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Reagan has said that, in a manner similiar to Eisenhower's

deployment of troops to Lebanon, as President he would
have favored sending a "token (U.S.) military force" to
Cyprus during the 1975 crisis on the island.

-

New York Times
June'4, 1976

Ecuador

In response to the Ecuadorians' seizure of U.S. tuna
boats in 1975, Reagan suggested:

- "(T)he U.S. government next winter should send along

a destroyer with the tuna boats to cruise, say 13 miles off the

shore of Ecuador in an updated version of Teddy Roosevelt's
dictum to 'talk softly, but carry a big stick.'”

San Diego Union
Marcy 7, 1975

Lebanon

>

"In.the same vein as Eisenhower's deployment of troops
to Lebanon, Reagan has said that, as President, he would
have sent troops to Lebanon during the 1976 civil war."”

New York Times
June 4, 1976

Middle East

Responding to a gquestion on whether the U.S. should
establish a military presence in the Sinai to counter the
Soviets, Reagan said:

"I think this might be a very, very good time for
the United States to show a presence in the. Middle East.
I don't think it would be provocative and I don't think it
looks 'like anyone bullying..." .

Boston Globe
. : January 13, 19890

North Korea

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

"I cannot for the life of me understand! why someone
in the United States government, particularly the President,
has not said, ‘'That ship had better come out of that harbor
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in 24 hours or we are coming in after it.'"

Los Angeles Times
January 25, 1968

To demonstrate United States resolve and willingness
to stand by defense treaties, Reagan said we should let
it be known that,"B~52's should make a moonscape out of
North Korea i1f South Korea is attacked.” '

Los Angeles Times
June 1, 1975

Pakistan

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

"I think the most logical thing is that they
(the advisers) would go to the country we have a treaty
with, Pakistan, and that training could be provided there,
with U.S. and Pakistan where we have a legitimate reason
and right to be."

- St. Louis Globe-Democrat
January 11, 1980

Reagan'also proposed sending "a squadron of planes" to
Pakistan to counter the Soviets' move in Afghanistan.

Washington Star
January 31, 1980

b

Portugal

To prevent a Communist takeover of Portugal in 1975,
Reagan saild the United States should have acted "in any
way to prevent of discourage" the Communists, adding "It
was clearly in our interest to do so." But he refused to
be more specific.

Los Angeles Times
June 1, 1875

Rhodesia

To ensure an orderly transition in Rhodesia between a
minority-white to a black-majority rule, Reagan said:

"Whether it will be enough to have simply a show
of strength, a promise that we would (supply) troops or
whHether you'd have to go in with occupation forces or not

I don't know."

New York Times
June 4, 1976
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North Vietnam

The Los Angeles Times reported that in a speech to
the National Headliners Club Reagan stated that the United
States should have met North Vietnam's final thrust in
South Vietnam with B-52 bombers.

®

Los Angeles Times
June 1, 1975

Panama Canal

Reagan has long been a principal opponent of the
Panama Canal Treaty, and has promised that:

- "If there 1s any possibility of keeping the
Panama Canal, believe me I would do it..."

- Atlanta Constitution

January 18, 1980

United Nations

In the past, Reagan has found esxcuses to guestion United
States' participation in the United Nations. The first
occasion arose in 1971 when the issue of admitting China
to the United Nations was being discussed.

"I was also disgusted and very frankly I think that
it confirms the.moral bankruptcy of that international
organization...I don't know whether to withdraw totally
from the adjuncts of the United Nztions. You know the
service organizations surrounding itfare doing good work."

Press Conference
October 26, 1871

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

Locs Angeles Times
November 17, 1975

Reagan has also attacked various organs of the United
Nations including UNESCO. In 1977 when the head of UNESCO,
Sean MacBride, attacked the capitalist system, Reagan gave

his reply.
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"...UNESCO -- the United Nations Zducational, Scientific
and Cultural Organization...May actually be a base for
communist espionage.”

Jefferscn City Missouri
Post
‘December 15, 1977

Foreign Aid

Reagan has attacked the foreign aid program.

"We've bought dress suits for Greek undertakers, extra
wives for Kenya Government officials.”

New York Times
~January 23, 1965

Vietnam

Reagan has consistently defended the Vietnam war.
In a recent speech before the Veteran's of Foreign Wars
Convention, Reagan once again asserted the war was a "noble

cause."

August 18, 1980

Reagan has also claimed that "The Vietnam war was
not an action of moral poverty; it was a collective action
cf moral courage...”

Layfayette Journal
and Courler
April 23, 1980

Reagan feels that despite the best efforts of our
soldiers to win the war, they were hamstrung by the poli-
ticians and some segments of the public.

"There is a lesson...in Vietnam. If we are forced to
fight, we must have the means and the determination to
prevail, or we will not have what it takes to secure
the peace...we will never again ask young men to fight
and possibly die in a war our government i1s afraid to win."

Speech to Veterans
of Foreign Wars
hugust 18, 1880
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In a 1967 Newsweek article, Reagan called upon President
Johnson to escalate the Vietnam War using nuclear threats

"...no one would cheerfully want to use atomic
weapons...But...the last person in- the world who should
know we wouldn't use them is the enemy. He should go
to bed every night being afraid that we might."”

’ , Los. Angeles Times
July 3, 1967

Richard J. Whalen, one of Reagan's advisors, shares
his outlook. He believes the United States should have
bombed the dikes of North Vietnam, then "with 90% of the
country under water" negotiated a peace.

Los Angeles Times
June 26, 1980

Bush

"Certainly there are going to be situations where an
American President might have to contemplate the use of
force. One of Carter's great problems is that nobody
thinks under any circumstances that he would use force.

It's the post-Vietnman syndrome. But, going back to Reagan,

I do not favor blockading Cuba because I think that's irrelevant.

You'd lose all support of moderates in this hemisphere on
that." :

National Journal
March 15, 19890

Bush

"I don't favor permanent bases (in the Middle East). That's
where I differ with some of the other Republican candidates.
And the reason I don't is not that I don't want to--don't
recognize that you need at some point to project power or
show force, :but I see a permanent base in the Middle East as an
invitation to the Soviets to do the one thing that the )
Sudanese and the Egyptians kept them from doing: getting
a foothold in the Middle East again.

Bill Moyers' Journal
WNET/Thirteen
March 6, 1980
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Bush

"I am convinced that Carter has been an abnormally weak
and vacillating president in foreign affairs."

"He sees the world as he wishes it were, not as
it is.” ,

' ’ . . \ ] i
"We don't seem to be realistic enough, tough enough,
strong encugh. We have projected a failure to keep commit=-
ments, a weakness and vacillation.”

Madison WI, State
Journal
November 8, 1979

Bush

"I don't believe in bullying one's allies. OQr pushing
some guy around because he's smaller. I believe in leading
him and I know that at times, you have to say, 'This
is how it's going to be.'"

Concord, NH,
- ‘ Monitor & Patriot
October 12, 1979

Bush

Asked recently where he would drawn the line and commit
American troops, Bush said,

"Look, I'm not going to answer a hypothetical gquestion
about where you draw the line and put troops. That's one way
to get into foreign policy trouble, and it's a sure way to
get into political trouble.™

Wall Street Journal
February 26, 1980
file #1-19-1 (R)

Bush

"I don't think you need an overall change in diplomacy,
but I do think we need to be able to protect conventional-
force power selectively. I don't favor stationing of U.S.
forces in the Middle East which, in my view, would draw
Soviets back into the Middle East. But I don't think it's
a gquestion of redesigning something in the sense of a new
machinery to deal with foreign policy, I think it's a pro-
jection of commitment and will."”

New York Times
January 5, 1980
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Bush

"Mine 1s a moderate approach.
We need to figure out what works and what

solutions.
doesn't work.

We don't need radical

We need to find a balance.”

Philadelphia,
Inguirer

' October 22, 1979

file z 2-3-7
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Carter'

"There are two obvious preconditions for an effective
American foreign policy: a strong national economy and
a strong national defense.

"That's why I placed the highest priority on the
development: Sf a national energy policy whizh. our
country has never had. That's why we must win the struggle
against inflation, and I've been very pleased lately at
the trend in interest rates and the good news we had this
morning on the Producer Price Ifdex (Applausej. The Congress
and I are moving resolutely toward this goal. 1In fact,
every single American is involved. This common effort
to deal with' the worldwide economic challenge does reguire
someé sacrifice and I am determined that the sacrifice will
be fairly shared. The response of our democracy to economic
challenges will determine whether we will be able to manage
the challenge of other global responsibilities in the 1980s
and beyond. If we cannot meet these international ececnomic
problems successfully, then our ability to meet military and
political and diplomatic challenges will be doubtful indeed.
Although it will-not be easy, the innate advantages of our
nation's natural bounty which God has given us and the
common commitment of a free people Wwho compromise
American society give us the assurance of success.

"We must also be militarily strong. The fact is that
for 15 years the Soviet Union has been expanding its
military capabilities far out of proportion to its needs
for defense -~ a 4 or 5 percent real growth above the
inflation rate compounded annually for 13 years has
caused us some concern. For much of this same period,
our spending for defense had been going down. If these
adverse trends had continued, we would have found ourselves
facing a severe military imbalance, an imbalance &ll the more
threatening because of mounting global turbulence. That's
why I have launched a ?broad modernization of our strategic
and conventional "forces and worked to strengthen .our
alliances: We and our allies have pledged ourselves to
sustained real annual increases in our defense spending.

"Our task is to build together a truly cooperative
global community, to compose a kind of global mosaic which
embraces the wealth and diversity of the Earth's people,
cultures and religions. This will not be an easy task. The
philosophical basis of such a community must be respect for
human rights as well as respect for the independence of nations.
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"In promoting that prospect for a future of peace, we
will stay on the steady course to which we have been
committed now for the last three and a half years.

"We pursue five major objectives:

’ ui ihi, !'.‘li.i‘l\

"First, to enhance not only economic but also political
solidarity among the industrialized democracies.

"Second, to establish a genuinely cooperative relationship
with the nations of the Third World.

"Third, to persevere in our efforts for peace in the
Middle East and other troubled areas of the world.

"Fourth, to defend our strategic interests, especially
those which are now threatended in Southwest Asia.

"and fifth, to advance arms contrdél, especially through -
agreed strategic arms limitations with .the Soviet Union,
and to maintain along with this a firm and a balanced re-
lationship with the Soviets. -

"Qur first objective, solidarity with our Allies, is the .
touchstone of our foreign policy. Without such solidarity,
the world economy and international politics may well
degenerate into disorder.

"This is why we have led the North Atlantic Alliance

in its program to upgrade its convention forces. And last
winter, in an historic decision, NATO agreed to strengthen
its nuclear missiles in Europe in order to respond to a
very disturbing Soviet missile buildup there.

"Next month, the seven leading industrial democracies will
hold a2 summit meeting in Venice. I look forward to being
there with the other six leaders of our. most:important
Allies. TIt's our collective intention not only to make
the summit another milestone for global economic cooperation,
but also to advance our political and our strategic solidarity."

World affairs Counci.
Philadelphia
May 1980
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Administration Record in Foreign Pollcv

We have a strong and good record: peace in the
Middle East -- the most crucial area -- which provides
us with a basis for dealing with an outrageous situation in
Afghanistan. Nothing puts us in a better position for deal-
ing"with this problem than the Camp David Accords. Beyond
that, we are improving America's strengun and resolve --
in the post-Vietnam era -- both at home and abroad; relations
with our key Allies have rarely besn better; we have made
decisive progress in peacemaking; both in the Middle East
and (with the British) in southern Africa; and we have
demonstrated to the world -- following Vietnam -- that we
are a country that stands for its values, and are the major
country others look up to. :

Afghanistan is the product of fundamental Soviet
miscalcualtion about the reaction of the entire world.
It has revealed the Soviets for what they are -- not the
partisans of independence and non-alignment and the whole
world has brought them to account.

-- Soviet aggression in Afghanistan is the
result of a disastrous failure of Soviet policy. That is
the way it is perceived by virtually every naticn in the
world, and I am sure thHat is how it will come tc be seen
in the Kremlin in time.

I have drawn the line in the region and the
response of other countries has been very gratifying, in-
cluding those who are prepared to provide necessary facil-
ities.

—— In defense, I reversed a decade's decline in

real defense spending, and we are now making steady increases

in the face of 15 years of major Soviet defense increases. We
created . the NATO Long-Term Defense Program, a major
achievement; and we now also agree to deploy long-range
tactical nuclear weapons in Europe.

-- External factors -- the growth of Soviet
power and arrogance, spreading turmoil in parts of the
developing world -- have complicated this task, but we

have been putting together the essential building blocks
for the future. Specifically: 5% real growth in defense

spending; NATO Long-Term Defense Program; negotiating SALT 171~

normalization with China; Camp David; southern Africa peace-
making; Panama Canal Treaties; Mult11ateral Trade Ag:eenent
Seven-nation Summits; Common Fund.
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-- There 1s much left to be done. Most
important is realizing as a nation the critical importance
to us of the Persian Gulf/southwest Asia area, and the ne&d
to convince the Soviet Union of its mistake in believing that
we are too preoccupied with cur domestic problems toc resist
the further expansion of its powers abroad.

' I have heard and read recently a lot about a strong
America, We are strong, and I intend to see that
we stay that way. But words are cheap.

It does no good to talk about a strong America
and oppose a strong defense.

You can't attack inflation with brave words
while you vote for larger deficits.

Anyone can be in favor of a "firm response," sO
long as the response in not controversial, and we certainly
will never end our addiction to OPEC o0il by promising the
American people cheap, plentiful energy in the years
ahead.

Y

B

,11‘ 1

'Al b,

- |+M-w g



SALT

Reagan's Early Position -~ Objections

Reagan opposed the SALT II Treaty as it was
negotiated by both the Ford and Carter administrations.
His objections, even before the details of the Treaty were
known, were on the grounds that i1t would allow the Soviets
to achieve nuclear parity.

"We should be far more aware of our bargaining strength than
we seem to be. The Soviet Union seems most anxious to enter
a SALT II agreement. They have reason to be worried about
a defense weapons system in which we hold a huge technological
lead, a bright spot for us called the cruise missile...The _
best way to have an eguitable SALT II agreement is to negoti-
ate from a firmly established position. We should not be so
eager for an agreement that we make unnecessary concessions,
for to grant such concessions 1s to whet the Scviet appetite
for more."

—~—

New York Times
February 11, 1976

Reagan ther’ changed his objections. He no longer

objected to Soviet parity but rather he claimed the Soviets

would become superior to the United States.

"President Carter and his supporters in the Congress
...are negotiating a SALT II treaty that could very well
make this nation NUMBER TWO behind the Soviet Union in
defense and offense capability."

Ronald Reagan Letter
February, 1979

Reagan did not change this latter.objection and.used
it as  a standard campaign line.

"SALT II is not strategic arms limitation. It is
strategic arms buildup, with the Soviets adding a minimum
of 3,000 nuclear warheads to their inventory..."

New York Times
September 16, 1979

Reagan's Current Position -- Proposals

In late 1979, Reagan began to add his own SALT proposals
to his criticism of SALT II. Where at first he had objected
to the Soviets achieving nuclear parity, in 1979 he began
to advocate a new policy.

' Julawlblhm&bp
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"“...(an) arms limitation agreement that legitimately
reduces nuclear armaments toc the point that neither ccuntry
represents a threat to the other."

San Jose Mercury
September 16, 1979

- By early 1980, Reagan was Jjoining his standard
criticism ¢f SALT II with his proposal of first achieving-
military superiority, and then negotiating a nuclear arms
reduction treaty. 5

"We also should have learned the lesson that we

- cannot negotiate arms control agreements that will slow

down the Soviet military builldup, as long as we let the
Soviets move ahead of us in every category of armaments.
Once we clearly demonstrate to the Soviet leadership that
we are determined to compete, arms control negotiations
will again have a chance. On such a basis, I would be
prepared to negotiate vigorously for verifiable reductions
in armaments, since only on:such a basis could reductions
be equitable.” ~-

Chicago Council on
Foreign Relations
March 17, 1980

Bush

"And my conviction is this--amend the Treaty; send
it back, and I think this administration is wrong when
they're saying (sic) there's a new arms race. Why?
Because the Soviet Union is already 1in an arms race.
They're spending 40 percent more than we are."

CBS Face the Nation
page 6
Qctober 7, 1979

Bush

"And it's the intent of the Soviets that concerns me;
and I believe that those who, in the Senate, who want to
see it amended are on the right track. And I want a SALT
Treaty. I prepared the national intelligence estimates
for this country; I don't like what I see in this arms
race. Frankly, my presidency would be aimed as much as
possible at the reduction--SALT III. ©Not easy to do,
but strength of commitment, I think, could get us there."

CBS Face the Nation
Page 7
October 7, 1979
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Bush

“Can we catch the Soviets i1f they try to cheat? The
answer 1s ominous for the United States. The fact is that
under this treaty we are virtually unable to monitor whether
the Soviets comply with its terms....When it comes to
verification of SALT II, Jimmy Carter will ask us to trust
the Soviets as he once asked us to trust him. But I say
...that a treaty that cannot be verified tomorrow shouldn't

be ratified today,"” -

Wall‘SEreet Journal
July 6, 1879

Bush

"What we need is an actual reduction, not limitation
in nuclear weapons."”

R

- Birmingham, AL, News
- October 3, 1979

Bush

"I oppose the SALT agreement as put forward. I would
amend the treaty. After a period of time, I believe the
Soviets would indeed negotiate." :

vancouver, WA, Columbian®

July 18, 1979

Bush

"It is not a good treaty as drafted. Our ability

to verify Soviet compliance is severely diminished by the loss

of (observation) stations in Iran.

