Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This 1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Blackwell, Morton: Files

Folder Title: Veterans Briefing: AWACS
(3 of 6)

Box: 48

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/diqgital-library

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/


https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/































Gr







THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release

October 5, 1981

The following statement was issued by the undersigned former
national security officials today:

The sale of AWACS and other air defense equipment to Saudi
Arabia would make a substantial contribution to the national
security interests of the United States in a vital part of

tt world.

The rejection of this sale would damage the

ability of the United States to conduct a credible and
effective foreign policy, not only in the Gulf region, but
across a broad range of issues.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

C_Zice of the Press Secretary

PRESS BRIEFING
FOR REPORTERS BY
SENATOR NANCY KASSEBAUM

The 0ld Executive Office Building
Room 450

October 8, 1981

11:55 A.M. EDT

MR. SPEAKES: Senator Kassebaum has just finished about a
15 minute meeting with the President and she will have a brief statement
of which we have copies -- we'll pass out at the conclusion and she'll
be happy to take your questions.

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: Thank you, Larry. For some time, I
have been contemplating the AWACS proposal. As a member of the Foreign
Relations Committee, we have been very involved in hearings, as you know,
the last couple of weeks.

My initial inclination was to support the sale. I believed
that it would enhance regional stability. I also was persuaded that if
we did not complete the sale, that the Saudis would be able to purchase
the British Nimrod.

These considerations, while valid, were not necessarily
compelling. But recent events in the region, however, do make a
compelling case for the sale. I think the assassination of President
Sadat makes it crucial that we reach out to all moderates in the Arab
world. The sale now, more than ever, is in the interest of Mideast
stability and American security.

iy active support of the proposal is not a sentimental
memorial to Pre: " lent Sadat -- a courageous and imaginative world
leader. It 1s rather a recognition of the reality we face in the
aftermath of his tragic death. I hope that we can quickly consummate
the sale and get the issue behind us as we shape a post-Sadat Mideast
policy.

We must continue our strong relationship with Egypt and
I: 1el and build our ties with the Saudi moderates. Our friendship
with one nation does not preclude our involvement with others. 4s I
have focused in the last few days on the complex of issues surrounding
the AWACS proposal, I believe that the preeminent consideration
must be regional stability. I hope that others will concentrate on
that element as well.

This isn't a question that should, nor I think, will be
decided on partisan or political personal benefit. It is a question
of whether the sale will enhance or inhibit American interest for
a stable rational Mideast.

I have concluded that it serves those interests. I hope
o2thers will too. Thank you.

0 Senator., how do vou answer opponents ©of the AWACS

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: We're never going to be able to,
I think, evaluate whether it's wrong hands. There's always been,
for a long period of time, an uncertainty about the Mideast, the
fragile tensions that have torn the area apart for centuries will
continue to be. But we have to deal with the reality as it is and
I think work towards those key Arab states that have been mode¢ ate
in policy and certainly are anxious to work with us. As I say,
in no way does it preclude the importanc of Isi l and it long
and historic ties to us. It will continue. I think it's paramount
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that we maintain a relationship with Israel and with the other key
Arab states. I don't believe, indeed, that we can determine whether
it's going to fall into the wrong hands or not.

Q Senator, this is your response to the Sadat assassina-
tion and part of your justification for supporting the AWACS sale.
The almost immediate response of the Saudis was to urge the Egyptian
leadership to now abandon the Camp David process. Do you think it's.
wise to continue this sort of military support of the Saudis if they
are so recalcitrant in joining the U.S. backed peace process in the

Middle East?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: BSometimes things are said for
the press and for public at home and indeed won't be the intention
and I wotu 31 certainly hope that it will not be. I don't think --

0 It's been a very consistent line, though, on their part.

MORE



'SENATOR KASSEBAUM: It has been in the past. It doesn't
mean 1t will necessarily continue to be in the future.

Q Well, do you have any indications to suggest that the
Saudis would join in the Camp David peace talks?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: I don't have any indications, no.
But I certainly think that we should be willing to take an imaginative
step on our own part and reach out without necessarily tying all sorts
of conditions, as a matter of fact, to the sale and take a gamble
that indeed it will be productive. I think it can be.

