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Posa Sop 5
United States Department of State

Washington, D.C. 20520

Ci?':bruary 23, 1983
[ et

—

Thank you for your letter to Mr. Deaver in which you
expressed support for President Reagan and discussed several
aspects of the Middle East situation. . J

o Yroiaw < /

It was good of ycu to let us have your assessments and
information about Soviet activity in the MiddI€ East and
rel ated aspects of the situation there. Submissions such as
yours are an important means of keeping in touch with the
American people and we appreciate the effort you made to
share your thoughts. Although it is not possible for us to
comment specifically on all the correspondence we see, I
want to assure you that your letter has been carefully read
and noted by responsikle officials in the Department.

Dear Mr. Stage:

In closing, let me again express our appreciation for
your support of the Presidert and the Administration's
policies. .

With dur best wishes,

Sincerely,

s

- John Hughes
Assistant Secretary
for Public Affairs and
Department Spokesman

Mr. Nikholas M. Stage,
1710 Tanglewood Square,
Suite 473, '
Indianagolis, Indiana 46260.

@
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PauL LAxALT ‘ e,
NEVADA
I d
Anited Btates Denate
WASHINGTON, D. C.
October 24, 1983
Dear Bernie:
Thank you for the note and for your
input on the re-elect and the Korean air-
liner tragedy. 1Indeed, I appreciate your
interest and concern.
Again, thanks and best wishes.
c ly,
PAUL LAXALT
U.S. Senator
et Dol T DT D00 s Dl T
PL:1kr B S SO A S L SR S S SO
imad cmda ul o L Ll FTie i o i,
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Mr. Bernie Webb —
Box 439 o
Carrington, ND 58421




THE BARON REPORT

TO: Our Subscribers October 24, 1983
FROM: Alan Baron No. 188
SPECIAL REPORT: ICCUAE —
SELECTING A PRESIDENT - AND A V-P EXcs LLENT - IesUE
agaunﬂio
eE ARIN U™

PRESIDENTIAL PERSONALITIES

When critics deride American voters, they usually charge that, particularly in
the television era, personalities count more than issues. What they ignore is that,
particularly in Presidential elections, personality - or character - is the most
critical consideration.

Certainly that's true for the post-WWII generation, which can recall the issues
of 1964 (LBJ promising not to send American boys to fight in Asian wars) and 1968-72
(Nixon promising to restore respect for law).

But character considerations are more complex than issue ones. The values
Americans seek are often inherently inconsistent. The candidate who "tells it like
it is" and "says what he thinks" may not be pragmatic and willing to adjust to
reality. (Wallace got high marks for the first: Nixon, in China, for the second.)
The candidate who refuses to deal with pressure from special interests may be
divisive, or unable to produce real results. _

We set different standards for different offices. Ronald Reagan could rampage
against leftwing agitators in California; he needed to prove his ability to bring
people together to win the White House.

And for different parties. Democrats, presumed to be compassionate, must prove
they're tough. Republicans, vice-versa.

And for different sexes. Women are stereotyped as more honest and sincere
than men, but less shrewd and competent. They must emphasize the latter traits.

During the weeks to come, the Presidential campaigns will be making strategic
decisions in terms of defining their candidates' personalities and characters. A
recent Gallup Poll provides a starting point.

(1) RR is viewed as a colorful, interesting, decisive leader who says what he
believes and has a well-defined program for progress. But RR is also seen as
insensitive to poor people and the common man and too extreme. The White House
strategy, for months, has been to walk the fine line needed to negate the negatives
without undercutting the positives.

(2) WM is a mirror-image of RR. He is seen as more concerned about poor people
and common people, more moderate. But he's not seen as having any well-defined
program for progress, saying what he believes or suggesting imaginative solutions to
national problems.

(3) JG runs parallel (but usually ahead) of WM in the categories in which
Mondale and Reagan have mirror-images. JG clearly outpaces both in more personal
characteristics: he's seen as the most intelligent, likable, decisive, able, etc.

It's hardly surprising, from the Gallup results, that Mondale seeks to turn his
battle with Glenn into one focusing on issues instead of personal characteristics.
Glenn, to win, must focus on character.