"There are things the Soviets can do to make the
treaty verifiable. Why aren't they willing to do them? I
want to see that tested.”

Columbus, OH, Citizen

Journal
October 17, 1879

Bush

"Somehow every negotiation should push the Soviets for
far more meaningful reductions....Il'd be preparac as
president to go a long way toward real reductions and real
verifiable limits....A SALT III treaty is really a lot
more important and meaningful than SALT II. So don't get
caught in a bad deal now. Push harder for better SALT 11

terms.”

Poli
1879
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Bush

"We should have SALT III, a meaningful, verifiable
reduction in nuclear arms. You don't get there through
a bad SALT II treaty, however.”

Illinois interviews and
speeches

Champaign, Illinois
News-Gazeitte

February 3, 1980

Bush

"I don't like the SALT Treaty. I don't think it's
a good agreement., I think the Senate should amend it or
reject it. I think the Soviets would renegotiate.... {the
treaty) locks in inequality and can't be verified."

— Carroll, IA, Daily Times-
=2 Herald
July 2, 1979

"The Soviet economy is less than half as strong as
ours, and yet they're spending 40 percent more on military
matters. I don't think rejecting the treaties would mean
an arms race. Their economy is already over-burdened."”

Bush

Claremont, NH, Eagle-Times

August 10, 18979



Carter

".,..we remain deeply committed to the process of
mutual and verifiable arms control, particularly to the
effort to prevent the spread and further development of

‘nuclear weapons. OQur decision to defer, but not abandon

our efforts to secure ratification of the SALT II Treaty
reflects our firm conviction that the United States has

a profound national security interest in the constraints

on Soviet nuclear forces which only that treaty can provide."

State of the Union Address
January 1980
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Mondale

"In recent days, three major guestions have been raised
about the SALT treaty. In each, I believe the evidence
is clearly on the side of ratification.

i A
b bk

. "The first guestion: Does SALT undermine our national
security? Those who believe it does point to the weapons the
Soviets are permitted under the treaty, like the so-called
heavy SS-18 missile, or the Backfire bomber. Because we
do not possess our own heavy missile, and because the Soviets
can keep their Backfires, it is claimed that the treaty
jeopardizes our national security. :

"But that argument does not stand up to common sense.
It is totally misleading to single out one or two aspects
of Soviet strategic forces and claim that this treaty gives
them superiority. What counts and what must be kept in mind
is the total picture. And what is 1it?

"First, of all, we don'"t have any heavy missiles because
we don't need them, and the Defense Department has always
said they don't want them. We have what they call a triad of
weapons, some on land, some in water, some in air. The Soviets
-put 70% of their forces on the increasingly vulnerable fixed
land-based ICBM systems. We have put 3/4 of our strategic
weapons, and I think wisely so, in our essentially invulnerable
and greatly superior submarines and bombers.

"Nor are we standing still. On the land, the President
has ordered full-scale development of the new MX that will
make our ICBMs mobile. The MX, though smaller in size than
the $S-18, is absolutely equal to the biggest Soviet missile
in military capability, and will be much more survivable
because it is mobile,.

"Developing the MX, coupled with the increasing strength
of the rest of our forces, meets the treat of a possible
Soviet first-strike advantage in the 1980s. And the MX is expli-
citly available to us under the treaty. And that's not the
end of it.

"In the water we have ¢ times as many warheads as the
Soviets do on our far less vulnerable and far superior
submarines. This fall we will beginning fitting our Poseidon
submarines with the longer ranged Trident I missiles. By the
middle of '81, the U.S$.S. Ohio, the first Trident, will be
deployed.

" .‘-.‘rﬂb-m'ﬂ;-n oy



"These new systems assure that our submarine based
missiles will continue to be invulnerable. And that's
not all.

"In the air, we are fitting our B-52s with cruise
missiles that are five to ten years ahead of the Soviet
weapons. QOur B-52 forces eclipse the Soviet air defenses.
'We are working with our NATO allies toward modernizing our
theater nuclear weapons. We have a flying armada of
strategic FB-1llls, of F-11lls in Europe, of aircraft on
our carriers -- all of which can strike Soviet territory
and none of which is counted under the treaty.

"...And we are explicitly reserved the right to build
an aircraft comparable to the Backfire if we want it.

"When our total nuclear capacity is measured against
the Soviets" strategic equivalence between us in indis-
putable. Nothing in the SALT treaty undermines that
effort. Nothing in the treaty forecloses any option
we want. But without SALT,.everything will be far more
costly. )

"Without SALT, the characteristics and size of the
forces we face will be far less certain.

"an that is why, and I want to underscore this, that
‘is why the Joint Chiefs of Staff -- every one of them the
head of the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, the Marines --
unanimously support this treaty. That is why the current
SAC commander, the Strategic Air Command commander, supports
this treaty. That is why the Secretary of Defense, a
California product, by the way, an expert in strategic
arms and one of the most gifted Americans ever to hold that
post, supports it.

"And that is why all of our Western allies, every
one of them, support this treaty, and have given their
strong and unqualified endorsement.

"The second major argument brought against the treaty
is that it is based on hard-nosed reality and
suspicion. The diplomatic language of those negotiations

is not so polite to ignore that we must rely on our own means

to verify what the other side is doing.

"And the treaty is built on seven years' experience
with Soviet behavior in SALT I. 1In that agreement, a
standing body was established to dezl with issues that might
arise relating to compliance under the earlier treaty.
Not a single charge of violation was made by either side.
And every issue regarding ambilguous activity that we or the
Soviets brought to that body was satisfacterily resolved.
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"Can SALT be adeguately verified? I serve on all the
highly classified, super-secret agencies that deal with

‘this matter, And I say it can, and I have no doubt about

i1t.

"That 1s the testimony of the leader of every aspect
of the American intelligence community. There are people
who' are not tied into political party. They are long-time
profeSSLOnals who ‘conduct the most 'sophisticated super-secret
work that is carried on anywhere in our government.

"To the person, they have testified that ths treaty
is verifiable. That's the position of the Secretary of
Defense, and it's the position of every member of the Joint
Chiefs of sStaff.

"What is critical in verification is that we be able
to identify any vioclations before they can affect the
strategic balance. What is important is not that we know
everything about Soviet forces, but that we know about
those things that matter to. -Qur security.

~ "We have monitored Soviet strategic forces for 30
years, and with unbelievable accuracy. And we will continue

_to do so with or without a SALT agreement.

"We have a multi-billion dollar intelligence network.
We have photographic satellites, radar stations, and other
highly sophisticated devices. And SALT, and this is very
important, expressly forbids the use of any measure by the
Soviet Union or by us to deliberately obstruct verification
of the provisions of this agreement.

"This treaty is not built on trust, it is built on
our own technology, and our proven ability to monitor backed
up by the terms ©f the treaty.

"The third major argument about SALT has been made from
both ends of the political spectrum. It is said that the
treaty does not limit the arms race or does not limit it
enough or even that it legalizes an arms build up.

"But the claim this treaty fails to cap the arms race
collapses in the face of a few simple facts.

"Today the Soviets have 2500 strategic missile launchers
and bombers. Under the terms of the treaty, they must dis-
mantle 250 of them. But without the treaty, we estimate that
they could have had up to 3,000 such launchers and bombers by
1985, 1/3 more than the total permitted under this agreement.
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"Under the limit of the 2500 launchers and bombers,
there are additional sub-limits that are very important
to us. Without SALT II, by 1985 we expect that the
Soviets could have as many as 1800 multiple
warheaded, or MIRVed, missile launchers. With SALT, they
are limited to 1200. Without SALT by 1985 we expect that the
Soviets could have up to 1400 MIRV'ed ICBM launchers.
With SALT, they're limited to 820. Under SALT, the number
or warheads they're permitted under their largest missile,
the 18, is ten warheads. They are capable of putting 20 or
30 warheads on that system. The difference is some 6,000 fewer
warheads with the treaty than without it. Without SALT,
the Soviets could continue developing newer and more
deadly land-based missiles. 1In the past they have done so,
having 3 or 4 new systems underway at the same time. But
with SALT, they are restricted to only one new system.

World Affairs Council
Los Angeles, CA
July 1979
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April 16, 1980

SALT II PROSPECTS.

Q: Is the SALT II Treaty dead? If not, when do you plan
to ask the Senate to resume consideration of it?

A: -- Early in January, at our reguest, the
Senate leadership deferred further consideration of SALT II
for the time being. But the Treaty remains on the Senate
calendar; we remain firmly convinced that the Treaty is in

the national interest of the United STates: and we are committed

to its ratification.

‘ -— We did not negotiate this treaty to
make friends with the Soviet Union. We negotiated because,
as adversaries with awesome military power, it is in our
security interest to have reliable, verifiable limits on the
strategic arms race. In a period of heightened tensions, it
is all the more important to have reliable constraints on the
competition in strategic weapons.

~—- The United States intends to ebide by

-its obligations under international law to take no action

inconsistent with SALT II, provided that the Soviet Union
reciprocates. The evidence we have is that the Soviets
have to date taken no actions inconsistent with the Treaty.

4
SALT II COMPLIANCE

Q: What did you meapn when you said that the US would comply
with the provisions of SALT II within the bounds of
reciprocal action by the Soviets and consultations with
the Congress? Does this obviate the need for actual
ratification: And are the Soviets in fact complying?

Ac: -—- Under international law the United

States and the Soviet Union are obligated to refrain from
acts which would defeat the object and purpose of the SALT II
Treaty while its ratification is pending.

* ® *
-—- In addition, the United States has

no'plans to take actions which would be inconsistent with
any of the terms of the SALT II Treaty, so long as the

Soviets act with similar res;raint.
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-~ We will continue to monitor Soviet
activities closely. The evidence we have to date is that the
Soviets have taken on actions inconsistent with the Treaty.

-- Qur currently-planned strategic programs
are consistent with the Treaty. They will enable us to
maintain effective deterrence and essential equivalence.

We will, of course, continue to assess our strategic posture
in the light of our overall:security interests, taking

into account the military need for additional steps, Soviet
actions, and the terms of the SALT II Treaty.

~~ This policy we have adopted in no
way eliminates the need for ratification of the SALT II Treaty.
SALT II must be ratified if the significant constraints it im-
poses on Soviet nuclear weaponry are to have full, long-
term effect. o

Q: Since the Backfire bomber can reach targets in the
continental US, why shouldn't it be included in SALT?

aA: -~ The SOVlet Union is currently

deploylng Backfires in both their long-range air force and

in naval aviaticon units. The Backfire bomber has been in
production for several years, and current production averages

-two and a half dircraft a month. We continue to believe that

the primary purpose of the Backfire is to perform peripheral
attack and naval missions. Undoubtedly, this alrcrartt has

some intercontinental capability in that it can surely
reach the United States from home bases on a one-wav,
high-altitude, subsonic, unrefueled flicht; with refueling

and Arctic staging it can probably, with certain high-
altitude cruise flight profiles, execute a two-way mission
to much of the United States.

-~ The ability to strike the territory
of the other side is not the criterion for determining whether
an aircraft is a "heavy bomber" and, thus, subject to the
limitations in the SALT II agreement. For example, the
US has 67 FB-11l1l's which are part of our strategic bomber
force and dedicated to attack on the Soviet Union. We also
have over 500 aircraft deployed in the European and Pacific
theaters which have the capability to strike Soviet territory.
The Soviet Union at one time tried to get these latter

aircraft included in SALT on the grounds that they could str1<e:

the Soviet Union. With the firm support of our Allies, we
adamently resisted that position on the grounds that these
aircraft, whatever their theoretical capability, are deployed

for theater missions and, thus, not subject to SALT limitations.

The Soviets have used this same argument with respect to the
Backfire.

didbi, | r.‘liﬁ.'i?a:&a‘u :
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~- Nevertheless, the Soviets have agreed
to furnish specific assurances concerning the Backfire. The
US regards the obligations undertaken by these &ssurances as
integral to the Treaty. These assurances, which include
a freeze on the current Backfire oroduction rate , are con-
sistent with the US objective of constraining the strateglc
potential of the Backfire force, while continuing to exclude
our own EBuropean and Pacific-based theater aircraft from
SALT. Those assurances also help to restrict the Backfire
to a theater role. In particular, limiting the numbers
available means that Soviet diversion of Backfire from its thea-

ter and naval missions to a strategic role would sub-

stantially reduce Soviet strength in these areas while

adding only marginally to overall Soviet strategic capability.

Q: It is claimed that SALT II will be adequately verifiable;
but how will the US make sure that the Soviets aren't
cheating? Doesn't the loss of intelligence collection
sites in Iran undermine-our ability to verify the SALT II
agreement? "

A: -— The US relies for verification on "national

.technical means®™ which is a general term covering a variety of

technical collection methods for monitoring Soviet military
activities. As the President has publicly confirmed, these
national technical means include photographic satellites.
There are other collection methods as well. For example,

we are able to monlitor Soviet telemetry -- that is, the
technical data transmitted by radio signals from the

Soviet missiles during tests -- from outside Soviet territory.
A further example of national technical means are the ships
and aircraft which we also use to monitor Soviet missile
tests. The sides have also acknowledged that large radars,
such as the COBRA DANE radar at Shemya Island in the
Aleutians, can be used as a form of national technical means

(NTM) .

-— This is not a complete list of the

technical devices that constitute our. NTM. Still less 1is
it a complete list of US intelligence resources. fany of
our intelligence resources are very sensitive. Public

acknowledgement of their existence, much less of their
technical cabpabilities and details of how they work or what
information they produce, would make it far easier for the
Soviets to negate them. Therefore, what we can say publicly
about the details of our intelligence facilities 1is very
limited. Members of the Senate who will have to vote on

the Treaty will, of course, have full access to all the

details.
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-- However, there is no secret that
our NTM enable us to learn a great deal about Soviet mili-
tary systems, including the strategic nuclear £forces that
are limited in SALT. We are able to monitor many aspects
of the development, testing, production, deployment,
training, and operation of Soviet strategic forces, despite
the- closed nature of Soviet society and Soviet concern
with secrecy. A good measure of the capabilities of our system
of intelligence collection is the detailed information we
publish on Soviet forces: For example, the Secretary of
Defense's Report for FY 80 lists the numbers of Soviet
bombers, missiles, and gives estimates of the numbers of weapons
carried on Soviet forces. We know that the Soviets have a
"fifth generation! of ICBMs under development, and we know a
good deal about their characteristics -- this before a single
missile has been flight-tested. That this is by no means
the full extent of our knowledge of Soviet systems is clear
from the mass of unofficial -- but often all-too-accurate
-~ leaks of detailed information on Soviet programs.

~- From these sources, then, we are able
to assemble a detailed picture of Soviet forces,
both overall and in terms of the characteristics of parti-
cular systems. No one source 1is essential; instead we rely

‘on information from a variety of sources -- for example,

what we learn from photography can be checked against
information from radar or telemetry monitoring. This means
both that loss of a particular source, though it can be

important and require replacement, does not "blind" our

ability to monitor what the Soviets are doing. Moreover,

the use of multiple sources complicates any effort to
disguise or conceal a violation. The Soviets know we have

a big intelligence operation and know a certain amount

about how it works, from our officizal statements, from leaks,
from spies, and from their own NTM. But we know they do

not know the full capabilities of our sytems -- or, equally
important, how we use the information we collect. The result
is that efforts to conceal would have to be planned to cope
with a number of US collection systems, some of them A
entirely unknown. (The need to maintain this uncertainty is
a major justification for continued secrecy about our
intelligence systems and methods.)

-— As for the loss of the intelligence
collection sites in Iran, we are proceeding in an orderly
fashion to reestablish that capability. As Secretary of
Defense, Harold Brown pointed out in his April 5 speech in
New York, the issue is not whether the capability will be
reestablished but rather how, where, and how guickly. There
are a number of alternatives available to us for recovering
the capability. Some can be implemented more guickly than
others. Some involve consultations with other countries,

some do not.
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-- Intelligence of the kind obtained
from the Iranian sites provides informationon Soviet stra-
tegic systems, including some of the aspects of the stra-
tegic systems which are limited by SALT. For this reason,
we will be moving with all deliberate speed to reestablish
the capability. However, as noted above, we have a large
number of other technical intelligence collection sources
which collect intelligence on Soviet strategic systems.
As a consequence 1t 1s not imperative that the Iranian
capabllity be immediately reestablished to ensure that the
emerging SALT agreement is adequately verifiable, i.e.,
that any Soviet cheating that could pose a military
risk be detected in time for the US to respond and offset
the threat. As long as the capability is reestablished
on a timely basis -- as we plan to do =-- there will be no
impact on SALT verification. We estimate that regaining
enough capability to monitor adequately these tests for
SALT purposes will take about a year.

