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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 
) 

v. ) criminal No. 88 - 0080 
) 02 - GAG 

OLIVER L. NORTH, ) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-) 

GOVERNMENT'S MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT NORTH'S MOTION FOR A CONTI?ruANCE 

The only serious impediments to a September 20 trial 

on all counts are the CIPA problems scheduled for discussion in 

August and the court's Ju:y 8 Order for extensive additional 

discovery. The problems presented by that Order are discussed 

in the Government's memorandum in support of its cross-motion 

for modification. This memorandum responds to the points 

raised in the defendant's motion for a continuance. 

Having failed in several attempts to avoid completely 

the trial o f this case, while proclaiming his innocence in 

speeches, the defendant Oliver L. North is now grasping a t the 

criminal defendant's maneuver of last resort -- delay. Rather 

than promptly submitting the charges against him to a fair and 

impartial jury of his peers, North seeks a six-month delay of 

the September 20 trial. The Government, on the other hand, 

seeks a resolution o f· ~he defendant North's guilt o r innocence, 

one way or the other, o n the reasonable schedule set by the 

Court. 

lJ07606 



September 20 is almost tNo years after public 

discl osure of the events at issue, more than six months after 

indictment, and more than two months l ater than the trial date 

projected by the Court shortly after arraignment. See Tr. of 

4/ 12/ 88 at 119. Far from offering persuasive reasons for 

derailing the court's carefully considered schedule , the 

defendant advances only the claims (1 ) that he cannot b e ready 

for trial six months after i ndictment; ( 2) that external 

political events should govern the schedule of a criminal c ase; 

and ( 3) that defense counsel need a vacation. Not only are 

these contentions unconvincing, the defendant presents a 

distorted picture of the status of the case. 

The Government submits for the reasons set forth 

below that there is no valid reason to delay the trial beyond 

September 20. This case will be ready for trial on that date. 

At the very least, as the Court has recognized, a trial of the 

falsification, obstruction and enrichment counts, the simple, 

straightforward counts in the indictment, can and should go 

fo rward. 11 While Counts One through Three pose additional 

hurdles, the Government contends that they too can be ready. 

I. The Defendant North Does Not Need Additional Time to 
Prepare For Trial 

The defendant North's repeated claims that he cannot 

be ready for trial on September 20 rest on two fundamental 

1/ While the Court'~-Order of July 8 did not refer to the tax 
fraud count, the Government knows of no reason to treat it 
differently than those counts the court believes can proceed. 
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fallacies: ( 1) that ~he defense is somehow unfairly prejudiced 

because the Independen~ Counsel had fifteen months to 

invest igate this case prior to indictment ~hile the defense has 

only been able to prepare since the charges were fil ed: and (2 ) 

that the defense has not had sufficient time since the 

indictment to prepare for trial. Neither conte nt ion is 

supported by the facts. 

A. In the Sixteen Months Between Public Disclosure 
of the Diversion and Indictment of the Defendant, 
the Defense Had Unprecedented Notice and Discovery 
of the Facts at Issue 

The defendant argues that a six-month adjournmen~ of 

the trial is required , in part, because the Independent Counsel 

had the advantage of a fifteen-month investigation prior to 

indictment while North has only been able to prepare since the 

charges were filed. ~ Def. Mem. at 1 n.l, 5, 9 n.9. First 

of all, it would be an extraordinary departure from the norms 

of discovery in criminal cases to enact a rule that the time 

between indictment and trial must match or approach the length 

of the Government's investigation. That absurd proposition 

fails to recognize that criminal investigations are often much 

broader in scope, as to possible violations of law and as to 

defendants, than the charges ultimately brought. Such was 

clearly the case here where the Independent Counsel, pursuant 

to the broad mandate of the Court of Appeals, conducted a wide-
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ranging investigation of individuals other than North and 

charges other than those in the indictment. ~ 

Moreover, in this case, North and his counse l have 

h ad an unusual opportunity to prepare fo r possibl e char g es 

throughout the period of the Independent Counsel's 

investigat ion . From the day the Attorney General announced the 

diversion of funds from the sale of United States Government 

arms to Iran on November 25 , 1986, to the date of the 

indictment on March 16, 1988, t he defendant enjoyed a unique 

wealth of discovery about the matters at issue in the sixteen 

counts on wh ich he was indicted ultimately. 

Counsel for North were retained almost immediately 

after his dismissal from the NSC staff and have had access to 

their client and to NSC documents apparently removed from 

North's office. 21 From early on, the defendant had the 

benefit of extensive public investigations concerning the 

l.J As North is aware, the I ndependent counsel obtained guilty 
pleas from three other individuals (Robert c. McFarlane, Carl 
R. Channell and Richard R. Miller) and indictments against four 
others (Poindexter, Secord, Hakim and Joseph F. Fernandez). 
There were subjects, of course, against whom charges have not 
been brought, and the grand jury's life was extended recently 
by six months to continue its work. 

21 on December 2, 1986, Brendan v. Sullivan , Jr., Esq., 
acting on behalf of the defendant, returned to a representative 
of the NSC various NSC documents totalling 168 pages that are 
central to the charges in this case. ~ Exhibit A. In 
addition, the Government has reason to believe through witness 
interviews that the defendant North , as a regular routine, took 
detailed notes relating to his activities in spiral reporter's 
notebooks that are in the possession of the defense. Those 
notebooks, which have--been unavailable to the Government, are 
undoubtedly a rich source of information concerning this case. 
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activities at the heart of this case. The Senate Select 

Committee on Intelligence i ssued a 65-page report on January 

29, 1987. The President's Special Review Board, also known as 

t he Tower Commiss i on, i ssued a report totalling more than 25 0 

pages on February 26 , 1987. Most strikingly, defense c ounsel 

had access to the Iran-Contra congressional hearings. Defense 

c ounsel were able to scrutinize the testimony of dozens of 

publ i c witnesses , many o f whom are on the Governmen~' s wi tness 

l ist , and thousands of accompanying exhibits. By November 

1987 , Congress had made public a 690-page congressional report 

and the testimony and exhibits ultimately collected in eleven 

v olumes of published hearings had l ong been in the public 

domain . Subsequently , but still before the indictment, t he 

defendant was able to review the publicly-released twenty-seven 

volumes of congressional depositions, two volumes of source 

documents, and detailed chronology . .!/ 

There can be little doubt that as these vast 

materials became available, North and his lawyers thoroughly 

digested them. Through them, North has been able to take 

advantage of the work product of the staffs of the 

congressional committees and the Tower commission. surely , i n 

advance of his six full days of congressional testimony, the 

defendant North was prepared extensively concerning the facts 

.!/ Many of these materials have been unavailable to the 
Government due to this Office's procedures to avoid exposure t o 
the immunized testimony o f the defendant. 
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of this case by experienced and able counse1 . .2/ Even after his 

testimony was completed, North and his counsel apparently met 

regularly to prepare for a possible indictment. (A friend of 

the defendant's , Andy Messing, was quoted in The New York Times 

o n August 21, 1987 , fu lly seven months prior to indictment, to 

the effect that North routinely worked at Marine Headquarters 

from 6 a.m. until noon and then spent the afternoon meeting 

with his lawyers preparing his defense against a possible 

i ndictment. see Exhibit B.) 

I n short, in the sixteen months between public 

disclosure and indictment, defense counsel enjoyed not only the 

considerable resources of their client, his knowledge, and his 

documents and notebooks, but also the results of repeated 

public inquiry and lengthy reports about the events at issue. 

The notion that North and his counsel came to the March 24 

arraignment ignorant of what this case i s about i s simply 

preposterous. 

B. In the Six Months Between Indictment and Trial, 
the Defendant Will Have Had Ample Opportunity 
to Prepare for Trial 

The defendant's major complaint is that he has too 

many d ocuments to read between now and the scheduled trial 

date. It is the defendant, however, who has adamantly refused 

to narrow his discovery requests. Having demanded that the 

floodgates be opened and that he receive torrents of irrelevant 

.21 The defendant acknowledges that in advance of his testimony 
he was afforded the opportunity to review a six-foot high stack 
of documents. See Def. Mem. at 12 n.10. 
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material requiring cursory review at best , t he defendant c annot 

now be heard to complain that he is drowning. §./ 

In the first i nstance, the d efendant gross ly 

exaggerates the number of pages o f documents i n his possession. 

The Government ' s records i ndicate that h e has received 

approximately 650, 000 pages rather than the one mill i on-page 

figure he repeatedly i nvokes; over h alf o f those d ocuments were 

i n North's possession before the end of May . Accord i ng to the 

Government's records , between March 29 and May 2 , North 

rece i ved approx imately 270 , 000 pages: between May 3 and Ma y 28, 

he received a n additional 80 ,000 pages; by June 2 1 he had 

received an additional 11,000 pages; and by July 1 he had 

received 290,000 more pages. 1/ 

§./ The defendant's assertion that the Government concedes that 
all of the materials produced are relevant is dead wrong. From 
the beginning, the Government has identified 50,000 "core" 
documents as most likely to contain relevant material. They 
were among the first produced. The Government has repeatedly 
insisted that many of the documents collected during its 
lengthy wide-ranging investigation are not relevant to the 
charges against North. For example, despite his complaints of 
i nundation, North continues to demand a review of an additional 
600,000 CIA documents that after review by the Independent 
counsel , were not found to be relevant. 

1/ North carps about the Government's production of discovery 
materi als. The fact is that the Government's compliance wi th 
the Court's tight production schedules has been Herculean. The 
inevitable minor snags have been and will continue to be 
corrected. All the complaining in the world cannot belie the 
fact that more than two months before trial North had in his 
possession a Government witness list, the Government's case in 
chief documents, the Government's "core" documents , cooperati on 
agreements, immunity orders, and the charges to which 
cooperating wi tnesses pleaded guilty, the Israeli historical 
and financial c hronologies, the Swiss bank records and reams of 
other documents , fully inventoried. 
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Despite his sugges~ion that he must indiscriminately 

review each and every document down to the l ast deposit slip on 

a tangential bank account , the defendant has the wherewi~hal to 

review the documents in his possession quickly and 

i ntelligently. At a remarkably early date , the defendant ~as 

provided a list of Government witnesses and copies of all 

documents the Government will seek to introduce in its case in 

chief. Very early, he was given the Swiss bank records, a s 

well as inventories of virtually all other source documents in 

the Independent Counsel's control. In addition , as explained 

above, publicly available materials hiqhlight the documents 

that the congressional committees and the Tower Commission f elt 

were of particular importance. These materials provide a 

roadmap to the documents and should enable defense counsel, 

assisted by their client, to navigate their way through them in 

a timely fashion . .[/ 

The defendant also maintains that there are too many 

tapes for him to review before September 20. In the first 

instance, only sixteen tapes are included in the Government's 

case in chief. In addition , the defendant fails to point out 

that of the ninety tapes delivered to the defense SCIF, more 

than fifty are of meetings in which North participated and for 

many of which he had transcripts before he left office; sixteen 

.[/ While North constantly complains about the resources of the 
Independent Counsel, he offers no explanation for why a firm of 
the size and experience of Williams & Connolly cannot provide 
the necessary support to get this case to trial. The asserted 
limitation to five attorneys is self-imposed. 
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are copies of tapes found in North's office; several contain 

only brief conversations; and defense counsel h ave been 

provided with transcripts of almost all of the tapes. 

Accordingly, there is no reason that counsel, guided by North , 

cannot focus quickly on those portions of the tapes that are 

relevant. As the defendant North well knows, the vast ~ajority 

of the tape-recorded meetings dwelt on matters such as the 

strategic relationship between the United States and Iran and 

logistical details that are not in dispute. 

The defendant next claims that he needs more time to 

interview "hundreds" of witnesses, including witnesses l ocated 

in 11 10-20 11 foreign countries. See Def. Mem. at 15-16. I n view 

of the fact that the defendant has had a list of Government 

witnesses since April 22, and that almost two years have passed 

since the public disclosure of many of the key matters that 

form the basis of the charges, this is a curious admission 

indeed. In any criminal case, the defendant and counsel must 

set priorities. In this case, if North and his lawyers choose 

to inflexibly limit their number, and to spend their time 

reading irrelevant documents and papering this court and the 

Court of Appeals with motions to reconsider, interlocutory 

appeals, and mandamus petitions rather than interviewing 

witnesses, they must live with those decisions rather than 

upset a reasonable trial schedule. ii 

ii Similarly, if the defendant genuinely believes he needs to 
conduct foreign depositions and serve letters rogatory and 

(continued ... I 
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c. There Is No Need Fo r a Protracted Schedule To Pennie 
The Resolution o f Pretrial Motions 

The defendant North claims that h i s remain ing 

pretrial l egal motions are so "extensiv e and complex," Def. 

Mem. at 10, that they necessitate more than a three a nd a half­

month briefing schedule. This claim is a good example o f t he 

d efendant's resort to hyperbole; it should be rejected. 

In his motion for a continuance , the defendant North 

"giv e [ s ) the Court a preview," Def. Mem. at 10 , o f some o f the 

mot i ons t hat he intends to make before trial. Rather than 

s uggesting the appropriateness of delay, this " p review" 

highlights the fact that the continuance motion is offered , ~ot 

in the interests of securing a just trial, but simply a s a 

stalling tactic. The motions previewed are based on the face 

of the indictment, and the defendant has already had over f our 

months to prepare them. Instead of being complex, they a re 

generally insubstantial or based on positions contrary to wel l ­

settled law. 

The defendant North begins his argument f or a n 

extended b riefing schedule with a reference to what he 

apparently believes is his most compelling pretrial moti on : 

"that c ertain counts must be dismissed because the Boland 

2.J ( •• • c ontinued) 
trial subpoenas duces tecum, see Def. Mem. at 15-16, one c an 
only wonder why he has waited until four months after 
i ndi ctment to pursue ~hat intention. This failure i s 
particularly mystifying in light of the information available 
to North prior to indictment as described above. 
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Amendment does not apply to the NSC and/or represents an 

impermissible intrusion by congress into the President's 

control over foreign policy." Def. Mero. at 10 . He adds, "This 

is a major constitutional issue that has been hotly debated for 

years . " Isl · at 10. The controversy as to the applicability 

and validity o f the Boland Amendment has long been the subj ect 

of discussions among members of Congress, officers of the 

Administration, a nd the press. It cannot be that it was not 

carefully explored before North gave his testimony. Further, 

t he indictment does not charge that the defendant North 

v iolated the Boland Amendment. Rather, the indictment charges 

that, i rrespective of the applicability of the Boland 

Amendment, the defendant North and others defrauded the United 

States, "by deceitfully and without authorization organizing, 

directing and concealing a program to continue the funding of 

and logistical and other support for military and paramilitary 

operations in Nicaragua by the Contras." Count One, paragraph 

13(a) (1). Thus, even if it were correct that the Boland 

Amendment did not apply to the NSC or that i t was an 

impermissible intrusion by Congress into f oreign policy, this 

would not warrant dismissal of the count. 

