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(Transcript from an imparfect tape of a portion of an interview thh

George 5. Brown, and Ranan Lurie om April 12, 1976, tTanscribed % ai <
October 13, 1976) e - .

RS -‘ ! 27
. Q: . To.Kenya? - .. 2y S ks
Ar . ..To.stareg, delithy Lr terty days, wa :couldn! t do ahat. The oaly way .wea

. could supply Israel was to take it ont of our own forces. So we don't ‘have that
Our rate of modermization is far slower vhan theirs and some of ours, armored
vehicles primarily; aireraft 4o not quite as big in disparicy. So 1l say thag i€
- Congress doesa't start by ceting favorably on this budget request, and I must
say that the signs ara reasonably encouraging at this point, but that's goc -~ -
to conhinue and this is the= thing that the countxy has got to realize that 1t
itzsu’t golng to be done this ya#r, ic? s got to continue over the years. The Soviau
Unlon -- and 1t's too bad that we can't somehow find a way to divulge te the pao
of the world at laxge that evidence ws have in support of chese things, but there
always the worry that you'll compromise a source or the means by which you acq"'
that knowledga and therefore we stamp cvorything in some way thac doesn't permit
us to share 1t with the people that have got to know, it doesn't do any good for
us to sitr there and talk to each other. If wea could fiud 1t possible to more
adequately inform the peopla po that they in turn could press om the.Congress to
do what nust be done seems to me that it would be far more useful. There's souve

interest ian doing this. There's mno small conversation about it, so L think thoey
wlll loogen upon what' T {(inaudible).

. Q: Didn't tha 1973 Middle East War bring to.the nnLoution of. thb world cha
fact that you just brought up that the Russiaans coa supply thelr sevcral Allies
with whatever they want and I have bezen on the 1lth of October I happenddto be
on the Isxaeli-Syrian front and 1 simply couldn't believe my eyes, I held my hand
on Scviet made tanks which had, and half trucks, which had twenty kilometers on

their armameat. Even .(break in tape) brand new, and they're producing, I belleve,

that while we are producing about how many--300 taaks, 400 tanks, a month, they
“axe produslng, ‘can produce ten times as much per month. i

£: T wish we were producing 400 a month, we're producing, we're golng to

gat a little over a thousand a year in another year or two —-— 1209.°

Q: This 13 almost numerically, 1t's a joke In comparison to what ghevnu sslans’
are doing? &

A: Exactly. .

Q: And I wonder what, the only thing that the Russians really have to do ia
to out meaneuver us, shall we say politically, to a situation where no gide can vea
atomie weapons and Jjust remaiq in the conventlional field, that®s it.

A: Well, I think, we've reached that polnt today in the stracegic nuclgax
£i2id where we've sald we have a rough equivalency, but that would mean we va
got, you know, all theﬂe things -~ thoy've got more and larger migsilles; we've
3ot mora warheads; wa've more accurate. Tt's kind of a suandoff I don't think
in my own Jjudgment that either side has the ability to launch a dtsablinw flesc |

strike. That could change over a tlme. Again, I say could, because 1f they cohfifiue
with the momentum even uader the SALT Limitatlons set up by \ladivoestol, they -
tinue with the momentum they hava, and we don't do anything, then concelvsbly it
could give the Russlans tha polnt where you mentioned where they rule out the
strategic nuclear thing and you're left with the non-nuclear general purpese force
and chere 15 an imbalance thece in just the stralght U.S. vs Soviet. It comes mio:2
nearly into balance when you take all of NATO into account with all of the Warsay’
Pact, particularly if you add the French. You can't rule out the French, at laaus
the Russian planner can't, because while they have sald they will not rulinqulsn
command of their forces in peacetfime; thay will not join the military thing they
have uoct broken; they are still a membar of HNATO; thoy are still pledged co th?
basic premise of NATO. Tharefore, I think the Russian planner has to assume that

France will be in the force in tiwme of war.