-~ The principal information at issue
is the nature and characteristics of new or modified Soviet

ICBMs. Each such Soviet program will reguire about 20

flight tests over a period of years. We would be able to

monitor testing and detect violations well before the
testing programs were complete. On this basis, we are

.confident that we will be able to verify adequately a

SALT agreement from the moment it is signed.
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Wnat pretmds to be t.he de{zse debate of thecam-
paxg-;1 amouats to a claim by Répald Reagan that he-
would restore tuclear “suoeﬁariry‘ gver the Sovi
Union and Jimmy Carter's retort that ke will pr <
a strategic strength that is “‘second to none.’.The Re-

" publican cand.zdat_e depiores delay of the MX missile -

and other weapons; the President says be s acquiring
.the MK and more at the proper pace. Only I ohn Ander-
son challenges the 2/ directly. - Tul

" #-NMp. Reagan wants-to c:eat.. tne imprassxon of a
dangamus new- “missxle gap" ‘while Mr. Carter has
bought ‘the }MX mostly 1o, defend himsel? polit.tcally.
. Theseare the worst moriva forsa fat.ful adecision. -

: The failure to d=bate the merits and flaws of tha

MX' is bad enpugh; even worse I3 the Cartsr Admims-
tration’s- efiort o preempt discussion by boastmo

about some new n.uclear targ.ung strategy, Duuﬁ:ﬂy, :

. Defense snc.*-etary ‘Brown says that®American war-

heac’_s are: now bein° ta.rge£=d. to a.now t.ha nation to

fight'and win'a’ “*limited’” nuclear war - - which he

Unicn s big aad accurate new;mssi[es giveltatheoret-’

- ical’ canauxhty to dsu'oy most’ American land-based -

missiles in a’ su:-grisa ‘attack.” Some Soviet military. -
writv.ngs do sug,_,est that tb.f-*r'= are Soviet zZemerals who -
' beliave such a frst strike ‘could win 2 war. The theory ©

_ is that a Surprise’sirike would leave Moscow with such
’ ovarwnhlm.mg puclear -stmngt.h as to make America

ns.< Piiqd ez d%..atmn of

sue for peace rather:th
c.:.t_es in both naticng. ¥ :

ident. Ca.rter's ﬂrst, proper. responses to this.
th rﬂt!ca.l dang_rwas a dhcisi:m to make some Ameri-

‘ ca;z Jacd based, missiles mobile. They would b2 iz
mura to surprise attack ‘and ressain available for re-
'_thas= ar=issuss wor .hdasa--c LT e L

' tallatory. Strixes. But when it came tmze to cucc§_e\a_
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" striXe wesapon would threatsn

. tha daager of surprise aw

parsonally. doubts could be either lzmxted or WOLL 'nus

~includng

mg I$trategies’ ans&e ‘rorn a concem [that the Sovxe' '
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mabile missile, Mr: Carter picked the M'X to g2in tha
suppertol the Joint Chiefsfor SALT I The X was tha
b;,;a-st and bast of the fareseeable weapons. It would
therelore rmake the Soviat land-based n:ussxles aopea:
asvilaerable asthe Ameériczncnes.” - ..

Such symmetry; however, would 2 actually be Iess
sale 2ad only accslerate th2 are=s race. For w...12° 2

: Sovizst first-strike capacity “~=~3r=ncany threatens ons-

fourthof America’s nuclear forces, an American first--
2 three-fourths ol present
Sovist forces, And with boia sides possessing - firsts:

_strike temptations, their tahaviorin a crlszs c:n.ld b2-
" lesscert

tainly restrained tzannow, ~i-.c o -
In fact, the Soviet firsi-strike c:ha.|.1=-n='a cm.Id b=
ofisetin muchless dangersus ways. Instead of the M,
Armerica could daplcy a smaller missile, like Minute- =
max ¢r Trident, in a maobils form. That would remaova
tack mtbcut threate:xlna c-z-
ag?.m..t.hf-Sov et Unioa. R e
Tz= argument for a vary la.r and pot°-'* mob; Ie
. weapcn s simply not perseasiva. ”'he United States al. .

- ready has the ability to fight any kind of nuclear war, °

g any that could be realistically described’
“limitad.” With 10,000 warheads, Ame}:’-xca could daes- -

-

Stroy two-thirds of Russla’s land-based missiles and
every other important military target-and stll have L
gncuzl ledt to d.strcy evary large Soviet: citv mos,. of
ch:atx.ndus ryand75 mﬂl.anp—-op...,. R XA
- With s many warhsads, American’ missxl&e 1zave
“to b—‘= Periodically retarge t2d to emphasae onz2 or an-’
oiizr priority. The dangar liss not in alming 2t more - -
miitary targets than cities tut in looking to t.heM}’ to :.

.»-—-—— -

- acdvance any serious “limited war’ strategy. For th= =

MX would not only survive swrprise attack and add to
_America’s capacity toinitiats such an attack. It would
"~ threatsa Soviet weapons in a way that will force the
Russiazs to build their 0% po weriul mobile sy'stem,.-,

,tb’.s diminishing the prosgects of arms control.. T el

: *Tz2 major party caadidates notw*:h;.tandmc' -
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"'NY TIMES EDITORIAL:

BACXGROUND PAPER
ON

THE DEFENSE DEBATE,- SUCH AS IT

Does M-X iconstitute a first-strlv

1
weapon?
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. Tt is true that s;lo based ICBMs will be vulnesrable to
trateglc recsponse of the other side--U.S.
80's and then the Soviets'

Deploying thc M-X will not give us a disarming first-
—strike capability agaimnst the Soviet Union,
~would still have sizeable and powerful strat egic forces
- remaining after an M-X

silos in the early !
Toc a considerablie extent,

-...% - Soviet ICBMs would be vulnerahle to 2 first-strike in the

LR A e Ty

- - :zm380's, even without M-X, because of recent improvezents-to - -
- :'f MINUTLMAN III.
‘:':2%” : Compelllng evidence that M-X is not in fact or by‘désign

o Z .a flrst strlke Weapon EX1StS in the open press:

A very 51gn1f1canu porglon of the $33.8 b
‘tag is consumed by a basing design whose first task is teo mqke

1lion price

because the Soviets.._
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ae nn et F M- X survivable, 2 notion incompatible with-a true first-strike

- Weapen.

G e

- . Lot

‘0 . We are planning to deploy only 200 missiles--a nunber .

.. far too small to constitute a first-strike weapon. ¥We could

=i~ "have chosen to deploy morc; we did not because, in part, to

- _avoid the erroneous perception we were bent cn acqul‘lng a :

first-strike weapon system. H

Deployment of M-X will simply accslerate the artms race, .

e FundgmnngaT to our dcveIOpment oI strategic forces is :
i the policy of strategic dcterrence: o build our dzfenses

to a level sufficient to deter any rational foreign government

;» —-—— from atta
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—rozin. missiles (200) to a level insu£f~c
Soviet 1CBM force at
both a serious commitment to arms con

intain unambilguous ce;

ccnumitment
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cking us.
The M-X concept provides the
to deterrence without thrcatening
This is accomplished by choosing a large number
(4600) to provide survivability, whi
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How can we possibly need a large missile in 1ight of
the existence ol 10,000 warheads? o

The very first question we addressed in considering H-X
was why is 1t necessary at all? Why do we need modernization
or improvement of our strategic nuclear forces? Today we have
9,000 nuclear warhcuads in our strategic forces. The 9,000
warhead force is sufficient conly if it is available when

b o
Bl o

' .‘f

b,

‘nceded. The relevart issue is not how many warheads we have

in our force, it's how many wWe can count on surviving a
surprise attack--how many the Soviets have t0 take into
account as surviving after a surprise attack. We want theat )
number to be large, und we want there to be no uncertainty '
in the mind of the Soviets that these surviving forces will

be large and powerful. So the issue is not the size of the '
force; the issue is the survivability of the forcs.. z

In the past the survivability of our ICBMs, our MINUTEMAN  —-
force, was achieved by putting the missiles in vertical silos

"and surrounding them with concretc andé reinforcing steel. Given ..
" this hardening and the poor accuracy of Soviet IC3Ms, MINUTEMAN |

could ride out an attack and still be available to provide 2 T
counter-strike, thereforc deterring 2 Soviet attack from taking
place. This was true until the Soviet Union began tests of a
nevw guidance system on their largest missile, the SS5-18. 2o

In December 1977, the Soviets began testing the new
guidance system {or the SS-18. We followed those tests very
carcefully, analyzed the data that our intelligence sources
collccted, and by the summer of 1978 concluded that they had
developed a guidance system that allowed the S5-18 to o
detonate close enought to MINUTEMAN silos to destroy them. -
From that point on, it was clear that the MINUTEMAN system
could not provide the deterrence in the future which it had
provided in the past. More generally, we concluded that
silos were inadequate, antd that any fixed basing was inade-

quate as a way of protecting our strztegic forces. :

'hy not use 2 smaller missile, like MINUTEMAN or TRIDENT?

Extensive analyscs showed that the total costs of acquiring

. dnd operating a survivable, mobile, land-based IC2M system were
"minimized by use of a large missile. We did look seriously

at 2 possible compromise missile, common or esscntially common

to SLBM and 1CBM. That study indicated we would have to give

up too much ICBM capability to recalize cost savings. In the
final analysis, with SALT II looming very large, we decided

to develop the largest missile allowed by that treaty, thus
seizing that opportunity rather than foreclosing it by develop-
ment of a smaller JCBM. Simultancously, we knew thzt decision
would minimize costs of thec M-X systen,.
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Won't deployment of M-X he destabilizing in 2 crisis?

. ¥We¢ believe thc contrary te he true,
think the Soviets know that M-X dces not
first-strike weapon. But there are other reasons for believing
that M-X will have a stabilizing effect, reasons derived from
anticipating what the likely Sov1et responses might be to M-X
deployment, By making Soviet silo-based missiles more vulnerable,
M-X will deter any Soviet efforts to increase the threat to M-X
by expanding their silo-based missile forces. .

largely because we
constitute 2 disarming

Finally, to the extent that the capabilities of the M-X
worry the Soviets, they can usc the time until it is deployed
to put incrcascd emphasis on systems that will be more survivable
than fixed land-bascd JCBMs (such as the moblle system suggested
in the editorial), or to cooperate with us in negotiating arms
control agreements that make silo-based missiles survivable for
hoth sides, or that makc decep reductions in nucleer weapons.
We would welcome any of these llxely rnsp01ses as stablllzlng.
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Reagan
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, Sept. 9, Reuter -
Republican Presidential candidate Ronald Reagan said

today the way to deal with the hostage situation in ILran
was to give the Iranian government an ultimatum.

Speaking at a street corner rally here, Mr. Reagan
said the U.S. Government should send a private message saying:
"We want our people back and we want them back today or the

results will be very unpleasant.”

Mr. Reagan, who 1s on a campaign swing through the
country's industrial states, did not specify what reprisals
he had in mind if the Iranian government did not comply.

He said the Carter Administration "Is responsible for
the situation that brought about the taking of the hostages
in the first place.” _

Mr . Reagan said the United States should have stood by
the late Shah before he was forced from power by the revolu-
tion led by religious leader Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini.

After the Shah was overthrown, &the Carter Administration
should have evacuated the U.S. Embassy in Teheran or
strengthened its guard, he added.

Instead, he charged, Mr. Carter ordered that weapcns
be taken away from the U.S. Marines guarding the Embassy.

President Carter told a press conference after the embassy

was seized that it would have been futile for the Marine
Guards to have tried to resist.

Milwaukee, Wisconsin
Street Corner Rally
September 9, 1980
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Reagan

In reference to the £all of the Shah of Iran, Reagan
vaguely asserted the revolution somehow could have been
averted.

"I believe there was a time this revolt (against the
Shah's government)could have been halted. I can't
tell you exactly how. But I think it could have been
done.” ‘ '

San Francisco Chronicle
November 15, 1979

Bush

"Do you know that only recently did Jimmy Carter talk
about 53 hostages instead of 50? Three of them are held
by the government. they could turn those people loose, take

them out to the Tehran Airport and send them home today. And in

addition to that, You have these terrorists that they call
students, and so I just think that nothing's risk free.
You're dealing with people that have total disrespect for
international law. And I would say nothing is risk free.
and that's a tough decision for the President. But he'll
have my support if he goes -- tightens up." :

NBC Meet the Press
April 20, 1980

Bush

"But I know enough about it (the Iranian situation) to
know that somewhere between sending in the Marines and sitting
there doing nothing, as United States of America, is a need.
And that's what I'm talking about paramilitary."”

NBC Meet the Press
April 20, 1980

Bush

"I've been a severe critic of Carter's weak foreign
policy, but this is no time for bipartisan criticism. Potential
candidates must act responsibly.

"If you study the hostage situation psychology, the longer
they stay alive, the better their chances for freedom.

"When this is all over with and the hostages are free,
I will have a clearer perspective and will meke a statement
at that time. ©Until then, I support the President.”

"We ought to have standby plans, ©of course, but I
assume the President has such plans.”

Elgin, IL, Daily Courier
News, December 2, 1979
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Bush

Bush

"Obviously the United States should act, and act in
definitive way to let tyrants around the world know

"

a
they can't brutalize American citizens (as in Iran).

Keene, NH, Sentinel
November 26, 197¢%

Bush

"You'll hear plenty about it when this crisis {in Iran)
is over. VYou're not dealing with ratiornality here. I would
put the lives of the hostages ahead of your understanding,
at this moment, the intricacies of my foreign policy.

"Sometimes you have to resist the temptation to unload
and act more responsibly... I'm not the President of the
United States. I would forgo political advantage, even if

it means you won't vote for me."

b UPI release
November 26, 1979

>

"By God, if they (American hostages in Iran) get harmed

I want to see some action. I don't want us to act like a

third class power."

Boston, MA, Glove
November 27, 1979
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"One very immediate and pressing objective that is
uppermost on our minds and those of the American people is
the release of our hostages in Iran.

- "We have no basic guarrel with the nation, the revolution or

the people of Iran. The threat to them comes not from American
policy but from Soviet actions in the region. We are prepared
to work with the government of Iran to develop a new and
mutually beneficial relationship.

"But that will not be possible so long as Iran
continues to hold Americans hostage, in defiance of the world
community and civilized behavior. They must be released
unharmed. We have thus far pursued a measured program of
peaceful diplomatic and economic steps in an attempt to resolve
this issue without resorting to other remedies available to us
under interantional law. This reflects the deep respect of
our Nation for the rule of law and for the safety of our
people being held, and our belief that a great power bears
a responsibility to use 1ts strength in a measured and judicious
manner. But our patience 1s not unlimited and our concern for
the well-being 5 of our fellow citizens grown each day."

State of Union Message
January, 1980
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September 10, 1980

IRAN

Q: What are you doing about the hostages?

idhio, !. AP

A: There have been a number of recent developments
relating to the hostages:

-~ Secretary Muskie sent a letter to the new
Prime Minister; the Prime Minister COTmented on the letter in
a long speech on September 9. -

-- 185 U.S. Representatives sent a letter to the
new Iranian Majlis, and they have prepared a response.

~-- Most important, Iran seems t0 be in the final
stages of installing an official government for the first
time since the=revolution.

-- All of thesé gvents have an effect on the internal
situation in Iran and orr the hostages. It is too early to say
whether that effect will be positive. '

The mew leadership in Iran should be increasingly
aware that their policy of holding 1ostages in defiance of inter-
national law and elementary human - rights is hurting their
country and bringing dishonor on their own .revolution. We
have no desire to hurt Iran or its people, but we will persevere
with our economic sanctions and other efforts until they reach
that very simple conclusion.

We are exploring every avenue which may lead
to a resolution of this crisis. We will be watching the
activities of the new Maijlis very carefully as they address
this issue. There need be no obstacles to the guick
termination of this problem. :

Q: Former Ambassador Sullivan has recently leveled a series
of charges against your Administration for its handling
of Iran policy at the time of the £all of the Shah.
Sullivan suggests that Dr. Brzezinski was, in effect,
running an independent embassy 1in Tehran and that.conflicting
policy views in Washington resulted in the United Stages
having no policy at all at a crucial moment. He says his
own views were disregarded and that Dr. Brzezinski favored
a coup attempt even after the Iranian military had
effectively collapsed. These are very serious charges
about your management of U.S. foreign policy in a critical
region. How do you respond?

. ‘r’ U



A: There are two things which surprise me about Ambassador
Sullivan's recent article:

~-- First, I am surprised that a professional
diplomat would publish an account of such an important series
of events without a careful check of his facts. The article

includes a number of seriocus misstatements and Misrepresentation
of fact. I do not aggree with his account of events and I do not

agree with the conclusions he draws from it.

-- Second, and perhaps more surprlslng, is his
dEClSlOn to publish these highly personal and 1nflama;ory
impressions at a time when we are engaged in very sensitive
efforts to attempt to free his colleagues who are being
neld prisoner in Iran. More than anyone else, I would have
expected him to understand the danger of unpredictable
reactions in Tehran. I do not understand what motivated him
to publish these personal reminiscences at this time; I do
know that his decision to do so is not helpful in our

efforts to free his former colleagues and associates in Tehran.

I believe any further comment would only compound the
problem. There will be time for a £ull discussion of these
issues after the hostages are free, but not now.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

The President has today acted to block all official
Iranian assets in the United States, including debosits

in United States banks and their foreign branches and
subsidiaries. This order is in resoponse to reports that
the Government of Iran is about to withdraw its funds. The
purpose of this order is to insure that claims on Iran by
the United States and its citizens are provided for in an
orderly manner.

The order does not affect accounts of persons other than

the Government of Iran, the Central Bank of Iran and other
controlled entities. The precise amounts involved cannot

be ascertained at this time, but there 1s no reascn for
disturbance in the foreign exchange or other markets.

The President is taking this action pursuant to the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers Act, which grants the
President authority "to deal with any unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security, foreign policy, or econcmy

of the United States.”
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PRESS COUFZRENCE NO. 33
CF THE

PRESIDENT OF THI UNITED STATZS

9:00 P.M. EST
' NOVEMBER 28, 1379
WEDNESDAY

The East Reoom
The White House
Washington, D.C.