He has an obvious opportunity to do so, by zeroing in on the issues (Soviet
grain sale, sale of jets to Arabs, sale of nuclear materials to India) on which
Mondale strongly advocated one position as VP and now takes an opposite - and more
politieally expedient - one.
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Proponents of that approach argue that (1) Mondale is not intensely loved, even
by his backers; (2) It's early, and time can heal wounds; (3) Mondale will be hit on
these switches in the fall, anyway, and if he can't handle them now he won't be able
to then; (4) Mondalers are vehemently anti-Reagan and will rally in November; (5)
Glenn has few other viable options. iGlenn himself has been reticent, not wanting to
"tear the party apart" (although he feels more comfortable on the offensive since
Mondale opened the battle). :Some Glenn backers suggest a hard attack on Mondale would
undercut Glenn's nice guy image; but "nice guys" (e.g., Carter, Humphrey,.McGovern,
Stevenson) have seldom done as well on the Democratic ticket as tough ones (e.g., FDR,
HST, JFK, LBJ).

Gallup's numbers:

Characteristic R M G Characteristics R M

Bright, Intelligence 53 56 65 Well-Defined Program For Progress U3 26
Likable 50 50 63 Know Where He Stands 41 35
High Moral Principles 50 49 58 Imaginative Solutions to Problems 37 31
Colorful Interesting Prsnlt S0 33 46 Exceptional Ability 3B 32
Says What He Believes 50 30 39 Puts Country's Interest First 35 3N
Decisive, Sure of Himself 48 41 53 Takes Moderate Positions 34 U5
Strong, Leadership Quality 47 36 47 You Can Believe In Him 33 35
Good Judgement in Crisis 44 40 54 Sides With Average Citizen 23 38
Religious. Person 43 33 33 Sympathetic To Poor 21 4y

(figures are percentages; first place is underlined)

VICE-PRESIDENTIAL CHOICES

Washington is already talking about next year's Number Two:

(1) The whole election timetable has moved forward so far that, as John Sears
notes, IA and NH are closer to the real end of the process than the real beginning;

(2) Washington's conventional wisdom (highlighted in the recent Washington Post
article by Common Cause Pres. Fred Wertheimer) awards Mondale the nomination, leaving
only Number Two in doubt;

(3) Women (as the NOW convention conveyed) are demanding serious V-P
consideration;

(4) White House strategists have named the reelection campaign "Reagan-Bush '84",
in an effort to (a) bolster RR with the critical moderate/suburban/upscale Republicans
to whom Bush appeals, and (b) stop-before-it-starts any effort by frustrated New
Righters to push for a replacement to Bush to appease transgressions like the RR's
moderate response to the Korean shoot-down, arms sales to "Red" China and the Martin
Luther King Jr. holiday.

When politicians, particularly Democrats, talk about Number Two they usually
begin by seeking "geographical balance". Former Carter aide (and prospective medical
school freshman) Hamilton Jordon argues that a Southerner is critical for the Dems,
as do most DC "insiders". Business Dems are pushing Sen. Bentsen (TX), and Govs.
Graham (FL) and White (TX), on the assumption they can "deliver" their "mega-states".
Carter's for Sen. Nunn (GA). Washington's media generally buys the "balance" theory
as well. In discussing possible women, Time recently reported that "electorally rich
California" was a big asset for San Francisco Mayor Feinstein, but that Lt. Gov.
Griffiths (MI) "scores low on geography" because Glenn and Mondale are also
Midwesterners.

Actually, Time and the Washington "insiders" score low on history - and
probably in their assessment of the judgement of the electorate, as well. Because,
with one exception, there is virtually no indication that any significant number of
voters support a.Presidential ticket because of "home state pride" in the Vice
Presidential nominee.
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Sixteen of the 18 VP choices since WWII have clearly not "delivered" their
states. Of the nine Republicans, four - Warren (48), Lodge (60), Miller (64), Agnew
(68) - lost their states. .The GOP would have carried the states of the other five -
Nixon (52 and 56), Agnew (72), Dole (76), Bush (80) - with other VP nominees. Of the
nine Democrats, two - Kefauver (56), Shriver (72) - lost their states. And Democrats
would have carried the states of the others - Barkley (48), Sparkman (52), Humphrey
(64), Mondale (76 and 80) - based on comparisons with similar states and other years,
had other VP candidates been on the ticket. The two possible exceptions:

TEXAS A switch of less than 24,000 votes out of nearly 2.3 million would
1960 have cost JFK Texas, so it's likely LBJ delivered. But the
number of votes he delivered was minimal. Texas Dems ran 1% ahead
of their US average in 1960; Stevenson had run 2% ahead in 1956
and 4% ahead in 1952.
MAINE The Humphrey-Muskie ticket ran 13% ahead of its US average in 1968.
1968 (Nixon ran 1% behind his US average; Wallace ran 12% behind his.)
The clincher comes in comparing the Demo Presidential vote in Maine
and neighboring Vermont. In other recent elections, Maine Dems ran
0-5% better; in 1968, 12% better.

More typical of the lack of impact of "home state pride" are the following
examples selected from the 16 of 18 choices which did not impact the results:

MINNESOTA Carter-Mondale ran 5% ahead of its US average (80), 6% ahead (76).
1976 But in 1972, following the bitter battle for the nomination
& 1980 between Minnesotan Hubert Humphrey and McGovern, the McGovern-
Shriver ticket ran 8% ahead. Despite Mondale's presence on the
ticket in 1980, John Anderson made his best showing in the
Midwest in Minnesota (9%).
TEXAS Reagan-Bush ran 4% ahead of its US average in Texas in 1980. The

1980 GOP ran even with its US average in Texas in 1976; 5% ahead in 1972.
It's unlikely that Bush can be credited for the 4% gain from 76 to 80,
since the gain was greater in other Southern states, like Florida
(9% gain, from 4% behind GOP average to 5% ahead) and Arkansas (10%
gain, from 13% behind GOP US average to 3% behind).

KANSAS The GOP Presidential ticket always does better in Kansas than the

1976 nation. But the gap was lower when Sen. Dole (R-KA) was on the
ticket in 1976 than in any other recent year. Kansas Republicans
ran 4% ahead of their US average with Dole in '76; they ran 7% ahead
of their national average (64,72,80); and 12% ahead (68).

All this is pot academic, since the campaign strategists for the major
candidates are still, generally, starting with "geographical balance" in their Veep
evaluations. Nor is it meant to convey that the choice of a V-P nominee is not a
critical one for the candidate. It is, indeed, the first decision a new nominee
makes. And the decision - how it is made, the criteria used in making it - "sends a
message'" about the.Presidential nominee to the electorate.

If that "message" is that the choice was based strictly on politics, it can be a
negative. That would, for example, be the "message" if Mondale chose Gov. Mark White
(TX). White is an astute politician, but he has served as Governor for less than two
years, and the media would report Mondale's decision as one based on White's presumed
ability to deliver Texas - not his presumed ability to serve as V-P or President, or
even his role as the leader of a major element of the Democratic Party.

Compare a Mondale selection of White with one of John Glenn. It would certainly be
"political™, but Mondale would also be portrayed as selecting a VP (a) qualified for
the Presidency, and (b) representative of a major element of the Democratic Party, not
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totally comfortable with Mondale. Furthermore, Mondale would, by selecting an
adversary (as did Kennedy with Johnson and Reagan with Bush), display

evidence of inner-security and lack of personal pettiness toward political foes. Our
guess: Glenn would be a better choice than White for Mondale - in Texas.

The same principle applies to non-geographic factors. Glenn supporters often
mentioned Gov. Mario Cuomo (NY), at least until he endorsed Mondale. Mario Cuomo is
qualified, but the media would convey the choice as based solely on his appeal to blue-
collar, Catholic and Italian-American voters. (Ironically, in 1982, Cuomo lost the
blue-collar vote in NY and ran no better with fellow Italian-Americans than with other
voters.)

The principle applies to sex, too. If a women is chosen and the perception is she
was chosen because of her sex, neither the nominee nor the women's movement will
benefit. Yet that could easily happen, not because there are no women fully qualified
to serve as Vice President and President, but because there are few, if any, Democratic
women who have the qualifications expected of V-P nominees. Of the 18 post-war V-P
nomination, 15 have gone to persons who have proven their ability to win statewide
elections for Governor or Senator. The three -exceptions - one winner, Bush; two
losers, Miller and Shriver - all had held national positions. Bush was RNC Chairman,
UN Ambassador, CIA Director, Chinese Ambassador, and Presidential candidate. Miller,
RNC Chairman; Shriver, Peace Corps Director (and he was hardly first choice).

