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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 23, 1987

Dear Mr. Fowls: Aﬁoﬁp§p7

Thank you very much for your letter and your
generous words. It was kind of you to write
as you did and I'm most grateful.

ST ﬁﬁ it was pw fordume 5= Ao b—
You are right

Jgsedd the story broke in the press. e
leak came from an Iranian official hostile to
those we were dealing with and by way of a
radical weekly paper in Beirut. I urged our
press to hold off because of possible danger
to the people we were dealing withg but they

ing.. There has been no
word from some of those I mentioned and I fear
the worst.
WW

/ Again, my heartfelt thanks to you.

?ﬂ

Sincerely,

Mr. J. F. Fowls
25 Manhasset Avenue
Port Washington, New York 11050
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 23, 1987

Dear Paﬁl:

Thanks very much for your letter and your kind
words about me and your proper words about our
friends (?) in the media.

Someone sent me a clipping from an Illinois
paper. It carries guotes going back to 1858
in the press of that time about Lincoln. One
paper called him everything from a thief to a
gorilla. But when he was shot the same paper
went into a mix of crocodile tears and an
eulogy about this "great and good" man.

I hope I can avoid such a change of heart by
today's press, considering the price.

Nancy sends her best.

Sincerely,

P N
"fi‘u"l‘ &

wy
At !
dr'uu/‘_lh

Mr. Paul Trousdale
500 South Sepulveda Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90049
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March 20, 1987

Ronald Reagan
President

The White House
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. President:

You handled yourself magnificently with the so called "ladies and
gentlemen of the press". I don't know how you hold your temper with
such idiots. The type of questions they ask are insulting, unpatriotic,
and the American public are absolutely fed up with the press of the
United States. They should get on to asking questions about more

important business.
Just sounding off. I don't know what I can do about it.
Best wishes,

- ~

R S

PAUL

PT:cw
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MEMORANDUM FOR: The Honorable AN
Frank C. Carlucci T
Assistant to the President for /Lzypﬂﬂhjgﬁol
National Security Affairs 7 )
The White House (P07 ﬁf

/2D L
FROM: Charles Z. Wick%) Ry
Director ol

/’/M /j/]/

SUBJECT: Iran Affair and European Public Opinion .

VR A e ;

in

Although large majorities of those familiar with the Iranian
arms issue say the incident has damaged U.S. credibility,
confidence in the U.S. ability to deal responsibly with world
problems has risen in Britain and West Germany and has
remained stable in France.
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British and French Publics Say INF Missiles Should Remain; West
Germans Prefer Their Removal

The predominant opinion in Britain and France is that INF
missiles should remain in Europe to counterbalance Soviet
forces. In West Germany, by contrast, a solid majority says
these missiles should be eliminated.

A solid majority (58%) in West Germany believes their Government
should rely only on conventional weapons to deter a Soviet
attack. (Table 6) In Britain and France, half or more now say
that nuclear weapons are necessary to deter an attack, a notable
increase since June when a plurality in each country preferred
to rely only on conventional forces for their security. 1In
Britain, this shift auqurs poorly for public acceptance of the
Labour Party's anti-nuclear defense plank.

Attitudes Toward SDI Remain the Same

Little change has occurred in attitudes toward SDI since last
November. Prevailing opinion among the British (50%) and West
Germans (62%) continues to oppose U.S. SDI research, while the
French remain divided (42% to 41%) over the issue. (Table 7)

Majorities in Britain (59%) and Germany (64%) and a plurality
in France (44%) also continue to say that the U.S. "should give

up SDI if that were necessary to reach any nuclear arms control
agreement with the Soviet Union." The number who contend SDI

is "too important to give up" remains steady (31% in Britain,
38% in France and 21% in Germany).

Growing Numbers Aware of Soviet Anti-Missile Research

Since November 1986, the number of people who believe the USSR
is conducting research on an anti-missile defense system has
increased in all three countries. Growing majorities in all
three countries are now aware of Soviet research. (Table 8)

But these increases have not been accompanied by growing support
for U.S. SDI.

Prepared by: Steven K. Smith M-2/6/87

Approved by: Nils H. Wessell, Director
Office of of Research 485-2965
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Table 1. Awareness of U.S. Arms Sales to Iran
"How much have you heard or read about the United States

selling arms to Iran -- a great deal, a fair amount, not very
much, or nothing at all?"

