in the games. 
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\___ He be.l ieves Cuba presen.ts. this country. ~, i th o:1e of its major 

,c:::: .. .. . ".,,. ... , 
;,,,,,,..., -

foreign policy challenges. Specifically, h~ cites the basing 
of Soviet troops in Cuba as an outragous afront to our security 
and insists they must be removed. 

l-.grees that the Administ.;ration has appe2.r:ed "im::_:)ortar.t" by not 
dealing directly with the issue of Cuban troops in Africa • . Bush 
has stated, "the Cubans are surrogates for the Soviets ..• they _ 
are being . used · as- pawns -. py: the· Soviets . to gain politic al advantaaes 
and se~k _ he_g.emony . e_verywhere." __ . Political Profiles, Inc., 12/79 ., 

. .' . ' . . . . ,• · . . -. •. ·. . ·... - . . . . •" - . - . . 

Bush ridi~uled R;~ald ~eag~n 1 s sugges~ion that ~e should blockade 
Cuba in response to the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan by saying 
"the idea . of blockading Cuba, which Ronald _Reagan has proposed, 
risks nuclear war and would require the entire Atlantic fleet. 
It wasn't Cuba that irivaded Afghanistan, it was Russia. The wai 
to peace is to kee~ this country strong, not through reckless 
foreign policy." . Washington Star, 3/22/80 

Eurone: 
; 

Bush strongly favori European unity ... supports the admission 
of Gree~e, Spain and Portugal to the EEC. 

During the recen~ campaign he was highly critical of the President's 
handling of the issue of deploying the neutron bomb in Western 
Eurooe. Bush said, "Cartei backed off after conv incing West 
Germ;ny to deploy the neutron bomb, in the face of a ~assive 
propaganda campaign launched by the Soviets, a~d left Chancellor 
Schmidt out on a political limb. 11 Face the Nation, 1/20/80 -

Human Rights: 

Bush believes the U.S. human rights policy, under the Carter 
Administr ation is misguided and harmful to our ~llies. 

He argues that we should decide foreign policy on the bctsis of 
strategic interests and not soley on a particular country 1 s 
human rights record. He uses Iran as an example by saying: 
"our failure to defend our ally, the Sh2h, created a situation 
where one form of tyranny is replaced with an e v en worse form 
2nd one that is not in our strategic in:.erest." Dal l 2s Morning 
N ("~ \•.' [_; , 5 / 1 / 8 0 

h cf t t · orov 0 h um~ n y~~ h~s ~u t o n ly 1 n conce:t Bus . supports e J. ors o 1ml; ~ ~ - ::: '-'- , 

with U. S. strategic interests . 

. · .. - -,, 
·-·- -· . . :-:~ 
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Bush leveled his h~rs~est criticis~· of t~e Presid~nt during his 
recent campaign over the issue of Iran and the hostages being 
held there. In an interview with Robert Shogan of the NY Times 
in .March, Bush saidr 11 Carter has manipulated the news media, for 
the benefit of his own reelection, it is ti~e the American people 
recognize our Iranian policy for what it 1s .. . one of failure, 
inaction -and even calcu~-ated deception." 

He also charged the President iwth full responsibility for the 
hostage crisi~ by saying, "the w~akness and inexperience of the 
President have both led to this criiis and managed to isolate 
us in ~ur t~as~dy:" Dallas Morning .~ews, 4/29/80 

·.' 

Without offering his own suggestions to resolve this hostage 
crisis, Bush demanded we close the Iranian embassy in Washington 
and expell all Iranian diplomats~ 

He completely rejects the notion that the U.S. should apol6gize 
for any past actions in Iran. For all the criticism of the 
Shah's regime American support for Iran was the aim of our 
policy for nearly three decades, and the wisdom of that policy 
has been reinforced by recent events." L.; Times, 5/15/80. Bush 
considered the Shah 11 a friend who was less then perfect in human 
rights.w The Flint J~urnal, 5/11/80 

Bush differed with Ronald Reagan's "live in the dustn position on 
Iran, which would se_t a firm date for ·the release of the hostages 
or risk American action to release the, by saying "Reagan owes 
the American people· a ~better explanation of his proposal. In the 
decade of the BO's a foreign policy based on bluffs is as 
ineffectual as it is dangerous." LA Times, 5/15/80 

Panama: 

Bush opposed the canal treaties primarily because of "the appearance· 
that we are retreating and pulling back o~ .COllimitments." LA Times, 
1/24/80 

Middle East: 

He strongly supports the State of Israel, belie ves we need to 
strengthen our ties with moderate Arab st~tes and feels the 
P~lGs~inian people should have a role to ?lay in negotiations 
t hat will determine their future. 
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Bush is ·gerieraily. supportive . c,f . ·the ·c~mp D~vid . accords but argues 
that ·Jord~n and· othe~ ·-Arab countries must be bcaught in to the peace • 
rnaki"ng: ·process •. · He· is .opposed to allowing • the. PLO to p.=rticipate · · · 
in any negotiations until they renounce their pledge to destroy 
the state of Israel and cease terrosist attacks_ He has likened 
the PLO to an international KKK. 

On .the issue of settlemeqts he . is opposed to the construction of 
additional settlements on the ~~est Bank 1 but suppo:cts II the 
legitimate construction for national security pu:cposes" of those 
settlements that current~y exist. 

He believes Ronald Reagan's suggestion that Sinain trcoos should 
be based· in• the .Sinai" ·w.oura· be . a mistake . :arr¢ ··~.;oul'd··. draw .. the Soviets 
back ihto th~ m{ddl~ ~ast. . . 

China:· 

Bush views himself as an expert on China which stems from his term 
of duty as U.S. envoy to China in 1974. Ee sees China as a back­
ward country with a large standing conveotional army. He also 
believes the Chinese are not expansemistic, but rather they seek 
to be self ·relient by the year 2000. 

~ . 

He is opposed to selli.,.ng arms to the Chinese until he is certain 
they have "no . foreign ambitions." 

Bush is highly dritical of the way the Carter Administration ended 
diplomatic relations with Tawain. "For the first time in our 
history, a peacetime American government has renounced a treaty 
with an ally (Taiwan) with cause or benefit." Washington Post, 
12/78. . 

•Bush's assignment in the U.N. was highlighted by the failur~ of 
the United States to.retain a seat in th~ General Assembly for 
Taiwan. The U.S. position had been to sup?ort a "two China policy" 
with both Taiwan and the People's Republic of China bei~g represented. 

As Ronald Reagan's emissary, George Bush racently visited China and 
Japan to outline what many foreign policy advisors believe in Reagan's 
version of a "two-China policy" for U.S. foreign relations in the 
1980s. The Chinese are clearly not ent~ssiastic over Mr. Bush's 
return to China, where he is viewad as a supporter of Taiwan and 
an adversury of arms sales to the People's Republic. 



: .. · .. :. . · . E.as.t ·Asia:: ..... . : . . ...... ___ .....,.____ . -· -· 
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Bush would push· °f'or stronger ties and security arrangements 
~ith·E~st Asia~ couritcies and . isolate (~~oriomically) disruptive 
nations •.. North Korea, Vietnam. 

He would also encourage Japan to assume greater responsibility 
in regional defense and security matters. In addition, he 
suop.orts ?,.n increase., in air. and naval . forces in the. Pacific 
as-well as the establishment of an Indian Ocean fleet. 
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DEFENSE BUDGET 

Reagan 

Ronald Reagan has never wavered from his staunch 
support of increased defense spending. He has consistently 
fa vored increases in defense spending at the expense 
of.other areas of t~e _budget •. In a 1971 speech at a 
Republican fund.raisE=r in San Diego, Re·agan set- out his 
philosophy of defense ~pending; · · · 

. ::' ....... ·;;This'·.:n,~it:Io·ri •\:;·n:ce(·s·~.d' · a' '. sfdiari'/ •·i,mflli6:ns fOr 
defense, not one cent for tribute, 1 today it is 
billions for welfare and take them from defense." 

Press Release 
July 24, 1971 

Both Reagan and the ~~publican party call for a 
massive military buildup to attain military superiority. 
By engaging in an arms race w~th the Soviets, Reagan 
believes that~~ can use our economic might to defeat 
the Russians. · 

"They (th~ Soviets) know they can't match our 
industrial capacity." 

New York Post 
May 29, 1979 

However, neither Reagan nor the Republican party 
has made it clear how they would fund this massive build-up. 

" ... I've always believed that defense is something 
in which you do not make the determination (of a 
budget) -- it's made for you by your possible opponent." 

Washington Post 
April 20, 1980 

When pressed for figures on how much would be necessary 
to achieve military superiority, Reagan avoids specifics. 

"Well, I've never gone by the figures. In 
fact, I think it's wrong to say we're safe because 
we're spending 5 percent more or 3 percent more 
or anything. No, go by the weapons. Now, I have 
outlined~ number of weapon s ho rtages that we have, 
but I don't h a v e access to the high command . Just 
ask these men who w~ul d have to fight the wa r what 

I ., ... f 
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are the essential weapons, the top priority that 
we must have now to restore oru ability to deter 
the Soviet Union. I tell you, I think we're talking 
about the next few years that we must change the 
situation, not eventually down the road." 

~ational Journal Interview 
Marc:h 8, 1980 

.: ·.· .. • ··whtle · Reagari t:efuses · to g-ive a specif.i.c :rigure- for -
. de·fense spending, ··h.ts' advisors·· have been mentioning some 
figures. The Washington Post reported that some of "Reagan's 
military advisors believe that nothing less than increasing 
defense spending by 10 percent a year will do." The 
Post adds that "such an increase in the prospective $150 
billion defense budget for fiscal 1981 alone would come 
to 15 billion -- equal to the Education Department's 
total budget for fiscal 1g:.:ai." (Washing ton Post, June 
16, 1980) 

In another Washington Pos·t story, one of Reagan's 
top defense- ad~isors, William Van Cleave, mentioned that, 
in his opinion, 6 percent of the total U.S. Gross National 
Product or "maybe even a·little more, 11 may be required 
to pay for Reagan's defense programs. (Washington Post, 
August 27, 1980) 

When asked how he would fund the arms build-up, 
Reagan's standard reply is: "out of the economy." 

New Yorker 
March 24, 1980 

In fact Reagan would rely on Reagan-Kemp-Roth to 
provide the needed revenues for the military build-up: 

"W~ would use the increased revenues the federal 
government would get from this tax decrease to rebuild ' 
our defense capabilities." 

Flint Journal 
May 18, 1980 
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Bush .-.--.-. . -. · 
. 

11 If it came down to that· (more for defense, a tax 
cut and a balanced budget), I would still have to go 
with defense increases because we really do have a so­
called window of danger. The evidence coming out of 
the SALT talks . i~ overwhelrning ~4 .But it is not unrealistic 
to think that you can increase defense spending, have 
a supply-side tax cut and get a (budget) balance. Every­
body says that's . impossible. The economists advising 
me don It think it's impossible . II . 

.•.• · 

Bush 

-M~'tch, ' r"lorida airpl~n-e 
Washington Post 
April 20, 1980 

. . 

interview · 

"Our strategic forces are really quite vulnerable, 
shockingly so, compared tQ_the Soviets. I don't have 
a specific figure on incr~ased defense spending yet but 
I'm impressed that General Jones, the chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs, is saying we need five percent." 

Bush 

Political Profiles 
page 9 
1979 

"Th~re are some things you have to spend for, even 
acknowledging that/ it might be inflationary, but if it's 
in defense of our country, you've got to build it into 
the budget . " 

Eugene, Oregon, Register-Guard 
December 19, 1979 

"This is what Reagan means when he says, "The cause 
peace is best served by strength, not bluster." 

"It's what Governor Reagan means when he says that 
as president he will work for "an honest verif i able reduction 
in nuclear weaoons" but that he will not acquiesce to 
a SALT II Treaiy "which, allows for a clear strategic 
imbalance favoring the Soviets." 
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"It'. s what Ronald _ Reagan means when he says that 
· our best hope· of ·persuading the Soviets "·to live in peace 
is to convince them they . cannot win at war." 

"It's why Ronald Reagan is the true peace candidate 
in 1980 campaign ; for the presidency -- and why the present 
administration in Washington, ignoring the lessens of 
modern history, has allowed our nation's defense to stagnate 
and w~aken in th~ · face of a ., massive So~iet arms program. 

·• •• 
11 'Ihat the: <;:-arte:e .. ac:imi-ni'stration :r:ecognizes. its failu.re -

in this vital ~rea is borne 6ut by the switched sigrials 
that have come from the White House and the Secretary 
of Defense in recent months. 

11 After 3-1/2 years of administration policies and 
rhetoric that have had the effect of reducing our strategic 
capabilities, relative to Soviet arms development, the 
president and his Defense ?€Cretary are desperately trying 
to assure the American people that despite all evidence 
to the contrary, our country's.military strength has_ 
kept pace w~th Soviet arms expansion." 

~ . . 

World Affairs Council 
September 5, 1980 
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Mondale 

"The first responsibility of a str-ong President 
is to defend our nation. 

"For the ei8ht years of Republican rule -- while 
the Soviets were building up their power -- real American 
defense spending dropped thirty-five percent. That's 
the R~publican record. We not only have increased real 
definie support by ten percent-~ we have also invested 

· ·. in -. the· .mo-st :5ophi s t:i.-c-ated .\'te .apons . in _the world_ Today, 
no Amer icari. general o·r admiral would drea·m ·of· ·exchanging 
our forces for any other on earth. 

"But Mr. Reagan scolds us for having cancelled an 
outmoded bomber that would be obsolete and vulnerable 
the day it was launched. President Carter chose instead 
the modern cruise missile -- which renders the whole 
expensive Soviet air defen~e system obsolete. 

"Up and down the defense agenda, the Republicans 
repeat the same mistakes. They want to resurrect decom­
missioned ships. They want t0 revive the ABM System 
-- which even Nixon junked. With obsolete missiles, 
mothballed ships, vulnerable bombers, and petrified ideas, 
they would waste billions on defense relics that would 
drain and weaken us. 

"President Carter does not want to mimic the Soviet's 
bulk. He has chosen to offset it with the greatest resource 
we have -- the genius of American technology. And as 
a result, this nation today is bulding security not for 
yesterday, but for the rest of the century." 

DNC Acceptance Speech 
August, 1980 

'. ·.• 
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ill-defined concspt 

Cart2r Ad~i~istration. !t bas gone fra~ a~ 

effective concept far ahead of 2nything the 

Sovi(:ts liave. 

subrn,;tr in .:: ar;.d 1n.i.ss·:i. Ic 1:;ro·;r2::-(iS .. 

of the best 2nd mos t a~vancsC milita:y 

1 ' . l -
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qur long r~nge tactic2l nuclear forc~s ha ve 

. . . . 

f c:.i: e 2:ceed i rig 2ny pr ev iou s t i n,i . · OL: r c1ct i 0:1 s 

in this .:uE:a d~monst:c2te not Oi"lly 

leacl~rship but also the con&iste~cy of our 

dedica.tion to a prudent def<2Ds<2 policy. 

Through cu~ leadership in 1~77 -- within the 

first £our months of this Admi~istr2ticn -- the 

alliance adopted a comraitment·to 3~ ~eal growth 

annu~lly in dcf2~se 

the need for our fle~ibility in res~o~ding to 

rcgior:.s. 



: ' · .. 

I. -
.:, 

supported by fcrc~s :n oeing. 

. . 

Administr~tion t _o guaral!t~e the se'cu.r.i ty of~ tl-:2 United 

The real grov1th in defense spending 

a second Carter term ~ill reach 27% is 2 carefully 

app~aach of our opponents, ~e ha7e f~ced this problem 

with a re~llstic respons~. We have irnp~cved our 

situation progressively and wit~in the established 

by our other n2tion2l ~equire~~~ts. 

We recognize our r2spcnsibilit7. 

our prograD ccs~s. 

and s.:.iys a 1 l u 
--1 

he won't know how nuch it all costs until after he is 



Q. 
••:. '. 

II~y.; do ' yo0. . rc-s;x:·,nd . t.6. t'he ch~.C'J°CS b·,,- Ron.:,ld E~·.:.-.!;:;n 
"th/:it oti'r " _(_r~s. · (f~f-~r1:3(::'· pv·sturc· 2!"">:'.: . jJ~'licie;s ·•ir~ r ·;l·~,1~.;ClU:"~te 
a~d th2t the Ad~irristration hos ~ct ~cted respGnsibly 
in molding our d~f~nse posture? 

Our prcgr22 provides for national sccLlrity of the 

United St2tes now and in the futu~e. 

total of 10% over 4 years 

27% over 3 years 

Republicans, by contrast, had 35% r~duction over 

3 years. 

even O ,,f-
...... ~ r about 7; 

... 
redu:::'i..:ion. 

Specific Prcqr~m 

S ·tra t2g_ic 

St~alth technology 

Lens r~nge thectre nucle~r rorces 



Rapid deployment fore~ 

Co r:c J. us :.o n 

Our program is prudent and res~a~si b le 

Reve~scd ·a declinirt~ trend to one of gro~ih 
. . 

-_,R~aiisti"c a'pp·:-o·~ch : which-· 2c-kno~rle·dges other nation2.l 

priorities 

Ours - a carefully costed 2nd balanced program 

Theirs do every thing, bu~ ?,22g an ':,en' t kno·.-., 

bow rn:1ch until he is elected. 



CJi i\I<CC: 

P.E UuTT.A.L: Th.::t is .L..- , ,o 1-..i...--, 

·. : .· . • 

Scp.t~mbcr 3, 19 8 O 

Asia-associ~ted c?sts, Defense~related spending declined 

._ in _.f i y~. o.£ _tpos.e _ eigr:t: _yea.rs J?? .c:i.b.out . 7%., ... c; . :alr,ost by .the . ,·· .. . . . . . ,, , . . . , ,• . ·· . . · . •, ,. •, · . . .: . 

illnount we have in four years increas2d it. 