Q Senator, in exchange for your support of the Presi-
dent's position on AWACS, did you receive any assurances about the
basing of MX missiles in Kansgas?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: No, I did not. That didn't even come
up .

Q Three months ago you said you thought we should
suspend consideration of the AWACS sale. And you said, "The last
thing we need right now is more arms in the Mideast regardless of

who wants them."

Aren't things less stable now than they were then?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: That was at the time following the
bombing of the nuclear reactor in Baghdad and I said I thought that
it would be wise to not conclude the sale of the F-1l6's to Israel
and hold back any decision on the AWACS.

We proceeded with the sale of the F-1l6's and so I think
we might as well go ahead, and as I said, make this decision and
get it behind us and move on, plus, now, the very significant factor,
of course, of the assassination of President Sadat and the conditions
that will change in the Mideast as they are searching for new re-
lationships. And I think it's very important that we have a presence
there.

Q Senator, you're in a distinct minority in terms
of supporting AWACS, it appears, in the Senate. Do you think you
are --

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: ©Oh, I don't think so.

Q Do you think that the AWACS will pass in the Senate,
the Pre 2t 7 »>posal will pass 1d e you part of a tamp 1le to
the President's side, if you will?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: No, I'm not part of a stampede. As
a member of the Foreign Relations Committee, as I say, we have been
going through exhaustive discussions about the AWACS proposal. I
think it's going to be close. I have always felt it would be close.
I do helieve that the conditions now have made it -- there are
< : . ,
the stal lity ot the region. And 1 tnink tnils cdir ennance it, but
more importantly, as I said before, I think we need to get it behind

us.
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o) Senator, considering that some people see the Sadat
assassination as a not too subtle warning to other would be moderate
Arab leaders not to cozy up too close to the United States, is that
why it's important in some way to support the AWACS proposal?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: I don't know that we can -- how it
will be read. Most of the comments that I have seen regarding the
assassination have believed it came from fundamentalist Moslems and
was not particularly related to friendship with us.

That certainly will always be factor. And I think we have
to take that into consideration. Certainly those nations that don't
want to appear too close to us, as I say, will make comments for
home consumption and yet very much want a working relationship.

I d¢ 't know for how long you can ‘have it both ways, but part of
diplomacy is being skillful and being flexible and I think that
pertains to everyone.

Q Senator, let me ask you a guestion on a related matter.
The New York Times reports this morning that a plan born during the
latter months of the Carter administration and apparently carried
out through the spring of this year involved a covert plot against
Colonel Qaddafi by the United States, France, the Saudis and Egypt.
The story did not specify that assassination was involved, but some
sort of covert action involving Egyptian and Sudanese troops.

Let me ask you as a member of the Foreign Relations
Committee, were you aware of such a plan? And number two, do you
think that is a proper U.S. role to play in that very unstable region?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: No, I was not aware. I just went on
the Foreign Relations Committee in January and if this was something
that had been contemplated in the previous administration, I
would not have been aware of it,

MORE



se

~

nor do I think the Foreign Relations Committee would have been

aware of it. I think that we have always had obviously a role in
covert activities. That is not to say that it is wise or that we
should. But it has been a reality and I could not judge this parti-
cular situation. Certainly Colonel Qaddafi has himself engaged in
many destabilizing, covert activities, and will continue to do so,

I am sure.

Q Do you think that it is fair to play the same
game with him?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: I cannnot really make a judgement
until I would know if even, indeed, that had been the case.

0 Senator, your opening statement struck many of the
things that White House spokespersons are striking in the AWACS
matter. Did anyone on the White House staff assist in the drafting
of your statement?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: No, they did not.
Q Your staff did it, then?
SENATOR KASSEBAUM: I did that with my staff, vyes.

Q Senator, the death of President Sadat indicates
how tenuous the situation in any Middle Eastern state can be. Will
not the introduction of this sophisticated arms package to Saudi
Arabia, including the enhancements on the jets, increase tensions
in the area? Israel is oppose to it. How can you see this as a
stabilizing factor?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: Because I think as Egypt is struggling
to establish stability with the change of government, there is going
to have to be a pulling together of some of the moderate Arab states.
Certainly the Saudis are one. They are important to us. They are
important, really, to Israel. This, as you know, will not be a sale
that will be completed until 1985 -- between 1985 and 1987. Many
things can change even in the next several months. But to move
ahead and finalize a discussion which has been ongoing for a long
period of time, going back again to the previous administration, I
think is crucial. I think we need to move beyond this to broader
policy in the Middle East, and I think that is what is fundamental.