There is a second negative for feminists focusing on V-P: they're playing
Ronald Reagan's game. After all, if the movement measures progress by appointments
to top jobs, the first Supreme Court Justice, first UN Ambassador and record number
of Cabinet appointments constitute a big plus for RR.

At some point, the issue of racial balance will arise. In 1972, at a meeting
with California black politicians, Ed Muskie was asked whether he would consider
naming a black VP. Muskie candidly replied that he didn't think he could win the
November election with one. And said it would be dishonest to pretend otherwise.

His response was well received in the room. But it was leaked to the press, and
blacks reacted with public outrage. (McGovern Manager Frank Mankiewicz said Muskie
was running for "President of the Country ... not the Country Club.")

Of course, McGovern did not consider a black VP. And despite pledges to the
contrary (Ernest Hollings opened his campaign by mentioning Barbara Jordan and Gloria
Steinem as a possibilities) neither, almost certainly, will this year's nominee
seriously consider a black or a woman,

But a black or a woman could well be considered in the near future - if they
first prove their ability to be elected Senator or Governor, and are not perceived to
be chosen because of demographics.

That leaves the issue of ideological balancing. This is not as difficult as in
the past, because the ideological spectrum within each party has narrowed considerably
during the past two decades. The Democratic right has moved left (Sens. Nupp and Byrd
opposed troops to Lebanon) and the GOP left has moved right (Gerald Ford, who had one
of the most conservative voting records in Congress, is now a moderate). And an
attempt at ideological balance which was too blatant - such as McGovern's flirting with
Wilbur Mills in 1972 and Reagan's with Richard Schweicker in 1976 - could come off as
too "political," unless the potential VP had superior qualifications.

In today's political environment, beneficially balancing a ticket is a more
subtle task than simply looking at demographics. If Mondale could not bring himself
to consider Glenn (Carter never considered the most logical liberal in 1976, Morris
Udall, because of the bitterness during the primaries), he could consider a
generatlonal/attltudlnal balance with someone like Sens. Joe Biden (Del), Bill Bradley

(NJ), Dale Bumpers (Ark) or Gary Hart (CO). They would also make logical choices for
Glenn

LATE NOTE: As we go to press, new polls show Rep. Mike Lowry (D-WA) only
5-7% behind Sen. Dan Evans (R-WA) in the campaign for the
Special November election to fill Sen. Jackson's seat. Evans

started 30-40% ahead, so an upset's p0551%;;€22%22j;// ;i;




LYN NOFZIGER

B

October 25, 1983

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mike Deaver /?

FROM: Lyn Nofziger/éx///

If the President stops in Guam on the
way to or from Asia, I would like to suggest
that you all bring Jan McCoy in and have her
as part of the greeting party.

As you know, she is the High Commissioner
to the Trust Territories, and is certainly
one of our highest ranking women. From every-
thing I hear she's doing a hell of a job down
there. 1In addition, the governor of Guam is
a Democrat and it would be nice to have one
of our Republicans also in the party.

1605 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE. NW. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20008 (202) 332-4030




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON /T
October 26, 1983 W o

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES A, BAKER III/MIKE DEAVER

THRU: KEN DUBERSTEIN A{, ﬁ

FROM: M. B. OGLESEY,
DAVID L. WRIGHT

SUBJECT: Congressman Carl Pursell (R-Michigan) St. Lawrence
Seaway Proposal

Following up on Carl Pursell's (R-Michigan) September 22
letter to the Presidentsy we invited Carl to brief Jack Svahn
and Connie Horner (OMB) on October 25 in the Roosevelt Room
on his proposal to modernize the St. Lawrence Seaway.

The briefing was productive from our standpoint. While a
number of questions were raised regarding the cost and
feasibility of the proposal, it clearly offers great appeal

to Representatives and Senators in the Mid West. In addition,
1984 marks the 25th anniversary of the Seaway; and a joint
British-Canadian-American celebration apparently is in the
works.

