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and shortsighted position yet, This
threatens to dismantle 50

bl
pro,

 years of highly successful nationslly

organized conservation work. It need-
lessly shakes the morale of dedicated
employees with the SCS and member

within the partner conservation dis-.

tricts, and is a classic example of being
penny-wise and pound-foolish.’ -

Of course, we are facing a serious
budget deficit and programs will have
to be reduced or eliminated. To be fair,
I must note that such actions may be
: within the budget for SCS.

But I feel it is imperative that we
maintain ' a+ serious commitment

of the Injury test prov!ded under section
701(aX2) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.B.C.
1671(a)(2)): Now therefore, be it -
Resolved, That it is t.he sense of the
Senate that— <« .-
(1) it would . be In the but lnteresu of
allied security and unity for each member

country of the Security Treaty Between -

Australia, New Zealand, and the United
States, commonly known as ANZUS, to rein-
state the practice of permitting all naval
ships of the other member countries access
to the ports of such member country; and

" {2) the President should— -

(A) continue discussions with the Govern-
ment of New Zealand almed at resolving the
present impasse regarding access of United
States naval ahips to the ports of New Zea-

toward furthering 50 years of soil and land,

water conservation efforts under the
Soil Conservation Service. I urge my
colleagues to join us in reiterating our
-continued support in this resolution
commending the Soil Conservation
) pervloe for 50 years of work well done.

. g

RESOLUTION “—BENSE
'HE SENATE WITH RE-
'O ANZUS

COHEN .(for 'himseif,

g

Mr.

- Rvnm. Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. BoscCH--

wrrz, Mr. GorTOoN, Mr. Symms, Mr.
DoLe, Mr. Siupson, and Mr, WiLsoN)
submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Fbrelgn Relations: T S
; .8.Res,66 P,
. Whereas the ‘governments of Umted
States, Australia, and New Zealand are par-
ties to a trilateral security treaty signed on
September 1, 1951. md oommonly known a5
ANZUS;
Whereas the ANZUS alliance was formed
- “4o coordinate thelr efforts for collective de-
fense” and “to declare publicly and formally
their sense of unity, so that no potential ag-
gressor could be under the illusion that any
of them stands alone in the Pacific Area’;
Whereas all partners of the ANZUS alll-
ance benefit from and are expected to benr
equally the burdens of the Alliance; -
« Whereas the need for cooperation among
the ANZUS partners has increased with the

growth )
e iy nctlvltyln "he P" “in the face of New Zealand’s policy

cific and Indian Oceans; -
ereas the free world. lncludin: New
enjoys the benefits of internation-
“al trade on & scops unparalleled in history;
Whereas the security of this trade de-
pends upon the free wqrld’s ability and will
to defend the sea lines of communications;
Whereas the Government of New Zealand
has officially adopted a policy which pre-

cludes many ships of the United States -

Navy from entering its ports;

Whereas such policy detracts from the se-
curity of all partners of the ANZUS Alli-
ance, individually and collectively;

Whereas such policy grossly impairs the
ability of the ANZUS partners to “coordi-
nate their efforts for collective defense” and
detracts from their “sense of unity”;

Whereas the Government of New Zealand
will not be in compliance with the Subsidies
Code of the General Agreement on Trade
and Tariffs as of April 1, 1985, because of its

" decision to maintain export subsidies on cer-

tain agricultural commodities beyond that
date; and

Whereas, after March 31, 1985 as 8 result
of such noncompliance by the Government
of New Zealand, the United States will no
longer be obligated under such Subsidies
Code to extend to New Zealand the benefits

b}

(B) explore with the Government of Aus-
tralia the desirability and feasibility of a bi-
lateral security treaty, -

(C) until the present lmpa.ue between the
United States and New Zealand is resolved,
preclude New Zealand from participating in
military and related octlvltles wlt.h t.he
Unlted States, and

; (D) exercise the right of Lhe Un!ted Bta.t.es
to withdraw from New Zealand the benefits
of the injury test provided under section
701(a)(2) of the 'rum Act of 1930 (19 U.B.C
1671aX2)). - . g,

.Mr. COHEN. Mr, Presldent 1or over
three decades, the lntereats of the
United States and, I believe, the inter-
‘ests of  Australia and New Zesdland
have been well served by the ANZUS

"Alliance. ANZUS has been but one
- manifestation of the close political, se-

curity, and economic ties amoncst our
three nations. . . R
In recent weeks, however. the Gov-

- ernment of New Zealand has taken ac-

tions which cast into doubt the future
course of United States-New Zealand
relations and the ANZUS Alliance.