CHARGE: The decline in Republican Defense budgets was 
not so gre~t as we h~ve said it was. 

REBUTTAL: 

Meas1.1r.ed across the 1970 to 1977, ,..:, · . unu. 1.n 

constant dollars, defense spending fell 8cre than 35~. 

This figure is produced by totalling the decline in defense 
0 

outlays over those eight years, which are the years over 

which the Bepubl.:!..can Z\d:ninistra. ti.0:1 e~:erci sc.,d control. 

The PresidGnt's recorC on ~efe~sa spending is 

that of stea~y and sustained growth, and is in sharp 
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. :~ ...• : ' ~ : .. ,• . :. .. . . . .. •. ·· . .. · · · · • · .;, : ; .·• . . ', · •:- ·· ... 

2 

-· the money o.ctually s-pcnt in any giv$n year to- produce 

our 

reveals that outlays rose by 10.1% in ccnsta~t dollars 

over the 4 year period. As projected in the current Five 

Y12ar Defense Progra;n, at the 2nd cf P::.:esid'2:nc Carter 1 s 

seccr.d t21.T,,, -D2fens:2 spending T,•: ill ha. 0,-2 increased over 
c::-• \ :. .. 

the eight year period, by 27:-:.·. 

Cl:-IARGE: That_ spending declines from 1S70 to 1977 ,,;e::-:e 
c~used by Congressional reductions ta the budget request, 
c:.:·,d the Cor.s_:rr'°e3s ,.-.,as controlled by Der.,-:.,crats. -

REBUTTAL: True, Deeocru.t-cont:.rolled. Con.,;r ·.o:sses did 

reduc12 annual Defense ~pproprietians requests (on an 
-· 

average only by between 5-10%), but th2 r~qussts 

th8~ssl va 2 ~oclineJ by $30 ~o $(8 billiorr in the eig ht 
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four conscc~tive years, did co~ti~uing incr~a s2s oGcur. 

to sustaining defense capabilities. 

CIIi'\'RG E : The Car-ter Aa.:-r:inist:cat.i_o~ r:cl.s . i ·rre::;;orsibly 
reduced the Navy Shipbuilding P~cgrarn initiited by th2 
Repu~lican Administration. 

REDUTTAL: Under the last Republic2n Ad2inistration (~ro~ 

1970 to 1977) the U.S. NavQl Fleet declined in size 

from 8(7 ships to 513. 

v0ssels (a.11 :r.urnbers ir;.cludc _the .;.ctive Pleet , the Nc::.,r2.l 

Ballistic Missile Sub~arines) i 

1990. 

:-.. · ·----

I 

I 
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yea.rs. 

c1 po.lie/ to 

5-year ship building prcgr~m witji~ 2v~il~bl2 resources, 

rath8r than to continue to delude 6~rselves with 
. :_ "! ··· · · ·· .. .. . : 

The Carter Administration rive year shipbuilding 

plan provides for the construction oE 97 ne• .. , sh:i.ps, ar:d 

for ~ajor modernization of five other s~ips, including 

three aircraft carriers. Two-thi.:-ds of these 1:cw shi?S 

a.re cornbata.p'c.s, th2 rest are suppc-c:. ?Sss·e1s. The 

shipbuilding plan reflect_§ two eel ib::1.-a te dsci.:;ions to 

increase our 

construction of highly capable co:::b2t:mt: slJips (as 

exemplified by the ccnstructian of sixteen CG-47 cliss, 

1~ newly designed m2ritime prepositioning ships. 

CJ:.Z"-,.2G2: 
B·-J.. 

It is true, as r·-1r. Rc.::sF::; cL.: 10::-3, theot. 

:. : - , , . 
.___ • .• . t I.. 

of 
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.· ·. •:· .. 
. -· . : 

do sc . D-1 

\·/0 Ll l d 

. d cpl o y m::.; n t - - a n. a :::; s e: s ss ~ n t t h 2 t. , i n c i c~ c: n t l y , ha s be e n 

advance:s . in air defense, . In 2dc.ition, Mr. Re.as an 

President Carter chose to ~cdernize our bomber forces by 

equipping our B-52s with small, long-range, and deadly-accurate 

cruise missiles, which had not p:evio~sly been developed, 

and which are fur mo:e ~-ble to penet::-ate Soviet: air 

defenses than the D-1 . 
.. 

CHARGE: President Carter irces9onsibly stopped 
Minutern~n Production. 

. REBUTT.Z..L: It is true, as Mr. R~agan claiffis, that 

President production cf the Minute~an 

r I I ; bu t w ha t r-i r . Re as an d c 2 s not e 2: ::_) l 2. i. ,t i s th e con t e :-: t 

within which the decision was made. The decision had 

This 

100 

(: ) ; \ ,"; 
"! _.I - .... 
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dc 01e: .LG;_Y-il'2r"ct • . 

tll ::, 1- ·1·,·h e :'1 · ·+- .I-, C c· __; r +-pr ,. ,..:i:.:..:·1• r,-1· ·,;. ,;.- ,..: ... ,. ·: o· n ' ~ .-, ,_ '0 ,- ·,.,c· G = r:: 1· c~ T,, ~ U- • 1..-J..i. .. (..;. .._ __ Ku. l U 1 ..:>-\-_a.~.!.. t.::!_\.;. _ _ ...,i..:;:; ... ~.:.. -I' ,,"':: 

inherited an · M-k basina concect ~hicS sujsequent ., ~ -

analysis indicated was vulner~ble to a first strike. T ,_ 
.J.. l.. 

was only aft~r considerably more analysis and work that 

the mobile basin3 scheme was decided upon to preserve 

the retaliatory capability of our ICB~~ and to permit us 

to proceed _;f!ith the Vi-X prograr;1,. 1·1hich is r.o·.·: fully 

underway .. 

CI"lAF:GE: 
J 

Pr es ident Carter has ir r es;:o,·1 s .-~ bly sJ.o".ved tbe 
Trident prog r ,,m. 

1 
REEfJT'I'i'\L: I-Jr. Reasan 1 s ,assertior: that Presid1=n:. Carter 

the TRIDENT II Missile is sireply incorrect; t~e T~I~E~T 

I program has been fully 
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--. . :•·· , ::-· .. 

. . . 
... l ... . . r l':; • . • i . . . no 1

_ arv·c)C2."t_c; <1 [=·<Jl1c·:/ or L1mer1c~r: ;:i:..1.1tac21 su0~r~or1ty 

over t he so~iet c~ion. As sup2rfici2ll y desi~able 

pursuit of s~c.h an objective \·;ould: 

l·le2.n- tl1e end 0£ arrns cc~trol; 

Produce an uncontrolled 2nd v2ry exp2nsive 

arms race; 

Lead to an inevitabl<2 · co:1C!::rlt.rc3tion of our 

finite resources on strategic weapons at the 

ex-pense of vitally necess3.i:-y conventior:al 
/":: ... 
~ .... . forces; and 

Result in ·a condition of dangerous instability 

and the constant threat of possible nuclear 

conflict. 

impossibility of absolute su?re2acy, this Administration 

is corn1:1itted to r::aintaining OL!r esse :1 ti2l eqc1ivalenc<2 

. · 1 ·' S . t \•l7 •. C 1 C. n '2 0 \' l G 
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So v i e t Un i_ 0 r.. ~ ·, In · s ti or t , our · s t :- 2 t e g i c: for c <.:: s 2: .c e: f u l l y 

2dequat8 both to protect oursel ves and our allies and to 

deter our 6dversaries. 
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The Ca-itcr i\d111i11i:;ti·atj°(rn' s lk[c11:-;c · Btidi,ct • Rc:co.nl 
.,---- -------- -~ ! _____ _ 

. The .. -Pres icJ:cn.-t\ .s r;cco.,r:'1.,o..n. d.~ r ~n.,si::,· h.~_s. _ 09.c ri _·cons is tent 
1 

.. 

'1 Tl cl in S) l :1 T p CO n 1.. r Cl St t O th C T' CC OT U . 0 f pr i Or y Cat S : · . nu "r I n C 
t l1c first li,iJf of the 1970s, :.iltl1uugh r:10st /.rncric2ns fajJ.c<l 
to r cc o g n i z c it , th c S o v j c t s \ •1 c r c s t c; 1 d i 1 y in c r c J. s i n g th c i r 
miliL1ry c:-1r:i.bi]itic:s h'hjlc U.S. Jcfcnsc efforts Here 
ucclining in real tcrrns--by more ·i.:Ji.:in 37°,; during the eight 
)' ea r s pr e cc cl in g th is , /1 cl m j n is tr a t i on . . . .· . 

Outlays for defense declined for seven of the 
eight years. 

The budget for strategic forces.d~clincd 1n 
seven of the eight ycars--a 20% drop ovcr~ll. 

This Administration has reversed the decline in defense 
strength. During the first four years of t}1is Administration, 
we have increased real defense spending more than 10%. This 
record, and the Administration's FY 81-85 Five Year Defense 
ProgrJm, which projects a sustained 4-5% real increase 
through the next five years, Bnderlincs the; President's 
consistent commitment to sustiining and modernizing defense 
capabilities. · 

In .late fall ~979, Setrctary Brown presented to the 
Congress a preview of the Administration 1 s FY 81 defense 
budget. This preview accurately forecast the January budget 
request. In March--once the impact of inflation, oil price 
increases, and the cost of expanded Indian Occ~n operations 
became clear--the ·Administration submitted necessary FY 80 
supplemental and FY 81 amendment requests, to acco□rnodate 

- the budget to tl1cse changed circumstances. Both thc·se 
requests ,.,.ere nccessaTy to adapt the budgets of the th'O 
years to unforeseen and unforcsce;able chc1nges--such as those 
arising from the Soviet invasion of Afghanistc2n--and reflect 
the Administration's determination to preserve the progr;:im 
in the face of these events. · 

With respect to military compe::isation, the Presidcnt 1 s 
£air pay packJ.ge announced aboard USS ~HiITZ contains three 
clcm~n~s:. Y~; upport of '!- number ~f 1::2,:::cr~:~~'~n proposals, 
spec1f1c improvements in the existing Cll. 1_,,1 ,)uS progr;}s, ,md 
eight other "legislative contingency" items (e.g., n pilot 
continuation bonus). The FY Sl cost of this cntjre p;:ickt1gc 
is just over $1 billion. 

Recent congrcssionJ.l .::idditions to the President's defense 
lrn d f, c t p r op o s J. 1 t l 1 r c a t c n t o <.1 i s t o r t b o t h t h c b a L1 ;1 c c i n t h c 
l'.~:c1nc t hc1- ',•:c:cn clcfc:1sc :rnd J;O;: - dc :c :1 s~ pro~:,-:,rns, J iH1 the 
L c11 :; n cc -,:11]1 j;i" t Ji c d cf c n .s c bu d:'. c !:. i-.: s cl f . T Ji c n ct cf f cc t 

·._ .. ·.·:, 



\•Joy1ci ·bc a fisc;illY ir.rcspon.siblc progrJm: one that \•;ould 
cncour:igc furt}ic'r infl;:ition, .J1.1d one:- t:}-1,it clots not come 
close to provicJjng improVc H1ents to our m.ilitary cJp;:ibilitjes 
1n proportjon to the sums cxpcnc1ccl. 

Beyond these considerations we must also take into 
accoun.t the. effect of the Defense program- -and th0sc proposed 
a cl d i t ions t o i t - - in th c- con t ex t of th e econ o rn y as a w }1 o 1 c . 
Defense remains our most important but not our sole nc1tional 
obj e ct i v e . Nor i s its a ch i c v em en t ind c pen u c n t of the s tat e 

• of the n at i on ~ _l c c on O_1n y . . I n arr iv in g a t }1 i s FY 8 1 s u b fil i s s i on , 
the President weighed the de~ahds hot only bf. nati6nal defense, 
but of the other claims on our national resources in both the 
public and the private sectors. · 

Of s~ecial concern is the danger of a profound mis­
allocation between the Department's operating and. investment 
accounts. Congressional actions require greater procurement 
of some major systems (such as aircraft and ships) than in 
the Administration's proposed program and in some cases 
accelerated product ion rates .oj: these sys terns. Pro cu remen t 
increases historically have ~6rne at the expense of the 
maintenance and op~ration of existing systems, the future 
logistic support of the systems n·e\-.rly procured, and the 
personnel to operite the weapons procur~d. While increased 
procurement may .offer greater near-term production effi­
ciency, this would be in exchange for the combat readiness 
of our forces today and tomorrow. 

-
There has been no inconsistency in the Administration's 

approach to these issues. In his testimony and public 
statements, the Secretary of Defense has repeatedly urged 
the Congress to. support steady, sustained real increases in 
defense spending, and argued against one year "crash" 

_programs to attempt to correct twenty years of neglect of 
our defense postuie. 

The Administration continues to believe t~at a stronger 
defense and a balanced budget are compatible. But these 
goc1ls cannot be achieved if defense spending is permitted to 
increase uncontrollably, driven by narrow or partisan self­
interest or urnvarr<1ntcd--an<l damaging--doubts 2bout: our 
military capability. 



. Department of · Defense* 

Total 
$ .Mill.ions . 

. . . ' .. ~. •, . ~ .· / .. 

- ____ l,J' _______ •r~,-A ------~------------'\ OUTLAYS 

·.cal Year 

L 9 7 0 
19 71 
19 7 2 

•· 19 7 3 
~974 
}_ 9 7 5 
:2. 9 7 6 
19 77 

1978 
1979 
19 S0 
J.981 

.seal, Year 

19 7 0'- 7 7 

197 S:- s1 

19S2.- 85 

C1.t r rcn t 
DolJa.rs 

75,517 
12:, sts 
76,502 

· ' 78,924 
81,682 
86,163 
95,796 

107,872 

116,528 
124,759 
141,693 
16-1, 7 6 3 

184,141 
206,774 
230,488 
256,119 

Consto.nt 
f-Y 8 L $ 

178,621 
160,903 
156,156 
14 9, 7 6 s. 
142,834 
137,509 
143,462 
150,491 

150,927 
149,489 
153,830 
161,763 

169,528 
176,987 
184,420 
192,166 

Percent 
Real Gro,.;th 

- 9. 6 
-9.9 
-3.0 
- .4 . .1 -
-4. 6 
-3. 7 

4 . 3 
4 . 9 

0.3 
._-1.0 
- 2. 8 

5.2 

4.8 
4.4 
4. 2 
4.2 

Cumulative Ch2.nges 

TOA 

- 25. 7% 

7.3% 

17.6% 

Curr~nt Const~nt 
Dollars f-Y 81 $ 

77,070 
74,472 
75,076 

. 73,223 
77,550 
84,900 
87,891 
95,557 

103,0 1l2 
lJ. S,013 
130,885 
146,971 

167,286 
188,570 
210,968 
234 ;162 

179,556 
~162~69S 
152,311 
139,050 
135,867 
134,681 
130,355 
133,003 

134,045 
139,278 
1 4 2,620 
1 4 6,971 

15.3, 2 91 
160,036 
166,918 
173,762 

OUTLAYS 

-37.2% 

17.1% 

Pc-rccnt 
Real Gr 

-8. 
-9 . 
-6. 
-8. 
-2 . 
-0 . 
-3 

2 

0 
3 
2 
3 

4 
4 
4 
4 



4urrcnt 
-·cal Y C?. r · no 11 ,frs 

970 61,116 
. 97 1 · 63,245 
972 69,520 . 

· j73 73, 752 -
)74 80,392 
?75 85,893 
376 9S, 796 
177 107,872 

::l 7 8 116,528 
17 9 124,759 
180 141,693 
:l 81 161,763 

~ ": ·. ""! . , 184,141 
c~ \ 206,774 
q·- I 

230,488 
' o_, 256,119 

al Year 

70-77 

78-81 

3 2- 85 

·~cpari~~nt ·6f · Dcf~risc* 
Excl~ding So~ihc~st Aija ·test; 

$ · Mi 11 i o·n _s 

TOA 

Constant Percent 
FY . 81" $ .. . RcaI ·· c;:rci·;.,tJi 

14 '1,J.88 - 2. 7 
1_39, 264 · .- 3. 4· 
14 ·1, 3 9 3 1.5 
138,942 - -1. 7 · 
140,295 1.0 
137,094 -2. 3 
143,462 4.6 
150,491 4. 9 

150,927 0. 3 
149,489 -:.1.0 
153,830 --- 2. 8 
161,763 5.2 

169'~ 5 28 4 . 8 
176,987 4.4 
184,420 . 4.2 
192,166 4. 2 

. ; 

Cumulative Changes 

TOA 

1.9% 

7. 3 % 

17.6% 

Current 
. Dol Jars 

59,696 
63,020 
6 7 , -8 4 8 
fr7 , 9 5 7 
74,824 
84,181 
87,866 
95,557 

103,042 
115,013 
130,885 
146,971 

167,286 
188,570 
210,968 
234,162 

· ···.·d or, t 11 c FY 81 Bud r. ct R c v isi on ( '·'..., 1·c h J I " .. 10 SD). 

.,·· 

OU'fLJ\ Y S 

. Constant 
FY 81 $ 

, 139,219 
13 7, 4-G 8 
137,239 
128,086 
130,745 
133,534 
130,316 
133,003 

134,045 
139,278 
142,620 
146,971 

153,2_9·1 
160,036 
166,918 
173,762 

OUTLAYS 

- 7.1% 

10.1% 

17.1% 

Percent 
·RC a. l Gr · 

2. ; 
1.: 
0. = 
6. ~ 
2. : 
2.: 
2. ~ 
2. ~ 

0 . 7 
3 . S 
2 . t, 
3 . l 

4 .3 
4. 4 
4.3 
4.1 
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Q: 

A: 
· •· · 
p 

August ~S-, · 1980 

·· .. -: • --··.: .· . . . 

