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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 a 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 of this case, while proclaiming his innocence in 

speeches, the defendant Oliver L. North is now grasping at 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 of-the defendant North's guilt or innocence, 

one way or the other, on the reasonable schedule set by the 

court. 
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September 20 is almost two years after public 

disclosure of the events at i ssue, more than s i x months after 

i ndictment, and more than two months later 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 be ready 

for trial six months after indictment; ( 2) that external 

political events should govern the schedule of a criminal case; 

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

these c ontentions 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 

forward. 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 

]J 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 i s somehow unfairly prejudiced 

because the I ndependent Counsel h ad fifteen months t o 

i nvestigate t h is c ase prior to i ndictment Nhile t he de f ense has 

only been able to prepare since the c harges were f iled ; a nd ( 2 ) 

that t he defense has not h ad sufficient t i me s i nce t he 

i ndictment t o prepare for trial. Neither c ontention i s 

supported by the f acts. 

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 adjournment of 

the trial is required, i n 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 l ength 

of the Government's investigation. That absurd proposition 

fails to recognize that criminal i nvestigations are often much 

broader in scope, as to possible v iolations 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 , c onducted a wide-
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ranging investigation of individuals other than North and 

c harges other than those i n the indictmen~. Y' 

Moreover, in this case, North and his counsel h ave 

had a n unusual oppor~unity to prepare for possib l e c harges 

throughout the period of the Independent Counsel's 

i nvestigation. From the day the Attorney General a nnounced 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, the defendan~ enjoyed a unique 

wealth of discovery about the matters at issue i n the sixteen 

c ounts on which 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. ll From early on, the defendant had the 

benefit of extensive public investigations concerning the 

2.J As North is aware, the Independent Counsel obtained guilty 
pleas from three other individuals (Robert c. McFarlane, earl 
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. 

lJ 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 Governme nt 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 issued a 65-page report on January 

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

the Tower Commission, issued a report totalling more than 250 

pages on February 26, 1987. Most strikingly, defense counsel 

had access to the Iran-Contra congressional hearings. Defense 

counsel were able to scrutinize the testimony of dozens of 

public witnesses, many of whom are on the Government's witness 

list, 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 

volumes of published hearings had long been in the public 

domain. Subsequently, but still before the indictment, the 

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

volumes of congressional depositions, two volumes of source 

documents, and detailed chronology. 11 

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, in 

advance of his six full days of congressional testimony, the 

defendant North was prepared extensively concerning the facts 

11 Many of these materials have been unavailable to the 
Government due to this Office's procedures to avoid exposure to 
the immunized testimony of the defendant. 
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of this case by experienced and able counsel.21 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 p rior to indictment, t c 

the effect that North routinely worked at Marine Headquarters 

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

with hi s lawyers preparing his defense against a possible 

i ndictment. See Exhibit B. ) 

In short , in the sixteen months between publ ic 

d isclosure and indictment, d efense counsel enjoyed not only the 

considerable resources of their client , his knowledge , and hi s 

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 is 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 c omplaint i s that h e has too 

many documents to read between now and the scheduled trial 

date. I t 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. a t 12 n.10. 
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material requiring cursory review at best, the defendant canno~ 

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

In the first instance, the defendant grossly 

exaggerates the number of pages of documents in his possession. 

The Government's records indicate that h e has received 

a pproximately 650,000 pages rather than the one million-page 

figure he repeatedly invokes; over half of those documents were 

in North's possession before the end of May. According to the 

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

received approximately 270,000 pages; between May 3 and May 28, 

he received an additional 80,000 pages; by June 21 he had 

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

received 290,000 more pages. 1J 

§./ 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 
l engthy wide-ranging investigation are not relevant t o the 
charges against North. For example, despite his complaints of 
inundation, 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. 

1J North carps about the Government's production of discovery 
materials. The fact is that the Government's compliance with 
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, cooperation 
agreements, immunity orders, and the charges to which 
cooperating witnesses pleaded guilty, the Israeli historical 
and financial chronologies, the Swiss bank records and reams of 
other documents, fully inventoried. 
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Despite his sugges~ion that he must indiscrimina~ely 

review each and every document down to the last deposit slip on 

a tangential bank account, ~he defendant has the wherewithal to 

review the documents in his possession quickly and 

intelligently. 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, as 

well as inventories of virtually all other source documents in 

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

above, publicly available materials highlight the documents 

that the congressional committees and the Tower Commission felt 

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 • .al 

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 

.al 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 majority 

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 located 

in 11 10-20 11 foreign countries. See Def. Mem. at 15-16 . In 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. 21 

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

(continued ... ) 
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c. There Is No Need For a Protracted Schedule To Permit 
The Resolution o f Pretrial Motions 

The defendant North claims that his remaining 

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

Mem. a t 10, that they necessitate more than a three and a half-

month b riefing schedule. This claim is a good example of the 

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

In his motion for a continuance, the defendant North 

"give(s) the Court a preview," Def. Mem. at 10, of some of the 

motions that h e intends to make before trial. Rather than 

s uggesting the appropriateness of delay, this "preview" 

highlights the fact that the continuance motion i s offered, not 

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

stall i ng tactic. The motions previewed are based on the face 

of the indictment, and the defendant has already had over four 

months to prepare them. Instead of being complex, they are 

generally insubstantial or based on positions contrary to wel l ­

settl ed law. 

The defendant North begins his argument fo r an 

extended briefing schedule with a reference to what h e 

apparently believes i s his most compelling pretrial mo~ion : 

"that c ertain counts must be dismissed because the Boland 

21 ( .. . continued) 
trial subpoenas duces tecum, see Def. Mem. at 15-16, one can 
only wonder why he has waited until four months after 
i ndictment to pursue ~hat intention. This failure is 
particularly mystifying in light of the information available 
to North prior to indictment as described above. 

-10-



Amendment does not apply to the NSC and/ or represen~s an 

impermissible intrusion by Congress into the President's 

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

i s a major c onstitutional i ssue that has been hotly d ebated for 

years." ig. a~ 1 0 . The controversy as to the applicability 

and v alidity of the Boland Amendment has long been the subject 

of discussions among members of Congress, officers of the 

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

carefully explored before North gave his testimony. Further, 

the indictment does not charge that the defendant North 

v iolated the Boland Amendment. Rather, the indictment c harges 

that, irrespective 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 it was an 

impermissible intrusion by Congress into foreign 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 , that 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 1985 

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 ( j,£., C-10); it similarly 

stresses the possibility of obstruction by the NSC staff in 

November 1986 (_ig., 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 i ntended to apply to the false statemen~s 

that are charged, that the Independent Counsel failed to follow 

Depar~ment of Justice guidelines, and ''that a series of legal 

conclusions and other improper material must be stricken f rom 

the indictmen~. 11 Def. Mem. at 11. None of these issues i s 

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 n eed for fair treatmen~ of the issues. 

D. The Falsification, Obstruction, Enrichment, and Tax 
Fraud Coun~s Shou ld Be Tried on September 20 

The defendant's argument that a six-month adjournment 

is 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 

i nvolve 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 19 86 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, 00 0) 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 t h e charges and 

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

certainly should be able to focus his review of discovery 

materials in 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 . Krooh, 366 

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

instructions given the defendant in the guise of national 

security can (not ) make an otherwise false statement given u nder 

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 t o 

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 20. 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. Mem. 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 basis 

for dismissal and also suggest that they will challenge the 

applicability of 18 u.s.c. § 1001, ~hich is the subject of 

counts Five through Seven and Fifteen. Both motions raise 

uncomplicated legal issues that can be addressed with dispatch. 

E. counts one Through Three Will Be Ready For Trial on 
September 20 If The court Modifies Its July 8 Order 

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

.§1'. parte representations as to materiality, ordered additional 

discovery and suggested that developments with respect to that 

discovery could affect the timing of a trial on Counts One 

through Three. While it is now clear that the intelligence 

community 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 counts 

are North's diversion of government property, his illegal 

conduct in support of military and paramilitary activities in 

Nicaragua, and his use-of a network of foreign bank accounts 

and corporations to accomplish and conceal these ends. These 

-15-



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. Xany 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 ~ parte presentation on July 6, 1988. 

The defendant apparently reargued his motion for extremely 
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broad discovery during the ~ parte meeting with the Court 

which had been planned primarily a s a meeting to consider CIPA 

problems of redaction and to narrow the defendant's sweeping 

discovery request. Consequently, the Court has been left Nith 

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 

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

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

Independent Counsel has been informed by William H. Webster , 

the Director of Central Intelligence, and others t hat the 

i ntelligence community cannot produce the document s 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, 1988 that the 

discovery information sought by the defense "may serve to 

corroborate testimony of defense witnesses, including 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 in 

assessing 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 ) how that information might 

be relevant to his defense. For example, the Independent 

Counsel is prepared to make a showing now that the v arious 

covert actions identified in the defendant's request furnish no 

precedent for the proposition that a government official can 

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 in the indictment. 
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stipul ate to the facts t hat the defense believes t o b e 

c onta i ned in t he discov ery material , so as to obviate the 

defendant's need to establ i sh t h ose particular :acts. For 

examp l e, the e xtent of the surveillance of various activities 

c an be dealt with by stipulation. Alternativ ely , i t i s 

possible that the Government could sever or narrow counts o f 

the i ndictment. These are options within the contempl atio n of 

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

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

See ~' United States v. Smith, 780 F.2d 11 02 , 1103 ( 4th Ci r. 

1985 ) . ~ al so United States v. Edwards, 631 F. 2d 10 49 , 105 1 

( 2d Ci r. 1980) ( it is proper to exclude evidence offered by t he 

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 i nformation prior to trial. ~' ~' 

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

States v. Collins, 720 F.2d 1195, 1200 (11th Cir . 1983 ); 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 Ci r. 1 983) 

( "Unless the basis for proposed ad.mission (of evidence ) i s 

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. denied , 393 

U.S. 1092 (1969). 
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The most extensiv e v iew of a defendan~'s r i ght to 

withhold disclosure of his position does not entitle h im t o 

withhol d proof of materiality as to documents sought by 

d iscovery . See Brooks v . Tennessee, 40 6 U.S . 60 5 ( 1972) . No 

c ase has held that any litigant c an force his adversary to 

engage i n costly and wasteful d i scov ery without some s h owing 

that the discovery has an objective which i s material. We 

suggest that, r ather t han protract i ng the discovery p rocess in 

a manner that may ultimately prove unnecessary, the defendant , 

as a basis for discov ery ( not only as a basis for CI PA 

admissibility determinations ) , be required now to make known to 

the Government i ts particularized offers of proof and that the 

Government have the opportunity now to accommodate the 

defendant's legitimate interests either by entering i nto 

stipulations or by moving to sever or narrow counts of the 

indictment. 1.l/ 

In addition, i f the court's Order of July 8 were 

modified to permit sequential delivery of certain material s , 

the Independent Counsel could obtain and deliver a substantia l 

l.lJ For example, it is entirely unclear t o 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 i n 
scope . It is also likely that even if the conspiracy to 
accomplish the objects set forth in paragraphs 13(a) ( 1 ) , (2), o r 
( 3) of Count One of the indictment were held hostage to the 
discovery ordered by the court on July a, the conspiracy to 
violate the substantive statutes relating to obstruction and 
false statements alleged in paragraph 13 (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. Sequentia l 

production would also permit the court to "examine (] a 

representative sample of such documents . II United States 

v. Felt, 491 F. Supp. 179, 18 6 (O .O.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 hi s 

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

Specifi cally, he argues that " [ t)he impact of media attention 

on the trial" will have some unspecified, but presumably 

prejudicial, i mpact on the jury, id. 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 v enue. The 

Court's observations at that time are equally applicable in 

t his 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 

prej udicial publicity should await the selection of a jury: 

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 impact suggested by the defense. 
This question 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 j ury 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. o f 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 invescigations 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. denied, 353 U.S. 