Q Senator, did the administration tell you anything
new about the AWACS deal to get your support, or was specifically the
assassination the deciding factor?

SENATOR KASSEBAUM: No, there was nothing particularly
new. As I said, I started out with two areas that I felt were impor-
tant and those were really more or less confirmed during the hearings.
Then I think the compelling case for the need to take action and to
move on was the assassination.

Thank you.

END 12:05 P.M. EDT
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Office of the Press Secretary
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REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT,
DR. HENRY KISSINGER AND MR. HAROLD BROWN
FOLLOWING LUNCHEON WITH
FORMER NATIONAL SECURITY ADVISORS

North Portico

1:10 P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: This distinguished bipartisan group of
former national security officials have agreed to the following statement
of support for the sale of AWACS and other air defense equipment to
Saudi Arabia. After reading this statement, both Harold Brown and
Henry Kissinger would like to make a further statement of their own.

The statement is: The sale of AWACS and other air defense
equipn a1t to Saudi Arabia would make a substantial contribution to the
national security interests of the United States in a vital part of
the world. The rejection of this sale would damage the ability of the
United States to conduct a credible and effective foreign policy, not
only in the Gulf region, but across a broad range of issues.

I want to thank each one of these gentlemen who are here
for their recognition that this sale is in the national security
interests of the nation. Their public appearance at this time is an
indication of the broad bipartisan :support this sale has among
knowledgeable former national security officials from both Republican
and Democratic administrations, going all the way back to the Eisenhower
administration.

And we believe, as I've said before, that not only is
what we're talking about in the interest of our national security, but
it is in the best interests of the national security of our friend and
ally, Israel.

Now, Henry -- Dr. Kissinger.

DR. KISSINGER: Mr. President, I'm aware of the intense
debate that is going on on this issue and I can sympathize with many
of the concerns that have been expressed. It is my strong conviction,
however, that these concerns cannot be met by objecting to the sale of
AWACS. I believe the sale is in the national interests of the United
States, It is compatible with the security of Israel. It is essential
for tt peace process in the Middle East. And it is important for the
President's ability to conduct an effective and ct 1ible foreign
policy. And so, I would urge those who have legitimate concerns,
to meet them in conversation with the administration and to vote for
the AWACS package without attaching conditions -- that are incompatible
with the dignity of Saudi Arabia and with the effective conduct of
our foreign policy.

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you very much. And now, former
Secretary Brown.

MR. BROWN: Thank you, Mr. President. I believe that
American national security depends very strongly on the preservation of

-

make. I believe that when these are welighed agalinst the aavantages that
this sale bringsto U.S. national security, that the conclusion is that
it would not help U.S. ¢ :urity, it would not help _sraeli security,

to have this sale rejected.

I think that both from a military point of view and from
a diplomatic point of view the transfer is advantageous to the U.S.
From a military point of view in terms of the ability it gives us to
hay information on air movements in the area and from a d:_lomatic
point of view because the United States needs, if it 1s to continue to

MORE



contribute to thr peace process, to have close relations with Israel,
with Saudi Arabi., and with other countries in the region.

I think that would be severely damaged if this sale were
overturned. I hope that the members of Congress who are going to con-
sider this matter t <e into full consideration thes facets of the issue.
And when they do, I believe that they should come out in favor of it.
Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: This concludes, but I think you can all
see that there's a who's who roster here of men who have served this
country over a great iny years and have proven today they continue
to serve any time they're needed.

And on behalf of all the people of this country, I just
want to <press my heartfelt thanks to all of you for being here
today and doing this. Thank you very much.

END 1:20 P.M. EDT
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many. Saudi Arabia is going to try to do the job from three
widely separated main operating bases.