What is the nature of our commitment to defend the 
Persian Gulf region? 

.. 

in . ;::· address As- I said my State OJ.. the Union -- an 

attempt by any outside force to .. gain control of the 

Persian Gulf region will be regarded as an assault on 

the vital interests of the United States o= America and 

such an assault will be repelled by any means necessary, 

including military force. 

The purpose of my statement was to eliminate the 

possibilitz of any gross miscalculations by the Soviets 

about where our vital interests lie, or about our 

willingness to defend them. 

understood.· 

I am sure this is well 

Over the past year, we have made major strides 

in improving our capabilities to resist successfully 

further Soviet aggression in the region. Our efforts 

are designed to show the Soviets that we are both 

willing and able to deny them control over this 

vital region. 
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USSR GRAIN EMBARGO 

Reaaan 

Reagan has long been an opponent of selling wheat to 
the· Russians. He ,has, on two occasions, ad v ocated halting 
grain sales to the Soviet Union. 

. . 

"-But. isn't there al·so a moral issue? Kie we not 
helping the Godless tyranny maintain its bold on millions 
of helpless people? Wouldh't those hel~less victims 
have a better chance of becoming free if their slave 
masters collapsed economically ? ... Maybe there is an 

. answer -- we simply do what's morally right. Stop doing 
business with them. Let their system collapse, but 
meantime buy our farmers' wheat ourselves and have it 
on hand to feed the Russian people when they finally 
become free." 

Radio Transcript 
Oc.tober 29, 19 7 5 

After disclosure of a Russian brigade in Cuba, Reagan 
said: 

"If the Russians want to buy wheat from us ... I 
wouldn't sell it to them." 

Los Angeles Times 
Septemb~r 30, 1979 

In fact~ in 1975 Reagan suggested using a grain embargo 
to force the Soviets out of Angola and in June, 1979 Reagan 
advocated a "no crude, no food" policy toward Nigeria. 

However, when the Soviets invaded Afghanistan Reagan 
commented: 

Bush 

: "I just don't believe the farmer should be made 
to pay a special price for our diplomacy, and I'm op-
posed to what's being done (proposed Soviet grain embargo)." 

Washington Post 
January 8, 1980 

"You're not going to get the Russians out of Afghanistan 
by embargoing eight million tons of grain. What's missing 
is a redefinition of our foreign policy." 

Worcester, L·L~, Gazette 
January 16, 1980 



... :· · . .. : ' . . 

Carter 
.<· .J .. ··.··. :. . .. . r:_:_· : :··~. ; ·:.~:· ~..:-. 

"In response to the . Soviet armed invasion of Afghan1.stan 
on Christmas Eve, I took several actions to demonstrate 
our Nation's resolve to resist such hostile acts of aggression 
against a sovereign, independent nation. One of t he most 
important of these actions was the suspension of grain sales 
to the Soviet Union beyond the 8 mill i on tons prov ided under 
our 1975 grains agreement . The Sov iet Union had intended 
to purchase an estimated 25 million tons of U.S. wheat and 
feed grains. Thus, the susP~ri~ion 6£ sales above the 8 
milliori ton agr~em~nt l~vel i~ expected to result in the 
freeing of about 17 million tons. 

My decision to suspend these sales was a difficult one, 
but a necessary one. We 6ould not continue to do business 
as usual with the Soviet Union while it is invading an inde~ 
pendent, sovereign nation in an area of the world of strategic 
importance to the United States. I am fully committed to 
a policy of promoting international trade, and particularly 
the expanded export of U.S. ~gricultural products. I am 
proud of my Administration's- record in this regard. Because 
of the aggressive efforts of American farmers and businessmen, 
working in cooperation with Federal representatives, and 
the prbvidion of~new authorities by Congress, we have set 
~ew export records in each of the past 3 years. Even with 
the Soviet suspension, we intend ·to set still another record 
in the coming year. In making my decisions on . the suspension, 
I believe it would be unfair to ask the American farmer 
to bear a greater share of the burden and sacrifice than 
the~r fellow Americans were asked to bear. Farmers should 
not be penalized simply because they are part of an agricultural 
machine that is of growing strategic importance in the world. 

To protect American farmers from the price depressing 
effects of the grain suspension, I directed the Secretary 
of Agriculture to take several actions: 

The Commodity Credit Corporation will assume the 
contractual obligations for grain previously com­
mitted for shipment to the Soviet Union. 

The Department of Agriculture, acting through the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, will purchase wheat 
contracted for export to the Soviet Union for the 
purpose of forming an -emergency international wheat 
reserve. In this connection, I will propose legislation 
authorizing release of this wheat for international 
aid purposes. 
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To encourage farmers to place additional grain in 
reserve, the Secretary of Agriculture has made 
several modifications in that important program. 

The Commodity Credit Corporation will purchase corn 
at the loca+ level to alleviate the congestion withi~ 
the transportation system caused by th~ refusal of 
the International Longshoremen 1 s Association to load 
grain up to the 8 miilion metric . ton level. 

In combination, these actions are expected to isolate 
from the rnartet an amount of· grain equivalent to that not 
shipped to the Soviet Union, thereby avoiding a decline 
in grain prices. I am pleased to report that these actions 
are having the desired resuits and that American farmers 
are being protected from the effects of the suspension. 

If further actions are necessary to insure that American 
agriculture does not bear a disproportionately large share 
of the burden associated with this action, I will not hesitate 
to take them. 

State of the Union Address 
January, 1980 
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Mondale .. 

·,.In . the President Is address to the nation Fri.day night, 
he announced that we were suspending shipments of grain 
to the Soviet Union in excess of the 8 million to~s per 
year that we are committed to sell under the five-year grain 
agreement that expires next year. As a result, a?proximately 
16 ~illion tons of grain ordered by the So~iet Union will 
not be deli vered . 

. · In .addition, he directed that no sales of high technology 
or· 6-the··r °'stra-t"eg ic : }terns· ·will be ·- licensed f·or .. s·a1e· to· the 
S.oviet _Union until _ further notice while we review our licensing 
pol icy.· · 

These are strong actions. The President took them because 
it is absolutely crucial to force the Soviet Union to pay 
a heavy . price for the aggressiory it has chosen to commit 
in Afghanistan. 

Like any strong action, the grain suspension is not without 
cost to ourselves. But as the President said Friday night, 
he is determined that this cost will be shared fairly by 
all of us. American farmers are just as willing as other 
Americans to carry their sha~e of the burden -- but they 
must not be forc~d to carry an extr~ share just ~ecause 
they are farmers. 

That is why the Administration took a number of immediate 
actions to protect farmers from adverse price effects associated 
with the suspension. 

The President has today directed Secretary of Agriculture ; 
Bob Bergland to take one additional step to make absolutely 
sure that our farmers are not unfairly penalized for an 
action that is in the best interest of the entire nation~ 
To minimize disruptions in the nation's grain markets and 
economic damage to farmers resulting from the export suspension, 
he is directing the Secretary of Agriculture to offer to 
purchase contractural obligations for wheat, corn, and soybeans 
previously committed for shipment to the Soviet Union. 
The Commodity Credit Corporation will assume these contracts 
at the contract price minus any costs that have not already 
been paid. Our purpose is to protect against losses, not 
to guarantee profits. This grain will not be sold back 
into the markets until it can be done without unduly affecting 
market prices. 



\. 
This action, in combination with those already announced 

by the Secretary of Agriculture on Saturday, will ensure 
that the quantities of grain that would have been shipped 
to the Soviet Union will be isolated from the market and 

.that America's farmers wi.11. face essentially the same set 
of supply-deemed conditions as if the sales to the Soviet 
Union had gone forward. 

I know that the President is personally gratified at · 
the many expressions of support he has received from the 
farm community. Although we are determined to· see that 
the farmers are not ~nfairly penalized by this suspension, 
some sacrifices will be required of everyone. Again, we 
will do the very best we can to make certain that these 
sacrifices are shared fairly. 11 

-· 

Press Statement 
January 7, 1980 



.,,· .. • -· 
.. . D .. : . , ;,,• .. · .... ·. :-: :;· .. .. : . .. ·, .· · . . · • • O • 

Impact of the Grain $uspensicn o~ the Soviet r.conomv 

1·. S0viet Grairt Reauirements ~-· The 1979 So"Tiet grain crop of 179 
million metric tons · (.r-1.MT) 'i'iaS the sraallest since 19 7S -- 48 El1T 
below plan and 58 i·.C·1T below the record 1978 harvest. 1·7e orginally 
esti,mated __ that _ the Soviets ~-,cmld import 36 ~-J.HT. during the period 
October 1979-September 1980, the fourth year· of t..i-i.e US/Soviet long 
term agreement. Of _ that 36 NHT ·, the . Soviets planned to buy 25 M!,,1T 
from the US. The President's decision to limit exoorts to the 
8 M.:.'1T ceiling established in the agree.:.:1.ent c.enied the USSR 1 7 H!.'1T 
of grain. We estimate that by Seote.i."'li.ber 30 the Soviets wi 71 be abl 
to import only 8-9 -.MHT of the 17 1..-~,IT, leaving thefil with a shortfall 
of 8-9 .M.HT during the 1979/80 agree..-nen~ vear . -

But viewed on a marketing year basis (Julv 1979-,Tune 1930), ,;;-;hich 
relates- more ·directly to the availabity of domestic croos in the 
USSR, the i.."'11pact of the grain suspen.siorl is more drama tic. ·without 
our . grain embargo, t.i.'le Soviets would have irr.ported about. 37. 5 H!-1T 

. during the 1979/SQ marketing · year. They acquired 17 Hr·1T before 
the· 8l-nbargo ·went .into effect and ·planned. to purchase 20. 5 ~-1Hl' 

::_ -more during the first six months of 1980. i·7e belie•.re they have 
. obtained only 14 .MMT -- 6.5 MMT less nlanned.. ___ This is equal to 

10% _of the USSR' s feedgrain ·require....-:1e:::1ts du=ing the six month oeric 

J. · _' imoact · on Soviet Meat Production. The shortfall in feedgrain s 
is · having a substantial impact on t:'le Soviet lives.tock indust::y. Sc 
economic journals report that state meat production is down 5~ int 
first seven months of 1980 compared ·with 1979. And the trend is 
downward. In May, total meat output ~-~as dm-1n 5.6% from Mav 1979. 
Pr.odu_ction _ in _ June and July was off 10. 7 $- and 15~, respectively, fr 

, ·corresponding months in 1979. We can attribute much of this stead,; 
. decline in production to shortages in ~~ported feedgrains during 
· the first half of 19 8 0. 

3. Impact on Soviet Meat Consumption. The availabity o~ m2at is~ 
sensitive internal issue ·in the USS?. and is considered by Soviet 
consuiners an important measure of t.:.'--lei.r sta::.da.:cd of living. The 
1979 crop failure and the partial g=ain e2.bargo have caused a 
serious setback in Soviet- plans to im:::::rov2 -::.he a•.railabili ty of 
rnea t and other animc1l proclucts to tI'!e Soviet. cor:.sl:.!t1er. Per 
capitu. Tn8ilt cons"Lunption i.-,ill remain c1t the 1975 10·,.rel of 125 lbs 
compared with the 1980 goal of 139 lbs. Soviet per capita meat 
consumo~ion li:ws br.•hind <J.11 Eastern r.:.::!:'o:;i2.:::::-1 COi...mt.:- .i.cs ( e .a. lSG-
1 59 lb~ in Pol;r.J. ;nd I-Iungo.ry) and :2.:- b::::-1.i :-:d t:.'.1e '0'.:.-: (2 l1f: l lJ s). 
~:_-;_ th mcu "t.: procluc tion falling over t::2 sho.:- t t~-c:-1 , th2 S ovi2t.s 
,·t ill not 1J2 able to meet consu..rnptio.:: goals f o-;: t he f o r~s2e~blc 
.Eu turc. There a re recur.ring reports of s2v22::"2 r-,22 t. c1.nc1 c1uiry 
p r-oduc t shor t;::iges throughon t the r_i ss~. 
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4.· · Soviet :Gr~~n Prospects~ Secretary ·B~rgland recently t~sti£le 
that soviet grain production in 1980 should be in the 200-225 ~lliT 

··range. ·with t.11.e ' most . likely estimate placed at 210 '.·E·lT. The latter 
figure may now be optimistic~ Our Zr:-bassy in .Moscow reports that · 
hopes for a large harvest ·have dimi~ished because of bad weather. 
prospects are for a crop of about 2 0 0 ~-:•1T with the possibi'li ty the. 
~2.y even dip below i;.his level. · The i"=?lications are clea.r:. (1) t:-. 
USSR will not be able to rebuild de:;,leted grain stocks without a 
further cut in meat production . in 1981; and (2) Scviet grain impor 

· den1and in ·198-0/81 will re.main stror..g. ~-Tith . a crop of between 200-
.M.MT the Soviets· ·would' probably prefer to buy substantially more th 
3D ~h~T to meet curre.~t consumption needs and rebuild stocks. But 
embargo has e£f·ecti vely reduced Soviet port capacity. In shif tins 
from US to non-US suppliers, the aver~ge load per ship has decreas 
while ,. the port turnaround time had le~·;thened substantially. Such 
logistic constraints.limit · the Soviet Union's ability to· handle mo: 
than · 30 MMT of grain imports annually. 



Sept~rnber 10, 1980 

. . ·_ .. 
Grain· Embargo" · 

Q: . Why do you continue the grain evbargo? The Soviets 
have apparently covered their srain ~eeds from other 
sources. Has the embargo had any noticeable effect 
on : the Soyiet economy? 

A: I ordered the paitial suspen~ion of_grain sales to 

the USSR to force the Soviet Union to pay a concrete price 

for its aggression in Afghanistan. They have paid 

and are continuing to pay -- t.."-lat price. E·,,-idence 

continues to mount that the grain suspensio~ is having 

a substantial, adverse impact on the Soviet economy, in 

particular~ on the livestock industry . 

-- By suspending grain sales above the 8 million metric 

tons (MMT) . required by our bilateral agreer::ent, we denied 

the Soviets 1 7 .MJ.'1T. We esti:rna te t:12. t the CS SR will be able 

to make up only 8-9 M.1'1T of tne 17 HNT durinc; the 1979/80 

agreement year (October 1979-Septe~ber 1980 ) . 

The impact has been especi~lly severe i~ the first half 

of 1980. The Soviets had hc:;:>ed to import about 20.5 MHT 

between January and June. They obt2.ined or:ly 1'1.0 MMT. 

The resulting short£ all of 6. 5i. Ml·l'I' is equ2.l to 1 0% of Soviet 

total feedgrain requirements for th2.t pericd. 

Meat production has su£:ered. ::.i.:::-st seve:: 

months of 1980, total me~t out?ut was 5 % below 1979 le vels. 

And the t~e~d is downward. ~sat prcductio~ dropped 
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The grain embargo has stymied Soviet plans to provide 

Soviet consumer more 2e2t a~d cairy products. Per 

capita meat 'consu.uption re..--nains at the 1975 level, far 

-
shor·t _o.f : the' 19 8 0 targ-et. Heat .ccnsurnption.- in the USSR 

lags - behin_d all Eastern European countries . 

. ., 



September 10 ·, 1980 

• . . 

Continuation of the Errbargo 

Q : 1·ihen do you 'plan to end the grain ~"71.bari;o? 

A:. I have no intention of lifting partial eIT'bargo 

on grain sales to the · USSR for the foreseeable future. 

We will honor the US-Soviet long terill grain agreement 

which allows the USSR to buy U? to 8 million metric 

tons of US grain annually. But we will not sell more 

than that amount unless the Soviets stop their aggression 

in Afghanistan. 



Bush 

Bush 

Bush -·--

Bush 

"You don't reward brutal agression by giving them 
(the Soviets) the opportunity to put a beautiful face 
on something , ugly." 

Keene State College, Keene, NH, 
· :··sentin.el - Janua.t?y . 23, 1980 

"First he (Reagan) said he supported the boycott, 
then he said 'Let the athletes decide.' Then he finally 
came back around and now agrees the U.S. shouldn't 
send a team to Moscow. Yesterday, back again, he 
said maybe individuals should have a choice." 

Center City, PA 
Philadelphia, PA, News 
April 9, 1980 

"Those who don't (voluntarily comply with Carter's 
wishes) must not be allowed to participate and the 
president should take the step of withholding their 
passports." a 

.. · , :: . 

World Affairs Council of Philadelph 
Washington Star, April 9, 1980 

"The President laid down the gauntlet early -this year, 
telling the Soviets that if their troops were not 
out of Afghanistan by Feb. 20 that the United States 
would not participate in the Olympics. 

"The president's decision in this matter is irrevocable. 
And it's time political candidates of both parties, 
the United States Olympic Committee and our athletes 
give their total support to President Carter on this 
matter. Frankly, I'm appalled that some athletes 
and a sizable number of delegates to the United States 
Olympic Committee are even considering ... participation 
in the games." 

World Affairs Co~ncil of Philadelo~ 
Washington Star - Apri l 9, 1980 -
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"I would cancel . our participation in the Olympics 
1n Moscow~ put them someplace else. I don't want 
to see the Soviets able to use the Olympic Games 2s 
some kind of a turnaround now in the summer, 1n a 
peace overture, and showing a good side of a naked 
aggression." 

CBS Facie the Nation 
January · 20, 1980 

Reagan 

Reagan proposed boycotting the Moscow Olympics even 
before the Afghanistan invasion. 

"What would happen if the leaders of the Western 
world told the International Olympic Committee and 
the Soviet Union that t0rch must be lit in some other 
country ... If they don't and we participate in the 
games anyway, what do we say to our young athletes 
about honor?" 

Radio Transcript 
October 3, 1978 

However, after the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan 
Reagan vacillated. First he opposed the boycott. 

" ... threats to refuse to attend the Olympics are 
not responsive to the Soviet call of our hand." 

