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" NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 8343

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20508 {;t' . .
Ol /U/

ARSI
November 19, 1986 ;jPZ§fa*;m;"//35

MEMORANDUM FOR LARRY SPEAKES

FROM: PAUL W. HANLEY

SUBJECT: -

Attached are copies of ASD(PA) Sim's press brief yesterday (Tab
A) in which he said,

"Those who are in charge at the Pentagon, and I mean by that
Secretary Weinberger, have been very clear on the fact that
we're part of the national security process."

Also Secretary of Defense Weinberger's interview in Charleston,
West Virginia this morning (Tab B) in which he said,

"I think the basic policy that has been ennuciated is the
policy of the Administration and is a correct one."

Also Admiral Crowe's statement in San Antonio today (Tab C)
expressing his very strong support for Vice Admiral Poindexter.

FYI, ASD Sims reports a thorough understanding on the part of the
Pentagon press corps that Secretary of Defense fully supports the
President and his policies.

Attachments

Tab A Sims' 11/18 Press Brief

Tab B SecDef's Charleston Interview
Tab C Adm Crowe's Stmt in San Antonio
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DoD News Briefing
fuesday, November 18, 1986 - Noon
Mr., Robert B. Sims, ASD/PA

I am pleased today to introduce Mr. William Hart, who has re-
iorted in to be the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (Public
ffairs), Bill was with me in the white House Press Office; among
sther things, as Directar of the White House News Summary. Most
fecently, he served as Press Secretary for a senator from Florida.
I want to welcome him and hope all of you will get to know him.

1 want to also take a mowent to express my appreciation for
¢ol. Marv Braman, who is not in the room at the moment, but certainly
pas been doing double duty since Bob U'srien retired as the Ueputy
4ssistant and in his normal job. He has just been outstanding and
}'m glad that he will now be able to concentrate full time on meeting
your needs in his responsibility as Director of Defense Information.

Today, the Secretary of Defense hosted a tull honors cereuony, a

weeting and luncheon in honor of the Egyptian Minister of Defense,
ield Marshall Abu Ghazala. These activities represent examples of
he continuing dialogue between them. They last met when the
ecretary was traveling and stopped in tgypt on his recent trip.

hey had a working lunch there in October. Today's meeting and

junch is8 still on-going and we hope to have a readout of that, to’

he extent that we can give it to you, later this day. You might
ontact Major lcenogle in DPI if you are interested. _

Secretary Weinberger will give the keynote address to computer
ngineers and academicans who are attending the Ada Expo '86
eting at the Charleston (WVa.) Civic Center, tomorrow, November
9 at 10:45 a.m. Senator Byrd will there with him. Before the
ecretary's speech, which will be open to the press, there will be a
edia availability at the Civic Center Press Koom at 10:15 a.m.
he point of contact is Dan Dager, 304 3452-5855. We will try to
;ipe in his speech or at least get you a copy of the text.
: Will the media availapility be piped in here too?
A: I'm not sure we can do that, we'll check into that. If we
ran, We certainly will.

fhat's all 1 have after this long absence,

3. Bob, on Ghazala, there was an interview with him published
in Deflense News last week in which he said that he believed that
the United States should exercise "forgiveness," was the word he
wsed, on the interest rates on the current money that they owe us
»n defense aid. They're having trouble dealing with those interest
sates. How does the United States feel on the possible forgiveness
pf interest rates?

A: I can't give you a policy statement on that. 1I'm sure
ghat'a something that would be under discussion today and 1'd
rather wait until the discussions are over. The Field Marshal
jhae had meetings with other officials in Washington and we'll

MORE



2.

have to see how those came out and perhaps we can give you something
on that if there is anything new to report.

Q: Did the Secretary of Defense think that the proposal by
the NJC or the CIA to sell arms or transfer arms to lran was
absurd?

A: 1've seen that report by one of those present and have no
comment on it. Larry Speakes pointed out in his briefing this
morning that the news story about an alleged memo says that the
original proposal was, as the wWhite House has stared it, to
develop contacts with Iran.

As to the alle%ed Secretary of Defense marginal notes, 1
certainly can't confirm the accuracy of the report. 1 just point
out that the Secretary becomes personally concerned when his
private files get out of his office in any way, accurately or
inaccyrately. And 1'm just not going to comment as to whether
whic was reported was accurate or not. ['d rather not comment at
all.

It is his practice, as you know, on advice that he has given
to the President on policy positions that he's taken in internal
governuent discuseions, not to make those public. He hasn't done
that with regard to Iranian policy and he hasn't authorized me orx.
anyone else to do so.

Q: 1Is the Secretary's silence ‘'on lran an indication that he
does not support the policy?

A: 1 would just go back to statements he has made which are
basically not to comment on matters that are being discussed at
the wWhite House. 1 just don't have anything to add to that.

Q: He said last week, 1 think, that the U,S. policy is one
of neutrality. Now there are reports that a private American
company, BDM, may be cooking up some sort of a deal with lrag
which would affect their ability to conduct the war. What is the
Pentagon's positfon on that? _

ﬁ: I1've seen those reports and I'm aware of contacts that, I
think, the company or the Iraqi government might best discuss. But
we have no request from BDM for a license to provide contract
services to lraq. Neither Iran nor Iraq are eligible to receive
goods or services through the U.S. Security Assistance Program.