The defendant North also forecasts that he will argue 

that count one improperly charges multiple conspiracies, that 

certain counts are impermissibly v ague, t hat certain counts are 

duplicitous, that he is entitled to a bill of particulars , that 

he lacked fair notice that his acts were criminal, that 18 
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justice. Count Twenty-Two relates to the personal conversion 

of particular traveler's checks received for other specified 

purposes, and Count Twenty-Three relates to allegations of t~x 

fraud. 

Well before the indictment, North was in a position 

to familiarize himself with the substance of these charges. 

Indeed, the Tower Commission Report emphasizes the three 198 5 

letters to Congress that are the subject of Counts Four through 

Seven (Tower Report, C-6), and the 1986 statements to Congress 

that are the subject of Count Nine (Mi., C-10); it similarly 

stresses the possibility of obstruction by the NSC staff in 

November 1986 (id., D-1). The congressional hearings, of 

course, focused as well on these subjects (~ Robert McFarlane 

testimony, 5/11-5/14/87). The hearings also dealt at length 

with the subject of the defendant's participation in the 

shredding and alteration of documents (~ Fawn Hall testimony, 

6/9/ 87); the defendant's receipt of a gratuity (see Glenn 

Robinette testimony, 6/23/87); and the defendant's receipt and 

use of traveler's checks (see Adolfo Calero testimony, 5/ 20/ 87; 

Robert Owen testimony, 5/19/87). In addition, two of the 

defendant's co-conspirators on the tax fraud count (Channell 

and Miller) pleaded guilty to similar charges in open court 

more than one year ago -- on April 30 and May 6, 1987. Thus, 

the defendant North, unlike the typical criminal defendant who 

may not even know prior to indictment that he is under 

investigation let alone what the possible charges are, has 
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U.S.C. § 1001 was not intended to apply to the false statements 

that are charged, that the Independent Counsel failed to follow 

Department of Justice guidelines, and ''that a series of legal 

conclusions and other improper material must be stricken from 

the indictment.'' Def. Mem. at 11. None of these issues is 

novel or either legally or factually complex. All are garden 

variety defense motions; a three-week briefing schedule will 

more than adequately accommodate the interests of justice and 

the need for fair treatment of the issues. 

o. The Falsification, Obstruction, Enrichment, and Tax 
Fraud Counts Should Be Tried on September 20 

The defendant's argument that a six-month adjournment 

i s necessary is particularly hollow when considered with 

respect to the charges relating to false statements and 

obstruction (Counts Four through seven, Nine, Thirteen through 

Sixteen, and Twenty-one), personal enrichment (Counts Twenty 

and Twenty-Two), and tax fraud (Count Twenty-Three) . 

Far from involving novel legal theories, these counts 

involve routine criminal allegations. Counts Four through 

Seven cite specific written statements in three letters in 

September and October 1985. count Nine involves specific oral 

statements in August 1986. counts Thirteen through Sixteen 

similarly involve a series of discrete acts in November 1986 to 

obstruct investigations, including lying, shredding documents, 

and preparing false and misleading documents. Counts Twenty 

and Twenty-One involve-the receipt of a gratuity (a security 

system worth more than $13,000) and a related obstruction of 
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obtained a detailed preview of the Government's case and the 

testimony of its witnesses. 

Because of the relative simplicity of the charges and 

the defendant's advance access to much of the proof, North 

certainly should be able to focus his review of discovery 

materials i n order to prepare for a trial on these counts. For 

example, the scope of relevant proof on the false statement 

counts will be circumscribed. See United States v. Kroah, 366 

F. Supp. 1255, 1256-1257 (D.D.C. 1973) (Gesell, J.) ( ". 

instructions given the defendant in the guise of n ational 

security can (not ) make an otherwise false statement given under 

oath without compulsion legal. Motive is simply not an 

issue.") 

As the court indicated in its July 8 Order, the 

additional discovery sought by the defendant does not relate to 

his defense to counts other than counts one through Three. 

Therefore, as the Court determined on the basis of the 

defendant's ~ parte proffer, "at a minimum, substantive 

charges of cover-up, falsification and North's alleged receipt 

of personal benefit derived from his conduct as a government 

employee can proceed to trial" on September 2 0. Order at 7-8. 

Finally, it will not take long to dispense with the 

pretrial motions that the defendant intends to file with 

respect to these counts. Of the specific motions raised by the 

defense, Def. Me~. at 10-11, only two relate specifically to 

these charges. Defense counsel apparently rely on an Assistant 
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Attorney General's comment about Count Twenty-Three as a bas i s 

for d ismissal and also suggest that they will challenge the 

applicability of 18 U.S.C. § 1001, which i s the sub j ect o f 

c ounts Five through Seven and Fi fteen. Both motions r a ise 

uncompl i cated l egal i ssues that can be addressed with d ispatch . 

E. Counts One Through Three Will Be Ready For Trial On 
September 20 If The court Modifies Its July 8 Order 

on July 8, the Court, on the basis of the defendant' s 

ex parte representations as to material i t y, ordered additional 

d iscov ery and suggested t hat developments with respect to that 

d iscov ery could affect the t iming o f a trial o n Coun~s one 

through Three . While it is now clear that the i ntelligence 

c ommunity will not be able to comply with the Court's present 

schedule, the Independent Counsel submits that a modification 

of the Court's Order , which would narrow the scope of document 

production while protecting the legitimate needs of North, 

would permit a trial of Counts One through Three on September 

20. 

As an initial matter, in the absence of additional 

discovery, North and his counsel are well situated to prepare 

for a speedy trial of Counts one through Three, which charge a 

conspiracy to defraud the United States, theft of government 

property, and wire fraud. The central elements of these c ounts 

are North's diversion of government property, his illegal 

conduct in support of military and paramilitary activities in 

Ni caragua, and his use- of a network of foreign bank accounts 

and corporations to accomplish and conceal these ends. These 
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elements will have been the subject of intense public scrutiny 

for almost two years when the trial starts on September 20. 

Indeed, since the Independent counsel's appointment on December 

19, 1986, North and his attorneys have known that his 

activities regarding the diversion and assistance to the 

Contras were principal areas of the Independent Counsel's 

jurisdiction and investigation. Furthermore, the indictment 

sets forth in unusual detail the basis for the first three 

charges. Fully thirty-eight pages, including thirty-seven 

paragraphs relating to means, and seventy overt acts, are 

detailed as part of the Count one conspiracy. Many of these 

paragraphs are realleged as part of Counts Two and Three. 

Rarely has an indictment set forth the charges at issue with 

greater specificity. 

The primary obstacle to a September 20 trial with 

respect to Counts one through Three is a problem created 

largely by the defendant's unwillingness to share with the 

Government his proffer as to the materiality of the additional 

discovery he has sought. North has requested, and the Court 

has ordered, the Government to produce by August 1, thousands 

of pages of classified documents among which the defendant 

apparently hopes to find one or more which are material to the 

preparation of the defendant's defense on counts one through 

Three. The Court ordered the additional discovery after 

hearing the defendant's ex parte presentation on July 6, 1988. 

The defendant apparently reargued his motion for extremely 
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broad discovery during the ex parte meeting with the court 

which had been planned primarily as a meeting to consider CIPA 

problems of redaction and to narrow the defendant's sweeping 

discovery request. Consequently, the Court has been left ~ith 

the unchallenged assertions of a defendant as to his need for 

discovery without his demonstrating the materiality of an 

enormous and time-consuming burden upon the government 

agencies. 

As the Independent Counsel advised the Court by 

letter dated July 20, 1988, and as explained in the Letter of 

Russell J. Bruemmer, Esq., ~hich is attached as Exhibit c, the 

Independent Counsel has been informed by William H. Webster, 

the Director of Central Intelligence, and others that the 

intelligence community cannot produce the documents called for 

by the court's Order in their entirety in accordance with the 

mandated schedule. Although the Independent Counsel is 

prepared to proceed as expeditiously as possible to secure this 

additional classified material, it is apparent that the 

intelligence community finds that it will be unable to meet the 

Court's deadline. Without a more specific statement about the 

need for the documents or the particular documents desired, the 

Independent Counsel is unable to address the intelligence 

community's general statement that it is unable to comply. 

The September 20 trial date can be preserved as to 

the entire indictment if the Court were to adopt an 

alternative, but less time-consuming, means of protecting the 
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defendant North's interest in securing evidence relevant to his 

defense. The Court found in its order of July 8, 19 88 that the 

discovery information sought by the defense "may serve to 

corroborate testimony of defense witnesses, i ncluding North 

himself, if he takes the stand. They may also support defense 

challenges to the credibility of certain known prosecution 

witnesses . " Order at 5 (emphasis added). The 

Government would be in a position to assist the Court i n 

a ssessing the defendant's request if the defense were required 

to make a showing of ( 1) what information North expects to find 

i n the additional discovery, and ( 2) h ow that information might 

be relevant to his defense. For example, the Independent 

Counsel is prepared to make a showing now that the various 

covert actions identified in the defendant's request furnish no 

precedent for the proposition that a government official c an 

deceptively generate and retain control over profits obtained 

in the course of a covert action. These other covert actions 

therefore seem irrelevant to the charges in Counts One through 

Three.lQ/ 

Even if some of the information requested were truly 

relevant, various procedures are available to provide it to the 

defendant far more expeditiously than by those currently 

required by the Court's Order. The information sought by the 

defense would be unnecessary if the Government were to 

lQ/ For instance, those best informed are not aware of any 
analogue for the diversion charge i n the i ndictment. 
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stipulate to the facts that the defense believes to b e 

c ontained in the discovery material, so as to obviate the 

defendant's need to establish those particular :acts. For 

example, the extent of the surveillance of various activities 

c an b e dealt with by stipulation. Alternatively, it i s 

possible that the Government c ould sever o r narrow counts of 

the indictment. These are options within the contemplation of 

CIPA , ~' Sections 6(c) & (e}, i n cases where the d efense 

seeks to make use of relevan~ classified i nformat ion at trial. 

See~, United states v . Smith, 780 F.2d 1102, 1103 (4th Cir. 

1985 ). ~ also United States v. Edwards, 631 F.2d 1049, 1051 

( 2d Cir. 1980} ( it is proper to exclude evidence offered by the 

defendant to establish facts that are conceded by the 

Government). Moreover , CIPA contemplates that, as the 

proponent of classified information which it seeks to offer 

into evidence, the defense would ordinarily have to establish 

the relevance of that information prior to trial. See, ~, 

United States v. Zettl, 835 F.2d 1059 (4th cir. 1987}; United 

States v . Collins, 720 F.2d 1195, 1200 (11th Cir. 19 83 ); United 

States v . Wilson, 586 F. Supp. 1011 (S.D.N. Y. 1983); c f. 

United States v . Pugliese, 712 F.2d 1574, 1580 (2d Cir. 1983 ) 

( "Unless the basis for proposed admission (of evidence ) is 

obvious , it is the burden of counsel who seeks admission to 

alert the court to the legal basis for his proffer" ); Post v . 

United States, 407 F.2d 319 (D.C. Cir. 1968), cert. d enied, 393 

U.S. 1092 (1969). 
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The most extensive view of a defendant's right to 

withhold disclosure of his position does not entitle him to 

withhold proof of materiality as to documents sought by 

discovery. See Brooks v . Tennessee, 406 U.S. 605 ( 1972 ) . No 

case has held that any litigant can force his adversary to 

engage in costly and wasteful discovery without some s howing 

that the discovery has an objective which is material. We 

suggest that, rather than protracting the discovery process in 

a manner that may ultimately prove unnecessary, the defendant , 

as a basis for discovery (not only as a basis for CIPA 

admissibility determinations ), be required now to make known t o 

the Government its particularized offers of proof and that the 

Government have the opportunity now to accommodate the 

defendant's legitimate interests either by entering into 

stipulations or by moving to sever or narrow counts of the 

indictment . .1l/ 

In addition, if the Court's Order of July 8 were 

modified to permit sequential delivery of certain materials, 

the Independent Counsel could obtain and deliver a substantial 

ll/ For example, it is entirely unclear to the Government, i n 
the absence of access to the ~ parte proffer, why counts Two 
and Three, relating solely to the diversion, might not end up 
being treated differently than Count One, which is broader in 
scope. It is also likely that even if the conspiracy to 
accomplish the objects set forth in paragraphs lJ(a) (1) ,(2), or 
(3) of Count One of the indictment were held hostage to the 
discovery ordered by the Court on July 8, the conspiracy to 
violate the substantive statutes relating to obstruction and 
false statements alleged in paragraph lJ(b) of Count One could 
go forward. 
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portion of the documents by August 20, one month prior to 

trial. Producing materials in this fashion would be highly 

efficient, for it could require the defendant North to offer 

whatever explanation he may have for the relevance of these 

documents before the Government was forced to complete the 

process of classified document production. Sequential 

production would also permit the Court to "examine () a 

representative sample of such documents . II United States 

v. Felt, 491 F . Supp. 179, 186 (D.D.C. 1979). 

Accordingly, an appropriate modification of the 

Court's Order of July 8 would permit counts one through Three 

to proceed to trial on September 20. 

II. External Political Events Should Not Govern the Schedule 
of a Criminal Case 

The defendant North argues that conducting his trial 

"at the height of the Presidential election" will deny him his 

"right to a fair and impartial trial." Def. Mem. at 18-19. 

Specifically, he argues that "(t)he impact of media attention 

on the trial" will have some unspecified, but presumably 

prejudicial, impact on the jury, ~. at 19, that can only be 

avoided by delaying the trial until after the elections. This 

argument should be rejected. 