MORE
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4‘ Transerint from an 1m§erféct tape of a portion of an interview
w with General George S. Brown, and Ranan Lurie on April 12, 1976
trangcribed Qctober 18, 1976)

3.
It's wore important that the Russilan planner be concerned with that than the
Americsns. ! A

I think there’s an acceptanca of these trends today as I go around ic
country and talk to people. It's sort of a frightening story but people are
listeaing and taking it seriously where two years ago they could have’ cared leswu.

t -

Q: It's all fascinating how parallel we are now from quite a few aspects
politically and militarily to the thirties where we had a quite a paxallel
gituction =ad the advantage was Germany, Nazi Germany, and building all the
axscrale and o on, and I wonder why no one brings up the fact that Mussolind
invaded Zthlopia only after he learned that the scudents of Cambridge and Oxford
signed patitions saying that they are not going to join the militsry and that A
cncourazad him to invade Ethiopla assuming that the British would not fight. snc
IIftler made his moves ia the latter part of the 30's when he lecrned that 11
wdliicn Evitish cigned ogain this kind of petition. To him, it was an gbviocue
foet that the British do not want to fight. They will not fight and he couli
afford aaything, 2nd his gamble was not that bad. He pushed quite P 1ot Hg»qre
the Zricish moved in. : .

A: Of course, that's the one thing we haven't talked about and that is
that 1t's: the thiang that we don't spend nuch time —— we don't spend as much '
time zgonizing over that question as we do over programs for hardware and budga?sy
readiness of forces and the aormal things we do and that 1is the will of our gocd
peeple. And, of course, we came out of a very long and traumatic cxperience in
Jietnsm. We're starting to come out of it; people will talk about these things.
g3 I say two or three years ago they wouldn't. And I am still enough of an 3
optimdst to think that once the American people arc informed, they will make the
right decisions on things that are really important. I think the Comgress will,
too. I think they will step up things that are most important. But we certalnly
dida’t act that way in Angola and no one involved in Congress is prohibiting uw
frow spending money to provide some balance to the Soviet initiative which we
coneelvably could hawe —-- that 1t would have done locally wasn't as important;

I think, as what we would have done in the long range in terms of Soviet assess-—
ment of the United States. And not only Soviet but everybody else.

I had a discussion last week in London with the Flrst Secalord, I guess
Ashmore 1s his name, and we were just talking at dinner about the preoblems of
the world, the Mid-East, and first and foremost WATO community, and he saild, ?Gu,
koow, wa hada't touched the prime problem in the world. And I said, what's that’?
He suld the big qudstion mark about the United States. Has the United States. -
really got the stomuch for this? Are they golng to see it through?

Q: What did you answer?

&t I scid, no, we hadn't. I wasn't going to discuss it with him; I would
lilcs to acknowledge it is one whale of a prublem. And I could have been nasty
aad cald, well, you all have expericncad that, how do you see 1it, or something -
bacause they did just whet you sald and then, Creat Britain, it's a pathetic

Ehinz. Tt just wakes you want to cry., They are no longer a world power. ALl
they have got are generals and admirals and bands.

MORE
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(Transcript from an impérfecc tape of a portion of an interview = \ :

with Genaral George S. Brown, and Ranan Lurie on April 12, 1976
crangcribed October 18, 1976) ¢

4.
Q: And history? h
A: They do things in great style =- grand style, Cod, they do them big :
on tha protocol side —- but it makes you sick to sece their forces talk abOut. !
wirat they can do...to feel like they can come back somctimes, and we're going .
to wlss them, thay are going to mims them in the Middle East, they had a Yay '

wich those people out there that we just haven't, we couldn’t acquire in g
twenty-£five or thirty yecars. p . -

Q: Spealking about the Middle East from a purely military polnt of view,
would you say that from the Amexican global styateglc interest, militarily,
iz Isracl and 1ts forces more a burden or more a bleasing from a pure militaxy
coint of view, to the United States?

A: Well, I think, 1t's just got to be considered a burden. I had this same
conversation wlth Javits right after I got in trouble down at Duke. We had
breskfact and were talking and he said to me, can't you see the great strategic
valne of Isrzacl to the United States and I said frankly no, which wasn't th?
polnt I was talking about at Duke at all, but my concern there is that they ' re
a burden, now if the trends werce reversed, then I could . see in the long term

whore that might be 'a tremendous asset, where they would gain power and could
bring sbout stability 1in the area.