PQur golicy with regard to Iraq, as I understand it, and that
might: be better addressed to the State Department, is that we
don't supply arms to Iraq, nor do we authorize other countries to
transfer U.S. manufactured or licensed weapons to iraq. That’s
not to say that if a company came to us and asked for permission
to dao a study or some other such thing that we wouldn't grant

it., We just don't have any request for a license to provide
contract servicee to lraq. So we have nothing...

Q: We would not agree to arms, but if there is some sort of
computer wargame support that we could give that aight...

A: 1 couldn't say hypothetically what we might do if we had
4 request. We'll have to wait and see if we have one and then

make a decision on it, that's not dependent solely on the Defense
MORE



3.

Department, but also the State Department to grant 4 License. So
we'd have to have a license request, we'd have to know what it
was far, and then we'd have to make a decision on it. Acr this
point we have no such reguest.

Q: Do you have any information to indicate to you that
you anticipate such a request coming to you? ’

A: 1 don't have anything one way or the other to know
‘whether there will be a request. I['m aware of reports of
discussions between the company and the governuwent, but whecher
that will result in a request to us for a license, 1 don't know.

: By "we" don't have such a request do you wean...
A: The U.S. government.

j: But you are fairly certain from a non-hardware standpoint
{t would still be something that if they wanted to sign a contract
that they'd still need to get approval from State and LoD?

A: Yes,

Q: Is there any contact between the government of Iraq and
the U.S. Defense Department in this regard? Any sort of request
for any consultancy? There were some stories last week that
jndicated that some U.S. war planners were sitting down and doing-
poue qf these things with an eye toward Iraq. i
' A: .1'm-not aware of anything like that. 1'd rather not .

omment on sowething 1 haven't fooked into. I1'm not aware of
guything. '

Q: You're not denying that that's possible?
A: 1'm not aware of anything.

Y: There's a report that Admiral Crowe is going to express
some dissatisfaction about the Sumnit when he goes on the Hill
soon. Can you confirm that?

A: 1 don't know what he might say when he goes to the Hill.

1 did hear from the Chairman of the House Armed Services yesterday.
[ believe I understood him to say that he would have some hearings
later on and 1'w sure the Chairman would be willing to testify as
pe always is, it he's asked to do so. | don't know what he'll

say in his teatimony. He would certainly say what he wants to
withoyt any constraints or restraints from the Department.

: Un Friday, there is to be a couple of ¢losed door hearings
pn the Hill about this whole Iran business, Has the Secretary of
pefenge been invited to testify?

4: He's not planning to testify. | don't know if he's been
invited or not. What 1've read about this hearing or these
pearings -- we're talking about intelligcence committees and they
deal with another agency of the government. 1If there are any DoD

itnegses, or even who other witnesses wmight be, 1 would rather
ave the committee speak to that. But in answer to your specific
fAuestion, I don't anticipate that Secretary Weinberger will be there.

Q: Does the Secretary want to testify on this matter?
A: 1've not heard him express any interest in doing so.
MORE



4.

Q: Does the Secretary feel that tnis in fact and truly was
not only an intelligence matter?
A: What?

Q: The announcement by the President that he authorized
some Xeapono to be sent to Iran.
: 1 just couldn't say what the Secretary thinks about every-

thing., The Secretary has not commented on this. Others who are

in pogitione to describe the policy have done so dnd continue to

do so. The President will do go tovworrow night, 1’w sure. So [
think it's just not our role here to cumment on what is a policy
that'g been described by the White House and which 1 believe the
wWhite House has said was managed by another agency.

Q: The reason why these questions come up is that we're
seeing reports that there's division in the Administration. Can
we hegr from you something to the contrary?

A: We have not reported any divisions in the Administration i,
from here. 1 go back to Wayne's question about the JCS testimony,
and one of your colleagues reported last night a "war" between the
Pentagon and John Poindexter. I would assure you there is no war
between the Pentagon and John Poindexter ur anyone else at the White
House, The Pentagon is a very large building. You may find
peopie here who support almost any contentlon. 1n facc, Admiral
Crowe has a saying that the Pentagon's a building with five sides
on every issue. [ think there is some reason to say that.

That just means that anyone who wishes can do something in
an anenymous, mischief-making way with no accountability. Those
who are in charge at the Pentagon, and I mean by that Secretary
Weinberger, have been very clear on the fact that we're part of
the national security process. The legislative role of the JCS
is to give advice to the Secretary and to the President if called
on, and they do that admirably and honestly, without any reservation,
certainly discreetly and with no constraints whatsoever,

$0 1 just discount all of these various reports which always
come up when there is any controversial subject that's being
aired anywhere in town, that the Pentagon has a problem, because
certainly you can find someone in the Pentagon to support whatever
view you may want to take. 1'd refer you to statements that
the b{cretary makes and that we make here at the podium which are ?‘
on the record and accountable.

Q: ...a& statement in which the Secretary has endorsed any
part of the Administration's handling of the Iranian arms deal.
1 mean, the absence of a positive can be construed as a negative
in a case like this. He has been given opportunity and he has
never said he approves of what they did.

A: I1'd have to go back, he's 80 often available to you that
1 haven't been in on every session including the one you had
;ecengﬁy. so I don't know what he gsaid. But 1 will stand by what

e said.

MORE
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Q: He did not say anything positive. He said the President
had asked him to shut up and he's being very loyal in that manner.
A:- I would hope that everyone would be that way.

