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Mondale

"In recent days, three major guestions have been raised
about the SALT treaty. In each, I believe the evidence
is clearly on the side of ratlflcatlon.

. "The first question: Does SALT undermine our national
security? Those who believe it does point to the weapons the
Soviets are permitted under the treaty, like the so-called
heavy SS-18 missile, or the Backfire bomber. Because we
do not possess our own heavy m15511e, and because the Soviets
can keep their Backfires, it is claimed that the treaty
jeopardizes our national security.

"But that argument does not stand up to0 common sense.
It is totally misleading to single out one or two aspects
of Soviet strategic forces and claim that this treaty gives
them superiority. What counts and what must be kept in mind
is the total picture. And what is it?

"First, of all, we don"™t have any heavy missiles because
we don't need them, and the Defense Department has always
said they don't want them. We have what they call a triad of
weapons, some on land, some in water, some in air. The Soviets
.put 70% of their forces on the increasingly vulnerable fixed
land-based ICBM systems. We have put 3/4 of our strategic
weapons, and I think wisely so, in our essentlally invulnerable
and greatly superior submarines and bombers.

"Nor are we standing still. On the land, the President
has ordered full-scale development of the new MX that will
make our ICBMs mobile. The MX, though smaller in size than
the SS-18, is absolutely egqual to the biggest Soviet missile
in military capability, and will be much more survivable
because it is mobile.

"Developing the MX, coupled with the increasing strength
of the rest of our forces, meets the treat of a possible
Soviet first-strike advantage in the 1980s. And the MX is expli-
citly available to us under the treaty. And that's not the
end of it.

"In the water we have 4 times as many warheads as the
Soviets do on our far less vulnerable and far superior
submarines. This fall we will beginning fitting our Poseidon
submarines with the longer ranged Trident I missiles. By the
middle of '81, the U.S.S. Ohio, the first Trident, will be
deployed.



. "These new systems assure that our submarine based
(}‘ missiles will continue to be invulnerable. And that's
- not all.

"In the air, we are fitting our B-52s with cruise
missiles that are five to ten years ahead of the Soviet
weapons. Our B-52 forces eclipse the Soviet air defenses.
We are working with our NATO allies toward modernizing our
theater nuclear weapons. We have a flying armada of
strategic FB-1llls, of F-11lls in Europe, of aircraft on
our carriers -- all of which can strike Soviet territory
and none of which is counted under the treaty.

"...And we are explicitly reserved the right to build
an aircraft comparable to the Backfire if we want it.

"When our total nuclear capacity is measured against
the Soviets" strategic equivalence between us in indis-
putable. Nothing in the SALT treaty undermines that
effort. ©Nothing in the treaty forecloses any option
we want. But without SALT;.everything will be far more
costly. )

"Without SALT, the characteristics and size of the

.forces we face will be far less certain.

- "An that is why, and I want to underscore this, that

Q_ is why the Joint Chiefs of Staff -- every one .0of them the
head of the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, the Marines -~
unanimously support this treaty. That is why the current
SAC commander, the Strategic Air Command commander, supports
this treaty. That is why the Secretary of Defense, a
California product, by the way, an expert in strategic
arms and one of the most gifted Americans ever to hold that
post, supports it.

"and that is why all of our Western allies, every
one of them, support this treaty, and have given their
strong and unqualified endorsement.

"The second major argument brought against the treaty
is that it is based on hard-nosed reality and
suspicion. The diplomatic language of those negotiations
is not so polite to ignore that we must rely on our own means
to verify what the other side is doing.

"And the treaty is built on seven years' experience
with Soviet behavior in SALT I. 1In that agreement, a
standing body was established to deal with issues that might
arise relating to compliance under the earlier treaty.
Not a single charge of violation was made by elther side.
And every issue regarding ambiguous activity thac we or the
Soviets brought to that body was satisfactorlly resolved.



"Can SALT be adequately verified? I serve on all the
‘highly classified, super-secret agencies that deal with
this matter, And I say it can, and I have no doubt about
it. :

"That is the testimony of the leader of every aspect
of the American intelligence community. There ars people
who' are not tied into political party. They are long-time
professionals who conduct the most sophisticated super-secret
work that is carried on anywhere in our government.

"To the person, they have testified that this treaty
is verifiable. That's the position of the Secretary of
Defense, and it's the position of every member of the Joint
Chiefs of staff.

"What is critical in verification is that we be able
to identify any violations before they can affect the
strategic balance. What is important is not that we know
everything about Soviet forces, but that we know about
those things that matter to.our security. ‘

. "We have monitored Soviet strategic forces for 30
years, and with unbelievable accuracy. And we will continue
~to do so with oz without a SALT agreement. :

"We have a multi-billion dollar intelligence network.
We have photographic satellites, radar stations, and other
highly sophisticated devices. And SALT, and this is very
important, expressly forbids the use of any measure by the
Soviet Union or by us to deliberately obstruct verification
of the provisions of this agreement.

"This treaty is not built on trust, it is built on
our own technology, and our proven ability to monitor backed
up by the terms of the treaty.

"The third major argument about SALT has been made from
both ends of the political spectrum. It is said that the
treaty does not limit the arms race or does not 1limit it
enough or even that it legalizes an arms build up.

"But the claim this treaty fails to cap the arms race
collapses in the face of a few simple facts.

"Poday the Soviets have 2500 strategic missile launchers
and bombers. Under the terms of the treaty, they must dis-
mantle 250 of them. But without the treaty, we estimate that
they could have had up to 3,000 such launchers and bombers by
1985, 1/3 more than the total permitted under this agreement.
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"Under the limit of the 2500 launchers and bombers,
there are additional sub-limits that are very important
to us. Without SALT II, by 1985 we expect that the
Soviets could have as many as 1800 multiple
warheaded, or MIRVed, missile launchers. With SALT, they
are limited to 1200. Without SALT by 1985 we expect that the
Soviets could have up to 1400 MIRV'ed ICBM launchers.
With SALT, they're limited to 820. Under SALT, the number
or warheads they're permitted under their largest missile,
the 18, is ten warheads. They are capable of putting 20 or
30 warheads on that system. The difference is some 6,000 fewer
warheads with the treaty than without it. Without SALT,
the Soviets could continue developing newer and more
deadly land-based missiles. In the past they have done so,
having 3 or 4 new systems underway at the same time. But
with SALT, they are restricted to only one new system.

World Affairs Council
Los Angeles, CA
July 1979



April 16, 1980

. SALT II PROSPECTS.

Q: Is the SALT II Treaty dead? 1If not, when do you plan
to ask the Senate to resume consideration of it?

A: . -—- Early in January, at our reguest, the
Senate leadership deferred further consideration of SALT II
for the time being. But the Treaty remains on the Senate
calendar; we remain firmly convinced that the Treaty is in

the national interest Qf the United STates; and we are committed

to its ratification.

* %k *

- -- We did not negotiate this treaty to

make friends with the Soviet Union. We negotiated because,
as adversaries with awesome military power, it is in our
security interest to have reliable, verifiable limits on the
strategic arms race. In a period of heightened tensions, it
is all the more important te have reliable constraints on the
competition in strategic weapons.

-- The United States intends toc abide by

-its obligations under international law to take no action

inconsistent with SALT II, provided that the Soviet Union
reciprocates. The evidence we have is that the Soviets
have to date taken no actions inconsistent with the Treaty.

a
SALT II COMPLIANCE

Q: What did you mean when you said that the US would comply
with the provisions of SALT II within the bounds of
reciprocal action by the Soviets and consultations with
the Congress? Does this obviate the need for actual
ratification: And are the Soviets in fact complying?

A: -- Under international law the United
States and the Soviet Union are obligated to refrain from
acts which would defeat the object anéd purpose of the SALT II
Treaty while its ratification is pending. v

* % *

. -- In addition, the United States has
no plans to take actions which would be inconsistent with
any of the terms of the SALT II Treaty, so long as the
Soviets act with similar restraint.



-- We will continue to monitor Soviet
activities closely. The evidence we have to date is that the
Soviets have taken on actions inconsistent with the Treaty.

-—- Our currently-planned strategic programs
are consistent with the Treaty. They will enable us to
maintain effective deterrence and essential egquivalence.

We will, of course, continue to assess our .strategic posture
in the light of our overall security interests, taking

into account the military need for additional steps, Soviet
actions, and the terms of the SALT II Treaty.

-- This policy we have adopted in no
way eliminates the need for ratification of the SALT II Treaty.
SALT II must be ratified if the significant constraints it im-
poses on Soviet nuclear weaponry are to have full, long-
term effect. o

Q: Since the Backfire bomber can reach targets in the
continental US, why shouldn't it be included in SALT?

A: -—- The Soviet Union is currently

deploying Backfires in both their long-range air force and

in naval aviation units. The Backfire bomber has been in
production for several years, and current production averages

-two and a half dircraft a month. We continue to believe that

the primary purpose of the Backfire is to perform peripheral

‘attack and naval missions. Undoubtedly, this alrcrart has

some intercontinental capability in that it can surely
reach the United States from home bases on a one-way,
high-altitude, subsonic, unrefueled flight; with refueling

and Arctic staging it can probably, with certain high-
altitude cruise flight profiles, execute a two-way mission
to much of the United States.

-- The ability to strike the territory
of the other side is not the criterion for determining whether
an aircraft is a "heavy bomber" and, thus, subject to the
limitations in the SALT II agreement. For example, the
US has 67 FB-11l1l's which are part of our strategic bomber
force and dedicated to attack on the Soviet Union. We also
have over 500 aircraft deployed in the European and Pacific
theaters which have the capability to strike Soviet territory.
The Soviet Union at one time tried to get these latter .
aircraft included in SALT on the grounds that they could strike
the Soviet Union. With the firm support of our Allies, we
adamently resisted that position on the grounds that these
aircraft, whatever their theoretical capability, are deployed
for theater missions and, thus, not subject to SALT limitations.

The Soviets have used this same argument with respect to the
Backfire.



-- Nevertheless, the Soviets have agreed
to furnish specific assurances concerning the Backfire. The

‘US regards the obligations undertaken by these &dssurances as

integral to the Treaty. These assurances, which include

a freeze on the current Backfire production.rate , are con-
sistent with the US objective of constraining the strategic
potential of the Rackfire force, while continuing to exclude
our own European and Pacific-based theater aircraft from
SALT. Those assurances also help to restrict the Backfire
to a theater role. In particular, limiting the numbers
available means that Soviet diversion of Backfire from its thea-

ter and naval missions to a strategic role would sub-

stantially reduce Soviet strength in these areas while
adding only marginally to overall Soviet strategic capability.

Q: It is claimed that SALT II will be adequately verifiable;
but how will the US make sure that the Soviets aren't
cheat1ng° Doesn't the loss of intelligence collection
sites in Iran undermine-our ability to verify the SALT II
agreement?

A: -— The US relies for verification on "national

.technical means™ which is a general term covering a variety of

technical collection methods for monitoring Soviet military
activities. As the President has publicly confirmed, these
national technical means include photographic satellites.
There are other collection methods as well. For example,

we are able to monltor Soviet teleme:try -- that is, the
technical data transmitted by radio signals from the

Soviet missiles during tests -- from outside Soviet territory.
A further example of national technical means are the ships
and aircraft which we also use to monitor Soviet missile
tests. The sides have also acknowledged that large radars,
such as the COBRA DANE radar at Shemya Island in the
Aleutians, can be used as a form of national technical means

(NTM) .

-— This 1s not a complete list of the
technical devices that constitute our. NTM. Still less is
it a complete list of US intelligence resources. Many of
our intelligence resources are very sensitive. Public
acknowledgement of their existence, much less of their
technical cabpabilities and details of how they work or what
information they produce, would make it far easier for the
Soviets to negate them. Therefore, what we can say publicly
about the details of our intelligence facilities 1is very
limited. Members of the Senate who will have to vote on
the Treaty will, of course, have full access to all the
details.
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-- However, there is no secret that
our NTM enable us to learn a great deal about Soviet mili-
tary systems, including the strategic nuclear forces that
are limited in SALT. We are able to monitor many aspects
of the development, testing, production, deployment,
training, and operation of Soviet strategic forces, despite
the- closed nature of Soviet society and Soviet concern
with secrecy. A good measure of the capabilities of our system
of intelligence collection is the detailed information we
publish on Soviet forces: For example, the Secretary of
Defense's Report for FY 80 lists the numbers of Soviet
bombers, missiles, and gives estimates of the numbers of weapons
carried on Soviet forces. We know that the Soviets have a
"fifth generation' of ICBMs under development, and we know a
good deal abeout their characteristics -- this before a single
missile has been flight-tested. That this is by no means
the full extent of our knowledge of Soviet systems is clear
from the mass of unofficial -- but often all-too-accurate
-- leaks of detailed information on Soviet programs.