G: 1If Israel would win for instance? .

A: Yeah, but you see the problem today is, today there is stability
because Istael is strong. She could whip Syria and Egypt handily and there , |
is nobody cloe in control in that area unless the Russisns took a direct hand. -
8y that I mean send forces in additlon to equipment end advisors and that's

not llkely, it's just not waorth the gain at thia point. ) f

3ut with all the money; the wealth, that the Arabs have through Saudi L3 !
Avabila (Inaudible) priwmarily, and Libya is secondary. To buy weapoas, ta . }
train people, and they're breeding at a hell of a rate. Theilr birthrate -- |
thelr populatloa growth 1s far greater than Isrzel, and the long tern outleok o :

is that the Arab stactes are going to overcome the deficiency that they‘ve had,

which.is leadership, and technology, and educated people. I just don’t see

any —— 1t's goilng to take a complete change in outlook on Israel's part. where e T
up te this point st laast she's maintained her pozition. Aund I must say if'I g
woere in thelr shoes, T don't kaow, I'd be in a terrible dilemma becmuse she's

surrounded by people who would just as soon see¢ her pushed into the sca,

Q: You don't believe they really want to do 1t, to have a legitimate
down=-to-anrth pesce, the Arabs? d . . :
A: I think they do in their short term, by that I pmean in 15-20 yearvs, Ch?Y g %
have no other option. I would think that if, for imstance, Saudi Arabia, whieh ]
13 the key to the thing as she has the bulk, could just go on a nation-bullding
program, to keep totally occupicd for a long time and then they helped Egypt
o ger on her feet economlcally at one time. They couldn't worry about Israel, d ;
but they've got a thing, they're very, very sincere about these Holy Lawnds, And . ;
some accowodation has pot to be found where Jerusalem can be shared by the

religions co whom it would be meaningful. DBut I can't see Israel as an asset
£o the United States today.
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' {Transcrlpt ftom ‘an inperfect tape o£ a portion of an incerview with

General George S. Brown, and Ranan Lurie, on April 12, 1976, nranscribed 5.
October 18, 19 76) ;

Q: This theory that's paralleling ic, for instance, to France once ;tancc
dectachad herself from Israel, the fact is that France lost any leverage waat

ever she had with the Arxsbs becausc she put hersclf out of the game. - i
Az Yes, . .

Q: Right now the United States is the only power, the only force in the

world that has any leverage whatsocver oa the Israelis. Therefore, they bav"
trexendcus clout with the Arabsa.

A; That is exactly.right. We have gor.a little with the Saudis, 1 thiq«
1f we use it wisely because of the Saudis concern for communisn.

Q B Righc .

A: You know, I think, genuinely the Saudis are more concerned wicth the
Soviets probably than they are with the Isvaeclis.

Q: Right.

A:; T think the Saudis are gunuinely concerned about the Soviet supplies.
Thoy axre concerned about Imrael primarily because of the Holy Land, they bought

an gdtree into Jerusalem. I think they genuinely have a concern for thie PLG and

2ll these other general problems that arxe not real. heartburn issues with them,
ac leagst that's what I detect from my conversations.

Q: Awong your way of thinking, which I happen to agreé very much about #
tha Szudls cowputing the communist background and so on, I wonder 1f the Sau§¢ﬂ
are really thet fanatically in love with the PLO, due to the fact that the PLO

basically once thay establish themsalves, you are going to have another Albania
At (Inaudible)

Q: Sure. Therefore, maybe it 1s just some kind of 1lip service becausa

bascically I don't know if they are so happy to have this kind of threat becapsa.

A: RNot only thar, they get some land and establish the Palestinian stala;
it's not goimg to be a viable thing, somebody's going to have to support then.