If you overlay it with the United States, it coverys
the United States east of the Mississippi. As a matter of
fact, when you overlay it with the United States, a little problcm
pops out just from the geography. If Dhahran and the oil field
resources that we talked about were attacked in the Eastern
prov: e area, Dhahran would be a likely military target. 1If
Dhahran were destroyed or put out of commission for some degree
of time, we'd have to be defending those vital o0il field resources
from the other F-15 bases back at Taif or Khamis Mushayt. That
distance is this problem I'm trying to create for you is similar
to trying to defend Chicago from a place as far away as Witchita
or Dallas. And geometry works out when you overlay it with
a map of the United States.

In order to do that, we're talking about providing
the elements of the package -- the five AWACS, six KC-707 tight
tankers -- they're essentially an AWACS 707/320B airframe that
is as common with the AWACS as possible so that the Saudi military
manpower problem is not exacerbated by putting two different
weapons systems in there. So the airframe will be as common
with the E-3 AWACS as possible. Those six tankers,with an
option for two more, conformal fuel tanks for the F-15 and
AIM 9-L missiles for the F-15 as well.
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However, you don't even have to move the AWACS back that

150 miles which we beli re the Saudis woul do. We're teaching them --
they said they would use our doctrine with the AWACS. We believe they'd
operate those valuable resources -- operate them in a survivable mode.

1t all you have to do is move the AWACS back about somewhere between
75 and 100 mile Dback from its Northwest most bor¢ r in order to be able
to -- excuse me, when you operate back that distance, 75 to 100 miles,
you see none of Israel because of this radar masking effect that I
tal =2d about and the limitations of the 208 miles miles that you can

see.

0 -- what altitude do you see none of Israel?

COLONEL LILAC: This particular chart that I'm talking
about here is down to zero. I've got various altituc 3 depicted. This
or you can » it knocked down to 200 feet where -- if a target is

flying 200 feet or below, you wouldn't see it.
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border between Saudi Arabia and Jordan, that the plane could observe
Israel.

COLONEL LILAC: (Inaudible.) I'm discussing it with you
now.

Q So you're telling me that flying in that -- what you
call "the notch" between Saudi Arabia and Jordan, still can't see
Israel?

COLONEL LILAC: That's right. Flying in that notch,
even though tI' nomi a3l 208 mile low lev . coverage covers Israel,
in order to see over the »>p of the masking, you actually have to fly
up in this region in order to see all =--
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Q

But there's a question in that though -- you
suggest that any reservations or risks on the other sic are to be
set asi » because of the overwhelming importance --
MR. ALLEN: Not at all.
Obvious y there is a --

But I think I've explained it.
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wo .d not do.
MR. ALLEN: Yes. (Laughter.)

Q What happens if a hostile power takes over
in S¢ 1i A1 »ia?

Q You really haven't iswered all the questions.

MR. ALLEN: There's going to be a multiple choice
test on Thursday.

T~ PRESS: Thank you.

END l: P.M. EDT
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(Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)
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REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT
TO REPORTERS
FOLLOWING SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE VOTE

Bellevue Stratford Hotel
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
4:25 P.M. ED?P

Q Sir, it looks like you may have lost in the

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, that's what I was just going to
speak t9 you about. Frankly, I'm gratified that it was that close.
I, of ccuxrze, would have wished that it would have been tha other
way -- one of them had had a headache and had to go home early or
somethang and it might of -- but to be that close, and I still am
going to continue believing that we can get it in the Senate vote
on thqﬁgloor.

And Lesley, in your earlier question here, I think I
left the wrong impression. I was conscious that the press, the
media had talked of the possibility of another way of doing this
and that's what I was really conmenting on and we hadn't had any
conferences on it and we haven't, so I don't know what any possi-
bility there would be on anything of that kind or whether we would
consider it or not. We're going to continue believing that we can

2, the vote -- that the Senate is going to see that this is not
only essential as three former presidents have been saying for
the last few days to the United States =-- it's essential to the

secyrity of Israel, We have totally protected the technology.
Thera's no risk of that, certainly no risk to Israel and I just
hat ¢Q believe that there will be enough Senators that will recog-
nize the importance to us of having the relationship that this can
lead to where we can continue the peace-making process.

Q By not ruling out that waiver, sir, don't you
leave the 1nference that if you win in the Senate, fine, but if
-ou don't win, then you'll take it up?