-- From these sources, then, we are able
to assemble a detailed picture of Soviet forces,
both overall and in terms of the characteristics of parti-
cular systems. No one source 1is essential; instead we rely

"on information from a variety of sources -- for example,

what we learn from photography can be checked against
information from radar or telemetry monitoring. This means
both that loss of a particular source, though it can be
important and require replacement, does not "blind" our
ability to monitor what the Soviets are doing. Moreover,

the use of multiple sources complicates any effort to
disguise or conceal a violation. The Soviets know we have

a big intelligence operation and know a certain amount

about how it works, from our officizal statements, from leaks,
from spies, and from their own NTM. But we know they do

not know the full capabilities of our sytems -- or, equally
important, how we use the information we collect. The result
is that efforts to conceal would have to be planned to cope
with a number of US collection systems, some of them ,
entirely unknown. (The need to maintain this uncertainty is
a major justification for continued secrecy about our
intelligence systems and methods.)

—-= As for the loss of the intelligence
collection sites in Iran, we are proceeding in an orderly
fashion to reestablish that capability. As Secretary of
Defense, Harold Brown pointed out in his April 5 speech in
New York, the issue is not whether the capability will be
reestablished but rather how, where, and how guicxly. There
are a number of alternatives available to us for recovering
the capability. Some can be implemented more guickly than
others. Some involve consultations with other countries,
some do not. :



- Intelllgence of the kind obtained
from the Iranian sites provides informationgn Soviet stra-
tegic systems, including some of the aspects of the stra-
tegic systems which are limited by SALT. For this reason,
we will be moving with all deliberate speed to reestablish
the capability. However, as noted above, we have a large
number of other technical intelligence collection sources
which collect intelligence on Soviet strategic systems.
As a consequence it is not imperative that the Iranian
capability be immediately reestablished to ensure that the
emerging SALT agreement is adequately verifiable, i.e.,
that any Soviet cheating that could pose a military
risk be detected in time for the US to respond and offset
the threat. As long as the capability is reestablished
on a timely basis -- as we plan to do -- there will be no
impact on SALT verification. We estimate that regaining
enough capability to monitor adeguately these tests for
SALT purposes will take about a year.

-~ The principal information at issue
is the nature and characteristics of new or modified Soviet
ICBMs. Each such Soviet preogram will require about 20
flight tests over a period of years. We would be able to
monitor testing -and detect violations well before the
testing programs.were complete. On this basis, we are

.confident that we will be able to verify adequately a

SALT agreement from the moment it is signed.
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Deploying thc M-X will not give us a disarming first-
kh__*w_,_strlke capability against the Soviet Union, because the Soviets..__

=== -would still have sizeable and powerful strategic forces -
———==- remaining after an M-X strike. (Similariy, 8‘507:et‘Capab111t}l::;

_ .. I—to-destroy our HIVUzLMAN force won't give them a cwsarmzng
m;fxrst strlke capablllty against the U.S.)
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Z_;:::. 80's and then the Soviets' later. To a considerable ex tent, Tt ==
-..Soviet ICBMs would be vulnerahle to 2 first-strike in the P

I _strategic response of the other side--U.S. silos in the early :

- ]-;Eﬁ;sc's, even without M-X, because of recent improvements-to -  r——
-0 - MINUTLMAN III. : _ [
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SULlE Compelllng evidence that M-X is not in fact or by de51gn PoT
et 2 flrst strzke weapon eX1sts in the open press: D

‘ _ e A very significant portion of the §33.8 b 1lion price ' s
-~34a~ -tag is consumed By a basing design whose first task is to mgke e
e et SR M- X survivable, a2 notion 1nconpat1ble with-a true firse- -strike .
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T 6. We are plann:ng to deploy only 200 m15511es--a number | i
‘eimlo. far too small to constitute a first-strike weapon. He could : ¢
~ i7" "have chosen to deploy more; we did not because, in part, to A
;. i .avoid the erroneous perception we were bent on acqul*lng a : '
first-strike weapon system. - s ..
PUSHEESENINCy USRS RPIPPIE 2] . re— E t.
Tl Deployment of M-X will simply accelerate the arms race, . oo
- “Tfi.i ' Fund amental to our dcvelopment of strategic forces is ;'-H
' i the policy of strategic deterrence: to build our defonses i
1
]

L to 2 level sufficient to deter any rational foreign government
-+ —=——--from attacking us.

STl P

S T=e777 77 The M-X concept provides the force survivebility essential :
7 to dcterrence without thrcatening the Soviet deterrent posture. ’
72777 This is accomplished by choosing a large number of sHeltcrs f
(4600) to provide survivability, whilz liniting the nunmbe
zrozmi missiles (200) to a level insufficient to place the entir
' SOVlct 1CBM force at riskx. Our M-X decision 1is cows:steﬂt with
both a serious commitment to arms contirol, and an equally serious

commitment to maintain unambiguous deterrence.
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How can we possibly need a large missile in light of
the existence of 10,000 warheads? ‘ .-

The very first question we addressed in considering M-X - -
was why is it necessary at all? Why do we need modernization -
or improvement cf our strategic nuclear forces? Today we have
9,000 nuclear warhcads in our strategic forces. The 9,000
warhead force is sufficient conly if it is available when

‘nceded. The reclevant issue is not how many warheads we have

in our force, it's how many we can count on surviving g

surprise attack--how many the Soviets have to taxe into

account as surviving after a surprise attack. We want that
number to be large, and we want there to be nc uncertainty
in the mind of the Sovicts that these surviving forces will
be large and powerful. So the issue is not the size of the
force; the issue is thec survivability of the force... -

In the past the. survivability of our ICBMs, our MINUTEMAN -
force, was achieved by putting the missiles in vertical silos :

.-

"and surrounding them with concrete and reinforcing steel. Given ..
' this hardening and the poor accuracy of Soviet ICSMs, MINUTEMAMN

could ride out an attack and still be available to provide 2 LT
counter-strike, thereforc deterring & Soviet attack from'taking
place. This was true until the Soviet Union began tests of a )
new guidance system on their largest missile, the SS-18. DT

. In December 1977, the Soviets began testing the new o S
guidance system {or the SS-18. We followed those tests very .:

“carcfully, analyzed the data that our intelligence sources

. 3

collccted, and. by the summer of 1978 concluded that they had
developed a guidance system that allowed the SS-18 to ©o
detonate close enought to MINUTEMAN silos to destroy them.
From that point on, it was clear that the MINUTEMAN systenm
could not provide the deterrence in the future which it had
provided in the past., More generally, we concluded that
silos were inadequate, and that any fixed basing was inade-
quate as a way of protecting our strategic forces, -

Why not use a smaller missile, like MINUTEMAN or TRIDENT?

Extensive analyscs showed that the total costs of atquiring

. dnd operating a survivable, mobile, land-based IC2M system were
"minimized by use of a large missile. We did look seriously

at a possible compromise missile, common or essentially common

to SLBM and 1CBM. That study indicated we would have to give

up too much ICBM capability to realize cost savings. In the
final analysis, with SALT II looming very large, w2 decided

to develop the largest missile allowed by that treaty, thus
seizing that opportunity rather than foreclosing it by develop-
ment of a smaller TCBM. Simultancously, we knew thet decision
would minimize costs of the M-X systen,

¢ ewrm——
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‘Won't deployment of M-X he dcstébilizing,in a2 crisis?

~

. Wec believe thc contrary to he trus,
think the Soviets know that M-X does not constitute a disarming
first-strike weapon. But there are other reasons for believing
that M-X will have a stabilizing effect, reasons derived from
anticipating what the likely Soviet responses might be to M-X
deployment, By making Soviet silo-based missiles more vulnerable,
M-X will deter any Soviet efforts to increase the threat to M-X
by expanding their silo-based missile forces. —_—

largely because we

Finally, to the extent that the capabilities of the M-X

- Wworry the Soviets, they can use the time until it is deployed

to put incrcascd emphasis on systems that will be more survivable
than fixed land-based ICBMs (such as the mobile system suggested
in the editorial), or to cooperate with us in negotiating arms
control agreements that make silo-based missiles survivable for
both sides, or that makc decep rcductions in nuclear weapons.

We would welcome any of these likely responses as stabilizing.
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Reagan
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, Sept. 9, Reuter -
Republican Presidential candidate Ronald Reagan said

today the way to deal with the hostage situation in lran
was to give the Iranian government an ultimatum.

Speaking at a street corner rally here, Mr. Reagan
salid the U.S. Government should send a private message saying:
"We want our people back and we want them back today or the
results will be very unpleasant.”

Mr. Reagan, who is on a campaign swing through the
country's industrial states, did not specify what reprisals
he had in mind if the Iranian government did not comply.

He said the Carter Administration "Is responsible for
the situation that brought about the taxlng of the hostages
in the flrst place."

{“' Mr. Reagén said the United States should have stood by
- the late Shah before he was forced from power by the revolu-
tion led by religious leader Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini.

After the Shah was overthrown, the Carter Administration
should have evacuated the U.S. Embassy in Teheran or
strengthened its guard, he added.

Instead, he charged, Mr. Carter ordered that weapons
be taken away from the U.S. Marines guarding the Embassy.

President Carter told a press conference after the embassy
was seized that it would have been futile for the Marine
Guards to have tried to resist.

Milwaukee, Wisconsin
Street Corner Rally.
September 9, 1980
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In reference to the fall of the Shah of Iran, Reagan
vaguely asserted the revolution somehow could have been
averted.

"I believe there was a time this revolt (against the
Shah's government)could have been halted. I can't
tell you exactly how. But I think it could have been
done."

San Francisco Chronicle
November 15, 19789

Bush

"Do you know that only recently did Jimmy Carter talk
about 53 hostages instead of 50? Three of them are held
by the government. they could turn those people loose, take
them out to the Tehran Airport and send them home today. A&And in
addition to that, you have these terrorists that they call
students, and so I just think that nothing's risk free.
You're dealing with people that have total disrespect for
international law. And I would say nothing is risk free.
and that's a tough decision for the President. But he'll
have my support”™if he goes -- tightens up." ' '

NBC Meet the Press
April 20, 1980

Bush
"But I know enough about it (the Iranian situation) to
know that somewhere between sending in the Marines and sitting

there doing nothing, as United States of America, is a need.
And that's what I'm talking about paramilitary.”

NBC Meet the Press
April 20, 1980

Bush

"I've been a severe critic of Carter's weak foreign
policy, but this is no time for bipartisan criticism. Potential
candidates must act responsibly.

"If you study the hostage situation psychology, the longer
they stay alive, the better their chances for freedom.

"Wwhen this is all over with and the hostages are free,
I will have a clearer perspective and will maxke a statement
at that time. Until then, I support the President.”

"WWe ought to have standby plans, of course, but I
assume the President has such plans.”

Elgin, IL, Dally Courier
News, December 2, 1979
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Bush-

~third class power."

"Obviousiy the United States should act, and act in
a definitive way to let tyrants around the world know
they can't brutalize American citizens (as in Iran)."

Keene, NH, Sentinel
November 26, 1979

.

Bush

"You'll hear plenty about it when this crisis {in Iran)
is over. You're not dealing with rationality here. I would
put the lives of the hostages ahead of your understanding,
at this moment, the intricacies of my foreign policy.

"Sometimes you have to resist the temptation to unload
and act more responsibly... I'm not the President of the
United States. I would forgo political advantage, even if
it means you won't vote for me." :

<2 UPI release
November 26, 1979

>

"By God, if they (American hostages in 'Iran) get harmed
I want to see some action. I don't want us to act like a

Boston, MA, Glove
November 27, 1979
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~Carter

"One very immediate and pressing objective that is
uppermost on our minds and those of the American people is
the release of our hostages in Iran.

- "We have no basic gquarrel with the nation, the revolution or
the people of Iran. The threat to them comes not from American
policy but from Soviet actions in the region. We are prepared
to work with the government of Iran to develop a new and
mutually beneficial relationship.

"But that will not be possible so long as Iran
continues to hold Americans hostage, in defiance of the world
community and civilized behavior. They must be released
unharmed. We have thus far pursued a measured program of
peaceful diplomatic and economic steps in an attempt to resolve
this issue without resorting to other remedies available to us
under interantional law. This reflects the deep respect of
our Nation for the rule of law and for the safety of our
people being held, and our belief that a great power bears
a responsibility to use its strength in a measured and judicious
manner. But our patience is not unlimited and our concern for
the well-being . of our fellow citizens grown each day."

State of Union Message
January, 1980
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" September 10, 1980

'IRAN

Q: What are you doing about the hostages?

A: There have been a number of recent developments
relating to the hostages:

-- Secretary Muskie sent a letter to the new
Prime Minister; the Prime Minister COTmented on the letter in
a long speech on September 9. :

-- 185 U.S. Representatives sent a letter to the
new Iranian Majlis, and they have prepared a response.

-- Most important, Iran seems to be in the final
stages of installing an official government for the first
time since the=revolution.

-- All of these events have an effect on the internal
situation in Iran and om the hostages. It is too early to say
whether that effect will be positive.

The mew leadership in Iran should .be increasingly
aware that their policy of holding ﬁostages in defiance  of inter-
national law and elementary human- rights is hurting their
country and bringing dishonor on their own .revolution. We
have no desire to hurt Iran or its people, but we will persevere
with our economic sanctions and other efforts until they reach
that very simple conclusion.

We are exploring every avenue which may lead
to a resolution of this crisis. We will be watching the
activities of the new Majlis very carefully as they address
this issue. There need be no obstacles to the quick
termination of this problem.