912 ( 1957 ) ; Silverthorne v . United states, 400 F . 2d 627 , 631 

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

l egions of highly-publicized cases, in addition to those cited 

abov e , in which fair trials were conducted. 1ll 

As this Court has noted, "trial judges in this 

j urisdiction 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." 15.l· at 69. To ensure fair trials i n 

the Watergate cases, this court and others in this District 

llJ 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. 
MacQonald, 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 o f 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. denied sub 

IJ..Qm, Ehrlichrnan v. United States, 431 U.S. 933 ( 1977). lll 

There is every reason to believe that, by appropriately 

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 on 

speculation. It is beyond question t hat this case will be the 

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

least until the activities of the primary participants ha [ve ) 

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 in his motion do not support the radical measure of a 

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

these grounds "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, 5 59 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 become 

a political i ssue i n 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. lil 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 

l.!/ The clippings have been redacted in some cases to avoid 
exposing members of the Off i ce of Independent Counsel to 
references to the defendant's immunized testimony. 

-25-



shame that the new battleground for such a 
fight will be a courtroom." 

North's public comments wil l apparently continue 

along these lines despite the fact that jury notices have been 

i ssued. As t his Court stated, t rial 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 

imprimatur 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. l2I 

~ 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 ch~rges 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, 

~E~ 
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, o.c. 20004 
(202) 383-8940 
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BY ?..AND 

Cdr. ?aul E. ~hompson, ~SN 
General Counsel 
National Security Council 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20506 

Dear Commander Thompson: 

LtCol North is herewith del ivering documents 
order to insure that the documents are preserved, t he 
been number-stamped l t hrough 168, inclusive. 

_,. ,... ..... G ,. . , (OMAN 

.,O NAl..C t . SCHWA .. TZ 

• ~ cw•c• •• ••• ONLT 
•• .,.tMaC• • O ..... O H L • 

••• .. CMeC:• CA 8Allt O N \..• 

to NSC. In 
pages have 

Also delivered are the WHCA Motorola PageBoy, the 
Motorola hand-held portable telephone, and the NSC Government 
Transportation Request (GTR D- 7 , J 63, 999) i ssued. to LtCol North. 

Would you please arrange fo r the return of LtCol Nor th's 
personal property which i s located in his office. He i s 
pa~ticul~rly interested in the prompt r eturn of his Marine Corps 
uniform items, f amily photos and other personal effects. 

Thank you. 

BVS:lng 
cc: ~s. Brenda Reoer 

security Officer 

Sincerely yours, 

Brendan v. Sullivan, J r. 
Attorney for LtCol Oliver L. North 

AKW002~o5 
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Briefing 

North Keeps ·Susy' 
How aoes Lieut. Col. Oliver L . 

'lonn soena n1s ume now tnat ne is 
not conauct1n1? covert act1vH1C'~ ror 
tne Nauona1 Secuntv Council or 
'.esuly !!.1~~-cOnizres· 
s1onal commutees ! 

" He's woning very hard." said F 
Andy Messing Jr .. a close tricna of 
Amer1ca·s best·known manne. 

Mr. Messing, wno 1s execuuve d1· 
rec:tor ot the Nauonal Defense Coun· 
c1I, a nonprofit researcn organizauon 
says Colonel Nonn works from 6 in 
the morning unul noon at the head· 
quaners of Manne Planning and 
Operauons. 

In the afternoon he meeu wnh his 
lawyers. They are prepanng for his 
defense against the possible cnminal 
indictments being cor.s1derea bv a 
special proseoitor. Lawrftlce E. 
Walsh. in an invesugauon of the Iran· 
corura attalr. Arter aoout a at mgnt. 
the colonel 1s at home wnn his w11e 
andfam1lv. 

" He's too t>usv even to take a vaca· 
: ion. " :\tr . Messiniz sa10. 

Meanwmle. offers 01 free holldavs 
have poured in from ··grateful Amer· 
1cans." :\tr. Messing related. " Oneol· 
fer included a onvate iet to pick him 
up." he saia. 

All sucn gifts have been refused. ac· 
cording to Mr \1essing. wno aaaed 
that numerous movie ana booK offers 
have also ~n aeterrcd. 

"Ollie has an 1ncrca1blc an1lllv 10 
rocus." :\1 r . Messm~ con um.ca. · .lna 
right now he's focusmc on tn:11 pit 
bulldOIJ Walsh. · 

: 

Cr i m. ~o . dB - 00 80 - 0 2 ~~G 
.::xhibii: S 



c 



Crim. ~o . aa-oo ao - 02 - GAG 
Exhibi t. C 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
NASHINGTON. 0 .C. 20505 

General Counse1 

·i: 

The Honer able Lawrence .~ . i; alsn 
I ndependent Counse l 
Suite 701 west 
555 13 t h Street, ~ . w . 

Was n i ng ton, ~ .c. 20004 

Dear J Jdge Walsh : 

2.5 Ju l y 1988 

As you a re a ware , t ~e c: A a nd th e o ther i ntell is ence 
agencies affected by J udge Gesell ' s Order o f J ul y 6 , 1988, ~ ave 
assessed both the f easi bility o f producing the documents by 
August l, and the sensitiv ity of the information contained in 
those documents. This letter i s a follow-up to your d iscussion 
with J udge Webster l ast week . 

With regard to the timing of production, the CIA has 
concluded that t he documents responsive to Items l, 14, 17, and 
19 of Defendants' Supple mental Request have already been 
produced to the Office of Independent Counsel. In general, we 
presently believe that the d ocumenes called for b y Items 5, 6, 
16r 18, and 20, along with th e extracts from the President 's 
Dail y Brief and t he CAJIT summaries under the control o f t he 
CIA, c an be produced wi t h i n appr o x imately fo ur wee ks . ~h e 
documents called for by I tems 2-4 and 7-13, however , a re 
voluminous and not central l y l ocated. We believe i t wi ll 
r equire several months t o gather a nd p roduce these l atter 
documents. (Item 15 calls for documents that are unknown t o 
any of the i ntelligence a gency personnel with whom we have 
consulted.) 

As Judge Webster discussed with you last week, the heads of 
the government's intelligence agencies have agreed that, in 
addition to the timing ~roblerns discussed above, the 
sensitivity of certain of the documents called for by th e 
Court's order will also affect their disclosure. ~he 
i ntelligence agencies- ~~ve concluded that the details o f th e 
programs described in Items 2, 3, 4, 8 , ana 9 cannot be 
~ isclcs~a ~ ~~licl ~ , a nd ~ ~ 3t : ~ e very Existence c ~ ~ ~ ited 



States programs icent1::eci by Items 7, 10, :1 , 12, :3, and 16 
cannot be FUblic l y a cknow ledged by the Unit ed Sta tes Government 
wi tho ut ad versely impacting on national security. ;s to the 
first group of items, ~1 rtuall y none o f the documents could be 
used at a public trial, althou~h a general stipulation as tc 
t he r::osrar.is r..ight 8e feasible. ,;s to Items 7, 10, ::, l.2. :J. 
and 16, it is unlikely that even a stipulation could be c:afted 
t hat ~ould ade~uately protect the cla ss ifi ed i ~ fcr ~a t:on : ~ 
q uestion. 

, 

Production of these documents to the defense may a lso c ~use 
problems. A significant portion of the documents could 
probably be Froduced for inspection by defendant Nort h in h is 
SCIF, although some can only be made available on an 
"access-only" oasis. ~·~oreover, some especially sensiti ve 
documents may require that they not be disclosed except t o t~ e 
Court pursuant to Section 4 of CIPA. 

If i t would be helpful to Judge Gesell, :epresentat1ves o f 
the intelligence agencies are pre~area to provide tne Court e x 
parte with a briefing addressing the sensitivity o f the 
programs covered by Judge Gesell's order, and to respond to any 
questions that the Court ffiay have concerning them. 

Sincerely, 

~_L,,·~· .. ·~ 
Russell J~uernmer 

cc: William J . Landers 
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:u: =~SHEN-w~S E~ : -J : ~457 - ·-. -. 
~Y : ~~~52: :Z3i!7,~~=~~ 
NOTE: ~C-NORTHTEXT 

· ~ I - •1..:."' - ..... : 2: 

~.w. l - ?C-NORTHTEXT, - C 
3C-Nortn -~ >< t, 430[ 

~ e><t Of Nor~n Statement On Ino1ctment C 
...Jith i="1- ! r an-Contra BJt 

WASHI NGTON <AP> rlere is the t e><t .:if a statement ~·e ao ::y L: • .:ol. Jl1 ·1:·· 
North at the .:iffice of his l awyer, Srenoan Sulli v an, ~ fter a gr~nd ~~ry 

inc:uc:-:;eo !'lorth in the Iran-Contra case ·::>n Wedne5~ay. 
It i~ a sad irony that :ne oec1sion to indict me sn.:iulc :cc ur ~oday, ~ ca ·. 

:n wh1c~ :~ e communists in Nicaragua invaded their ~emoc~at1= - e1gnbor, ~a~~ 

~nicn :s th e fo urth ann1 ver5ary of the abduction of William auc~ l ey and t~e 
ch1ro anni v ersary of the k icnapping of Terry Anoerson, t wo of tne ~Merican 
hostages we tried so hard to re~cue. 

Hopefully, Mr. Ander5on is still alive and w1ll be freeo soon. 
The indictment is also sad for our country, for all the men and women ~no 

work to protect it and to make our government work. 
It is a particularly painful thing to my wife, Betsy, ::> ur four ch ildren a ~c 

• me. 
Throughout MY service as a Marine officer I have always done my very best. 

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

ooth in t~ a Marine Corps and on t~e National Security Council. 
Unfortunately, I have now b••n caught in a bitter discute between the 

Congress and the president over the control of foreign policy, ~he power of ~~e 
pre5ident to deter communism in Central Amerfc.!- and the pre5ident's duty to 
~·:~sc~ cur =itizens ag•inst terrorist acts_.J.A~roao. 

It is a shame th•t th• new battlegroun<f\for such a fight will be a 

I did not commit any crime. 
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 is a formidable tasK 
for me and my counsel, Brendan Sullivan. 

Th•re are enormous costs involved both personal and financial. 
The months ~head will be difficult and often very lonely. 
Nonetheless, I can assure you I will never give up, we will win, I JUSt 

cannot tell you how soon. 
And finally to the American people who have shown so mucn love and concer·~ 

these past 16 months by th•ir millions of telegrams and letter5 and prayers ~nc 
support, I want to tell you again how extremely grateful I am for that. 

You h ave helped My famil~ -~nd me find the strength ~o endure th is seem1 - : ~~ 
enoless oroeal in Wasnington. 

You nave shown your appreciation for what we did acconiolish and what we 
tr 1eo :~ ~cn1eva. 

For 1;hat I thanK yo u again. God bles5 y ou. C 
=: n d ~J.::ir"t;. - ~ x t 

( 
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Oiarges a ·Badg~ Df Honor." 
~orth ~a,-s at Libert,~ U . 