Washington Post 
January 25, 1980 

Then Reagan changed his mind and supported the boycott. 

" ... I ~upport the idea of taking the Olympics 
someplace else." 

Detroit News 
February 14, 1980 

Then Reagan opposed the boycott. 

"It's a tough one ... You'll just have to let me 
stew about that one for a while." 

Los Ang eles Ti~es 
March 28, 1980 
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Then Reagan threw the iss1..i"e· to t h e athletes . . .. 

"I would leave the decis·ion to t h e athletes 
themselves." 

Washington Post 
April 1, 1980 

Finally· Reagan · .felt press1:1red to issue . a c:l.ar if.ying 
statement. · · · 

"I support the boycott today. I supported i.t 
yesterday. And I supported it when the President 
first called for it. 11 

Philadelphia Inquirer 
April 11, 1980 
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As we meet today, the lesson of the Soviet invasion 
of Afghanistan still waits to be drawn. Historv holds its 
breath -- for what is at stake is no less than the future 
security of the civilized world . 

.. . ·rf orie 'nation cari · be "dubjiigated' by ·soviet aggressi'on, 
i s any sovereign n~tion truly safe from that fate? If a 
hundred thousand Russian troops, and the barbaric use of 
lethal gass, and the spectr~ of nightly assassinations -­
if these fail to alarm us,· what will? If the_ Soviet lunge 

. toward the most strategic -oil-rich spot on earth fails to . 
unite di, what will? 

And if:we . and . our allies fail to use every single peaceful 
means available to preserve the peace, what hope is there 
that peace will long be preserved? 

While history holds its breath, America has moved 
decisively. To show the Sov..i,et Union that it cannot invade 
another nation and still coriauct business as usual with 
the United States, our country has embargoed 17 million 
tons of grain; tightened controls· on high technology trade; 
limfted Soviet f,ishing in our waters; raised · our defense 
budget to upgr~de all aspects of our forces; strengthened 
our naval presence in the Indian Ocean; intensified development 
of our Rapid Deployment Forces; and offered to help other 
sovereign states in the region to maintain their security. 

In the UN General Assembly, the United States joined 
more than a hundred other nations in an unprecedented majority 
-- calling for the immediate, unconditional, and total . withdrawal 
of Soviet troops from Afghanistan. But the President, the 
Congress, and the American people understand that a world 
which travels to . the Moscow Games devalues its condemnation 
and offers its complicity to Soviet propaganda. 

I am convinced that the American people do not want 
their athletes cast as pawns in that tawdry propag~nda charade. 
And I urge you to respect that undeniable consensu~. 

Your decision today is not a question of denying our 
Olympic team the honor they deserve for the American 
people deeply respect the sacrifice we are asking _our athletes 
to make. 

It is no longer a question of whether participation 
in the Moscow Olympics confers legitimacy on Soviet aggression . 
When the Communist Party prints a million hand~co~s to tell 
its top activists that the Sum~er Ga~es mean world respect 
for So v iet foreign policy, surel y that issue is behind us. 

._. .· 
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Nor is it a question of drawing a line bet~een sports 
and politics. That line the Soviets long ago erased. -When 
billions of rubles are di verted to the Games from Soviet 

_domestic needs; when Moscow and other Olympic cities are 
pui~~d 6f ~is~id~rit~ ~hb might · speak ' b~t; ~hen Soviet children 
who might meet Western people and ideas on the streets are 
packed off to internal exile; when Soviet emissaries roam 
the glob~ off~ring athletes expense-paid trips to Moscow; 
when Soviet sports officials distort the number of teams 

. _--committed · to ... par,ticipa.ting _ _-_.---:-.. surely . the_ ,_- issue .of. Soviet 
politi~i in s6viei i~otfs ·ii ai~o b~8irid .bi_ · · · 

Above all, the decision you will make today is not 
a choice between a sports issue and a national security 
issue. For the President and Congress have made it clear 
that the Olympic boycott is a genuine element of America's 
response to tha invasion of Afghanistan. It is an unambiguous 
statement of our national r~solve. It is a keystone in 
our call to our allies for i6lidarity. 

We must not -- and cannot~- break that link between 
.America's power to cheqk aggression, and America's call 
for an Olympic boycott. Your vote is a test of our will, 
our confidence, our values, and our power to keep the peace 
through peaceful means.tt 

Address to U.S. Olympic Committee 
Colorado Springs, April 1980 
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SOVIET . TROOPS . IN COBA 

Bush . 

Bush 

._. , . 

"Before Carter got there we negated a commi t ment in 
Angola; we waked (sic) up; we find instead of 18,000 
Cubans in Africa, 44 ,000; and instead of some little 
training units down there in Cuba, we find a combat 
brigade, operating and maneuvering in combat formation 
with no training function at all." 

ABC Issues and Answers 
Qctober ,21, 1979 

. . 

"I believe tha~ our foreign .policy has been very, 
very naive and I am absolutely convinced, going back 
to my CIA days, that this (Soviet troops in Cuba) 

, is something new, that this wasn I t there all along . 

Bush 

Bush 

In fact, Castro says it, or Brezhnev says it, doesn't 
impress me one bit. 

" There were things we had to watch, ingredients 
that should be watched; but I am saying what is there 
(in Cuba) now is different than what was there before. 
That is all I am saying." 

ABC Issues and Answers 
October 21, 1979 

"I think we ought to have a dialogue with them (Soviets); 
I think we ought to discuss with them, but I know 
the only way you deal with them is to deal from strength. 
They understand that. 11 

Dover, NH. Foster's Democrat 
June 14, 1979 

"I would bring it directly to them (The Soviets). 
I would say, 'We ~now you have a brigade there (Cuba ) ; 
we want them out. · You want a hell of a lot from us, 
so you had better do t his in .. ret u rn." 

Jac ksonville, FL, Journal 
October .; , 19 7 9 

. . . . ·.\ 



Bush 

"They want technolog y and grain from us. I would 
have explained that the American people will be awfully 
upset when they find out about the troops .and that 
it would be in the Soviets' best interest to move 
them out of Cuba." 

' ' . . . . . ' ·. ~ . . . . . . ~ ~ 

. . .. . 
Fort Worth, TX, Star-Telegram 

. :' - October:· 21-~ ' J979· ~ ... . 

He would "firmly and quietly tell the Russians that there 
would be no SALT II treaty, no grain or high technology 
until after those troops are removed from Cuba." 

Bush 

Rock Island, IL, Argus 
September 21, 1979 

He resents Carter's attempt "to ihift the responsibility 
~o past administ~ations rather than to move ahead to solve 
the problem. 

Bush 

Bush 

"The foreign policy point is to get them the hell 
out of there." 

Houston, TX, Post 
September 12, 1979 

"If the Sov.iets did not feel that this brigade-level 
force was a provocation, it would not have been sur­
reptitiously placed in Cuba. The stationing is a 
clear provocation -- it's a test of the United States 
will. The president must meet this test with resolve." 

Houston, TX, Post 
September 12, 1979 

"After proclaiming that we would do our part, the 
Carter administration is, in effect, fighting those 
who seek freedom. That is a foreign policy outrage . " 

Tarra n t Co un ty Law Da y luncheon 
Fort Worth, TX, S t ar - Telegram 
May 1, 1980 
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"The President of the United States should insist 
those troops be removed. And I believe they would 
be. the United States is not so impotent'. .. and the 
Soviet Union .wants so much from us." 

. '•. 

Philadelphia, PA, Bulletin 
September 7, 1979 

. . , , . : . 

"You've got to remember ' there 
wants from the United States. 
to be a code of behavior that 
he gets anything." 

are certain things Castro 
And I think there ought 

he's held to before 

Political Profiles 
page 9 
1979 



Cart.er _ . · . .. ·. 

"The Soviet Union does not admit that the unit in 
question is a combat unit. However, the Soviets have made 
certain statements to us with respect to our concern: that 
the unit in question is a training center, that it does 
nothing m6re than tr~iriing and can d6 nothing more; that 
they will not change its function or status as a training 
center. We understand this to mean that they do not intend 
to enlarge .the unit or to g·ive. it additional capsi-bil-i ties-. 

; T~ey ~~Ve .said- that~tie. Soviet oersonnel in . Cuba . are 
not ·and wiil nbt s·e a 'thr·eat ·. t:6 .·the· U~lt.ed States or to 
any other nation; that they reaffirm the 1962 understanding 
and the mutually agreed upon confirmation in 1970 and will 
abide by it in the future. We, for our part, reconfirm 
this understanding. 

These assurances have been given to me from the highest 
level of the Soviet Government. 

Although we have persuasive eviaence that the unit 
has been a combat brigade, the Soviet statements about the 

·future noncombat,status of the unit are signLficant. However, 
~e shall not rest on these Sovi~t statements ~lone. 

First, we will monitor the status of the Soviet forces 
by increased surveillance of Cuba. 

Second, we.will assure that no Soviet unit in Cuba 
can be used as a combat force to threaten the security of 
the Unitea · states or any other nation in this hemisphere. 
Those nations can be confident that the United States will 
act in response to a request for assistance to meet any 
such threat from Soviet or Cuban forces. 

This policy is consistent with our responsibilities 

: ·- :· · 

as a member of the Organization of American States and a 
party to the Rio Treaty. It's a reaffirmation in new circum­
stances of John F. Kennedy's declaration in 1963 "that we 
would not permit any troops from Cuba to move off the island 
of Cuba in an offensive action against any neighboring countries." 

Third, I'm establishing a permanent, full-time Caribbean 
joint task force headquarters at Key West, Florida. I will 
assign to this headquarters, forces from all the hlilitary 
services responsible for expanded planning and for conducting 
exercises. This headquarters unit will employ designated 
forces for action if required. This will substa~tially 
improve our capability to monitor and to respond ~apidly 
to any attempted military encroactment in this region. 
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Fourth, we will expand military maneuvers 1n the region. 
We will conduct these exercises regularly from now on. 
In accordance with existing treaty rights, the United States 
will, of course, keep our forces in Guantanamo . 

Fifth, we will iricrease our economic assistance to 
alleviate the unmec economic and human needs in the Caribbean 
region and further to ensure the ability of troubled peoples 

: to res.ist ,social turmoil and possible· Communist domination. 

:- . ·: ·T.hes:;·United .States.-- ha.s :· a: ,worldwide .interest in ne·ace •. 
and stability.· Accordi~gly' ; . I. have di reefed the' Sec~etary · 
of Defense to further enhance the capacity of our rapid 
deployment froces to protect our own interests and to act 
in response to requests for help from our allies and friends. 
We must be able to move our ground, sea, and air units to 
distant areas, rapidly and with adequate supplies. 

We have reinforced our~naval presence in the Indian 
Ocean. 

We are enhancing our intelligence capability in order 
to monitor Soviet and Cuban military activities -- both 
in Cuba and throughout the world. We will increase our 
efforts to guard against damages to our crucial intelligence 
sources and methods. 

Address to Nation 
October, 1980 
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Carter 

"In addition, respond i ng to the Soviet military presence 
in Cuba and the proxy role of Cuba o~ behalf of the USSR, 
we have taken or are taking the following actions in support 
of the rapid deployment force: 

(1) We are substantially increasing our ability 
to monitor Cuban and Soviet/ Cuban actjvities; 

(2) We ha~e es~ablishe~ a Caribbea~ Joint Task Force 
. ,:-_.: .: ,.Heq.d:quart:e·.r·s•.: ,wh.ich··,.improv-.es< o.ti.i. : abi-lity·· · to . respond •. 
· ~o eveits in the regicin; · · 

(3) We are increasing regional military exercises; 
and, 

(4) We are intensifying assistance to countries in 
the region that are threatened by Soviet or Cuban 
in te.rven tion. 

State of the Union 
1980 

.·. 
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HELSINKI / CSCE/MADRID REVIEW 

Reagan 

Reagan considers the Helsinki accords another means 
of legitimizing the Soviet Union's im?erial ambitions by 
de jure recognitior of the satellite empire. 

"In signing the Helsinki pact we gave the Russians 
something· t ·hey've . wanted for 35- yea·rs.. In effect, 
we · recognized the ~6viet ·uniori'i right to hold captive 

:-.:· .. ::. · ·: :.>··.:: :the.: ··.E'aste·r:n -.. and> 'c:~ntr:_al: . Euro_pe an.-. ·na_tia;ns: . . :they .. ,have •. . . . . 
. . rul·ed since Wor id. War · II. We . sig·ned · ·the pact · apparently 

because of one clause which had to do with human rights. 
Those making the decision to sign claimed the Soviet 
Onion by its signature had agreed to let people have 
some (if not all) of the rights the rest of us take 
for granted. They are (for example1 supposed to be 
able to leave the Soviet Union and the captive nations 
if they choose. But the Russians make promises; they 
don't keep them. 

Radio Transcript 
January, 1978 

As mentioned above, Reagan believes detente was one 
way in which the Soviets exploited the West's weaknesses 
to their own benefit. 

0 

"Detente, which started out worthily and with 
a good purpose, has become a one-way street. I think 
the Soviet Umion has become more truculent, more ag­
gressive in the world. And we have been responding 
with preemptive concessions without getting anything 
in return. I think it is time for us to rebuild our 
strength and at the same time ake detente if it is 
to exist a two-way street by telling the Russians 
that is the only way we will observe it." 

Christian Science Monitor 
June 3, 1976 

Reagan compared himself to President Carter. 

"I would be very worried about me if the Soviet 
Union wanted me to be president." 

Washingtor: Post 
July l~, 1980 
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Carter 

"There is opposition abroad, as you well know, to 
the pursuit of the principles espoused by the 35 nations 
at Helsinki, and there is some skepticism here at home from 
others who don't understand the fundamental truth that peace 
on the one hand and the pursuit of human rights on the other 
are-irrevocably interrelated. Peace and the oursuit of 
human rights cannot be strengthened one without the other; 
they cannot be successfully advanced independently of one 
anpther .. That belief, which w~ all share7 is above party, 
as the ·history of the Helsinki process proves. A Republican 
aqm-i_n_ist;r:ation .s.i_gned, _the accor:d_s, _and _now. a _.Dernocratic 
adrrfin"l-ifr.r atior/ . f s : deep.'fy"·: commi't·ted. t·d ·carrying·· but· those · 
agreements. 

The accords embody goals and values in which Americans 
believe, as human beings who are struggling to build a more 
decent and a more humane world. The pledges given by the 
35 signatories at Helsinki 5 years ago were not lightly 
undertaken,. and they cannot be lightly abandoned or ignored. 
The document that was signed there, even though it was called 
the Final Act, was not the end of our work. It was just 
a fresh start on work that commenced in this Nation more 
_than 200 years a.,90. 

The Madrid meeting this year is designed to assess 
wha tprogress has been made and, if possible, to speed its 
pace and to widen the scope of that progress. Like the 
Belgrade meeting in 1977, attended by some of you, Madrid 
is an opportunit"y to look carefully backward and also to 
permit us to push forward vigorously. 

Some have said that we should stay away from Madrid, 
that we ought to drop out of the Helsinki process. Such 
ideas spring from ignorance of the meaning of Madrid. Some 
have even compared the meeting in Madrid to the Moscow Olym­
pics, suggesting that since American athletes chose not 
to go to Moscow, that American diplomats and citizens should 
not go to Madrid. This reasqning, of course, is very confused . 

. 
As host to the Olympics, the Soviet Union sought to 

enjoy both the fruits of aggression in Afghanistan and the 
prestige and the propaganda value of being the host of the 
Olympics at the same time. American athletes and those 
50 other nations rejected that equation as indecent and 
unacceptable. I commend them. They stayed at home, at 
great sacrifice to themselves, and without them, the Moscow 
spectacular has beco~e a pathetic spectacle. 



.·.· .. . . 

But Madrid will not be an aggressor's propaganda festival. 
The Spanish are the hosts, not the Soviets. The Soviet 
Union will be there, as the other 34 states will be there 
-- to give an account of the manner in which the commitments 
at Helsinki have been fulfilled or not fulfilled is the 
undertaking of the'meeting at Madrid. It would certainly 
please those who .~re most guilty of violation of the principles 
of · Hels.inki~ .1ncl'uding: htimanrig_hts, t·o be· fre·ed of their 
obligation to accou~t for their actions befoie world opinion, 

·. ·whi.c,h ··'w-il'l : be .. :focUS';e~r::upon' . the ·-.meeting:,. in- Mad,r id~- . 

There will be no medals awarded in Madrid. It's not 
a wrestling match or a gymnastic tournament among diplomats. 
Whai it will test is the progress made on the international 
agenda of security and cooperation and the firmness of the 
principles by which the 35 participants agreed to be bound. 

In pursuing the cause of human rights, through the 
Helsinki accords, there are no shortcuts. The road that 
we're on is the right one. As the Belgrade meeting was 
ending, Dante Fascell, who was our congressional chairman 
at the time, sai.c;1, and I quote from him: "Advocacy of human 
rights is not a quick fix. It holds no promise of easy · 
victories." We know that all too well. But this advocacy 
of human rights, no matter how difficult it might be at 
times and how much it is scorned at times, must be pursued. 
And at Madrid it will be,pursued, aggressively, persistently, 
ana· with the fuli focus on it of world opinion. 11 

Remarks at a Cer·emony Cornmemoratinc 
the Fifth Anniversary of the Signi r 
of the Final Act in Helsinki 
July 29, 1980 
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CHINA 

Reagan 

Since 1971 when he visited Taiwan as an emissary for 
President Nixon, Reagan has ardently supported United States 
relations with Taiwan. He defended President Nixon's proposed 
trip to China . 

.. ·: 

"I'd be scared to death that a Democratic President 
would give. something away .. . ." 