Q: You mentioned those in charge of the Pentagon are very
clearly part of the national security process, The White
House is describing this matter as indeed part of that process.
The White House has spoken to it. The Secretary ot State has
spoken to {t. Why hasn't the Secretary of befense spoken to it?
A: 1'l1 have to ask him. L'll check with him on that when
next we meet. He's been asked about this many times. He has been
asked every way. He's said what he wants to say on it, and 1
will leave it at that.

Is the supply of arms to Iran contrary to U. S security
interests as they pertain to the Middle East?
A: 1I'm not going to get into this any further. 1['ve said
all that I want to say on it.

Q: You didn't make clear whether the Secretary was invited
to appear on the Hill. You said that you didn't anticipate he would

fppear.
A: 1'm not aware of an invitation to him., I'm sure that he
is not planning to be there.

Q: If he's not planning to be there, does that mean. if
invited he would invoke executive privilege?

A: No, if he were invited to appear before a committee and
would have some role to play, he would oe represented. 1If it
pouldn't be appropriate for him to participate himself, he'd
certainly be represented. ,

Q: Could you explain briefly what that role was?

A: 1 would rather leave roles and discussion of these
patters to the hearings which will probably be closed, and let
you find out what went on in those hearings.

: It's unclear because all the direction has pointed to the
CIA and the State Department, but if arus were supplxed the
Detense Department would have to know about that, 1It's unclear
to me as to whether there has to be some sort of passive approval
by the Defense Department to have this proceed.

A: 1 don't intend to get into the inner-workings of the
government on how policy is shaped, who takes what position and how
things are approved. There are many wiays that things can be done
I wouid leave that to the people who did them to describe them.

Q: On the matter of mechanics and logistics, is the Defense
Department or any of the agencies aware of any arms transfers to
Iran?

A: 1 just wouldn't want to comment any more on that, Richard.
I'd leave that to others who are describing the policy and answering
questions on that. If it's appropriate for Defense to participate
in hesrings and describe that to the appropriate committees,

we'll do that. Mut 1 wouldn't have any comment on it.
MORE



Q: Can 1 assume that you're not going to make any comment
at all on lran?

A: As ugual, Hugh, you have shown a great deal of perceptive,
mature, intelligence here, and also a decsire to get this briefing
over with. There is a certain confluence of views here.

Q: 1 realize you don't want to talk about any specific past
shipments of American arms to Iran, but what is the current policy
about third countries, I can name a tew, Israel, South Korea, or
whatever, shipping arms to Iran -- shipping American-origin arms
so Iran?

A: Really, 1've said all I can say. That's a question
properly addressed to the State bDepartment or the white House,
i#nd 1'd let them answer that.

Q: The Secretary said that he feit the shipment of arms to
jran would destabilize the entire area. Has he...
A: Who said that?

Q: The Secretary of Defengse. In iew Jersey, I think it was.
A: 1 think what he said early on in the discussions was
ghat he didn't see it in any one's advantage for lran to win that
yar. That's as far as he's gone.

: ...Secretary said or not to say anything when the Defense
Department is obviously a major part of the national security and
§ntelligence communities? .

’ A: We're obviously a part of the national security community,
put that doesn't mean that we're a major part of every activity
fhat's undertaken in the name of national security. In fact 1
yould leave it to those who are playing the major role and who
have the policy to explain, and who have the facts to explain

t with, to do the explaining. 1 think they're doing that and
hey're doing it quite well. 1 don't know how you can get into
ghis story from the Pentagon, frankly, because it's being handled
#lsewhere.

Q: I just wanted to clarify what you said in answer to the
previous question that the Secretary said at an earlier stage in
this he did not see it to anyones advantage for anyone to win the
war., Can you clarify what you mean by "at an early stage?"

: When the story first began to be discussed, he was asked
for his views, and that's what he said.

: That is still his position?
K: That is still his position, that it's not in anyone's
interdast for Iran to win the war.

2: So he doesn't feel that these arms would necessarily...
{ 1 haven't heard anyone suggest that that was an objective
pf the U.S. government's policy to aid a side in winning the war.

Obviously if that were the objective, then he would be
against that.
A: It wasn't,
MORE



: Ia it your understanding that the arms embargo against
Iran is now in effect again?

A: 1'm not current on that, You'll have to ask the State
Department on that.

Press: Thank You.
Mr. Sims: Thank you.

END




Secretary of Defense Cagpar W. Weinberger
Interviewed by newseen

At Ada '86 Expo

Charleston, West Virginia

Novenber 19, 1986 - 10:15 a.m.

Secretary Weinberger: I don't have any kind of an opening statement, but
J'11 be delighted to try to take your questions.

Q: What 1s the significance of Ada languipe and what could it do for
Defense?

A I think it can do and already has donc a very great deal for Defense.
jt's extresely important in this type of situatrion to have one standard that
everyone knows is the standard, knows that the Department is committed to.

§ince wve are such a large customer and purchaser of these things, we felt quite
e¢arly on that we should adopt a standard and a single language, which we've done
end which 1is Ada. I's very pleased that a number of other large organizations
gre also adopting {it.

I think the important thing is to make that decision and then work to make
that language as effective and as useful as possible and that's what we're doing.
In the course of that, why may find changes that may be needed here and there
und additions, but the basic language is adopted. We're firmly committed to {t and
we're using it with considerable effectiveness now in such things as the {mbeded
computers in the F-16 and other applications.