Without prejuydicing our position on Carl's proposal, Jack
Svahn offered to pursue the possibility of setting up an
2Administration working group on the Seaway. We see alot

of merit in the working group or task force approach; and we
think careful thought should be given to possible Presidential
participation in next year's festivities. Our only cautions
are that (1) Gulf state and Eastern seaboard Congressmen

and Senators may have reservations about further development
of the Seaway on the basis of concerns regarding their com-
petitive access to foreign markets; and (2) we need to be
certain that the American economy would benefit equitably with
respect to the Canadian economy under any proposal we

might eventually endorse.

cc: Jack Svahn
Connie Horner



United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

October 27, 1983

Mr. Michael K. Deaver
peputy Chief of Staff
The White House

Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mike:

I am pleased to share with you a copy of our third annual report
to the President, "A Year of Enrichment: Improving the quality of
life for all Americans." This report outlines many of the most
important accomplishments at the Interior Department in the past
three years.

As 1 prepare to leave the post of Interior Secretary, I look with
pride to the major changes we have made in managing our natural
resources. The restoration of our national parks, wildlife
refuges and public lands is well underway. Our actions to reduce
the Nation's dependency on foreign sources of energy and strategic
minerals are working. Balance is being restored.

I have been proud to serve with you on President Reagan's team.
We came to Washington to make a difference. We have brought
change.

Thank you for your support and friendship over the past three
years. It has been an honor to serve this great Nation and to
have worked with you.

rely,

S ETARY

Enclosure



Q\I/l(/ THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 28, 1983 .

MEMORANDUM FOR MICHAEL K. DEAVER

ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT
AND DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF

FROM: FRED F. FIELDING >
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Correspondence From Howard Stern Concerning
' Denial of a Visa Application

In early August, 1983, I requested the Department of State to
respond to a letter from Howard Stern to you in which Mr. Stern
objected to a form letter used by the U.S. Embassy in Jamaica in
responding to applicants for a visa to visit the United States.
We recently received a copy of the Department of State's reply to
Mr. Stern; it is attached, together with a copy of Mr. Stern's
letter to you, for your records.
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September 21, 1983

Mr. Howard Stern
Stern's Luggage Inc.
194 Oakridge Mall
San Jose, Ca. 95123

Dear Mr. Stern:

This is in reply to your letter of July 18 to Mr. Michael K. [eaver,
Assistant to the President, expressing your concern about the form
letter used by the Embassy at Kingston, Jamaica, explaining the
basis for the denial of an application for a visa to visit the
United States.

Neither the Embassy nor the Department of State intends in any way

to give uffense to visa applicants {n Jamaica or elsewhere. I must
tell you, however, that the paragraph which concerns you is merely

an attempt to explain in layman's terms the controlling provision

of United States immigration law. Section 214(p) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act, as amended, reads, in pertinent part, as follows:

“Every alien shall be presumed to be an immigrant
until he establishes to the satisfaction of the
consular officer, at the time of application for
admission, that he is entitled to a nonimmigrant
status under section 101(a)(15) of this title."

gection 101(a)(15) defines the various classes of nonimmigrants
(temporary travellers), including tourists, business visitors,
students, and others. One of the elements of the definition of
tourists, business visitors, students and several others is the
reguirement that the applicant have “a residence in a foreign
country which he has no intention of abandoning.” Thus, a consular
officer considering an application for such a visa is required by
law to refuse the application unless the applicant can establish

that he has such a residence and that he does not intend to abardon
it.

while the existence of this requirement can be seen in the way in
which you have perceived it, it is at the same time, a basic element
in the statutory system for controlling immigration to the United
States. The Congress has established both numerical limitations on
immigration to the United States and detailed substantive requirements
to qualify for immigration. The United States has traditionally been,
and remains today, the principal country-of immigraticn in the world.
Large numbers of those whou desire to immigrate, but cannot do so,
nevertheless seek to settle in the United States.
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In recognition of the fact that the United States has never had the
sort of internal mechanisms which exist in many countries for the
control of the movements and activities of aliens, the Congress
established the nonimmigrant visa system with its attendant require-
ments for qualifications as the means of denying access to the
United States to those intending to settle permanently but seeking
to enter in the guise of temporary travellers.

The problem of illegal immigration has reached such serious propor-
tions, largely because of illegal entry over our land borders by
those who could not qualify for temporary visas if they sought them,
that the Congress is now considering amendments to our immigration
law, the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1983, which would
significantly increase our ability to deter illegal immigration.