The Court addressed the defendant's concern about 

publicity when it denied his motion for a change of venue. The 

Court's observations at that time are equally applicable in 

this context. To begin with, as the Court then observed, any 
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claim that a continuance is needed to avoid the risk of 

prejudicial publicity should await the selection of a j ury: 

Thus, the only remaining issue is continuance on 
the theory that continuance will minimize exposure to 
publicity , publicity which itself may not have had 
anywhere near the impac~ suggested by the defense. 
This ques~ion of continuance must await jury 
selection during which prospective jurors exposed to 
publicity can be fully examined and the issue full y 
explored to determine whether or not it has created 
bias in any form. 

Experience here again in this city with high 
profile cases engendering publicity such as 
Watergate, the prosecution of officials of the 
current administration and in other situations 
strongly suggest that a completely impartial jury can 
be seated. 

If this case is viewed as a political scandal, 
as one of defense counsel suggested, such scandals 
have been everyday fare in this city for scores of 
years. And while some of the public becomes 
thoroughly engrossed in such a story many do not. 
They have other more pressing immediate concerns. 
Rent, jobs, and a myriad of other things. Any 
further consideration of publicity must await the 
jury's selection. 

Tr. of 6/ 8/88 at 72. There is every reason to believe that the 

parties at trial will be able to select a fair and impartial 

jury, and that the jury will be able to follow the trial 

court's instruction not to read, watch, or listen to news 

accounts of this trial until it is over. 

It is well-settled that a defendant can be afforded a 

fair trial notwithstanding the publicity surrounding his trial . 

The courts have repeatedly acknowledged that sensational 

publicity, often of a hostile nature, is certain to develop 

around criminal inves~igations and proceedings affecting 

prominent or notorious persons. United States v . Mvers, 510 F. 
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Supp. 323, 326 (E.D.N.Y. 1980). See also United States v. 

Nunan, 236 F.2d 576, 593 ( 2d Cir. 1956 ) , c ert. d enied, 353 U.S . 

912 ( 1957 ) ; Silverthorne v . United States, 400 F.2d 62 7 , 631 

(9th Cir. 1968), cert. denied, 400 U.S. 1022 ( 1971 ) . There are 

legions o f highly-publicized cases, in addition to t h ose cited 

above, in which fair trials were conducted. 11./ 

As this Court has noted, "trial judges in this 

jurisdiction have had extended experience with highly 

publicized cases," Tr. of 6/ 8/ 88 at 68, and the Court's 

experience will enable it to take steps "to minimize the 

effects of publicity." Is;!. at 69. To ensure fair trials in 

the Watergate cases, this Court and others in this District 

lZJ See. e.g .. Hoffa v. United States, 385 U.S. 293 (1966); 
Buchalter v. New York, 319 U.S. 427 (1943) (Murder, Inc.'s 
Louis "Lepke" Buchalter); United States v. Ferguson, 758 F.2d 
843 (2d Cir. 1985), cert. denied, 474 U.S. 84 (1986) (trial of 
radicals involved in "Brinks" robbery); United States v. 
Blanton, 719 F.2d 815 (6th Cir. 1983), cert. denied, 465 U.S. 
1099 (1984) (Governor of Tennessee); United States v. 
MacDonald, 688 F.2d 224 (4th cir. 1982), cert. denied, 459 u .s . 
1103 (1983) (highly publicized murder of wife and children); 
united States v. Barnes, 604 F.2d 121 (2d cir. 1979), cert. 
denied, 446 U.S. 907 (1980), (highly-publicized narcotics 
case); United States v. Haldeman, 559 F.2d 31 ( D.C. Cir. 1976 ), 
cert. denied sub nom, Ehrlichman v. United States, 431 U.S. 933 
(1977) (Watergate prosecution); United States v. Ehrlichman, 
546 F.2d 910 (D.c. Cir. 1976), cert. denied, 429 U.S. 1120 
(1977) ("plumbers" break-in case); United States v. Liddy, 509 
F.2d 428 (D.C. Cir. 1974), cert. denied, 420 us. 911 (1975) 
(Watergate burglary); Calley v. Callaway, 519 F.2d 184 (5th 
Cir. 1975), cert. denied, 425 U.S. 911 (1976) (My Lai 
massacre); United States v. Bufalino, 285 F.2d 408 (2d cir. 
1960) ("Appalachin" meeting case); United States v. Costello, 
255 F.2d 876 (2d Cir.), cert. denied, 357 us. 937 (1958); 
Capone v. United States, 56 F.2d 927 (7th Cir.), cert. denied. 
286 U.S. 553 (1932); ·People v. Luciano, 277 N.Y. 348, cert. 
denied, 305 U.S. 620 (1938); People v. Manson, 61 Cal. App.3d 
102 (1976), cert. denied, 430 U.S. 986 (1977). 
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adopted such measures as instructing members of the venire not 

to read about or discuss the case; engaging in extensive voir 

dire; and enjoining the '"staff of the Watergate Special 

Prosecutor, defendants, their attorneys and witnesses from 

making extrajudicial statements concerning any aspects of ( the ] 

case that are likely to interfere with the rights of the 

accused or the public to a fair trial by an impartial jury.'" 

United States v. Haldeman, 559 F.2d 31, 63 n.39 ( D.C. Cir. 

1976) (quoting the Haldeman Court's order), cert. d enied sub 

D.Q.!!l, Ehrlichman v . United States, 43 1 U.S . 9 33 ( 1977 ) . 13/ 

There is every reason to believe that, by appropriate l y 

instructing the jury, this Court will be able to avoid any 

prejudice that might be caused by the media attention paid to 

this trial. 

The defendant's argument is based entirely o n 

speculation. It is beyond question that this c ase will be the 

subject of media attention, no matter when it commences , "at 

least until the activities of the primary participants ha ( v e ) 

been fully explored at a public trial." United States v . 

Haldeman, 559 F.2d at 64, n.42. As the Court previously noted, 

"much of [the publicity] has been favorable to the defendants 

who were supported by influential leaders of this country." 

Tr. of 6/ 8/88 at 69. There is no reason to expect that the 

favorable publicity will abate during trial. There is also no 

l.l/ The Independent Counsel has no objection to the immediate 
entry of a similar order in this case. 
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reason to expect substantially more media attention before the 

election than afterwards . Certainly, the examples cited by the 

defendant i n his motion do not support the radical measure of a 

six-month adjournment. To grant the defendant's motion on 

these g rounds "would require a flight of speculation 

inappropriate for any court to take." United States v. 

Mitchell, 397 F.Supp 166, 180 ( D.D.C. 1974), aff' d United 

States v . Haldeman, 559 F.2d 31 (D.C. Cir. 1976), c ert. d enied, 

431 U. S. 933 ( 1977 ) . 

Finally, to the extent that North's trial may b ecome 

a pol i tical i ssue in the upcoming elections, North bears at 

least a substantial measure of responsibility, and therefore 

has little credibility in complaining. Throughout the pretrial 

proceedings, North has made many speeches and statements, often 

at political events, in which he has claimed that the charges 

should be evaluated in a political context. Attached as 

Exhibit D is a collection of a representative sample of press 

clippings for which North is responsible. ~ For example, on 

the day of his indictment , North called a press conference to 

declare: 

"Unfortunately, I have now been caught in a 
bitter dispute between the congress and the 
President over the control of foreign 
policy, the power of the President to deter 
communism in Central America and the 
President's duty to protect our citizens 
against terrorist acts abroad. It is a 

~ The clippings have been redacted in some cases to avoid 
exposing members of the Off ice of Independent Counsel to 
references to the defendant's immunized testimony. 
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shame that the new battleground for such a 
fight wil l be a courtroom." 

North's public comments will apparently continue 

along these lines despite the fact that jury notices have been 

i ssued. ri s this Court stated, trial courts generally should 

not "allow the press to control the course of criminal 

proceedings." Tr. of 6/8/88 at 69. This trial in particular 

should not be held hostage to a media which the defendant 

himself has strenuously sought to inflame. To give in to the 

defendant's demands on this ground would place the court's 

impri~atur on North's transparent attempt to transform this 

trial from a criminal into a political one. 

This case should go to trial when it is ready to go 

to trial without regard to speculation about the impact of a 

presidential campaign. The Government is confident that 

beginning on September 20 the court will be able to select a 

fair and impartial jury that will give North his day in court 

on the basis solely of the evidence they hear. 1..21 

.l2/ The defendant's request for an adjournment to accommodate 
the vacation plans of defense counsel merits little attention. 
The Speedy Trial Act permits no exclusion for such purposes. 
The interests of justice and the public need for a prompt 
resolution of these charges dictate that this case go to trial 
without regard to the inevitable personal sacrifices of 
counsel, the Court, and witnesses for both sides. 
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CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, the defendant's motion for a continuance 

should be denied. 

Dated: July 25, 1988 

Respectfully submitted, 

Independent Counsel 

David M. zornow 
Bruce A. Green 
Clifford M. Sloan 
Associate Counsel 

Off ice of Independent Counsel 
555 Thirteenth Street, N.W. 
suite 701 West 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
(202) 383-8940 
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Cdr. ?aul 3. ~hompson, ~SN 
General Counsel 
National Security Council 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20506 

Dear Commander Thompson: 

- T IM.AN Q r•1 C:ONAN 

:>ONA.LO C SCHWA•TZ 

• -.cwe1.• ~· ••• ONt..T 

•• ""'l:MeU• M O ••• 0 N l..'"' 

•••wrwac• c•••• o .. 1...• 

LtCol North is herewith delivering documents to NSC. I n 
order t o insure that the documents are preserved, the pages have 
been number-stamped 1 through 168, inclusive. 

Also delivered are 
Motorola hand-held portable 
Transportation Request (GTR 

the WHCA Motorola PageBoy, the 
telephone, and the NSC Government 
D-7, 363, 999) i ssued. to LtCol North. 

Would you please arrange for the return of LtCol North's 
personal property which is located in his office. He is 
pa~ticul~rly interested in the prompt return of his Marine Corps 
uniform items, family photos and other personal effects. 

Thank you. 

BVS:lng 
cc: ~s. Brenda Reaer 

Security Officer 

Sincerely yours, 

Brendan v. Sullivan, Jr. 
Attorney for LtCol Oliver L. North 
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Briefing 

North Keeps ·Busy' 
How does Lieut. Col. Oliver L . 

~onn soeno n1s ume now tnat ne 1s 
nor conouc11n1? covert acuv1t It'~ 1or 
tne Nauona1 Secuntv Council or 
~esuly !!~~-c0ri2res· 
s1on.l commmecs ! 

" He's wonung very hard." said F. 
Andy Messing Jr .. l close frieno of 
America 's best·known manne. 

Mr. Messing, who 1s exe<:Uuve di· 
rector of the Nauonal Defense Coun· 
c1I, a nonprofi t research 01"1an1z.auon 
says Colonel Nonn works from 6 in 
the morning unul noon at the head· 
quaners of Manne Planning and 
Operauons. 

In the afternoon he meets wun his 
lawyers. They are prepanng tor has 
defense against the possible cnminal 
1ndktments being cor:s1derea bv a 
speoal proseaitor. Lawrence E. 
Walsh. in an invesugauon of the I ran. 
contra atralr. Afler aoout 8 at nign1 , 
the colonel 1s at home wnn his w11e 
andfamalv. 

··He's too ousv even to take a vaca· 
; ion," :\tr. Messin2 sa1a. 

Meanwmle. offers ot free no11davs 
have poured in from ··grateful Amer· 
1cans." :\tr. Messing relateo. ··o ne 01· 
fer included a pnvate 1e1 to pick him 
up," he sa1a. 

Crim. ;10 . 38 - 008 0 - ·J 2 ~,;G 

:C:xhibit. 3 

All such gifts have been rc1 used. ac· 
cording to Mr \fessing. wno aaaeo 
that numerous mov1c ano book offers 
have also been oeferrcd. 

··ome has an 1ncrco1ble an1111v10 
focus." ~ r . Messin~ conum .. ;:o. · Jna 
right now he 's focusml! on th:it p11 
bulldog Walsh. · 
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Crim. ~o . 38 - 0080 - 02 - GAG 
Exhibit: C 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
NASHINGTON D.C. 20505 

General Counset 

·i=. 

The Honorable Lawrence ..... i;alsn 
I ndependent Counsel 
Suite 70 1 West 
555 13 th St reet, ~ .w. 

Washing ton, ~ .c. 20004 

Dear Ju dge Kalsh : 

25 July 1988 

As you are aware, the CIA and the o ther intelligence 
agencies affected by Judge Gesell's Order o f July 6 , 1988, have 
assessed both the feasibility of producing the documents by 
August 1, and the sensitivity of the information contained in 
those documents. This letter is a follow-up to your d iscussion 
with Judge Webster last week. 

With regard to the t i ming of production, the CIA has 
concluded that the documents responsive to Items l, 14, 1 7, and 
19 of Defendants' Supplemental Request have already been 
produced to the Office of Independent counsel. In g eneral, we 
presently believe that the d ocuments called for by Items 5, 6, 
l6r 18, and 20, along with the extracts from the President's 
Daily Brief and the CAJIT summaries under the control o f t he 
CIA, can be produced wi t hin approximatel y four weeks. :he 
documents called for by Items 2-4 and 7-13, however, a re 
voluminous and not centrally l ocated. We believe it will 
require several months to gather and produce these la tter 
documents. (Item 15 calls for documents that are unknown to 
any of the intelligence agency ~ersonnel with whom we have 
consulted.) 

As Judge Webster di scussed with you last week, th e heads of 
the government's intel ligence agencies have ag reed that, i n 
addition to t h e timing ~roblems discussed above, the 
sensitivity of certain of t h e documents called for by the 
Court's order will also affect their disclosure. The 
intelligence agencies-~~ve concluded t hat che de tai ls of t~ e 
programs described in Items 2 , 3, 4, 8, ana 9 cannot be 
Jisclos&d ~~~l~cl~, ~nd ~~3t :~e ve r y ex istence c ~ ~~i te d 



States programs icenti:ied by Items 7, 10, :1, i2, 13 , and 16 
cannot be publicl y acknowledged by t he Uni ted States Gov ernment 
without adversely impacting on national secur ity . ~s to the 
first group o f items, vi rtuall y none of the documents could be 
used at a public trial, a lthouyh a general stipulation as tc 
the i;:rograrns r..igh t ::e feasible • .l. s to Items 7, 10 , :1, 12, 2.3, 
and 16, it is un li kely that even a stipulation could be c:afted 
that would adeGuate ly p rotect th e classified i~ fcr reat 1 on l~ 
question. 