By Doom P. Baker . ....._,__ ....... 
1.YNCHBURG. Va .. ~1.av i -.)1-

iver L ~forth. wno retiree irom me 
military 5una.ay, receivea J pam­
ot's wetcome todav when ne told 
gnduates ct Jerry Falwetl's L1bertv 
Univers1tv that accusauons orousint 
;i~t nun m tne Iran-contra a1ta1r 
·air not a onna. thev are J oaal!e 
oi honor. ' 

ln a nuamomtn~ commencement 
ceremony tor 900 graauates at tne 
8,00<ktuaent scnoo1. Falwetl intro· 
duc:ea North as ·a true Amencan 
hero.~ anc1 said the former ~ 
isn't the fi rst person to be .. ~. 
accmed: ·we serve a saY!Or ~ 
- mdicted and c:mvx:ted and cru-
<:ilied.. , .. , .. ~.it•' 

Nsth's address brau~ht the 
Cl'QWd of about UJ.000 to its feet 
for several ovauons. as he iannea 
the flames oi two growin~ move­
mencs: one to seek a pres1dent1al 
pardon for n1m :ana :a secona to dra1t 
him for the Repuohcan nomination 
:or tne U.S. Senate tram Vir~nia. 

:-forth sa1a he haa been c:iuqnt in 
"he m1aale 01 a 0011uca1 a isoute c:e­
:ween tne Wbite riouse ana Con-
4ms.' an.a !alci.he ~ • 11liSi~w 
ior '"try1ng to h~ Ch.l'f!IUftl'm•of 
~ic:ara~. trymg to rescue Amer­
ican nc.sta~es ana prevent terror· 
:sm.• 

The lesson oi the last e11~nt 
::ears. ~forth sa1ci. 1s mat "e'.'en J 

.. 

;tronq, : ::mt-mmaea. ·~ ... a-teJ r:;.:z 
;ires1aeot cannot a1one :.::omonsn 
:u.s goats . 

"We neea a better ( onszress. ·-.e 
;aid. stanaml! oetore a - O·bv-JtJ 
:oot U.S. flal!. "Run tor mgn 0111ce. 
1e told the graauates. 

The cna1rman ct the Drait ~ortn 
:or 5enate (ommmee. jamev !(. 

'.Vh~1er ot Arlinsiton. sa10 he inter· 
;::rete-a Nonn·s rem.aus as ·a a1 rect 
-:iesusre to encour.asre us to con­
:ioue tne arart etfort. f!:e comm1t­
:ee sa1a it ha5 raisea $4.500 in cam· 
,111n tunas. -

Michael S:iister. sookesman tor 
·he Virginia Repuoh~n Party, sa1a 
•he nom1naung process~ open unui 
the June l l aosrunatmg convenuon. 
but adcfed ~.It is :hi:EY unukeir__ 
that a araft movement W1il sw~ 
the floor.'' ;"wo aMounce<S canm­
d.ates. ~tcl.ean resuients Andrew 
Wahlqu1St ana Gil Faulk. have been 
counmg delegates ior wttKS tor 
the seat being vac.atea bv iresnman 
Re1)Uoucan ::ien. Paul S. Trible Jr. 

Whee1er said a Nortn nommatton 
vould set up "a spectacu1ar Senate 
race. a ;mn1ores1aentt.a1 contest.' 
il!atnst ::-:e e:coeetea Ccmocratic 
-:ommee. ::rmer ~ovemor 1...lianes 
:i Robb. wno. hke Nortn. iS a Ma­
rine veter.an ot Vietnam. 

The 44·Year-<>td Nortn. ".mo re­
tired as a u~utenant colonel aiter ~O 
yens in the Manne (ores. ·N .:is 

cnar11ea in ina1ctments sougnt ~·1 

::e scec1a1 ir:rn<ontra ;:;rosecc:cr. 
-:e ana three otners ~:e c::arsreo 
·.111th est.aoll.shmg a secret ooerat1on 
Jutsade ~ovemment : ::annets : 1 

:unne1 !ram.an monev to the .\1· 
.;anqu.an contras. 

Falwell. '.llOO later preseTttea 
~forth wttn an nononrv aoct0rate 
ot hum.anmes. sa1a he nas s~rea 
'100.000 suoporters tor n1s cet1t1on 
Jnve ur~g P~es1aent Reasran t~ 
:;uaon Noren. Faiweu sa10 r.e , 
,eetunq 2 ::iuhon names. 

At the easie 01 tne crowa on tr.e 
cami>us oaseoall field. representa· 
uves or People for the Amencan 
Way p.a.ssea out a news release tnat 
sa.d the group has launcned a dnve 
o~g a p.araan. 

-n. issue isn't whether Ollie 
~onb is innocent or gwity. lt'3 
wftelher the president and his surf 
are above the law.~ said Amenc.an 
Way Pres1aent Arthur j . Kropp. 

"Falwetl has oeen spen01nl! mu· 
.1oaa oi dollars to paint Ollie Nonn 
as a nauona1 hero wno neeas ana 
·1~rves scecaat treatment t:e!ore 
:ne law.' Kruop s statement sa10. 
Sut Oll ie Nortn' s ~uut or nr.c · 
cnce snowa be c:eter::-::nea ::·: ., 

.ourt ot I.aw. not ov jerrv faiwe11 
4lXI hlS pouuc.al cremes. · 

North got a nenn treatment 
here. Wlth himareas ot pegpie pa-

E / '."!'!• wun1ngton .-e51 ____ _ 

1'>\e wunmqior. · .:-es----­
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eVtng for a cnance to snao ms 01c· 
tme ana c:at..lin~ out 'Ollie. we tove 
vou. .. 
· 1'hey aoa' t unaenuna." a graa­
u.aie's parent. Eddie Conner oi 
Chamoenour~. Pa .• saui oi North's 
c:rmcs. ·He is a n.aUOIW hero. ' 

New reJJcicn gnau.ate :-.tike 
Goooe oi Uncover. pres1cient at the 
camiius Blade Student F' ellowsruo. 
saxi he nas ·rruxec f eeun 2'! • a bout 
'.'forth. became •the ena doesn t 
.usatv the means.·' But he sa10 he 
wu ~ tnat Ubertv ·got a great 
speller ana JS m the limeu~nt." 

Daryt Snwis. a irestunan rrom 
Brooldyn. N. Y .• eiqsressea a 01.S· 
semm1 opauan.. but onJy because 
"tlle1 maae us aay on campus' dur· 
inc wtm otbennle woWd have 
i- a break tram mm eums. 

told the gnauates 
aman1 the ioba they m1gilt 

seeL. wa few. ana l hope onav a few 
oi you. mav become speoa1 pros· 
ecutors. ~1y case mav be sull 
.irouna." he aaaed. 

In some countnes. ne sa1a. ··;eo­
ple unaer rnvesugauon get in a car 
a.ad ~ d~r. That doesn t 
~ here. and tlwUt God for it." 

Nonh wu DOC avadai:Me to Wk 
widl ~ aiter tbe ~ 
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North Says Criminal Charges 
Against Him Are 'an Honor· 

:... Y~CHB t: RG ... " ·· :-Olav l l AP) - . Euller. a SCOKesman !Or Mr F .!1we11 
) liver :"lortn to1a uaauales toaav at 1 said the evanl!ellSl crocao1v w11u10 
:ne umvers11v rnunaeo bv tne Rev. 1 bacic tne 1ormer Manne 1or cunuc 01-
JerT;/ F:ilwetl tnal ne 1s oroua 01 1he 1 lice. 
cnmma1 cnar2es a2atns t nim. I " He sa1a last n12nt 10 3 reoorter ~~ 

' Those accusauons are not a orana 1 woula prooaoly sucport nim 1or anv 
- they are an nonor. · '.I r . Nonn told a 1 state 01flc:e." '.lane DeMoss. -.e 
cneenn2 crowa szatnerea for nis com· 1 spoicesman. told reooners. 
:nencement sceecn at L1bertv 1...niver- 1 Seea&a Bid Is Urgea 
s1tv nere. 

"God w11tm2. wttn vou r craven ana 1 , \1emoers or a 2rouc trvm11 to aratt 
!ucoon. ''"'e w111 orevau. even in wash· 1 :~ r. Nortn tor a ;)enate camoa12n 1rom 
n!JtOn. ·.e sa1a . a oav a1ter nis reure· 1 · 1ra1nia wen! amona tne tnousanos 
-nent as a .'v1anne Corps ueutenant 1 ·.i.rno snowea uo at L1bertv 1.J n1vers1tv to 
-:olonel. I wucn Mr. Nortn maite his !Im ouo11c 
~r. Nortn lasned out at Con!fress· 1 statements since n1s 1no1ctment. 

:nen ano a scec1at crosecutor wna nave 1 The cna1rman of the Draft Nortn for 
chargeo him w1tn divertm!f monev I U.S. Senate Commmee. Jamev ? 
from arms sa1es 1o Iran to reoels Seett· Wheeler. dec:tmeo 10 say whetner :\1r 
ll1& t0 overtnrow N1caragua·s Marxist 1 Nortn SUOQC>rtS tne effort. 
Government. ' " He hasn't been telllnll us to stoc. 

'"We must not 1ust choose the nght and that's an encouragmg sign." ~Ir. 
-Slrestdent" tn 1988. Mr. Nortn said m Wheelersa1d. 
hJS commencement speecn. "We neeo About 60 oeop1e from four area oeace :a better Con!Jress. · acuvtst g~ carrym1 signs · tnat 

re9d '"Ollie Not for 1aent" ano 
Hmorary Doctorate Planned demon· 

In 1ntn>ducm11 Mr. North. ~r. Fal· stratea in downtown Lyncnour2 
~ell. a Bacust creacner. compan!O the 1 agamst Mr. Norun aopearance. 
r ormer !'lauona1 Secuntv Council aide I Attomev Genera• Edwin Meese Jd 
to Jesus. · dellverea the commencement aadress 

·we serve a savior wno was matctec 1 at Liberty 1an year. 
Jnd conv1ctea ana cruc1hed." :.tr. Fal­
Nell told some ~ ~raauaun• stuaents 
H the camcus 01 near1v !1.000 that 1s 
::>art 01 his re1121ous emc1re in tms cen· 
:ra1 V1r~1n1a cnv. ,\Ir. F ..llweu clans 10 
present Mr. :"lonn wun an nonorarv 
doct0rate in tne numanllles. · 

Mr. Nonh 1s unoer ma1ctment on 
charses he conspired to defraua tne 
Government by 11legallv d1ven1n1 
profits from tne Iranian arms deals to 
the Nlcaraauan contras. 

Mr. FJ lweil stanea a nauonal oeu­
uaa dnve this sor1n2 seeK1n!f a paroon 
!or Mr. Nonn. · 

·:'le wun1ng1on ,-os1 _____ _ 
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.... . ,..., -- -. · .. -u.J, ,, 
.• ,_ ,~r, rc·• • v £S 

_·::--:CHBL"RG . d. - •J ltver 
•rm ·yenr :iuo11c :or :ne t1rst time 

:s te:-OJ\·. en ms ttrst aav as an ex· 
:Jnne ·: :etl a cneennll com· 
-e nc l: :::er.: -aav c :-owa tnat :-.e 
~ars ~ r. e iran·Loncra accusations 
1amst r.:rn as ·a o:.dlle ot' honor. 

•:nh J nusze .... mencan t1a11 as ms 
~cKoroo. :ne new1v renrea Manne 
~ a .lll·mtnute commencement JO· 
. ~ess at :r.e Rev. Jerrv fa!we11"s L · 
ertv L :-.ivers1tv v01cea suppo" tor 

, oroaa ransze or conservanve 1aea1s 
- ; rom cne ann·rrussue :S tratesnc 
.::: efense 1rut1auve to me essential 
·11e or iamuv va1ues ano re11q1on m 
, mencan uie. 