They'xe going to look at othexr Arabs and the fellow with the money is Saudi Aruu

¢ Rich uncle; ' 1

A: That's right. HNow the other concern over there is Irvan and there wa
any question of why she's bullding such a tremendous milicary force. She cccln
with hex populntion, do anything Chdt would provide protectfon from tha Saoviet
Union, there's a real threat.
and Pzkistzan, so that's —— so 1if they were a threat you can discount that. ILr:
cha'a a iittle better watch for Iraq now. Cosh, the programs the Shah has

coning, it just makes you wonder about whether he doesn't ‘some day have vision-
of the Persian Empire.

Q: Certainly.
Ac:

concern with the Middle East 18 her tremendous ofl. Our dependence runs about

She's got adequate power wow to ‘handle AFLhaniJL"'

The? don't call that tha Persian Gulf for nothing. But, |of course, o+

..

17-18 purcnnt now, I guass, of our national consumption and you have zli of htgra«

Japan, it
g9ing to be the world we know.

's just got to contlinue to flow or the world is going to change, it's
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( Transcript from an imperfect tape of a pOtCion of an 1nCerview with

" Geasral Gaar"e S. Browm, aud Ranan Lurie, on April’ ;2 ‘1976, transcribed
Oc-ober 18‘ 1976) ; P

iy . . . -

- -

G: As to the person involvad (inaudible) as to ug, there ware S0 MANY
_and there are so many of the rumors right now about us being behind the Russiun
beccming the second most powerful nation- ' do you agree with that? |

A: I do on one assumption. It's a very big "4{f" and the "if" is if it
in permitted o happen but cecrtainly wa haven't rmvlmd that point taday, aund
1f the Unlted States people decide.td let Congress to, that ic's not worth
spexdling the money to invest resources we nead to do the Defease job, then
obviously we axre going to fall behind. Trends over the past flve years and
in som2 cages ten years are ﬂlsleading in their appearances. Therefore, thes=
trends have got to be reversed; we've got to change them.. And that's whet thie
Pragident starts to doy it does, in fact, have some, some real ‘duvestwent about
two pevreent, which isan’'t a lot, but it does break that curve. o 5

Eez, the thing that, thére's an ecrroneous opinion held by too nary'peo?lﬁ
that this mildicary cs:ablishment in this country kind of feeds on itself that
the nesd for new weapons systems, investment in hardware, woulda't be therc if
the Pextagon wasn't always pushing to have it there. Well, that's aot true.
The military establishmeat, you know really has no life of its own, 1t's based
.¢a what we see as the threat, on the task to bLe performed, and what risks tne*e
ara. XNow, the task to be performed is sect down in effect in basic natilona :
security policy aad they're the general sort of things that you would,expect such
s sharilang the continued safcty of the country, of deterring war; now if the
decercance fails, being able to fight on reasonable terms, .these kinds of chinge.

Yot the threat; there’s only one thrcat and that comes Erom the Soviet Unio:i:
zad the estimate of that threat within thls government ig agreed if there 1s only
a diffarance of view when you get into the outyears and there’re the views ex—
pressel in the band of an estimate high and low. The Coagress then, hearing
the Defense posture statement of the Secretary and my statement fnm support of Lt/
I made on the fntelligence side, can do two things, since 1t can't change the thi .
it can chenge the tasks we have but just don't have the other resources to do thi.
or it can ask the country to accept a bigger risk than the Chiefs feel is prudesi.
Having expressed that risk to the Secrctary and the National Sacurity Council =
tha President, aod haviag that agreed in the Executive Braach, tILn the budget i
stiuctured, presented to the Congress, end as I say since they can't change the

threat, they've not seen fit to change the task to be performed, can ouly ssk Che
countTy to assume a greater risk. :

» P

Now that's What they've done in the past. For the past X-years, I guess £
or six, since I'vae looked at the figures, 1t's bLetween $30 and $40 billliion in
grozs terms that they've taken from the President’'s .budpet from yeaxr to year.