·· .. ,•: B~l.t~mo_r~ Sµn- .. 
· ··· Febt:1Ja .. r .y· · 2·6 ,~ .. _ ... ~1-~ 7 2-· 

After Nixon's trip Reagan cautiously supported the 
President's efforts: 

"The trip is over. And, despite the efforts of 
tnany in the press to distort the outcome of that trip, 
I know because I asked him what would happen if the 
Red Chinese should·att=empt to take Taiwan by force. 
And the President said to me, 'This country will 
protect and defend Taiwan.·' 

I kno~ that many of ~s are uncomfortable. But 
if we demand 100 percent adherence to what we think 
we would do if we were president, we ignore the fact 
that unless we are president and have access to all 
the facts that he he has, we don't know whether our 
decision would be any different than his. 

So let's stop giving him and let's stop givins 
1 each other political saliva tests to determine whose, 

~epublicanism is better than whose." 

Quoted by Senator Goldwater 
Cong r essional Record 
April 20, 1972 

Reagan was not prepared to improve relations with 
China at the expense of Taiwan. 

"Frankly, I have to wonder if it isn't time for 
China to come visit us ... (W)h i le I want be t ter relations 
with Red China, as I am sure everyone else does, that this 
country not, if it means sacrificing our relationship 
with Taiwan . 11 

I ssues a nd Answers 
Nov embe r 30, 1975 



Reagan 

When he heard iumors that President Ford intended 
to renounce the United States Defense Treaty with Taiwan, 
Reagan said: 

"I don't believe, however, that in pursuing that 
relationship , we should be persuaded to drop any of 
our longtime friends or allies like Taiwan. I think 
we should say to the mainland Chinese that they accept 
us and our · friendship . with the knowledge . and under­
_standing that we will not, in return for that, throw 
·:any· ai :fi e,s\.:-a:sid~· ·:o:t5: b1:.eak' ,any.,/of'. .. our· ·comm·i tmen t S· to · 
·our allies." ·· · · 

Christian Science Monitor 
June 3, 1976 

When the Carter administration began normalizing relations 
with Peking, Reagan stated: _ 

" ... (I)t's begin~ing to look as if our government 
is willing to pay the price Peking has put on 1 normali­
zation,' though it is hard to see what is in it for 
us• IL 

Radio Transcript 
July, 1978 

Just after normalization of relations with China Reagan 
began proposing a two China policy -- where both China and 
Taiwan would have an official liaison office. 

Reagan 
to the 

"If the Chinese Communists could handle embassy 
functions in Washington by calling it a 'liaison office' 
before January 1, why can't the Republic of China's 
embassy -- handling much more work -- be called a 
'liaison office' after January l." 

iJ 
Radio Transcript 
January, 1979 

During the first month of normalization with China, 
stated that he thought communism was "kind of foreign 
Chinese temperament." He added: 

"I will do everything to tr y and pe r haps lead 
the communist nation away · from communism . " 

Ur. ited ? r ess In ter natio nal 
Janua ry 29, 193 0 



Reagan 

A favorite theme which Reagan has since dropped was: 

"No more Taiwans, no more Vietnams, no more be­
trayal of our friends." 

Time Magazine 
February 4 1 1980 

Reagan stuck to his t~o-Chin~ stand throughout the 
campaign . . .... • 

· .. · ·. . ·· ·:: ..... . ·. , .. ·: .·.,. _. :_ . .- : 
11 i want to have the b~~t ~ei~tions ~ni h~ve the 

Republic of China, the free Republic of China, know 
that we consider them an ally and that we have official 
relations with them ... That liaison office is unofficial, 
it is not government. It is a private kind of foundation 
thing ... I would make it an official liaison office 
so they knew they had _a governmental relatins." 

Los Angeles Times 
~ugust 17, 1980 

Realizing that his candidate's position would c~use 
trouble~ Reagan's chief foreign affairs advisor, Richard 
Allen, held a press conference to deny Reagan would change 
the American relationship with China and Taiwan. Allen 
said Reagan had been misquoted as advocating a two-China 
policy. (New York Times, July 11, 1980) 

To 
Reagan's 
Reagan. 
restated 

clear up any misconceptions by the Chinese regarding 
statements, Bush visited China as an emissary for 
At a joint news conference, before the trip, Reagan 
his position. 

"Yes I will advocate restoring official government 
status to the Taipei office." 

Los Angeles Times 
May 19, 1980 

Either Reagan did not understar.d the consequences 
of his own proposal, or he was not fawiliar with the terms 
of the Taiwan Relations Act of 1978. Even as Bush was in 
China, Reagan stuck by his proposal, when pressed on whether 
he favored establishing official relations with Taiwan, 
Re a g an r e p 1 i e d , 11 I g u e s s . . . ye s . 11 

( ~-;- 2. sh i n g ton Po s t , Aug u s t 
23, 1980 ) 



After Bush's unsuccessful trip Reagan reaffirmed his 
support of a two-China policy. 

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

Associated Press 
August 25, 1980 

A:dv.isor s. · a·nd . :tb.e- ,China -I ss-ue· .:. ·. 

The public relations firm of two of Reagan's closest 
advisors, Michael Deaver and Peter Hannaford, has been on 
the Taiwan government's payroll since 1971. In fact, since 
1977 both Deaver and Hannaford have registered with the 
Justice Department under the Foreign Registration Act as 
representatives of the government of Taiwan, a job for which 
their firm receives $5,000 ~r month. (Los Angeles Times, 
June 26, 1980) -

Bush 

China has "enormous reserves" of oil and "can be a 
tremendous source of oil for the United States and the free 
world if we handle our diplomatic relations properly." 

Bush 

Dover, NH, Foster's Democrat 
June 14, 1979 

"When I last saw Mao Tse-Tung, the emphasis was 'You've 
got time to solve this problem.' Carter didn't understand 
it. 

"We should continue t~improve our relations with Peking, 
but not at the expense of our allies on Taiwan. The 
only way for us to have peace is for the United States 
to stay strong. I desperately want to see an (SALT 
II) agreement, but I wouldn't vote for this agreement 
without substantial changes." 

Peoria, IL, Journal Star 
August 5, 1979 
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The garbled syntax a~d ina~curaci2s 
there are serious tl aws i:-: Reac~n 's 

• J.... , • , h . ., - . pos 1. ... io:-i on wn :..c.n .. e J. s v;.: .:.ne:::-~.:J le: 

.He very c~refully a ~c ids ~aki~g any 
corrw.~~~t.7..ent to ~o:1or tl1.e ::.c~a2.1.za ·t:..or1 
understandings with C~ina. Alt~ouq~ h3 
concedes that the nor~a~iz~tion :-:egotia~ions 
are "behind i.lS", ir::plyi:-:g that he does .1ot 
intend to undo them, he goes on to say t~~~ 
his onlv concern is to "sa.:ecua.rd t~1e 

··. ~ ~h~· .. :_ · .. f" · .1- -~ . u· . i J.. · ... 3~.-.: ..:... _, ~"!"i ., .;,__ • . e:,. ··.:::.-- ,,.,...o · J-.n .... ,..,_es ... s o..:. ... i.:e __ n~ .... ec. _ L.:;;;.: ... es ~ •. G . ..... . ..J ._n_v ... .__ __ 
the law of the land". .:'he ir.,plica tion :i.e~e 

.,_, .,._ -is-· ,:t.n-at . P..eo.c;c:-.n -.~v.oµ]..d ;".-me.=.8 .l::._r . . _. be.,. .ime) l.:;..r:~e:::'-ti.:7.g _ 
· i, t:.,·e· i a·· ·o -=·· .,.:h' e· · 1 a· -;,·-:..:i ,,-· .- · ·. ·;.., ~ ~ h- · h,;, · h ~- ;;, · :.. · · ~ .. · :.... ·.-, 

.... - w .l.. I_, ......... <....;. ' ,·, iJ.--._ .... .... .._. !. ... C:.~ ..:: --.:....:. l..::_ 

to do, even though the Chinese are not ~le~s2 t 
with it. This is an e 072..sion. 

The Coriciresi, iri enactinc the T~iwa~ 
Relations Acf, wisely gave th; Preside~t 
both the authority and the nec2ssary 
flexibility, consistent with his Constitutional 
authoritv to conduct foreign relations, to 

e .... h-;:::, rela .... ;onsh~-- ,. ~.;..h mai ,12.n ; ..., 2. manag .__ _ ... _,_ . 1._:::-,, ,., _ '--·· .1. _ 1 • _.,,_ 

way co::.sistent with no:::::i.a2..i.zation. :::1 signing 
the Bill into law, the ?resident, as you 
will recall, removed any ~oubt as to t~e 
intent of the US Gove!:'r'..;."Tie:-:t by sayi:;:iq that 

-2-

he would i.oplement the law in wa~,s con­
sistent with our no.r:malization under­
standings wi t:i China. For ?.eagan to sav 
simply that he '.vill imple!'c'.en.-': the law, -
while at the same tine re:::ainir.g sile!'"'.t 
on the question of whether he will honor 
the nor.nalization understancings, side­
steps the real issue and raises more 
questions about his intentions. 
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· · ,..,,..-; e--'-OO 1.,.. a.,__ ,.,.,v l .~J. .. -...... .:.., t,_ ~ \,_ .. u_..,. t.ise, 

of the trip was to prov ide for a c~~did excha~;e of views with 

le2.ders in both cou.nt.=ies ou a 

iL de~ail. 

of his extensive ~isc~ssions. 

dis~i~g~ished l~aders in japan, 

· ,.. ;, ' -uc.:·a · -, · h' d , .. ·, · 
. . - ~ - ~~ . r hlS ·x, .. an - ~i~ lr 

topics 

I~ a s~ries c f ~eetinqs with a 

("""'\ ·= 
v.l.. 

. In terna ti~nal Trade a~s. I:1d·us":.ry ?ar.2.}~2., he had t::-ie O:?:?Or t:.:.::.i t.y 

"tc:, ·'. he~::-" the'ii : ~ii ~\~·s·"' a'f!c( recommend 2 tlci js· · co nc ei:-,:. ng -the . fu t:u:::.-2 Of' · 

US Japan relations. 

that Japan will_ remain c..r:a. 

a Reagan-Bush administration will wo r k hard to assure that 

US-Japanese relations are maintained in excellent condition based 

on close consultation and mutual understandi~g. Japan I s:-i:-ole.~ in 

the process of ensuring peace in Asia is a crucial one, and we 

must reinforce our ties . with this close ally .. Japan is our 2nd 

most important trading partner and we are her first. We have 

close ties in other fields ~oo. The most important ex~~ple is the 

US-Japan Mutual Security, which recently marked its 20th anniversa. 

Understanding the Japanese perspective is impo:::-tant for the succes 

of American policy. As Arnb. Bush will tell you in detail, he foun 

Japanese leaders unanimous in their view ~hat t....~e US must be a str 

reliable, leading partner. 

I am acnreciate receivina their v iews, and I arn great~ul to them_ - - .,, 

the courtesies extended to A.rrb. Bush. I would also like to e x ~res 

my appreciation to and rega=d for US A..'nb. Mi}~e ~ansfielc. 1 who also 

extended many courtesies:. 

Of equal import:::i.nce was 1'..mb. Bush I s t.::-ip to China, where he held a. 

series of high-level meetings. As I said on Aug. 16, we h a v e an 

obvious iriterest in dev~loping our =ela~i o ns h ip with China, an in ~ 

that goes beyond trade and cultural ties. I~ is an interest that 

':'h e meeting s in 

Geo::-:;e has 

reported to me in great :detail t he poi~ts o f si~ilari~y an~ agree~ 

as well as 



. Since the objective of the trip ~as to have just such an exchange 

without necessa=.ily reaching any aq=eement, I believe the o~jec~i 

was reached. We now have received an updated, first-hand (accou~ 

of China's views, and the Chinese leaders have ~eard our point o= 

view. 

While in Beijing, Amb. Bush anc Richard Allen ~et at length wit..~ 

Vice Premier. Deng'• Xiaoping, · Fo.=eigri. Minister 3uang. Eua, as well a 

~ii t:h ,; d-the~: tbp ' tbr·e·i'iti : pol±~y·".e'6i,ei"~$ .:'·a:nd ' military lead'ers ~ . ' t 

appreciate the courtesies which the Chinese leaders extended to c 
' -

party, and I also wish to thank US J._inb. Leonard Wood·cock for his 

kind assistance.. 

We now maintain full and frtendly di?lomatic relations with China 

This relationship began only a few years ago, and it is one wa 

which we should develop and strengthen in the years ahead. It's 

I 
del.icate relationship, and the Reagan-Bush Administration will 

handle it with care and respect, with due regard for our own vita 

interests in the world gene.rally and in the Paci.::.i~ section 

specifically. 

China and the US have a corn..-non interest in ma.intaining peace, so 

our nations can grow and prosper. Two-way trade has now reached 

approximately 3 1/2 billion dollars annually, and China's p~±±x~ 

program of modernization depends in a major way on Western and 

US technology. 

Along wi t..."-i many other nations, we and China sh.are a deep concern 

the pace and scale of the Soviet milita=y builc~p. Chinese leadE 

US ~ust be a strong and 

vicrorous defender of the oeace. And they specifically favor us 
~ . 

bolstering our defense and our alliances. It is . ... qu1. ... e clear 



that we do not, however 1 see eye ~o eye on Taiwan. And thus, th.i 

is an appropriate time for me to state our position on this issuE 

I'm sure that the Chinese leaders would place no value on our 

relations with tha~ if they thought that we would break com.~i~~e~ 

to them if a stronger power were to c.err.and it~ 3ased on illy long-

standing convictio'n that American car. provide leade.::-ship and cor;-,_­

rE{spect· onty · if it · keeps: th~. t:cmiri:d.~.i.ents to' ·its friends, large .a: 

small/' ·a · Reag.an-Bu·sh· ·Admin·istration . woul.d : obse=-ve . th.ese 5 princi~ 

in dealing with the China situation . 
. ' . ' • • ' • . 

First, US-Chinese relations are important to A.-nerica as well 

as to Chinese interests. Our partnership should be global and 
., 

strategic. In seeking impr:O.ved relations with the People's 

Republic of China,- I would extend the hand of friendship to all 

Chinese. In con"'tinuing our .relations, which date from t.~e 

historic ope;iing created by President Nixon, . I would continue 

process .of . expang.ing trade,- scientific, oand cultural ties. 

th 

-- Second, I pledge to work for peace, stability, and eeonor:,,~e-
I 

the economic growth of the Western Pacif.ic area, in cooperation 

with Japan, the People's Republic of China, the Republic of Kor~ 

and Taiwan. 

-- Third, I will cooperate and consult with all countries in thE 

area in a mutual effort to stand firm against aggression or sea: 

for hegemony which threatens the peace and stability of the are, 

-- Fourth, I intend that US relations with Taiwan will develop 

with the law of oµ~ land 1 the Taiwan R2lations Act. This legis : 

, ~h ~reduct o~ d crat 1 c oroc 0 -- 2..~.d _is cesi~nec· ~o _re~ec·v .1. s ,_ e !"' - emo - . - -::::, ::::, '='. - "" .1 

defects of the totally inadequate les~slation proposed by Jirr.::1y 

Carter. By accepting China's three conditions for normalizatio 
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Jimmy Carter made conc·essions that. Presidents N:..xon and ?ord 

had steadfastly refused to make. I was and arn c=-i tical of his 

decision, beca~se I beli~ve that he made concessions dlat were 

not necessary and not in our national interest. I felt that 

a condition of no=:nalization, by itself a sound policy choice, 

should, _,have . been ·. the r _etention. o.f a . liaison off ice on Taiwan 

of equivalent status to the one which we · had ea::-lier established 

in Beijing. With a persistant and principalled ~egotia~ing 

position, I believe t..~at normalization c7uld ultimately have been 

achieved on this basis. But that is behind us now. My present 

concern is to safeguard the~~nterest of the US a~d to enforce the 

law of the land. 

I_t was the timely action, reflecting the strong support of the 

American people for Taiwan, that. fo::-ced the changes in the in­

adeq-.iate bill which Mr. Carter proposed. · Clearly th~ Congress 

was unwilling to buy the Carter plan, which it believed would hav 

jeopardized Taiwan's security. This Act, designed by the Congres 

to provide adequate safeguards £or Taiwan's security and well-bei 

also provides the official basis fo::- our relations with our long 

term friend and ally. It declares our official policy to one of 

maintaining peace and promoting extensive,· close, and friendly 

relations between the US and the 17 million people on Taiwan, as 

well as the 1 billion people of the China mainland. 

It specifies that our official policy considers any effort to 

- .... . ae ._ermine the future cf Taiwan by other tha~ peaceful means a 

L~reat to peace and of grave concern to the US. 

it spells out our policy of providing defensive ~~apons to Taiwar. 

and mandates the US to maintain t.he means to resist any resort tc 
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force or other ·forms . of . coercion which.• th.reaten . the security of . , 

social or economic syste.i-:t of Taiwan. 

This Act further spells out in grea~ detail how the President of 

the ps, our highest elected official, ·shall conduct relation.s wi-

Taiwan, leaving to his discretion the S?ecific methocs of achiev: 

.policy .ob.je.ctives .. .. . '.I'~e -Ac.t .f.urt..l-ier de.tail_s how. our official .. . .., . . . . . .. · ... ' . . . . . . . ·.- ·. -==== ·. 
personnel:,- includi.rig··d-iplomats, are to. administer us relations w-

Taiwan through the American Institute in Taiwan. It S?ecif ies t.:: 

for that ·purpose they are to ·resign for the term of their duty 

in Taiwan and then be reinstated to their former agencies of the 

US Government with no loss of status, seniority or pension right: 

The intent of the Congress i .s ccystal clear. Our official rel at 

wit..~ Taiwan will be funded by Congress with public monies, the 

expenditure of which will be audited by the Comptroller General 

the US and Congressional ov.ersight will be performed by two star.· 

corruuittees of the Congress. 