The Administration strongly supports enactment of such legislation.

I trust that this information will clarify this situation for you.
Sincerely,
Louis P. Goelz

Deputy Assistant Secretary
for vVisa Services

cc: L/CA:DRHenderson
Drafted: Cleared:

A\ &Xy/
CA/VO/L:Q?é@\ ly CA/VO/P/IW:WFKindgplry
9/21/83 ‘

.



"JOWN & COUNTRY VILLAGE _ DEL MONTE CENTER A 194 OAKRIDGE MALL

" 2412071 » 373-1316 €29-3244
Syrpis LUGGAAR. 156,
STERW'S LUGGAGE, IRG.

Since 1852 ‘
‘ 194 OAKRIDGE MALL » SAN JOSE CALIFORNIA 95123
July 18, 1983 .

Mr. Mike Deaver

% ™e Wwnite House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear like, \\«\\\\\ S

NS

Our family went to Jamica for a vacation and ran into a touchy situation
wiile attending a Rotary meeting in Ocho Rios, Their exchange student had
been refused a visa +o participate in *he Rotary exchange program with a club
in New Jersey. A copy of the form letter for refusal is enclosed. I called
the Embassy and talked to Jim McHugh who has since taken care of the problem
with the stuldent's visa being granted.

I am writing you, not knowing to vhom else to do so, not about the Embassy
personnel, but about the form letter. The pcople in Jamica were furious at
+he implications.of the first paragraph, as I am sure you would be insulted
if receiving such a notice from another country. It insinuates, if not+ states,
that ecach person would prefer living in the U. S. rather than their native
country and would become an illegal irmigrant +o do so. Even if this is true
in many cases, Wwe can not tell this to everyone anymore than I cculd tell
ecach one of ny sustomers they are considered to be shoplifters and must prove
+o usthat they are not.

Too often our policies are targeted to foreign governments and agencies,
instead of to the people. But it is the people in the long run who will
cetemine their governments and viiether they will be friendly to us or not.

seem to understand this so well when we are campaigning in our own country
d forget it in ocur foreign policy or transactions wif{h other people. Very-
few times in history can attitudes be changed with one bold stroke. They

Cnce at a barbecue for the then gubernatorial candidate Reagan, I was
tyying to Lecp the crowd secking autopgraphs from his side while he grabbed a
~ .. hd ye - . - « & - »
Levio bites to eat, My wife sicod beside hin saying she would protect his rear.

I @t s4111 trying to protect his rear.

Sircorely, /'/ ‘ Sl )
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Dear Visa Applicant: A -
c,} u%\/ﬁ

We rcgrct that we are unable to grant you a visa'at this time. -

oo, eer d . . Poa

WHY VAS YOUR VISA REFUSED? | o

.- . . - -

Under United States law, every v1sa applicant is presumed to be an immi- -
grant who intends to live forever in the United States. You must convince
the visa officer that you are not going to stay in the United States. You
must give really good reasons for returning to Jamaica.

- . -+t
WHEN MAY YOU APPLY AGAIN? -
You should wait until there are najor changas in your personal circumstances.
Cr, if you ncglected to mention really IMPORTAENT facts concerning your ties
to Jamaica, yan&mlght also reapply.

E—

HCOW F"Y YOU R”A PLY?

If you feel tbat, baSud on the- auove, you genu1nely cuallgy for a visa, WRITE .
US A LETTER, llstlng YOUR ties to Jamaica. You MUST enclose.a self-addressed,
stamgad eﬂvalope to receive .a response. The letter shculd@ not:be more than
CNE PAGE 'in "length and it MUST BE PCSTED .to: Visa Re-Apclication, American
Exkassy, P.O. Box 541, Kingston 5. The letter MUST include your complete name,
date and place of birth, and the date of your last visa refusal. In your
letter, give usivérifiablé facts concerning your ties tec Jamaica. Foxr example,
you czn state ‘the nature of your ijob, how long you have been employed 'in this -
job;  your inceme ar how l¢ng vou havé owned your business or farm. ‘If-married,
ycurcan provide the samg information about your husband or wife. - .