TEE PRESIDENT: For the last 24 days our natien's concern
has been focused on our fellow Americans being held hostage in Iran.
We have welcomed some of them home to their families and their f£riends.
But we will not rest nor ceviate from our efforts until all have been
freed from their imprisonmant and their abuse. We hold the Government
of Iran fully responsible for the well-boing and the safe return of
every single person.

I want the American people to understand the situation

‘as nuch,as possible, but there may be some gquestions tonight wnich I

cannot answer fully because of oy concern for the well-being of the
hostagss. ,

Pirst of all, I would like to say that I am proud of +=his
great nation, and I want to thank all Americans for their pravers, their
courage, their persistence, their strong support and patience. During
these past days our national will, our courage, and our maturitr have
all been severaly tested and history will show that the peonle of the
United States have met avery test.

In the days to come our Jetsrmination may he even mora
sorely tried but we will continue to defend thea sscurity, tha honor,
and the freedom of Americans everywnere. This nation will never vield
to blackmail. '

For all Americans our constant concern is the well-heing
and the safety of our fellow citizens who are being held illegallv and
irresponsibly hostage in Iran. The actions of Iran have shocksd the
civilized world.

For a government to applaud meb viclence and tarrorisn,
for a govermment actually to support andé in eflect participates in the
taking and the holding of hostaces is unprecedented in human history.
This violates not only the most fundamental precspts of international
law, but the common ethical and religiocus heritages ¢f humanity. There is
no recognized religious faith on earth which condones kidnapping. There
is no recognized religious faith on earth which condones blackmail.

There is certainly no religious £aith en earth which condones the
sustained abuse of innocent people.

We are deeply concerned about the inhuman andéd degrading
conditions imoosed on the hostaces. From every corner of the world
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Last night a statement 0f supvort was relesased and was
issued by the President of the United Nations General Assembly, the
Security Council, on behalf of all of its members. e expecs a further -
Security Council meeting on Saturday night, at-which more firm and offic
action may be taken to help in obtaining the release of the American

nostaces.
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Any claims raised by government officials of Iranm will ring
hollow while they keep innocent people bound, and abused, and threatened.
We hope that this exercise of diplomacy and international law will
bring a peaceful solution, because a peaceful solution is preferable
to the other remedies available to the United States.

At the same time, we pursue such a selution with orim
determination. The government of Iran must recognize the gravity
of the situation which it has itself created, and the grave cons-
saquences which will result if harm ccmes to any of the hostages.

I want the American people to know, and I want the world
to know, that we will persist in our efforts, through every means
available, until every single American has been freed. We must also
recognize now, as we never have before, that it is our entire
nation which is vulnerable, because of our overwhelming and excessive
dependence on oil from foreign countrics. We have got to accept
the fact that this dependence is a direct, physical threat to our
national security.' Ard we must join together to fight for our

‘nation’'s energy freedom.

We know the ways to win this war: more American

energy, and the more efficient use of what we have. The United

States Congress is now struggling with this extremely important
decision. The way to victory is long and difficult, but we have
the will, and we have the human and the natural resources of our
great nation. However hard it might be to see into the futurze, one
thing tonight is clear: we stand together.

MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, the Avatollah Khomeini said the
other day, and I am using his wozds, that he doesn't believe you have
the guits to use military force. He puts no credibility in our
military deterrent. I am wondering how do we get out of this mess in
Iran and still retain credibilicy wizh our allies and with aur
adversaries cverseas?

THE PRESIDENT: We have the full support of ocur a&lies,
and in this particular instance we nhave no adversaries overseas. ' Thers
is no civilized country on earth wnich has not condemned the seizuze
and holding of hostages by Iran. It wculd not be advisable for me to
explore publicly all of the opticns open %o our country. As I said
earlier, I am determined to do the best I can through diplomatic means
and through peaceful means Lo insure the safety of our hostages and
their release. Other actions which I might dacide to take would come in
the future after those peaceful means have been exhuasted.

But I believe that the growing condemnation of the world
community on Iran will have a beneficial effect.

QUESTION: Mr. President, why did you reverse your
policy and permit the Shah to come into this country when, one, medical

treatment was available elsewhere, two, vou had been warned by our Charge

that the Americans might be endangered in Tehran and three, the

. Bazargan government was so shaky that it was gquestionable whether he

could deliver on the promise to protect our embassy, and last of all,
in view of the consesguencas 4o you regret the decision?

THE PRESIDENT: Yo, the decision that I made personally
and without pressure f£rom anycne to carry ouit the principlas of our
country, =0 provide for the means of giving the shah necessary medical
assistance to save his life, was proper. At the same time we notified
the government of Iran. We were assured by the Prime Minister and the
Foreign Minister that our embassy would be protected, and it was
protectad for several days, in spite of threats from outside.

Then peremptorily, af«sr Xhomeini made an aggravating
speech to the c¢xowds in. the street and withdrew protection from the
embassy, it was attacked successfully. The embassy was protected by our
people for the length of time possible without help from the heost
government. No embassy on earth is a2 fortress that can withstand
constant attacks by a mob unless a host government comes te the rescue

of the people within the embassy.

But I took the rignht decision. I have no regrets about

.-mh“ﬂ.ﬁﬂ#w‘f



',f?

gL L B i
: e

e en

s

g
e
h 2. g
iy =
if vt M
5 2 b
u =
i £
B R
£ 5
o
b
;r.- 53
35 £
7 T
= A
g8 7
$ T
- T
Fr 'E?
fy =
Eesl bE
=
g s
g s
3 e,
g# &%
LT,
3 =
3

‘.;.-i P

AW
any
I
7t

TOECTTY

s e
T

SearasT

vewrnn
I

vy

Tho 0N

T Py

it nor apologies to make because 1t did 2elp to save 2 man's life and it
was compatible with the princinles of cur country.

N QUESTION: Mr. Preosident, we appear %o be in a rather
dangerous period of international tension and volatility, especially in
the Islamic world, and it comes at a time when we are about £o empark on
our guadrennial election campaign, with all that that will bring. Have
you given’ any thought to whethsr following examples of other national
emergencies it may be 'wise to try to mute the political fall-out
of this by trying to bring opponents in and outside of your party into
some kind of emergency cvalition for this purpose?

THE PRESIDENT: We have attempted to keep the political -
leaders in our nation informed, both publicly and through other channels.
We have given freguent briefings, for instance, on the Hill, both to
the members of the Senate and to the House. We have encouraged all af
those wnho have become announced candidates for president to restrain
their comments wihich might be misconstrued overseas and to have a
maximum degrees of harmony among those who might be spokesmen for our
courntry.

I myself, in order to stay close to the scene hers whers
constantly changing evehts could be handled by me as President, have
eliminated the major porticn of political orientad activities,

I don't think the identity of the Islamic world is a

" factor, We have the despest raspect and reverence for Islam and for

'all those who share the Moslem faith, 1 might say that so far as I
know, all of the Islamic nations have joined us in condemning the
activities and the actions of the government of Iran. So I don't think
religious divisions are a factor here at all. -

. But:I will have to continus to rastzict my own political
activities and call con those who night ke opposing me in the future for
president to support my position as President and to provide unity for
our country and Zor our nation in the eyes of those who might be
looking for some sign of weakness or division in order to perpetuate
their abuse of our hostages.

MORE
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JULSTION: wWnhnat can the U. S
.revent futurz incidents of the nature of Iran? How can you satisfy
the public Z:2mandéd to end such smbarrassment? ‘
THZ PRESIDENT: Well, this is an unsrecedented and unig.
occurrence. Down through history, we.have had times when some of our -E
people were captured by terrorists or who were abused, and they have =
ernational kidnappinc whizh occurred ’

;
obviolisly besn instances of int a
for the discomforture of a pecple or a2 Government.

So far as I know, thi

8 is the first time that such an
activity has been encouraged bv and su
n o

ol
£ thing recurring.

And, I don't anticipate this kind

We have takan s%t2ps alrezdy in view of the disturbances
in the Middle East and the Persian Gull regions to guard our peonls
more closely, to provide them with a higher degree of security, and

iey,
to make arrangements with the host Government Lo provide assistance

if it is needad in the fastest possible way.

Many other nations-have rcduced seversly the number of
people overseas. I think that one of the points that should be made

ported by the Government itsels,

is that a year age, we had 70,000 Americans in Iran. Seventy thousand..
Thers were literally thousands cf people who were killed in the Iraniar

Revolution, from .all natiecns.

. We were able to extract Aamericans from Iran safely. It
was a superb demonstration of cocoperation and good conduct oa th
part of the State Department and other American cfficials. So.,
there -will be disturbances in the futurs, but T think we are well
nrotected as we possibly can be without withdrawing into a shell from
protecting American interests in nations gverseas.

My own experienca, so far, has been that the leadars of
Nations have recommitted themsa2lves to provide security for Embassies

of all countries. I think we have learned a lesson from this instance.

But, because it is so unigue, in the high degree of irresponsibility,
of the Iranian Government leadexs, I don't belisve that we will see
another reoccurrence c¢f it any time soon.

QUESTION: Mr. President, Former Secretary Xissinger has
criticized vour administration in handling the situaticn in Iran. He
has suggested and that 1t came z2bout because, partly because of the
perceived weakness in American pmolicy andéd that ycu have further
damaged America's image as a result.

How do vou respond?

THE PRESIDENT: I would rather not respond. There is no
reason for me to get intc a public debate at this time with former
Secretary Kissinger about who is, or who 1s not responsible for th

e
events that tgok place in Iran. Obwicusly, what has occurred cannot
have been predicted.

ot
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And, for 30 rs, our country has had a relationship wit’
a fairly stable Governme there. The chances took place very ranidly.
So far as I know, no one on this earch predicted then.

And, I think it is not becoming a2t this moment, and not
conducive to better American understanding to get involved in answerisg

allegations that I or someone else zay have have been culpable and may?
have caused a further aggravation of a very difficult sicuation.

»i i

, QUESTION: Mz, President, what role did tke' former Secretar
play in your decision to permit the shah to enter the coumtry?

THE PRESIDENT: None. I did not hear at all
former Secratary Kissinger, nor did he contact Secrztary
time during the days when we were deciding that the shah should come in
the United States for medical care to save his lifa. In previocus weeks
and months, since the shah was deposed, Secratary Kissinger and zmany
others let it be known that they thougnt that we should provide a haven
for the shah. But Secretary Kissinger played no role in my decision to
permit the shah to come in for medical treatment.

from the Secze
Vance at any
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QUESTION: Speaking of the Shah, if he is well enough
to travel, would you like him to leave the country?

. THE PRESIDENT: That is a decisicon to be made by the
Shah, and by his medical advisors. When he decided to come to our
country, with my permissiun, I was informed then, 2nd I have been

informed since, that as soon as his medical &treatment was successfully

completed, that his intention was to leave. I have not encouraged
him to leave; he was free to come here for medical treatment, and he

will leave on his own velition.

QUESTICN: VYes, I wauld like to Zcllow up Mr. Schorr's-
question. The consequences oi the crisis in Iran is drifting the
United States into almost a cold war with the Islamic countries.
Watching TV news for 25 days, americans soon will believe the
whole Moslem world is hating tmem. Moreover, they are not told tha+

the Shiites are very minor minority among the population of the Islamic

world, because the majority is Sunni. Don't you think you get any
help from any Islamic countries, and what will vour policy be toward
Islamic countries under these circumstances?

THE PRESIDENT: The pramise of your question is completely

wrong. We are not approaching any sort of cold war with the Islamice

countries. So far as I ‘know, every Islamic country has condemned

Iran for its capture of our hostages, and has been very supportive.
>

This includes Moslem nations which, in the past, have
not been close friends of ours: Iraq, Libya, and others. Sa I
don't see this as a confronzation at all between our nation and
the Islamic world. It is certainly not part of the Islamic faith
to condone, as I said earlier, blackmail or the persecution or
harm of innocent pecple; or kidnappin¢g or terrorism.

So I think that we have a very good relationship with
the people and the govermments of the Islamic world, and I don't
think it has deteriorated in this instance. In some ways we have
been drawn closer to these veovle, hecause they see what has
occurred in Iran as something of a disgrace for their own.religious
faith, and they don't see this as typical of what Moslems believe.

I might add also, that this is not typical of the
shiite faith either. It is the misguided actions of a few people
in Iran who are burning with hatred and a2 desire for revenge,
completely contrary to the tesachings of the Moslem faith.

MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, there is a feeling of hostiliry
throughout the country towards Iran, bcc ause of the hostages. Senator
Leng said that the taking of our embassy in Iran, in his words, is an
act of war, There are rumors, since denied, that cur Navy has been
called up for service. I ask vou, as our Commander in Chief: 1is war
possible, is war thinkable?

! THE PRESIDENT: It would be a mistake. for the people of
our country %0 have aroused within them hatred toward anvone; not
against the people of Iran, and certainly not against Iranians who
may be in our country as our guests. We certainly do not want to be
guilty of the same viclation of human decency and basic hwman principles
that have proven sg embarrassing to many of the Iranian citizens
themselves.

We cbviously prefer to see our hostages protected and
released completely through peaceful means. That is my deepest
commitment, and that will be my goal. The United States has other
options available to it which will be considered, depending upon tha
circumstances. But I think it would not be well-advised for me to
speak of those specifically tonignt.

QUESTION: Mr. President, we have had 55,000 Iranian
students in this country. We have been very good to them, very
hospitable.. Even the new Finance Minister of Saudi Arabia
was a student who once demonstrated in Washington .against law and
order, Shouldn’'t we be very carsful in letting any of these students
come in here? Shouldn’t we screen them in the future, and make them
agree that they will not demonstrate? o

) THE PRESIDENT: W%ell, it is very difficult for an Iranian
citizen or a2 student to get a visa at the American embassy in Iran at
this time. (Laughter.) And I think the influx of Iranians to our
country now would be minimal.

I am determined to enforce the law in regard to Iranian
students. Some of them have violated the law; they are now being
screened, they are being assessed in their commitment and the legality
of their presence here. We have already finished this procesdure with
more than 22,000. About 17,000 have proven to be here completely legally,
and are indeed full-time students. Among the other 5,000, about several
hundred have already departed. thers are now having to prove that,
cantrary to the earliest evidence, they do indeed have a right to be in
our country. If they are here illegally, they will be expelled.

There is one exception to that rule: if a2 citizen of Iran can prove that
i£ he or she returned to Iran chat they would bhe executed or abused becaus.
of their political beliefs, they can seek asylum here. Aand if zhat

asylum in our judgment is justified, we will provide it for them.

But this procedure is going forwazrd in accordance with American law,

in accordance with American fairness, in accordance with the full
principles of the United States Constitution.

MORE
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QUZSTION: M¥x. President?

"
@

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, sir

QUESTION: Can this crisis go on indefinizely or ocught—=
the Ayatollah Xhomeini to understand that at some point ths American
people may demand and other nations mav eXpect that you move forward &
resolve it by whatever means ycu find necessazy?

'THE PRESIDENT: It would not be possikle or even
advisahle for me to set a deadline about when.or if I would take
certain action in the future. This is an ever-present consideration cn
my mind. I am carxrying out all ol the duties that normally £all on a
President's shoulder, which are adecuate, but I never forge+ one moment
that I am awake about the hostagss whose lives and whose safety depen
on me, and I am purscing every possible avenue Lo have the hostages
released. : )

Any excessive threats or any excessive balief among the
Iranians that they will be severely damaged by military action as long
as these negotiations are procesding and as long as lesgalities can be
followed, might cause the death of the hositages which we ars committed
to aveid. So thatTis one of the guestions that I cannot answer, to set
down a certain deadline beyond whnich we would take extra action that
might result in the harm or the death of thes hostages.

R We are proceeding, I guarantee you, in every possible
way, every possible moment, to get the hostages freed and at the same
time protect the honor and the integrity and the basic principles of
our country. That is-all I can do. But I am doing it to the best of
my ability and I believe we will be successful.

QUESTION: Mr. President, many Americans view the
Iranian situation as cne in a succession of events that proves that
this cocuntry's power is declining. How can you assure Americans tonight
that our power is not declining abreoad and how are you reassessing

priorities for the eighties in terms of foreign policy?

THE PRESIDENT: The United States has neither the
ability nor the will to dominate the world, to interfere in the internal
affairs of other nations, tc impose our will on other pecple whom we
desire to be fres, to make their own decisions. This is not part of
the commitment of the United States.

Qur country is tHe strongest on earth. We are the
strongest militarily, politically, econemically, and I think we are the
strongest morally and ethically. Our country has made great strides,
even since I have been in office. I have tried %o correct some of the
defects that did exist. We have strengthened the military alliances
of our country, for instances. NATC now has a new spirit, a new
confidence, a new cchssion, improving its military capabilities, much
more able to withstand any threat from the east, from the Soviat
Union or %he Warsaw Pact, than it was before.

We have espousadé again the principles that unike
Armericans and make us acmirsd throuchout the world, raising the b
of human richts. We are going Lo kesep it high. We have opsned u
avanues of communication, undarstanding, trads with pecple that formerl;
wera our enemies or excluded us -- sevsral naticns in Africa,
the vast people and the vas=z councry of the Pecple's Reopublic of Chif;

MORZ _j
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Page 12 -

In doing so we have not alierated any of our previous friends. I

think our country is strong wizhin itself. There is nor an embarrassment

now about our government which did exist in a few instances in years
gone by. So I don't see at all that our counizy has becoms wWeak.
We are strong and we are. getting stronger, not weaker.