* The Government of New Zealand is'

adhering to a -policy prohibiting port
calls by nuclear-powered or nuclear-
armed .ships. For vital security rea-
sons, the United States maintains a

policy of neither confirming nor deny-

ing the presence or absence of nuclea.r
weapons on board Navy ships.
‘The viability of the ANZUS Alliance

faced its first ghallenge recently. In

.-connection with the ANZUS Sea Eagle

exercise scheduled  for March,” the
United States requested that a U.S.

"ship be allowed to make a port call in

New Zealand: The Government of New

" Zealand refused that request.

The ramifications of New Zealand’s
policy became clear yesterday, when
the Sea Eagle exercise was canceled by
its host, Australia. New Zealand Prime
Minister David Lange was quoted in
this morning’s press reports as ac-
knowledging that .he expected his
Government’s action would have this
result. It is my hope that Mr. Lange is
also aware that the ramifications of
his policy extend beyond the cancella-

‘tion of the Sea Eagle exercise. New

Zealand must be aware that it cannot
be a part-time member of the alliance
and of the free world, selecting the
burdens it will bear while pa.rt.akinx of
all the benefits.

< Mr. Lange has stated that his pollcy
is antinuclear, not anti-United States

or anti-ANZUS. But as I stated 2
weeks ago from this floor, no person,
no group, no nation has a moral
corner or monopoly on the fear of nu-
clear war. Every sane and rational
person views the potential for the ter-
mination of much, if not all, of life
with a horror as absolute as the vision
of apocalypse demands.
.. But to be aware and fearful of nucle-
ar weapons is not enough. Nor is it suf-
ficient to adopt policies which serve
notice of ‘one’s fear and outrage if
those policies do not reduce but,
rather, increase the chance of nuclear
war. This appears to be the course
New Zealand is following. i
‘It i1s not given to me or any other
Member of Congress to lecture the
people or leadership of 2 free and sov-

ereign nation. But as a Member of the

U.S. Senate and as chairman of the
Sea Power Subcommittee, I have an
obligation to point out the conse-
quences that will naturally flow from
such an ill-considered action.

If New Zealand chooses to take uni-
lateral action to demonstrate its oppo-
sition to the existence of nuclear

-weapons, then it raises the question of

whether it is prepared to defend itself
unilaterally—not only its national se-

‘curity but its natlonal economy &s

well. :

It is by virtue of the defense of free-
dom that nations enjoy the benefits of
international trade on a scope unpar-
alleled in history. We in the free world
depend upon open access to the global
trade routes. Diminish the l.blllty to
defend that access and you' place in
jeopardy the ability to enjoy the bene-
fits of that trade.

. Wew Zealand has a long and special
relationship with the United States,

manifested in both our security and
our economic ties. One of the benefits
New Zealand has enjoyed because of
this special relationship are the re-
straints we have placed upon our do-
mestic producers of products that New
Zealand places into international mar-
kets. Regrettably, New Zealand has

chosen to call into question the need -

for this special relationship.

If New Zealand chooses to reject the .

burdens of defending freedom, it must
understand that it may also be choos-
ing to forfeit the benefit of our and
Australia’s efforts to defend it for and

with them, as well as the economic.

benefits of our special relationship.

In my view, it would be in the inteér-
ests of allied security and unity for the
ANZUS countries to return the situa-
tion that existed a few months ago,
when the ANZUS Alliance and United
States-New Zealand relations were in
good health. The choice, however, is
New Zealand's.

Mr. President, I rise today to intro-
duce a resolution that expresses the
sense of the Senate that the ANZUS
partners should return to the situa-
tion of a few months ago. However, 1
regret that I am not hopeful in this
regard and thus am compelled to call

..
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on this body to urge President Reagan " Continue discussions with' New Zea- the Senate a.nd that our allies abroad

to initiate specific responses to New
Zealand's actions, g

Clearly, the President should contin-
ue discussions with the Government of
New Zealand  aimed at resolvlnx the
present impasse. '

ANZUS i3 the only security treaty
the United States has in the South Pa-
cific. The need for security coopers-
tion with Australia has increased with
the growth of Soviet military activities
in the Pacific and Indian Oceans. Yet
the ability to carry out this coopersa-
tion has been jeopardized by New Zea-
land’s action. Accordingly, the Presi-
dent should explore with the Govern-
ment of Australia the possible need.