Q: Former Ambassador Sullivan has recently leveled a series
of charges against your Admlnlstratlon for its handling
of Iran policy at the time of the fall of the Shah.
Sullivan suggests that Dr. Brzezinski was, in effect,
running an lndependent embassy in Tehran and that.conflicting
policy views in Washington .resulted in the United States
having no policy at all at a crucial moment. He says his
own views were disregarded and that Dr. Brzezinski favored
a coup attempt even after the Iranian military had
effectively collapsed. These are very serious charges
about your management of U.S. foreign policy in a critical
region. How do you respond?
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A: There are two thlngs whlch surprlse me about Ambassador
Sullivan's recent article:

-— First, I am surprised that a professional
diplomat would publish an account of such an important series
of events without a careful check of his facts. The article
includes a number of serious misstatements and Misrepresentation
of fact. I do not agree with his account of events and I do not
agree with the conclusions he draws from it.

-- Second, and perhaps more surprlslng, is his
dec1sxon to publish these highly personal and 1nflamauory
impressions at a time when we are engaged in very sensitive
efforts to attempt to free his colleagues who are being
held prisoner in Iran. More than anyone else, I would have
expected him to understand the danger of unpredictable
reactions in Tehran. I do not understand what motivated him
to publish these personal reminiscences at this time; I do
know that his decision to do so is not helpful in our
efforts to free his former colleagues and associates in Tehran.

I believe any further comment would only compound the
problem. There will be time for a full discussion of these
issues after the hostages are free, but not now.

k4
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THE WHITE HOUSE

The President has today acted to block all official
Iranian assets in the United States, including debposits
in United States banks and their foreign branches a=
subsidiaries. This order is in response. to reports that

the Government of Iran is about to withdraw its funds. The
purpose of this order is to insure that claims on Iran by
the United States and its citizens are provided for in an

"orderly manner.

"The order does not affect accounts of persons other than .
the Government of Iran, the Central Bank of Iran and other
controlled entities. The precise amounts involved cannot
be ascertained at this time, but there is no reason for
disturbance in the foreign exchande or other markets.

. The President is taking this action pursuant to the Inter-

"""" " national Emergency Economic Powers. Act, which grants the
President authority "to deal with any unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security, foreign policy, or econcmy

of the United States.”
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'PRESS COUFEZRENCE NO. 53
OF THE

PRESIDENT OfF THE UNITED STATES

9:00 P.M. EST
NOVEMBER 28, 1979
WEDNESDAY

The East Room
The White House
Washington, D.C.

TEE PRESIDENT: For the last 24 days ocur nation's concarmn
has been focused on our fellow Americans being held hostage in Iran.
We have welcomed some of them home to their families and their friends.
But we will not rest nor deviate from our efforts until all have been
freed from their imprisonment and :heir abuse. We hold the Government
of Iran fully responsible for the well-being and the safe return of
every single person.

I want the American people to understand thc situation
‘as much,as possible, but there may be some questions tonight wnich I
cannot answer fully because of my concern for the well-being ' of the
hostages. )

First of all, I would like to say that I am proud of +his
great-nation, and I want to thank all Americans for their prayers, their
courage, their persistence, their strong support and patience. During
these past days our national will, ocur courage, and our maturitv have

all been sevarely tested and history will show that the peonle of tha
United States have met svery test.

In the days to come our determination may be even mora
sorely tried but we will continue to defend the security, tha2 honor,
and the freedom of Americans everywhere. This nation will never vield
to blackmail. )

For all Americans our constant conc2zn is the well-heing
and the safety of our fellow citizens who are being held illecally and
irresponsibly hostage in Iran. The actions of Iran have shockacd tha
civilized world.

For a government to applaud mob violence and terrorisn,
for a government actually to support and in efiect participate in tha
taking and the holding of hostages is unprecedented in human history.
This violates not only the most Zfundamental precepts of international
law, but the commen athical and religious heritage of humanity. Thrre is
no recognized religious faith on earth which condones kidnapping. There
is no recognized religious faith on earth which condones blackmail,.

There is certainly no religious £faith c¢n earth which condones the
sustained abuse of innocent people.

We are deeply concernad about the inhuman andé degrading
conditions imposed on the hostaces. From every corner of the world

MORE Syen
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of Iran, and have joined us' in calling for the release of the hostages.
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Last night a statement of supuort was released and was
issued by the President of the United lNations General Assembly, the
Security Council, on behalf of all of its members. We expect a further
Security Council meeting on Saturday night, at which more fizm and offi
action may be taken to help in obtaining the release of the American

hostages.

C

Any claims raised by government officials of Iran will ring
hollow while they keep innocent people bound, and abused, and thresatened
We hope that this exercise of diplomacy and international law will
bring a peaceful solution, because a peaceful soclution is preferable
to the other remedies available %o the United States.

At the same time, we pursue such a solution with grim
determination. The government of Iran must recognize the gravity
of the situation which it has itself created, and the grave cons-
sequences which will result if harm comes to any ©f the hostages.

I want the American people to know, and I want the world
to know, that we will persist in our efforts, through every means
available, until every single Armerican has been freed. We must also
recognize now, as we never have before, that it is our cntire
nation which is vulnerable, because of our overwhelming and excessive
dependence on oil from foreign countrics. We have got to accept
the fact that this dependence is a direct, physical threat to our
national security.® And we must join together to fight for our

‘nation's energy freedom.

We know- the ways to win this war: more American

energy, and the more efficient use of what we have. The United

States Congress is now struggling with this extremely important
decision. The way to victory is leng and difficult, but we have
the will, and we have the human and the natural resocurces of our
great nation. However hard it might be to see into the futuze, cne
thing tonight is clear: we stand together.

MORE
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e stand as a nation unified, a people determined
protect the life and the honor of every American. And we are
determined to make America an energy secure nation once again.
It is unthinkable that we will allow ourselves to be dominated

by any form of over-dependence at home, or any brand of terrorism
abroad. We are determined that the freest nation on earth shall

protect and enhance its freedom.
I will be glad to answer guestions.

MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, the Avatollah Khomeini said the
other day, and I am using his words, that he doesn't believe vou have
the guts to use military force. He puts no credibility in our
military deterrent. I am wondering how do we get out of this mess in

ran and still retain credibility with ocur allies and with our
adversaries overseas?

'

THE PRESIDENT: We have the full support of ocur allies,
and in this particular instance we have no adversaries overseas. There
is no civilized country on earth which has not condemned the seizure
and holding of hostages by Iran. It would not be advisable for me to
explore publicly all of the options open %o ocur country. As I said
earlier, I am determined- to do the best I can through diplomatic means
and through peaceful means to insure the safety of our hostages and
their release. Other acticns which I might decide to take would come in
the future after those peaceful means have been exhuasted.

But I believe that the growing condemnation of the world
community on Iran will have a beneficial effect.

QUESTION: Mr. President, why did you reverse your
policy and permit the Shah to come into this country when, one, medical
treatment was available elsewhere, two, you had been warned by our Charge
that the Americans might be endangered in Tehran and three, the
. Bazargan government was soO shaky that it was guestionable whether he
could deliver on the promise to protect cur embassy, and last of all,
in view of the consequences do you regret the decision? R

THE PRESIDENT: WNo, the decision that I made perscnally
and without pressure from anyone to carxy out -the principles of our
country, to provide for the means of givirg the shah necessary medical. .
assistance to save his life, was proper. At the same time we notified
the government of Iran. We wexe assured by the Prime Minister and the
Foreign Minister that our embassy would ke protected, and it was
protectad Zor several days, in spite of threats from outside.

Then peremptorily, after XKhomeini made an aggravating
speech to the crowds in. the street and withdrew protection f£rom the
embassy, it was attacked successfully. The embassy was protected by our
people for the length of time possible without help from the host
government. No embassy on earth is a fortress that can withstand
constant attacks by a mob unless a host government Comes to the rescue

of the pecple within the embassy.
But I took”the right decisicn. I have no regrets about

MORE
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it nor apologies to make bhecause it digd help to save a man's life and it
was compatible with the principles of cur country.

QUESTION: Mr. President, we appear o be in a rather
dangerous period of international tension and volatility, especially in
the Islamic world, and it comes at a time when we are about to embazk on
our quadrennial election campaign, with all that that will bring. Have
you given’ any thought to whether following examples of other national
emergencies it may be wise to tIy to mute the political fall-out
of this by trying to bring opponents in and outside of your party into
some kind of emergency coalition for this puzpose?

THE PRESIDENT: We have attempted to keep the political
leaders in our nation informed, both publicly and through other channels.
We have given f£requent briefings, for instance, on. the Hill, both to
the members of the Senate and to the House. We have encouraged all of
those wno have become announced candidates for president to restrain
their comments which might be misconstrued overseas and to have a
maximum degree of harmony among those who might be spokesmen for our
country.

I myself, in order to stay close to the scane hers where
constantly changing eveits could be handled by me as Pressident, have
eliminated the major portion of political oriented activities.

I don't think the identity of the Islamic world is a

" factor, We have the deepest respect and reverence for Islam and for

‘all those wno share the Moslem faith. I might say that so far as I
know, all of the Islamic nations have joined us in condemning the
activities and the actions of the governmment of Iran. So I den't think
religious divisions are a factor here at all. :

X - But Il will have to continue to restrict my own political
activities and call on those who night e opposing me in the future for
president to support my position as President and to provide unity for
our country and lor our nation in the eves of those who might be
looking for some si cf weakness or division in crder to perpetuate
their abuse of our hostages.

MORE
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. AUESTION: What can the U. S. do now, what can it do to
;revent futurs incidents of the natuze of Iran? How can you satisfy
the public d2mand to end such embarrassment?

THZ PRESIDENT: Well, this is an ungzrecedented and unic

occurrence. Down through history, we.have had times when some of our
seople were captured by terrorists or who were abused, and they have
obviolsly besn instances of international kidnamnpinc whizh occzurred

for the discomforture of a pecdle or a Gove*nment.

So far as I know, this is the first time that such an
activity has been encouraged by and suppor ted by the Gove?nrenb iecsels.
And, I don't anticipate this kirnd of thing recurring.

Ye have taken steps alrezady in view 0of the dis :*:bances
in the Middle East and the Persian Gulf regions to guard cur peopls
more closely, to provide them with a higher degree of security, and
to make arrangements with the host Government to provide asalshance
if it is needad in the fastest possible way.

Many other nations-have rcduced severely the number of
veople overseas. I think that one of the points that should be made
is that a yesar ago, we had 70,000 aAmericans in Iran. Seventy thousand.
Theres were literally thousands of people who were killed in &he Irania
Revolution, from .all nations.

. We were able to extract Americans from- Izan safely. It
was a superb demonstration of cooperaticn and good conduct -on the
part of the State Department and other Americah officials. So.,
there-will be disturbances in the future, but I think we are well
nrotected as we possibly can be without withdrawing into a shell from
protecting American interests in Rations gverseas.

My own experience, so f£ar, has been that the leadars of
Nations have recommitted themsalves to provide security for Zmbassies
of all countries. I think we have learned a lesson from this instance.
But’, because it is so unigue, in the high degree of irresponsibility,
of the Iranian Government leaders, I don't believe that we will see
another reoccurrence of it any time soon.

QUESTION: Mr. President, Former Secretary Xissinger has
riticized vour administration in handling the situation in Iran. He
has suggested and that it came about because, partly because of the
perceived weakness in American policy and that ycu have further
damaged America's image as a result.

How do you respond?

THE PRESIDENT: I would rather not :espond. There is no
reason for me to get into a public debate at this time wi
Secretary Kissinger about who is, or who is not *e:nons'b
events that tcok place in Iran. Obviously, what has occ

have been predicted.
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and, for 30 years, our country has had a relationship wit
a fairly stable Government there. The changes took place very ranidly
So far as I know, no-one on this earth predicted then.

and, I think it is not becvoming at this momen%t, and not
conducive to better American understanding to get involved in answerin
allegations that I or someone else zay have have been culpable and may
have caused a further aggravaticon of z

a2 very difficult sitwation.
, QUESTION: Mr. President, what role did the former Secrata
play in your decision to permiit the shah to enter the country?

THE PRESIDENT: None. I did not hear at all
former Secretary Kissinger, nor did he contact Secretary
time during the days when we were deciding that the shah should come i
the United States for medical care to save his life. In pravious week:
and months, since the shah was deposecd, Secretary Kissinger and many
others let it be known that they thought that we should provide a have:
for the shah. But Secretary Kissinger played no role in my decision %t
permit the shah to come in for medical treatment.

from the Secr
Vancs at any

MOPE
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QUESTION: Speaking oI the Shah, if he is well enough
to travel, would you like him to leave the country?

) THE PRESIDENT: That is a decision to be made by the
Shah, and by his medical advisors. %hen he decided to come to our
country, with my permissiun, I was informed then, and I have been
informed since, that as soon as his medical treatment was successfully
completed, that his intention was to leave. I have not encouraged
him to leave; he was free to come here for medical treatment, and he
will leave on his own volition.

QUESTION: Yes, I would like to follow up Mr. Schorr's:
question. The consequences of the crisis in Iran is drifting the
United States into almost a cold war with the Islamic countries.
Watching TV news for 25 days, americans soon will believe the
whole Moslem world is hating tnem. Moreover, they are not told that
the shiites are very minor minority among the population of the Islamic
world, because the majority is Sunni. Don't you think you get any
help from any Islamic countries, and what will your policy be toward
Islamic countries under these circumstances?