But if anybedy thinks that we cam daminate other pacole

with our strength, military or political strength or economic serength,

they are wrong. That is not the purpese of our country.
. Qur inner strength, our confidence in curselves, I think,
is completely adeguate. I believe that the unity that the American
people have shown in this instance, their patience, is not at all a

sign of weakness. It is a sign of sura strength.

MORE

. l.r b il 1



Page 13

QUESTION: Mr. President, serious charges hava been -
placed against the shah concerning the repression of his own people and =2
the misappropridtion of his nation's funds. Is there an appropriate )
venicle to investigate those charges and do you foresee a time when you
would direct your administration to assist in that investigacion?

'

THE PRESIDENT: I don't kncw of any internmatiocnal forum
within which charges have ever been brought against a deposed leadsr who
has left his country. There have been instances of changing governmernts

- down through the centurias in hiszory and I don't know ©f any instance
whers such a leader who left his country after his government £all has
been tried in an intermatiomal court or in an international forum.

This is a matter that can be pursued. t should te pursusd under
international law, and if there is a claim against the shah's £inancial
heldings there is rothing to prevent other parties from going into the
courts in accordance with a law of a nationm or internatiocnally and seekinc
a redress of grievances which they claim.

SR TR

L
Y

NG

But as I said earlier, I don't think there is any forum
that will listen to the Iranians make any sort of claim, justified or
not, as long as they hold agains< #heir will and abuse the hostages in
complete contravention to every internmational law and every precept or
every commitment or principle of humankind.

- MR. JACKSON (AP): Thank you, Mr. President.
THE PRESIDENT: Thank youw very ouch.

“END (AT 9:30 P.M. EST)
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELZASE DECEMBER 5, 13979

OFFICE OF THE WEITZI 3IQUSE PRESS SECRETARY

THE WHITE HOUSE

’ STATIMENT
BY
THE VICE PRESIDENT

The Briefing Room

(12:01 P.M4. EST)

VICE PRESIDENT MONDALZ: Over the past saveral weeks we
have been hearing a drumfire of propaganda out of Tehran, some of it
from pecple calling themselves students, some of it from the govermment-
controlled radio and television in Iran, and some of i+ from various
officials or people in authority. The message is very clear. It says
over and over that the world and the rican peovle should ignores the
hostages, forget about tHg innocent geople bound hand and foot,
overlock the continued outrage to law and standards of human behavior.
We are told to forget all that and Zfocus on the hatred of one man.

. We are not going to forget and the American people are not
going to get their priorities confused. How are our hostages being
treated? The facts are there for all to see, and the simple fact is
that 50 human beings are being held in inhuman conditions, contrary to
all ecivilized standards, in corder to prove a pelitical point. They are
not permitted regular visitors. They are isolated and not allowed to
speak except to their captors. As far as we know, the hostages have
not been allowed to receive mail or messages. There has never been a
systematic accounting of the numbers and welfare of the hostages.

The so~called "students” have not permitted any outside
observers even to see these people for 1.0 days. They are refusing to
let intermational organizations such as the Red Crcss into the compound.
They refuse visits by religicus organizations. They refuse reprasentatives
of neutral states. Even prisoners of war are guarantesd certain
standards of human treatment. But these standards are being dragged in
the dirt every day by a group of kidnappers with the acguiescance of
the government.

We are hearing dailv propaganda about the 2lleged crimes of
our people in Tehran, most of whon voluntaared to serve their country
at a difficult and dangerous time. We are not and will not respond to
that propaganda. I would note that one of those being held as a so-called
"spy” in Tehran is in fact a private American c¢itizen who sirply happened
to be visiting the Embassy on business at the time of the attack on
November 4. It was many days beiore we even learned, indirsctly, that
he was being held. That man, like the rest, has now been held for 31

days, tied up, denied contact with his family, denied exercise, denied

access even to the comfort of religiom.

We hear a great deal abcu% the crizes of the shah, but that
is not the issue. The issue which disturbs the American people is that
50 of our fellow citizens are being abused in violation of internatiocnal

o
S

) [OVER)

!

,J%hm-mﬂﬂu



Ve

ey

o 4
Qoo w
. M.t 30
0
g n n e —
[ G URRE o | [£]
n i
ehv:et Y]
T o
D.tt% .
o E b
~t W oY .
Be LI B S 21
O - [V}
mrth n
0, g (@}
o h ay
O EY o~ .
o 4 ~{
> oAl
FERN TR | [
00 e
0 oW ~ .
b N ¢ PO U )
[ T R v
4 -~
w un
Yoo
’ nu.ocn
n © O Ba
! b OE g O
[} -l o
[\] 4 Y1y [a]
n g 0.~ Y e
t . -t I SR N 0]
0 -} [}
il g
' (] (V]
(o] 20 ¥
N
c Yo
0n js] oo
13 4] x
[0} eafd
£ K
W m On ‘e
o g @« r !
W >0 Q 0
n [ L BN
U~ o q
17 Moo~ 3
jo ¢ 0 G n
(8] RS Lt 0
nw £ el
] ¢ U B
15 = B e
i/} L0 A
X =}
i) 2 O _
n = O -
1/} Qw0
X ot Esi
o I "
ja e ] ,
-0 '
. QO 3~ 0Q
X n O a
« LI ol * I V]
— | YT S Y]

¥ oo maeati N o §4) X T By AL
AR LA A Ft.:.m‘m AR L&ﬁa Lﬁ. &.ﬁ mnw,p ¥
J Al A TEn
- ..ﬂ.: b5 ‘A%Qk _...«ma b
: LX .Mﬂ' AN .A ¥
_.«t S .ﬁ:.h

34 s h RIAE
AT E AT L O TN 0% FLA Tk WP G e T2 TS KA 33 At S B TN AV L) AL €138 ni%l’éﬂm»ﬂbﬂ.gg

o . fl\..a\ .



prs
phadursl

.NW,
sy

Aina

LT L Al
YN
|\‘a ‘.‘

A
!

g d Tk

Ny

T T T SRS

Sy

X

P are™

TOR IMMEDIATZI RELEASE APRIL 7, 1980

Office of the Whita Youse Press Secretary

T o o . . > > o D L D D o i e . s T o S iy i, S P il D D A A it A iy e o P P T T S S o S

STATEMENT 3Y TEE PPESIDENT

Ever since Iranian terrorists imprisoned American embassy personnel
in Tehran early in Novempber, these 20 men and wemen -- theixr safety,
their health and their £uturs -~ have been oux central concsrn. We
have made every e2fforxt to obtain their releass on honorable, peace-
ful and hHumanitarian terms, but the Iranians have refused <o release
them or to improve the conditions under which they are being held
captive.

The events of the last few days have revealed a new and significan®
dimension of this matter. The nilitants contrzolling the embassy
have stated they are willing to turn the hostaces over the Govern-
ment of Iran, but the Governnment has refused to take custody of
them. This lays bare the full responsibility cf the Ayatollah
Khomeini and the Revolutioconary Council for the continued illegal
and outrageous holding of the innocent hostages. The Iranian Gov-
ernment itself can no longer escape ressponsibility by hiding behind
the militants at the embassy.

It must be made clear that the failure to release the hostagss will
involve increasingly heavy costs to Iran and its interests. I have

-today orderesd the following stepns:

(1) The United States is breaking diplomatic relations
with Iran. The Secretary of State has informed the
Government of Iran that i%s embassy and consulates
in the United States are to be closed immediately.
The Iranian diplomatic ané consular personnel have
been declared persona non grazta and must leave the
country by midnight tomorzow.

(2) The Secretary of the Treasury will immediately put
into effect official sanctions prohibiting exports
from the U.S. to Iran in accordance with the sanc-
tions approved by ten members of the United Naticns
Security Council on January 13, in the resolution
which was vetced by the Soviet Union. Although ship-
ment of food and medicine were not included in the
U.N. Security Council vote, it is expected that ex-~
ports of even these items to Iran will be minimal
or non-existent.

{3) The Secretary of the Treasury will make a formal
inventory of the assets ¢f the Iranian Government
which were frozen by =y previous order, and <f the
outstanding claims of American citizens and cor-
porations against the Governnment of Iran. This
accounting will zid in designing a claims program
against Iran for the hostacges, their families and
other U.S. claimants. Wwe are preparing legislaticn

to facilitaote processing and paving these claims.

(4) The Secretary of State and the Attcrney CGeneral
will invalidate all visas issuved to Iranian citi-
zens for future entry into the United States
effective today. We Will not reissue visas or
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issue new visas excapt Zor compelling and proven
humanitarian reasons or where the national intsr-
est reguires. This directive will be interpreted

very strictly.

The United States has acted with exceptional patience and restraint
in this crisis. Ve have supported Secretasy General Waldheim's
activities under the U.N. Security Council mandate %o work for =z
peaceful sclution. We will continue to consult with our alliss

and cther friendly governments on the steps we are taxing and on
additicnal measures which may be reguired.

I am committed to resolving this crisis. I am committed to the
safe return ¢of the hostages anéd the preservation of our national
honor. The hostages and their families and all of us in America
have lived with the reality and the anguish of their captivity
for £ive months.

The steps I have ordered tocay are thoses that are necessary now.
Other action may be necessary if these steps do not nroduce the

prompt release of the hostaces.
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FOP IMMEDIATT FILIASE LRI 23, 1480
CFTICE OF THE WHITI =0USZ PRZSS SITTFIZTLRY
THZ wAlTZ HQUSE
STATEMENT 3Y THE PRESIDENT
N
HOSTAGE RESCUZ ATTEIMPT
f ! The QOval Office

(7:00 A.M. EST)

THE PRESIDENT: Late yestarday, I cancelled a carefully
pianned operation which was underway in Iran to position our rescue
team for later withdrawal of american hostages who have been held

captive there since November 4th.

Eguipment failure in the rescle helicootars made it
necassary to end the mission. As our ceam was withdrawing, after
my order to do so, two ¢f our American aircraft collided on the

"ground following a refueling operation in a remote desert location

in Iran. Other information about this rescue mission will ke made
available to the American peocle when it is aporopriate to do so.

There was no fighting; there was no combat. 3But to
my de€p regret, eight of the crcwmen of the twa aizcraft which
collided were killed, and several other Americans were hurt in the
accident.

Our pecple were immediately airlifted from Iran. Those
who were injured have gotten medical treatment and all of them are
expected to recover.

No knowledge of this operation by any Iranian officials
or authorities was evident te us until ssveral hours after all
2mericans were withdrawn from Iran.

Cur rescue team Xnew, and I Xnew, that the omeration
was certain to be difficult and it was certain to be dangerous. We
were all convinced that if and when the rescue operation had been
commenced that it had an excellent chance of success. They were

——

all volunteers; they were all highly trained. I =gt with their

leaders before they want on <his cpe2ration. They xnew than what

hepes of mine and of all Asericsns they carried with them. .
To the fazmilies of these who cied zndé who were wounded,
I want to express the admiration I feel for th2 coursge of their
loved ones and the sorrcw that I feel pirscomaliy for thair sacrifice.
The missicn on which they were cnbarksd was & humanitarian
mizsion. It was not directed zgainst Iran; it was not direscted against
the people of Izan. It was not undertaken with any feeliag of
hostility tcward Iran or its pespla. It hes causad no Irznian
casualties. :
Planning for this rascus effort began saortly after
our emtassy was s=2ized., 3ut, for a nurber of rezasons, I walted )
entil now to Dut thcse rescue plzans iato effact. To b2 feasible, =
this complex épe:ation mad Lo D2 the product of Lntensive planning 2
“and intensive trzining and repoated rohzarsii.

.
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_ Howsver, 2 r2solution of this crisis %hrough negoziztions
N :_ and with voluntary action on the part of the Iranian officials
g ?a, was obviously then, has besn ané will be preferable. -
I .
§' e This rescue attémot had to await my judgment ithat the
g ;f Iranian authorities could not or would net resolve this crisis on
Ee. = their own initiative. With the steady Unraveling oI authority in
5? e . Iran and the mounting dangers that wers posed to the safety of the
5 HE hostages ,themselves and the growing realization that their early
£ ¥ release was highly unlikely, I made a decision to commence the

» E

E e rescue operations plans.

LS ek

5‘ ﬁ; This attempt became a2 necessity and a duty. The

E. s readiness of our t=am to undertake the rescue made it completely
5, i{ practicable. Accordingly, I made the decision toc set our long

%- X ceveloped plans into coperation. I orcered this rescue mission

55: E” precared in order to safeguard American lives, to protect America's
;; 3 . national interest and to reduce the tensions in the worlid =ha=
§¥~? EJ have been caused among many nations as this crisis has conitinued.
o E: t was my decision to attempt the rescua oferation. It was my

Pt I decision to cancel it when problems developed in the placement of
N our rescue iteam for a future rescue operaticn. The resporsibility

is fully my own.

Mgl a2 1 P %

In the aftermath of the attempt, we continue to hold
the government of Iran responsible for the safety and for the
y release of the American hostages wno have bzen held so long.

o

earl
ST

The United States ramains determined to bring about
their safe release at the earliest dats possible. As President,
I know that our entire nation fesls the deep gratitude I feel for

the brave men who were precared to rescue their fellcw Americans

from captivity. And, as President, I azlsc know that the nation

shares not only my disappointment that the rescue effort could not
be mounted because of mechanical difficulties, but alsec my determination

to persevere and te bring all of cur hestages hcome to {resdom.

We have been dis%pp&inted before. We will not give
up in our efforts. Throughout this extraordinarily difficult
period, we have pursued and will continue to pursue every possible
avenua to secure the release of the hostages. In these efforts,
the support of the American gpecople and of our friends throughout
the world has been a most crucial element. That support of other
nations is even meore important now. We will seek to continue, along
wish other rnations ané with the officials of Iran, a zrorpt
resolution of the crisis without any loss of life anéd through

and diplomatic means.
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MIDDLE EAST

Reagan

-It 1s questionable whether undsr Reagan the Camp David
accords would have’ happened, or whether they wpuld have
much of a’ future. i

"...I would not like tosee...the United States try
to impose a settlement on the Middle East problems.
I think we should stand ready %to help wherever we can
be of help, and whenever, in both the factions there,
in arriving at a peaceful settlement -- but we should
not, as the great power, go in and attempt to dictate
or impose the settlements.”

Clifford Evans Interview
.- RKO General Brocadcasting
<> April 10, 1980

In a related incident, Reagan denied that he had promised
Egyptian Ambassador Ashraf Ghorbal that, i1f elected, he
would seek a "comprehensive peace settlement” as Ambassador
£y Ghobal claimed. (Washington Star, June 18, 1980)

Bush

"The Palestinian question is best resolved by progress

in that area without the U.S. dictating or indicating
what it needs to be. The U.S. should keep close relations
with Jordan. It,isin‘our interests to do so. We should
improve relations with the moderate Arab countries,

while Keeping a commitment to Israel, because my percep-
tion is that the Arab countries in the Gulf area are
much more concerned about our lack of commitment and

our lack of credibility in foreign policy overall...They
are much more concerned about that than the Begin-Sadat
accords, which they don't support. To be honest with
you, I was as skeptical as the devil as tc whether Carter
could get anything out of the Begin-Sadat thing in the
first place. I saw that happen, so I'm not about to

say this thing has totally broken down. The U.S. has

a role as a catalyst...”

New York, NY, Villace Voice
December 17, 197¢

Jiskia, ! .‘Lb'iio:@a W
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Bush

-"We can't be in the position of trading off the security

Bush

"I believe in keeping our commitments with Israel.
I would argue with Carter about pulling back from those
commitments.

S, Ili..!l‘l':mﬂ I

of an 2lly in the hopes of economic advantage during
our energy crisis.

"We don't need troops in the Middle East but we need
to inject naval power and we need to restore the Naval
budget which Carter cut.” '

Elgin, IL, Daily Courier News
December 2, 1979

"We must not appear to trade off 2 commitment to an
ally for economic gain, er, in this instance the price
of 0il. The appearance of that transcends Middle East
politics and gets into my whele argument with Carter
foreign policy:; that we don't keep commitments. We
are pulling back. We are vacillating.”

ABC Issues and Answers
October 21,1979

. ..,J-k;M‘.'lﬂé.l. .
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. Reacran Bush CoL

901 South Highland Stres, Arlinzzon. Virzinia 22204 (703) 5355-3400

o NES AJS REIEASE

EMBARGOED UNLIL:. S _ : T : conrTacT:

:  _,:'. I L " Lyn Nofziger
Dellvery on: . . . . cr '
September 3, 1980 N - ©  Ken Towery .
8:00 p.m. EDT - P . ' 703-685-3630"

ADDRESS BY THE hONORABLE RONALD REAGAN
: Rt B'NAI B 'RIT=E FORUM
' © . WASHINGTON, D.C. :
'SEPTEMBER 3, 13889 :

I know it .élll come as no surpriss to you that I have chos
2 . . .

to_speak to you thightrabout the State of Israel, it

S fr
n
tll
£l
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to our own natlon and world peaca.
But in a sense when I speak of Israel, I speak as well of

other concerns of B'nai B'rith and of ths entire Jewxsn commun

il

in the United Statas. Israel is not only a.nationefit is a

symbol. During my campaign I have s3oken 0f the values of fan!

-

I made a commw_qznt't

0

work, neighborhood, peace and fresdom.
to it that those values would b2 2t ths heart of policy-making
o a Reagan Administration. Israel symbolizes thoss valuss. That

TIsrael if not the creation of families, wor Xing together to bu-

a place to live and work and prospsr in peace and freedom?
In defending Israel's right to exist, we defend the vary

values upon which our nation 1is Dbuilg.