THE 2RESID™:T. No, this is what I was trying to
correct -- that I would -- because we haven't even considered
this and as hypothetical question as it is and I was just commenting
because when you asked I thought, this was in connection with the
stories that have appeared in the press.

0 But you will not rule it out completely either,
right?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, it' a hypothetical question
and I'm not going to -- I can't even answer that yet because I
don't know whether I would or not.

Q Sacretary Haig said once a few days ago that
he thought you'd do what needed to be done under any circumstances.
At led everyone to believe that you'd use it if you had to.

r

hypothetical at the moment because I haven't even -- tnere nasn't
‘even been any discussion with me on it.

Q Did Senator Zorinsky ever call you back?

THE PRESIDENT: No. Maybe they called the vote too
soon.

D 4:30 P.M. EDT
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o) Do you think there was one telling argument --

MR. BAKER: When I say one-on-one, I mean just the
President and just the Senator.

Q All right, but do you think there was one telling
argume : that really clinched it?

MR. BAKER: The national interest.

END 5:15 P.M. EST






THE PRESIDENT: We have not considered that.
talked about that yet, and I seriously doubt it.

0 You wouldn't rule it out though?

We have not

0 You are expecting some more senators to jump on the

bandwagon now?

THE PRESIDENT: Jump on or climb on or --

Q Are you going to send the letter tomorrow to the Senate?

0 The letter tomorrow?

THE PRESIDENT: I think that the letter has gone, hasn't it?

MR. SPEAKES: It goes tomorrow.

THE PRESIDENT: 1Is it tomorrow? Yes, the letter is going up

tomorrow.

0 -- any deals? Have you been giving anything away?

Have you made any deals?

THE PRESIDENT: No, I don't make deals.

0 What happens if you lose, Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: I lie me down and bleed a while and then get

up and fight again.

0 Which is closer, Marshall Coleman's victory or AWACS?

THE PRESIDENT: On both I am cautious y optimistic.

END

5:21 P.M. EST
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REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT
WITH SENATORS
FOLLOWING THE SENATE AWACS VOTE

The Oval Office

6:10 P.M. EST

SENATOR BAKER: That's what campaigning in Virginia does
for you, Mr. President. (Laughter.)

SENATOR BAKER: Mr. President, that was quite a vote.

THE PRESIDENT: Oh =--

Q How do you think he did it, Senator?

SENATOR BAKER: Well, I had one Senator today who told
me he was going to vote for the proposal, so -- you know that man
down at the White House could sell refrigerators to an Eskimo. I'm

glad he could sell AWACS to --

The President did a tremendous job. He really did. We
worked him very hard, I'm afraid -- talking to Senator, after Senator,
but it paid off handsomely and it was a good operation.

THE PRESIDENT: Let me interject and say that there's a line uyj
of gentlemen here who worked very hard also, to whom I'm very indebted.

SENATOR BAKER: We thank you. We appreciate it. And
we're re® _eved. (Laughter.)

Q Any hidden tactics you want to reveal?

SENATOR BAKER: (Laughter.) No hidden tactics. It was
one vote at a time.

Q What do you think did it? What pushed it over the
top?

SENATOR BAKER: I don't think there's any one thing. I
think that the weight of logic and time for people to think about it

and to weigh the arguments pro and con -- I think we had the better
argument -- and in the final analysis, that's what one would make of it.
Q You don't think it was the meeting with the President?

SENATOR BAKER: Oh, yes, but the President was our chief
negotiator and at one time or the other I expect the President saw,
virtually, maybe every member of the Senator or almost every member of
the Senate. And with some of them he met more than once. I sometimes
_»t ashamed of myself calling down here and asking him to meet with
so-and-so and sometimes Mr. President would say, "Well, I already did
that." 1I'd say, "Well, I know, but you've got to do it again."
(Laughter.)

Q Was it excruciating?
THE PRESIDENT: No, and I must say it was very impressive
also because many of the Senators that I talked to, I think most of

them, were honestly trying to find what they thought was the right
answer for the country.

THE PRESS: Thank you.

END 6:15 P.M., EST
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THE PRESIDENT: I want to express my gratitude to the
members of the United States Senate for their approval of the sale
of the AWACS defense system to Saudi Arabia. Today I think we've
seen the Upper Chamber at its best. The United States Senate has
acted with statesmanship, with foresight, and with courage.