. for a bilateral security treaty.

The United States and New Zeala.nd
participate in a variety of military and
related activities. So long as New Zea-
land chooses to exclude the United

States from some of these, the Presi- -

dent should preclude New Zealand
- from participating in the others. ..

As 1 have noted, New Zealand has
called iInto question the need for our
special economic relationship. The
President should respond accordingly.

“He can first do s0 with a matter that is _

now before the Office of the U.S.
Trade Representative. I..et me brlefly
expln.ln ce

‘When it became a signa.tory of the

GATT Subsidies Code in 1981, New

Zealand agreed to completely phase
out 1ts export subsidies by March 31,
1985. As a signatory of the code, the
United States agreed to require a
showing of injury by domestic peti-
tioners during any countervailing duty
investigation on these subsidized New
Zealand exports. Under the injury test
‘requirement, - domestic petitioners
must show not only that New Zealand
_is subsidizing these exports, but that
"this has resulted in inJury to domestic
producers. -

It is my uhderstanding that New"’

Zealand will not phase out its export
subsidies by the March 31 deadline
.and has proposed a much longer time
frame for eliminating these subsidies.
I also understand that New Zealand
has asked that we retain the Injury
test requirement, even though after
gl[arch 31 we will not be obugated to

0 50, .

‘Had New Zealand not a.dopted lts

policy regarding port calls, some would

undoubtedly have argued that the
United States, in keeping with its spe-
cial relationship with New Zealand,
. should honor that nation’s requests
for additional time and retention of
the injury test. New Zealand, however,
seems to have decided that it no
longer needs or wants that special re-
lationship. Accordingly, in my view,
the President should exercise .the
United States right to withdraw the
benefit of an injury test eftective
April 1, 1985.
The resolution I ‘am lntroduclng
urges the President to take these four
actions I have described: w o o

. ‘land to resolve the present impasse;

Explore with Australin the possible

‘need for a bilateral security treaty; .
Until " the present impasse is re- .

solved, preclude New Zealand from .

participating in military and related
.activities with the United States; and

Exercise our right to withdraw from
New Zealand the benefit of the lnjury
test I described. -

.+ It Is clear from my eontacta with the

) executlve branch ‘that these. actions

are generally consistent with the ad-
ministration’s policy.” Several of my -
colleagues from both sides of the aisle
are joining me {n-sponsoring -this
measure, and I belleve that if it re-

celves sufficient bipartisan. support,’

the administration will act upon it. I
therefore urge my colleagues to exam-
ine this issue and joln in eosponsorlng

‘thisresolution. * /' = ... 4

I would prefer to be more delleate

and diplomatic in approaching the na- -

tional and moral sensibilities of -an"
allied nation. But such-an {ill-consid-
ered idea, left unhindered by logic or
history, -has many waiting votaries.
Indeed, there are those in other na-
tions who do not yet live under the
shadow of the Soviet state who believe
that the only remaining cholices are

_between freedom and annihilation,

atomization and abdication.. 7 . i<

Mr. President, peace and freedom -
are in fact possible, but not if we uni-
laterally undermine the ebulty to
defend that freedom. . -~

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. Presldent I
am pleased to join Senator CorEN and
my other colleagues in sponsoring this

resolution. - New Zezland’s - current

policy on visits by. U.S. ships to its
ports threatens the very fabric of the
ANZUS Alliance. .

We are ta.k!ng this action today not
because wé want to rend our alliance

-with New Zealand, but because we

want to see that alllance reinvigorat-
ed. An alliance in which one of the
parties unilaterally takes an action

"which “undermines the common -de-
fense-is no alliance at all. We must use_ -

-every lever avallable to us to reverse
this unilateral action by the New Zea-,

land Government. I hope that our
other zllies will join us in this effort. -

I might note that last month I vis-

ited Japan to talk about security and
trade issues. This was at the time of

Prime Minister Nakasone's visit to

New Zealand. I know from my visit
that many Japanese are .very con-
cerned about New Zealand’s policy and
I hope that Prime Minister Nakasone
raised the Issue with Prime. Minister
Lange during his visit. Unfortunately,
whatever demarches which we and our
allies have made to the New Zealand
Government have not reversed that
‘Government’s {ll-conceived policy. It is
time now to put some bite into our
jawboning.