Q: When did you know about the Iranian arms deal and how did you know about it?
A: The Iranian situation has been covered very thoroughly by the President
and will be covered again by him tonight. We had conversations about it when &
the proposal was made and later conversations. [ don't remember the precise
qates, but somevhere at the beginning of this year, 1 believe.

Q: People like David Harness have charged that software for SDI can't work.
What 18 your response to this and how does Ada fit into the equatton?
A: He says the software in Ada can't work?

Q: The software for SDI can not work.

A: Oh, the goftware for SDI is going to be an Ada system and {t is working
already. We do need to do a great deal wore. We have to increase our computational
capability. But that's vhat 1 always find so puzzling about all the statements that
strategic defense can't work. These are nearly always made by people who are
pasically against it and sort of hope it won't work: The fact is we can do quite
¢ lot of what ws need to do right now, can't do it all, of course, because of the
yoluan of the number of Soviet missiles that we would have to be prepared to inter-
¢ept and destroy. We could do a lot of it. What we really need is a vast increase
$n our ecomputatfonal ability and capability. That {s another of the reasons why
$ts so important that we adopt this single system. Our Strategic Defense Initiastive
¢ffice is also using Ade. -

Q: The Department of Defense is putting a hig push behind Ada, but they still
pave a waiver policy om not using Ada in software patterns. Are you going to change
fhat waiver policy?

’ A: No, ve want to have vhatever flexibility we need for very special types of
pplicetions, but bascialiy, it is the computer langudié of thé depattdent. We
pent & very substantisl smount on it, to develop it and to improve it. We are
ontinuing to improve it. We do have, 1 think its fair to say, a few emall
pplications whare it possibly isn't as useful as seme sthers; particulsarly until
S podplin 4depl 14 §9 We dn have a walver peliey te give ua a liedle f{ilinl“y.
¢t ve den't intend te undaruine or undeveaut the basic decision to use ADA by
pse of any waivers om any major scale.
MORE
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Q: Do you think that your policy or getring tough on terrortsm, and specifically
singling out Iran, was undercut by this whole arms deal?

A: No, I hope not. I think that there's not the slightest question that
the President's policy with reapect to terrorism is fully understood and is fully
supported. The President himself has referred to one of the examples which was
of course the attack on Libya. We did that reluctantly. We hope we won't have to
do it agsin, but we did want to demonstrate that terrorism has a very substantial
cost, an enormous cost to people who practice i{L. We have nct changed that policy
one bit and we hope very much that that demonsgtration of what that cost is to
peorle who practice and use and train terrorists will be sufficient. But the
policy remains absolutely the same without the sliightest change.

Q: But you singled out Iran as the center of terrorism?
A: It {e one of the centers of terrorism, yes.

Q: How can you get tough on one hand and on the other hand...

A: Because there is a high value placed in education and we are obviously
hoping that there will be a different group of people or a group of people with
different 1deas -- perhaps the same group with different ideas or whatever -- so
ghat the policy would change. We don't have any interest whatever in keeping the
policy of a country terroristic. We try our hest to change 1it.

Q: Do you support or endorse what the President did?
A: What we've been talking right along is an attempt to change the policies

of Iran, which we are all agreed have been extremely destructive in every way.
Any attempt to try to change those policies, U think can be well justified.

Q: Do you expect Sec: Shultz to tender his resignation? .
Ay No, T don't, ne.

Q: The Washington Post is reporting that the CIA played both sides of a
coin {n Iran, cajoling the Ayatollah on one hand and working with the moderate
forces on the other. Can you confirm or deny that?

A: Well, I certainly have no knowledge of that whatever. And the fact that
it appeared in one newspaper wouldn't seem to mc to be the basis for forming a
serious question about it.

Q: What type of predicament do you think Src. Shultz is in? Here on one
hend he thought he was supporting a previous Adrninistration pollicy not to
glve concessions to a terrorist; then on other hand it turns out the President
{s sending arms to Iran all along.

A:  Well, I don't think ft's a predicamrut. [ think the basic policy that
has been enunciated i{s the policy of the Admintration and is a correct one. Thers
was alsq an sttempt as the President sald to try to improve the general set of
policieg and change the- set of policies in Iran very drastically because everyone
agrees that that the policies of that government are hopelessly imcompatible with
freedos and vith the principles that we follow. 1 think it {8 certainly under-
ptandadle that the President would want to do what he could to try to change those

licieg. Now 1f that doesn't succeed, why then obviously, we'll not pursue that.

t it is important, I think, to try to get an improvement in that government, or
fn the policies of that government, just as we try to get an improvement in the
policieg of the Soviset government, thus far also without succeess.

Qt: What do you think the situstion has done to the President's credibilicy
of the national security...
MORK
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A: I think that people undergtand that the President was trying his best to get
8 better result than we've had in Iran for many, many years. I don't think Lits
in any sense a partisan thing or anything of the kind. T think everybody --
President Carter, President Reagan -~ all would have wanted to get a better approach,
a better policy in Iran. That's what President Reagan has been trying to get and
1 can't imagine the American people would fault him for that.

Q: 1 also had an Ada question. When the whole Ada effort started going DoD
. §ave soue seed soney, basically to get the ball rolling. Now I notice...some of
gonies have not been cut back...like petter out. Do you intend to try have
fndustry call the ball for Ada now?