( al. .\'ortn. in remarKs that 
-ounaeo mucn 11.ke an e1ecoon·vear 
...Jmoa1szn s!leecn. also caso2ateo 
-.e .~menc..'.Ul ·:::auucai 1eaaer.;mo 

'Badge of honor' 
claimed bv North 

Jr rurn1n2 ns oacx on communist 
. i gress1on in :-11cara2ua ana urszeo 
-:e qraouaunsz sruaents to worK tor 
: better Lonqress. · 
~ esnmatea lJ.000 oeoo1e were 

:1 nana for tne speecn. manv or 
· ::em crowoinq tne surTOunamq ruH· 
. a es arter tne seats in the baseoatl 
.eld wnere tne sta2e was s1ruatea 
-ere i11le<i. In anoc1oanon or the 

crowo. the umver.11rv nad sruopea in 
. :-.airs rrom rennessee . . \tarv1ana 
.no West V1 rguua. scnoo1 oificws 

:;10. 

~e"a..iruv I ~;d nor cr.oose to oe 

-,/ 

....Juqnt m tne rruoale or J :i1ae:- : : · 
. ~ca.I d1soute oetween tne (onizress 
i;,d me or~taent av-er tne cor.rro1 or 
:oretfil'!l poncv. :ne cower or :r.e ores­
: entto aeter commurusm u: (~r.::-J 1 

~enca. or cne pres1oenc s resoon­
:1btlities to protect .l.menQll c:~· 
:ens tram terronst anacKs aoroaa . 
:.JL Nortn to1d the crowa . ::ianv or 
vnom wore :'lortn cuttons ano fr~ 
~umtiv broKe into cruints or "Ollie! 
":lllie! Ollie! " 

· ~or01d lever aream tnat 1 -.vou1a 
n.w to enaure cne lar2est uwes~sz;i . 
· .on m tne ruscorv or our reouc11c. Jn 
unesunoon tnat nas orooea e•:er: 
~ or mv proress1omu ano oer· 
saaaa life ana tnar ot mv raawv. ~.e 
said. 

.. From certain commentanes :r. 
ttie rnCQl.3. it is clear tnat some oe· 
~ once a man 1s accuseo he 1s 
bnDlied forever: ' sa1d Col. Nortn. 
"~ I've. been accused of hetp­

IDI the brave yowui men and women 
of me Nicara~ resmanc:e. ! have 
been accused of U"YUl!J to rescue 
American nosa11es neld captive and 
of tryln!J to prevent otner terronst 
anacits. 

"Tboae accusanons are not a 
brmd. They are a baaqe or honor. 
he declared ro susuunea 3op1ause. 

Col Z"o"n c::iailen2ea :~!! ~•)() 

rie wuruno1on r'osr_"-! ___ _ 
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~ raauaun:z sr.:cer.rs :o :a Ke s1muar 
:-:sK.S ror u:e 2000 or :ne coumrv J S 
:hev enter rne1r wor Ktnsz uves. our ro 
-:old fast to a ·comcass or va1ues -
:·aun. honestv. 1ova1tv. patnoosm ana 
~enerosm:·· 

·Th.fs ts szouisz to mean not aum::.n2 
. i vou rail down. Because ratlure 1s 
1ewr ruia.1. lt's courasze tnat counts. 
coura~e to 01c1< voursetf uo. learn 
from your m1staXes ana trv agam. 
he sai11. 

Col. Nortn Sa.IQ the sruaenrs· ·· spe­
cl&l c.hailenge . IS "reSl)ODSlCWtY -
resixms1bilitv to vounetves. respon· 
s1tnlitv to vour ramlil~ a.na reSl)On· 
s1tnliti~ to your countr"(.' 

Prestacnt Rea~ ne said. "~s 
aptly descnbed Amenca as the 
·M>nd's I.a.st. best nope. it's nme to 
give someuun~ oacit to a n.aoon 
:hat's been so gooa a.na given so 
:nucn to so rnanv. You can start cv 
~ aniormea. bv spe.axmll out. cv 
c.umuJ a oailot anc WWUJ pan tn t.ne 
upa:mun~ elec:nans. 

··Cezuln1y one lesson oi the I.a.st 
escbt years 1s t.nat even a smmg 
ncitt·rrunded God·fe&nnlJ president 
caanot aione do ail that neeas to be 
dam. ' saui Col. North. ··we must not 
jul& cboose the ngbt presuient: we 
a.a a bener Congrells. 
~~ chaileD1e then is to help 

nnd and elect mese peop1e. And for 
:iame of you. one day to nm for high 
oft'lcc. and. yes. be those people. 
Your future :s excmng, wi th 
limiu=s oppomuury. Your genera· 
tlCID can wm." 

CoL North empnas1zeci to the 
graduate! t.ne freeaoms avatlable ui 
.-\menca ana concrastea them to 
:hose countnes u.naer commurust 
:u1e. 

He aiso was snarcty cnocai of the 
Sanet Union tor speaxuur ~soouung 
woro.s oi peace·' wtule there"! been 
"no tet up ui their agiiression. their 
paaem! oi subftf'Slon across the 
gl.obe ... ~ their aeplorable pat· 
cem oi cheatuli on maJQr arms con· 
trOt treaaes. 

~And the oruv real!On the Sovtets 
are leavtn~ AI11halusta.n 1s ceause 

·::e Unttea ::: ::ires neioea tr.e unoe­
. evao1v or:ive :'.! 2nan oeoo1e an'.'e 

·:1e Red .-1.rmv our. (;I. :\ort.n SaJQ 

'J toua aoo1ause. 
'...fe acKnow1eo2ea. ::cwever. :::Jt 

-.v views are co1orea oeeo1v C\" 

: enona1 ooser::mon ana 1.ntense ex· 
:enence. ? Jr. vou see. 20 •:ears 
12 0. L ~raauatea on a 01avuill rteta 
. ust as vou are. 3 :.it snort1v aner t 
: !"3Quatea. i xas assumea as a.n ui · 
·:intrV oti1cer :o a unit ui Vietnam . 
""ie younsz men tnat 1 ·.val! otessea to 
:ad were some or :ne most nero1c 

-= eoi>te tnat tr.;s cou.ncrv nas ever 
r aisec UC. 

9ut. saia Col. '.'iortn: "~ens oc tius 
:iaaon were maamea ana cn ppteci. 
ma thev Qleci for nau1Jnt because t.ne 
:x>lloca..i le.aaersruo or thLs country 
lost tts wul. TI:ev 1ost ta.1th not oruv 
n themsetves. out rne lost fa.1th ui 

The Rev. Jerry 
Falwell sec the tone 
when he said. "We 
sen'e a Savior who 
~ indicted." 

: ~e tdeais or freedom and democ· 
~acy. They Oet:rayea rrullions or peo­
;; le ID death a.na tYT'3JUtv. And that 
.:.3DDOt happen again. . .. 

"Yet. even as we meet here;' h e 
s.aJd. "that tl"alJeaV 1s aoout to be re­
;::eat.ed ui Nic.a.ralllla . .. . J nce uam. 
C~esll 1s rununsz its cacx on 
0..menca s trues t rn enas. · 

The Manast ::ia.nauusta resz1me ui 
~ie&ralJU& ··deem t threaten us. in 
.llld of itse1f." CoJI. North saJCl. "But 
'Nnat does tnreaten t.ne Urutea St.aw 
:s its swom vow ro spread a rev· 
::i1uaon wtthout croncers UU'cUtplOUt 

Centtal Amenc.a. sen~ rrullions 
oi refugees streaming acn>ss uito 
Mexicc a.na across our bonien. · 

::lutctu.nsz a Bible in ms hana. Col. 
::orth saia ne ana n1s wire. Betl!V. 

:io 100Kea on rrom tr.e auwer.ce . 
_; a t.nel.I' :cur c:-.;;aren r:Jve ~e· 

. e:vea more U-..l.n .! ::::1uon c.;r::s. 
etters ana te1e2rams or suooort :u:a 
, ::cour:i2e:nenc -:·:er ·::e . .:~: . -
-::ont.ns. 

·From tnese. our farnuv n:is taXen 
. :renirtn. .'.'e nave ceen ~e::-: :r.aea 
::at ui mis rruunuucer.t ~.:~tr: . 
-: IJnt maxes rru2nr:' ~-~ ~a1a. 
~ w1ilinll. -.nm vour or:iver s a.-: a 
,·Jpport. ".\'e w1J..l crevau - ~ en ::: 
i.·asrun~ton. 

.:al. North was 1.naictea O\" J rea­
=:-aJ ,ra.na 1urv m ~tarcn on c::arszes 
th.at ne ma.stenrunaea a secret ::­
·.anCl.IU supp1y ooeranon :or :::e 
:-iic:ara~ Re!utance a t a wne 
.vnen sucn a.id was can.nee av (on­
; ress. A tna.l date nas not oeen set. 

His appearance in L·oncnouriz 
.vu the former White House aiae s 
fim full day as a pnvate c:czen 
aiter .?O years tn the Manne (oros. 
and oniv a iter cons1aerao1e tnou2nt 
anc hes1tacon wa he unaJ..lv allree '.O 
spena 1c at tne iunaame ncaust 
Chnsnan i.nscruoon cou.naea av :.tr. 
Falwetl. 

In an uiterview. :-.tr. f:i lwe1I con· 
fumea that were 1t not cor rne e1iorts 
of ccnservaave North L.lron.na Re· 
publican .Sen. Jeue Helms. a stronlJ 
S\qllpOrter oi Col. .North. the speecn 
probably wouid not have come 
abauL Mi: Falwell. who met Col. 
Nanb for the first nme yesterttav. 1s 
I~ a peotion anve to have rne 
Manne panionea for ius ailegea 
cnmes. 
~Falwell set the tone fo r the aav 

·.vhen he told the crowa. pnor to Col. 
Nonll's appearance. t!':.at wnen 
3Sic8d why an mdlctea man naa been 
:.nvtted to speax. he repued. · ".'e 
=enre a .Savtor wno was ma1c1ea. · 

The Bapnst muus ter sa1a cnat in 

the last tour weeKs. ne nas co11ec1ea 
~oo.000 sumarures on a cem:on c.au· 
tnlJ for Col .'.'.'ortn·s paraon a.na 
10l)a ror a tow oi 2 :ruwon cecore 
j eliven.ng it to tne White House. 

Col. Nortn's aaaress was so weu 
-ecaved that he s tavea a.n extra ':IO 
-nuwtes faci.n~ a olazmlJ su.n so ne 
.:ouid personatlv p r esent : n e 
i1'8duate! wtth their dlolomas. He 
1Uo rece1vea a.n nonorarv aoctarate 
:n humaruaes rrom tne wuvers1rv. 

The WMnlnqlen r'tm ____ _ 
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""1'e Ntw YOrll fomn _____ _ 
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Excerpts from Col. ~orth~s address 
-~e rouow1n11 ~re e:rcerors --'Tl 

-~ :irea .\l.;n.ne i..:. _-.;~ . Oliver .\ onn s 
Jmmencemenr .:caress ·:csreraav 
· :ne :Y:~ 1'"Ccuann~ c: .:ss " _: 
·err; L n:i·er.qrv :n i..vncnour-z . . .:. 