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY

1/87 1/87 1/87

{(1002) (509) (498)

Great deal 18% 8% 12%
Fair amount 48 56 42
subtotal 66 64 54
Not very much 28 19 39
Nothing at all 5 14 5
subtotal 33 33 44
Don't Know 1 3 2

100% 100% 100%

Table 2. U.S. Credibility and Iran Arms Sales

"Some people say that U.S. credibility has been damaged as a
result of the stories surrounding U.S.-Iranian arms shipments.
Others say U.S. credibility has not been damaged. Which view
is closer to your own?"@

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
1/87 1/87 1%87
(950) (422)
U.S. credibility
damaged 78% 60% 75%
U.S. credibility
not damaged 17 23 17
Don't Know 5 17 8
100% 00% 100%

@Asked only of those who had heard or read at least something
about the issue.
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Table 3, Confidence in U.S. Ability

"How much confidence do you have in the ability of the United States to
deal responsibly with world problems -- a great deal, a fair amount,
not very much, or none at all?"

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
12/85 _6/86 _1/87 12/85 _6/86 _1/87 12/85 6/86 1/87
(504) (973) (1002) (500) (509) (509) (510) (500) (498)

Great deal 8% 7% 8% 16% 12% 9% 7% - 8% 8%
Fair amount 43 28 37 48 38 40 41 20 29
subtotal 51 3 45 64 50 49 48 2 37
Not very much 40 43 41 26 25 32 43 49 45
None at all 8 18 12 6 13 12 7 19 15
subtotal 18 3 53 32 38 44 50 68 60
bon't know 1 4 2 4 12 7 2 4 3

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 4. Confidence in Soviet Ability

"How much confidence do you have in the ability of the Soviet Union to
deal responsibly with world problems -- a great deal, a fair amount,
not very much, or none at all?"

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
12/85 6/86 1/87 12/85 6/86 _1/87 12/85 6/86 1/87
(504) (973) (1002) (500) (509) (509) (510) (500) (498)

Great deal 3% 5% 5% 3% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Fair amount 32 31 35 28 16 20 23 9 22
subtotal 35 36 40 31 18 22 2 11 24
Not very much 47 41 42 39 30 41 55 50 47
None at all 14 17 13 26 39 30 16 34 23
subtotal 61 58 55 65 9 71 71 84 70
Don't know 4 6 5 4 13 7 4 5 6

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Table 5. Important Issues on the International Scene

"In your opinion, of the following, which is the most important
issue on the international scene today: (A) the controversy
over U.S. arms sales to Iran; (B) nuclear arms control; or

(C) international economic/trade issues?"

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
1/87 1/87 1/87
(1002) (509) (498)
U.S. arms to Iran 20% 15% 15%
Arms control ‘ 40 21 37
Econ/trade issues 33 54 37
Don't Know 7 10 11
00% 100% 00%

Table 6. Necessity of Nuclear Weapons

"Some people say that nuclear weapons are necessary to deter a
Soviet attack. Others say that we should rely only on
conventional weapons for our security. Which view is closer to
your own?"a

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
6/86 _1/87 6/86 _1/87 6/86 1/87
(973) (1002) (509) (509) (500) T1499)

Nuclear weapons

necessary 43% 54% 34% 49% 30% 28%
Rely on conven.,
forces 49 40 40 36 51 58
Don't Know 8 6 26 15 19 14
100% 100% 100% 100% 00% 00%

dQuestion wording 6/86: "Some people say that nuclear
weapons are necessary to deter a Soviet attack. Others say
that we should rely only on conventional weapons. Which view
is closer to your own?"




—LEIMITED OFFICIALUSE |
-6-

Table 7. Continuation of SDI Research

"wWhat is your opinion of the United States continuing this research on
anti-missile defenses? Do you favor this research strongly, or favor it
somewhat, or do you oppose this research strongly or oppose it somewhat?”