-

v -

After we rcad vour letter,. if it appears that vou might qualify for :a-visa, we
will serd you a letter within 30 days inviting yocu to reapply. If it appears
that there 'weuld be no merit in'making another thlxcatlnn at this.time, we -~
“will- qlso izfdrm you by letter within. 30 da;s. S 2ot

- - ‘,5.-_. . ..

Pleasa DO NOT inquire about the status' of your request to :eapply-foan visa.-
o one will be able to give you this information, and we do not:provide informa-
tien or deC1alons on visa reappllcatlons by ttleohone.

L u\"_, r. . o R . .- .o e . . .

ICA FRAUD: v . L . ' Y R i

Do “ot rnoloy visa arrangers to help you,- These pcople w)ll take . your mcney}z
but they cannot help vou to get.a visas - Unlted_States,nonlnnlgr ant visas are-

- continued -~

p
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v P . ,
FREE for all Jamaicans and can only be issued by a United States consu{ar’
tficer.

And remember ~—- do not make false statements about yourself to a consular

officer. If you-do, you mey never get a visa for the rest of your: Life.

The stamp placed in your passport will permit us to Locate your prev1ous
application should you reapply. : Camee e - -

Thank you for your interest in visiting the United States of Aperica.
o B Sinc§rely)

o . . .i l‘ i - R

Ay /—

Y. Lt /‘_/ S .wa.‘-.

e h e wm  me e e = e

S

,M1chael C rpenter |
S -7 copsul, General ‘of the
ST T T united” Stages of Amer1ca

-

Title 8 of the United States Code, Section 1124 and Section 214(b) of the
United States Immigration and Naticnality Act of 1952, 2s amended, say .in. » " %
part, (b) "every-alien shall be presumed to be an. 1nn1grant until he estab-
lishes to the satisfaction of the consular officer, at the time of applica- -
tion for 3 visa and the immigration officers, at the time of =ppl.cat1on

.for. cdﬂ1ss1on that he s ~nt1tted to a ncn1nm.nrant Status...

itle 8 of the Unvked S ates Code, Secticn 1361 and Section 291 of the .
Unu;ed States Imnigration and Nationality Act of 195Z, as amended, say in:
part;;’whbﬂever any-person mzkes application for a visa or any other document’

-required for entry, or makes anplication for edmicsiecn, or otherwise attempts

to enter the Unitad States. *the burden of proof shall be upon such person to
_bL1sh that he.is el ‘gwbté to receive such visa or such d"cument..."~

T1 ve 8 of the Jn1+cd States Cede, Szution 1101 and Section 101(a) (15) . of

the United States :1.19F9u10ﬂ and Nationality Act of 1952, as amencded, define-

a nonimmigrant visitor as '"(B) an alien ... having a residence in a foreign

coeuntry which he has no intention of atandoning and who -is v151t1ng the United

“S5tates temporarily for: bu iness or te’porar1ty for pteasure. P i

N .

Title 8 of the United States Cnde, Sect 'on 1182 and Sect1on 712(a)(19) of the
United States Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, as zmended, makes in-.
cligibile for a visa. '\ny alien who seeks to procure. or has sought to procure
or Rés zrocured-a visa or other documentation, or sceks to .enter the United .
Stztes “y fraud,l'or by willfully misrepresenting a material fact". cisoo

/

”
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LET MESEE \F TVE GOT THS .
. STRAIGHT — OUR MISSION 1 To.
- KEEP A PEACE

~ BY BOLSTERING A GOVERNMENT
MISSION 1STo, - THAT CAN'T GOVERN...
THAT DOESNTEXET.. . o e

N ORDER To UNIEY A COUNTRY. ! HEY- WEVEGOT
 TORN APART BY AGE-OLD RVALRIES 18 MONTRS

\WASSERMAN,

@85 LOS ANGELES TIMES SYNDICATE




three days smce the overdue depar-

perhaps now — with-even 'most Senate
Republicans . joining the  chorus. —
President Reagan mlght be pressured
development stances Not that Mr. Rea-
~gan sent signals. to. that effect. But
hope, as they say, springs eternal.
There was.a casual; almost cynical
note -to the -President’s abrupt-an-
nouncement nominating his trusted
national security adviser'for the Inte-
rior post. Unlike William D. Ruckels-
haus, who came ‘off' the bench under
similar circumstances, Mr.-Clark: has

apparent devotion to -— thmgs -envi-

ronmental or havmg to do with natu-
ral. resource conservation: policy. Mr. ‘v
Reagan did- nothlng to-dispel that im-. 1o
pression by revealing the ‘nomination, . as
almost as: a postécrlpt ‘ata gathermg of et
lical s :

term, the Presrden

Garrey E. Carruthers, supervising the

giveaway coal- leasing program; Robert -
* F. Birford ‘(hitsband of Anne;"the for- " ve
t the helm
and:-Management;. en,
and an endless roster of - loyahsts who' " bé Mr.