'.\'hat :s ·1ur- c::allemze ~ :-: J 

:ora. l ::-.:.nx er.at cnailemzc .s re· 
. oons10111t•; - ·esoons10111t·• · J 

tJurset\'CS. resoons1othtv · ; ··nur 
:ammes ana resoons10111tv ·o ·:our 
~ountrv. 

. When i sent mv 0101lraonv to 
~ev. 1Jerrv 1 f al we11 ior me uuroauc · 
·:on toaav. l sa1a mat mv nonest orer· 
=rence was to oe uuroaucea as me 
:iUSDanO oi one ana the fa tner or 
:·our .. .>.na l ; aia that oecause cnat 
:iart or me 1s so mucn more 1moor · 
·ant tnan wnacever 1 ve atreaav aone 

r wnatcvcr c:sc 1 w111 do. i ::e11eve 
,·un a il tnc strcnlltn or mv sou1 :na t 
.lltll ana enc souaantv or :ne .--.mer· 
..:.an iamuv remain cne tounaanon or 
reeaom m :ms countrv. 

?ram C:!:-:a::i ::r:i~e:it.:ir:e s 
:: ::ie mca1a .. : .~ ,;iear ::-:Jt 3ome 
-~neve once J rr:an is Jc:::.: sea. ::e :s 
· r:inaea : ~rever. «~t i. : . e oecn 
_:cusea or ::eiomll :r.e ::rave ,·ounll 
-::en ana women or :::e :\ 1carairuan 
·es1scance ::i :r.e1r str.;izg1e :or :r:e 
··erv 11bemes tr.at ·.ve c:a1m Js J 
-:n:nnllnt. ! ::.lve oecn acc:.isea 01 
· -:1n1l co rescue .-\menc.:in nostai;zes 
:ie!d caouvc ana or tr :mg to orevent 
1tner cerronst anacxs. Ttese accu· 
' anons are not a orana. :-~.ev arc a 
-aage or nonor. 

. ·: esteraav ·.i.·as .\!av Dav. rr.e 
:: gl{est nouaav in m e communist 
:or1d. Thw aoout that ror a mo· 

-::cnt .. .i.s vou 1eave Llber-tv L'niver· 
.rv m 1988. vou c.:in oe anvmm:z ,·ou 
ant to oe . . ~. ~ vour counrcro.:irts are 

. raauanniz :r:m cne ·_:::·:crs1n· "r 
. :oscow. :r.e•: cJn.. oe Jnvcn1niz enc 
:Cate wants cr:cm :i:i :-ie .. ~.na chat 
alone sr:ou1a ::ie ~::ouizn :o remtna 

- ·J or ,·ou r resoons:c:.::·: .: .; ..::::: ~::s 
: :nts 01esseo 1ar:a . 

:\ow. i Jam!! . . - - ::or ;:eJK 
.; an 001ect:·;e 0·:~1.;nae:- .. :· ..... e-.v~ 

- ~c co1oreo aeeo1\· - ·. - ersona1 Jo· 
'!rvat:on ana 1n:e~se e~::e:-~e~:e .. 

. e~in1v ._,.ant a new. rr:::re oe:ice::;1 
:ovtet L·:::on : :;t 1 tr.e oniv ~e;i · 
·:m mat tne Soviets -"r~ .c:iv1nsz 
'. fsihantstan 1s oecuse :::e _·:::tea 
~:aces ne1oea me :;noeue•::io1v crave 
i.fgban oeoo1c anve :r:e Rea . .i.rm·: 
'.lt. 

· t:nforru nace1v. . ·. :·:naniscan :s 
·ne exce:mon. not cne :-.; :e tor .-\mer· 
. ..:.an rore1gn poucv o\·er me 1ast cwo 
-~aes. i know. 1 nave uvea 1nrou11:n 
:.;e reautv or mat traiztc :r-Jtn. For 

ou see. lO vears aizo. 1 o:raaua1ea on 
• 01avtniz n e1d :ust JS ·:ou are. :::: 
:iOru\· :itter I :::-aauacea. i . JS as-
.znea as an u1i=int:-: - :: :.:=:a ::-: . :.! ~ · 

-~. 

i ons 01 :~: s ::•mon . ere 
-::a.Jmea ana cnop1eo. Jna inc\· 01ea 
for nou1Jnt because cr.c pouoc.a.1 
leadersruo oi thu countT'V tost its 
W1il. Thev tost iatth not oruv Ut tnem· 
seift!S. out thev lost faith tn U\e 
1deUs oi freedom ana dcmocracv. 
They betraved rrullions oi oeopte to 
death ana cyrannv .. -\nd chat cannot 
~agam. 

.. Cenauuv one lesson or the tast 
ctabt years 1s that e\·cn a s1ron1J, 
n 11lt-mmaed. Gvd-fearm~ ;:ires· 
1dent cannot atone ao a ll tnac neem 
ro be done. We must nor 1usc cnoose 
:ne n11nt prcs1aent: we neea a oetter 
Conirress. Your cnailenize m en 1s 10 
; elo itna ana elect tr:csc oeoo1e . . .._~a 
:Jr some or .. ·ou. one aav :o :-.;n :or 

-:1gnotiice ana. ves. oe mose ocoo1c . 
. iC you ~et out ana ao as 1 nave 

;ug1estea. the contnouuon vou wul 
maxe to vour communm es ana vour 
.;ountrv ·.vul be mva1uaolc. To ctus 
;:iotnt tn \'Our uves. you nave oeen me 
rectp1encs or 1h1s ~reat countrv s 
bleSStnllS. :-:ow IS the u me 10 StCD 
'ortn ana orov1ae ::omcmmlZ :r. re · 
-um . . _;vd bless vou on \·our ·ou r · 
:iCV. Semper fldehs. Ti:;inx vou. 

ihe WMnltlqlOn r'osi __ ...., __ _ 

T'ht Wunrn~on f. mH ff--.J 
""he New YOl'll i•mH-------i,. w111 Street JOurn11 ____ _ 

:'lie lammcrt ::iun -------
-he I.OS An c;tteS iorr.H ____ _ 

USA Toe1av 

~ Ctua~ rr1oune -----­
'"'"e ?-:ii~cn1a ,,.,..'-"'' 

.. - ~ -n 



~orth Lakes ihe stumo .. 
for militar:'7 • flag~ God 

. )u;an .. , Jr:-.e:-

·ver L. :;.; r::i.. :: :s -.1ar:::e :::eca1s 
·::~a :c:- : : :::!;tr!:e ~ 11:~ ... as me~ 

:"". · :-:e ~!"'.cers JI ·:Ja-wa1. 1 :-• .: ; ·~:i­
;•ers vesteraav ·.1.ren :-.e ·:0 .< ;1,; 

:: :-:OllC '.7'.!:!SSalle 10 -.e ,;-er.r.S\ ... J· 

· : fai r :.:-. :;ensatem. 
-. J worta :::::::tea: ·: ·: ;;::-:s:s 

-. : '4"aCKOS Jt -:-~ rv c·- · :~ ~ .: .: :: : 
· ~--~ ·q~ ""',.e ca..~ e"e r -:' :·.; :- " ~ :. J:::~ 

... z. ::-: ~ :-:e -:e:er.!e ~1 ·-.= : . .! 4 :: ·-= 
-.::ea ::it.ltes. ·. -·:: :.l:a .. .:-. -.:s ·: :-:: 

: ·; ouc Jaoress since ;e!:r:nz : ;::71 
-.e ~tanne 1...i r:is on \IJv 1 

:.;e 11so c:111ea on fl :-es1aent Rea iian 
. , oe CIUUOUS tn aeal!Oll "' lt n ~\ 1et 
c.aaer ~1 tkll.111 ::i '.3..iroac:oev Jr.a ne 
:rua .'.::1ertc:;rn . ; ;.nn :o :-esoect 
·:i.elt parents . 

• , ! • . .. 

· ' ;:ena1\· .: ;~·•:a ) t - .: :-e · - ::: 
jQQ. :-.oartv a i1 1) t ::iem ·' ;·- ; _: 

- -r~ l!rs . .: :-.eerea ::-.e ret: ;e~ '.~Jr :r.e 

= ~tenant c::one1. 11.10 ·..i.as • .:-.=:. : .. .: 
- '.tare:: :; ; -. :s ;01e ! r. ·:-. : .:- ::: · 
· :itr3 ;cJnoat. :-·-. e c:-:iwa -. , . -::'-1. 

· u OtCl r:znt. Ollte. :::a ~ .. ~:ie r 

= '· · :: e ~tarine 1..oros o::otto. 
· ~etieve ne was n"H 1r. ·.1.·nat ::e 

. ~s aotr. z. ;:,:a fonv Martin ~t -.tor· 
--. ·11e .. · -.: ::K tne ~ore :eoo1e ; -=: 
:::. :::e more toev w111 .. :.:ers:J::: 
- Jl :-.2 S!COQ :or 

:out ;'J 'rotesters rza1ne!'eo 0·~: · 
.Je tne rzates 01 tile 1a1r. ::e1Cl l t 

' h1laae1onta ?arx race tr :icK. c:ir ~ ·.- . 
-.~ oanners 3na oass10~ out 1ea1lets 

. ~: ::c: 1:1:~ .-.O rt!l . 
•:ere :lere oec:au.se flh 1ladelon1a 

_ :ne nome 01 ine ..:orumunon. :i:-.c 

""'e ......__ ...... , ¥•r.ll V.ti.t...l:lllUO 

Oliver L. ~onn addresses Pennsylvania Fairgoen 1n8ensalem. 

- ; :-:cav. '. .:v 
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· :ver " · · -: . . .. -.~KC:-.- ... .:. ·. 

·: : :i.~ :ac: ~- - . ~a· :: " ·--~ .· : :-.: · 

·: :::.. ;a:a ce!::. \ ~ :: .:Jra ::: · : : ·. :-:: 
-:::ttee ! r. ~-: t :ca:::·: ·~··r n ~ ::e !" '!~ ~ t e 

: t El Sa1 ~·aoor 
·:on n :: : s :ot ::ea ·~- ~ : e:::-.:~: ~ : ~ 

:'Jl t to succteme::.: :::s ::::11t01 n ".'e::. · 
::on. rl:s :ee to r ·:esteraa"· s !:eec:t 
• u not c:sc!osea. 'i""" :cosenec ·; : ·::~::~:: · .... a ..... ,. , 
: !eW •n Ke5 . .' : :-::ce !: :e ~ ;. · ··=".l 

.. ,~ewn ere .,,.,, ~.out J !·..:;,coer.a 
310. ":""'. :~: :s J. :7.C! t JS :":: JC '• :: - ·; 

·.ere as :::ues •;: J conl!rC!s1or.J1 
: eanr. IZ. 

But ne u ew so1emn as ne !OOKe 01 
~LS resoect ::ir ' ouce ot itcers. \ 1i!t· 
i am veterans. :ne Const1tut1 on ana 
God. · -:-~e ~oast1tuuon says 1nere 
sbould ~e a >i!Carauon Jetween 
c:l1arc:l1 anc state. :"ortn u1c. Sut I 
doa t believe tnere w11l ever oe a 
se,.rauon Jetween Gvd aac the 
bans of tile peop1e 01 .\ menc:a. 

He also s11c the 11overnment 
s11ould ·:roraote tne 11ener11 wet· 
!an. not oromote wet fare to tne l!en· 
erst ouollc. · ~nc Ile s11c he oe11evf<l 
tile Consmuuon snoutc ";:rotect :::.e 
rim n~nt. !!'l e rt ~llt to li fe .. 