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
12/85 11/86 _1/87 12/85 11/86 _1/87 12/85 11/86 _1/87
(504) (993) (1002) (500) (501) (509) (510) (501) (498)

Favor strongly 18% 20% 18% 25% 7% 8% 10% 9% 8%
Favor somewhat 36 18 22 33 33 34 23 18 20
subtotal 54 38 40 58 0 42 33 27 28
Oppose somewhat 22 15 20 13 26 26 23 20 20
Oppose strongly 16 32 30 13 18 15 25 44 42
subtotal 38 4 50 2 4 41 48 64 62
Don't know 8 15 10 16 16 17 19 9 10

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 8. Soviet Anti-Missile Defense Research

"As far as you know, is the Soviet Union conducting research on an
anti-missile defense system, or is it not conducting such research?"

BRITAIN FRANCE GERMANY
11/86 1/87 11/86 1/87 11/86 1/87
(993) (1002) (501) (509) (501) (498)
Conducting res. 46% 52% 52% 66% 46% 59%
Not conducting 12% 10 7% 9 5 6
Don't Know 42 38 41 25 49 35
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON o Rl

March 23, 1987

Dear Charlie:

[y JN AL - 7 - . X R

UvilLcTcCiLuUuLl
U. S. Information Agency
Washington, D.C. 20547



March 19, 1987

Dear Howard:

Joe Allbritton recently visited Saudia Arabia at the invitation
of the Saudi Government. During that visit, he had dinner with
our public affairs officer and shared with him his views about
The Washington Post's coverage of the Iran arms transfers which
are outlined in the enclosed letter. TI thought you would be
interested in reading his perspective on this issue.

With warm regards.

Sincerelv.

The Honorable

Howard H. Baker, Jr.
Chief of Staff

The White House



United States
Information
Service
Embassy of the United States of America
P.O. Box 865
Riyadh, Saudi Arabia 11421
Tel: 488-3800
March 9, 1987
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Mr. Charles Z. Wick
Director

U. S. Information Agency
Washington, D.C. 20547

Dear Mr. Wick:

Last week I had the pleasure of having dinner with Mr. Joe L.
Allbritton who visited Riyadh at the invitation of the Saudi
Government. Mr. Albritton was hosted by the Minister of
Finance, Muhammad Abalkhail, at the behest of the Saudi
Ambassador in Washington, His Royal Highness Prince Bandar.

During the dinner, Mr. Allbritton made several comments which he
indicated he wanted me to pass along to you. They concern the
Iran arms transfers and the U.S. Press., It was Mr. Allbritton's
very strong feeling that the American press was much at fault
for letting the administration continue with the arms transfers
as long as it had. Had the U.S. media, and especially the
Washington Post, lived up to its responsibilities early in the
game, he said, they would have exposed the project before it got

persoﬁéi-réiégion;ﬁip'Qiéh”theLWhité House and thus eventually
hurt the administration and the country far more than would have
been the case at the outset,

Earlier in the evening I had mentioned to Mr. Albritton that I
worked for USIA, and he brightened considerably, saying that you
and he are old friends. After dinner he urged me to be sure to
report to you his comment about the Washington Post and the Iran
arms transfers. When you next see Mr. Allbritton, please tell
him your staff keeps you well informed.

I hope you are well and fit as ever. Warm regards from Saudi
Arabia.

Sincerely,

/5ot

Ellsworth Miller
Country Public Affairs Officer

LEMFPER~OPRECTALUSE
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Quality Operations 1090 Vermont Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
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September 4, 1986 Cf?” ‘
Yz

=/
Vice Admiral Jon Poindexter . /( Lf{
National Security Adviser to Sl e
President Reagan
Executive Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Dear Jon:

Ever since I departed Iran in late February 1979, Iran, its people, and
its strategic importance to the United States have been of great concern to
me, I have written to both ° n oo 7T, to 7 ’ 7 te
°+--7~- President Reagan, ai arous members OI tne Senate
ana nouse, and as yet have uLucL reaiiy receiveu aun answer that causes me to
believe that anyone on the Hill is doing anything of a positive nature to
ensure that Iran does not fall into the Soviet camp upon the termination of
the Iran~Iraq war. As a fellow Naval officer, I'm writing to you in hopes
that you will understand both my concern and the very critical nature of that
particular situation.

My first flag duty when I was selected in 1978 was as the Chief Naval
Advisor to the Commander-in-Chief of the Imperial Iranian Navy, I relieved
RADM Robert Connolly who had the job at the time. My reason for selection, I
presume, was based primarily on my having introduced the 963-class destroyer
to the Pacific Fleet in 1974-76, and I assumed the tie-in was made since Iran
had ordered four of the 993-class Kourish~class destroyers and I was a logical
choice to ensure that they were ready to receive these very advanced surface
ships when theéy were delivered to Iran.