Now you might ask what ' I would do differently. I would not pret 

as Carter does that the relationshi? we now have with Taiwan, en 
< 

by our Congress, is not official. I am satisfied that th.is Act 

provides an official and adequate basis for safeguarding our 

relationship with Taiwan, and I pledge to.enforce it. But I wil 

eliminate petty practices of the Carter Ad.ministration which are 

inappropriate and demeaning to our Chinese friends on Taiwan. ~ 

example it absurd and not required by the Act that our represen~ 

are not permitted to meet with Taiwanese officials .in their 

and ours. 

dignity. 

I will treat all Chinese officials with fair~ess and 

I would not impose restrictions which are not recuir ec - -
by the Taiwan Relations Act and which contravene its spirit and 
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.purpos.e. 

Here are other exam~les of how Carter has cone o~t of his way to 

humiliate our friends on~?,;~~~ Taiwanese officials are ignorec -at senior levels of the US government. .__ The Taiwan Relations Act 

specificallv re~uires that the Taiwa.:iese be 

· .. s.ame, number .. of .off ices · in . this 
-·· -·· 

co:.1nt.::::-v t.."-la t . . . . ,. ·· • •, ... they had _be£ore. 

.. Previously, .Taiwan h~d · 14 such . officies. -Today . there are but 9. 

~_a_iwanese m1·_1.1.·tary 0.1.~-~.1.· c~_rs ~re no 1ong~r p 0 ~;~~ 0 d . t . - - --- . - - _ •-- ··•--'-- t.o -a.in in 

the US or to attend service;_academies. Recently tl1e Carter 

Administration attempted to ban all imports ~ro.s, Taiwan labelled 

"Made in the Republic of China," but was forced to rescind the 

order after opposition began to mount in the Congress. The 

Carter Administration unilaterally imposed al year moratorium 

t_ on arrns · supplies; even though the Act specifies that Taiwan shall 

be provided with arms of a defensive character. The Carter Ad.-ni.r: 

~tr a tio_n_a_b_r_o_g_a_t_e_d __ th __ e_c_i_v_i_· _1_A_v_i_a_t_i_o_n __ ~_g_r_e_en_m_e_n_t_w_i tl1 Tai wan, 

had been effect since 1947. In response to d~ands from the 

People's RepubliG of China, he did t.hls-

whic 

I recognize that the ?eople's Republic of Chin~ is not pleased 

with the Taiwan Relations, which the US Congress insisted on as 

the official basis for our relations with .Taiwa~. This was made 

abundantly clear to Mr. Bush and, I~~ told, is clear to the 

Carter Acministration. But it is the law of our land. 

-- Fifth, as President, I will not accept the i nterference of 

~~v ;o~e.1.· gn ~ower in tMe procPSS of ~=otectin~ ~~erican i n terest_c 
---- - - .l .!:'-' -· ... - - -

and carrying out the laws of our land. 

a dereliction of my duty as President. 

To do othe=wise would be 

It is Lly conclusion that 

t h e strict obser?ance of t.'r-iese 5 principals will be in the best 



: : : 

7 . -

people · on: Taiwan. The speci£ic· · imple:menta tion of these du ties w 

have to await the results of the election iri Nove~ber. But in 

deciding what to do, I will take into account ~~e views o= the 

People's Republic of China as well as Taiwan. It will be my fi~ 

and as ?resident 

••· will . choose: the meth.ods ~· by wh.ich: this : shall best be aC'complis h ed 

Tha;t'.' 's :• :the· end:'<of ... th:e· s:bi:temerit ~·.> ·A.-'la· rio~ r·1·m sure your 11 have .. 

a great many questions for A.ub .. Bush., who has been t..'"lere on the 

scene. 

... 



-T
1ve go~· a ou 0 s.1..; f f- • - • ~ ... ~on • Ol' you · 2.rs .... 

-the Ch fue se ha -ve been sayi.-:g publicly is tba t -...;:1at they I ve objected to is not r~ 
:e. ':-'a,_··-~:- ?.-0 la-f-.,_·ons .AC~-, '-ll• ~-·o,,.,. ci-,a-ac-'-e ... ,·-- ... .; f' . . . JO 
•- .. • ''-•• - M. - u--. ... ~ ....... ., .1. ..., .;.-"""'"'-on o_ your aesue io:: c-.:..:-

relatio::1 ship · .. -i th them to be I! af ficial." Tney seern to be most upse~ with that 

choiss of words. So, I ~ant to ask you why you have i!-isisted that that is ~hat 

vou ·,.;-;mt--an .r10.fficial 11 relatio:;shiP? . , . 

R::agan: . _ Well.7 . as I have told. you., the la-..- is ve::-;7 cle~z- and I . ·,.;ould eru~o:::-cs it. 
. .. . ,. . . . ' . 

do.es gi:vs · CE;." ta:L,, discreti<?n to _ the f-resident, ·and rir;J" qU:ar::-el is wi. th the·· ·rnann~ 
: .. :•.·. ·.,. •; .: .. • . .-~. . ·-·· -i. ·._ . . .·; . . 

.;n ·,;hich JiJ'i'l.!:V Carter ·has abused that discretic::i. And ·I th-ink 

a."1d hj-poc.r_itical to:-pretsnd that an act passed by the US Congres:s risi.llting 'L-i an 

agency for a ioundatian c:-eated by a Govern~nt agency., manned by G~ve.rmnsnt 

employees who., even though they are on 'J,.~ave o.t: absence, have all the :prequisites 

that existed -,.;hen they were on active duty with the Goverr..ment, and funded by our 

t · t . d d f"f.. · 1 1 · · h · Gove.rnmen, is no in es an ar_icia_ re a~ians.ip. 
,c: . 

As a matter oi .fact, the very 

(~·lause in the act that says ·we can· prorids· de.fensi'\I"; ~eapons--you cannot provide 

weapons to- another country without of.ficially go:L~g th.rough the US Government 

to do so. 

Question: Governor, in t..'1-ia t press conference ten days . ago you -
spec;ficallv cited this Act as providing authority for governmental 

relations with Taiwan. Arnb. Bush has flatl·y contradicted that, sayi: 

the Act calts for non-governmenta+ relations. 

Bush: I don't remember vou saying governr,1.ent. -
Question: Can you tell ~hat you now believe and whether you still 

think there should an official, overt US Liaison Office on Taiwan? 
F;s:igan: No, Pm just sar---ig, I thi.T"J.k I just ans-,.;e:-ed tha~--that the act has made 

it ,2.ry clea=--as I S2Y, the 1,;.sa of t:-ie ·,..-ord llof..:"icial11 is wha-t C"'=orge. said when 

~e was there, once publicly, ........ ·h . ler- - 0 2 77 y· SPCJmoa· -'-o \..­.... :1 a ... i., e pro c ... - - - - - - .., vc or.e o:f semar.tic : 

:.. ..... d., no~,~:,:.:__:=.:.:~----:-~~· ------~-·-· __ 2 _____ · _· ___ .,.. ___ ... ~_e_-_· ~--;~ ::_+_·n_:::-:-. -_,, ;_, . _ the ir;sti tuts th:3 .t is the re an :.ne _;;-,.· p:-onae s .J. or '-'• '-'1 -'-'- ~ - -

• •!,..." a re u:-::::. ... ::.r. that la-,.j as I pointed 

nut he.re i., th9 ~t,atement. 
- I 



diplo:aa.1cic relations with Tai-..-a:i? 

?.saga::: ~o, this wculd then be--this is the ve.::,· th:L.T'J.g ;.;here the mistr::derstand~ng 

lies, and I would ha-c:a to say that tl-iis cams f::c:: a distorticn a~ rcy ;:,ositia::i 

that has been. picked up by the Chi.T"Jese p:ess. I i-..aYe never ad.-;-ocated diplo:::atic 

. which :-eq.ufr.~.s an .embassy. a.nd so .:f ortb.~-and 7:9~ .· ... ou.ld be . riola_tL,g the ve_zy thi..T"J.g . 

Eecause. 

bot..'>i of tboss government i.z1sist tbat sach one cf thee are--is ths gover:n.::1ent o:J: 

all of China. . .And there I S no · ,;:ciy that -;.;9 . can do that. 

Questicn: Tdcn't understand you::: re:ferenca to "both gove.rr.r::en-t.s i."l China.rr J 

Fsaga:n: . I mean, the govern.ernt of Tah.-a:n and the government of the Pe q:,le 's P.spubli --.. . ,..,f Ch:ina. No1,;, e.ach one claims to be the gove~ent or all of China • that 
c :::: 

is an issua that they're going to.have to setile bet.leen theri.selves as to how· that 

1-,-orks out. Our-Government, due to what the P.:esiqent did a shcrt tiL".:'9 ago, has 

now officiaJ..J.y recognized the gove:rnrr.ent o:f the Peoplets Republic of Ch:L~a and 

est.ablished diplomatic relations. Previously"~ have recognized the gove.:-nment or. 

Tai,.;cm, and had an Embassy the.re. ~:.___------
..... -·4· -·--

Q: .Le Monde. The European press is concerned by your fierce anti-

ccrr~unism and they are as interested in your s~aterne~ts about the 

current upheavals in •Poland as they are about China and Taiwan. 

Ir you were .?~esident, ~ould you be ·..rill:..~g to establish 

d~plc~atic relatic:1s w""ith the Polish strikers? 

but I thir.k th: uS should also 

r.:ake i t 
' • , .... , 7 • clear thac. -wc a.en .., oe_J..eve that to 

L, that domestic problem. there. 



Bush, . based 6n you~ visit, what . do vu.OU· thi~~ ~he Chinese - . ---~....... '- ~ ·-
wo~ld be to the ~ s~eps outlined in Gov ~eagan 1 s state~ent, particularl: 

the training of taiwanese military office=s in the US? 

. Bush: I mo~ "7tat the reaction would be, 
I 

of ~hat Jir..r.:y Cartar has dez1e. r·dantt think ths Gaven.ors taxen a positim here 

'. ,,· ,. -0~ ...,·;·:i'~fi ' :J ····;;;e;~~-.: ha' ;·s,"g~1-ri~ 'to' 'c1~· ''b~' 'riot' · ~o. ; .. _ :iri; t'he=e rs no ' question t:iat 

negotiate agreement, wetre not in power. Our question n-asn't even to try to 

minimize dif~erencas. Indeed, I vezy clearly po~!ted up Gov. ?.sagan~s suppo=t 

-p:rop€r., in my vi.e""..i-for the Tai· .. --an Relations Act, and .. --a tre bound to disagree. 

And in any relationship as na-..- and as complicated as 'this one, there rs g-cii.z:xg t..o 'bs 

dilfe::ences. So, I -don't thi.,k you have to kno'W' ari.y-thi.'Tlg about the China equatim 

C::::~o suggest that ·some o£ these things would cause neartbu..."'"!l in Peking. 

::::~lationship, in rrr;r view, the way the Governor has described it, the way he's put 
,) 

his position here, in r.;y vie-1., we can have improved relations ·.r.i.th the Pei:iple 1 s 
,, 

?.;public of' China and still. do what he has suggested vis-a-vis (Tai1-.-an). He 1 s 

say-i :ig that these things, you know, that tbe ......... .__.., 

he is, and I presume, in ·of~ica, why he makes a decision. 

them; and when 

Question: Vice Pres. Monda1a today said you st.aiements rega:rdi::lg Taii-,-an would 

cheer only the Soviets. 'What do you think of the i.-:iplicaticns ~ s =j 

for the Soviet Union of the statements that you are rnaki?g that are 

obviously making the Chinese unhappy? 

Rs.3gan: I. don 1 t know, that I can •,.. ......... -.~-t on his i., t.e .:-p=etatic:i. of her,.; the Soviets 

~:-a --.,·o~ati,e t0 them. Tney have thei: gawe pl2:: ;.;hich they f ol.lu,.;. .And I also 

I 
don t take seriously tco much cf nnau almost qnc;,:;,,ts to hyste~ia recently i.~ 

the sh::-iJ.J.ness of the criticisms oi' me and of ot:: par-ty b,r Vice ?.:-es. Hondale. 



i.....,,u Y . t .,..__:, --·, 

on Taiwan to one day =ecover the Mainla~d! You have l.n the:· Past . 

1- (supported such hopes). 

?~aga~: Well, I have told you that. this is a pro~l;m nu~: 2 go~e~~ments both 

clai~:ng to be the legiti~ate government of ChL"'la. ~nis is scmething for tjem to 

;.;o.rk out. Apd as the Tai~an .Relations Act specifies, ~e want to saa ~ua~ dcne 

peacefully and without force or coercion by eith~r side • 

. . ···. 

Que.stion.: - ·.~ ;vou stil.:L S'\1-PPort the a$pira't:i'.6n.s" cf 'the · Naiion.al±sts . on . Tai-.,--an · to · 

0:1.e day control the mainland? 

'Reagen·: Wait a minute. You askir.g for a que sti:n, thst -.m2!t-8,er I ~s-... er--let 

r.:e give you what I think is a very broad ans-... er. ·I would thi."'lk that- all of us 

;.;ould bs happier u the government, whether the gove.nment on Ta::,;an or the 

government especially on the mainl.and of China, ;.;ouJ.d give a;, the ideology of 
J I 

comr.iunism. That ~ould ease a lot of problems a~d make for a ~~ch bett~: 

.(~' relatianshit,_ They are a Communist government and we have established a 

,._ . 

/I I 

relaticnship. 

Q: What would you do to make US ~elationi with Taiwan more "official" 

they are now? 

F::sagan: Well, I think, for one thing, that it is der::ieani."'lg and i..T"J.sult:L."lg for us 
/ 

to say that with· the establishment a£ their of!ics -in Washing-ten and our American 

Institute on Taiwclll that those people cannot meet on official busi....iess with 

• G. . ,'-1~.-· ..... .rep!"esentatives oJ: either ou.r Gove1"nment or theus in over~";.2::1:r.al .'(,tJ!._J.ces--t.ha ... 

they got-ta go to a restau:ant some place or a cl~b or a hotel. And this is not 

contained in the ac~; this is at the discreti□ of the P:-esident and t~is is bis 

decision. T~ot is an order I would rescind. 

?..:.sh: J,1i,ght I add to that, the F.:e:ich and th: JapaDeseJ ·,.-ho have a sir:1::..l.2.:- reL, · 

ship,; both can do ;.;hat the Gove.rno!'· ::;ugge sted •. 



- . 

,.. 
HO, would be no need fo: that; it's to .:-ecog;:::..z_e .. -hat it is and 

~· .J. vna i_, 

it more open. 

~::xi a::. clfices, supposedly no::-5:;o·,;-ew;;iantal, ' ,... d .i.h · _ 2n::: 2_.J..0-..;e vi. e 2.: people to meet 

on official business in eovs=-:-:~ent of'.fices. 

Q: Would it ~e an ~-0-1.ricial Liaison Office of ~'-:e 

of ~'-:s land. 
(D d.~?~ c..5~ 

Que sticn: },. You said this American Tnstitute -..-as t:!'lacceptabla, 
. ¢jf 

1..; shoul.d be an 

official (-=-~---~~; =--). Have you changed thatr-~ ~ . 

?.sagz::i: Well, if I did in discussions of that, then I misstated. I have al·,..-ays 

ta1 ked about, a_11d I ha_ve repeatedly re.ferred to, · the Tai;.,-an '?~latic:1s Act and 

said what I ·was. advocating was contairled in that ac-;. Shall I have a show a! 

( hands on wcy many o:f you have read the Taii,,-an Relations Act? You might 'DB 

su.r:p.rised.. 

- -
Que stian: Has not the Taiwa."l Relations Act b9en the basis o:f current US relati ens 

·with Tai.,.,,,ci:!l? And w-as not eve.rything gcing smoothly until you .raised the questia::i 

of nafficia1"_relatianship? 

Reagan: I did not raise the issue. At a meGting in Clev-eland, made up of 

Heritage groups, . so called, various ethnic gr cups, I was asked by a Chinese 

z-ega::d:ing r:r:r positicn on this, and I u.sed the word "official11 -that I would 

favor an official relatic:nship with ~s. Now, the Taiwan Relations Act, as I 

say, does not use the word "official," neithe~ does .; .:.. -.., use the .rnrd 11 t::1.of.ficial.," 

27".j"?~ace in it. Ar.d I think that it is patently an act b-f cur Go~ernme~t, a 

.L.',-.--J­
'-'•lC ...- • in .rcad.;11g tie act 

you' lJ. fi.::d that .:-epeatecily, as is necessary- ir: c:-i act cf t::at ki.'1::., there are 

the P= e sident shall, and at his di sc.:-Etic:1, r:ake 

so forth and so on. It is there that I b€lie7e tha P::-eside:1t bas, -in e.f.fect., 

and 



Questic::: Bu:t at a p::ess conferencs last ·,,eek you i;.;;:.:::-e asked the q::esticn whether 

.?.saga::i: I d--:'t b~ that I said that o= not. 

3'..:..sb.: If -you 1 rs refe.:-:ring to .the p:re ss co:-.fere::1ce ;.,:ie::-e I attended.'? The 

Sorn:bocy has the look 

?.slztia:.s .!ct.., there are prov±sions for relatims that just haven r t 

besn implemented •. 11 

?.sagan: Well, that's · ... i1?t I've just put in this statement. '!"nose are ttgove171men-t 

relations. tr For example, for quite a period of time this Ad.·::.inistratian had 

refused to implement that part about pro'ridi..,,_g de.fe:isive military· equipment. 
~ 

Now, thi-s -.ras the Prssident of the US violati.'!"l.g the intent of the Tai-...-an 

P2laticns Act, and obviously it is the gover...rcent of Tai;.ran that is going to 

buy thosa defensive weapons. 

Question: What is the difference ba~~~en gove!':1Inental relaticns and goYernrnent-tc 

goverr,...ment"" relatic:ns? 