Production of these documents to t he de fense may also c~use 
problems. A significant portion of the documents could 
probably be froduced for inspection by defendant Nort h i~ his 
SCIF, although some can only be made available on an 
"access-only" basis. t-toreover, some especially sensitive 
documents may require that they not be disclosed except to t~e 
Court pursuant tc Section 4 of CIPA. 

If it would be helpful to Judge Gesell, :epresentat ive s of 
the in telligence agencies are p re~area to provide t~e Court ex 
parte with a briefing addressing t~e sensitivity of the 
programs covered by Judge Gesell's order, and to res~ond to any 
questions that th e Court may have concerning them. 

Sincerely, 

cc: William J . Landers 
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:u: =~SHEN-wAS ~~ : -J: J 457 - · ~. -. 
~Y: ~~~5Z2:Z3 i l7,:~:~3 

NOTE: 5C-NORT~TEXT 
---1'"": :· _,,= .. : . ... - . · - . .. ~· r-.;:)M - • ••~I ,.:> , • , •.., • _ ._ .~7- ·1.:. '"' : .,.1...:. • • • • • : .: : 

~. W. l - ~C-NORTHTEXT, - C 
;c-Nortn -~xt,430( 
rext Of Nor~n Statement On InoictmentC 
..i1th f:il1-! r an-Contra BJt 

WASHINGTON <AP> _ r1ere is the tex t of a. statement ''eao ::: y L : • .:.:.1. Cl1 v: ·· 
North at the office of ~is lawyer, Srenoan Sulli van, after a grand ~~ry 

inoic-::ed lorth in the Iran-Contra case ·:>n Wedne~~ay. 
It is a sad irony that :ne ceci~ion to indict me ~noula :ccur ~oday, ~ c~ · . 

~n wnic~ :~e communists in Nicaragua invaded their ~emoc~ati= ~e1gnbor, a ca~ 
~nicn ~s the fourth anni ver~ary of the abduction of William a uc Kl ey and t~e 
thiro anniversary of the k1cnapping of Terry Anoerson, t wo of tne ~merican 
hostages we tried so hard to re~cue. 

Hopefully, Mr. Ander~on is still alive and will be freeo soon. 
The indictment is also sad for our country, for all the men and women wno 

work to pr~~ect it and to m•ke our government work. 
It is a particularly painful thing to my wife, Betsy, ~ur four children ~ ~a .. 

me. 
Througnout my service as a Marine officer I have alw~ys done my very bes':. 

often working night and day to get tna JOb done and to do so honorably. 
I am proud ·~f my service to our country and those with wnom I have servec. 

ooth in t~a Marine Corps and on the National Security C~uncil. 
Unfortunately, I have now been caught in a bitter discute between the 

Congress and the president ov•r the control of foreign policy, the power of ~~e 
president to deter communism in Cantral Am•r~Cjl and the president's duty to 
~~=~~c~ ~ur citizens against terrorist acts_.;.broao. 

It is a shame that th• new battlegrouncf\for such a fight will be a 

I did not commit any crim•. 
I intend to fight allegations of wrongcoing for as long as necessary. 
I recognize that opposing a prosecutor with an unlimited budget, a staff ~~ 

30 lawyers, ~0 investigators, scores of support personnel i s a formidable tas ~ 
for me and my counsel, Brendan Sullivan. 

There are enormous costs involved both per~on•l and financial. 
The Mont hs ~h•ad will be difficult and often v ery lonel y . 
Nonetheless, I can assure you I will n•ver give up, we will win, I JUSt 

cannot tell you how soon. 
And finally to the American people who have showr1 so m•.1cn l.: 0ve and concer"""' 

these past 15 months by their millions of telegrams and letters and prayers enc 
support, I want to tell you again how e~tremely grateful I am for that. 

You h ave helped rny fami l ·y -.and me find the strength '= o endure th ls seem 1 ~. -::;:. '.· 

endless oroeal in Wasnington. 
You h ave shown your appreciation for wh•t we did ~ccomcl1sh and what we 

~r1eo :: ~cnieve. 

For ~hat I thanK yo u again. God ble5~ you. C 

( 
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Charges a ·Badge of Honor: 
~orth Sa,-s at Libert,~ U . 

By Dowd P. Balw 
·~-- ........ 

LYNCHBURG. Va .. ~1.av 2-.) l· 
ivw i.. ~forth. wno reu~ irom me 
aulit.a.rv Sunaay, recetVefl l pam· 
ot's wetc0me today when ne told 
gnduates oi Jerry Falwe1l's L1bertv 
Univers1tv that accusauons orou~nt 
aqasnst nun in tne Iran-contra anair 
·ir.e not a orana. they are l oaafle 
oi honor. · 

lri a rruamom1nq commencement 
ceremony tor 900 graauates or tne 
8.0C><ktuaent scnool. Falweil intro· 
ducea North as ·a true Amencan 
hero: ana said the former nw:=­
im't the first person to be .. l:Ni!tk. 
XIC""'d= MWe serve a savtOr ~ 
.. mdicted and cmV1Cted and cru· 
c:ilied.. , .... _-:-•·' 

Mirth's address brouqht the 
crawa of abour UJ.000 to 1ts feet 
fer seven! ovauons. as he iannec 
tba flames oi two growtnq move· 
menu: one to seek a prestdenuai 
pardon for n1m ana a sect'lna to dr.itt 
him for the Repuolican nom1nauon 
:or the U.S. Senate rrom Vinrmia. 

North s.a10 he ~a been c:iuflnt in 
"he m1aale or a oll1lucai 01soute ce· 
:ween tne Wlaite riouae ana Con· 
6res5·. ana saicUle ha9 .~ "'{tliji~w 
tor "tr;ing to h~ the'fllUITl"m.,.cf 
Nic:ara~. tr;ing to rescue Amer· 
1an nosuSJes ana prevent terror· 
::sm.• 

Tb8 le!SOll of the last e11Jnt 
::ears. North saui. ts tnat "e•:en J 

" .. 

>trcnll, :::mt·minaea. ·.~.: a-te3r:::q 
;lres1aent cannot atone .:.::omo11sn 
:us goa1s. 

"We neea a better (on11ress. ··.e 
;aid. stanainlJ oerore J .!0-bv·JU 
;oot U.S. flalJ. "Run tor nt!Jn omce. 
ie told the graauates. 

The cna1rman ot the Drait ~ortn 
:or Senate (ommtttee. jamev K.. 
',Vhee1er ct ArlinlJ(on. s.s1a he mter· 
;:retec Norcn·s remarKs as "a 01r~t 
11esusre to encouracze us ' :o con· 
:ioue tne aratt etfort. f!-.e commit· 
:ee sa1a 1t ha& raisea U .500 in cam· 
'111n tunas. -

~ic:hae1 :::ilster. spokesman tor 
·he Virginia Repuoht.ln Party, sa1a 
! h~ nom1naung process°"' open wwi 
the June l l oosrun.aun1 c:onvenuon. 
but ad!ed lJ!!:.lt is :hi_ey unukeir__ 
tbat a dr2ft movement W111 sw~ 
the floor." iwo aMoun~ canm· 
dates. :-.tcLean r~ts Andrew 
Wahlquist ana Gil Faulk. have been 
coun1ng delegates for weeics ior 
the seat beinq vaatea bv iresnman 
Rei>uohcan :len. P:iul S. Trible Jr. 

Wheeter sa1Q a North nominauon 
vould set up "a spectacu1ar ::ienate 
race. J ;111n1ores1aentia1 contest.· 
i ~alnSt t:ie e:coectea C~mocratlC 
~ominee. ::rmer ~ovemor (:ianes 
:). Robb. wno. hke Nortn. is a .'vta· 
nne veteran 01 Vietnam. 

The 44·year-01d Noren. -.mo re· 
urea as a ueutenant cotonei a1ter :.rn 
years in the Manne ( ores. ····~s 
cbaraeo m ina1ctments sou~nt :·: 

::e soec1a1 !ran-contra uroseci;tcr . 
.--:e ana three otntrs ~:e c::arizea 
·.vith esuousiunlJ a secret ooeratton 
Jutsade !Ovemment ~:.dnneis : ' 
:unneJ Iranian money to the :'\1· 
..:an~n contras. 

Falwe1l. ·.11no later presentea 
:'forth w1tn an nonorarv aoctorate 
ot humanities. sa1a he nas secureo 
.;oo.ooo suoporters tor n1s oetmon 
J~ ur~g P~es1aent Re:iflan 1-: 

:i.araon Noren. f aiweu sa10 r.e , 
,eetnnjf 2 :nuhon names. 

At the ea~e or tne crowo on tr.e 
caminis oaseoaU field. repttsenta· 
11ves oi People for the Amencan w.., passec out a news release tnat 
Salli the group has launcned a dnve 
oppmng a paraon. 

'1be issue isn't whether Ollie 
~onh is innocent or gw!ty. !t'3 
wfteciler the president and his swf 
are above the law.~ said Amencan 
Way Pres1aent Arthur J. Kropp. 

"Falwell has been spenatnl! mu· 
11ona oi dolbrs to paint Ollie Nomi 
as a nauona1 hero wno neeas ana 
11eservM soecia1 treJtmtnt t:eiore 
:ne law .' Kruop s statement Saia. 
But Oll ie Nortn's ~uut or nr.c · 
ence snowa be r.eter:r::nea :: ·: • 

.. ourt ct law. not ov jerrv f aiweu 

.ma his pouuai cremes. · 
Nonn got a nenn treatment 

here. Wldl lumareas oi peopse JOCX· 

E/ -.,. WM111ngion ,.CSI _.;.,;;;...;.. __ 
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evtng for a cnance to snao n1s 01c· 
mre ana calling out 4011ie. we rove 
vou:' 
· "1'hey aoa't unaenuna." a graa· 
u.ne's oarent. Eddie Conner oi 
Chamoe~g. Pa .• s.ui oi North's 
cnacs. · He is a nauorw hero. ' 

New reiig:ian ~auate ~tike 
Gooae oi Uncover. pr~uient ot the 
eul1>US Blade Student Fellowsruo. 
saxi he nas ·rrux.ea fee un IZ'S'' a bout 
~form. because "the ena doesn t 
.usatv the means.:' But he sa10 he 
wu ~ mat Llbertv ·got a ~reat 
speaker ana SS Ul the limeuqnt." 

Oaryt Sma&ls. a iresftman tram 
Brookiyn. N. Y.. elq2r'eSSea a ai.s· 
9elllml oimaan. but only beause 
"'t!ley maae us say on ampus' dur· 
inc whu otDerw11e wouid h.ave 
i- a break tram tim1 enms. 

told the gnamces 
amaac the JOba the,, mtgnt 

seek.. wa few. ana ( hope on1v a few 
oi you. mav become speaa1 oros· 
ecutors. ~tv case mav be still 
MOUnc." he aaoefi. 

In some countnes. ne sa1a. "; eo­
ple under invesupuon get in a car 
a.ad lml{)iy d~r. That doesn t 
~ nere. ana than& God for 1t." 

Norm wu not avaJiahle to Wk 
wa re;aurs aiU:r me~ 

~• wun1nqion ,.est :?/ 
..,,. Wasnrnqton rimes-----
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North Says Criminal Charges 
Against Him Are 'an Honor· 

L.Y!'lCHBCRG -.· .... :-.tav L 1.-\P) - . Euher. asooKesmanror!vlr FJ1we11 
Oliver Nortn to10 szraauates toaav at 1 sau1 the evan•eust orooao1v 'M>u10 
:ne unrversttv 1ouoaeo bv tne Rev. 1 bacK tne rormer Manne ror ouo11c Ot · 
Jerry Falwert tnat ne 1s oroua 0 1 the r lice. 
cnmmar cnar2es aRamst n rm. I " He sara last nr2nt to a reoorter ~ e 

"Those accusauons are not a orana 1 woula orooaoly suopon nrm tor anv 
- <hey are an nonor. · '.Ir. Nonn told a 1 state or flee." '.!artt DeMoss. -:e 
cneenn2 crowo ~atnerea for nrs com· 1 spoKesman. told reooners. 
:nencement soee<:n at L1benv Ln1ver· 1 S-&e Sid Is Urgea 
srtv nere. 

:God w11 11n2. wun vour oravers ana 1 , \1emoers 01 a . 2rouo trvtn~ to a ran 
; uogcn. ·Ne w11 1 orevau. even rn W'ash- 1 . ·~r. Nortn tor a :>enate camoa12n tram 
n•wn. -:e saio. a aav alter nrs retire· 1 .1 rain1a wen! amona tne tnousanas 
-nent as a .\1anne (orps ueutenant 1 ·.vno snowea uo at L1benv l.Jntversav to 
colonel. I waccn Mr. Nonn maxe n1s tint ouo11c 
~r. NorU\ lashed out at Con•ress- 1 statements since n1s 1no1ctmen1. 

:nen ana a soec1at orosecutor wno nave 1 The cna1rman of the Orate Nortn for 
cnaraeo him witn aiveninll monev I U.S. Senate Committee. Jamev ? 
from arms sates to Iran to reoels seex- Wheeler. dec.llnea 10 sav wheU'ler :>.1 r . 
LDC \0 overtnrow N1caragua·s Manosc 1 N~~ suiii>0~ tile effort. 
Government. I He ham t oeen tetltnll us to stoo. 

" We must not iust choose the nght and that's an encouraging sign." ~tr . 
.Pres!Gent" in 1988. Mr. Nonn sa1C1 in Wheetersa1d. 
_hJ.S commencement speecn. " We neea AbOut 60 oeopte from four area oeace 
4 better Congress." ICUV1St g~ carrymg signs· tnat 

u--
0 1 

read "Ollie Not for !dent" Jno 
,_rary octorate P aMed demon· 

In introducm~ .\'Ir. Nortn. Mr. Fal- stratea 1n downtown Lyncnbur2 
J01etl a Baoust oreacner. compatta lhe 1 agauut Mr. Nonn·s aopearance. 
rormer Nauona1 Secunty Council aide I Attomev Genenl EdW1n Meese Jd 
to Jesus. dellvetta the commencement aadress 

··we serve a savior wno was rna1cteel 1 at Labeny 1ast year. 
Jnd conv1ctea ana croc1hed." ~.!r. Fal­
.vell told some ~ ~raauauna stuaents 
Jt the camous or near1v !1.000 that 1s 
::>an 01 hrs re1121ous emo1re rn tnis cen· 
: ra1 l/1r~m1a cnv . . \I r . F .ilweu otans 10 
present Mr. Nortll w11n an nonorarv 
doct0rate rn tne numanmes. · 

Mr. Nonn 1s unaer rno1ctment on 
charges he consp1rea to defraua the 
Government by 11legallv d1ven1na 
prlXiU from tne Iranian arms aeats to 
tne Ntc.ara11uan contras. 