1 commend - Senator CoHEN- for

" having drafted a resolution that does

Just that. I hope that it will receive

wide support among our colleagues in’

who share our concern about this
problem will undertake similar initia-
tives.

-

SENATE RESOLUTION 67—RELAT-
ING TO EMERGENCY CREDIT
-FOR THE NATION'S FARMERS

Mr BOREN (for himself, Mr. EXOR, -
, Mr. BURDICK, Mr.
Baucus Mr, HarxIn, and Mr. ForDp)
aubmitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Azrlculture Nutrltlon, and Forest-
Iy . .

] s Res. 67 P

Whereas agriculture is the Nation’s most
" basic industry, and its associated produc- .

~tion, processing, and marketing sectors, to- -
gether, provide more jobs tha.n oy other
single industry; :
Whereas United States ezriculture is the

world’s most productive and: the world’s
largest exporter; -

-Whereas it is the Nation's lnterest to
carry out an agricultural policy that will
ensure an adequate and dependable supply
of food and fiber at reasonable prices;

Whereas producers are the basic element
in the food and fiber system and their abili-
ty to make a profit and meet their financial
obuga.tlons is critical to thelr rema!nlns ln

-buslneex;

" Whereas technological developments have
, Sreatly increased the capital requirements
*. of agricultural production; .

Whereas agricultural-related debt has
risen from $50,000,000,000 in 1970 to
$215,000,000,000 in 1984; -

Whereas a general decline in the fina.ncld
condition of producers, as evidenced by in-
creases in the average debt-to-asset ratio -
and debt-to-equity ratio, threatens the abili-
ty of producers to obtain the credit needed
to continue their operations; -

Whereas it is essential that producers be
able to obtain adequate credit at interest
rates eonducive to debt lervlcinz and proflt-
making; and -

.Whereas the foundation of the Nationl
agricultural system will be adversely affect-
ed if producers are unable to obtain a return
on their investment that enables them to
service their debt and continue their oper-
ations: Now, therefore beit - -

Resolved, That it is the sense of the
Senate that the President should—

(1) direct the Secretary-of Agriculture to -
immediately support the enactment of nec-
essary legislation so as to make avallable

-not less than $4,000,000,000 in loan guaran-
tee authority for Farmers Home Adminis-
tration farm operating and ownership loans; .
7 (2) direct the Secretary of Agriculture to
eliminate the 'administrative requirement
that banks agree to write off a part of the
loan in exchange for 90 percent loan guar- -
antee under any of the Farmers Home Ad-

* ministration farm programs;

(8) direct the Secretary of Agriculture to
permit lenders to write down interest rates
on farm loans in exchange for Federal guar- -
antees on the principal;

(4) request a supplemental appropriation
of $600,000,000 for insured farm ownership
loans; .

(5) direct the Secretary of Agriculture to
reduce the interest rates on insured Farm-
ers Home Administration farmer program
loans to one half of the Treasury’s cost of
borrowing;

(6) direct the Secretary of Agriculture to
modify the administrative requirement that

N
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MX,..Continued

New Zealand Leader

Warns of Retaliation
For U.S. Sanctions

Maritime Surveillance May Be Cut

By Jay Mathews

Washington Post Staff Writer

LOS ANGELES, Feb. 26-—New
Zealand Prime Minister David
Lange threatened today to reduce
South Pacific maritime surveillance
and other activities important to the
United States in retaliation for U.S.
sanctions against his nation, which
has refused to allow nuclear ships to
vigit there.

The recently installed I.abor Par-
ty leader, speaking to American
businessmen here, raised the dis-
pute over New Zealand’s ban on
U.S. nuclear warships to a new lev-
el. He -said the United States in-
formed him this morning that it had
“drastically scaled down” cooper-
ation with New Zealand—primarily
in intelligence sharing and de-
fense—and he suggested this would
only hurt the United States.

“We have military assistance pro-
grams with South Pacific island
states. We have the prime respon-
sibility for maritime surveillance of
the vast South Pacific. We have a

force stationed in Singapore,*

Lange said.