In the meantime, the Russlans have gpaent, the Soviet Unfon has been building s

very, very powerful military machine and I don't get carrvied away with the set
assessaant ia dollar-ruble torms; others ure totally absorbed in that business.
The thing I notlce is that they are able to equlp their forces —-- they ave wmedsr -

izing coustantly and they huve cquipment ready to export. When they go, like 1.
weak o Kenya (sic)xand made a commitmeut... :

xLihya‘ . MORE
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{(Trauscrint frowm an imperfect tape of a portion of an interview with _ 6.
Genaral Gaorge S, Brown, and Ranan Lurie, on April 12, 1976, transcribed e

October 18, i§76)

Q: What about Lebanon, right now, changing into what we can call in
plagzitic terms, a new very extveme left xegime 4n a very vital spot?

A: It could, but I'm not prepared to be quite that optimistic. If chis
ceasafire... ; ;

Q: I'm sorry, I'm pessimlatic, because I saild 1t's becoming a left reglca.

A: 1 say, you're pessimistic, I'm a little more optimistic. I thiank that .
1L this ccasefire holds through the end of the month. which 1t must, which they have

that extensilon, until toeday...the Syrians. have been very constrained in their wmilitary

cutlock and have provided the stabilizing balance there 1f you could get a regime,
gamething comen out of this election that his not as radical as you suspect T
odlght be, Lt will have Syrian support and maybe, just maybe, they can carry it
out. Xt it comes out too radical, I think we're going to have plenty of trouble
ovar chere. )

Q¢ Interior?

A: Continued trouble within Lebanon. It's amazing. It’'s been amazing to
ot that they've been able to fight this long on a scale that they have and the
tremsadous destruction and disruption of the country and have the wxest of the
Midé¢le East kind of keep hands off. Syrians have sort of boxed it in order to:
maintain some degrec of ceatral without actually giving in and forcing them to
take this place over. The Israclis have been very restrained. Both have
watched 1t; both have made statements the other understands.

Q: Ave these Isrvaelils restraincd also because of the American pressure?

A: 4s far as I know 1t hasn't been necessary to apply it. I think they'ze
restrained prima2rily because this dsan't a provocation over which they are prepared
ts o to war, and the lesson of the last war to them was that the casualites were
a heck of a lot heavier than they were prepared to take. A few years ago in some
of the earlier wars, they wevre quickly decisive, the casualties were reasongble
{aud/or) didn't want to take any. This last time, they took very heavy %
cisualtizg the first four or five weeks. 'L don't think that small country wants
to sike that agailn or can afford to see politically can'tvdﬂ i1t.I don't think, they
fove had crewendous internal problems as you know, better then I, you've been over
there (inaudible). They are overextended because of the tremendous military burden
thoy have, and I guess that 1f we were in thelr straights, we would be too.

Q: What about this peculiar situatlon that NATO 1s facing right now with,
I cun cuvision being a cartoonist mycelf, NATO war room with some Communilst o
seuenals, or o0f course, I am talking extreman heve but generals who rapresent *a
governmernt that may have a communist Minlster of Defense or at least a commundst
Mlnigter of Transportation.

A: Well, of course, Kissinger has said we can't permit it.

Q: What can we do in order to execute this non-permission?

A Well, we can do several things. The Council of Minfsters, end under that,

the Secretary Ceneral and Defense Ministers can actually take steps to restrict the
discribution of any classified material, They can have reatricted sessions of

any council, particularly on the military side, as we have done from time to time
with Poargugal. We have done continuously with France when she opted out of the
zilitary side and we have done to a degree with ...

( END OF TAPE )
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE v OCTOBER 18, 1976

Office of the White House Press Secretary
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STATEMENT BY THE PRESS SECRETARY

The President has reviewed the materikal made public today
by the Defense Department concerning General Brown's interview.
The President also has discussed the matter with Secretary
Rumsfeld. The President made it clear to Secretary Rumsfeld
that he does not agree with the General's poor choice of words in

portions of the interview.