I can't fully express my gratitude to Senator Baker and
the other Senate leaders, Democrats as well as Republicans, who played
such a crucial role in this decision.

Today's action by the Senate will not only strengthen
Saudi-American relations but will also protect our economic lifeline
to the Middle East, win favor among moderate Arab nations, and most
important, continue the difficult but steady progress toward peace
and stability in the Middle East.

We've acted in concert to demonstrate that the United
States is indeed a reliable security partner. Our friends should
realize that steadfastness to purpose is a hallmark of American
foreign policy while those who would create instability in this
region should note that the forces of moderation have our unequivocal
support in deterring aggression.

This vote ~one doesn't mean that our security problems in
that part of the world have been completely solved. This package is
but a part of our overall regional security strategy. Our strategy
seeks to enhance the capacity of friendly states to defend themselves
and to improve our own ability to project our own forces into the
region should deterrence fail. We'll continue to pursue efforts in
both areas.

Our support for the security of Israel is, of course,
undiminished by today's vote. The United States will maintain its
unshakeable commitment to the security and welfare of the State of
Isré ., recognizing that a strong Israel is essential to our basic
goals in that area.

Much work still remains ahead. I trust that all of us
who disagreed openly and vigorously in recent days can now put aside
our honest differences and work together for common goals: Friend-
ship, security, and peace at last in the cradle '

MORE 10/28/81



of our civilization. Because of actions like today's by the
Senate, the cause of peace is again on the march in the Middle
East. For this, all of us can be grateful.

Q When did you know that you had won?

THE PRESIDENT: When they came in and handed me the
votes.

Q Didn't you know earlier today =-- that you could
count it up?

THE PRESIDENT: A little while ago this afternoon, I
felt that the count was -- that at least we were going to be assured
of a tie, and that would have been a victory because it required a
majority vote to stop this.

Q Do you think this will be an inducement to get
the Saudis into the Middle East peace process nhow?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I do. I think that as a matter of
fact, the Saudis have shown, by their own introduction of a peace
proposal that they are willing to discuss peace in the Middle East.

Q Between Egypt and srael?
THE PRESIDENT: What?
Q Between Egypt and Israel?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, they submitted a plan. We could
not agree with all the points, nor could the Israelis, but it was
the first time that they had recognized Israel as a nation and it
is a beginning point for negotiations.

0 What do you think this vote means for your ability
to conduct the arms --

THE PRESIDENT: I think that it's going to be -- it's
going to have a very good effect. We had heard from many leaders
who had expressed their concern about what this could mean in the
whole world scene, if it had not turned out the way it did.

Q Do you think it will help you put the budget fight
ahead? The next budget round?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know. I don't know whether the
two are connected at all.

Q What aspect of what you told the senators did you
think was the convincing aspect and what final thing do you think
turned the tide in the last few days?

been se¢ 1, tl 10 deals maade. NOIEe were olLliered. -
talked strictly on the merits of the proposal and basically I tried
to point out in rery ir :ance, the prc_:ess 1 h:¢ been made >
far in the Middle East towards stability and peace and the part that
was played in that by Saudi Arabia, Prince Fahd, beginning with the
cease fire that we were able to secure in Lebanon, in which they

I iwyed a major rol . And I simply played on that that this, I felt,
was essential for the security of Israel, for the entire Middle East
and for ourselves on the world scene.

Q Do you foresee any circumstance under which by
1985 this sale might be cancelled if the Saudis aren't cooperating
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with the lease?

THE PRESIDENT: I would think that the only thing that
could happen to make us not fulfill that would be if by some chance,
the radical elements that we know are there and that have made them-
selves tragically evident in the last few weeks, that if they should
gain control in the Middle East and gain control of all of those
governments we are talking about, I think the very fact of what we
have done and the knowledge now that the United States and our allies
are not walking away from the Middle East is going to contribute to
the stability and make it very unlikely that the other can happen.

Q A big smile, Mr. President.

THE PRESIDENT: I'm trying to smile with dignity. I
don't want to look jubilant. (Laughter.)

END 5:39 P.M. EST