. The long agony of Jews in the Soviat Union is, of course

. IS

never far from our minds and hear S. Al «hes= suffering pa2oon:

asyk i tha:t their families get thz chunce to work where thovy



-

.......

‘economic growth.  The present Administration

S

choose, in freedom and peace. They w11l not

.b2 Zorgotten by a
Reagan Administration. -
- - But, I must tell you this:
‘'No policy, no matter how hearifelt, no mattzr how deeply
rooted in the humanitarian vision w2 shars, can succeed i1f the

United States of America continues its descent intc economic
impotence and despailr.

‘Neither the survival o©f Israel nor the ability of'the Uhﬁtec

States to bring pressure to bear on the situation Of-diSEidengéii

@)
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against tyranny can'becomé realistic D if ouf
Aﬁerican econoﬁy continues tb deﬁerio:ate under the Ca%ter
policies of highJunemployment, tzxes and inflation.

The :ﬁetorié-of éomﬁéssién and concern becomes'jugt'that;

mere words, 1f not supported by the vision-—-—and reality~-—cf

Oy

023 not seem to

By

e this. It seems to beliesve that if the right kind of worc

R

. fu

realiz
re chosen and repeated often enough, all will b= well. Can thos

who share our humanitarian concerns ignore the connection betweer
econcmic policy, national strength 2nd th2 ability to do -the wor

of Eriendship and justices and ﬁea:e in our own nz2tion and worla>
The theme of this convent%on, ‘A Covenant wirh Tomorrow,"

speaks directly to the guestion ci Amarican interests and the.

well-being of Israel. There 1is n® <ovenant with the futuras wﬁich

is not firmly rooted in our covenant with the past. Since the
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rebirth of ‘the State OF Israel therz has b=en an ircn—clad Lbona

between that democracy and tnls on=a.

That bond is a moral imperative. But the history o

- r
r

relations bestween states demonstrates that while morality is nos:
1 4 ; - -‘ = . N A \
frequently given as a metlve for actions, the truz and a

— _
motive is self-interest. Well, ths touchstons of our relatichsh:

with Israel is that a- secure, strong Israsl is in America's /-

self-interest. Israel is_a_majon*stgzziiéc assat to Americd
. . -—-————'/ - . byt -

Israel is not a client, but a very reliablz Zriend, which ic
not something that can always be szié of the United Stabes today

under the Carter Administration.

b
e

While we have since 1948 clung to the argument of a moral -

SR 1moe*a;vve to exolaln our connltm nc ta Israel, no Administratio:

has ever deluded itself that Israel vas not of pérmanen; Stratec~

~. 7 importance to America. Until, that is, the Carter Admlnlstr ati_n
which has v1o7atea thlS covenant with the past. Can we now have

confidence it will honor a .covenant with tomorrow?
The interests of 2ll the world are served by peace and

- .

stability in the Middle East. To weiken Israsl is to destabilize
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ddle East and risk the pesace oI’ the world,‘for the road to
world peace runs through the Middle Z:zs ‘
How do we travellthat road?
Ve cannot positively influencz szvents at the perimaters of

our power if power—--including eccondomic powar--at the ceonter is

diminiched.
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‘other.

.temptation-

The conduct of this nation's forzign policy in the last four

years has been -marked by inconsistency and incompatence.-

Ay

I

- L ] . . 3
.- We must have a principled, consistent foreign policy which =
our people can suppoert, our friends understand, and our -3

adversariles réspect. Oﬁr_policies must b2 based upon cioée )
consultation with our aliies. |

We reguire the defensive capa®ility necessarv to ensure the
cfedibility of our'fd#eign pelicy, and the Se;u:ity'ofngpr-allies

and ourselves. There can be no security for one without the

Today, under Jimmy Carter, our dafen
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so seriously eroded as to constitute not a2 deterrsnt but a

a -

This is not a campaign issue, if is a mattez of grave
naticnal concern; indeed so grave thz:t the Presidant considers it
a2 liability to his personal. political fortunes.. He has triegd to

alf-heartesd

o

give the appearance of responding to i&t. But ths

measures he proposses are clearly inadsguats to the task. ) L;

' We must restore the vital margin of safety which this

defense

-

Administcration has a2llowed to erocz, maintainin

9]
v

capability our adversaries will view as cradible and that our
allies can rely upon.

As an ally of the United States, Israel mus= have the means
to remain strong and secure. Over the veoars, thz United States
has provided economic and defence 2ssistance, and a Reagan

3

Administration will maintain this traditional commisment. j
) &
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This is not a campaign issue, it is a matter of grave
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naticnal concern; indeed so grave thz:t the Presidant considers it

a liability to his personal political fortunes. He has fried o
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give the appearance of responding to it. But the half-hearted
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ﬁeasures he proposes areAclearly inadag to the task. ) -;;
' We must restore fhe vital margin Q: safety_wﬁich this |

Administratién has allowed to erods, maintaining a défense

capability our adversaries will view as cradible 2nd that our

allies can rely upon.

As an ally of the United States,

Israel must have the means
to remain strong and secure. Over the vears, ths United States
has provided economic and defense a33istance, and a Reagan -
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The qonduct of this nation's forzign policy in the laske four

yvears has been marked by inconsistency and incompztence.:
.- We must have a principled, consistent foreign policy which =

our psople can SupOQgt, our friends understand, and our :
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The copduct of this nation's foraign policy in the last fou-

years has been marked by inconsistency and incompaitence.:
.- We must have a principled, consistent foreign policy which =

our psople can suppoert, ocur friends understand, and our

We require the defensive capability necessar¥ to ensure tha

credibility of our foreign poclicy, and the security of our allies

and ourselves. There can be no security f£or onz withou:r the
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Today, under Jimmy Carter, our dzfensive capability has bean
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give the appearance of responding to it. But the half-heérteﬁ.
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Administration has allowed to erocdz, maintaining a defense
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capability our adversaries will view a iible and that our
allies can rely upon.

As an ally of the United States, Israel mus:z have the means
to remain strong and secure. Over &t-
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2llXies, and stronger ties wi he Staze of Israzel. I hava

stressed " helsaid "the necess ty Zor az strong dafenss—-tough a 

t

muscular, and adequate to maintain Fraasdem undex any conceivable

"

circumstances.
One wonders, did the candidate listen to his own call? Toda:
we have fewer resal allies and, among thoss, we s:aak wi ;H

diminished authority. Our relations with Isrzel ar

m
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doubt and distrust.. Israel today is in grave danger, and So.is
freedom itself. — _ )

In 1876, Jimmy Carter declared &

]
I\
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o
0

ou7c seek wha_ ne

called a2 "comprehensive settlement” in ths Mlddle East. Wnat th¢

. . . M =
might mean for Israel and how this might b2 achievad wers . .
guestiaons neither asked nor answersd.’

The comprehensive agreement which Mr. Carter sought ra@uired.

first, a reconvening of the Geneva Conference. Israzel was : .

amenable to—=his step. Her adversariszs agreed cogdlt*onaTIV
PN

But, the conditions were that the Palastins Liberation

Organization be represented and that Israsl effectively agree in .
_ —
advance of negotiation to withdraw £0 thz pre-1%67 borders, which

were in fact armistice lines resul ing from the First effort +o

destroy the State of Israel. Isra2l rightly re

believe hdt Mr. Certer is not still in fazvor of dealing with rpe®i

L.L.O., and deflrous of fo*c*ng the terms ¢f a szttlemenz? . j?
T » ' . i3
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. Carter the Sovi

-
%

invited

to force Israel

Before that,

r

to accept the o

it had required a maizcr effort to k=z=p the Sovists

2z Tnion to join him in his

out of the Middle E2st peace pro
Carter

invited them back in frs=

accepted. The Carter Administiratizn presented as a major

achievement the conclusion of a
would have given the Russians a
well as. a convenient calling car
deeply into the Middle East.l:>
This seriously disturbed Pr
. Y N T
Egvpt did not share Mr. Carter's
he came to the coriclusion which

Brezhnav, have nocw reached: Hr.

distinguishing between his own sizIzi-term political

™
'

the natiocn's long—term foreign
professed not to undexstand what

The result was that the Uni
fifst time in the history of th2
on the outside looking in. Zr
trip to Jerusalém at the invitat

bilateral peace process began.

harticipation of Mr. Carter- 2=
5 — "-ﬁ___...._\ﬁ_”_____—-———m
that Carter had hoped to achievs
F- 3 .

foreign policy blunder.

- ¥

ce2ss. In Qctober,
el

ciZer world leaders, including Hr

- .
-

accord whnich
str2aglsnold on nsgotiations, as .

rting themselves more

2 Ze 2
E
- -2 1nis

[{)

asifznt Sadzat. - The President of

zzzraciation of the Soviets, and

oy

Cz-ter is incapazls of

-

== e
Z.- ne

=2 Stztes Government, for the
T=Zirth of Isra=l, found itself

D — & : . . . N
1IZ 9% Prim= Minister Begin, and :

oolicy success

T-T92% Instezad into another majo:s
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Wwhat we do or fail to do in th= s of wvikal

importance not only to the peoples of the region, but alsc to tha

Lt
fadih

- . . .. N - oo - : 2 > —3
security ©f our country, our Atlantic and Pacific alliss, AFrlca=

China, and the Asian subcontinent. - » : : .

i

Because of the weak and confuss=a leadership of Jimny Carter
we are approaching a flashpoint in this tragic pProcess, with
Soviet power now deployed in a mannsr which directly threatens

Iran, the Persian Gulf and Arabilan Szz; with Sovie: forceé'ana

proxy £forces building up agailn in the regicn; with Sov*e; fleets

and air bases empla ed alongithe sez lanes on which we and our

Allies and the entire'free world de

(r.

2nd.
© In spite of this I am confiden that if we act with vwgo»

vision and practlcal good sense, wa can DsaceLul’v blung thws

Sovzet thrust. We can rely upon responsible Arab leaders in time

. M -
to le rn what Anwar Sadat learned, which 1is tha: no people can
—
long. end;re the cost of Soviet patronage
How we deal with Israel and her ns2ighbors in this period Wil

determine whether we rebulld the p=2zc2 process or whether w
we .

continue to drift. But let it be clzar that the cornerstone of
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our effort and of ocur interest i
objective 1is pezace.

While we can help the nations of that area move toward psac

we oboulo not try to force a settlemzat upon thenm.
| Ouﬁ_dlploTLcy_EEEE’b“ SDnSlt;:E~Eih§é?.;?Q%Ejf. ??ﬂ??ﬁcern~ -
21l in the areca. efore a negotieatsl peac: can ever hop= to +
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conmmand the loyalty cf the who

whio -

Israeiis and Arabs alike.

}

B

- lMost important, we must rebu ild cur los: r= utat;on For
trustworthiness. «We must again bzcomz a nation that can be re?

- '

upon to live up to its commitments.

)

In 1976, Candidate Jimmy Carter said: "I a2m concerned wi:

s the So

<

the way in which our country, as wesll

N

iet Union, Brit

and Fr;nce have poured arms into certain Arab countries——Five ¢

- -

six times more than Lsrael receives.” - . R

But it was Mr. Carter who agre2d to sell sixty E~15ﬁfighté
to Saudi Arabia. ' To get ths Congress to g0 along ‘he-aSSQred

these aircraft woqu not have certain offensive capabilities;

Now,.the Secrétary Qf Defense tells us he cannot say whether £h:

commitment to Congross hlll be honoragd.

It was Mr. Carter who agreea to sell one hundred main bat=t-

tanks to Jordan. ' - )

It was Mr. Carter who agresd to provide U.S. licensed turbi

. engines for Iragi warships. - ' .

Meanwhile, Iéréel is bein§ iE a51nglv 1so’a;ed bv
internatioﬁal terrorism and by U-ﬁ. resolutions designed to
undernine Israel’'s position in the world while Carcter Stanas by
and wat;hes._

I was appalled to see the Cartzr zdministraition abstain fro

Nations Security Council two weziks 230, totally C;sregardlng L &
Democratic Platform promises of 1973 and 1980. is I stated thr;§

that Rescolution not only undermlnes CTograss



o putting the United Nations on record zcains
side of the sensitive issve of the s=akus

presumes to orxrder other nations—-—inciudin

their.embassies from Jerusalem.
r

\ . . c .
I belleve this sorry episode shads so

acticn by Jimmy Carter concerning another

. on in March this year. On ﬁétch lst} the
failed to veto a mischisvous U.N. resolution condamnin§'zsra§l'g:
presencs 1in Jerusalem; callingmit an "occupation.” Tﬁae was tgeL
position of ;he'cértér Administ#ation on Séturday-"Twézdags ”
lgﬁer,vbn a Monday, ﬁéacting to the public qu;cry, J immy Cafter:.

put the blame forzthis outrage on his Secrestary of Stats 2nd
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reversed the position of the .Admi

The man who asks "trust me," zigzags znd flip-flops in ever
more rapid gyrations, trying to court favor with everycnéE'

Isr2el, the P.L.O., the Voting_bloc in the United ¥Wations and the

voters at home. On March 1lst, it tock %the Carte:'Administration'
three days to switch positions. On Rugust 20th, it took oniy
three minutes. Secretary of State Huskis condemned the U.MN.

Resolutlon on Jerusalem 1n a long sgesch that was for the voters

in this country. Minutes later, h
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the U.N. Resolution. That was for the P.L.0. and thair friend

the Carter record on thz Hiddle Eas=. Arab leaders
-~ v LS
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re persuaded that we don't say what w2 mzan. Israel is parouqqé
b [

r

hat 'we don't mean what:we say. HOW Co we build oroductive

: = |
relations with either side on such a basis? j
A
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Before we can act with authoritvy z2brcad, we have to
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demonstrate our ability to make dox policy without askingi =

permissicn of other  governments. ' ' T
Mr. Carter sent an emissary t ask for
, .

permission to store petroleum here in our own country-—a Stratagi
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reserve vital to our national securiiy and long demanded by

Congress. - The Saudis, predictably, szid no. Mr. Carter halted

\

the stockpiling. o | o o

-

" Can we have relations with our friends in ths Arab world if

those relations are built on contemo: for us?
Clear away the debris of the past four years, and the

following issues remailn to test the good faith of the Arab nation

ztional will and diplomatic

iy

and of Israel, and to challenge our

) R . a
skill in helping them to shape a pe=zca. _ .

el

There is the unresolved gquestion of territorial rights
. i

resulting £rom the 1967 war.

He

There 1s the status of Jerusalam vwhich is part of the-first
question.

There is the matter of refuge=s.

There 1is the matter of the P.L.C., which I consider distinc:
from the mztter of the refugees.

The guestion of territory, putiing aside Jerusalem for the

momant, must still be decided 1n accordance with Sscurity Councii
Resolutions 242 and 338. Ve will tftolsrazts no effort ro sunerseqé

those Resolutions. Ve must welgh thz future utility of the Cam

o
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nst that positicnh.

Fe

David zccords aga
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‘There are basic amblgui ies in

Droduced both in the I‘Ps De FszEn

and in the provisions for an autonomous regima in the

re

and the Gaza Strip. - These ambigu

negotiations to a dangerous,impasse.

Let us renembe* ohat an aukonomous Palesti

for _he West Bank and the Gaza St ip

major concession on Israel’s part in

toward peace. ' .

Negotiations between Israel and

and creative steps toward'resolving

,

Jordan are the two Pale:tlnlan stat=s

now

the United Natlons;‘:Jordan is

R .
rcant of the 'old territory of @

-

are the parties primarily authorized

unallocated territories, in accordean

¥andate and the provisions of

Thus, the autonomy plan called

Agreements must be

situation.

cr

rpoOsition, or to the

and other nelghbors make peacec.

recognizead

Resolutions 242 and 328.

the documants Camp David
the Israeli-Zgyptian pesace,
West Eank

Jorcdan could resglo ln long

these problems. ,Israel and

envisioned and authorized b

as soverelgn in son

alestine. .Igrael and'Jordan
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Jerusalem has been a source of m2n's spirituzl insoiratc

ok 1

iy

)
s
0

since King bDavid founded. it. Lts centz ality to Jewish 1if

! (bl

knawn to all. I

.

Now it exists as a shared trus:. The holy places of all

fait hs are p*otec;e and ope

)
ot

© 2ll. Hore than this, each is
under the care and control of.rep:asentﬁtives o the fespeétive
iths. Unlike the days priocr to 135567, Jerusalem is now and will
continue to-be one city; undivided, with:coﬁtinuing fréé access
for all. Thét is why I dlsagrea %i the cynical actlons.o* the'

Carter'AdﬂlnlStr“th1 in p7edgﬂng to preserve the s;atus of

Jerusaleﬁ ln.lts p?rty piratform and its undercutting”Israel and
Qm- | Jerusalem by abstaining on a key U.N. vote. i'5a¢ie§e ghe proble

of Jerusalem can be solved by men of good wx‘l 2s part of a o

permanant settiemépt. The immedigta problem is 20 make lt eaSLer

for men of good will to come to the psacz table.