THE PRESIDENT: The premise of your question is completely
wrong. We are not approaching any sort of cold war with the Islamic
countries. So far as I ‘know, every Islamic country has condemned
Irén for its capture of our hostages, and has been very supportive.
This includes Moslem nations which, in the past, have
not been close friends of ours: Iraq, Libya, and others. So I
don't see this as a confronsation at all between our nation and
the Islamic world. It is certainly not part of the Islamic faith
to condone, as I said earlier, blackmail or the persecution or
harm of innocent people; or kidnapping or terrorism.

So I think that we have a very good relationship with
the pecople and the governments of the Islamic world, and I don't
think it has deterioratsd in this instance. In some ways we have
been drawn closer to these pecple, because they see what has
occurred in Iran as something cf a disgrace for their own.religious
faith, and they don't see this as typical of what Moslems believe.

I might add also, that this is not typical of the
Shiite faith either. It is the misguided actions of a few people
in Iran who are burning with hatzred and a desire for revenge,

. completely contrary to the teachings of the Moslem faith.

MORE
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- QUESTION: Mr. President, there is a feeling of hostility
throughout the country towards Iran, because of the hostages. Senator
Leng said that the taking of our embassy in Iran, in his werds, is an
act of war. There are rumors, since denied, that our Navy has been
called up for service. I ask vou, as our Commander in Chief: is war
possible, is war thinkable?

! THE PRESIDENT: It would be a mistake for the people of
our country to have aroused within them hatred toward anvone; not
against the people of Iran, and certainly not against Iranians who
may be in our country as our guests. We certainly do not want to be
guilty of the same viclation of human decency and basic human principles
that have proven so embarrassing to many of the Iranian citizens
themselves.

We obviously prefer to see our hostages protected and
released completely through peaceful means. .That is my deepest
commitment, and that will be my goal. The United States has other
options available to it which will be considered, depending upon the
circumstances. But I think it would not be well-advised for me ta
speak of those specifically tonight.

QUESTION:. Mr. President, we have had 55,000 Iranian
students in this country. We have been very good t¢ them, very
hospitable.. Even the new Finance Minister of Saudi Arabia
was a student who once demonstrated in Washington against law and
order, Shouldn't we be very careful in letting any of these students
cone in here? Shouldn't we screen them in the future, and make them
agree that they will not demonstrate?

. THE PRESIDENT: Well, it is very difficult for an Iranian
citizen or a student to get a visa at the American embassy in Iran at
this time. (Laughter.) And I think the influx of Iranians to our
country now would be minimal.

I am determined to enforce the lav in regard to Iranian
students. Some of them have violated the law:; they are now being
screened, they are being assessed in their commitment and the legality
of their presence here. We have already finished this procedure with
more than 22,000. About 17,000 have proven to be here completely legally
and are indeed full-time students. Among the other 5,000, about several
hundred have already departed. thers are now having to prove that,
contrary to the earliest evidence, they do indeed have a right toc be in
our country. If they are here illegally, they will be expelled.

There is one exception to that rule: 1if a citizen of Iran can prove that
if he or she returned to Iran that they would be executed or abused becau:
of their political beliefs, they can seek asylum here. AaAnd if that
asylum in ocur judgment is justifiesd, we will provide it for them.

But this procedure is going forward in accordance with American law,

in accordance with American fairness, in a2ccordance with the full
principles of the United States Constitution.

MORE
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- QUESTION G :¥Mx. President? .

-

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, sir?

e

3 QUESTION: Can this crisis go on indefinitely or ought

e the Ayatollah RKhomeini to understand that at'some point the American

- people may demand and other nations may expect that you move forward =c
resolve it by whatever means ycu £ind necessary?

)

AR

THE PRESIDENT: It would not be possible or even
advisable for me to set a deadline about when.or if I would take
certain action in the future. This is an ever-presant consideratiocn on
my mind. I am carrying out all of the duties that normally fall on a
President's shoulder, which are adeguate, but I never forget one moment
that I am awake about the hostages whose lives and whose safety depend
on me, and I am pursuing every possible avenue to have the hostages
released. ' ' .

L~ -

Wiy
({3

:f f.‘l

Any excessive threats or any excessive belief among the
Iranians that they will be severely damaged by military action as long
as these negotiations are procseding and as long as legalities can be
followed, might cause the dzath of the hostages which we ars committed
to avoid. So thatTis one of the questions that I cannot answer, to set
down a certain deadline beyond whnich we would take: extra action that
night result in the harm or the death of the hostages.

We are proceseding, I guarantee you, in every possible
- way,.evnry possible moment, to get the hostages freed and at the same
' time protect the honor and the integrity and the basic principles of
our country. That is-all I can do. But I am doing it to the best of
my ability and I believe we will be successful.

QUESTION: Mr. President, many Americans view the
Iranian situaticon as cone in a succession of events that proves that
this ccuntry's power is declining. How can you assure Americans tenight
that our power is not declining abroad and how are you reassessing

priorities for the eighties in terms of foreign policy?

THE PRESIDEMNT: The United States has neither the
ability nor the will to dominate the world, to interfere in the internsa
affairs of other nations, to impose our will on other pecple whom we
desire to be free, to make their own decisions. This is not parxt of
the commitment of the United States.
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Qur country is tHe strongest on earth. We are the
strongest militarily, politically, dconomically, and I think we are the
strongest morally and ethically. Ouxr country has made great strides,
aeven since I have been in office. I have tried to correct some of the
defects that did exist. We have strengthened the military alliances
of our country, for instance. NATO ncw has a new spirit, a new
confidence, a new cohesion, improving its military capabilities, much
more able to withstand any threat from the east, £rom the Soviet
Union or the Warsaw Pact, than it was before.

R e 2 4
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We have espousad again the principles that unike
Americans and make us admirsd zhroughout the world, raising the tannexr
of human richts. We are going to xeer i1t high. We have opened up.
avanues of communication, understanding, tracdsa with pecple that ¢
were our eremies or excluded us -- sevaral nations in Africa,
the vast people and the vast country of the Pecple's Republic of Chin
MORZ
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Page 12 -

In doing so we have not alienated any of our previous friends. I
think our country is strong.within itself. There. is not an embarrassment

"now about our government which did exist in a few instances in years

gone by. So I don't see at all that our couniry has becoma weak.
We are strong and we are getting stronger, not weaker.

But if anybody thinks that we cam dominate cther pacole
with our strength, military or poclitical strength or economic strength,
they are wrong. That is not the purpose of our country.

. Qur inner strength, our confidence in ourszelves, I thiak,
is completely adequate. I believe that the unity that the American
people have shown in this instance, their patience, is not at all a
sign of weakness. It is a sign of sure strength.

MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, serious charges have been
placed against the shah concerning the repression of his own pecple and
the misappropridtion of his nation's funds. 1Is there an appropriate
vehicle to invesitigate those charges and do you foreses a time when you
would direct your administration to assist in that investigation?

o ve L
-

LR

THE PRESIDENT: I don't kncw of any international forum
within which charges have ever been brought against a deposed leadar wno
has left his country. There have besn instances of changing goveznments
down through the centuries in history and I don't know of any instance
where such a leader who left his country after his government f£all has
been tried in an international court or in an international forwu=.

This is a matter that can be pursued. It should ke pursued under
international law, and if there is a claim against the shah's financial
holdings there is rothing to prevent other parties from going into the
courts in accordance with a law of a nation or intermationally and ssekir
a redress of grievances which they claim.

But as I said earlier, I don't think there is any forum
that will listen to the Iranians make any sort of claim, justified or
not, as long as they hold against their will and abuse the hostages in
complete contravention to every internaticnal law and every precept or
every commitment or principle of humankind.

- MR. JACKSON (AP):  Thank you, Mr. President.

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you very much.

‘END (AT 9:30 P.M. EST)
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VICE PRESIDENT MONDALZ: Over the past several weeks we
have been hearing a drumfire of propaganda out of Tehran, some of it
from people calling themselves students, some of it from the govermment-
controlled radio and television in Iran, and some of it from various
officials or people in authority. The message is very clear. It says
over and over that the world and the American people should ignore the
hostages, forget about the innocent seople bound hand and foot,
overlock the continued outrage to law and standards of human behavior.
We are told to forget all that and focus on the hatred of one man.

. We are not going to forget ané the American peopnle are not
going to get their priorities confused. How are our hostages being
treated? The facts are there for all to see, and the simple fact is
that 50 human beings are being held in inhuman conditions, contrary to
all civilized standards, in order to prove a pelitical point. They are
not permitted regular visitors. They are isolated and not allowed. to
speak excapt to their captors. As far as we know, the hostages have
not been allowed to receive mail or messages. There has never been a
systematic accounting of the numbers and welfare of the hostages.

The so-called "students” have not permitted any outside
ohservers even to see these people for 10 days. They are refusing to
let international organizations such as the Red Crcss into the compound.
They refuse visits by religious organizations. They refuse reprasentatives
of neutral states. Even prisoners of war are guaranteed certain
standards of human treatment. But these standards are being dragged in
the dirt every day by a group of kicnappers with the acguiescence of
the government.

We are hearing daily propaganda about the alleged crimes of
our pecple in Tehran, most of whom volunteared to serve their country
at a difficult and dangerous time. We ares not and will not respond to
that propaganda. I would note that one of those being held as a so-called
"spy” in Tehran is in fact a private American citizen who simply happened
to be visiting the Embassy on business at the time of the attack on
November 4. It was many days baiore we even learned, indirsctly, that
he was being held. That man, like the rest, has now been held for 31
days, tied up, denied contact with his family, denied exercise, denied
access even to the comfort of raligion.

: We hear a great deal abcu% the crizmes of the shah, but that
is not the issue. The issue which éisturbs the American people 1s that
50 of our fellow citizens are being 2bused in violation of international
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FOR -IMMEDIATE RELEASE

APRIL 7, 1380

Office of the White House Press Secretary

captive.

Ever since Iranian terrorists imprisoned American embassy personnel
in Tehran early in November, these 30 men and wecmen -- their safety,
their health and their futurs -- have been our cenitral concern. We
have made every effort to obtain their release on honorables, peace-
ful and humanitarian terms, but the Iranians have refused to relsase
them or to improve the conditions under which they are being held

The events of the last few days have revealed a new and significant
dimension of this matter. The militants controlling the embassy
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The United States is breaking diplomatic zelations

with Iran. The Secretary of State has informed the
Government of Iran that its embassy and consulates
in the United States are to be closed immediately.

The Iranian diplomatic andé consular personnel have

been declared persona non grata and must leave the

country by midnight tomorrow.

The Secretary of the Treasury will immediatzsly put
into effect official sanctions prohibiting exports
from the U.S. to Iran in accordance with the sanc-
tions approved by ten members of the United Nations
Security Council on January 13, in the resolution
which was vetoed by the Soviet Union. Although ship-
ment of food and medicine were not included in the
U.N. Security Council vote, it is expected that ex-~
ports of even these items to Iran will be minimal

or non-existent.

The Secretary of the Treasury will make a formal
inventory of the asse2ts of the Iranian Government
which were froczen by oy previous order, and of the
outstanding claims of American citizens and cor-
porations against the Covernment of Iran. This
accounting will aid in desicning a claims program
against Iran for the hostages, their families and
other U.S. claimants. /e are preparing legislaticn
to facilitzxte processing and paving these claims.

The Secretary of State and ¢

will invalidate all visas issu

zens for future entry into the
we o

z
ve will n

effective today.

e
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have stated they are willing to turn the hostages over the Govern-
ment of Iran, but the Government has refused to take custody of
them. This lays bare the full responsibility of the Ayatsllah

Khomeini and the Revolutionary Council for the continued illegal
and outrageous holding of the innocent hostages.
exrnment itself can no longer escape zesponsibility by hiding behind
the militants at the embassy.

The Iranian Gov=~

- : It must be made clear that the failure to release the hostages will
involve increasingly heavy costs to Iran and its interests.
.today ordered the following steps:

I have
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hesg 03 humanitarian reasons or whare the national inter-
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¢ The United States has acted with exceptional patience and restraint

in this crisis. We have susported Secretary General Walcdheim's

activities under the U.N. Security Council mandate to work for a
peaceful solution. We will continue to consult with our allies

and other friendly governments on the steps we are taking and on
additional measures which may be reguired.

I am commitied to resolving this crisis. I am committed to the
safe return of the hostages and the preservation of our national
honor. The hostages and their families and all of us in America
have lived with the reality and the anguish of their captivity
for f£ive months.

The steps I have ordersd tocay are those that are necessary now.
Other action may be necessaxy if these steps do not produce the
prompt release of the hostages.
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STATEMENT 3Y THEZ PRE
an
HOSTAGE RESCUE ATTEMPT

§ The Oval Office

(7:00 A.M. EST)

THE PRESIDENT: Late yesterday, I cancelled a carefully
planned operation which was underway in Iran to position cur rescue
team for later withdrawal of 2merican hostages who have been held
captive there since November 4th. '

Eguipment failure in the resclie nelicopters made it
necessary to end the mission. As our team was withdrawing, after
my order to do so, two cf our American aircraft collided on the

-ground following a refueling operation in a remote desert location

in Iran. Other information about this rescue mission will be made
available to the American peoole when it is appropriate to do so.