Mr. Falwetl staneo a nauonal oeu­
uaa dnve cnis sonn~ seeKm~ a paraon 
for Mr. Nonn. 
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·- . ,... . ...... -
.... ..... ~,:i •.•• 

·• '-•Ni'; :'C~, .. \ll~S 

_·.-;.;cH Bt:RG .. d . - •Jl1ver 
rm '.\'enc :iuo11c :or :ne urst n me 

:5 t e~a.'.I \' on ms nrst aav as an ex­
:Jrine ·: :etl a cneennsz com­

-e nc i.: :-:-.e::: ·(JJV c :-owa rnac :-.e 
~ars •;:e tran·Loncra accusauans 
.zamsr r.1m as ·a oadae oi honor. 

•:1 ch a nuae .... mencan t1all as ms 
- ~cKaroo. ::.e new1v renrea Manne 
~ a ..in-minute commencement .::ia­
-~ess ac :r.e Rev. Jerrv falwe11's L · 
ercv L :-.ivers1tv vo1cea support tor 

; oroaa ranae or conservanve 1aeais 
- ; rem cne ann-rrussue Stratelllc 
:::efense inmauve co rne essent1a1 
-11e or ramuv va1ues ana re11111on m 
, menc.an uie. 

( ol. :'\ortn. in remarKs chat 
-ounaea mucn 11ke an e1ecoon·vear 
...Jmoauzn 5:ieecn. also c.asoaatea 
-.e .... meric:.:in ·:iouuc.al 1eaaersmo 

'Badg£ of honor' 
claimed bv North 
Jr rumm2 its oacK on communise 
_.zgrei151on m .\i1c.araszua ana ur2ea 
~e graauau.n~ sruaenu co worK ror 
: better Lon11ress. · 

:..n esnmatea lJ.000 oeoo1e were 
n nanc for t.ne speecn. manv or 
:-.em crowatnli t.ne surrounatnli ruil­
. aes arter tne seats m the baseoall 
.eld wnere cne sca~e was siniatea 
.ere i1lled. In anoc1oanon or the 

crowa. the umvers1rv naa sruopea in 
-naln rrom fennessee .. \tarvtana 
-no \Vest V1 rgtnia. 3cnoo1 oificws 
:ilQ_ 

Ce!rtairuv I ~•d not cr:oose co oe 

~ 

...JUlfnt m me rruaale or J :i1 : ce~ :: · 
.:.icai d1soute oet·ween cne ( on2ress 
md me or~taent over tne cor.rro1 or 
:oret"1 poucv. :ne newer or :r.e nres· 
: entto aetercommurusm u: (e::::-:11 
.;.menca. or tne pres1aenc s re soon· 
,1otlines to protect :\men= c::: · 
:ens rrom terronst atracKs aoroaa . 
:.:iL Nortn told the crowa. ::ianv or 
\'nom wore Nortn ounons ana i re­
~uentiv broKe into cn.lnts or "Ollie! 
')Ille! Ollie!" 

· ~orC11d 1 ever are.am tnat ! -.1·ou1a 
naft to enaure tne lar~est uwes(!rza­
. :on in uie rustorv ot our reououc. Jn 
unaanoon tnat nas orooe<1 e•:er1 
~ or mv proress1oruu ano oer· 
saaal life &nCl U'l.at ot mv ranwv. ~.e 

5olJd. 
.. From cenam commentanes ::: 

t:De mew.a. it ts clear c:nat some oe· 
li9ft once a man 1s accusea he 1s 
bnDded forever:- ' said Col. Norut. 

~\'ML I've. been accused of help· 
ms me brave~ tnen and women 
of dle Nicara!JU&ll reststanu. i have 
bem accused of trymg to rescue 
A.mencan hostalies held capuve and 
of trymg to prevent otner cerronst 
anac!cs. 

··"nloae accusauons are not a 
brand. They are a oaa~e or honor. 
he deciar~ to sustainea 3001ause. 

Col :-\o"n c:iailenrzea : :-~ y•'IQ 

:11• wun1no1on "°''-----­
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;raauaur..r s:-.;ce::ts :a :aKe s1muar 
:-:sKS ror u:e :zooa or tne countrv ls 
·nev enrer me:r worKtnll uves. our :o 
::old fast ta a ··comoass or va1ues -
:"<uth. honesrv. 1ova1tv. patnoosm ana 
'5eneros1n:" 

·This 1s llOlllll to mean not c u1mmz 
.i vou rall down. Because ra1lure is 
:iewr nnal. Ir's couralle mat coum:s. 
coura!fe to 01cx voune1f uo. team 
from your m1staXeS ana trv agam. 
he S&ld. 

CoL Noren saia the stuaents ·· spe­
cial c.hailenlJe ' 1s "reSl)C>nstoilicy -
resixms1bilirv to voursetves. re5l)C>n-
31tnlirv to vour families ana reSl)C>n· 
s1tnlities to your coun cry.' 

Preslacnt Re.aiian. ne said. "~s 
aptiy descnbed Amenc.a as the 
·M>rtd's last. best nope. i t's rune to 
gtve sometrunlJ oaclt to a naaon 
:11.lt's been so gooa ana given so 
:nuc:n to so manv. You can sQrt ov 
::>eU1i tnionnea. oy spe&Xlllll out. O\' 

CA11U11J a oailotanc ~pan in cne 
upconunlJ e1ec:aon.s. 

"Cenauuy one lesson of the last 
ecDt years is that even a StrOnlJ 
nc*tt·nunded Goc:He&nnlJ pre:ndent 
~ aione do ail that neeaa tD be 
~· said CoL North. ··we must not 
jua cboose the ngbt presidenc we 
a.a a belier Con«ress. 

~'itlm' challenge then is to help 
rind and elea these people. And for 
:am of you. one day to nm ior tugti 
ofl'lce. and. res. be those people. 
Your future 1s exc1nn1J. wi th 
limitiess opponwutv. Your genera· 
llGll can WUt..'' 

Col Nonn empnas1zed to the 
graduates tne freeaoms available in 
.-\menca ana concrasrea them to 
:nose countnes unaer communist 
:1l1e. 

He ai.so was sn.aroly cnacai of the 
Soviet Union tor speuinir ~soot.runlJ 
~ oi peace · wtuJ.e thenrs oeen 
"no let up 111 their agsression. their 
paaem.s of subverstoa across the 
gioOe .. . .llld their aeplorable pat· 
tan oi cheatlnlJ on m&JOr arms con­
trol ere.aces. 
~And the oruv reason the Sovtets 

are ieavmlJ Af ghanlltan is oecause 

·::e Umtea !:Jtes ne1oea tr.e unoe­
. evao1v or:ive .~.nman oeoo1e an•.-e 
·:ie Red .-1.rr.w out. C:l. :\ortn saia 
· J 1oua aoo1ause. 

:.re ac1<now1ea11ea. ::cwever. ::::n 
-:.v views are co1orea aeeo1v O\' 

~ersona1 ooser: :inon ana intense ex· 
: enence. ? Jr. vou see. 20 •:ears 
: llo. I ~raauatea on a 01av1111l t1e1a 
. ust as vou are. 3ut snort1v arter l 
: raauatea. i .\ as assurnea as an in· 
· .:uurv otficer :o a unu 111 Vietnam. 
n e younll men mat l -.va, 01essea 10 
~c1 were some or the most nero1c 
=~te tnat tr..;s couni:rv nas ever 
r 31SeQ uo. · 

9ut. saia Cc!. :\ortn: ··~ens or rtus 
naoon were maunea ana cnpp1ed. 
md thev 01ed for naullnt because tne 
-,OUOC<U leaaersruo or tlU.s COUDtt;' 

lost Its wul. 1::ev 1ost faith not oruv 
n themse1ves. out rne lost faith 111 

The Rev. Jerry 
Fai.weil sec the tone 
when he said. "We 
Sl!nle a Savior who 
was indicted." 

::?e ideals of freedom and democ­
:-ac:v. They oecrayea millions of peo­
;lle to death ana cynnny. And that 
.:..mnot happen a~ain .. .. 

" Yet. even as we meet here:' he 
::>aU1. "that rrageav 1s aoout ta be re­
;:eatea in Nic:.ar.uru.a . .. . J nce uam. 
C~e's 1s rur?unir its oacx on 
!..menca s truest rnenas. · 

The Manast :iancurusta resume in 
:; ic:ara!JU.a ·· d oesn t threaten us. m 
md of itself.'' Col. North sa1d. ··aut 
wnat does tnreaten cne U rutea States 
:s its sworn vow to spread a rev-
01uaon without rronaers tlU'oulJllout 
Cemrat Amenca. senCWUJ millions 
oi refugees stre.ammg across into 
Mexico ana across our borden.' 

::lutc:runir a Bible Ill ms hana. Col. 
~ :onn saia he 3na his wire. Betsv. 

no 100Kea on rrom tr.e ll!Cller.ce . 
_-;a tnell" :cur c:-~aren ::Jve ·~· 

. ~1vea more tr.311 2 .-:-.;1uon wr::s. 
enen ana tetellrams or succor: J:::: 
. ::couralle:nenc -:•:er ::-.e .:~t . · 
-::ontns. 

·!='ram tnese. our tamuv nas wen 
. :n:n1nn. .'."e have oeen re:-:::r.cea 
::at 111 ems mallll.l11ce::t :::;.-:rr: . 
-: ~nt maxes rrullnt: ' :-. ~ s31a. 
:-od w1Llmll. '.\ltn \·our or:ivers a..-:a 
. ·1PlJOrt. ·.ve w1Ll orevau - - er. ::: 
'."asl:unl{ton. 

.:oL North was 111aictea O\" .l :ea· 
=:-aJ lfMlnO 1urv in .\1arcn on c::Jnes 
that ne mastermmaea a secret ::­
-:anC1&1 supp1y ooeranon :or :::e 
:--;ic:an~ Rest.St.ance at a rune 
vnen suc:n aia was oannea O\" (on· 
~ress. A cnai date nas not oeen set. 

His appearance m L-.·ncnour2 
.vu the former White House aiae s 
fim iuil day as a pnvate c:i:u.en 
airer 20 ye.an in the Manne Loros. 
and oruv airer cons1aerao1e tnoullnt 
ana beS1Qaon wd he itnatlv all?"ee :o 
spena 1t at tne iunaamenta11s1 
Chnso.an insoruaon rounaea ov :.!r. 
Falwetl. 

U1 an tnternew. ~tr. fllwell con· 
firmea that were It not ror tne et forts 
of c:onservaove North Caroun.a Re­
publican 5cn. Jesse Helms. a stronlJ 
~rter oi Col North. the speecn 
probably wouid not nave come 
a.DauL ~ Falwell. who met Col. 
Nanb for the fim nme yescera.av. 1s 
lading a pennon anve to h.ave tne 
Minne pardoned for tus ailegea 
cnmes. 
~ falweli set the tone for the a.av 

when he told the crowa. pnor to Col. 
Nonh's appearance. 1::at wnen 
.lSked why an rndJctea man n:ia been 
:.nvtted to speax. he re;med. ·' •:e 
:erve a 5avtor wno was 1na1ctea. ' 

The Baptist muuster sa1a tnat in 

the last rour weeKs. ne nas co11ectca 
-00.000 s11rnarures on a oem:on c:iu· 
me for CoL :--:orurs paraon ana 
101)a for a tow of 2 ::uwon oe1ore 
j elivennlJ tt to tne White House. 

CoL North's aadress was so weLl 
-eeeived th.at he sQvea an extra ~ 
"TUDUtes iacmii a olazmlf sun so ne 
.;ouid p ersona1lv present :ne 
i1'9duates with their dlolomas. He 
1.l.9o rece1vea an nonorarv aoctorate 
:n humaruaes irom me wuven1rv. 

:'he WMnlllqlen r'osi __ ,.,. __ 
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Excerpts from Col. ~orth~s address 
-~e rouowtn'Z :::e e:rcer:ns -:~ 

·o:trea .\l.:r.ne L:. -wL Oliver ·' onn s 
; mmencemenr .:caress ·:<?sreraav 
· :ne !'? !~ 1"CC:.ta!lnl' :::..:ss y _: 

· errv L rai·er.~irv :n L':ncnour-z . . .: . 

'. \'hat :s · ·,;ur c::atlen11e : :-. J 
:ora. l ::-::nx tr.a t cnculen11e :s re · 
oonstoll it•; - ·esoons10Hn-.· :J 
l'lUrse1\'es. ~esoons101ilt\" ·-, ·nur 

· ammes ana resoons101utv :o ·:our 
.ountI"\'. 

When l sent mv 0102raon\' to 
~ev. 1Jerrv 1 Falweu ior tne 1mroauc · 
·:on toaav. l sa1a tnat mv nonest orer · 
=rence was co oe l!ltroaucea as me 
:iusoana oi one ana the iatner or 
:·our .. ".na l ;aia that oecause cnat 
Jan or me 1s so mucn more 1moor­
. J.nt man wnatever i"\·e a1reaav aone 
, r wnacever e!se 1 ·.ntl do. l oeueve 
n tn a il tne scren11tn or mv sou1 tnJt 
J1tn ana me so11aanrv ot cne . .-.mer· 
..:.an camuv remam tne counaac1on or 
reecom in :ms councrv. 

:~om cc :-::i:n c:::-:i :":":enrar:es 
:-. :ne meaia .. : .; ;,ear :::at 3ome 
· ~11eve once a man •s .:ic:::.:sea. ::e :s 
- ~::maea ::;:-ever. ·<!I i. : e oeen 
• .:cusea or :-.e1otn1Z : ::e : ~J\"e voun11 
-::en ana women ot :::e .\1carairuan 
· es1sc.ance :n :r.e1r sc r.:izg1e :or :r.e 
erv uoemes tr.at ".\"e c:a1m .:is J 

·:rtnniznt. ! -.ave oeen acc:isea a t 
· ~.-in~ to rescue .-1.menC.'.ln noscaizes 
:ield caouve ana oc rr:mlJ 10 orevent 
11ner terronst attacKS. T!:ese accu · 
' auons are nor a orana. :-!:ev are a 
• aajJe or no nor. 