A: 1 think the best result would be a partnership combination. The federal
government, specifically the Department of Defense, has invested a very considerable
gmount of wmonsy, even for the Department of Decfense In the creation and sponorship
#0nd support of a single high order language and Ada is that product. 1 would hope
qnd assume that industry knowing that would want to join with us in making that prograa
as effective as possible.

Q: Hhan Ada goes through its next revision in 1988, will DoD really stand
tough at that point, really use Ada now and give money to the program manager
so they could...

A: I don't know what money there will be available in 1988, But the gentlemwen
at my right knows msuch more about that than |l do. He owns the money. Our commitment
to Ada ag s single language (s absolutely firm und complete.

Pregst: Thank you.
Sec. Weinberger. Some of you thought [ came down here to talk sbout Ada.
Actually, I came down here to wish Senator Byrd a happy birthday tomorrow.

END



MEMORANDUM FOR THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF QEFENSZ 37 PUELIS AF=aiRs |G O\
Subjectt Chairman's Press Availability 1n San Antcnio

i. Following a speech to the national convertion of the Retireg Qfficers
Association in San Antonio at noon today, Admira]l Crowe scoke briefly to the
press., Among the questions was orne which asred for his comment agout published
reoorts of problems between him and Vice Agmiral Foi-Je«ter, Tre Chairman's
veryatim reply, cleared for whatever use you deem agpropciate, foilcws:

[ thank those reports are highly overstates. |'m not guite sure what their ?;l/
s2re919 18, but [ have worked very closely with Pumiral Pzindeater for a year :
re.. He is @ friend of mine of long standing, ['m & strc~; agmirer of his,

2’3 very easy to wark with and [ have felt trmat mis cocpe~aticn and support

this yeer have made my job & grest deal easier and thet ali tne reparts of

amaity and enimosity betwean Admiral Poinde-ter and me are without fcoundation. /f\
[ anticipetle that we will work as well together |n the futrture as we have i1n the .
past.” .

Vary respectfully,

z JAY COUPE, JR,
i + Captain, U.S. Navy
Spedial Assistant to the Chairman
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AM-HOSTAGES-~AMERICAN 3RDLD (WRITETHROUGH)
WHITE HOUSE INSISTS REAGAN, SHULTZ UNIFIED ON TPANM mnATTAV
(EDS: ADDS NEW SHULTZ QUOTES)

BY GENE GIBBONS

WASHINGTON, NOV 17, REUTER - THE WHITE HOUSE SAID TODAY
PRESIDENT REAGAN WANTS SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE SHULTZ TO
REMAIN ON THE JOB DESPITE SHULTZ"S MUCH-QUOTED MISGIVINGS ABOUT
THE SECRET SHIPMENT OF U.S. ARMS TO IRAN.

REAGAN HIMSELF SAID THERE WERE NO FURTHER PLANS TO SHIP U.S.
ARMS TO IRAN, WHICH THE UNITED STATES HAS LABELLED A TERRORIST
STATE.

WHITE HOUSE SPOKESMAN LARRY SPEAKES SOUGHT TO QUASH
SPECULATION SHULTZ MIGHT RESIGN OR BE FORCED OUT OVER THE IRAN
CONTROVERSY AND SAID THE PRESIDENT AND HIS TOP FOREIGN POLICY

ATMI7TTATITY TITITATI TTATTMAMTITY AT 7T N TUAT T MY?  FRATTA TAT. fmYmTTTI A A
)
1
Ve
}

ddid AW W W NN LA A/ A llLdd LAY A dV L LIVWT LW LN LD nrr.:\\)ACHES TO

IRAN AS SECRET AS POSSIBLE THE WHITE HOUSE HAD BEEN UNABLE TO
TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE CHECKS AND BALANCES AND EXPERTISE WITHIN
THE ADMINISTRATION.

ASKED AT A NEWS BRIEFING ABOUT RUMORS OF A POSSIBLE SHULTZ
RESIGNATION, SPEAKES TOLD REPORTERS, ""THE PRESIDENT DOES WANT
SECRETARY SHULTZ TO REMAIN ON THE JOB AND HAS NO REASON TO
BELIEVE IT WILL BE OTHERWISE."" .

AT ANOTHER BRIEFING, HE SAID, ""SECRETARY SHULTZ IS NOT
RESIGNING,""

ASKED AFTERWARD IF HE MEANT CATEGORICALLY TO RULE OUT ANY
POSSIBILITY OF SHULTZ QUITTING, SPEAKES REPLIED, ""ALL BUT.

"I KNOW OF NO PLANS FOR SECRETARY SHULTZ TO RESIGN. THERE"S
NO INDICATION THAT HE WILL RESIGN. I DON"T GET THAT
INDICATION,.""

BUT AT THE STATE DEPARTMENT, SPOKESMAN CHARLES REDMAN TODAY
REFUSED TO REPEAT SHULTZ" STATEMENT OF A WEEK AGO THAT HE HAD
NO PLANS TO GO.

UNDER QUESTIONING, REDMAN DECLINED TO GO FURTHER THAN SHULTZ,

WHO, WHEN ASKED YESTERDAY IF HE HAD CONSIDERED RESIGNING,
REPLIED, ""I TALKED TO THE PRESIDENT. I SERVE AT HIS PLEASURE,
AND ANYTHING THAT I HAVE TO SAY ON THAT SUBJECT, I"D JUST SAY
TO HIM.""