mer EPA adtmmstrator)_,;

favor expanded oil and gas leasing on
public lands: - '

ture of Secretary James G. Watt, there .
was a_wistful moment - of -hope. that

“confirmation:
‘again) ‘Mr. C

* President’s “prlvanzanon" policies.:

.ident’s phllosophy ‘into_action. "Mr.
© Clark was laughed off stage he first
_time the Senaté .got.a crack.at -him,
(that -time for :an -18-month stint-as . :
' .v1rtually ZeTo background m—and o 1 CTe

)
 sent a message
that the Watt legacy will not be al-
tered. There will be a lower proﬁle,,
yes, but no mid-course. correction,-no:. ;_
apology, no retreat. ‘The infrastructure - :
remains intact: Interior solicitor Wil
liam H. Coldiron; Assistant Secretary;ﬁ

w1th any pomt of view.” The Sen
“hearings, given. (onc
K’s" shortcommg ;5
might serve ‘better purpose as-a plat- ~
form to. air the misdirection of the

“That ‘is ‘not to underestimate Mr.
Clark’s capablhty to. translate the Pres-.

ry ‘of ‘state).: Theiprime -
frtcan natlons7 Shucks :

‘rnksmanshrp
. dangerous, dead-
heend it may well

eign:po 1cy front‘ rather than his

[ nnwelcome arrival at 4nterior — that
That said, let it also be noted that -

gives reason for: hfope‘ :

To the Editor:

So James Watt has resrgned S0
what? The’ Reagan administra-

tion fully - intends. to carry on
what President Reagan-calls-Mr.
Watt's “outstandmg job...in his
stewardshlp -of 'the. natural re-

sources of the hation” by turning -

the environmen
enterprise for:

reassured that their individual
rights are going to continue to be
well protected through the 'sale
and leasing of public lands to'the

er to'private.
’profitable - ruin-"
"ation,all in the'name of “individ-
'ual-liberties™ as opposed to “big
government.” The public may be

energy; corporations (at lowest.

market value) ‘to :be despoiled"
and removed forever -from .the..
use of the publlc in thelr virgin.

. state. -

5 may raise.objection'to:these cyni-:
‘cal policies and the Reagan New-
“:speak’ that is:.used to.cover them

Meanwhrle those of us who

are labeled as: traitors: ‘As your
article points out," Mr. Watt.has
characterized -environmentalists
as subversives wishing to over-

* throw our form.of government:::

<M. Watthas beén Mr. Reagan 'S
& oud ‘mouthpiece; glvmg voice'to
. .the Reagan.mentality ‘(and*this-

includes ‘the bigotry) in a way

. calculated to delight -Mr. Rea

gan’s far-right supporters while

| not. bhesmirching. Mr.. Reagan
. himself in the eyes of the.general

| soastoallow Mr. Reagan tocarry. -
. on hisre-election campaign with- i
. .out havmg ‘to. answer. for' Mr.

Watt's license; -and to appear

~ “cripples”:and every other kmd'

public. It is -a strategy that has

‘workeéd remarkalﬂy ‘well, desp1te

Mr. Watt’s version of overkill in
the role. Now Mr. Watt’s useful-

keepinga close mouth this time,

moderate by ‘comparison. :
Are ‘we women, Jews, blaoks

of American going to let Mr. Rea:
gan get away with this? Or are
we going to turn back the 1984

Orwell -has predicted for us in
favor:of a government answer-
. ableé to us'and run in our inter-
© ests, ;the kind of government .
-those subversives who founded

our natlon called democracy.
- .. JERILYN BOWEN
Merlon.

R T Y
beigst K

: ness has come to: its appointed »
end, and Mr. Reagan'will appoint
some “other:good ‘steward‘to -ad- "
‘minister the same policiés:while:
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