There was no fighting; there was no combat. But o
my dedp regret, eight of the crcwmen of the two airzeraft which
collided were killed, and several other 2mericans wére hurt in the

accident.

, Our people were immediately airlifted from Iran. Those
who were injured have gotten medical treatment and all of them are

expected to recover.

No knowledge of this operation by any Iranian officials
or authorities was evident to us until several hours after 31l
hmericans were withdrawn from Iran. )

that the overation

Our rescue -team knew, and I knew,
to be dancgercus. We

‘was certain to be difficult and it was certain
were all convinced that if and when the rescue operation had been
commenced that it had an excellent chance of success. They wa2re
all volunteers; they were all highly trainedé. I =2t with their

leaéers before they went on this coperation. They xnew than what
hepes of mine and of all Asericzns they carried with them.

To the fzamilies ogf:hcse who died and who were wounded,
I want to express the admiration I {eel Zor the courace of their
1oved ones and the sorrcw that I feel perscrnally for ithzir sacrifice.
The mission on which they were cmbarkad was a humanitarian
mizsion. It was not directed zgainmst Iran; it was not directad against
the people of Izan. It was not undertaken with ary feeling of
hostility tcward Iran or its pecple. It has causad no Irznian
casualties.
Planrning foxr this ra2scus effert began shortly aftar
our embassy was seized. 3ut, for a nurber of re2sons, I walted
entil now to out thcse rescue plans into effact. To b2 feasible,
this cemplex épe:ation nad to b2 the product of intensive plianning
"and intensive training and vcpoated rehzarszi.



Ty
g
L)

,':\,‘
- B e
R vt
s
e
g

E" = .
R

Bz

v
.

.

¥ 1A

(N

AR I L R I
byt .

[

AR

TP ITE
" [A
it s JIH

Wy T R Ty
e LM H

0y
b

NH PRI T] I ADy i 10 )

2
e

W7 A ™

FeRYT Yy s fmey,

T

-
3 )

RV
serd v

e
"'ﬂn g

Yo

by
Aot ot

AN e

A

bt e

Cevetiae

PV

However, & resolution of this c¢risis through negoziations
and with voluntary action on the part of the Iranian officials
1 rable.

was obviously then, has been anéd will be prefs

v
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This rescue attempt had te await my judgment th
Iranian authorities could not or would not resolve this crisi
their own initiative._ With the steady unraveling of authorit
Iran and the mounting dangers that wers posad to the safety o
hostages ., themselves and the growing realization that their ea
release was highly unlikely, I made a decision to commence th
rescue operations plans.

1y

®

-

This attempt became a necessity and a duty. The
readiness of our team to undertake the rescue made it completely
practicable. Accordingly, I made the decision to set our long
cevelcoped plans into operation. I orcdered this rescue mission 1
prepared in order to safeguard 2merican lives, to protect America's
national interest and to reduce the tensions in the world zhat
have been caused among many nations as this crisis has continued.

t was my decision to attempt the rescue operation. It was my
decision to cancel it when problems developed in the placesment of
our rescue team for a future rescue operation. The responsibility

is fully my own.

In the aftermath of the attempt, we continue to hold
the government of Iran responsible for the safety and for the
early release of the American hostagas wno have bzen held so long.

—

vy -
L

The United States remains determined to bring about
their safe release at the earliest date possible. As President,

I know that ocur entire nation feels the &eep gratitude I feel for
the brave men who were pregared to rescue their fellcw Americans
from captivity. BAnd, as President, I alsec know that the nation
shares not only my disappointment that the rescue effort could not
be mounted because of mechanical difficulties, but also my determinatio

z

to persevere and to bring all of our hostacges hcme to freedom.

- We have been dis%ppéinted before. We will not give
up in our efforts. Throughout zhis extraordinarily difficult
period, we have pursued and will continue to pursue every possible
avenue to secure the release of the hostages. In these efforts,
the support of the American gpeople and of our iriends throughout
the world has been a most crucial element. That support of other
nations is even more important now. We will seek to continue, along
with other rnations and with the officials of Iran, a zrompt
resolution of the crisis without any loss of life and through

peaceful and diplomatic means..

Thank yvou very much.
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MIDDLE EAST

Reagan

-It is questionable whether under Reagan the Camp David
accords would have’ happened, or whether they would have
much of a future.

"...I would not like tosee...the United States try
to impose a settlement on the Middle East problems.
I think we should stand ready to help wherever we can
be of help, and whenever, in both the factions there,
in arriving at a peaceful settlement -- but we should
‘not, as the great power, go in and attempt to dictate
or impose the settlements.”

Clifford Evans Interview
.- RKO General Broadcasting
<JApril 10, 1980

In a related incident, Reagan denied that he had promised
Egyptian Ambassador Ashraf Ghorbal that, if elected, he
would seek a "comprehensive peace settlement” as Ambassador
Ghobal claimed. (Washington Star, June 18, 1980)

Bush
"The Palestinian question is best resolved by prcogress

in that area without the U.S. dictating or indicating
what it needs to be. The U.S. should keep close relations
with Jordan. It is in our interests to do so. We should
improve relations with the moderate Arab countries,

while keeping a commitment to Israel, because my percep-
tion is that the Arab countries in the Gulf area are
much more concerned about our lack of commitment and

our lack of credibility in foreign policy averall...They
are much more concerned about that than the Begin-Sadat
accords, which they don't support. To be honest with
you, I was as skeptical as the devil as to whether Carter
could get anything out of the Begin-Sadat thing in the
first place. I saw that happen, so I'm not about to

say this thing has totally broken down. The U.S. has

a role as a catalyst..."

New York, NY, Village Voice
December 17, 1979
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Bush

"I believe in keeping our commitments with Israel.
I would argue with Carter about pulling back from those
commitments.

-"We can't be in the position of trading off the security

Bush

of an ally in the hopes of economic advantage during
our energy crisis.

"We don't need troops in the Middle East but we need
to inject naval power and we need to restore the Naval
budget which Carter cut.”

Elgin, IL, Daily Courier News
December 2, 1979

"We must not appear to trade off a commitment to an
ally for economic gain, er, in this instance the price
of 0il. The appearance of that transcends Middle East
politics and gets into my whole argument with Carter
foreign policy; that we don't keep commitments. We
are pulling back. We are vacillating.

ABC Issues and Answers
October 21, 1979
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I know it will come as no surprise to you that I have cha
? . : .

to. speam to you tonlgh about the State of Isréel, its importa
to our own natlon and’ world peace.. -

But in a sense when I speak of Isfael, I speék’as wail of
other-concérns oflé‘nai B'rith and of ths enéire jewisb coﬁmun

in the United States. Israel is not on ly a.nation--it is a

' symbol. During my campaign I have spoken of the values of fam

ﬁork, heighborhood, peace and fresedom. I'made.a commiéméné'to
to it that those values would bz at thz heart of policy-making
a Reagan Administration.' Israel symbolizes those valuss. Wha
Israel if not the creation of families, working together to bu
a piaée to live and work and prosDszar in peace and freedom?

th
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In defending Israel’s right to exist, we defend
values upon which our nation is builk.
. The long agony of Jews in the Sovizt Unicn is, of coucse,

never far from our ninds and hearts. All thessz suffering p=oc

aslk is that their families get ths chance to work whare thowy
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Reagan Administration.

- But, I mast tell you: this:
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‘No policy, no matter how heartfelt, no m
rooted in the humanitarian vision w2 share, can succeed if the .

Unl;&d States of Ame ica continues its descant into econocmic

impotence and despair.-

Ne’the* the surv1va7 ©f Israel nor the ability of the Unite

7]

States to bring pressure to bear on the situation of dissidents .

against tyranny can becone realistic policy choices if ouf

Amerlcan economy continues to dete iorate under the Carter

policies- of high;unemployment, taxes and inflation.
The rhetoric. of compassicn and concern becomes'just'that;

mere words, if not supported by the vision-—and rszality~-of

economic growth. - The present Administration does not seem to

e
o

realize this. It seems to belisve that the richt kind of wor
are chosen and repeated often enough, all ll E2 well.  Can tho:
who share our humanitarian concerns ignors the connection betwese;

economic policy, national strength znd the ability o do -the wor

o

of friendship and justice and pesacge in our own nz2tion and world>

‘The theme of thlS conv entioq, "A .Covenant with Tomorrow,”
speaks directly to the questiorn cf Zmarican irnterests and the

well-being of Israel. There 1is nd® covenant with the future whics

1s not firmly. rooeed in our cove



rebirth of the State OE‘Israei,,therefhas bzen an iron-clad bond

between that democracy and this one.

r
,,_‘,
<

That bond is a moral .imperative. But the history of L

v

relations between states demonstretes that while morality is ros

r

frequently given as a motive for actions, the tru= and

motive is selfflnterest..'Well, the touchstons of our relationsh

w1th Isreel is that a- secure, strong Israel 1s in America's

self- 1nterest. Israel is _a major_strategic asset to Amer 5
__-———'—" -~ - 13— -
| ‘\‘-~§_ ____—;’///Lc _
Israel. is not a cllent, but a very reliable friend, which i

not something that can always be said of the United tates today

under the Carter Administration.
' . < : . . . L .
While we have since 1948 clung to the argument of a moral

1moe*aelve to exnlaln our connlt ent_ ta Israel no Adml1lst?at1m:

_has ever deluded luSElf that Israe_ was not of rmanent T
P A strateg.

imoortante to America. Untll, that is, the Carter Administrasi..
= lSCTratio:

whicin has violated,this covenant with the past. Can we now have

confidence it will honor a covenant with tomorrow?

-

The interests of all the world are served by peace and

East

stability in the Nldd-e East. To we2ken Israel is to destanili-
sctapiliz

the 1iddle East and risk the pesace ©of the world, for the road to

v

world peace runs through the Middle Zast.

How do we travel that road?
We cannot positively influenc2 zvents at the perimzters of
our power 1if power—-—including econdmic power—-—-at the center is

diminiched.



S ‘The. conduct of thlS nat101 's. ‘o* 2ign policy in the last fou

years has beon marked by 1ncon315teﬁcv and incompatence.:

. - We must have a principled, consistent foreign policy which

our people can support, our friends understand, and our
adversaries'respect- Our‘policies must be baée‘ upon cioge
consultation with our aliies.

We reguire the defenéive capabilitg necessary\to ensure tha
cfedibility of our'fé%eign policy, and the security ofA;urvallles
and.oufselves. There can be no security for one without He
‘other. . ;; e |

Today, under Jlmmy Carter, our darfensiv

Ko
)]

capability has beer

SO seriously erodgd as to constitute not a deterren: but a

H
1]

(S _Eempﬁation.'

This is not 2 campaign issue, it is a métﬁer‘bf.graée
naticnal concern;ﬁindeed-so grave thzt the Presicant considérs it
a liability to his pergbnal~p6litical fortunes. . He has tried to
give the appearance of fesponding to it. But the nalf—heérte5 
leasures he proposes areAciearly inadaguats to the task. - ) -f

' ife must restore fhe Viﬁal margin insafety.wﬁich this |
Administrat ién has allowed to erods, maintaining a défense
capability our adversaries will visw as cradible and that ocur
allies can rely upon.

As an ally of the United States, Israzsl mus- have the means
to remain strong and secure. Over the vears, ths United States

has provided economic and defense 2ssistance, and a Reagan

Administration will maintain this tra2ditional cormitment.
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~In 1976, andldate Jlmny Carter Eame bEfofE-this~convengion;
and said: "I have called for closer ties with our traditional.
'él;ies, and strongér ties with the State of Isxazel. I havas
stressed " he said, ."the necessity for a strong ds fensz-—bougn aQ
muscular, and adequate to'maintaig frzsdom under any cbncéivablé.
circumstances.” | - .

One wonders, did the candidate listen to his own call Toda
we haQe fewer real allieémana,‘ambng thos=, we.s§eak with-. |
diminishéé éuthority-. bﬁ: relations with Israel are mérkedzgy;;
doubt and distrust.,‘Israel‘ﬁgéay is in g;ave danger, énd“so.is
fréedom-itself... .  '. . |

In 1976, Jlmﬁy Carter declared that he aulu seek. wha;.he
called a "comprehensive settlement"'ia the ﬁlddle East. What this
migh;_mean<for Is;ael,and how this might bes achievad were . ‘
queétions neither'asked nor answered.’