REAGAN CONTRIBUTED TO WHITE HOUSE EFFORTS TO DAMPEN THE
CONTROVERSY TODAY BY TELLING REPORTERS THERE WERE NO FURTHER
PLANS TO SHIP MORE U.S. ARMS TO IRAN, WHOSE RADICAL MOSLEM
LEADERSHIP HAS TAKEN A MILITANT ANTI-AMERICAN STANCE.

"WWE HAVE ABSOLUTELY NO PLANS TO DO ANY SUCH THING,"" HE SAID

IN RESPONSE TO A QUESTION ABOUT FURTHER ARMS SHIPMENTS SHOUTED
BY REPORTERS AT A WHITE HOUSE PICTURE-TAKING SESSION,

IT WAS THE WHITE HOUSE"S FIRST STATEMENT THAT NO MORE WEAPONS

WERE PLANNED FOR IRAN, WHICH THE UNITED STATES ACCUSES OF
SPONSORING WORLD TERRORISM.

FORMER PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER SAID TODAY THAT U.S. SALES OF
MILITARY SUPPLIES TO IRAN WERE ILLEGAL BECAUSE, AS FAR AS HE
KNEW, REAGAN HAD NOT CANCELLED CARTER"S EXECUTIVE ORDER AGAINST
SUCH SALES.
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PM-HOSTAGES~AMERICAN (SCHEDULED)

REAGAN SAYS NO MORE ARMS FOR IRAN, NO FIRINGS OVER ROW

BY PATRICIA WILSON

WASHINGTON, NOV 18, REUTER - PRESIDENT REAGAN SAYS HE HAS NO
FURTHER PLANS TO SEND ARMS TO IRAN OR TO FIRE ANYONE IN HIS
ADMINISTRATION CRITICAL OF HIS CONTROVERSIAL EFFORT TO IMPROVE
TIES WITH A COUNTRY ON THE U.S. LIST OF TERRORIST STATES.

THE PRESIDENT"S COMMENTS CAME AS THE WHITE HOUSE WAS
STRUGGLING TO DEFUSE SPECULATION THAT SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE
SHULTZ, WHO HAS EXPRESSED MISGIVINGS ABOUT THE SECRET IRAN ARMS
DEAL, MIGHT RESIGN OR BE FIRED.

"nT"M NOT FIRING ANYBODY,"" REAGAN SAID IN RESPONSE TO
QUESTIONS CALLED OUT BY REPORTERS AT A WHITE HOUSE
PICTURE-TAKING SESSION.

HE DID NOT ELABORATE BUT HIS SPOKESMAN, ILARRY SPEAKES, TOLD
REPORTERS, ""THE PRESIDENT DOES WANT SECRETARY SHULTZ TO REMAIN
ON THE JOB AND HAS NO REASON TO BELIEVE IT WILL BE OTHERWISE
«. QEWADWTARY SHULTZ IS NOT RESIGNING.M""

MEANWHILE, CONTINUED TO VOICE CONCERN ABOUT THE
SElrcy, wniTE HOUSE-CONTROLLED OPERATION THAT SOUGHT TO
ESTABLISH CONTACT WITH IRAN AND WIN THE FREEDOM OF AMERICAN

HNAQMAARQ

BEEN SENT TO IRAN AS A RANSOM PAYMENT FOR AMERICAN HOSTAGES
HELD BY PRO-IRAN GROUPS IN LEBABON.

REAGAN AND OTHER WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS PERSEVERED IN THEIR
EFFORTS TO DAMPEN THE WHOLE CONTROVERSY YESTERDAY BY TELLING
REPORTERS THERE WOULD BE NO MORE ARMS SHIPMENTS TO TEHRAN.

WUYWE HAVE ABSOLUTELY NO PLANS TO DO ANY SUCH THING,"" REAGAN
SAID DURING THE PHOTO-TAKING SESSION.

THE PRESIDENT SAID HE HOPED TO CLEAR UP THE ISSUE FURTHER
DURING A NATIONALLY TELEVISED NEWS CONFERENCE TOMORROW NIGHT (8
P.M. EST), HIS FIRST IN THREE MONTHS.

REAGAN DISCLOSED IN HIS TV ADDRESS THAT HE HAD AUTHORIZED A
SECRET WEAPONS SHIPMENT TO IRAN EARLIER THIS YEAR, DESPITE AN
OFFICIAL U.S. ARMS EMBARGO AGAINST THAT MILITANTLY
ANTI-AMERICAN NATION, IN AN EFFORT TO PROMOTE BETTER RELATIONS
WITH ""MODERATE"" ELEMENTS IN THE TEHRAN LEADERSHIP.

SHULTZ SAID IN A TELEVISION INTERVIEW SUNDAY HE CONSIDERED
THAT EFFORT DEBATABLE, KNEW VERY LITTLE ABOUT THE OPERATION AND
DID NOT SPEAK FOR THE ADMINISTRATION ON THE ISSUE.

THE WHITE HOUSE SOUGHT TO MINIMIZE APPARENT RIFTS BETWEEN
REAGAN AND TOP U.S. OFFICIALS BY SUGGESTING SHULTZ"S
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BY BARRY SCHWEID

WASHINGTON (AP) == SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ SAYS THE
UNITED STATES MUST REASSERT ITS ANTI-TERRORISM DOCTRINE AMID THE PUBLIC
DEBATE OVER A U.S. ARMS SHIPMENT TO IRAN.