Fsagan: Well, I think that it .could be i.,terp:-eted as intencii:ig a change -in 

the Taiwan ?.elatims Act. I recognize t:iat ii' you 1 ve got a basket ~ n~~-=, 
more~~ have, the more they can be interp~etcd in di.f~e=ent ways by di.ffe=en~ the 

people. .And I thi..'lk that wouJ.d just un:iece ssa=ily be provocative to--as I say, 

I stand by the act as it is; I do not stand by what I think a=e the violations 

of the S?i=it o:f the act by this Adrr.i~istra~ia. Anc ~ th~~k the issue is ~ot 

he-,; I .:e.el abo'Jt Taiwan. The issue ~oday is policy 

:~ is dcing to our allies and to t~e US nos~t:cn ~~ ~he wo~ld--and ~his is just 

o:f 
• ,I. 
l. ... 



Q: ?orgetting the word "o:Efici2.l 11 fo= _just a r.1ome!}__~, yol.:2. have in the 

.:;:::t the ?Qwer to use ~'our discretion. You plan to ~se it, correct? 

R: Yes, of course. 

Q: ~.;ou.ld that tend to :r:ake rel a tior:s :::io::-e official "': .. han t...riey a::-e now? 

i-lell to the extent of cfficials being allowed_ t~ visit i~ 

Q: hT"na t do you mean by official then? 
-, . . ,. ·.: .. · .. _. 

R: Well, JU~t what I said~ I think that if ycu look at this entire 

an act passed by Congress that creates and 

mans it with government personnel, funds it with goverrun~nt money, .... 
J.. 1-

hypocritical to pretend that that is not something of an official relc 

shio. 

Q: Amb. Bush your mission has been described by the Chinese as a failL 

Is that how you see it? 

(__ B: In the first place, I don't think it's a failure. The government 

officials have not. said that.. When you __ go to China, you are put up ir 

a state guest house, you meet the Foreign Minister for 4 1/2 hours, wi 

holding a position in our Government. 

Xiaoping, for an hour and 40 minutes. 

You meet t..1-ie Vice Pre.11tier, Den~ 

You are accorded great civilit~ 

hospitality. You have a frank exchange of views. You did not go to~ 

agreement, to pound out agree."!tent. You we.nt to clarify and ~ive the 

Governor's views, which I think I did succinctl·y. r knew I'd run intc 

some differences wi t.11 them on t..11e Ta{wan Relations Act and on a lot o:: 

things. But I don't v.i:ew this visit . as a failure 2.t all. F-.nd let me 

;ust a rhetorical question. Suppose we hadn't seen Deng Xiaoping and 

E~a~g ~ua, as was sugsested by so~e of the China wa~chers when we we~~ 

t::.e.::-e because they were supposec to b 0 so outrased t..~at they :; .. ,oulc.~ 1 t 

that. Vie saw the top officials, and '::ere I ~.: not :iolding ar:y officia 

posi~ion in the US Govern.~ent. I don't see how that can be categori=e 



as a failure or a succ~ss. 

Su~ =eally what's rel~vant is: do they have, as a result of this trip, 

understanding of t..."ie Governor I s views, in terms of :o· roi' ,....,.., 007 : 
.I. - - ~·· - --

as it relates to this one issue -- th2t has dominated this press con== 

ference -- and as it relates to many other areas where we have cor::i~on 

Southeast Asia, is a very good example, to say nothing of tb.e 

Soviet: Union. Ai1d · the answer to that ~uestion i.s : . Yes, they clearly c. . 

. ~nci you know and · I know. the kind of rhetoz:-ical that. come · out of Pekin<; 

at various times, and I understand that. But we used these fruitful 

meetings~- in my view, we -categorized them as they have as frank anc 

earnest. And that means in diplomatic terms that we didn't seek or 

certainly hammer . out agreement on every point. But for someone to 

suggest t...11.a t the visit is a failure when I've cited what we did. do, 

I just simply cannot ._accept that. And I am convinced that if Gov. Re2 

t_:: wins this election, he will be. a President of this country that the 

Chinese understand, respect, and indeed I think we'll see relations 

improve, as he and I both want. 

Moderator: Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen. 

R: Wait a minute. This isn't just shutting you off. George has a pl 

to catch, and he. has to run for it right now. Let me just say before 

goes, I am deeply grea tful. for· the long and arduous trip that he mace 

both of those countries and for what I consider to be the success .of 

.Basically the success is simply that his presence the=e belies the we 

of some of their more hysterical press stata~ents about our interest 

relations and ... maintaining and promoting relations with the People 

His very o=ese~ce ~~ere was evide~ce of ~~a~ des : 

anc the sincerity of our inten~. 



· ... • ·.:-... .. ·. 

Mondale 

China: A test of Presidential Judgment 

ttrn this election the Republicans seem to be running 
on two major planks. The first is their pro-worker policy, 
which comes down to blockbuster giveaways to the rich. 
And the second is the issue of national strength . 

. I wart~ tp talk abciut. national strength for; a moment. 
It me~ns ~any thing~ -~·stiori~ m{litiry defenses; arms control; 
energy ... secur-ity; ·a fore-ign policY.. based. on A.meri'can values. · 
--· and I'll be speaking about them all as this campaign 
moves along. But the element of national strength I want 
to emphasize this morning is presidential judgment. 

Last week, Lane Kirkland -- the President of the AFL-CIO 
pointed out that few presidential elections in modern 

history offer such a stark contrast between the candidates 
as this one. In my speech to: the New York State Federation, 
I'll be highlighting that contrast in two areas -- policies 
affecting working Americans, and.foreign affairs. · 

The last ten days have given the American people an 
opportunity to ass~ss the judgment of the Republican nominee 
for President. In his handling of an area of extreme sensitivity 
-- our relations with China -- he has stumbled into a public 
argument with the Chinese. He has proposed a change in 
our relations with Taiwan ~hich is unnecessary, undesirable, 
and ·which carries with it potentially disastrous consequences 
to our national securitv. He has demonstrated riisilack 
of understanding of the-b~sic facts of the issue. ;And he 
has had a public disagreement with his running mate, who 
has returned in failure from his trip to Peking. 

What Mr. Reagan has done, quite simply, is to propose 
a policy towards this delicate question which would turn 
the clock back, and recreate the conditions which made the 
Taiwan question a perennial source of tension both in Asia 
and in our political debate at home. 

/-) 
,"Jt1.,.f"' 

The central fact is this: President Carte~•s historic 
decision to complete the normalization process with the 
government of China in December 1978 has been a dramatic 
success. It has strengthened our strategic position throughout 
Asia and the Pacific, and with the government in Peking 
-- which represents one-fourth of the world's pop~lation. 



·. . . ~ . •,.' . . •• ·· -· · · .. 

Our gains with the mainland have been accomolished 
without damage to the basic prosperity, stability: and security 
of the people of Taiwan. 

All this is jeopardized by Mr. Reagan's confused and 
misinformed positions. He says he does not want to turn 
the clock back -- but advocates creating an "official liaison" 
office on Taiwan. His proposal is a violation of the central 
fact around which the United States and China were able 

· to · construct :both the ·shanghai Communique issued by President 
Nixon and Chou . EnLai in 1972, and the announcement of normali­
zation ~ade by ·Presid~nt Carter and ~remier Hua Guo Feng 
1n December of 1978. 

Mr. _ Reagan has taken a position which could seriously 
damage our national strength and give cheer to only one 
major nation -- the Soviet Union. He has demonstrated that 
he does not understand this sensitive issue. 

Mr. Reagan offered us a "two China" policy. With 
Mr. Bush's trip, he now offers us two China policies. Neither 
situation will do. 

In ' the coming days, they will no doubt issue clarifications 
and explanations. But no clarification will obscure the 
fact that . in his first foray into the international arena 
since becoming his party's candidate, Mr. Reagan has repudiated 
the policies of the last three American Presidents -- two 
fro~ his own party. It is an inauspicious·way to open a 
campaign. It is a potentially disastrous way to run our 
nation's foreign policy, and I believe the American people 
will reject it in November." 

New York AFL-CIO Convention 
Monticello, New York 
August 25, 1980 



SOUTHERN.AFRICA 

Reagan 

No where is Reagan's disregard for human rights more 
apparent than in southern Africa where Reagan perceives 
the confrontation as between Marxism and the principles 
of the West, rather than as an attemot bv a disenfranchised 
majority to gain some measure of control-over its destiny. 

Reagan .stated his app:i;aisa1 of the election won by 
the reverend Abel · Muz·orewa which ex·clt.ided . Joshu-a . Nkomo' s 
ZANU and Robert Mugabe's .ZAPU. 

. . . . .·· . . . . 

"The guerillas were determined to rule the 
country, and neither one of them could win an election." 

Jefferson City Missouri Post 
May 6, 1979 

As for South Africa, R_~agan favors a policy which 
ignores apartheid. ~-

"Isn't it 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 
, Aye.," 

Radio Transcript 
October 22, 1976 

C 

One of Reagan's advisors, Peter Duignan, claims Carter 
is too harsh with South Africa, giving bl~cks "unrealistic" 
expectations. (Christian Science Monitor; February 9, 1978) 

Another advisor, Kenneth Adelman, states flatly that 
one man, one vote probably is not applicable to South Africa. 
(Christian Science Monitor, October 6, 1977) 

Another advisor, Joseph Churba, would go so far as 
to advocate establishing a military relationship with South 
Africa, including use of the naval base at Simonstown by 
the United States Navy and strengthening the South Africa 
armed forces. (New York Times, June 13, 1980) 



Mondale 

"Our job in Nigeria's new democracy underscores the 
fundamental change in America's relations with Africa. 
When President Carter and I were inaugurated in early 1977, 
we were determined to build a new foreign policy on the 
foundation of America's democratic values. 

We value justice. And so we committed our nation 
to an Africa free from racism and oppression. 

We valu,e pe.rsonal dignity. · -·And so we committed· our 
nation to an Africa free fzom wan~ and . suffering. .. . ,.· . . : .. . . · . .. . • . . . . . . ·.• .·.· . . · 

We value peace. And so we committed our nation to 
an Africa free from war and from foreign domination. 

These thre~ go~ls ~~ human rights, economic progress, 
and peace -- were underlined by President Carter here in 
Lagos two years ago, in the first state visit by any American 
President to Africa. And wh~n he arrived here, he was greeted 
by words both friendly and c:h-rect. "The Nigerian public" 
he was told, "has learned to measure policy pronouncements 
by results -- and not expectations." 

It was an appropriate point. And tonight is an appropriate 
moment to assess those results-~ and to survey the work ahead. 

First, human rights. For the United Sta~es, the question 
is not whether we should work to advance justice in Africa, 
but rather how to do so. 

Tonight, as your Vice President pointed out, we celebrate 
a historic step forward -- majority rule and independence 
for the people of Zimbabwe. It was an achievement of which 
Nigeria can be proud, most African governments, the British 
government, and all Zimbabweans should be proud. And I 
am proud that my own country stood firm with yours and others. 
For today, the people of Zimbabwe control their own future, 
free from outside interference, whether from their neighbors 
or from other continents. 

Throughout the years of effort to find a solution, 
the United States held to a policy of support for free and 
fair elections, open to all parties; for a democratic and 
fair constitution; and for a negotiated settlement based 
on these principles. 

The President insisted on maintaining American sanctions 
aaainst Rhodesia until an impartial election ?rocess had 
b;gun. There was intense pressure to abandon this course 
-- to drop our principles and take a short-sighted view 
of our interests. But our President, he and our Co~gress, 
helped by the three great leaders, refused. 
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We know that it is in our national interest to support 
further programs for Zimbabwe. The United States has pledged 
substantial assistance to Zimbabwe -- because we believe 
that its future will help decide the future of southern 
Africa. 

One of our p~rtners in the search for peace 1n Zimbabwe 
was Sir Seretse Khama of Botswana. He was a gifted, gentle 
leader of modern Africa -- the father of a state both non-racial 
and - democratic, in a - turbulent region that has known too 

. . ' little · of' either- ·q·t..iality , ahd' we a11· ·mourn hi_s passing. 

Bu·t' -w~ •-also · celebrate :.a _:·caus'e he· nu·rtured democratic 
government in Africa. We welcome the return of civilian 
rule in Nigeria, Ghana and Upper Volta, and the movement 
toward democracy in other . nations in this region. We applaud 
the heightened emphasis on human rights in many African 
nations and in OAU councils. We offer our support for the 
future of Zimbabwe. But we must also address those areas 
where human rights are trampJ._ed. 

Injustice based on racial discrimination is abhorrent 
to men and women everywhere. That is why the problems of 
southern- Africa,have been of special concern. 

We believe that an agreement on a plan for peace and 
justice in Namibia, based on fair and open elections, is 
within reach. The plan proposed by the UN Secretary-General 
has received strong African support and the agreement of 
the Southwest African People's Organization. South Africa 
has accepted the plan -- but does not yet agree on how to 
carry it out. 

Now is the time for South Africa to put its faith 
in the plan it h~s accepted. If it does not, if instead 
it insists on its own formulas and carries the conflict 
further afield into neighboring states -- the opportunity 
for peace could be lost, and the conflict will continue. 
We urge South Africa to build on the experience of Zimbabwe 
and to move forward -- not backward -~ . on the issue of Namibia, 
while there is still time. 

Events within South Africa concern us as well. In 
May of 1977, I met in Vienna with the then Prime Minister 
Vorster. I impressed upon him, in the clearest terms, that 
relations between our two countries would depend upon progress 
toward full human rights and full political participation 
for all the people of his country. I expressed our strong 
hone that the South Africa goverment wo~ld meet soon with 
re;resentative leaders from across South African society 
to~determine that country's future . 
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is 
·. r.: r:ep~_at. that appea,L .ag.a.in today . 

ticking in South Africa. 
for the. cJ.ock 

We advocate no simple formula. We know there is no 
simple answer. We see the need to solve a problem. And 
we believe that only blacks and whites, talking and reasoning 
together, can find its solution. 

Address in Nigeria 
July, 1980 



HUMAN RIGHTS 

Reagan 

Reagan's attitude toward human rights stems from the 
. · , . belie -£ that . the , U.ni_ted States confu~es its-fTiends. and allies 

with the s~iective•application of a human rights policy, 
making it that much easier for the Soviets to drive for 
world domination . 

.. "While . the Soviets arrogantly _ warn us to stay 
out of their way, we ocdupy·ourselves by looking for 
hum~n rights ~iolations in those countries which have 
historically been our friends and allies." 

Address to Chicago Council 
on Foreign Relations 

March 17, ·19so 

Latin America 

Reagan's disregard for thebasic precepts of human 
rights is obvious in the admiring way he speaks of Argentina 
after three year§ Of rule by a military di~tatorship. Reagan 
quoted an economic advisor to the junta. 

Bush 

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

, Radio Transcript 
August, 1979 

"You're not always choosing in the world between perfection 
and imperfection . In Pakistan, it is in the interest 
of the United States to have a Pakistan that will 
not be dominated by the Soviet Union. That is our 
interest. Now, if that means at least having some 
negotiation with General Zia, who is less than perfect 
in human rights -- fine. But what kind of government, 
if you don't do it, and if Pakistan falls, do you 
get? You get one less interested in human rights . 
And I point to Iran as a good example of what I 1 m 
saying. I point to Iran." 

Bill Moyers• Journal 
i·;}12T / 'Tt i r t.een 
March 6, 1930 
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Bush 

. .. ,t.-.. _,. . ' . •·.· .. 

"We are up against a strong force -- the Soviets backing 
the Cubans. I'm concerned about our foreign policy 
that, along with human rights, has also to consider 

,··· ~- ,:.- tn:e >s·tra:tegic .: inter·.e-sts, ·o·f ··.the:-.··count·ry~-- _-I ,' f.ault Carter, · 
because in his concern for human rights, he has sacrificed 
that. 11 

Bush 

Bush 

Bush 

Pebria, IL,- -J6ucnal Stai 
November 6, 1979 

"My argument with Jimmy Carter is that he lets human 
rights drive our strategic interests. Iran is a good 
example. Cuba is a good example" of a foreign policy 
"where we wake up and we find not only is there less 
human rights, but our _strategic interests have been 
diminished. -: 

"Yes, there were some human rights violations (in 
Iran). But look at today and the adherence to human 
rights, plbs our strategic iriterests are totally bludgeoned 
and totally diminished." 

Des Moines, IA, Register 
November 14, 1979 

"So, the reality is: (you) need to redefine your policies 
so you can have a concern about human rights but so 
you're going to keep in mind at the same time your 
strategic interests." 

Los Angeles, CA, Times 
December 31, 1979 

"We face a threat, which is manageable, nevertheless 
a threat from the Soviet Union, which compels us to 
strengthen our alliances, strengthen our intelligence 
and to strengthen our strategic posture around the 
world by altering our human rights 9olicy, not to 
pull away from human rights, but not to be naive in 
our aprlication." 

Le Mars, I A, Dail y Sentine l 
Dece mber 17, 1979 



Bush 

Bush 

Bush 

C 

Bush 

Bush 

"We should not impose our standard of human rights 
on every country around the world. China is a good 
example. We must improve relations, but if we start 
dictating to them or cutting them off because of human 
rights, we will diminish our strategic interest." 

Washington Post 
Jan_uary 27, 1980 

Tl If you j.ust try · to : c_hang~ gove.rnme:nts because you 
d~~~t I{ke

0

theii .human rights, sometimes you wake uo 
and you find no human rights at all. We have to re~ognize 
there are varying degrees of imperfections in the world." 

Rockfordc IL 
Freeport, IL, Journal-Standard 
January 30, 1980 

"Certainly the difference between me and some others 
is that I see areas of gray, I don't think everything 
is pure and impure, and I think we have been hypocritically 
selective in our indignation of human rights, and have 
diminished our strategic interests in the process. 
That's what I believe." 

Los Angeles, CA Times interview 
with Robert Scheer 

January, 24, 1980 

"I like the concept that recognizes our commitment 
to humanrights but also recognizes that we're not gonna 
remake the world in our image ... And we're also got 
to recognize that strategi:c interests are very important." 