The compréhensive agreenment which Mr. Carter sought fQQuiréd:
first, a reconvening of ;he Geﬁeva Confer erce."Israel was
:fgggﬁzgi,tofehis_ﬁtep. Her adversarizs agreed'conditionallf. :

But, the conditions were that the Palastine Libsration

T
(¥

Or S niza

l\J

ion be represented and that Isra=l effectively agree in .
d

advance of negotiation to withdraw to the pre-1867 bor
g E

were in fact armistice lines resulting from the Ffirst effort o
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destroy the State of Israel. Isr

conditions and was promptly accused cI intransigance. Can we

believe that Mr. Carter is not stilll in favor of dealing with the

——— e e
. —. . ————

P.L.0. and desirous of forcwng the tersms ¢
—
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Mr. Carter invited the Soviei‘:dion to join him in his effor
to force Israel to accept the mgokz—v of negotiations in Gensva.
Before that, it had required a maic- effort to kzep the Soviets

p — —

. In October, 1877, Hr.

out of the, Middle East peace procas

{n

He
3
Iy

9]

Carter ted them back in fresa rarge, and they graciously

accepted. The Cartgr.Administra:i::p:esentea as & major

achievem ment the conclusion of a jsint quiet—Americh accord whnic!

would have given the Russians a stzznglshold on nsgot atlons, as

well as. a convenient calling caré Z=r inserting tbzmselves more

deeply into the Middle Eaét;i“

This snrlously dlsturbed PresiZsnt Sadzt. " The P

H

esident of
» - .

Bgypt aid not_share Mr-'Carter's 2

")
)

raciation of the Soviets, and

he came to the coriclusion which ciZ2r world leaders, inclﬁdihg Mr.

Brezhnav, have now reached:  Hr. Cz-ter is incapable of

-distinguishing between his own skzIz-term political interests, an¢

the naticn’s.long—term foreign psiify interests. 'H;. Cérter

professed not to understand what =1 the fuss was‘abéu:;
The result was that the Un izzZ States Government, for .t}'ie

first time in the history of the ==2irth of ISfaElr.fbund‘itselé

on the OLLSlde loo ing in. Pres z2Ii Sadat made his courageous

Ll - & s - . . o
trip to JeLLsglam at the invitailzZ Of Prima Minister Begin, and :
bilateral peace process began. »-=5uL, let me re-emphasize, the

articipation of Mr. Carter. Th2 2iCX forsign policy success

G . e o e, e e e e

0
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Carter had hoped to achlev2 Z.T220 1nstead intoe another majo:

rh

oreign policy blunder-

- ¥IEEI -
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Wwhat we do. or fail to do in-the Hiddle East is of vital

impor&ance not only to the peonles of the region, but also to th

(D

security of our bountry, our A lantic and Pacific allﬁus, Africa

China, and the Asian subcontinent.

[
(D

Because of the weak and confused dership of Jimmy Carter

11

'J

'l

we are approaching a flashpoint in &: tragic process, with

Soviet power novw deployved in a mannsr which directl threat
= Y reacens

Iran, -the Persian Gulf~and‘Arabian Sza; with Sovien forcea and

- L
.

proxy forces building up agaln in the *eglon- w;_h Sov1e; fleets

and air bases emplaced a‘org:the sez Wanes on which we and our

Allies and the entire free world dspand.
-In splte of Fhis I am confldent tha; if we act w1;h V’go

vision and practlcal good sense ,Vwe can noace;ul v blunu thvs

Sov1e; thrust. We can rely upor es:onswole Arab leade&s in tlm;

h————‘——-

to le=rn what Anwar Sadat learned, which is that no people can
— _

-~ -

long.endure the cost of_Soviet‘patroaage.

How we deal with Israel and her neighéors in this périod wi
aétermine whéther we rebuild the peacé process or wﬁether we
continue to.drift. .But let it be clzar that the éornerstone'of
ouf‘effort and of our interest is a secure Israel; and our mutua
objective is peace.

"nile'we'can heip the nations ©0f that area move toward peac
we should not try to force a settlemznt upon thenm.

Our dlplOWgcy_ﬁgiz’b“ S°Q§{E;;‘\:i“}§?_}?gft%.'te concerns

211 in the area. Before a negotiated peacs can ever hopz to

ceremm T e

e e
—

- NORE



P command the loyalty . cf the whole giovf it must be accenktable
Israelis and Arabs alike.

Most.important, yé must rebu:id our lost reputation for
trustworthiness. ~We must again bzcomz a naﬁion that can be‘ré
upon to live up to its commitments. .

In 1976, Candlda;e Ji nny Cartex said: "I a2m éoncerﬁea Qi
the way in which ouxr couugry, as well as the Soviet énion, Bri:

and .France have poured arms into certain Arab countries——Five «¢

six times more’than Israel receives.”

. Bqt it wés Mr. Carter who agre=d to sell sixty Efls;figh;é
to Saudi Arabia. ' To get the Congress to go along,‘he'a;sured
. these aircraft would not have ce-__-n‘off nsive Capabll7tles.
'fﬁi. Now,_ghe Secretary of Defense Lellb us he cannot say*whether ;n
commitment to Congress w1ll be honorad. |
It was Ir. Carter who agreea to sell one hunéfed m;in bak=t
tanks to Jordan. ' B - . | B
It was Mr; Cértef who agresd to pro&ide U.s. licenséd turﬁ
. engines for Iragi wazshipsl |
Meanwhile, Iéiagl is bei § :c a51n~1y 1soWa;ed by
internatioﬁal errorlsn and by u.%. resolutions designed ﬁoﬁ
undernine Israel’s pOSlthB in the world while Carter stands by
and wat;hes.‘ |
I was appalled to see the Cartzr idministration abstain fr
voting on, rather than veto, the R2s32lution passzd by the Unite
Nations Security Council two weak

Democratic Platforin promises of 1975

Q
v
{

Yat Resolukbion not only undermines £Togress toward peoace by

r



7 utting the Unleed Nations on record against Israel and on one

¥
'd

h

he sensitive issve of the status of Jerusalem; it also .
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side of t
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presumes to order other. n=tlons——l“cl~ in

their.embassies from Jerusalem. -
£ N .

I believe this sorry episode sh

on in March this year On March 1s%t, the

falled to veto a mischievous U.N. resolution conds n\ng Israel s

presence in Jeeusal m, callvng it an "occupation.” That was the
position of the Carter Administration on Saturday- 'Twe'days

later, on a Monday, reacting to the public outcry, Jimmy Carter .

put the blame for, this outrage on his Secretary of State and

,_l'
3

i reversed the position of the Administration.
) "The man who asks "trust me,” zigzags and flip-flops in ever

more rapid gyrations, trying to court favor with everyome:

Isrz2el, the P.L.0O., the voting bloc in the United Wations and>the

voters at home. On March lst, it tock the Carter Administration’

three days to switch positions. On Apgust 20th, it took oniy
three minutes. Secretary of State HMuskise condem; ed the'U.N-

Resolution on Jerusalem-in a long speach that- was for the vetefs

in this country. HMinutes later, hz abstained instead of vetoing

the U.N. Resolution. That was for

the

+]
o]
e
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n
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"what 'we say. How S0 we build

rher side on such a basicgs



' - . 8 .
.skill in helping them to shape a pe=ca2. ’ - -

e - -

Before we can act with authority abroad, we have to
demonstrate our ability to make domestic policy without asking

permission of other ,governments. ' , .
Mr. Carter sent an emissary to Sawdi Arabia to ask for
7 ) ’
permission to store petroleum hers in our own country--a stratag:

reserve vital to our national security and long damanded by

Congress. - The Saudils, predictably, said no. Mr. Carter halted
. L ’ . . ) . K ‘
the stockpiling. =~ -~ : S

' Can we bave relations with our friends in the Arab world if

those relations are built on contemp: for us? '
Clear away -the debris of the past four years, and the

following issues remain to test the good faith of the Arab hatio}

and of Israel, and to ch;llenge our rztional will and diplomatic

- -

There is the unresolveq question of territorial rights
resulting from the 1967 war.

There is the status of Jerusaler which is part of the first
question. BT )

There 1is the matter of refuge=ss.

There is the matter of the P.L.C., which I consider distinc!
from the matter of the refugees.
ting aside Jerusalem for the

The question of territory, pu

momant, must still be decided 1n accozdance with 3Security Counci

1]
M)

“

Resolutions 242 and 3238. We will toleratz no effort :o supers

those Resolutions. We must welgh thz future utility of the Camp

O

David zccords against that positi

B —



‘There are basic ambig it ies in the documsnts Camp David

: X o m— -
produced, both in the r‘k T@eEn the Israeli-Egvptian peace, .

and in the provisiocns for an autonomous ragims in the West Bank
re . b

nd the Gaza Strip. ' These ambiguities havz now brought

4]

negbti ations to a dangerous 1mo=sse. o _— I -
Let us remember that an autonomous Pal estinian Arab regime
for the West Bank and the Gaza étrip was an Israeli proédsal——af‘
ﬁajqr concession. on Iérael'é part in tné‘iﬁterest of prcgrésé fj
to#aré peace. R ;”4 T : : f’fﬁf L
Negotiatidns between Iérael and Jordan could resul in ;oﬁgu

and creative steps toward'resolving these problems. _Israel and

= ° -

1)

nvi

0]

Jordan are the two‘Palestinian states ioned and auuboklzed b

the United Nations.’ Jordan is now recognized ‘as sove;elgw in som

. . L . » >
80 percant of the 'old terrltory of Palestine Israel and Jordan
are the parties prim rily authorized to settle the Future Of the
unallocatad territories, in accorda 1ce with the principles of the

riandate and the provisions of Resolutions 242 and 338.

Thus, the autonomy plan called for in the Camp David

. Agreements must be interpreted in accordanca with the two Securit

Council Resolutions, which remain the decisive angd authoritativéﬁ

rules governing the situation. The Camp David Agresments cannok

and 'should not lead to fundamental changss in the security

nosition, or to the withdrawals of Israsz

'J

and other neighbors make peace.
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Jerusalem has been a source of man's spirit
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since King David founded. it. Its centrality to Jewish life is

r

kndwn to all. .
Now it exists as a'shared.;rust. The holy placeétoﬁ 211
faithé are_protecteﬁ and open to.all. Hora than this, each is
under‘the care and control of.rep:esentétives of the fesgeétive
faiths. Unlike the days priér to 13567, Jerusalem is now and wil.
continue tb be one city; undivided, withhcoﬁtinuing fréé.éécesé
for a2ll. That is why I dlsagree wi;n the cynical actioné.of thé'

Carte Adﬁlnlstr’t101 in pledg*ng to preserve the sbatus oF
Jerusalem Ln its R@rty platform and its undercuttirg Israel and
Jerusalem by abstaining on a key.U.N- vote. Vi'Eel' eve the problc
of JerusaleﬁJcan bé solved by men oI gocd wxll as part of a

permanént settlement. The ilmmediate problem is :o make it easie;

for men of good will to come to the psacz2 table.

Prasident Carter refuses to brand the P.L.0. as a terrorist

o

organization. , : S

\ ; . . . .
\\ ' I have no hesitation in doing so. : -

-

We live in a world in which any bd2né of thugs

0

lever enough
to get the word "liberation™ into its nznme can thareupon murdar

school children and have 1ts deeds considered glamorous and

gloriocus. Terrorists are not guarzillias, or comnzndos, or
fresdom-fighters or anything els a2y arte terrorists and they

should be identified as such. If othsrs wish to dzal with them.
- * s r
establizh diplometic relations witn them, let it be on their

neads. And let them bz willing to P2y the price of appeasement.
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The P.L.0. 1s said to represent ths Pa l tinian refugses. .1
represants no one but the leaders who established it as a msans ¢

- « . -

organizing aggress ign against Israel. 7The P.L.O. 1s kep: under .
ulghu control in every state in the area except Lebanon, which it

has effectively destroyed. As for thoses it purports te represent
.m’_\ - N . R . )

when any Palestinian breathes a word about peace to Tsrael, he

12
n

an immediate target for assassination. The P.L.0. has murdered
more Palestinians than it has Israelis.’ : 3 SRR

—
=

This.nation,madé an dgreement with Israel in 1975 concerninc
its.relatiohs with théfP,L-Q.'. “. . | )

This Adminiégration h#é viplated that agreement.

We:afe.concé;ned hét only_with‘whether.ihe P.L;O."renaﬁnces
its charter.cailiﬁg fﬁr'the deéttucéioﬁﬂéfwisréel, we‘are»eqﬁally
concerned with'whéthef.it is truly representati#e cf the
Palestinian people. If we can b= satisfisd on both'cbﬁnﬁs; then
we will not be deal;ﬁq Wluh the P.L.0. as we know it, but a qui.
different organlzation, one ;ruly representative.of those Afab

Palestinians dedicated to peace ané not to the establishment of :
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Israel to preserve peace and to pactlcipate with us in the



~ concerns, for they>enccmpass all that we strive for. They are a

uobulelng of the Sta;e on the ba31s of full and equal cigizenshiz

anéd due represerta ion in gll 1ts p*o risional and Dermanenkt .

institutions."

O

Tragically, thig appeal was rej ted. People left their lanc
and theilr homes confident Israel would b2 destroyed in a matter of
days and they could return. Israel was not destroved and the

e;ugee problen is w1*h us today.