I worked very closely with the Commander-in-Chief, Admiral Habibollahi,
and his flag officers and 0O-6's to ensure that there was an integrated
logistics support program ready to support not only the 993-class destroyers
but, in addition, the submarines they had purchased from us and the frigates
they were negotiating for with the Dutch and Germans. I enjoyed a very close
and cooperative relationship with my Iranian peers and would have enjoyed the
tour tremendously had not the tragic deposition of the Shah occurred in early
1979.

//ﬁ f? ( g Vs o
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Vice Admiral Jon Poindexter
Page Two

I was there during a period of time when it appeared that the Persian
empire would go on for another 2500 years, a Persian empire that was making
vast strides in entering into the 20th century as a result of the Shah's
foresight and his desire for his nation. Our lack of support of him in
1978-79, of course, spelled the end of that dream and the beginning of the
complete chaotic situation which has prevailed in Iran since the spring of
1979. 1t is difficult for me to believe that we are now in the eighth year of
seeing a nation which had so much potential being reduced to shambles and
hopelessness by a bloody, incompetent dictatorial regime, exacerbated by the
absolutely pointless struggle going on between Iran and Iraq.

As T said, I've written numerous letters bringing to the attention of our
leaders the fact that there are many very fine, intelligent, capable Iranian
officers and civilians with excellent credentials in this nation who would be
thrilled with the thought of working with our government to come up with a
plan for removing Khomeini and rebuilding Iran as our ally in a very troubled
portion of the world. Looking back two decades, it is obvious that while the
Shah lived, our problems in the Middle East were very minimal. While not
loved, the Shah was well respected, and he certainly put his money where his
mouth was as far as building a strong nation that militarily influenced that
part of the world significantly. Iran was at peace with Iraq at the time, and
all of the Persian Gulf sheikdoms were enjoying a period of stability and
tranquillity. Since the Shah's departure from the scene, we've seen the
advent of terrorism, fostered by Qadhafi and Khomeini principally, which has
brought us considerable grief and caused us substantial amounts of money which
have produced no guarantee that Americans can travel with any degree of
security in that part of the world. Why we have allowed this situation to go
on as long as we have is a mystery to me. We certainly took action against
Qadhafi recently, and I think the world applauded that very bold and
forthright approach., Why have we been so remiss in our intervention in Iran?
Iran was our friend, and I believe there still is a substantial percentage of
its population which considers America as its friend. A few more years of the
Khomeini rule, though, and I doubt that this same situation will prevail.
Currently, Iran is in the throes of shortages of everything from food to
fighting men, and the war with Iraq continues to grind out its toll on the
latter irreplaceable commodity. )

I am clearly convinced that Iran is ready for a change, but without some
outside assistance, this change will never occur. KXhomeini knows full well
how to keep control of a nation. While the American press has been very quiet
about the executions during the despotic rule of Khomeini -- unlike the press
given to the Shah's excesses ~- the executions and the repression of human
rights continues at a very significant rate under Khomeini.



Vice Admiral Jon Poindexter
Page Three

Is Iran worth anything to us? 1Is Iraq worth anything to us? And yet,
without U.S. intervention, it is my belief that those two nations will remain
locked in a death struggle because neither side can afford to either win or
lose. To win for either side means they will have to explain to their people
why they got into that completely and incredibly stupid war which had
absolutely no point to it. To lose, of course, means the end of their tenure.

1 believe that with intervention by the United States, we could cause
Iraq to withdraw and consider the war a draw, one in which they do not lose
face; and I believe that Iran would consider America as a divine intervention
which saved their nation at a very critical point in their history.