IJlinois interviews and speeches 
Champaign, IL, News-Gazette 
F€bruary 3, 1980 

"Im for human rights . We're all for human rights. 
But when we turn our backs on our allies, the or.es 
we oromised to support ... someday we'll wake up and 
find no human rights at all -- e n d no strategic interests." 

~reater Miami Kiwanis Club 
~iami, FL, Herald 
Februar y 1, 1 980 



Bush 

C 

"If we press our friends for change and change and 
change so much faster than their systems can take ... 
sometimes we wake up ~ith that friend gone from the 
scene replaced by something less gocd, something worse 
in terms in human rights, and something where our strategic 
i~terest_s have been totally diminished." 

Florida meeting · 
Washington~Post 
February 23, 1980 
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Carter 

"The ultimate aim of our foreign policy must be to 
preserve freedom for ourselves and to expand freedom for 
oth~rs. This is a matter both of national principle and 
of national interest. For we believe that free and open 
societies are not only better able to meet the rising ex­
pectations of their people; they are also better able to 
accommodate often con.flicting internal pressures- before 
popular fruitr~tions explode in viole~t and r~dical dir~ctions. 

~e do n6t seek t6 impose oui sy~tem or institutions 
on others. Rather, we seek to support, in practical and 
concrete ways, the efforts of other nations to build their 
own institutions in ways that will meet the irrepressible 
human drive for freedom and justice. 

Human rights policy commands the strong support of 
our citizens, and of the Cong..ress. The world climate in­
creasingly favors human rights progress. 

Despite new turbulerice and 6onflict, the past year 
_featured some encouraging positive developments. We cannot 
and should not claim credit for them. But it is clear that 
we are part of a growing movement. During 1979, we saw: 

The further strengthening of democratic practjces 
in Spain and Po~tugal, with free elections in both 
countries; 

The disappearance of several of the world's most 
repressive regi~es; 

The freeing of political prisoners in Asia, Africa, 
and Latin America; 

A return to democratic rule in several Latin American 
ciountries and widespread progress in reducing human 
rights violations in the region; 

The growing strength of international human rights 
institutions. The Inter-American Court of Human 
Rights held its first meeting. Preparations began 
for another conference to review cornplia~ce with 
the Helsinki accords, to be held in Madrid this 
November. The OAU took long strides toward establishing 
a human rights com~ission for Africa. UN bodies 
became increasing ly acti v e in their human rights 
efforts. 

State of the Union Add~ess 
Ja11uary, 1980 



Mondale · 

"Above all -- above ail, America's strength depends 
on American 0alu~s~ · EVery time we have a foreign policy 
that reflects- Americans' beliefs, we strengthen this nation. 

Last month I was in Nigeria -- the world's most powerful 
black nation, and the second largest source of American 
oil. A few years ago the Secretary of State under the Republicans 
was told he was oot welcome in Nigeria because they did not 
sta.nd up for. the princ_i_ple: of h _uman rights and majority 
rule~ 

But. w-hen· I w_e.nt · to Nig.eria .I • was. w~lcofned -- because 
the United States has a President -- President Carter --
who in his first act in office said from here on out the 
United States is going to stand for human rights and majority 
rule all over this earth. 

And now in Rhodesia we see the same developments --
a new democracy based on democratic institutions, and the 
Soviets suffering another rey~rsal. Today our human rights 
policy is drawing the · nations of Africa and the world together 
like a magnet and toward us. 

The Republicans say that a strong nation is one that 
never ipologizes to anyone. I say it's a nation whose leaders 
are not doing things for which wa must apologize. That's 
the difference. 

A foreign policy that reflects American values advances 
American interests. 

When President Carter saw to it that we ratified the 
Panama Canal treaties, not only did we rid ourselves of 
the last vestiges of colonialism: we also strengthened our 
influence in Latin America. When the President normalized 
relations with China, he not only told one-fourth of the 
human race that they exist: he also established a powerful 
counterforce to Soviet aggression. And when the President 
d~nounced the persecution of Andrei Sakharo~, he not only 
affirmed individual liberty: he also unmasked the Kremlin 
to other nations." 

Democratic National Convention 
Acceptance Speech 
August, 1980 
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Cuba 

Reagan has long held that Cuba is a mere proxy of the 
Soviet Union, and is behind most revolutionary movements 
in Africa, and Latin America. 

"Despite the power the Soviet Union is able to 
exert over Castro, the Cuban dictator._ still fancies 
himsel~ as, ~ revoiutio~~ry lead~r who a~ds and in­
spires · tevol ts in · Africa, Latin America aria· the Middle 
Ec:1-St"'.'· Th~ . Russians. ·. ~r:.en '. t . bothe·.req. -by _Castro I s delusions 
ofgrandeur because much of his international interference 
fits nicely into their own foreign policy designs." 

Relaxing Relations With Cuba 

Jefferson City Missouri Post 
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 broader considerations. Our trade embarg6 of Cuba 
is a little -like a long-running advertising campaign. 
Just as its full effects are being felt, · the sponsor 
may get tired of it." 

Cuban Refugees 

Jefferson City Missouri Post 
October 26, 1979 

Reagan supported a "Berlin airlift -- massive and swift" 
to rescue those Cuban residents seeking political asylum 
from Castro. (Dallas Times Herald, April 10, 1980) 

Panama 

Reagan has been at the forefront of these opposed to 
the Panama Canal Treaties. As negotiations were underway, 
Reagan stated his strong objection to the proposed Treaty. 

"As I talk to you tonight, negotiations with another 
dictator go forward, negotiations aimed at giving up 
our ownership of the Panama Canal Zone . . . The Canal 
Zone is not a colonial possession. It is not a long ­
term lease. It is so vere i gn U.S. territory , e v er y 
bit the same as Alaska and all the s t ates t hat were 
carved from the Louisiana Purchase. We should end 
those negotiations and tell t he (Par.amanian head of 
state): 'We bought it, we paid for it, we built it 
and we intend to f~eep it."' 

Los Anoeles Times 
AugustJ12, 1977 



r During· the 1980 campaign R~a~an ha~ raised the issue 
of abrogating the ~reaties on several occasions. 

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

Bangor News 
January 18, 1980 

Mexico- . 

. · In h.:i,.s . announcement addres_~ i_ . Reag.an: _propq~ed _a ."Nor.th: 
. Arrie~r1c·an Accora"·'.:be-tJ.een the· Un'fted' States·, Mexico and Canada. 

Bush 

Bush 

"I would be willing to invite each of our neighbors 
to send a special representative to our government 
to sit in on high level planning sessions with us, 
as partners, mutually concerned about the future of 
our Continent." 

Announcement of Candidacy 
November 13, 1979 

"The idea of blockading Cuba., which Ronald Reagan has 
proposed, risks nuclear war and would require the entire 
Atlantic fleet. It wasn't Cuba that invaded Afghanistan, 
it was Russia. The way to peace is to keep this country 
strong, not through reckless foreign policy." 

Milford, CT 
Washington Star 
March 22, 1980 

"Unlike Berlin we do not have any air rights to fly 
through a corridor safely into Cuba. In addition,· 
these Cuban people have been granted visas by the Peruvian 
government .... 

"What we are talking about here is not a state of war, 
pending war, or even hostility. We are talking ab9ut 
an evacuation problem, a problem the United States 
should help to solve by financial assistance and trans­
portation assistance, especially through the use of 
ships or aircraft from a neighboring county (sic), 
such as Haiti." 

Philadelphia press confere~ce 
Philadelphia, PA, Inquirer 
April 12, 1980 



Bush 

"The correct approach (to the Cuban 'crisis') was to 
exert quiet but intense pressure; to inform the Soviet 
leadership that there could be no progress on the wide 
array of issues important to both sides until we were 
satisfied tha ,t the combat troops had been removed. 11 

Washington Post . 
October 18, 19.79 
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· Cen ttal ·Atnei ica and·. the -Caribbean . 

Q: How -~erio~s is th~ ~oli~i~ar inst~bility in Central 
America and the Caribbean? What is the U.S. doing 
to stop Cuba in its efforts to transform the Caribbean 
into a red sea? 

A. Central America and the Caribbean are 9assing through 
·a period of un~sual social and political turbulence, 
and the U.S. is playing an acti v e and positive role. 
Cuba is ndt the cause of the problems ln the area, 
·but its subversive eff6i~s ar~- making peaceful and 
<lemociatic soluiions -~ore difficult to attairi. We have 

• .: : .dev.oted.,: _our . effor:ts. _.to.. as~ist. mode.rate and democr:atic 
leaders in the area d·eal more effectively with · their 
nations' economic and social problems, and at the same 
time, we are working to counter Cuba's aggression by 
enhanced military and security exercises and by close 
consultations with like-minded nations. 

Since 1977, the U.S. has more than doubled its aid to 
the Caribbean, and when Congress completes action on 
the present aid bill, we-will have nearly quadrupled 
our economic aid to Central America. We have done this, 
despite extraordinary budget·restraints, because we 
recognize that only by investing in the economic future 
of the area can we givi people hope and deprive the · 
Communists of targets of exploitation. 

Moreover, we have encouraged increasing aid and activities 
by international institutions and by other copntries 
as a way to multiply our own impact. We have worked 
with 30 other nations and 15 international institutions 
to provide additional economic aid through th~ Caribbean 
Group. As a result of these efforts, multilateral as­
sistance has increased fourfold between 1976 and 1980, 
from $110 million to more than $400 million. We have 
also undertaken regular consultations with regional 
leaders on political and security matters. 

In summary, the U.S. had done more than any previous 
administration to try to ensure that this turbulent 
period will lead to democratic and social justice in 
Central America and the Caribbean. While there have 
been some setbacks, there have also been many more signs 
of success, including free elections in St. Vincent, 
Antigua, St. Kitts, Dominica and Costa Rica. An important 
land reform has been enacted in El Salvador. Cuba has 
been racked by a number of serious political and economic 
setbacks, and there is no better proof of t he failure 
of the Cuban model than the mass exodus fro~ the island . 
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Progress Toward · Ac.r.linist=atioi:i.·- Goals in · 
La tin ;. .. mer ica and. th_e Ca.:.-i.b;Jea.:1 

Q: Wnat progress has been made toward the goals President Carter 
set for his oolicv in Latin America? - ... 

A: . · On Pan ~.merican day in 1977, President Carter enunciated 
a new approach toward Latin America a."'l.d the Caribbean. It is 
a.~ approach which recognizes and is· attuned to the iill~o=tant 
changes which ,. have transfo.rmed the nations of t...11.e hemls-:::ihere . 

. during the la.st t ·...io dec·ades; it· is · an ap9roach which is - guided 
. by :the ~~iver.sal idea+s o:e .. huma."'l. rights, de..rnoc:::-acy and sec.u:::-ity 

and by ·a .visio.n of what we ·want this· hemisphere to become. 

Rather than bind ourselves to a single, U.."'liform slogan 
or policy we have adopted a flexible app=oach enabling us to 
respond to the diversity of the region, the growing prosperity 
and self-confidence of some nations, the worsening economic 
plight of others and rapid political and social change in some. 
This flexibility comes from ·the ?=esicent's orinci?le of recoq= 
zing the individuality ·and sove=ei::;ntv of each r1ation. 

The nations in the ha~isphere are now confident that we 
will treat them on the basis of mutual respect, and t.,.at we 
will cooperate in meeting exter=al. threats· .. -. This is in respons 
to the President's steadfast cor:.."!ti~~ent: to the-9rinci?le of 
non-intervention and to our oblications 1.n the Rio Treatv . 

For too long, the US was associated with dictatorships wni 
----t::rampled -on hti.."nan rights a."'ld with t.~e status q,.10 even when t..'-la t 
meant poverty, political repression, and social justice. 
President Carter has chanced the wav the peo?le of Latin A.~eric 
and the Ca=i.bbean view t:..he US ; the US 1.s now associated •,..,· :.. t.h 
human rights, democracv , an d moderate peaceiul social c h ange. 
Because the cs· is now identified with t.he cause of hwuan right~ 
our ability to influence developments in the region in a 
direction compati~le with u.~iversal ideals has been enhan ced. 
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The Pr.esident also· attainec. specific goals. · 

1. A new trea tv arrange:r-.~!'! t wi-=h ?ana:na" has. bee!! ·achieved. 
The Canal is operating smoothly anc. efficiently. ~ potential 
conflict with the ?eo9le of Pana..:ua has been re~oved and the 
security of the canal enhanced. A divisive issue of long­
standing in our heI:LiS?heric ::elations has be.en resol7ed to 
the satisfaction 0£ all. 

2. Encoura7e !:'espect for hi..1..--::an r-iqhts. The .;rnerican 
Convention on. Human Rights, signec. _by t.ne _President in 1977 
and ·. pe-'1.ding in th~ Senate, has now beenrat±fled by 13 

. states and is. i,n force . . The Int.er-A.rr.erican Hu..'"!la..'1.. ?.ichts 
-· Commiss·ion of·· 'tne :· 01-..s· -has·· ·bec'orne.· a . re·s-pected arid vigorous •: 
voice in support of hu.man rights, con?leting five major 
reports in the last two years. Violations of the integ=ity 
of persons have substantially declined in a nu.~~er 0£ countries. 
Disappearances are down in Argentina from more than 500 in · 
1978 to less than SO in 1979; a..~d in Chile and Uruguay there 
have been none confirmed since 1978. Political prisoners 
have been released in substantial nu..'7be=s, about 3,900 in 
Cuba and all those previously held in Paraguay. The use of 
torture has declined sharply. Eu.man rights has become a 
subject of major international i.:nportance, and progress is 
evident in virtually every country in this· _hem.isphere. 

3. To stand with those countries ccrnmi.tted ·to de~ocratic 
government. The trend toward democracy is gain·.ing : ·s t.=engt.b .. 
Ecuador and. now Peru have returned to freely elected c:.e..:..i.ocratic 
governments. Brazil has maintained a steady cour_se · toward 
.de."'D.oc.racy... .Uruguay will have natio..!"'...al elections next year. 
Chile is .presently conside=ing a democratic constit~tion. 
The new nations in the Caribbean, with the exception of 
Grenada, remain vibrant mac.els of de~ocracy c:.espite savere 
economic hardship. The only setback has come in Bolivia, 
but even in Bolivia, where military cou?s are a tradition, 
one is encouraged by the strong · new force of democratic 
groups and by the international s~p9ort these groups have 
received. 

4. To pro~ote trade and i~ves-t:..~e~t. Long-standi~g 
hostility to US invest.men t has c.i;:;..i.:1.i..shed. Total t.rade 
reached· $59 billion in 1979, an i~crease 0£ mo=e than 20 
percent in one yea= alone. The US has siq~ed 12 t=ade 
agreements, increased aid, neqotiatec a Con.~on Fune, and 
established new arranga.~ents in science and technology. 

5 . This 
Aci.~inis~ration has C2~c~s~a~2C i~s =:s~ect =or ~~e ~a~~ons 
O F t~.e recion bv ccns~lti~c =ec~la=lv a~ all levels o~ - .. - .. - ... - -
· s oP ~a~c~ co~c 0 -- -r:c.- ~v s~~~i~- ~he~eve= f~asi~le, J.ssue - ~ .. J - ... -":9·""'' c.. ..;_ ~-· ---~ 

multilate=al a~9=caches ~o ==cc:e~s. 
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6. The .Ad..-ninistr~-tion· has . success=ullv ad•,anced us intere 
in hu.-r:1an riqhts and other mat-:.:ers ·in C:.:ba. All ~-rnericans 
he 1c.· in c,,,.,.::.n J' ails .;o.,... oo l -i+-.1.· c·,:,l ,-o::i5or,s· h ;:,••e - 0 +-u ..... .,., 0 ,-; - -· ~-· - - - - --- ~- --~ .. -~-" --- -··--
home, and many other ?Olitical prisoners, inclucing Euber 
Matos, have been released and have le=t the isla~d. In 
1979, over 100,000 Cuban residents i~ the United States 
visited their relatives in Cuba conveying in a ?ersonal way 
the advantages o,£ a free econor.i.ic a...1.c:. ?Oli ti~al system. 
Castro 1 s bid for leadershi? in t~e Third World has been 
seve.rely compro_mi.sed. F-..rnong ot.:1er setbacks, Cuba failed to 
win · a s .eat On · the Security Council. The exodus of Cubans in 

: 1980 exnosed the world to-the failures of the Soviet svstem. 
··But. Cuba Is ·dependence on the -Soviet· Union remains ·and tension . 

with. us continues. We have improved our monitoring o= 
Cu.ban/Soviet activities and increased cur military readiness 
in the Caribbean as a precautionary ~easure. We now have· 
American diplomats in Cuba giving us . direct access to the 
Cuban government and firsthand k..~cwledge of conditions 
there . 

. 7. To forae new relationshi?s in the Caribbean :f3'asin. 
The Presiden~ has placed special emphasis on develop~ng a 
more balanced and respectful relationship with Mexico by 

. i •nvi ting Pres.i.den t Lopez Portillo as the first state visitor 
and s1,lbsequently meeting with him _reg--.1.larly, by setting: up a 
speciaJ. Coordinator for US-Mexican Affairs with th·e : purpose 
of ensuring that all government agencies g::-ant. US-:1exi.can 
Affairs the priority _it deserves. Using this mechanism, the 
US and Mex±co have concluded agreements on energy, border 
problems, science a...":d technology, a;.""l.c. many other issues. 
The Ad.-ni,istration 1 s attention to the Caribbean and Central 
America have resulted in drar.1atically increasing our aid to 
the region, · on improving the nu..-:iliers and quality of ou.r 
oersonnel, on enhancinc the securitv of the area, and on 
improving people-to-pe;ple ties. o~= goals in this tu.=bulent 
region are to work wit~ those who want ooderate, peaceful 
reform and democracy. 