One solutlon to thls rnrugee pxoblem could be assznllablon 1”

uordan, de51gnatad by tho U.N. as t.- arab Pales ini lan state.'w'i
In the final analyszs, this or soms other solution must be
found as part of a peace settlement. Th2 Psalms speaX to our
vision of our ideals, of the goal to which we strive with . . .
constancy, dedication and faith. Thney embrace our hopes for a

just, lasting peacé,in the Middle Zast and our hoces that the

works of justice and mercy be done at homa:

Hay'there be no bresach in thsz walls,
" no exile, no outcry in our streeﬁs-
Happy the people for wh om things are thus:;
It is given to us ko see' t at this vision is nsver lost, its

never forgotten, that the work of pzace and Justice and

2]
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goeas on, inspired by our valuss, guidsd by our faith and

i
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made permanent by our commitment.
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Harris joined the Community Services
Administration in 1977 as Special Assist-’

ant to the Director and assumned his
current position in August 1977,

-«

Federal Mine Safety and
Health Review Commission

Nomination of Dennis Dals Clark To Bea
Member. September4, 1980

i

The President today announced that
he will nominate Dennis Dale Clark, of
Greenbelt, Md,, to be a member of the
Federal Mine Safety and Health Review
Commission. He would replace Jerome R.
Waldie, who has resigned, and he will be:
nominated for an additional term expir-
ing in 1988. Clark has been General
Counsel of this Commission since 1979.

He was born December 31, 1944, in
Detroit, Mich. He received a B.A. from
Ohio Wesleyan University in 19567 and a
J.D. from University of Michigan Law
School in 1970. -

From 1870 to 1976, Clark was an as-
sociate attorney with the Washington firm
of Bredhod, Cushman, Gottesman &
Cohen. From 1976 to 1977, he was asso-
ciate attorney with the Washington firm
of Lichtman, Abeles, Anker & Nagle.
From 1977 to 1979, he was Deputy As-
sociate Solicitor with the Fair Labor
Standards Division of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Labor.

e R TR S o
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B’nai B’rith International

Remerks at the Closing Banguet of the
Biennial Convention. September 4, 1980
President Spitzer, President Day, Ambas-

sador Evron, Senator Carl Levin, Secre-

1634

Adminisiration of Jimmy Carter, 1920

- tary. Klutznick, Secretary Goldschmidt,
members and fricnds of B'nei B'rith Inter-
national, ladies end gentlemen:

My wife made me promise that at the
beginning of my speech I would recognize
the presence of Mr. Shalom Doron, Doron
who'’s the chairman of the board of the

-B’nai B'rith Women Children’s Home in
Israel, one of the finest places that I have
ever known about, where Rosalynn was
privileged to visit when we were in Jeru-
salem last year. = '

This is a home, as you women certainly
know, for children who are severaly emo-
tionally disturbed. They have a remark-
able 70-percent recovery rate among those
children. They give no drugs, and as Mr.
Doron says, the therapy is love. My wife is
one of the experts on mental health, says
it’s one of the most successful programs
and scheols that she has ever seen in her
life, and you’re to be congratulated for it.

I come before you at a special time in
our Nation’s history, a dynamic period of
controlled turmoil known as election time.
[Laughter] It's a time when good friends
can find themselves in rota] disagreement.
It’s a time when parens are very likely to
find themselves at odds with their own
sons and daughters. It's a time when lib-
erals ask the cardidates if they’ll do
enough and conservatives ask the candi-
dates not to do too much. It’s a time
when mere discussions become sharp de-
bates and when dsbates turn into heated
arguments. I understand it’s a lot like hir-
ing a new rabbi for the synagogue.
[Laughter] ‘

Speaking of elections, I'm told that Jack
Spitzer was a shoo-in for reelection as your
president this vezz. I find that a good
omen as I appear befere you. [Laughter]

Well, I'm deligated to be back with
you again. I remember distinctly the ex-
citement of my attendance at your ban-
quet in 1976. And I'm delighted to be
here, because, weii, I think vou know
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Administration of Jimmy Carter, 1930

why. The B’nai B'rith and the Demo-
cratic Party have stood together for pro-
gressive causes for almost 50 years—from
social security to strong trade unions,
from civil rights at home to human rights
abroad. We've made progress because
we've worked together, and we've worked
together because we've had shared goals,
shared ideals, shared commitments.
People sometimes say that the old
Democratic coalition no longer exists. But
I say that all those who care about eco-
nomic justice and personal dignity and
civil liberties and pluralism have a living
record of achievement that keeps that
coalition alive. If anyone doubts that it’s
alive today, let them look tonight at the
people and the ideals and the achieve-
ments of B’nai B’rith International. The
whole world looks to you with admiration
and with appreciation. ,
Like you, I believe both in progress and
also in the preservation of tradition.
Progress is the very essence of the Ameri-
can dream, the conviction that eath gen-
eration through hard work can give its
children a better life than we ourselves
enjoy. But we do not want reckless
change. We value political traditions, we
value our culitural diversity, and we treas-
ure them as guideposts for the future.
This will be a decade of change, per-
haps even more rapid change, perhaps
even more disturbing change than we ex-
perienced in the 1970s. But it’s also a
decade of challenge; it’s a decade of
hope. Our country is on the right road to
the right futurs, and we will stay the
course. The clection is not about the past.
I’ve called it a choice betwesn two fu-
tures, and I believe that Americans want
a future of justice for our society, strength
and security for our Nation. And I be-
lieve that Anericans ‘want a future of
peace for the entire world. We're on the
richt road in building a just society.

We're not a perfect nation but we're mak-
ing good progress.

B’nai B'rith has always recognized the
universality of that effort for justice and.
for basic civil or human rights. That's
why you seek ratification of the equal
rights amendment, and 0 do I. Our Na-
tion is more than 200 vears oid, and it’s
time for the rights of all Americans,
women and men, to be fuaranteed in the

- Constitution of the Unizad S:ates.

You want to preserve the separation of
church and state, a policy that’s served us
so well for 200 years, aad so-do I. And
you want a competent and an independ-
ent judiciary, and so do L. I want Ameri-
ca to stay on the road that we've set for
ourself in the past and which we insist
upon following in the future. We're on
the rightroad to the right furure in bring-
ing peace to the Middie East, and we’ll
stay the course, no mattar how difficult it
might be, in our commiment to justice.
and peace and to the :ecurity and the
well-being of Israel.

I hope that when ths history books are
written about my own administration,
that one of the paragraphs there will be
that President Jimmy Carter, represent-
ing the United States, helped the leaders
and the people of Israel and Egvpt to find
a permanent peace. This is most impor-
tant for us. Ever since President Truman
recognized Israel’s indep2ndence the very
day it was proclaimed iz Israel, our two
nations have had a speeial relationship
based on a common heritage and a com-
mon commitment to ethical and Demo-
cratic values. It’s in the sirategic and the
moral interest of the United States of
America to have peace in the Mideast
and a secure and a peacsiul Israel It's in
our interest as well as those of the people
of Israel.

Wc've not been completely successful
yet, but our course in the Middle East has

1633
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brought the first real peace that that re-
gion has known in the 32 years of Israel’s
existence. There is no turning back. The
brave vision of Prime Minister Begin and
President Anwar Sadat has been vindi-
cated. The proof is in the almost unbe-
lievable present circumstance, for Ambas-
sadors are exchanged between nations, in
meetings between the leaders of those
nations in Cairo, Tel Aviv, Jerusalem,
and also in Alexandria, in airline flights
between the two countries on a routine
basis, and even the fact that now Israeli
visitors or tourists can buy the Jerusalem
Post at newsstands in Cairo. :

Normalization has begun. It can and
it must proceed further. When I went to
Jerusalem and to Cairo and to Alex-
andria, the excitement of the hundreds
of thousands of people on the streets were
the most vivid testimony to me of the
hunger in the hearts and minds of the
people of these two great nations for a
lasting peace and for justice. -

The United States of America3is a full
partner with Israel and Egypt in the task
of extending that peace—extending a
genuine peace between Israel and all her
neighbors. And I'm also convinced-that-
the people of Jordan'and Syria and
Lebanon and the other nations-in the
Middle East who are Arab want peace as
deeply as do the people of Israel and of
Egypt. Soms leaders have not yet been
convinced, but I’'m convinced that the
people there want peace.

Together we're engaged in the only ne-
gotiation that has ever addressed both

-Israel’s security and the political status of

the West Bank and Gaza at the same time
on the same agenda. And I'd like to re-
mind you that this was an agenda set by
the leaders of the two nations—Israel
and Egypt—even before we began the
three-way talks that led to Camp David
accords and the peace treaty itself. Prime
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Minister Begin has 2ssured me that he
wants this from the bottom of his heart.

The road will not b easy. I cannot as-
sure you that our country will always
agree with every position taken by the
Government of Israel. But whatever dif-
ferences arise, they will never affect our
commitment to a secure Israel. There will
be no so-called reassessment of support
for Israel in a Carter a2dministration.

As Ambassador Evroa pointed out to
you, when he spoke recently, we have
never threatened to slow down or cut off
aid to Israel, and I can assure you that we
never will. I know from experience and
from long and extended negotiations and
discussion with the leaders of those two
countries that without sacurity for Israel
there can be no peace. President Sadat
understands this just as clearly, as do I,
or as Prime Minister Begin understands
it. That’s why we moved so quickly in the
first few months of my own Presidency to
enact a strong antiboycott law.

" Such a law, as vou know, has been
blocked under the Regublicans by the
Secretaries of State and Treasury. They
were afraid it would hurt cur relation-
ships, diplomatic and trade relationships
with the Arab world. I thought about this.
But I decided to go ahead despite these
risks, because I knew it was the rizht thing
to do. Now foreigners no longer tell Amer-
ican business leaders where they can do
business and with whorz. And Secretary
Phil Klutznick, the Secretary of Com-
merce, is making sure thzr we're zoing to
keep it that way.

The United States Government and
myself personally are committed 1o United
Nations Resolution 242, and we will op-
pose any attempt to changz it. The United
States Government and I persorally op-
posc an independent Pzlestinian state,
and unless and until they recognize Is-
rael’s right to exist and accept Resolution
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42 as a basis for peace, we will neither
recognize nor negotiate with the PLO. As
I have repeatedly stated, it is long past
time for an end to terrorism.

Also I know, and have known since my
early childhood, the importance of Jeru-
salem in Jewish history. From the''time
King David first united the nation of Is-
rael and proclaimed the ancient city of
Jerusalem its capital, the Jewish people
have drawn inspiration from Jerusalem.
I sensed that special feeling myself last
year when I stood as President of the
United States before the Knesset in Jeru-
salem. I was there searching for peace in
the city of peace. My prayers were an-
swered in the Egyptian-Israeli peace
treaty. :

We're still pursuing with Israel and
Egypt the larger peace that all of us seek.
In such a peace, Jerusalem should remain
forever undivided, with free access to the
holy places, and we will make certain that
the future of Jerusalem can only be de-
termined through agreement with the
full concurrence of Israel.

It's important for me to point out to
you—because we share an intense inter-
est in this subject—that President Sadat
understands perfectly that my positions
have been, are now, and will be those that
I have just described to you.

I believe in keeping Israel strong, and
I'm proud that in the 32 years of Israel’s
existence, one half the total economic
and military aid has been delivered to that
great democracy during the brief time
that I have been President of the United
States. I don't look on this as being kind
to Israel, nor as a handout; I look upon
it as President of our country as an in-
vestment in the security of America.

Ultimately, as all of you know, there is
no other path to peace in the Middle East
except through negotiation, and those ne-
gotiations are difficult, tedious, some-

times contentious. Sometimes there is a
delay in progress that causes us all to ke
frustrated, sometimes z2lmost discouraged.
No one who cherishes the goal of peace
can allow that course to founder. This is

the policy that I will always foliow. There

will not be one policy forelection year and
another policy after the election. Exactly
the same policy that lad to the Camp
David accords and to the peace treaty
between Israel and Egvpt and an unin-
terrupted supply of milizary and economic
aid to Israel will condnue as long as I
am President of the United States.

I shared a common problem with Prime
Minister Begin and with President Sadat.
As was the case with them, my personal
involvement in the Camp David process
carried high political risks. No politician
likes to have a highly publicized effort for
a great achievement and fail. There was
certainly no guaranzee of success. The dif-
ferences scemed almos: insurmountable.
Neither was there any guarantee of suc-
cess in Jerusalem or Cairo when I went
there to remove the obstacles to o peace
treaty. I have been personally involved in
the peace process because in conscience
there is really no choice for me. We simply
must continue to move way from war and
stalemnatc to- peace and o progress for the
pecple of Israel and for the people of
Egypt.

Our efforts were successful in 1978. Our
efforts were successiud in 1979. If we stay
the course, they will be successful in the
future. This is a time not for despair, but
for 2 renewed commiurent.

This week my personal representative
to the peace negotiations, Ambassador Sol
Linowitz, has been in the Middle East
again, meeting with Prirze Minister Begin
and then with President Sadat.. Once
again we've found a way to move towards
peace. The talks wili resume. And again I
will personally join in the search for peace,
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if necessary in a summit meeting, which
Prime Minister Begin and I discussed on
the phone when he called me this mom-
ing. He called to express his personal
gratitude at the success of the Linowitz
mission to the Middle East, and also to ex-
press his gratitude at the renewed pros-
pects for progress. As you know, President
Sadat has already publicly agreed with
this idea of a a summit meeting if neces-
sary to ensure success.