. ·: esteraav ··••as .\!av Dav. tne 
:: ~11test ::oudav in m e communist 
·. ortd. Think aoout rnat tor a mo­
-:;ent .. .i..s vou 1eave LibertV L' mver· 
.::v tn 11}88. \'OU C.'.ln oe an\'tntnll \'OU 
ant to oe .. 4.~ vour counternarts are 

.:-aauattnll : ~:cm me ,_·:::·:ers1n· "t 
.:oscow. :::e•: c:m. oe anvtn1n2 tne 
:tate wanrs t r.em ~ ~e .. ~.na t r.ac 
alone sr.ou1a ~e ~r.ou11n :o remma 

·u or vour resoons:c:. ::·; :; ~::::c:-:s 
· :ms 01essea 1ar.a. 

:;ow. l acmtt . . _ , -:ct ; :eaK 
; an 001ecnve o•:<r<.nce~ .. : . ·:·e •.,·~ 

·e co1orea aee:nv - ·.- - ersona1 JO· 
~rvat:on ana 1r.te~se e~:er:er.::e .. 

. e:-tam1v ·.vant a new rr.cre oe3cer:.:1 
~ovtet 1..":::on : :.:t1 tr:e Ont\" ~eJ · 

'Jn mat t~e :::ov:ets .; ~~ .cJ\"tnll 
·.iahamstan 1s oeause ~ ~- e ,_·::::ea 
- :ateS ne1oea me unoeue•:Jo1v orave 
'.f!lhan oeopte an\·e tr.e i<.ea . .i..rm·: 
"•Jt. 

· t: nforrunate1v .. ·.:·:nanistan :s 
·:le exce:mon. r.oc rr.e :-.::e ror .-'.mer· 
..:.an roret!pl poucv over tne tasc t'.vo 
_.:caaes. l know. 1nave 11,·ea tnrouizn 
_1e reautv oc tnat cra21c :r.;tn. for 
au see. 20 vears a20. 1 ~~aauatea on 

• ;,1avmiz rietd :ust JS ·:ou are. :::u: 
:ioruv J eter l ~raauatea. ! ·.Js as-

.. zneo as an infant:-: ~:: : ;~r ::: 
- .1m . 

Sons or ::-::s ~anon .•.ere 
-::aJmea ana cr.:ip1ea . .:ina tnev a1ea 
for nou!lnt because ir.e poutlc.a.1 
le.dersruo oi this counrrv 1ost its 
wUL Thev tost iatth not oruv l!l tnem· 
seiftS. out thev lost ia1th in tne 
idmis oi freedom ana democracv. 
They cetnved millions oi peopte co 
deam anc rynnnv. And that cannot 
~35'&Ul· 

··cenauuv one 1esson or the last 
eight years 1s mat e\·en a stron~. 

n gnt-mmaed. Gud-fearm~ ;ires· 
1dient cannot alone oo a ll ch3t neeas 
to be done. We must not 1ust cnoose 
<he n11nt pres1aent: ·.\'e neeo a oecter 
Con~ess. Your cnailen2e men ts ro 
; elo ima ana e lect :r.ese oeoo1e . . --'1a 
·:;r some or •:ou. one aav :o r-.:n :or 
•t!ln ociice ana. ves. oe cnose :ieoo1e . 

. . !f you izet out ana ao as 1 have 
;u!liiestea. the comnouuon \'OU w11l 
maxe to vour communm es ana \'our 
.:ountrv wul be inva1uaole. To th.ls 
;iomt in \'our U\'es. \"OU nave oeen me 
reetp1ents oi this qreat countI"\' s 
blessm~s. :-:ow 1s tne n me to steo 
:·arrn ana orov1ae ;:omecmn2 :r. ~e ­

""Jm . ~ud bless vou on n)ur ·our · 
:iev. Semper Fidehs. Ti:anx vou. 

ihe WM116nq1Cn ,..ost _____ _ 
Tiie Wumn~on f,ml!S e-..., 
""he N ... ' Cn j ,m_, _____ _ 

-1,. wan Sueet Journai ____ _ 

:'lie lammcre Sun ------
~ LOS An<;llf9'S j,rr.e-s, ____ _ 

USA Tooav 

'"'l4t Clllca~ fr1oune -----­
...... ., P-:1c.91on11 '"'":.."•' ----

.... - ~ -?i' 



~orth Lakes the stumo 
~ 

for militar:·T! flag, God 
. 5u>an ·' J r::e: 

·ver L. •:.:. r::i . :: .s ·.lar:::e :::eca1s 
·::ea ~c :-: :: ::!tr!:e ~ '.: :: . ... as me! 

· ;: ·::e ~::.c~r5 ~I ·: J2-wa " ! ~L ;·.;~­

;•er5 \"ESteraav ·.1. 11en :-.c ·:0K •··-' 
: :; :011c :::!:'ssaae t'J ·::e ?-: :: r.s \ i"· J· 

. ; ra1r ::: ::ensa1em. 
-. J wona ::::intea : ·: · : :;-=r:s:s 

-. : ·.i..acKOS .;: -=· ~!"V c:· - · :~ . ;;:: : 
· -=. ! ~'e ..... e ca.r1 e" er ' -?! -; ·; : "· ~ :. J:::e 

_z_ ::: :::e ':e ! er:~e ~t · -.: : . .!4 :: -= 
-.::ea:itates. " ... :: :J:c .. :-. -.:s :. :: : 

~ ·;one Jaaress since re:!r:r.z :: : ::1 
-.e ~lanne \.. J r::is on \!:iv 1 

~e 11so c;11tea on Prestaent Reaaan 
·~ ()e CIUllOUS tn aealllli Wttn :l() \ let 
caa.tr ~1 tklla11 :> Gvroacnev a::a ne 
:rzea .'.::lertcan . ;:.nn :o :esoect 
· :ie1t pare nu. 

~ ; ~,,. ,..·. . 
., ! • ... 

,. 

· ' : :encl\' .: : ~·.1.·a 11 - .: re? · - : :: 
.lOO. :-.dnv a.i vi ::iem .\. :· -. , _: 

- -r~en. ;:-.eerea ::-.e re::rec '.\Jr:::e 
: ~ te na nt c:.one1. "- •1 0 .1.as .:: .::. :".; 
- '.!arc:: :; ; :: :s :01e ?:: ·--= .:::-. 

r. tr:i >canaa1. ~ ·-. e c:::iwa . .: .. ':oJ. 

'U a1a r:znt. Ollie. :::a ~..: rr.oe r 
: .. · ~. e .\tartne \..or:is :::ono . 

' ~el1eve ::e was nznt in ·.1.·11at :-.e 
- .:is ao1r.a. ! ~ !a ronv ..,1arun :1 ·.1or-
-· .. 111e. '. · ·.:::K tne ~ore !:'eoo1e !~~ 
:::. ::-.e :nore !Dev w111 .; ::::ers:Jr.:: 
- at ::e ~: ::oa :or 

:out ;o Jrotesters aatne~ea 0:: :· 
.Je tne izates 01 tf'le 1a1r. ::eta Jt 

j h1laae1oma Parle race tracK. car:·.-. 
-. z oan!'lers ana oass1n~ out 1ea11ets 

. :: ::c:1:1c~ _..,ort n. 
•:e·re nere oeeause Ph1ladelon1a 

. :ne nome 01 lf'le LOn.stltU!ton. Jr.a 

Oliver L . .'.'ionh addresses Pennsytvana Fairgoen tn 8ensatem. 

- ; ::aav. '. .l ~- --e r: ~ :::ic e 1 on1a ::::·..:::e~ 

3 

~, 



· :ver '· -· -: . · -:~x.: -:- - _-. 
·: :n.: :ac: ~-~ - co:::: ·-.~ .. ·::•;. 

·: :::. ;a;il 6e!!': 'co:z.irc: :: ·:: ·_:-:: 
-:::ttee ~r. :: 1: ca::~·: ·.i.." fn : :-.~ ~! ':'~ t e 

:t El Sai..-aaor 
':onn :-.:s ·01:-:ea ·:-.! ! e-:~~:-~ ~ : : 

;'.Jtt to suooteme~: ::s ::::11t.lr ·1 ".'~!':· 

:;on. ri:s fee 1or ·:esteraJ·: s : :~et:'I 

• as not c:$c:osea. 
'll)nf\ :cosenea ·; : ·:~ ~~:·.110 ....... , 

: !ew 1otces. : : ~~c e :: :e ::--: ··e-: 
·:-~ew ner~ ·4·n ,..,out J !'..:~eoe ~a 

310. " 7°'". :~e !S J.:7".C!t .JS :":'.JC'.':· · ·: 
·.ere as :::axes '.! : J con~rc!s1or. J 1 

: eanr.2. 
But ne sr:rew sotemn as ne !OOU 01 

~IS resoect ::r 'ouce 01ticers. \ 1et· 
.,am ve terans. tne Constttuuon ana 
God. ·~e Coosmuuon says 1nere 
sboutci ~e a , eoarauon oetween 
cbarcn ana state. ~ortn sa1a. But t 
dOD t belleve tnere wul ever oe a 
se.-rauon :ietween Gvci aoa ttle 
!leans of tile peopie 01 :\menca. 

He also s11ci 1ne ~overnmeot 
sboutd ":romote tne ~eoer11 ""e•· 
~an. not oM)mote weifa" to tne ~en· 
erli 11uo11c. · ana he sata he oe11eveo 
ttlt Consmuuon snoutci ";:rotect t::e 
ftm n~nt. t!le r1~nt to life .· 

On """rtei .:i t fa1rs. ::e satci :!'le 
L1n1tec1 States snou1C1 not ne2ouate 
"'1ttl Panamanian m11n1rv ·1eaaer 
\1anuet .'\nton10 ~onua. wno .. 'lortn 
saaca. ts a11211eci wnn Cuban PTe!laent 
Fidel CJStro ana L:byan .eaaer 
~oammar Gadhaft. 

"We mec sweet reason. :: ::1dn t 
won.·· ~lonh sa111.. "I !>elleve tne ttme 
~as come to tell Panama toat ti :~ev 
. ..,,at 10 Keeo !"!one111. we ~et to Keeo 

·a f>a: !r::.a 1... ;:.J1. 
· ' rtn l lSO sa1a · ::~: - · : -.~ - ;;< 

· ·:ietut aoout toe l'\eaur. '- .::ac::~ 

. :nmu •::Jt oe'! ins icaa\ · ·: .,.~~ · 

:~nt snouta be cau11ous -~ !0 r! ·:: 
JIDO 1teS QOWtl w11n t:".e :-:n. 
l ta Reaun 5nou1a aeoano : ~e~or.: 

-- - ~Soviet ootmcaa onsonen ar.o ::. 
!! tnat tne Soviets ao1ae ov exm: :.;: 

lrl!!S a'!reements . 

" •caraizua. ne sata. :.~s :::c"" "; -- ::: 
~ ine Soviet l.. r. ion. _..,~r ::: !a1a : ~-: 

-.Jv1etS :'lave suoo11eo !::e ::>aoa1::::: 
;;vernmeot w11n S500 m::::::: r. : :: -:: :. 
.:ary aia .. -\oa ne saia 01oer c::::-:~:; 
~:st teaaen atso nave iect suoport -~ 
'· ICUllJUa. 

~ood heavens. 11.· nit ts a I uoauc 
~:n~e like tnat aotnlJ on1v a :e"" 

:: unarea mtle.s from our ooraers ~ 
'.onb sa1ci. 

He chastised Con~ress. ;a, uu~ 11 
.11as w11k111~ awav from ;'11car12ua 
ancs leav1n11 11 vutneraote to tne coc· 
::1UIUSU. 

'-'onb also called on the youn~ to 
' :ve a life 1nat ts a statement. not an 

acoto~ ... .-\ad he 1S1te<1 them to mue 
;ure 1near parents vote for teaaers 
wno w111 suppon a strOlllJ U.S. :mn· 
·.:iry. 

: don·t t tltllk 1ne vouna peoote 
- ~ re. or mv teeoue son. snouto cave 
~ :iay tne once 1or :ieoote wno 11.·ere 

~-~tee to :inn~ us .<oowu!<Jlle ai:a 
': resu~nt ana !lave 111lec 10 ortn~ 'J~ 
eutler one. · he saui. 

·.s C11r 01Ctc1ats urieo tr.e crowo 10 
-~m11n to r not air· :l3llooo ~Jces. 
•:0nn left the sta~e to c:Hls 01 '0!!1e 
· : r P~taent. · 

... 

-· 



The nation 

Oliver ~stumps 
fgr Calif. candidates 

LONG BEACH. Calif. - two former White House 
a1del runmna for Co~ in Califorma oave QJrDeQ 
to former ~anne Lt. CAI. Oliver Nonn for tacuc:a! 
SU'1POl"t· 

NorUi. who faces federal coml)lnc:y cbar'I• tor 
his role m tbe Iran-O>ntra atfair. oa Wedaeaay urgeo 
eieetum ot comernave ~CUl Dana Robraaac:n· 
er to 1ep1mm ma 42m1 Coricze;rrmaJ Dlltnel. 

It wu his fint c•miia•ID appeuance smce tbe 
rru-<:oatra heannc last year. sud RobraDacber 
5l1C*mnu Raben Rule. Robrabac:Der. a tanner 
stwJrw• tier for Prendeat Reapn. is mold friend 
Cram North's days u an aide.to ma Natioaai Secuncy 
CoaacU. 

Nertb was to cam~ today for~ Cox.. 
..... is nmamc in the GOP pnmary for all Coagres­
s-1 Distnct. 

CoL 3S. of N~ Beach. was semor asaoaate 
coumei for Rea.-n from 1981 to uus year. when ne 
rescnea to sec eiecaoa. 

~onn. S!>"'""C Wedoesaav to about 3.50 ~e LD 
the ha.mµr wnere Hawara H~· mammoth Spruce 
Gome &lf'l)iaDe lS baulea. repeatealy saMi Ula& Amen· 
caa ueeraama ..._..bent·~ away, and UZ'leo 
sr-1er ~ tor me Nicaracuaa Coatna LD r.beu' 
ftctlt a~ tnat c:owacry's Saaaimsca ~overnment. 