“If the United States diminishes
defense cooperation under ANZUS,
this will in turn diminish our capac-
ity to go on playing a role in South-
east Asia and the South Pacific,” he
said, calling New Zealand’s role “a
contribution to the safeguarding of
United States and Western security
as a whole.” ANZUS is the Austra-
lia-New Zealand-United States de-
fense pact.

Lange said William A. Brown,
U.S. deputy assistant secretary of
state, told him at a one-hour meet-
ing this morning that Washington
was canceling joint military exer-
cises with New Zealand and cutting
off intelligence “of the raw, military
sort.” In opening remarks added at
the last minute to his luncheon

speech here, Lange called the U.S.
actions “a dramatic scaling down of
cooperation” that is “serious and

. to a degree damaging.”

“They are not, in my view, the
kind of actions which a great power
should take against a small, loyal
ally which has stood by it, through
thick and thin, in war and peace,” he
said.

Lange made no effort to soften
his government’s ban on any nucle-
ar-powered or nuclear-armed ves-
sels calling at New Zealand ports.
Widespread antinuclear sentiment
among New Zealand’s 3 million peo-
ple helped Lange’s party return to
power last July.

- “My point is that the security of
the South Pacific does not depend
on the occasional deployment of

nuclear weapons in New Zealand
ports, and in making an issue of jt,
the U.S. gives scant regard to its
own long-term interests in the re-
gion,” he told a California business
group called the N Z Connection.
Brown said after his morning

meeting with the prime minister:

that their talks had been “frank and
candid.” He indicated that admin-
istration officials felt that the effec-
tive ban on all U.S. warships, since
policy bars disclosure of which car-
ry nuclear weapons, will hinder
U.S. ability to meet any threat. in
the Pacific.

Although Lange is flying directly
to a conference in London after this
brief, unofficial visit, Brown said the
New Zealand deputy foreign sec-
retary would go to Washington
Wednesday for more talks. U.S. and
New Zealand officials have indi-
cated that they do not expect to
resolve their differences.

Lange said the United States ap-
pears bent on curtailing the defense
relationship “until such time as a
government is elected in New

Geneva ialks to reduce the number
of their older missiles, not their
newer ones, a White House official
said. Reagan added that the United
States would then be in a position to
reduce the number of its older mjs-
siles, and should have the newer
MX to counter Soviet strength, the
official said.

Asked whether the MX would be
used-as a bargaining chip in the Ge-
neva talks, Speakes said that term
has “such an erroneous connotation,
We think that MX is an important
part of our defense buildup.”

But another White House official
said the MX is “a powerful negoti-
ating lever” to offset 600 Soviet
SS518 and SS19 missiles in the same
class as the MX.

Shultz said U.S. arms control ne-
gotiators should be sent to Geneva
“with the strongest possible nego-
tiating position . . . and that means
not suggesting unilateral conces-
sions that might diminish the incen-
tives the Soviets have to talk.”

Weinberger said the missile is
“vitally important to our ability to
achieve the deep reductions we
seek” in Geneva. A ‘

“Why should they seek to reduce
their arsenals,” he asked of .the So-
viets, “if we have signaled we are
going to permit them to maintain—
and perhaps even expand-—advan-
tages they currently enjoy?”

White House . officials said the
report Reagan will send to Con-
gress Monday will discuss advances
in hardening missile silos and pos-
sible basing modes for the “Midget-
man” single-warhead mobile niissile
planned for production after the
MX. .

Staff writers Helen Dewar,
Mayvgaret Shapiro and Michael
Weisskopf contributed to this report.

Zealand which will admit American
nuclear weapons,” a view echoed by
Reagan administration officials. He
also said he thought the administra-
tion sought to warn other allies
against a similar prohibition on vis-
its by nuclear ships.

Lange told reporters after the
speech that his policy is designed to
prevent deaths from nuclear acci-
dents and reduce the likelihood of
Soviet nuclear attack, but is prin-
cipally justified by a state’s right to
refrain from arming itself with nu-
clear weapons when not threatened
by such weapons.

7
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Defense Deputy Taft
Sees Somali President

Associated Press ¥

. MOGADISHU, Somalia, Feb.
26—The deputy U.S. defense sec-
retary flew to Sudan today after
talks with Somali President Mo-

27 February 1985 Pg.16

hammed Siad Barre, the official Ra-
dio Mogadishu reported. William
Howard Taft IV is on an African
tour with a 17-member delegation.