On wor111 J1!a1rs. ::e SillC :~ e 
L'nttec States snou111 not ne1ouate 
W'ltll Panamanian mtlltarv !eaoer 
\{&Duet .-\nton10 ~onna. wno. :-lortn 
5aac1. IS a111nec wnn Cuban Pr~!taent 
Fidel CJStro aoa L:byan ~acer 
~oammar Gadbafl. 

"We trtea sweet reason. :r ::1dn t 
won.·· ~onb saia. "I :>eheve tne lime 
!'I.as come 10 tell Panama tnat 11 :hev 
""'ID! to Keei:t ~oneiJa. we ~et to Keeo 

-- ~ Pa:~r.:a 1.. ;;.J1. 
· ' rtn J1so sa1a · ;. ~: • - . ~~ - ;;< 

· · :ie1u1 aoout toe :\euar. '- . .- :ac ::~ 
.:nmn : ~.lt oe1t1ns toa~ \ · - : _, . ~! ' 

; cnt snou10 be C3Ull0US ~ " · ~ re · ; ; 

Jruo 11 es oown ....-u n tr.e :~ :: . 

Jia Reann snou1a aeoano : ~e eao r.: 
' ·:- Soviet 0011t1c:ai 'risoners ar.a ::: 
~ that tne Soviets ao1oe -:iv exist::;: 

Jrras a~reements . 

"•carasr:ua. ne !Ala. ::.~s :cw ri; ·-:: 
: rne Soviet 1.. r.1on . . 'l~ r::: !ato : ~- : 

··Jviets :i01ve suoo11ea :::e ::>aoo1: :: :: 
~~vernmeot wun SSOO m: : :: ~r. :: -:: :. 
.:ary aio .. \oc ne SillC otner c:ir.:r.: :.: 
~:st teacen a1so nave 1ect suooort ·­
··1car11!ua. 

'jood heavens. ·.i.·nat 1s a luoai1c 
-- ~::u~e like tnai 0010~ on1v a ·ew 
~- unarea ::nleJ irom our :ioraers ~ 
.'.onh sa1a. 

He cllasused Con~ress. sa , 1u~ 1t 
"'IS w1lk1n~ awav from :-/1c1ra1tua 
ancl leav1111J 1t vutneraote to tne c:om· 
:-::unists. 

'lonl1 also c:atled on the younl! to 
·:ve a ll!e that 1s a statement. not ao 

acolo~. " .-i.011 be as1ted them to mue 
;ure tne1r parents vote !or !eacers 
..,no w111 suopon a s1ron~ u s . :m t· 
· ;iry. 

: don't 1t11nk the vouna peooie 
- ~re. or mv teeoue son. soou1a CJ\ e 
: :iay tne once 1or :ieoc1e wno 1,1, ere 

~• cctec to :inn1t us icnow1eo1te aca 
': rest1tnt anc !lave 1a11ea to :mn11 :J~ 
e1tl11r one. · he sa1c. 

·.s fatr 01 fl c:1a1S ur1Zea tte crowo to 
- ~m11n :or not air :i011looo ~Jces. 
·:,,n n left the stan to cJus oi ·0 ?!1e 
· : r P~taer.t . · · 

-· 



The nation 

Oliver ~stumps 
fgr Calif. candidates 

LONG BEACH. C.alil. - -;"..110 former White House 
,udm runmna tor Coruµ-ess 1n Ca.liforma nave mrnea 
to former ~anne Lt. Col. Oliver Norui for taCUcal 
suiip>n. 

Nanh. wno faces tederai cons-pu-ac:y cbarles for 
his role tn tile lran.C.Ontra affair. oa Wednesaa., W'1eo 
e!ed10D ot comerncve Repuolicu Dua Robnoac:n· 
er co atjiimm tbe 42l:ad Coaapes; oul DiltncL 

It wu bis fint camp&llll ·~ smce the 
Il"Ul-C4mra hearmc last year. saad Rabrabac:Der 
spltmlWl Robert RuJe. .R.oGraOec:Der. a farmer 
stw:D•• 1r.er tor Prmdent ~ is u old frtma 
rram North's days u an a.ide.to tbe Natioaai Secuncy 
Qamc:U. 

N.US was to camiwgn today for~ Cox. 
wtlD is nmDmC m the GOP pnmary tor 40Cb C4agres· 
siamiDLltnct. 

CoK. 35. of N~ Beach. was semor uaocate 
coumei for~ from 1981 to UUs year. when ne 
relllD8Q to See& eiec:uoo. 

Nann. spea11N1 Wedoesaav t0 about 350 oeoote tn 
the ~ wnere Howara H\13bel· mammom Spruce 
~ a.irptaae is baulea. ~teaty said mat Amen· 
cu treeaom. wwe bent·~ awaf, a.ad UZ"leo 
o-c.er ~ tor tbe Nicancuaa CoaU'a m tbeu' 
ftctlt a~t tbat couacry's Saoaimsta ~ovenunent. 

::iQTOM.t<.C N~. 

ne wnn1nqion "'os1 ____ _ 

->ie Wasn1ng1on i,,-.,, -----
... , N- (U'" -.,..,s ____ _ 
-·~e Wall S1~aer .:uurna1 -----

-.e a.u.more :)un ------
- ~. LQS Ai11Je1es rimes. ____ _ 

. s,t. r ,..~ !'t 

·-e C:i1ca;;o rr~une--....--­
?nuaoeicn;a 111auirer ----



~raHies 
~dom fighters; 

!...OS ANGELES - rtet1rea .\la· 
· :ne Lt. Col. Oli\'er .'lortn. c;;m­
;:'aurmnll ror a conservative con· 
! ress1ona1 c:.ana1aate. ~a 1a 

esceraav n was uo :o · :~eeaom 

2ncers ·o a erena t:-:e ::.Juse cc 
·eeoom. 

< lur rurure is w1ae ocen ana c.Jn 
e a:s rree. acunaam ana secure JS 

·nose wno ruzht ior 1t. freeaom ts 
1n1v as stron11 as treeoom 
: 111bten. !':e saui. ustnll tne Rea11an 
Jamm1stranons rerm ror cne N1ca­
rasuan resistance. 

The former pn:s1ciennal aide. 
, pe:Cr.~ ::t :: :-:i.tlv for Repucuc:.an 
..:andl~te Dana Rohracacner; 
also sa1a the on1v reason tne Soviet 
L"mon a11reea to cuu out or 
~f1ban1stan was cnat "ttle Unttec 
States 11ot orf their auif ana nelpec 
tne mcrembly brave Afghan peo­
;iie. · 

ne Wnntn~on ,.est ______ _ 

-~ Wasntn~on r r-PS --·-------
-... e N~ ~.,,. · ,,..,, ------ ·, e Wa11 St~ae· ~o ... rna1 ------ ,,e S.tt1more ::),.n -------! L~ ;.. • . ;e-os ; .. -i?S _____ _ 