As 1 said before, we have a wealth of talent in this town which
understands Iranian politics, Iranian military and the need in Iran. Why
don't we use them? TFor instance, Admiral Kamal Habibillahi, the former
Commander-in-Chief of the Iranian Navy, is here and lives in Fairfax. Admiral
Nashollah Movaghari, the former assistant Commander-in-Chief for programs,
plans, and personnel, and the last governor of Kuhistan Province in Busher,
lives in Falls Church. Admiral Abol Ardalon, who was the president of the
Iran Electronic Industries while on active duty with the Navy, lives in
Vienna, Va. Dr. Assad Homoyoun, who was the charge’ of the embassy here in
Washington, lives in Potomac. Admiral Nasser Jahanbani, who was the admiral
in charge of all the Iranian Navy training, lives also in Falls Church. 1In
addition, there are a number of captains and other flag officers, both Army
and Air Force, who live in the area who would be delighted to meet and give
you their opinions on what needs to be done and how it might be best done.

Jon, again I stress I write to you as a fellow Naval officer who is
interested in world peace but who is also interested in the humanity of this
whole business. The people of Iran are being slowly ground up into small
pieces by a despotic regime who makes the Shah look like the Prince of Light
by comparison. These people were our friends for at least 50 years prior to
the revolution, during which time we had very close relations. We encouraged
them to make their big leap into the 20th century, and of course, they
certainly did a great deal for our economy in all of the both consumer and
military goods”they bought from us for many years. Also, the employment that
they gave to our nation with the advisor groups which we sent over represented
another significant contribution. And yet, when the Shah needed us, Mr.
Carter turned his back on him and let him die a rather pitiful death. Were
there excesses during the Shah's regime? No question about it. But,
regrettably, show me a country in the world now in which there isn't
corruption in high places, and I'll show you a place that does not exist.

Jon, heretofore, my letters to President Reagan and President Carter have
been referred to someone in the Pentagon, and normally, I've gotten a



Vice Admiral Jon Poindexter
Page Four

bureaucratic reply which said nothing except "We're aware of the situation.”
I would really appreciate if this letter gets into your hands and you give it
some serious thought and either drop me a note or give me a call. You can
reach me at home at 998-5434 or at work, although I'm on the road much of the
time now, at 289-5737. I currently am working as Vice President, Quality
Operations, for Textron, Inc.

Best wishes to you for success in a job which certainly has a tremendous
amount of potential but must be taking its toll on your family life and
professional emotions. I'll keep you in my prayers.

FLVS VIR SN VIS FL B WAN =Y By

Vice President, Quality Operations

FCC/mct
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MEMORANDUM FOR FRANK C. CARLUCCI

%
FROM: ALISON B. FORTIER AP
SUBJECT: Hill Meetings
- a4 4 a v a . - . . - - . I ’f
ince the
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Admlnlstratlon has a good shot at winning a majority vote in the
Senate, it is most important to focus your efforts there.

Senators Kassebaum, Rudman, and Cohen together -- this group
forms a phalanx of key moderate Republican supporters. It
is important to keep them on board.

Senator Dan Evans: This moderate Republican is going to be

central to most Senate votes -- a real opinion leader who

carries weight with moderate Democrats as well. He N
co-sponsored the Dodd bill but has had reservations about

the Hill's knocking out the $40 million.

Senator Frank Murkowski:
to be bucked up.

A Contra aid supporter who needs

Senator Jay Rockefeller: A moderate Democrat we need to win

over on the issue.

These meetings should be scheduled as quickly as your schedule
permits.

Jose So:jgio concurs.

RECOMMENDATION

That you agree to sgfiedule the proposed meetings on the Hill as

soon as possible.

Approve Disapprove
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

Fitzwater has said that the Tower Report will be critical of
the Iran policy process? This means it will obviously be
highly critical of you, as Chief of Staff. Comment?

What is your relationship like with the President?

How can you reconcile the varying statements on the Iran
issue by various Administration officials?

It is one thing to have a problem. It is another to
mishandle it. Do you believe your critics are correct when
they say yvou have no political understanding of Washington
in-fighting?

What is the status of your feud with the First Lady? Are
you on speaking terms?

Are you going to resign?
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Why did you talk the President into changing his testimony?

Did you orchestrate a cover-up attempt in November?

Can you comment on McFarlane's testimony that he doctored
the North chronology to protect the President?

Why was the President so obviously unprepared for his
November 19 news conference?

Why have you been keeping the President from speaking on the
Iran issue?

What is the basis of your December testimony that the
President approved the September shipment after the fact?

Is it true Shultz forced the President to change Casey's
intended false testimony?

How can you claim, as Chief of Staff, that you did not know

.what Poindexter and North were up to? Isn't this an

admission of incompetence on your part?
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