+ The United States has access to
Somali ports and airfields under a
defense arrangement worked out in
1980 as part of an effort to increase
American military capability in the
Indian Ocean and Middle East. The

United States provided $243.9 mil-
fion in aid to Sudar in fiscal 1984,
including $46.5 million in military
assistance, according to State De-
partment figures.

. Vice President George Bush is to
visit Sudan next week. Taft has

stopped in Senegal, Zaire and Ken- . -

ya and will go to Egypt after calling
at Khartoum, the Sudan_ese capital.

WASHINGTON TIMES 27 February 1985 3

Paying the price for treachery -

Every time Richard Perle goes to the Hill
to chat with Congress, it’s bad news for the
Soviet Union. Last Wednesday was no excep-
tion. The formidable Mr. Perle, an assistant
secretary of defense, told the Senate Armed
Services Committee that, in view of Mos-
cow’s demonstrable disregard for arms-
control treaties, “we must now create
penalties for violations that deny the benefits
of the violations to the U.S.S.R”

Failure to act would invite further flouting

f the Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty and SALT
I. Already Washington has substantial evi-
dence that the Kremlin violated the ABM
treaty by constructing a huge three-
dimensional phased-array radar complex at
Krasnoyarsk in central Siberia. Under the
terms of the ABM agreement, such
command-and-control radars cannot be built

so far inland.

This and other Soviet breaches of weapons
treaties cast grave doubts on the March 12
arms negotiations in Geneva. The talks are
to cover three areas: intercontinental mis-
siles, medium-range missiles, and space
weapons. U.S. negotiators must insist that it
will be impossible to move ahead on discus-
sions of space-based weapons, so dear to
Moscow's heart, until the Soviets satisfac-
torily resolve the Krasnoyarsk question.

Mr. Perle wisely declined to specify what
specific penalities the United States ought to
consider. The first order of business is to
persuade Congress that penalties are essen-
tial if Moscow is to be kept more or less
faithful to its treaty obligations, and Mr.
Perle moved usefully in that direction last
week.
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The latest lunacy from Libya

What are civilized Americans to make of
Libya’s “strongman,” Muammar Qaddafi?
Most will agree that he presides over one of
modern history’s most lunatic political
regimes, that the last two syllables of his
name seem appropriate. Even the dimmest
perceptions appear to have matured since
Billy Carter’s romance with this fanatical
despot, with his dreams of a Judenrein Mid-
dle East. -

If a terrorist act occurs anywhere in the
Middle East or Western Europe, chances are
passably good that Col. Qaddafi was involved
in the training, equipping, financing, or plot-
ting. His most recent escapade — attempting
to kidnap an Egyptian official -— was wonder-
fully thwarted by Egyptian intelligence. He
doesn’t stop.

Now the oil-rich madman hooks up by sat-
ellite TV with a Black Muslim gathering in
Chicago. His host: Louis Farrakhan, political
adviser to the Rev. Jesse Jackson, who has
just praised President Reagan as God’s gift
to blacks, urging the brethren to behave
more self-reliantly. He miscues a bit when he
questions Mr. Reagan’s right to be president,
but let’s be fair: he learned his logic under

the desert sun. ° ‘ _
His most urgent plea is for black soldiérs
to desert the U.S. Army, form their own mili-
tary operation, and make war on America.
Herevives the racist call for a separate black
nation, teasing his listeners with pledges of

- support for the necessary violence. (Mr. Far-

rakhan praises him as a “fellow struggler in
the cause of liberation of our people.”)

When, four years ago, administration offi-
cials reported that Col. Qaddafi, targeting

| the president and other officials, had dis-

patched a “death squad” to this country,

members of the press hooted. Some hoot still,

adducing a lack of an assassination to prove
the nonexistence of a “death squad” When

will they take the colonel seriously? When

civil war erupts? ;

To be sure, any such struggle — they
always call it “struggle” — would be quelled,
but at what cost? Teddy Roosevelt would
know what to do, but international law per-
mits no such “bellicosity;” and nice people
don’'t target international troublemakers
even if it did. Happily, civilized people aren’t
always nice.
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