SHULTZ TOLD A UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO AUDIENCE MONDAY NIGHT THAT THERE
IS WIDE AGREEMENT WITHIN THE REAGAN ADMINISTRATION TO PROBE FOR
PRO-WESTERN TENDENCIES IN THE IRANIAN GOVERNMENT.

BUT SHULTZ SAID OF U.S. POLICY ON TERRORISM, WE HAVE TO BE
UNEQUIVOCALLY AGAINST IT.

HIS REMARKS CAME AS A PUBLISHED POLL SAID THAT MOST AMERICANS DID
NOT BELIEVE PRESIDENT REAGANS EXPLANATION LAST WEEK OF RECENT U.S.
ARMS SHIPMENTS TO IRAN AND CONTACTS WITH TEHRAN REGARDING AMERICAN
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THE ONCE-SECRET WHITE HOUSE OPERATION IN WHICH WEAPONS WERE PROVIDED TO
THE IRANIANS.

APPARENTLY REFERRING TO HIS OWN PARTIAL EXCLUSION FROM THE
OPERATION, WHICH WAS CARRIED OUT LARGELY BY THE WHITE HOUSES NATIONAL
SECURITY COUNCIL, SHULTZ SAID A SECRET OPERATION PREVENTS TAKING
ADVANTAGE OF CHECKS AND BALANCES AND EXPERTISE WITHIN THE U.S.
GOVERNMENT.

HE DEFENDED THE ADMINISTRATIONS STATED GOAL OF THE ARMS
SHIPMENTS:

ESTABLISHING CONTACTS WITH MORE MODERATE IRANIAN POLITICIANS.

AP~WX-11-18-86 0930EST
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November 24, 1986

MEMORANDUM FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT

FROM: Marlin Fitzwaterq/wowQA;v\

Press Secretary

SUBJECT: ™ e I I

Following is a list of press calls I have received this
afternoon concerning Iran. They all asked essentially the same
two or three questions.

1. Does the Vice President support the President? My
answer: The Vice President supports the President on all issues
related to Iran.

2. Does the Vice President support selling arms to Iran?
My answer: The Vice President for the last six years has not
discussed internal decisions of the Administration, or his
position taken in meetings, or his private conversations with
the President. He won't start now.

3. Does that mean you are trying to distance yourself from
the President: My answer: Absolutely not. The Vice President
supports the President.

The following calls were received this afternoon:

Knight-Ridder -=—-—=—=-- Owen Ullman
Newsday =—--—=——=——————~ Pat Sloyan
Washington Post =—-==--- David Hoffman

UPIl ~——memeemr— e e e ——— Barry Schweid
Baltimore Sun =——=——==-—- Mark Matthews
Chicago Tribune --~--- Jim O'Shea

Wall Street Journal -- Jane Mayer

AP =mmmrmmmc e - ——— Mike Putzel

Los Angeles Times ---- Jack Nelson

Cox Newspapers ——————=———- Andy Mollison
Time Magazine =~—==——=w———- Bob Ajemian
Chicago Tribune --=~—-=—=—-- George deLama
Reuters -——=———=———————we—-—o Gene. Gibbons
CNN ~-————mmm e e e e Frank Sesno

New York Daily News —=—=—- Lars Erik Nelson
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41 Rev. Francis A. Navak, CSSR

Presidenr

'+ Washingron, D.C /

Mosr Rev. Edword C. O'Leary
Episcapal Maderaror
Parrtand, maine

Rev. Joseph F. Scannell, CS5R
Bosron, Massachuserts

Geraldine Schumon
Crysrol City, Virginio
Rev. William A. Krafr
Son Diego, Californio

G. William Sefran
Grand Rapids, Michigan

Rev. Jahn Brady
Pomfrer, Maryland

Richard J. Kluzak
Fargo, Norrh Dalkara

Rev. James S. Dabruzzi
Osceala, Wiscansin

National Catholic Conference for

TOTAL STEWARDSHIP

SEVENTH ST, N.E, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20017 o (2G2k 524445
301-434-0017

May 19,1987

President Ronald Reagan
White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President,

Please accept this cartoon as a source of solace. I gave
the idea to cartoonist, John Schoeni, and he did the work.

As friends and supporters we know who our electronic foes
are in this highly dragged-out contra investigation, It
also seems that the only thing the Donkey Boys know is

to neigh--everything, hostages, contras, budget, deficit,
alll

I am also embarrassed and grieved that Bishop John McGann
used the pulpit at Mr. William Casey's funeral to push
the pro-Marxist position in Nicaragua. Thank God for
Jeanne Kirkpatrick!

Keep up your strong, positive leadership (despite David
Hoffmann} and your Christian patience! You are daily
in my prayers and Mass!