:>QTOMAC NEW"l. 

ne Wnn1ngion "'ost ____ _ 

- .... W1sn1n~cn f ,rr ,.s ----­
. .... New ' or • ; ,..,~'----­
• . , . Watt Sr:aer .uumar -----

·-e 8-u.more :iun ------
.,,. LQS An']e res r imes, ____ _ 

- s.A r,.,-: ~" 
··e C:i1c a;;c r• .oune --~-­
·1. 9 Pnuaoe1cn;a tnouirer ----

r 
~ -------------------



~raUies 
~dom fighters} 

:.OS A:-IGEU:S - rt.eurea ~ l a ­
· :ne Le. Col. Oli\'er .~o rtn. cam­
;:-a1~lnll tor a conser'\'attve con· 
4ress1ona1 cana1aate. ~a 1a 

esteraav 1t was uo :o ·: :-eeaom 
2ncers :a aecena t:-.e ~:iuse or 
·eeaom. 

1 Jur rucure 1s w1ae ooen ana c:in 
~ a:1 1ree. aounaant ana secure :is 

·nose wno rtllht ror 1t. f reeaom 1s 
inav as scronlJ as treeaom 
: 11Jllten. he sa.ici. us1n2 cne Rea2an 
1amuustranon s tenn tor cne N1c:a· 
r.asuan resistance. 

The fonner pres1dennai aide. 
, pe::k:r.~ .:t.: :-:utv for Repucnc:an 
.;.andld.lte Dana Rohracacner: 
also sa1a the onav reason tne Soviet 
L'naon alJreeG to pull out or' 
°'f1han1stan was tnat " tl'le Umtea 
Stares IJOt orf their auif ana nelpea 
cne increaibly brave Afghan p~ 
;:He. 

ne Wnntn<]lon ,.cs1 _____ _ 

- .... Wasntnqton r r- Ps • - -

- ·~. llll!w ' 'Jr• · ,,... '!S ------·~ · Wan St~a@! ~o ... rna1 ------ ,,. &111more ::i .-n ------
-! !-.=.5 ..:. •• ; e·dS ; .. -~-----­