We are on the right road in working for
peace and in helping to keep Israel secure,
and we'll stay on that road in close part-
nership with our Israeli friends as long as
I'm President._

The Mideast peace effort cannot be
isolated as an international affair. Closely
related to it—and I hope that you will
mark my words—we are an the right road
also in moving toward energy security in
the future. We had to fight for 3 years, as
Senator Car} Levin knows, who helped me
with this effort, to enact a comprehensive
energy program. It’s only just begun to
work, because the legislation has only just
recently been passed, But the benefits are
already clear. We're now importing 24
percent less foreign oil than we were when
I became President. The first year, 1977,
that I was in office, we averaged importing
about 814 miilion barrels of oil every day.
This year we expect that average to have
dropped to about 6% million barrels per
day, which means that’s a 2 million bar-
rel less purchase of foreign oil every day,
because we’ve moved on energy. But this
progress is not a sure thing for the future.
The success of this effort depends on
the outcome of the election this year.

The new Republican leaders sneer at
encrgy conservation. They say we should
do away with the 53-mile speed limit.
They say we should do away with the
synthetic fuel program. They say we
should abolish the windfall profits tax, a
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tax on the unearned profizs of the big oil
companies. And they would like to let the
big oil companies keep thz money, money
that we will use to spur sslar energy, coal
use, gasohol and to help 22 poor and the
aged pay for the higher cost of fuel to heat
their homes.

As an alternative, all ey offer is the .
wan hope that if we just give the oil com-
panies enough money, thay'll solve the
cnergy problem for us and maybe help to
shape our foreign policy at.the same time.
We must be very careful zbout this. The
new Republican leaders do not seem to
recognize the cost of foreizn oil depend-
ence—not just the Ainancizi cost, not just
the cost in joblessness and inflation, but
the foreign policy cost ard the national
security costs as well. To abandon con-
servation, to abandon our energy pro-
gram could be to take the destiny of our
Nation out of our own hands and put it
in the hands of OPEC. W= must not per-
mit that. You should consider very care-
fully who might be Secretary of Edergy or
Secretary of State in 2 difzrent adminis-
tration next year. '

We're on the right rozd also in re-
building the cities of America. We've
built a tough-minded working partner-
ship between American-mavors and the
Federal Government and zlso private in-
dustry. You can see and fezl the result in
cities all over America—a renewed sense
of pride and accomplishment and con-
fidence.

When I campaigne< for President in
1976 and went into almost 2ny city in this
country and talked to the local officials
there in the counties and the ¢ty govern-
ments, there was a sense ¢f discournge-
ment, alienation, and cespzir. We've not
vet been completely successful, but we
have started rebuilding th2 spiriz of ac-
complishinent and confidsnce in our
cities. We still have a long *vav to go and
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this program—so successful so far—is not
a sure thing for the future. It depends on
the outcome of this election. .

A gigantic, election-year tax cut prom-
ised—Reagan-Kemp-Roth—would  de-
prive us of over a trillion dollars between
now and 1887—the financial tools to fin-
ish this job, not only in the cities but to
meet the social needs of America. The
scheme would deal our cities a great blow
and would set them back a generation.
We simply cannot permit this to happen.

Now our country is ready to build on
these kinds of foundations. The economic
renewal pian that I announced last week
will help us do just that. We will retool
American industry and make it more
competitive and more innovative and
more productive. The results will be more
jobs and more stable prices for all the
people of our country.

The alternative presented by the new
Republican leaders would reignite infla-
tion just as we're beginning to get it

.undér control. The Republican nominee

for Vice President once cstimated that
the scheme that he now advocates, Rea-
gan-Kemp-Roth, would mean an infla-
tion rate of more than 30 percent. This
is one free lunch that America sunply
cannot afford.

We're also on the right road to the
right future in meeting challenges from
abroad. Before I took office, our military
strength slid steadily downward for 8
straight years. We have reversed that
trend, to ensure that we’ll continue to
have the modern conventional forces and
the modern strategic forces needed to
deter war, to keep our Nation at pcace
through strength. '

We are now moving decisively to in-
crease our security—and also that of our
friends—in NATO and in the critical In-
dian Ocean, and in the Persian Gulf area
we are building American strerigth. The
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brutal Soviet invasion of Afzhanistan
shows how imporiant these efforts are.
We're determined to respect the inde-
pendence of the nations of that area, and
we are determined 10 meet any threats to
our vital interests.

At the same time, we will stand by our
commitments to contro] nuclear arms. As
long as I’m President, the United States
will not initiate a pointiess and a danger-
ous nuclear arms race. We'll continue to
work for the control of auclear weapons.
Mutual and balanced auclear arms con-
trol is not some senzimental act of charity.
Ifs not a favor we're doing for some
other nation. It's essential to our own na-
tional security. :

And we're on the right road to promot-
ing human rights. I'll ot be swayed from
that course. We'll stand firm for human
rights at the Review Conference on Euro-
pean Security and Cooperation in
Madrid this fall to mzke sure that the
Helsinki agreemen:s are carried out.
We'll be fighting for human rights as we
did in Belgrade under Secretary Goldberg
at the last session. _

Because of our sirong efforts and the
focus of world aitenzion, more than
50,000 Soviet Jews mcwved last year to
freedom in Israel and to the United
States. As you know this was the greatest
number in history. They found freedom
to worship, freedom 1o rejoice in the cul-
tural and religious tradizions of centuries.
But in July, last monik, less than 2,500
were permitted to emizrate—an annual
rate of 30,000—and the rate of new ap-
provals was even lower. This makes our
cause more urgent, our resolve more cer-
tain, and we will continue to communi-
catc that resolve verv cizarly to the Soviet
leaders.

In closing, let me say thaz, as President
of our country, I try to represent its
people. The American seople belicve in
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peace, for ourselves and for our allies
whom we love. The American people
beiieve that in order to have peace we
must be sirong, strong militarily, and
we're second to no nation in the world in
military strength; that we must be strong
politically;” that our influence must be
extended to others in a benevolent and
acceptable way; strong morally, that we
do not ever yield from a commitment to
the unchanging principles and goals and
ideals on which our Nation was founded—
a nation committed to freedom and to
pride in the future and to the worth of
an individual human being, a nation corm-
mitted to the principle that every person
can worship as he or she chooses, and that
in diversity, in the plurality of our econ-
omy and our social structure, lies not
weakness, but strength.

I represent a nation that believes in
truth, and sometimes the truth hurts.
Sometimes it’s a temptation for a oolitical
leader in a democracy like ours or like
Israel's to mislead the people, because
most people want to hear good things. But

" Americans and Israelis are not afraid to
face the facts, and that’s part of the

strength of our society. B

And I represent a people who believe in
democracy and openness in letting govern-
ment differences be exposed, in letting the
people of ocur nations be involved in the
debates. We're not afraid of those dif-
ferences and those debates. We're not
afraid to strip away the bark and let peo-
ple understand the reasons why decisions
are made.

Part of our strength as a country is that
a, President or a Prime Minister—we're
not alone: When we speak, we speak for
the people, not in spite of the people. And
I also represent a country that believes in
the future. A country that'’s not afraid. A
country that realizes that we have never
mude progress the easy way. A country
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that knows that we can’t knd simple solu-
tions to difficult questions and that we
cannot waver in our commiunent. And
that the country must be united. It must
be bound together with confidence in our
own strength, recogmizing the blessings
that God’s given us, thankful for them
and willing to use them for the benefit
not only of ourselves but of others.

We would never have been successful
in Camp David had it not been for our
attention to the future. Thelast few hours
we were there were hours of despair,
because we felt that we had failed. As we
prepared to leave Camp David Prime
Minister Begin sent over a stack of photo-
graphs of me and him ard President Sadat
and asked me if I would simply sign my
name. He wanted to give them to his
grandchildren. And I had my secretary go
and find out from some of the other mem-
bers of the Israeli delegation the personal
names of every one of his grandchildren.
And 1 took a little extra me, and I wrote
each name on the photogramh and signed
it myself. And instead of sending it back
to Prime Minister Begin by messenger, I
carried it over myself. ' '

"We. were both discouraged men, be-
cause we had reached what seermed to be
an impasse: And we stocod there on the
porch of one of those little cabins at Camp
David, and he began to go through the
photographs—they were &ll just alike but
had different names—ard he told me
about each one of his grandchildren and
which one he loved the most and which
one was closest to him and which one got
in trouble, which one 1was the best student.
And I told him about my grandchildren,
too. And we began o think about the
future and the fact that what we did at
Camp David was not jus: to be looked
upon as a political achizvement that might
bring accolades or congraiulations to us.

ng
It was not just an investment in peace for
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our own generatinn; it was an investment
in the future.

We share a lot, Prime Minister Begin‘

and I. The people of the democratic world
share a lot—a common faith in our own
country and its principles and a faith in
the worth of other human beings all ‘over
the world, even those quite different from
us. We believe that there’s the same yearn-
ing in the hearts of people in every land
for freedom, for self-realization, a better
life for their children, and a future of
peace and security and hope. That’s what
I want for our country and for the coun-
tries that are so important to us, like
Israel.
Thank you very much.

xoTe: The President spoke at 9:53 p.m. in the
Sheraton Ballroom at the Sheraton-Washington
Hotel. In his opening remarks, he referred to
Jack J. Spitzer, president of B'nai B'rith Inter-
national, Grace Day, president of B'nai B’rith
Women, and Isracli Ambassador to the United
States Ephraim Ewvron.
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Confederated Tribes of the
Siletz Indians of Oregon "

Statement on Signing S. 2053 Into Law.
September 3, 1980 .

TRt rogermuns

I am pleased to sign into law S. 2053,
an act to establish a reservation for the
Confederated Tribes of the Siletz Indians
of Oregon.

Early in my administration I signed
into law the Siletz Indian Restoration
Act of 1977, restoring I'ederal acknowl-
edgment of the Confederated Tribes of
Siletz Indians of Oregon and making
them eligible for the special programs
and services provided by the United
States for Indians. Section 7 of that act
provided for the establishment of a reser-
vation for the tribe and required the ad-
ministration to submit to the Congress

my-Carter, 1980
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.within 2 years 2 plan for the establish-
~ ment of the reservation.

S. 20535 reflects this administration’s
plan and strikes a balance among the
interests of the tribe and those of the local
community, the State of Oregon, and the
-Federal Government. Most of the lands
to be conveyed to the tibe under the act
are timberlands. They ako include an im-
portant area which would permit the
tribe to centralize its facilities and activi-
ties in a place to which the tribe has
strong historical, cultural, and emotional
ties. .

All parties involved—officials of the
administration, of the wibe, and of the
State and local governments of Oregon
are to be commended for their fine spirit
of cooperation. I want o specially com-
mend Congressman Les AuCoin and Sen-

-ator Mark Hatfield {or their leadership in

# this endeavor.

It is with pleasure that I sign S. 2035.

NOTE: As enacted, S. 2035 is Public Law 96—
340, approved September 3.

United States Attorney

Herman Sillas, Jr.
White House Statement. September 3, 1980

There have been a number of press re-
ports about the Deparmment of Justice’s
recomnmendations to ths President con-
cerning Mr. Herman Sillas, the United
States Attorney for the Eastern District
of California. The Presideat’s Counsel,
Lloyd N. Cutler, has reviewed these rec-
ommendations and, togzther with the De-
partment of Justice, has afforded Mr.
Sillas and his counsel a full opportunity
to examine the record and submit their
comments.
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Q: How can you expect progress in the Camp David nsgotiations

September 11, 1960
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Camp David

o

if you are ho+alhg out the prospzsct 0f a summit? Also, our
Eurcpean allies, as well as mcst Arab natioas, believe the
Camp David talks are going nowhere. What makes you believe
hing left %o achieva from them?

*that there 1is som=t

I For more than 30 years, there were effofts to resolve-

. e \ .
the Arab-lsraeli
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which led to the fi

onflict. Except for some limited disengage-

rcements, none of them worked. Then came Camg David,

rst actual peace in the area -- the treaty

between Egypt and Israel, which is being implemented. The

other half of Camp Davidi-- on full autonomy ifor the inhabitant

of the West Bank and Gaza --.1s the first time that both

Israel's security and the rights of the Palestinian people have

unanswerable guestions,

been at the top of the agenda, together. This approach also

fulfills another essential condition -~ that the  toughest, most

4
like the final status of the West Bank

and Gaza, are put off until afte% a transition period of five

vears. This can permit the parties to have a time of living

and working together,

in order to find room for accommodation.

-

It is clear to us that any other approach to peace would

also have to deal with

general approach.
that can do that.

I am convinced
President Sadat --
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these central problems, and follow this

no other approach has teen suggested

n.

as are Prime Minister Begin and

of all cur counkries anfd, when we are finished, in the interess



of the Palestinian people, as well. The road is not easy;
the issues are complex and difficult, and reflect meore than

generation of conflict. As the talks resume, however, they

Y

will focus on the difficult issues that remain, building bn
all the ground work that has been done in the past 16 months.
With good will oh all sides ~- which doess exist == the
answers can be found.

During Sol Linowitz' visit to th2 Middle East, the
parties agreed to restart the talks, and to consider the
timing and venue for a summit. The two efforts complement
one another: the talks will deve;op the issues tcoward
resolutiqn amd a summit_pould be useful in pushing the whole
procéss forwara. Given the decades thét have elapsed since
the seéfch for peace began, we should not be concrrned about
a few weeks bétween the reconvening of the talks and a summit

meeting.