Sincerely in Christ

Rev.Francis A.Novak,CSSR

TOTAL STEWARDSHIP: Your grateful return for the Time, Talent and Treasure God has given you.
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"...BEEN A LONG TIME SINCE WE'VE HAD SUCH A FEAST/”
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STAFF IN CHARGE:
ROBERT S. WALKER

[ CONNIE L. THUMMA
- 16TH DISTRICT, PENNSYLVANIA

WASHINGTON QFFICE

COMMITTEES: MARC T. PHILLIPS

o Congress of the United States e

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

House of Wepresentatives
Washington, BE 20515

R May 28, 1987

The Honorable Ronald Reagan
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I am writing on behalf of one of my constituents, Mr. F.R.
Eberscle of Strasburg, PA. Enclosed please find a letter Mr.
Fbersole has addressed to you expressing his concerns over the

work of the Special Select Committee on Iran. He asked that I
forward it to you.:

In case you may wish to respond to Mr. Ebersole his address is:

324 Mindy Avenue
Strasburg, PA 17579

I appreciate your time and consideration in this matter.

> //%

Robert S. Walker

Cordj

bg

Enclosure



Ma 2, 1987.
JOINT COMMITTEES
IRAN < CONTRA§

How bad off would the Contra "Freedom Fighters"
be today if they had not received covert funds - (from
the time Congress cut aid to them off) ?

You, who use Vietnam as scare tactics, should also
remind to add:
1. J.F,Kennedy originated the Green Berets and sent
ONLY this elite group as INSTRUCTORS/ADVISORS along
with ONLY military equipment/supplies aid.

2. L.B.Johuson: Some of you are around today who gave
him: the "Gulf of Tonkini:Resolution" enabling tatal
military involvement; who passed legislation for
massive amounts of taxpayers dollars to support the
"ouns and butter" and the "Great Society." For this
fiasco, ~We-the-People will be paying back for years.

What J.F.K. did, President Reagan wants to do! No
more and no less, EXACTLY,

NOTE: Russians will not arm South Americat How con-
veniently short politicians mind’and memorys are! It
was John Kennedy who turned back Russian ships carrying
missdl% to Cuba, The action: simple as "take them back to
Russia or be sunk",

Many (possibly a majority) of we-the-people are fed
up watching®?26 member/ring ecircus (with the media as the
Ringmaster). Belittling, berating, preaching at and brand-
ing for life - IN PUBLIC - men whose patriotism and motive
can in no way be questioned. I can assure you that all .your
posturing, pompous and solemn demeanor comes -across as
comical - if we didn't know it for partisan politics.,

F.Robert Ebersole,
324 Mindy Ave.,
Strasburg, Pa. (17579)

copies: a bunch, / /
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dear mr. zukerman:

i appreciate your comments and will review them with senator baker. I hope
when the Iran-contra hearings are completed, that there is ample time to
review the role that Congress should have in developing foreign policy and
how we get back to a more bipartisan approach.

sincerely,

tg
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RECEIVED 23 DEC 86 16

TO . PRESIDENT FROM AQUINO, CORAZON DOCDATE 11 DEC 86
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KEYWORDS: PHILIPPINES HS

SUBJECT: LTR TO PRES FM AQUINO

ACTION: PENDING STATE RESPONSE DUE: STATUS D FILES WH
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THE WHITE HOUSE L7ﬂ o,
/)

WASHINGTON -
: )
June 17, 1987 .
RN

Dear Nackey:

- e e - . -
you
1'11 De maKing use oI 1nat ivysvu news report.

You are so right about the other events that
somehow didn't ring any bells here inside the
beltway. What can we do to get some better
direction in some of our schools of journalism?
I've heard some disturbing things lately about
indoctrination being the general rule rather than
the "who, what, when, and where" that once was
taught.

Nancy sends her best, and we both thank you.

Sincerely,

e

Mrs. William Loeb

President and Publisher

Union Leader Corporation

Post Office Box 780

Manchester, New Hampshire 03105
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The Union Leader [ s
UNION LEADER CORPORATION : 35 AMHERST ST. PO BOX 780 - MANCHFSTFR N H O3105 - AN3 A48-4321

s SUNDAY NEWS

William Loeb, President and Publisher, 1946-1981
Nackey Scripps Loeb, Presiden* and Publisher

June 2, 1987

President Ronald Reagan
#16691

The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Ron:

I was glad that you made some strong remarks about the
unfair way in which the media has been treating you, although as
is customary with selective news reporting, few people actually
heard what you had to say, so you had better repeat it over and
over again.

In relation to the media, I thought that you might enjoy
the enclosed front page editorial. The Founding Fathers expected
that this was to be a nation with an informed people and I am
sure they would have been horrified at the way the citizens are
being short-changed nowadays. In the meanwhile, I watch the
hearings with interest, and from what I have seen so far, those
involved come across as being pretty patriotic and decent
Americans.

As to our flags flying in the waters of the Gulf region,
I have a feeling that there is a Reagan-style plan afoot and if
so, you have my support. I do feel strongly that in spite
reconciliatory statements and the usual attempts to blame
Americans, this was no accident. Hang in there!

Sincerely,
Nackey

NSL:Mrs. S. Raymond

Enclosure “There Is Nothing So Powerful As Truth”
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VicTor H. KrRULAK

28 May 1987

The Honorable Ronald Reagan
President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

1 enclose columns on two troublesome problems.
I am monumentally tired of the hearings, which are
so blatantly political and so shamefully huckstered
by the press.

And it is a matter of real sadness to see the
politicians trying to make capital out of a matter
so serious as the Persian Gulf.

Your actions, and those of Mrs. Reagan, at the
Stark memorial ceremony were inspiring.

Sincerely,

N

(}wﬁa_

VHK: jm
Enclosures