JSA Too.t11 

-.,e C:i1caqo f r-0une ------
--.~ P.,11aae1et1 • .;i •iouirer -----

.:2..-
~ --------



~ fonne!' 'lVhite House llCle Oliver l.. 
~~~~ nave ceen wulin~ to c~ up anv 
~ oi hills fOf Prendeel R.ealfU. out ne 

vbY10US1v 1sn t stan.ainc witn tus commancer in 
~nm on ine Mose.ow summit. Now that l'le no 
ionter ts a Manne ueutenant colonel. Norui is 

gomw pouucat. ana in lus r1rst cammi~ soeecn 
Wednesaav tor Dua Rolaraoaeur. a rormer 
Reqan soeecn wnttt ana a con.sernnve Re­
~Wllan c.amrjare tor ~ in ~ 

c.owr,, Ulif.. NorUl adil uw• 1dewww:• 
es co UW! Sovll!l Union• an •eont ~·a 
ptnle rus CD1n11111d!f m dmi seems to have 
recameo.. NorUl's rm4Wii1 eifcru were ex· 
pecr.ed to f2M $ ~00.000 far Rctnt.cner at 
the~ ftmd.cwac ~ u a 
l.aac Beadl ii T NcrUl W9 aJ1o QIDo 
Pllllllftl Ye!lllildaJ far Qr' ' t b Cas. mo 
omer former RapD am am nmnmc far u..ress. Caz .. .a Im' •• re caamm 
to me Pl esdenL In hill CICllllD-tdl far Robn­
t:.dler. Nann nmed thll a. came nme 
mrweoaat is "beinl ca:*-* aimn. pa:e by 
i-:e. da'( UW day, by I ...... U..-
heiobem Oil llDdaint lftil ............ ecDWXI& 

prawram and seMiag out fnmlam aama uie 
wiartd" ••• 

'ne w1v11n~on ,..est ~ ~ 
• ..._ wasn1ngton r ""'!S ----­

''"• ~·-- (1)(0 : .... "'-----
· ·,e Ill.Jn 51~'*'' • .:..1,,a1 ____ _ 

· n~ 8a111more :: • . 1 ------

.,,. 1.o.s "''~'" r.,,, .. ____ _ 
•JSA Toaav 

..... "' c·ic J~: r - ~..:,..e -----­

'l'I• Pnuao11Ql'I~ 1.nauirer ----

~ 
~ ---------------~ 



~ORTH CAMPAIGNS 
FOR REPUBLICANS 

Nestern Cana1aates Welcome 
:~ · Marines Helo Deso1te 
i ran-Contra I noictment 

By MICHAEL ORESKES 
i .... '8 Owt,.._ TOtw: f l l'ftft 

:..ONG BEACH. Calif .. June l 7o 
.•ewers wno last saw n1m on aavume 
~ !evmon. tne oovtSn face was un1111s· 

· JKaDte. out tne setttnlJ was arana new 
:...eut. Col. Oliver L Nonn.. Cmtec 

5tates Manne Cori>s. reurea. was on 
:ne campa1p trait for t!'le ftm ume. 

.... r. Nort!'I; 

.1111 camoaa~ in Sownem ~or· 
i 1a ..Wednesaav ana toaa'!f tor two men 
;ee1un11 U'le Reououc.an nommauon to 
run for Congress from t11e1r ~uve 
.j1stncu. 
~ow many canclldates might not 

want a man 1.1nomr Federaa 111C11Ctment 
oui stumcnn1 for tnem. Sut here soutn 
1nco Oraqe Cowity 1s buac Rona1a 
Rutan counuy. Arounc:I here tile inae­
pmdeftt prmecucors char'ps apaut 
Mr. Nonn. wh1dl mctude ~cy to 
defraud tile Govemmenc. tlleft of Gov· 
emment p~ and oblU'Ucuon of 
Coacreu. are reaa by many as a bade• 
ot honor tor a patnOt wno wu .ounaea 
tW1Ce 1n Vietnam and survtVed. onlv 10 
be WOWldeCI 111 U'le pohucat crosshre in 
llfalhtngtcn. 

Aaadl- •Lahtst Uberata• 
·He s~ before us an ~ 

:nan.·· salCI Dana RohraD&Cfter. one of 
:ne cana1datn Mr. Nonn came nenr to 
;uocx>n. ··~ut as far as I'm cancemea. 
n not Oliver Nonn out U'le lefUSt ~ 

erata wno aefrzuclCl tile counuy." 
uu Mr. !'lonn. ."1r. RoftnD&cmr 

and Ule otner canoldata. ~r 
Caz. had wonted 111 Pn!SlGent Reacairs 
'W'ltlte House and. Uk• Mr. Nonft. ~ 
say their m1U11111 11 to e&rTT on tne 
Pres1Cenl'S comernuve 11encsa. 

Boca Mr. caa. WftO wonted 1n in. 
'W'lt1te House coumet'1 otflet. ana Mr. 
Roftraoacner. a former Rea1an soeecn 
.11nter. are m tQUID races for tile a .. 
puotican nommauon rcr nm for COil· 
greu. Sotll are from a11tncu wn.n 
cne oanv·s nom1nauon. to ae aectoecl 1n 
nen Tuesaav·s onmarv. 1s tantamount 
to e1«t1on. 

'itr. Rohrabacner 1s nmnm1 nere. 1n 
:ne d1stnct that coven soutnem t..m· · _ 
~naeies Cowuy ana nonnem Ora,. 
Cowny. ~r. Cox 11 nmn1n11 soutn ot 
'\ere. 1n attluent Oran11e Countv coast 
. : mmwrnes •. ,.e .'ewoon ~eacn .:a.a 
!...dO. 

In eacn a1stnct. tl'\e Reoubhcan in· 
: :Jmoent 1s not see1una re~1ecuon. Jt · 
· : ::::nz J suostanuai {1eld of WOtllC-fle 

,;.iccessors wno ue rur1ous1y 1oc1eev1n1 
•or anv aavanta1Je. 

3enenu or '<orut ' 5 ' 1s11 
' ·1r '-Ortn 5 " ' Sil. \o\ r : :x .ir.a '>i r 

~onraoacner ! 310. J:c :wo tr.:..-:as · .. 
: roua.nt suostant1a1 tr~ '?:"Coosure !n a11 

.rea -wnere ~ '? !ev1s1on aaverusina 1s 
: ~on101t1ve1v e:1Coens1ve. ana 1t :-:e1oea 
~.icn ~1::01aate ·31se -~re ·-:. :in 
S 100.000 from oeQOle wno 1ust ·.11antea a 
cnance to see ana near utile ~onn. 

l."hat tnose oeoote neira ~ ~:im \o\r 
'-Ortn was a :voe 01 .mreconstructeo 
; onservausm tnat ev'?n \Ir '-o rtn ! 
; ommana er 1n cn1e1 ra re1v utters cnese 
Javs. 

··.vtio knows r· '-fr. ~onn sa10 at .:i. 

·allv at tne Lon11 ileacn a1rt>0rt 1or "1 r . 
Rohraoacner. 'l/1 th a conservative 
ma1or1tv 1n (on11ress. we m1~t even 
i ave an Amencan interest secuon 1n 
our State Deoanment tnat wou1a oe 
, uoporuna entnu.s1asuca1lv ana e1 rec· 
:1vetv tne greatest strug1e on tne 
;>1anet Elrtn : Ule struag1e oetween 11 1>­

':! rtY ana freeoom venus totamanan· 
; m . . 

Democracv would ri se in · 3 rreea 
'l1cara11ua.. '.fr. !'lonn sa1a as ne 
-n a111nec a wona unaer a conserva tive 

.:Jnaress. 
<=" 1del C.istro Jna :i1s ~eoress1ve 

· encnmen wou1a oe out a saa memorv 
:i a 11 oer1tec Cuoa . ~e u1a. ·?'Joe 
. .:inn P1ul "'ou1a be 1oin1n1 L:cn 
.1,· alna to concsuct Chnstmas Mass 1n 
llanaw. ana U'le Red Armv wou1d be 
a1gu1g in aiiauut oopuaar uons1nas 
.icross tne wno1e oreaatn ot their evu 
~mp1re. 

U1e1 ·Evil Emiian• Pftrue 
~r. Nonn p1cited up the ··eV11 em·· 

;,.,... pnrue tnat Mr. Reqan nu· 
larpty abanOOnecl. using It Just as tne 
Pret&Gent ne nad served was hntStun&. 
a meettnl wttft U\e Soviet 1eaaen Mr. 
~°"" conaemns. 

Mr. Nonn dec:tmed to soeak w1t!'I r& 
paneMI wno attencm n1s vanous a~ 
parances. ·Hts lawyer sav1. :io 
111ay: " sud "1 r. Rohraoacner s 
spollasman. Rob Rule. 

" He's unaer oraen ana he's a 11000 
"'anne. · ~ r. Ru!• saaa. ·· ""."he minute 
:ney aroo tnose ononv cnarces a1111nst 
11m ne·u taUt lake craiv. · 

Cnul Mav 1. .11nen ms retirement 
'.rom tne !'11anne (on>s toolt ettect. ~I r . 
~onn was aarrec oy Fe0er111aw from 
eng .. sng in pouucs. On Mav 4 ne 
a.gneo 10 campaign. sa1a Mr. Ronra· 
bacner. 

Hit cnso umtorm bedeetled wuh 
medals is ~one now. rep1acea ov a 
.:narcoaa p1nstnoe suit. ouuon-oown 
blue sn1n ana aartt rec ue. 
~r. Nortn. who 1s fre1! on n1s own re· 

.;ognuance oena1n11 tna1. maites ms 11v· 
.n1 tnese aavs from tees for soe11un11 
en1a1ements. But ne toott notnanc out 
~xpenses tor tn1s trio. ne told tne 11uests 
lt a cunner to raise monev tor Mr. Roh· 
-~oacner ne~ 1aSt n111nt. 
~r. Ronraoacner ana Mr. Cox s110 

:nev cons1aerec matclnlJ a contnouuon 
:o ~r. ~onn·s aefense tuna in recom· 
::>ense tor n1s aopearances. out aec1aec 
.t m1gnt oe m1sconstruec. 

"1r . ~ortn re1erreo to n1s own leaal 
~ouo1es :~.v ..ir.ce. : : -.:c~ :: : e 

Jwav 1rom .... asninaton. ~e s110 at tne 
i1nner. :::a to oe 1nv1tec somewnere 
.. 11nout .i ;1..oooena. 

n• wnn1n~on ,..::s1 ______ _ 

-..._ Watntnotc~ '-~s _"'""" __ _ 
-... , N- 'O;• . ~,,_,.,,q..__;../ ____ _ 
- ·a "t .'J !I .: .; ..., .•••. · a1 _____ _ 

-ne 0.11,,,,ore :::: • . ~ -------
·• 1..05 ,;.,19eies i.mes _____ _ 

J SA Teen 

-.,, C:i1caqo fr .::une ------­
··e ,;ln11aae1Ql'l.a .iauir•r -----



West Coast greets 
North as a hero 

~OSTA :.i ES.l.. '- -··;· \ c:me:: 
:..:. Col. Oil\ er >•o rtn ·..::staszeo ::-:e 
.Jn1Jrcss1ona1 car.01oatc nc :s oacic: · 
::sz as nc rece1veo a nero s we1come 
· rem a ·.vuolv .: :-.eennlZ auo1ence 
-:e~ vesteroav. 

•)ne man can maic:e a .itifere::ce. 
;a1ci Col. :\ortn. me star attraction .lt 
l railv for GOP cor.szress1ona1 c.lnc1· 
;ate Chnstooncr (ox. 

Jc~o1te tne successes or :::e ?.e.l· 
.:an vears. ::.. t or our :iroszress ,s ::- e· 
:-.11 p1cKeo aoart .:.lv o\· cav 
.oeru iJemocr:its .:i 1..;nszress .. ~~ 
,aid. ··•,\'e have 11ot :o stoo tnem. 

~.tr. Lll:ot is ~ne wno w111 .coK 
House ::ioeai<eri Jim ,\,.r1szn t :n :r.e 

eyeanci 1ust sav no. Col. :-lortn sa10. 
He iokmsz1y re:errea to n1msetr Js 

·a former .\ lanne currenuv out oi 
wont:· anci deniea be1n1J a · ~1reQ 
iUJl · for Mr. Cox. ·This 1uy 1sn t ior 
htre by anvooc1v. · 

The crowa. :naae up 1ar1Je1v r:li 
Oran1e Coast .:olle1Je stucients. 
scrumea anci cheerea anci waved 
>llJIU reaci1n1J ··rm a l"ORTH .~mer· 
.can . anci .. !" m ror ullie. bv liOli V. ' 

Thev apptauciea near1v everv tine 
<JC Col. ~orm s .:O· rrunute speecn. 
rnen moobea n1m wnen. to me cits· 
mav oi hrs ooavguarcis. ne 1umoeo 
iif the srasze into tne aua1ence :o 
, ttalce hanas. 

Campus ::~i:unrv ?ohce ::::er· 
enea arter one stuaent. no1a1nsz up 

J ·Contra ( ocaine s1@n. was tacic:1ea 

:v anotner ~t:.:oem ar.o .... rc:> ttc:\l :· 
·::e izrouno. 

l.skeci O\' J re:iorter :: :-e \OUiu 
. ~ns1cie r ~..:::nmiz ~or :::e \.:;: ; ::::ate 
-. V1 rszm1a. :.tr. :\ortn sato 

'. Ir. Cox . .JO. runmniz ror ·;,e •_,u? 
::nizrcss1ona1nommauonin1..J11ior · 
- :as .Wth atstncr .. s a ~eouo11i.:ar. 
:·und·ra1ser. :·a rmer ,•:hire :-iouse 
~:ae ana m e rounaer or ::-:e ccmoanv 
·::at 11rst Oe!Jan orov1ainsz C:r.1msn 
·:-aruiauons or :he :iov1cr \.. : mmu · 
i1st Panv a auv newsoaper r"Jvoa. 

: Ill. :\ortn s :-.,·o~v cJmoa112n 
..,·1n1Z t:-::-:iuszn (Ji1fom1a :e2an 

'.'edncsoav wHn a rauv ano :·.:.:a · 
· :i1sers ror Dana ~onraoacne:. J :or 
11er White House speecnwnrer now 
· ~eiunsz cne GOP nominauon ro r :::e 
~:nd conszress1on.a1 a1stnct r3ce. 

Plans ror Col. :-lortn ana :0.1r Ronr · 
loacher ro c:ampa11p1aoor·to·aoor 1n 
::ie i..onlJ Beacn·arca a1srnct \\'ea· 
i esd&V we~ cance1ed for secunrv 
rea.ons. 

Boch ~r. Cox and ~r. Rohraba· 
;~er are conservauves seeKtnlZ tne 
GOP norrunanon ior open con.ires· 
s1onai seau betn~ vac:atea bv con· 
;ervanve Reouohcan con1Jrcssmcn 

Both a:srncts are overwne1m· 
n11ly Repuoltcan. ma1ttn1Z tn e 
v1Mer or rhe GOP nomi.nauon tne 
.keiv victor tn rnc ialL 

1..:01. :-.lorth s camoa1irn1n1Z ne:e 
-:iarted his i1rst oaruc1oauon 1n oar· 
·1san pouuo since oecommsz a na· 
.. on.ailv Known ana conrro\'ers1a11 :2 
. : e ror ms ro1e 1n :ne 1r:in·1..or. t::i 
~1fa1r. 

-·~ , WMn1nqron ,..:st _____ _ 

.,,., Wu1unc;'t::-: :. :-~! c · .. 
-11. ,......, ·~·, -·mes _____ _ 

- .,. wau :5! '!!1 ~C-r~ai ____ _ 

"')\1 8ammore :;._n -------
""- \.OS Ange'" ~.mes ____ _ 
• ~A T'l".,r.a. 
- .! Cnocac;c ~'· :_:-:e _____ _ 

- .. , Pf>ttaaeionia 1ncUtr11 ----
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The North Star 
Reurea :1!.lr:::e :.. : .: .. •J!1· 

ver ·' ; ::~ ...... ,l = ~ :- e ~ext 
·:it tlCKet or. : -:e : e-;:'..!~e ; : ~: ·..: : :. 

::::ce .,.:r::: : : .:::e~ ;r. "t :i :::e 
.Va,sninir.on ::::e3K .. r5 oureau. 
-.e nas .. r.ea -= .; , :ieecnes 
·or :)25.000 e3cn- "T1ore tn ln 
:us annua1 :.:.lnne =~ns1on 
52:?..0001 .::a . :i :::e same 
e..ue 3.5 ;;oeecn :ees ror :or· mer cres1aent c .,raia fortt 
520.000l ana former secre­
:arv 01· state Henrv i\w1n1rer 
S2S.0001. Hi.s oatriom: tnemes 
;eem oart1cu1ariv attractive to 
Southern Jucuences ana GOP 
; :incudates r:it.Sinll tunas. 



-

aur ccnr:noumrs 11:1 tn~r­
·aa~ v'tcterv (ornaume·s •&La 111 

:-.:ew urteaiu on AU!i. 16 wul 11et a 
, pee&! 1nvt tac en to a QUUler lll i.ar. 
Se~temoer nostee by Oliver Norm. 
The 100 or'° invttea w1l.l in.l:mQa 

:.no. wno curcnue :)10.000 ~­
:'or the Ii&& w!Udl J.S desupJea m 
raae S.500.000 fer an aoa-Duta.laa 
.n~aem ex;ienaimre c•mi>·"tpt 
and 5200.000 tone«> funa caa.sva· 
tl\'W e&n41datu 111 tarreaxz ,...... 
nADDnwta&. ··'Thfs J.S CAL Nonn-s 
Wflf oi dwuanc tne true 1-0lln oti 
the c:cnservaaw moYeman.~ laid 
L... Brent Sozal lil. ciwrmm ot tbc 
;>aUO.c:a1 acaoa cmmmaee. -011wr 
:ionb u a crue hero &114 paaioc 
·~ IS oeuuc penecutea beau. 
he llDOQ uc tor freeaom &n4 de­
:nocncv in Cmaat Amenca:' he 
S&ML ··peome rrom au~ um~ 
c.aa are eacv m mm& aua ~ 
.\!Mnc:aa. ' 

·n• wnn1nqion ,..esi 
-~ Watntnqton r, ,..P.-s~Fi:o-e----
• .,. New "on ''"'" ------.,. Wan SrrNt Journal-----

-,,. S.Wmore ::):.n -------
~• LQS All~ iomH ____ _ 

-'SA Tccav 

- .,, Cn1ca90 fr.oune ------
.,.,. Pn11aaeaua 1t1auirer ----

:aie ..... : ~;~l.c?~.::--~!~ .... :...---~ 
J .... ________ _ 



Olive!· ~~on:h 
will heip King 
in Senate race 
Sy JOH!ll P \TnlCi°' llt:~Tt:R 
- ~Dll.M fimM .,,,cx•••t tart0t 

Indlctea :.:irmer ':auona1 
_unty l."uuncu l1oe Oliver .:-:n 
-' ill camoaiiµi 111 WtScol\Sln .\Jg ; 1 
ror Steve l\inir. a c~ie tor :::e 
Repuoucan :ienate norrunauon. 

'l Orth \HU soe ax at f uru:I · ra.isers J, Waukesna ana .\hlwawc.ee. ~JJa 
·~ Uldv ::.c.:nulu. ;-; inll"s camoa11zn 
-:iana2er. ~ -~ nwu 5ala the t1r.:es 
.l1l4 places nave not been ~et. 
tho~ tile Waultesna <1UU1er ::i:ice 
has oeen set at SlSO a oerson. 

'lorth. a reured ~tanne (oros 
'Jeutenant colonel l.i accusea ~ 1 
consp.nng to aefrawi lhe ~ovem· 

r.ient by llle~y 01ve~ proms 
imm Ule U.S.-Iran arms saJ.e to tlle 
~lcangua.a ...:ontras a1t.er Con~ 
had banned dlrec:t i.: .s. mlilW'V 
6ldia to the reoeis. 

Sdm1U saM1 she had wo!Ud for 
seftr'&1 weetc.s to ~e:e ror 
~ arth'S V\S1t. . 

~He's pretty popu.w- i.~ Wlscon­
sm." Sclm1U sau1. "Peor:·~ Wte tum 
Mn. He took on the Senate and 
kiDd of ran Ulem aroW\11 l llttle bit. 
Yoa know now tnat goes. He ~ve 
t.ba po111icwu a nm lor tlleir 
manev and Ulev Wte tum.." 

Sc!Wiu sa1a . ~orth'S IJlQlCUT:ent 
woWd not hun K~s effortS to ae· 
rea state Sen. :iusan E.nge1e11er. 
~enomoneee F:ills. in Ule Sept. 13 
GOP Sen.ate pnmary. ·· ~o. not at 
ail.,. Sclw.IU sau1. 

SdmlU saia North has spoken tor 
a few R~llc:an candldaus 111 
otber states ana nac1 been a sue· 
: emul runa raiser. 
~ a conservauve ana a runi 

Whitewater resia.ent. t.ra1l.ec1 E.'llle· 
letter. a moaerate. in tile moSt re· 
~ ent .\fil.waux.ee J OW'IU1 poli. Some 
12 pe~nt favore<l ~ele1ter. ~: 
-ereent ~ucoortc:a Kin~ J::: ~.c 
-<?st were !1:1oec1oeo _ ..,;,':"' ___ _ . _. :.;.; 

- 3100 

...... -



\Nortii) Criticizes Iran-Contra Juclg~ 
Defendant Contends Trial Is Timed to Influence Electorate 

By~ i.anm&r j r. "-----·-
P'ormer White Home aiae Oliver 

t.: North told a grouo oi ~en 
!D Tesa.s iast weecena that U.S. 
~ Coun Judce ~ A. Cft S\aecmoa to oepi DJS um 

4'0 waa ~tic3ilv moantea. 
. . .,,. Md go to um betare the 
e9cD1m ID wftal ~ a trmr blatmi 
~ to poiiticize t.lus acamy and, 
c:ima •f • 5 n ncilt at tbe WDI 
af a uaaaai efer:nan ,. Norm sud at 
a.tJ.~re fw:llHllW' Satmaay 
riillrmq at the DalllH'ort Wonil 
~s Mamatt HateL 
· "'"GlleSI se1 the um date last Fri· 
di, IDCi made It cleu m his rutiag 
dllt be wowd toleme no mare de­
l:ayl even if same oi the clm1es 
?m'll to be ~ became oi ~ 
mil~ 

TdewmoD aecumsanci ~ 
~ wno tned to caver Norm's 
rmmxs were told theY cowd listen 
to tile 'lnt'm1m speaan out wowd 
hlft to leaft aiter ta.laDC stiem 
-.s oi Norm at tee ~ How­
eftr. his soeecn was~ bf the 
t1SA Radio Nenrorx. a QaReW-tM 
wn:e ownea by one ai the 'ftl1D-

1J1> speaers. ~1arlin ~ddou:L u· 
C917ts wen! prtMaed to Unitea 
Press intematlOIW ana The Wash­
Ulgmft Post. 

~orth aescn~ hts case as one 
~ cowa weu detamme wno 
...uJ ccntret the foreivn i>oucv or the 
l; aicea States or Amena: Ute ~ 
.dml. wno IS COQ.SUD.lucrw.IY ern­
po•ezea to ao so. or SJS mem.aers 
at Coo~ .. : 

lialm ana his Lawren baft said 
u., Wlil ail the ~.tefti IOY­
• I I otficia.la~'LIS""'I the 
pumbie appearmces of Pteadeiut 
R.pn and V"ic:e Ptesaiiim: &ab­
to lllmfr iD S&qJpmt of their camen­
tlml mu Norm's aa:maa WW"e 11>­

:.harima bf his supenors. 
C :aming of in iecleadrnt 

camlei UWl'E'l!Ce E.. Wtlah. Nonn 
said Walsh • is in tbe secma year oi 
tbe latwest tnvest1~aoa m the ~ 
tary ot am ~ He bu an un· 
'.imited b~ec. :m e'llormous swf 
ch.at mcmces :.!8 la'IM!n Wldl 50 
~ '11.a s~ penan­
nei. They even have three press 
aamcs. A1Gac wttb CODCie'' 'IJll 
ccmmnttees they've spem over i 11 
;nzilioa ex our ~yers doilan. • 
~ ~y rmm about 

S40.000 Sawrmv ut Tens ror n1s 
aeNme. pnmaniv at an evenml{ 
ha:Den>e at the Midlaaa. Ta..· 
u.m-, CWb wnere guau cwa 
S 150 UCD for bameclz ana some 
palli SSOO for a i>mte receoaon 
lfldl Norui ana ii.is wft. BetSY. l/.e 
~arm Deieme Tnm. WTllCb he 
;paman. p•inliMeft an aciftmse. 
m9K m The Wall Street Jounw iast 
,,_ ... , tiewtljned -ome ana Bet· 
sy Hann Need Yoar ~ N..r 

Mr'" m salli d:le nmo.n.er at 
tm u,an. wmda ~ ... 90 
pmpie. .... a bamlJ Qi iwaaed a1-
£3ir arnqed aftl!r tbe Midllllli bar· 
heme had been ... He ... Ilia Del• 

..a,.. "the ca&J om.ailawea to 
rward the t.a.I&- beaa.- he had 
hem ..ma. a in. immTle• W'ldl 
~sdl for his daii)- 90-miam pro­
~ tar am mm oniy to be fNt 
or! by Nonil and Dia iawyen. 

N.m 1D1S the !a9'En nad 5alG 

·~ 1Jft ams ~ (of a U.... mier· 
Vlewl W'Clllld.DOC t)e ~· ~· 
daa su:i. He sud daeJ tet him ~ 
the 31>-mmm-e si-:n . bec:am rt 
. ..,.. '**'*'ed. Ma+bm iiiarea 1t iD 
.tS eametr ~ 011 tb.e 240 
rllia stalXlm tblt IUDICflDe to IUI 
;irosnm- ?tint ai View.~ 

-~ LO.S .;. .1 .i~'!! · -='---­
.~ re.: •~ 

·"• Crucaqo fr.oun• ____ _ 
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:·~ --7.~YY,,_'"""'f.~R---
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have caused a true copy of 

the attached Government's Memorandum of Points and Authorities 

in Opposition To Defendant North's Motion for a Continuance to 

be hand delivered to the offices of Williams & Connolly, 839 

Seventeenth Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006, Fulbright & 

Jaworski, 1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20 036 , 

J anis , Schuelke & Wechsler, 1728 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., 

Washington, D.C. 20036, and Sharp, Green & Lankford, 1800 

Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036 , thi s 25th 

day of July, 1988. 

Associate Counsel 