JS. Tooav 

-.,e C:'t1caqo r•-0une -------
- ... I:! P!"!11aae1cn:a .,ouir., ----

;2_ 

~--------



~ fonnef' 'IYhite House aice Oliver I.. 
~~~~ nm! Dttn wuiinc to cna~ up anv 
~ oi tul1s foe Prmdenc Rucaa. out ne 

0bwius1v 1sn t stanainc witn tus commanaer 1n 
cruet on ine Mosa>w swnrrut. Now tnat he no 
ionirtr 1s a Manne ueutenant colonel. North is 

goan1 pouuc.a.I. ana 1n tus ri:rn camcai~ soeecn 
Wednesaav tor Dua &ohnoaeur. a rormer 
~eapn soeecn wnter ancs a ccnsernnve Ke­
~ublian caM!!Vre tot ~ Lil Orm~ 

<:.aunty, Calif.. Nortn ndm w••* t msmr­
es co the SovW!l Unim • an •m ~4 a 
ptwae rus c:a1umM!r m dmif 9ee1ns to !\ave 
reeamea.. Nonn'1 cau4Wijii eifarts WeTe ex• 
peed to rme il.00.000 far ~at 
the~ twHwac eftftml" a 
t.aac Beach ,, ?CT Ncrdl w mo am­
Plllllllll yaaauta, for Qrk' : ' Ca.~ 
odwr tenner ReapD am .., nmnmc for 
Coapm. Caz ..... ~ •• • •• coarmi 
to me Pl esadeut; Ln hill ""l!PWk far Reino 
bldler. Nann warned tftlt a. w ume 
lllOtelbelll ~ "being caimd acmi. p.ce by 
~ day after day, by • ia.nt Caicrew 
hetMlem on m1dainf um pa w.r~ ec:aa1a: 
pn11rmn and seq oui freedam aama ~ 
wand" ..• 

~= ·ne wnrungtori ,.c"-------
.,.,. wasn1ng1cn r ... '!! ----­

- ,.,, ~ltw f 1Jr• ;,,..,"------
-.,,! W.Jll Si~'*' _;._ r,,a 1 ____ _ 

- .~e Banrmore :;; _., ------

. .,, 1.01 Ai•1Je1es r''""----­
•JSA Toaav 
- .. ~ c~ icJ;;: r • .;: ~~e ------
- ,.,. Pn11aa11art.a 111auirer ----

:.lla 
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~ORTH CAMPAIGNS 
FOR REPUBLICANS 

Nesrern Cana1aates Welcome 
::~ · Mari n e s Helo Oesol!e 
1ran-Contra lna ictment 

By MICHAEL ORESKES 
i OlllCleUe C"l'w ,. • ., YOrw ruftft 

:..ONG BEACH. Calif.. June l ";"o 
.•ewen wno last saw n1m on aavume 
· ~ :evmon. the oov1sn tace was umr11s­
. JKao1e. out tne settm" was orana new 

:...euL Col. Oliver L. :-lonn. t:mtec 
5tates Marme Cor;is. reurea. was on 
:ne campaign trail for the ttm ume. 

'.tr. Nortn. 

....... camoa11PUA1 111 Sou&nem uWor-
11a ..Vfdnescav ana toaav tor two men 
;eeasn~ tne Reououcan nomsnauon to 
nin tor Congress from tnesr ~uve 
j astncu. 
~ow many cana1dates mslftt not 

want a man unoer Federas 111aiament 
out stumpu11 tor tllem. Sut nere soutn 
1nua Orana• Cowuy as ouac: Ronaaa 
Reqan counuy. Al"OUllCI here tne 111cse­
pmdlftt prosec:uuar-s ch.aria •1amst 
Mr. Nonn. wl'1Cft mctude cansoaracv to 
defraud Ule Government. Ulett of Gov· 
emment pl"O!)eny and obltrUcuon of 
C4lls&ftss, are reaa by many as a tiaqe 
ot honor tor a oatnOt wno wu wounoec 
tWlQ 1n Vietnam ana sumved.. onlv to 
be wouncec in llle pouucal crosstare 1n 
Walhmgton. 

Anadl - •Latdat Uberala' 
·He sanm before us an 111dictec 

-nan.·· sasa Dana RohnDaeftn'. one ot 
:he canosdates Mr. Nonn aame nen ua 
;u~rt. ··1:1ut as tar as I'm c:cncemeoa. 
. t"S not Oliver Nortn out llle letUSt ~ 
ersll wno aetrzuaec the ccnmuy." 

l.JU Mr. !'lonn. .'.tr. RoftnDa~ 
ind Ule allier ca1xudate. ~r 
COJl. had woncec 111 Pra1C1ent Rncairs 
\lll\ste H<NM and. Uk• Mr. Nonn. UW¥ 
say tneir m1ssaon 11 to carry on tne 
Pres10enn comernuve agenca. 

BOdl Mr. CQ&. WftO wor .. d 1n Ille 
\lll\ate H<NM c:uumet's otflce. ancs Mr. 
iloftraoac:ner. a tormer Reagan soeecn 
.... nter. are 1n toup races tor Ute a .. 
puotJcan nommauon rc:r run tor COil· 
grns. SoUI are from amncu wnen 
t.he panv·s nomsnauon. to oe aecioec1 an 
next ruesaav·s onmarv. 1s tantamown 
to eiec:uon. 

'4r. Ronraoac:ner 1s runn1111 nere. 1n 
:he amnet tl\at covers soutnem t...os· -
-'.n1eies Cowuy ana nonnem Ora,. 
Countv. Mr. Cox ts runnmc soutn ot 
"lere. in attluent Orance Countv coast 
. Jmmwmes ,,,,.e .'- ewoort ~eacn ::.aa 
L100. 

In eacn dtstnct. tne Reouohcan in · 
: :Jmoent 1s not seeKlnl! re~tttuon. J t· 
· ·::::::nz l suostant1a1 fie ld ot wouic-ee 
: ..iccessors wno are 1unous1v 1oc1tev1n~ 

'or anv iavantage. 

3ene11u 01 "ortD ·s ' s 11 

' •1r .'-ortn s 11s1t. 'v\r ·. :x ll':Q 'vlr 
=.onraoac:ner ~ ! iO. J :c .. ,,o 1r::.-:u 
; rou&nt SUOStintli l I r~ !:'<OOSUre :n &11 
. rea -wnere !! :ev1s1on aaverus1n11 is 
: ron101t1ve1v exoens1ve. ana 1t -:e1oeo 
~ acn : J::a1aite "J1se - .,re · -Jn 
SI00.000 rrom oeoo1e wno •ust ·Manteo a 
cnance to see ana near v ille :-.onn. 

J.'hat mose oeoo1e neirc !rom \o\ r 
\ ortn was a :voe 01 unreconstruc teo 
; onserva 11sm :na t even ' Ir '-Ortn ! 

~ommanaer in cn1e1 ra retv uners mese 
J 3VS. 

···.llho knows ~ .. '-1 r . !'lortn sa1a a 1 J. 

·allv at tne Lon" aeacn a1roort to r "1r. 
Ronraoacner. 'll1tn a conservauve 
ma1ontv in Congress. we m1~t even 
'lave an Amencan interest secuon in 

Jur State Deoanment tnat wou1a oe 
, uppomn11 entnus1asuca1lv ina e1ftt· 
:1ve1v 1ne greatest strucg1e on tne 
;:>1anet Elrtn : tne st ru1111e oetween 110-
~rty ano 1reeoaom venus totautanan· 
; m . . 

Democracv woutO ri se 1n "J freeo 
'<1cara11ua.. '.1 r . !'lortn saaa as ne 
-naganec a wane unaer a conservauve 

.:Jnaress . 
" 1del C.ls tro Jna n1s reoress1ve 

- ~ncnmen wou1a oe out a sac memorv 
:i a 11oeratea (uoa . •e sa1a. ?.,oe 
. :inn P1ut .... ou1a oe 101ninc L: cn 
.\ialesa to conauct Chnstmas Mass 1n 
llarsaw. ina tne Reel Armv wou1C1 oe 
111g111g 1n agall\St ooputar uonsanu 
.icross tne wnote oreaatn ot t11e1r evu 
~ mp1re. 

u .. ·Evtl Emii1n' Pttrue 
"'· Nortn p1c1ted uo the " eV11 em·· 

;nre" pnrue t11at Mr. Reapn nu· 
!ariety aoanoonec. us11111t Just as tne 
Pres1e1ent ne nae1 servea was hnsstun& 
i m•un1 wun the Soviet teaaers Mr. 
"°"" conaemns. Mr. Nortn decllned to soeak with r& 
poners wno attenaea n1s vanous ae>­
pearances. ' His lawyer savs. :io 
""•Y.' ·· said '1r. Rohraoac:ner s 
spa&ffmllll. Rob Rule. 

.. He's unaer oraers ana he's i •OOCS 
'.tanne. · ~r. Rule sa10.. "~e minute 
~ney aroo tnose ononv cnarges against 
11m ne' ll tal.k ltke cruv. · 

L"nul Mav 1. .... nen nis rett rement 
'. rom tne Manne (on>s tOOK ettect . . '1 r 
'lonn was oarrea oy FeClerat taw from 
en1aaa.n1 in pouucs. On .'vtav • ne 
a1reea 10 campasgn. sa1a Mr. Rohra· 
baciler. 

His cnso uniform beGecked w1tn 
meelals 1s ~one now. rep1aceo ov a 
.:nan:t111 p1nsmoe suit. outton~own 

blue sn1n ana aark rea ue. 
~r. Nortn. wno IS frl!1! on n1s own re­

.:olJllZlllce oena1n• tna t. makes nas 11v­
.n1 tnese aavs from fee5 tor spea1t1n~ 
en1a1ements. But ne toott notn1n~ out 
~xpenses for tn1s trio. ne tote Ute •uestS 
u a a1nner to raise monev tor Mr. Ron­
·"!!lacner ne~e 1ast "'"nt. 
~r. Ronraoacner ano Mr. Cox saaa 

:nev cons1aerea ma1t11111 a contnouuon 
;o Mr. :-ionn·s aetense tuna in recom· 
'4!nse for nas aopearances. out aec1aeoa 
t mtant t>e m asconstruec. 

"1r !"lortn re !erre<1 to n1s own le111l 
~ouc 1es :r.1v ur.ce. · ; ~.; ce :: : e 

l wav 1 rem ... asnan11ton. '":e sa1a i t tne 
11nner. :::o to oe 1nv1tea somewnere 
• u nout J >l.cooena. 

ne w.vi1ngicn ,..cs1 ______ _ 

-"e Wltntno1c:-: " -'!s ~,... ___ _ 

- ... , N- •a;• . ~ ~, ;? / - : 
- - ~ 'l .'J !I _!, ;..,.. ___ . - a 1 _____ _ 

- ne Soin,more :::- -~ -------
-• I.OS ,,;,,19e1es i.mes _____ _ 

.JSA Tocav 

- ., . C:i1caqo f, ..:: une ------­
· , e ,;in11aoe1cn.a ., a U1r1r -----

._:;:, 
~ -~~~ .... --~~~~--



West Coast greets 
North as a hero 
~OSTA :.:ESA. '--··:". \c:nre~ 

:..:. Col. Olt\'er .\ortn ·~:stalleo ::-.e 
.Jmiress1ona1 c.:ina1oace ne :s cacK· 
:: iz u ne recet\'CO a nero s we1come 
~om a ·.1·11alv .:::eer1n2 auo1ence 

-:e~ vesteroav. 
1)ne man can m.:ii<e a 1.llifere::ce. 

;a1a Col. :"\"o rt n. tne star attraction Jt 
l railv fo r GOP cor. llress1ona1 c.:inot· 
; ate Chnscooner Co:<. 
Je~o1te tne successes 01 :::e ?.eJ· 

.; an vears. ::. I ot our ::>ro llress 1s ce· 
:: iz p1cKea aoart ::is :iv aav 
.oera1 iJemocr.:ics .:: 1...-nllress . ~~ 
,a1c1. ··•,\'e have 2ot :o stoo tnem. 

\ Ir: Co:< is : ne wno w111 .COK 
House .:ioeaKer r Jim 1Vrnrnc :n :r.e 

eyeana 1ust sav no. Col. :"lortn sa10. 
He JOk1n1uy re te~ co n1mse11 JS 

·a former .\lanne c:urrenuv out oi 
wont." ana deruea beinc a htrea 
IJUll · for Mr: Cox. ··This auy 1sn t ior 
hire by anvDOdv. · 

The crowa. :-:iaae up 1ar1Je1v rn· 
Orange Coast .:otlece scuaents . 
; creamea ana cheerea ana waved 
··~ reaainc ·· r:n a ~ORTH .\mer· 
.Cm . anQ ··j"m tOr Ullie. bv IJOtlV.' 

They applauaec1 near1v everv line 
of Col. :"lorm s .:o-mmute speecn. 
rncn moooea n1m wnen. co cne Ots· 
mav oi his ooavguaras. ne 1umoea 
itf the stalle into tne aua1ence :o 
,nau hanas. 

Camous ::ei;untv ?~ ltce ::::er · 
· enea arter one scuaent. no1amll ~o 
J ·contra Cocaine s11Jn. was cac1<1ed 

: v anocner ~t-..:o enc ar.a ·.1. rc:: Uc:ll 
·::e izrouno. 

l.skea ov J re::iorte:- :: ::e ' our..i 
~ns1aer =--~::ntnll ~or :::e ,_· .: ; ::::ate 

- V1r21ma. :.I r. :"\"ortn sa1a. 
'. Ir. Cox. j6. n.mmn11 ror ·::e · ... u? 

:::nirress1ona1nommauonin 1...J11ior · 
- :as ~th 01scnct. :s a Reououi;ar. 
:und·ra 1ser. :armer ,•, h1te ~ ouse 