President Carter r2fuses to brand the P.L.0. as a terrorist

Y

! organization. . ' o Ve
o ‘ . . . :
¢ \\ ' I have no hesitation in doing so. -
Q . . . . . e mma = e
N We live in a world in which any 22n¢ ©f thucs clever enough’
AN - - - 199
' to get the word "liberation” into its n2me can tharecupon nurder

school children and have 1ts deeds considzred glamorous zand

fresdom-Ffighters or anything else. BRY aTe terrorists and they



The P.L.0. 1s said to represen n refugses

.

represants no one but the leaders who estab
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ished it 2s a maane

crganizing aggressien against Israel. The P.L.O. is kep: under
! I'4 . = ! e .
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n every s

oL

tight control ate in the arez except Lebanon, which it

[

has effectively destroyed. As for :thoses it purports te repre
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when any Palestinian breathes a word about peace to Israel, he is

an immediate target for assassination. The P.L.O. hasfmurdered

more Palestinians than it has Israelis. : y e

This nation made an dgrgement with Israel in 1975 éoncerninc

its relations with the.P,L.O-' 5 .

This Administration has violated thazt agreemant.

°

We are concerned not only with whether the P.L.O. renocunces

its charter calling for the destruction of Israel, we-are.qually

concerned with whether it is truly represzsntative of the

Palestinian pecple. If we can bz satisfi=d on both counis, then
we will not be dealing with the P.L.0. as we know it, but a guire

different organi
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ion, one truly repressnta ~those Arzb
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edicated to peacs and not to the establishmepn: of -
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Palestinian
Soviet satellite in the heart of the Hiddla East.
Finally, the guestion of Arab Palestinian refugees.

My analysis of this tragic sitvzation bsgins with the

9]
0

claration of the Establishment of the State 0f Israel, Mav 12
< Tr

"

1948. Let me read the relevant paracraph:

"Wie appeal-—in the very midst ©I the onslaught launched

£
V]

3
gainst us now for months-—to the Arzd inhabiltants of the State‘g

H

srael to preserve peace and to parcticipate with us in the
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upbuilding of the State on
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and due representa
institutions.”

Tragically, is appeal was rejected. People left
B ! L -

the

and their homes confident Israel would b2 destroyed in a natter of

days and they could return. Israel wzs not -

refugee problem is with us today.

Qﬁe sclution to this refugee problam could be”assimilation«in
Jordan, designatad by the U.N. as the Zrab Palestinian state. ...
In the £final analysis, this or somz other solution must ba

found as part of a péace settlement. The Psalms spezk to our

~concarns, for theyZencecmpass all thzat wa strive for. They are a
vision of our ideals, of the goal to which we strive with

constancy, dedication and faith. They embrace our hopes for a

in the Middle

Just, lasting peacé‘ past and our “opes'tnaﬁ the
works of justice and mercy be done at acma:
...May our garners b= full, )
affording every Xiné of store;...
May there ke no breach in thz walls,
no exile, no ouvtcry in our strests.
Happy thé.people for whom-things are thus;
It 1is glven to us to see that this vision is never lOSt,‘itS
massage never forgotten, that the wori ©f pzace and justice and
freedom goes on, inspired by our valuss, guidad by our faith and

tment

made permanent by our comml
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Sept. 4

Harris joined the Community Services
Administration in 1977 as Special Assist-
ant to the Director and assumed his
current position in August 1977.

Federal Mine Safety and
Health Review Commission

Nomination of Dennis Dale Clark To Be a
Member. September4, 1980

The President today announced that
he will nominate Dennis Dale Clark, of
Greenbelt, Md,, to be 2 member of the
Federal Mine Safety and Health Review
Commission. He would replace Jerome R.
Waldie, who has resigned, and he will be
nominated for an additional term expir-
ing in 1986. Clark has been General
Counsel of this Commission since 1979.

He was born December 31, 1944, in
Detroit, Mich. He received 2 B.A. from
Qhio Wesleyan University in 1967 and a
J.D. from University of Michigan Law
School in 1970.

From 1970 to 1976, Clark was an as-
sociate attorney with the Washington firm
of Bredhod, Cushman, Gottesman &
Cohen. From 1976 to 1577, he was asso-
clate attorney with the Washington firm
of Lichtman, Abeles, Anker & Nagle.
From 1977 to 1979, he was Deputy As-
sociate Seolicitor with the Fair Labor
Standards Division of the U.S. -Depart-
ment of Labor.
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B’nai B’rith International

Remerks at the Clasing Banguet of the
Diennial Convention. September £, 1380
President Spitzer, President Day, Ambas-

sador Ewvron, Senator Carl Levin, Secre-
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tary Klutznick, Secretary Goldschmidt,
members and friends of B'net B'rith Inter-
national, ladies and gentlemen:

My wife made me promise that at the
beginning of my speech I would recogrize
the presence of Mr. Shalom Doron, Doron
who’s the chairman of the board of the

- B’nai B'rith Women Children’s Home in
Israel, one of the finest places that I have
ever known about, where Rosalynn was
privileged to visit when we were in Jeru-
salem last year. - '

This is 2 home, as you women certainly
know, for children who are severely emo-
tionally disturbed. They have a remark-
able 70-percent recovery rate among thaose
children. They give no drugs, and as Mr.
Doron says, the therapyis love. My wife is
one of the experts on mental health, says
it's one_of the most successful programs
and schools that she has ever seen in her
life, and you'’re to be congratulated for it

1 come before vou at a special time in
our Nation’s history, a dynamic period of
controlled turmoil known as election time.
[Laughter] It's a time when good friends
can find themselves in total disagreement.
It’s a time when pzrents are very likely to
find themselves at odds with their own
sons and daughters. It's a time when lib-
erals ask the candidates if theyll do
erough and conservatives ask the candi-
dates not to do too much. It's a time
when mere discussions become sharp de-
bates and when debates turn into heated
arguments. I understand it’s 2 lot like hir-
ing a new rabbi for the synagogue.
[Laughter]

Speaking of elections, I'm told that Jack
Spitzer was a shoo-in for reelection as your
president this vezr. I find ‘that a good
omen as I appear befere you. [Laughter]

Well, I'm deligated to be back with
you again. I remember distncily the ex-
citement of my atiendance at your ban-
quet in 1976. And I'm delighted to be
here, because, weil, I think vou know
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why. The B’nai B'rith and the Demo-
cratic Party have stood together for pro-
gressive causes for almost 50 years—from
social security to strong trade unions,
from civil rights at home to human rights
abroad. \e've made progress because
we’ve worked together, and we've worked
together because we've had shared goals,
shared ideals, shared commitments.
People sometimes say that the old
Democratic cozalition no longer exists. But
I say that all those who care about eco-
nomic justice and personal dignity and
civil liberties and pluralism have a living
record of achievement that keeps that
coalition alive. If anyone doubts that it's
alive today, let them look tonight at the
people and the ideals and the achieve-
ments of B'nai B'rith International. The
whole world looks to you with admiration
and with appreciation. ,
Like you, I believe both in progress and
also in the preservation of tradition.
Progress is the very essence of the Ameri-
can dream, the conviction that each gen-
eration through hard work can give its
children a better life than we ourselves
enjoy. But we do not want reckless
change. We value political traditions, we
value our cultural diversity, and we treas-
ure them as guideposts for the future.
This will be a decade of change, per-
haps even more rapid change, perhaps
even more disturbing change than we ex-
perienced in the 1970%s. But it's also a
decade of challenge; it’s a decade of
hope. Our country is on the right road to
the right future, and we will stay the
course. The clection is not about the past.
I've called it a choice between two fu-
tures, and I believe that Americans want
a future of justice for our society, strength
and security for our Nation. And I be-
lieve that Armericans ‘want a future of
peace for the entire world. We're on the
richt road in building a just society.

We're not a perfect nation but we’'re mak-
ing good progress.
B'nai B'rith has alwavs recognized the

universality of that efort for justice and.

for basic civil or human rights. That's
why you seek ratication of the equal
rights amendment, and so do I. OQur Na-
tion is more than 200 vears oid, and it’s
time for the righws of all Amercans,
women and men, to bs guaranteed in the
Constitution of the Uni:ad States.

You want to preserve the separation of
church and state, a polics that’s served us
so well for 200 years, and so do 1. And
you want a competent azd an independ-
ent judiciary, and so do L. I want Ameri-
ca to stay on the road that we've set for
ourself in the past and which we insist
upon following m the future. We're on
the rightroad to the right future in bring-
ing peace to the MNiddle East, and we'll
stay the course, no mattar how difficult it
might be, in our commimment to justice
and peace and to the :ecurty and the
well-being of Israel.

I hope that when the history books are
written about my own administration,
that one of the paragraphs there will be
that President Jimmy Carter, represent-
ing the United States, helped the leaders
and the people of Israel 2nd Egypt to find
a permanent peace. [hi is most impor-
tant for us. Ever since President Truman
recognized Israel’s indecendence the very
day it was proclaimmed 12 Israel our two
nations have had a spzcizl relationship
based on a common heritaze and 2 com-
mon commitment to ethical and Demo-
cratic values. It’s in the strategic and the
moral interest of the United States of
America to have peace in the Mideast
and a secure and a p=ac=iul Israel It's in
our interest as well as those of the people
of Israel.

Wc've not been completely successful
yet, but our course in thz Middle East has
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brought the first real peace that that re-
gion has known in the 32 years of Israel’s
existence. There is no turning back. The
brave vision of Prime Minister Begin and
President Anwar Sadat has been vindi-
cated. The proof is in the almost unbe-
lievable present circumnstance, for Ambas-
sadors are exchanged between nations, in
meetings between the leaders of those
nations in Cairo, Tel Aviv, Jerusalem,
and also in Alexandria, in airline flights
between the two countries on 2 routine
basis, and even the fact that now Israeli
visitors or tourists can buy the Jerusalem
Post at newsstands in Cairo.

Normalization has begun. It can and
it must proceed further. When I went to
Jerusalem and to Cairo and to Alex-
andria, the excitement of the hundreds
of thousands of people on the streets were
the most vivid testimony to me of the
hunger in the hearts and minds of the
people of those two great nations for a
lasting peace and for justice,

The United States of Americads a full
partner with Israel and Egypt in the task
of extending that peace—extending a
genuine peace between Isrzel and all her
neighbors. And I'm also convinced that
the people of Jordan-and Syria and
Lebanon znd the other nations'in the
Middle East who are Arab want peace as
deeply as do the people of Israel and of
Egypt. Some leaders have not yet been
convinced, but I’m convinced that the
people there want peace.

Together we're engaged in the only ne-
gotiation that has ever addressed both
Israel’s security and the political status of
the West Bank and Gaza at the same time
on the same agenda. And I'd like to re-
mind you that this was an agenda set by
the leaders of the two nations—Israel
and Egypt—even before we began the
three-way talks that led to Camp David
accords and the peace treaty itself. Prime
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Minister Begin has assured me that he
wants this {rom the bottom of his heart.

The road will not b2 easy. I cannot as-
sure you that our country will always
agree with every position tzken by the
Government of Israel. But whatever dif-
ferences arise, they will never affect our
commitment to a securs Isrzel. There will
be no so-called reassessment of support
for Israel in a Carter administration.

As Ambassader Evroa poinited out to
you, when he spoke recently, we have
never threatened to slow down or cut off
aid to Israel, and I can assure you that we
never will. I know from experience and
from long and extended negotiations and
discussion with the leaders of these two
countries that without security for Israel
there can be no peace. President Sadat
understands this just as clearly, as do I,
or as Prime Minister Begzin understands
it. That’s why we moved so quickly in the
first few months of my own Presidency to
enact a strong antiboyco:t law.

Such a law, as vou know, has been
blocked under the Republicans by the
Secretaries of State and Treasury. They
were afraid it would hurt our relation-
ships, diplomatic and trades relationships
with the Arab world. I thouzht about this.
But T decided to go ahead despite these
risks, because T knew it was the rizht thing
to do. Now foreigners no longar tell Amer-
ican business leaders where thev can do
business and with whom. And Secretary
Phil Klutznick, the Secretary of Com-
merce, is making sure thzt we're going to
keep it that way.

The United States Govarmment and
myself personally are committed 12 United
Nations Resolution 242, and we «will op-
pose any attemnpt to changa it. The United
States Government and I persomally op-
pose an independent Pzlestnian state,

and unless and until thay recognize Is-
rael’s right to exist and aszept Resolutinn
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242 as a basis for peace, we will neither
recognize nor negotiate with the PLO. As
I have repeatedly stated, it is long past
time for an end to terrorism.

Also I know, and have known since my
early childhood, the importance of Jeru-
salem in Jewish history. From the''time
King David first united the nation of Is-
rael and proclaimed the ancient city of
Jerusalem its capital, the Jewish people
have drawn inspiration from Jerusalem.
I sensed that special feeling myself last
year when I stood as President of the
United States before the Knesset in Jeru-
salem. I was there searching for peace in
the city of peace. My prayers were an-
swered in the Egyptian-Israeli peace
treaty.

We're still pursuing with Israel and
Egypt the larger peace that all of us seek.
In such a peace, Jerusalem should remain
forever undivided, with free access to the
holy places, and we will make certain that
the future of Jerusalem can only be de-
termined through agreement with the
full concurrence of Israel.

It’s important for me to point out to
you—because we share an intense inter-
est in this subject—that President Sadat
understands perfectly that my positions
have bezn, are now, and will be those that
T have just described to you.

I believe in Lkeeping Israel strong, and
I'm proud that in the 32 years of Israel’s
existence, one half the total economic
and military 2id has been delivered to that
great democracy during the brief time
that I have been President of the United
States. I don’t look on this as being kind
to Israel, nor as 2 handout; I lock upon
it as President of our country as an in-
vestment in the security of America.

Uldrnately, as all of you know, there is
no other path to peace in the Middle East
except through negotiation, and those ne-
gotiations are difficult, tedious, some-
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times contentious. Sometmes there is a
delay in progress that causes us all to be
frustrated, somecimes almost discouraged.
No one who cherishes the goal of peace
can allow that course to founder. This is
the policy that I will alwayvs follow. There
will not be one policy forelection y=ar and
another policy after the election. Exactly
the same’ policy that led to the Camp
David accords and to the peace treaty
between Israel and Egvpt and an unin-
terrupted supply of milizary and economic
aid to Israel will condnue as long as I
am President of the Urited States.

I shared a common problem with Prime
Minister Begin and with President Sadat.
As was the case with them, my personal
involvement in the Camp Dasvid process
carried high political risks. No politician
likes to have a highly publicized efort for
a great achievemnent and fail. There was
certainly no guarantee of success. The dif-
ferences scemed almos: insurmountable.
Neither was there any guarantee of suc-
cess in Jerusalem or Cairo when I went
there to remove the obstacles o 2 peace
treaty. I have been perssonally involved in
the peace process becazuse in conscience
there is really no choice tor me. We simply
must continue to meve a2way from warand
stalemarte to-peace and o progress for the
people of Israel and ifor the people of
Egypt.

Our efforts were succassful in 1978, Qur
efforts were successid in 1979. If we stay
the course, they will be successful in the
future. This is a time not for despair, but
for a renewed commitment.

This week my parsonal representative
to the peace negotiations, Ambassador Sol
Linowitz, has been in the Middle East
again, meeting with Prirme Minister Begin
and then with Presideat Sadat. Once
again we've found a way to move towards
peace. The talks wiil resume. And again I
will personally join in the search for peace,
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if necessary in a summit meeting, which
Prime Minister Begin and I discussed on
the phone when he called me this mormn-
ing. e called to express his personal
gratitude at the success of the Linowitz
mission to the Middle East, and also to ex-
press his gratitude at the renewed pros-
ppc;ts for progress. As you know, President
Sadat has already publicly agreed with
this idea of a a summit meeting if neces-
sary to ersure success.

We are on the right road in working for
peace and in helping to keep Israel secure,
and we'll stay on that road in close part-
nership with our Israeli friends as long as
I'mm President.

The Mideast peace effort cannot be
isolated as an international affair. Closely
related to it—and I hope that you will
mark my words—we are on the right road
also in moving toward energy security in
the future. We had to fight for 3 years, as
Senator Carl Levin knows, who helped me
with this effort, to enact a comprehensive
energy program. It's only just begun to
work, because the legislation has only just
recently been passed. But the benefits are
already clear. We're now importing 24
percent less foreign oil than we were when
I became President. The first year, 1977,
that I was in office, we averaged importing
about 812 million barrels of oil every day.
This year we expect that average to have
dropped to about 6%2 million barrels per
day, which means that’s a 2 million bar-
rel less purchase of foreign oil every day,
because we've moved on energy. But this
progress Is not a sure thing for the future.
The success of this effort depends on
the outcorne of the election this year.

The new Republican leaders sneer at
encrgy conservation. They say we should
do away with the 53-mile speed limit.
They say we should do away with the
synthetic fuel program. They say we
should abolish the windfall profits tax, a

tax on the uneamad prois of the big oil
companies. And they would like to 2t the
big oil companies keep thz racrey, nioney
that we will use to spur sslzr en=rzy, coal
use, gasohol and to hely a2 poor and the
aged pay for the higher cost of fuel to heat
their homes.

As an alternative, all iy
wan hope that if we just gva the oil com-
panies enough monev, tzy’ll solve the
energy problem for us arnd maybe help to
shape our foreign policy arthe same time.
We must be very careful zbout this. The
new Republican leaders do not seem to
recognize the cost of foreizn oil depend-
ence—not just the financizi cost, not just
the cost in joblessness and inflation, but
the foreign policy cost arcd the national
security costs as well. To abandon con-
servation, to abandon ocur energy pro-
gram could be to take the destiny of our
Nation out of our owr: hands and put it
in the hands of OPEC. W= must not per-
mit that. You should consider very care-
fully who might be Secretary of Eergy or
Secretary of State in 2 diffzrent adminis-
tration next year. '

We're on the right rezd also in re-
building the cities of America. We've
built a tough-minded workingz partner-
ship between American mavors and the
Federal Government and zlso private in-
dustry. You can see and fe2] the result in
cities all over America—a renewed sense
of pride and accomplishrent and con-
fidence.