; :ae ano tne tounoer ot :::c ccmoanv 
·::at rtrst ocean orov1a mll t:r.211sn 
·:-anstauons o r :ne :iov1et L:mmu· 
itst PartV oauv newsoaper r.-3voa. 

:<JI. :"\"o rtn s :·.10-aav c:Jmoa111n 
.1.·1n2 cr. ~::iu11n Clitfomta :e2an 

'."ednesaav wHn a rauv ana :-..:::a· 
· :i1sers ror Dana rtonraoacne:-. 3 ::;r 
-ner White House speecnwnter now 
·ee1tm2 cne GOP no mination ro r :::e 
;:nc1 con2ress1ona1 a1stnct rJce. 

Plans tor (ol. ~ortn ana ~tr Ron r · 
1bacher to c.amoaispt aoor-ro-aoor in 
::te Lon11 Beacn-a rea a1stnct \\.ed· 
i esdav were c.anceiec1 for secuntv 
re.uons. 

Boeh ~r: Cox and ~r. Rohraba· 
~!1er are conservanves see1<m2 cne 
GOP norrun.auon ior open conares · 
s1onai seats beinc vac.acea bv con· 
,ervanve Reouohcan concressmen 

Both d:stncts are overwne1m· 
:-icly Repuo11can. ma1un2 tn e 
v1nner ot the GOP nominauon rne 
.ketv victor m cne ia lL 

•.:ol. :\'orttt s camoa1cn1n2 r.e:-e 
7tantec1 his first oaruc1oauon in oar· 
·1san oouucs since oecomtn2 a na · 
·:onaliv Known ana c:ontrovers1a1 1:11 
. :e tor ms ro1e in '.ne 1rJn · 1... or:l~~ 

.tfa1r. 

--., WMn1nq1on r :sz _____ _ 

..,,_• Wun•nt;t:~ ~ .~es c .. · 
-1i1 New · ~·" - .mes _____ _ 

-.,, wan ::t~!!! Jc.r~31 ____ _ 

~. 8a111mort S1..n -------
.,..,. \.OS Ange'" ;.mH ____ _ 

. ~A Tr..r.a. 
--e~n•cai;c ~·: .::e _____ _ 

-"t i Pmfao11on1a 1nc1.11r11 -------
: ;.11 

/ I 



The North Star 
Reureo :,t.u:::e ~: . _· _. •.Jii· 

ver '' ~: :: "A .. 1 =~ · ... ! ~ext 

- :it tic Ket c:-. : "'.. e : e-;::.: ~e ;: ~::.:: :. 
::::ce ·' •: r::: i:.:::e~ ~:: \ lC :l ::-.e 
-~·asnin~On :::e3Kl!r5 oureau. 
-.e n'1.S .. r.eo _: . ; , :ee<:n~ 
·or :525.000 e3cn- "1ore tn3n 
-. is annua1 :.:.irine :iens1on 
52!?.COO I _::a . :i :::e ;ame 
ea.ue is ;~n :ees ror :or· 
mer cres1aent c .. nua fora 
520.0001 3na io rmer secre­
~ary oi state Henrv i-i: is.s1n2er 
S2S.0001. Hi.s oatriouc tnemn 

;eem oarttcu1ariv attractive to 
Southern .iuwences ana GOP 
; .inauiaus r:11sin2 ru nas. 



-

a1. CllntnCUIDn ID Ul~r­
:aave V1cmrv (ornaut'tl!e·s •ai& in 

;-;ew Orleaiu on AUIJ. 16 wul llet a 
; pee&! in Vl ra aon tc a cwiner 1.0 Ul ta 
Seitcemoer nosrea ov Oliver Norm. 
The 100 or so 1nvtt20 w\ll in.cmae 
:no.. wno oW"Cll&Se Sl0.000 ta.DIM 
:'or Ute Ill.IL wmcl1 u desUIDllG ID 
:"&JM i.500.000 for an ana·Ouliwas 
.n~aem e~ture c'tni'8'1P' 
ana 1200.000 tD neii:i funa ~· 
OW C&IUW:i&tes ID ~ l"Ma9 
naDaDwtae.. "'This 11 Cal Norm'! 
'JIS'lf oi tJ'wuanc tne true i.eMa'I oti 
the c:on.servaaw mawmem,~ saMI 
L Brent Bozal lll. ~ oi me 
~ acaoa ccm.mmee. ·ouwr 
:ionn u a cnJe hero anc i>a0"10( 
·~ is oeutll persecutea becaaa. 
he IUlCC uo ror freeaom an.A de­
:nocncv Ill Cena&l Amenc:L' he 
,.._ "Peome irom &£! owr u. a. 
o.aa are eaaru m i-. mu a­
.\mllncan. ' 

"h• Wnntnqion ,..OSI 
• .._. WHn1ncpon r • .-1!-,-Ci~a----
• .,. ,..,_ 'fO(ll ; ,,.." -----
• .,. Wan SrrMt JOurnai -----

-.,. S.Uunore ;5,.n -------
-~. lCIS All~ rimes ____ _ 

.' SA Tccav 

• .,. Cn1cac,o r1 o0une -----­
. ,,. Pl"MlaGetan~ ll'IOUll"ef ----

, /,.,~ I~ 
: aie -lmd6A~i.9"! .... b< ... ~12._. ~---------

' ...,. ________ _ 



Olive!· ~~onh 
will heip King 
in Senate race 
Sy JOHS P \TRI(" IIL'STI:R 
- ~Oll&I rimM ~\11oc111~ tortor 

lndlctea : ~rmer '; auona1 
-UlltV 1:uW1CU llOe \)liver .;-;n 
.•'\ll camoai~ l1l W\SCOllSUI .\Jg ; ; 
ror Steve t\llllZ. a c:iruuaai.e tor :::e 
Repuoucan :ienate norrun.auon. 

'lonh \l.ul soeax at !un.cHa.isers J, Waukesna ar.a ~hlwauxee. ,.l.la 
·~ lll.dv ::.~nwu. :\ .n~s camDaJIZil 
-:ianaszer. ~~nwu 3aia the ttr:-:es 
.ln.c1 ptaces nave not been ~eL 
tho~ the WallUsna Qlllller :i:ice 
nas been set at SlSO a oerson. 

'lortb. l reared ~tanne (oros 
'Jeutenant colonel l.:i accusea ~t 
co~g to aefrawi the ~overn· 
rnent by 1.lle~y Cllve~ proms 
irmn the U.S.-lran arms sale to Ule 
~lcaragua.a contras atter Con~ 
had banne<1 dlrect t: .S. mWW"" 
4lde to the reoe1S. 

SdmlU sal4 she had wol'Ud for 
senn1 weeu to ~e:e ror 
:"lartb's V\Slt. · 

- He's pretty popuiar 1.1 Wlscon· 
ma." Scbuttz sau1. " Pear:·~ Ulte tum 
here. He took on the Sen.au aM 
lWld of ran Ulem arounc1 l UUle bit. 
Yoa ll:now now that goes. He ~ve 
tba pollUcWls a nm for theJr 
maaev and lhllv Wee tum." 

Schi&iu sa111 :-/onh'S lllQlCtrr.ent 
woWd not nun K~s efforts to ae­
!eat state Sen. :iu.san Enge1ener. 
~enomoneee falls. Ul tlle Sept. 13 
GOP Senate pnmary ... ~o. not at 
alL" Sc:hulu sa.u1 

Sdmltzsaul North bas spo1ten for 
a few Repw>ucan candidates in 

other staw ana had been a sue· 
: esstul f una raiser. 
~ a conservauve aM a rurai 

Whitewater reS1<1eflt. Lr.uied En2e­
le1ter. a moaerate. l1l tlle most re· 
.:ent MilwaUKee Journal poll. Some 
52 percent favorea Engele1ter. ~'. 
- ercent suooonca !< lllg :l::: ~.c 
-~!t \I. ere !l::oec1oeo 

_..;.:--- -- -
- 310 0 

.·.;..: 



\North) Criticizes Iran-Contra Judg~ 
Defendant Contends Trial Is Timed to Influence Electorate 

17ormer White Home aiae Oliver 
r.: Norm told a ~ ot ~ 
!Il Te.gs 1ast weeuna that U.S. 
OIMnct Court Juqe G-erimu A. rtt S\aecmoa ~o oewm ms tmt 

4'0 Mil poatic:ailv moaYateG. 

. . "'W• wll1 go to um betore tile 
911:DlD ID wtml IS a mzi'f bl.uml 
eert to pnijtjcirp Um acmily mi' 
ci9e ai • nsilt at the ume 
af a uoami •t.emm " Nana sui at 
a.ttOO-...ce fwll>tw SacarciaJ 
liiaw at tbe nau..Fori Worm 
Mnat"s Mamott Hatet. 
· ""'Gileil set tbe tn:a1 date last Fri· 
di, md m:aae It clear ID his ruiing 
dill be woWd toleme no mare cie-
1:1'9 even ti same o! the dmges 
bne to be ~ becmle oi pre­
tnli ~ 

Tdnll":i a tE4JQtiten. md ~ 
r2*n wno tned to COft!' Norm's 
rmmu were told theor cowd lisu:n 
t'O Ule wumaD Speaal"S out WOUid 
bne to lea.e a.it.er t.aiaq sliem 
s8ats ot Norm at t.ne poaium. Howw 
eft!'. his soeecn wu c.aim by the 
t7SA Radio Nenrmx. a n.h•-bteeri 
...a owned by one oi. me wmm-

iii> speaen. ~1arlm M.ad.cioux. u· 
ce11'Q were pr'C'Y1Ced to U nitea 
Press l.ntem2tl0Qal ana The Wasb­
Ulgmft Post. 

:iorth aescneea hts cue as one 
~ cowa weu determme wno 
...W ccnuo1 the toreisrn poucv or the 
U aitea States or Amena: uie ~ 
.dear. ·.mo 1s consumtlO&WiT em­
powerea to ao so. or 535 mrmaen 
ot Caagress •. : 

Nmm ana his la'tr'fen haft sui 

- wUl ail tile lulDesl-tevei Co"" 
E I I officiala~!\Sl""I tha 
~ a;iipe.armces ot Pleadmt 
R-.ua aod Vke PzeW&at Buab­
tD llllafy in s~ of their c:amm­
uma tb.U Norm's aamaa were au­
:.harima by hi.1 supenors. 

C :oming of u iec'endeat 
cc-' l..a1n'eft0! E.. Walla. NortJt 
Salli Walah "ism the seam year oi 
U. iarlest utvestJ~aoa m the rua­
tory ot this remmiic.. He bu an un­
'.imired b~et. Jn enormous swf 
Cha uu:zaaes 28 lawyers WltD 50 
~ and s~ penoo­
nei. Ther even have three press 
a,.a.. AlGac Wltft coacres' •lill 
canmnttee. they've ~over :Ul 
:ruilion or our ax;a1a s doilan. • 
~ ~y raileli about 

$40.000 Sawraav U\ Tens tor n1s 
~enme. pnmani'f at an evenin~ 
~ at the Mid1a.aa. Ta..· 
Camu-r Club wnere guacs oaJa 

SlSO UCD for bamecue ana some 
paJli S500 for a ~ receuwn 
·JITdl Norm ana bis wire. BetSY. fhe 
~arm Defeme Tnm. w.n ne 
;paman. p•tnijabeij an adftrm.e­
mem m The Wall Stn:ec Jounw last 
nww1 i!-riljrwj -om. ana Bet· 
sy Hann Need Year~ N..r' 

y.,..1aqz said die fmld.nmer at 
u. u,an. wm:a c1mr ._ 90 
~ wa a a.iJ cwpauad u­
!3ir amqed attar tbe Midllali bar­
*-Gad been let. He mii bill Del• 
-a .... "tba ca&Y' oae.ailawea to 
remrd the ta.lk9 becalm he had 
i:- leli:illc I !mt ilamew w1dl 
~mtb for ma ciai!y 90 .. . •e ~ 
i?lal tar .-. mm on;, to be fM 
oif by Nonn and bis iawyers.. 

Nanb ua me ia9"ft nad saia 

-~ pe ana ta.Ira (of a live incer· 
view! waallinoc ne ad'l'mDie.• Mad· 
daa said. He sud ClleJ let him '* 
the JC).anrmr• ~. became rt 

. ..,. CWC\Wed. M ..... !1 i>laJ'l!G It iD 

.ts eametr Jesr.enirr on the 24-0 
r-. mmm um 1UDK:1me to tu:s 
~rvsram. "Poim oi \'"sew. .. 

·ne wnn1nqion "'':l~ ~.,,,; .S--
-~ Watntnqton r,, .. l!S ----

- .... New <'Jr• ~ . ,..,"-----
- ·, ., '1'1&11 S l l M I -C~1n~ ___ _ 

- ,,., 8.auimo rt :):..n ------
- ~LOS;.., ,, ,~ , !'! ;- - =~----

-~ rc.::a ... 

- ..,. Cn1caqo rr .oune -----
- .... P,,.1aae1ai:a 1110U1l'9r ----



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify t hat I have caused a true copy o f 

the attached Governmen~'s Memorandum of Points and Authorities 

i n Opposition To Defendant North's Motio n for a Continuance to 

b e h and delivered to the offices of Williams & Connolly, 8 39 

Seventeenth Street, N.W. , Washington, D.C. 2 0006 , Fulbri g h t & 

J aworski, 1150 Connecticut Ave. , N.W., Washington, o.c. 2 0036, 

J anis, Schuelke & Wechsler , 17 28 Massachusetts Ave. , N.W. , 

Washington, o. c. 20 036, a nd Sharp, Green & Lankford, 18 0 0 

Massachusetts Ave. , N.W., Washington, D. C. 2 0036 , this 25th 

day o f July, 1988. 

Associate Counsel 