When I campaigned for President in
1976 and went into almost any city in this
country and talked to the local officials
there in the counties and the city govern-
ments, there was 2 sense of ciscourage-
ment, alienation, and despair. We've not
vet been completely succassiul, but we
have started rebuildinz thz spiric of ac-

:
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complishment and confidznce in our
cities. We still have a long “vav to go and
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this program—so successful so far—is not
a sure thing for the future. It depends on
the outcome of this election. g

A gigantic, election-year tax cut prom-
ised—Reagan-Kemp-Roth—would ~ de-
prive us of over a trillion dollars between
now and 1987 —the financial tools to fin-
ish this job, not only In the cities but to
meet the social needs of America. The
scheme would deal our cities a great blow
and would set them back a generation.
We simply cannot permit this to happen.

Now our country is ready to build on
these kinds of {oundations. The economic
renewal plan that I announced last week
will help us do just that. We will retool
American industry and make it more
competitive and more innovative and
more productive. The results will be more
jobs and more stable prices for all the
people of our country.

The alternative presented by the new
Republican leaders would reignite infia-
tion just as we're beginning to get it
undér control. The Republican nominee
for Vice President once estimated that
the scheme that he now advocates, Rea-
gan-Kemp-Roth, would mean an infla-
tion rate of more than 30 percent. This
is one free lunch that America simply
cannot afford,

We're zlso on the right road to the
right future in meeting challenges from
abroad. Before I took office, our military
strength slid steadily downward for 8
straight years. We have reversed that
trend, to ensure that we'll continue to
have the modern conventional forces and
the modern strategic forces needed to
deter war, to keep our Nation at peace
through strength.

We are now moving decisively to in-
rease our security—and also that of our
fricnds—in NATO and in the critical In-
dizn Ocean, and in the Persian Gulf area
we are buildinz American strerigth. The
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brutal Soviet invasion of Afzhanistan
shows how Impcriant these efforts are.
We're determined to respect the ince-
pendence of the nations of that area, and
we are determined 1o meet any threats to
our vital interests.

At the same time, we will stand by our
commitments to control nuclear arms. As
long as I'm President, the United States
will not initiate a pointiess and a danger-
ous nuclear arms rzace. We'll continus to
work for the contrel of auclear weapons.
Mutual and balanced nuclear arms con-
trol is not some senzimental act of charity.
It's not a favor we're doing for some
other nation. It's essential to our own na-
tional security.

And we're on the right road to promot-
ing human rights. I'll not be swayed from
that course. We'll stand firm for human
rights at the Review Conference on Euro-
pean Security and Cooparation in
Madrid this fall to mzke sure that the
Helsinki agreements are carmied out.
We'll be fighting for huzman rights as we
did in Belgrade under Secretary Goldberg
at the last session.

Because of our sirong eforts and the
focus of world aitenzion, more than
50,000 Soviet Jews mowed last year to
freedom in Israel and to the United
States. As you know this was the greatest
number in history. They found freedom
to worship, freedom 1o rejoice in the cul-
tural and religious itions of centusies.

provals was even lower. This makes our
cause more urgent, our resolve more cer-
tain, and we will continue to communi-
cate that resolve very cizarly to the Soviet
leaders.

In closing, let me say that, as President
of our country, I trv to represent its
people. The American teople belicve in
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peace, for ourselves and for our allies
whom we love. The American people
believe that in order to have peace we
must be strong, strong militarily, and
we're second to no nation in the world in
military strength; that we must be strong
politically;” that our influence must be
extended to others in a benevolent and
acceptable way; strong morally, that we
do not ever yield from a commitment to
the unchanging principles and goals and
ideals on which our Nation was founded—
a nation committed to freedom and to
pride in the future and to the worth of
za individual human being, 2 nation com-
rmitted to the principle that every person
can worship as he or she chooses, and that
in diversity, in the plurality of our econ-
omy and our socal structure, lies not
weakness, but strength.

I represent a nation that believes in
truth, and sometimes the truth hurts.
Sometimes it’s a temptation for a oolitical
leader in a democracy like ours or like
Israel's to mislead the people, because
most people want to hear good things. But
Americans and Israelis are not afraid to
face the facts, and that's part of the
strength of our society.

And I represent a people whe believe in
democracy and openness in letting govern-
ment differences be exposed, in letung the
people of our nations be involved in the
debates. We're not afraid of those dif-
ferences and those debates. We're not
afraid to strip away the bark and let peo-
ple understand the reasons why decisions
are made.

Part of our strength 2s a country is that
a President or a Prime Minister—we’re
not alone. When we speak, we speak for
the people, not in spite of the people. And
I also represent a country that believes in
the future. A country that’s not afraid. A
country that realizes that we have never

ude progress the casy way. A country

v

that knows that we can’t knd simple solu-
tions to difficult questions and that we
cannot waver in our commitment. And
that the country must e united. It must
be bound together with confidance in our
own strength, recognizing the blessings
that God’s given us, taankful for them
and willing to use them for the benefit
not only of ourselves bu: of others.

We would never hawve been successful
in Camp David had it not been for our
attention to the future. The last few hours
we were there were tours of despair,
because we felt that sve had failed. As we
prepared to leave Camp David Prime
Minister Begin sent over a stack of photo-
graphs of me and him and President Sadat
and asked me if I would simply sign my
name. He wanted to give them to his
grandchildren. And I had my secretary go
and find out from some of the other mem-
bers of the Israeli delegation the personal
names of every one of s grandchildren.
And I took a little exira “me, and I wrote
each name on the phoiogramh and signed
1t myself. And instead of sending it back
to Prime Minister Begin by messenger, I
carried it over myse.lf. '

We were both discouraged men, be-
cause we had rcached what seermed to be
an impasse. And we sweed there on the
porch of one of those little cabins at Camp
David, and he began to go through the
photographs—they were 2l just alike but
had different names—arnd he twold me
about each one of his grandchildren and
which one he loved the most and which
one was closest to him and which one got
in trouble, which one was the beststudent.
And 1 told him about mv grandchildren,
too. And we began o think zbout the
future and the fact that what we did at
Camp David was noz just to be looked
upon as a political achizvement that might
bring accolades or congrzrulations to us.
It was not just an invesimsnt in peace for
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our owrn generatinn; it was an jnvestment
in the future.

We share a lot, Prime Minister Begin/

and I. The people of the democratic world
share a lot~a common faith in our own
country amd its principles and a faith in
the worth of other human beings al{‘over
the world, even those quite different from
us. We believe that there’s the same yearn-
ing in the hearts of people in every land
for freedom, for self-realization, a better
life for their children, and a future of
peace and security and hope. That’s what
I want for our country and for the coun-
tries that are so important to us, like
Israel.
Thank you very much.

xoTe: The President spoke at 9:53 p.m. in the
Sheraton Ballreom at the Sheraton-WWashington
Hotel. In his opening remarks, he referred to
Jack J. Spitzer, president of B'nai B'rith Inter-
national, Grace Day, president of B’nai B’rith
Women, and Israeli Ambassador to the United
States Ephraim Evron.
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Confederated Tribes of the
Siletz Indians of Oregon

Statement on Signing §. 2055 Into Law.
Scptember 3, 1980 .

I am pleased to sign into law S. 2055,
an act to establish a reservation for the
Confederated Tribes of the Siletz Indians
of Qregon.

Early in my administration I signed
into law the Siletz Indian Restoration
Act of 1977, restoring T'ederal acknowl-
edgment of the Confederated Tribes of
Siletz Indians of Orcgon and aking
them eligible for the special programs
and services provided by the United
States for Indians. Section 7 of that act
provided for the establishment of a reser-
vation for the tribe and required the ad-
ministration to submit to the Congress

_]irnnxy;Carrer, 1980
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_within 2 years 2 plan for the establish-
ment of the reserva:ion,

S. 2035 reflects this administration’s
plan and strikes a balance among the
interests of the tribe and those of the local
community, the Staze of Oregon, and the
Federal Governmernt. Most of the lands
to be conveyed to the tribe under the act
are timberlands. Theyv 2lsc include an im-
portant area which would permit the
tribe to centralize its fazilitiss and activi-
ties in a- place to which the tribe has
strong historical, culturzl, and emotional
ties.

All parties involved—officials of the
administration, of the wike, and of the
State and local governments of Oregon
are to be commended for their fine spirit
of cooperation. I want to specially com-
mend Congressman Les 3uCoin and Sen-

-ator Mark Hatfield for treir leadership in

7 this endeavor.

It is with pleasure that I sign S. 20.55.

" woTE: As enacted, §. 2055 is Public Law 96—
340, approved September 3.

United States Attorney
Herman Sillas, Jr.

White House Statement. September 5, 1980

There have been 2 number of press re-
ports about the Deparment of Justice’s
recommendations to the President con-
cerning Mr. Herman Sillas, the United
States Attorney for the Eastern District
of Califernia. The President’s Counsel,
Lloyd N. Cutler, has reviewed these rec-
ommendations and, ozzher with the De-

partment of Justice, has aforded Mr.
Sillas and his coursel a full opportunity
to examine the record and submit their

comments.
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Camp David

Q: How can you expect progress in t¢
if vou are holding out the proscect
Eurcopean allies, as well as mcst Ara
Camp David talks are going ncwha
'tnat‘uh,he is something left <o

egotiations

? Also, cur
rnations, believe the

re. What makes you beliewve
ac

I For more than 30 years, there wer= effcofts to resolve-
the Arzb-lsraell conflict. Except £or some limited disengage-
mznt agrcements, none of them worked. Then cam2 Camp David,

which led to the first actual peace in the area -- the &t

r
(0]

aty
between Egypt andVIsrael, which 1s being implemented. The

other half of Camp Davidir~ on full zutonomy for the inhabitant:
of the West Bank and Gaza --.is the first time that both
Israel's security and the rights o£f the Palestinian people have

been at the top of the agenda, together. This approach also

fulfills another essential condition =-=- that the  toughest, most
8

m‘.«

unanswerable guestions, like the final status of the West Ba
and Gaza, are put off until afte% a transiticn period cf five
yvears. This can permit the parties tc have a time of livin
and working together, in order to find room for accommodation.

It is clear to us that any other approach to peace would
also have to deal with these central problems, and £follow this
general approach. And no other approacn has besen suggested
that can do that.

I am convinced -- as are Prime Mi
President Sadat -- that Camp David can suoccoed, in the interegy

‘ri=zs and, when we are finigshed, 1in the intevests
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the Palestinian peop
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e, as well. The road i1s not easv;
the issues are complex and difficul:, and reflect more than
a generation of conflict. As the talks resume, however, they
will focus on the difficult issues that remain, building on
all the ground work that has been done in the past 16 months.
With good will on all sides -- which coss exist -=- the
answers can be found.

buring Sol Linowitz' visit to th2 Middle zZast, the
parties agreed to restart the talks, and to consider the
timing‘and venue for a summit. The two efforts‘complement
one another: +the talks will develop the issues tcward
resolution and a surmit could be useful in pushing the whole
prbcess forward. Given the decades that have elapsed since
the seérch for peace began, we should not be conc- rned about
a2 few weeks bétween the reconvening of the talks and a summit

meeting.
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Pressure on Israel

With all the potential lev

b era have cn Isra=1, wny don't,
you use some cf it to get Isra m e C

=%
ompromises?

o~

It is important to bear in mind two factors:

te
i
-—~ there can be no peace in the Middle East unless

-

£

Isrzel is securs. We are committed to its security, and we

provide 1t with great guantities of assistance and modarn

arms to that end. Seeking to wsaken Israel thrcugh "pressure.’

therefore, could fly in the face of cur concern for Israel's

security, and would undermine Isrzaeli political confidence

in the peace process; .
-~ the resolution cf the Arab-Israelil conflict must

be a political process, reached through political decisicn.
Thus any agreemant in the autonomy talks, to have any value,
must have thg avproval of the prime minister, cabinet, Knesset,
and people of Israel. Therefore, there is only one way to
reach success: to work through each issue patiently and
persistently, until there can be agreement that makess sense
to both Israel and to Egypt. I am'confident that that is
possible, and will do &ll that I can to help.

We must also understand that the dacisicns and choices

Israel is facing in the autonomy talks are amonc the most
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difficult in its entire history. It can only make th
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choices against a background of confiidance 1in s s

W

vide thac

oy
n
p
T
1
3]
y
O

and its future. Ve are committed to
ensontial confidence. Isracl needs our understanding at this

difficult time. It will have it.
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AFGHANISTAN

Reagan

The Reagan Response to Afghanistan

o Wiy v,

Opposing the President's actions, Reagan proposed his
own plan to counter the Soviet invasion of afghanistan.
Sooh after the invasion Reagan advocated sending advisers,
and! stationing war planes in Pakistan. He also suggested
that the United States send weapons to Afghanistan.

o

» Hke,

"(W)e ought to be funneling weapons through there
that can be delivered to those freedom fighters in
Afghanistan to fight for their own freedom. That
would include those shoulder-launched, heat-seeking
missiles that could knock down helicopter gun ships
that the Soviets are using against them."

Washington Post
January 10, 1980

But that was not enough. Reagan alsc proposed that
the United States blockade Cuba in retaliation for the Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan.

"One opticon might well be that we surround the
island of Cuba and stop all traffic in and out."”

New York Times
January 29, 1980

Even though Reagan advocated military options to counter
the Soviet invasion, he opposed draft registration.

"Indeed, draft registration may actually decrease
our military preparedness, by making people think we
have solved our defense problem..." '

Quoted by Senator Hatfield
Congressicnal Record
June 4, 1980

Although Reagan decries vacillation in United States
foreign policy, and calls for a greater show of military
force, his statements during the Afghanistan crisis call
into question whether Reagan has the understanding and
steadfastness required to initiate an effective U.S. response.
Of the three steps the President initiated to counter the
Soviests, Reagan opposed both the g¢grain embargo and draft
registration, and he vacillated on the Olympic boycott.
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AFGHANISTAN

Bush

"The 1dea of blockading Cuba, which Ronald Peagan 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 Kkeep this country
'strong, not through reckless foreign policy."

Milford, CT
Washington Star
March 22, 1980

Bush

"Ronald Reagan has proposed a blockade of Cuba to stop
Russia aggression halfway around the world. I would
not. I don't believe that is right. I don't know where
all the ships would come from to do it. I don't quite
see the relevance. I amnot soft on Castro. I believe
Castro is trying to export revolution...but there has

to be some adherence to international law.

"I can see some vague relationship, inasmuch as Russia
is training Cubans to be their surrogates in Africa,
but I don't see why when the Soviets are aggressors
in Afghanistan we declare war on China. That's not

- my conception of how one uses power or how one makes
foreign policy decisions.”

Manchester, NH
Washington Post
February 10, 1980

Bush

"I think you're going to see a peace offensive by the
Soviet Union. I think they underestimated world opinion.
I don't think they want war today. I think you're going
to see a pullback, maybe this summer."”

Chicago Council on Foreign Relations
New York Times
March 24, 1980

Bush

"So, getting them (Soviets) out (of Afghanistan), I

think, will be part of a Soviet peace effort, zn idea

to show that they really aren't the brutal agcressors

that they are and I think that's wh to do

it. It's going to be more world opinion than it 1s
bristling weapons lined up against the. But, the ideas
that they've stabilized things is not guite accurate.
They've stabilized it militarily, but they haven't stabilized
the heartbeat of the Afghans, and don't forget it, and

we haven't heard the last of it. You do not brutally
aggress and crush a people and have a permanent stability.
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That's not what's happened.”
Bill Moyers'

WNET/Thirteen
March 6, 1280

Bush

Journal
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"But the Soviets also will have, an energy shortfall
in the mid-1980's and so the Afghanistan invasion can
also be seen as a drive toward warm-water ports and

Middle East oil fields."

Interviews with J.F7.:terHorst

Detroit, MI,

News
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Carter

"The Soviet attack on Afghanistan and the ruthless
extermination of its government have highlighted in the
starkest terms the darker side of their policies - going
well beyond competition and the legitimate pursuit of national
interest, and violating all norms of internaticonal law and
practice. , -

This attempt to subjugate an independent, non-aligned
Islamic people is a callous violation of international
law and the United Nations Charter, two fundamentals of
international order. Hence, it 1s also a dangerous threat
to world peace. For the first time since World War II,
the Soviets have sent combat forces into an area that was
not previously under their control, into a non~aligned and
sovereign state.

On January 4 I therefore announced a number of measures,
including the reduction of grain sales and the curtailment
of trade and technology transfer, designed to demonstrate
our firm opposition to Soviet actions in Afghanistan and
to underscore our belief that in the face of this blatant
transgression of international law, itwas impossible to
conduct business-as usual. I have also been in consultation
with our allies and with countries in. the region regarding
additional multilateral measures that might be taken to
register our disapproval and bolster security in Southwest
Asia. I have been heartened by the support expressed for
our position, and by the fact that such support has been
tangible, as well as moral.

State of the Union Address
January, 1980
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Mondale

"America has moved decisively. To show the Soviet Union
that it cannot invade another nation and still conduct business
as usual with the United States, our country has embargoed
17 million tons of grain; tightened controls on high technology
trade; limited Soviet fishing in our waters; raised our
defense budget to upgrade all aspects of our forces; strengthened
our naval presence 1in the Indian Ocean; intensified development
of our Rapid Deployment Forces; and offered to help other
soverelign 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 majcrity
-—- 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.
" Address to U.S. Olympic Committee
April, 1880
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