Based on General Brown's statement issued today and Secretary
Rumsfeld's news conference, the President considers the matter

closed.



ke catas oottt e b Loct it Al Tl o8 ST

L nw,.m a\_L-‘& LK 'u‘é ‘»’«*\ﬂ.*

‘:—-2- e 1

~
'

~
- -
-

~utacemeat By : Geueral George S Brown IR
C&alr‘aw fz ;he Jodnt Chiefs of Staff B
» OCI‘COb Y ...,,’ 1976 i 1 Ly d 3 &

§
] FInEs
: %

st g

£l

oy
4 - :
E e o LI S

s A €

-
-
St P

X am adv*sed that King Featurda Syndicate has, or will soon release an
atticle, based on an dnterview with me last April, some six months ago, vand’
'that the article contains spne quotes aLtrLbuted o me.
Eai winh £o have oy thoughcs understood ‘and plac&& in propet cofitext.
I was asv¢d whethar from a purely military poinx of view Israel and
‘its armed farces,were "more of h burden or wore of & blesaing' to global
atrateglc. intereste. It is coryect that from that marrow point of view, T '
answered that I thought it had to be considered &, buxden. but ‘I added that
T could sec in the long term whare,thoy might be & Lrum&uuoua asset == whers
they would h"ing stability Lo cha area, . ‘
urthar, my poinc was chat assisting Iarael ag we did, and, in oy view,
&5 we ghould have. did do facL roquire that we draw down some U.S. equipment.
That is a fact ‘of whiah, everyone is aware, but. Lt ahould not be seen 48 mesning
that I in, auy way, disagrend w*ch U 5 policy then o% now. 1 did ‘not end I do
“Guq : ‘e
el . ' ,'!.
Istael shares with :he ited Scater basic dnmacratic values loug ¢heri 1
in our counfry. The defense of these values is cruuial to the survivalLd
way of 1ife on this planet which 1s'compatib1e with .our ideals. Bacause oi
thesa ovexriding considerations, '0.8. policy.towsrd ‘Tsrael over the yaars hds
" been ;1&3f‘ we ave fully commiLtod to its security and survivel. I believe
in that policy wheoleheartedly. "My ‘peracnal &ctions dn support of Israsl, and
in the furcherance of its military necds and itse milinary security give’ proof

te.my full pareoaal cowmitmenr to the aﬂcuricy and. BUrvival of the free state
‘o? Israel. )

‘ '3 i:
The article also leaves the imarcasiOn that I said the United States

does not have the "stomach" to fdce up te challenges. Ag our recordlng of

the inturview indicates. T gid nat say that. I had referred to a recent
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convereatian which ranaed over many pxobleme of ?hc.world, in uhich I
paid that thc individual T had been tolking with obsvrved that we hag nat
wyet discussed the “prime prodlem of the world," the question about the *
United States and whether the U.S. had’ "really got, the stomach for this."

‘T dnswered ~- "o, we hadn't" -- which méant, no ve hadn't discussed. that
issue. My answer did vot wmean that the U.S. didn't-have the stomach, e
‘believe this {nterpretation 45 clear fxom our vecording. .Gertainly, it 1s
what T meant. “For’'example, in that finterview, I émphasized that the ‘American

.psople and the CQngress make "the right dacisions on, thinga that are really
- ‘{wportanat " o

D £ ' 4 . o 2
_‘Remarkp concerning the Avmed Foreas of the Un¢ted Kingdom ware spoken
“out of compassion and understanding. 1 said we would miss thWem fu the .
Middle East, where they ‘were withdrawing their fotces, because of their long'
-experience. - 'Americans understand and sympathize with the current ecomomic
difficulties the Britiah pdople are going through. Ye also know thedir ' .
gallavt“y‘ There axe no bravez peaple, I bhave the greatest admixation
and respect for Her Majesty s highly plofessional Armed Yorces. :
finally, I waat tc say that, in my view, the Shah of Iran hae done and
is doing an immense amount for this country, He has' done so in a way. ghat
has democastrated his common interests with thea Unitnd States and its allies.
He correctly, sees 'a need for Iran'to be militarily sfrong, and thub, is
'streﬂbtneﬁing his Armed Forces -~ under condit fons that serve not only Lran' g .
-gecurity interests, byt also those of the Free World. T have no reason 'to
believe that he has any aspirations beyond cOutxuuing to ably’ 1ead hia naticﬁ
. and contribute .to stability.in tbat part of the warld,

I truat thie sta:ement vill place my comments && the proper perspective.
Vel (" o ok ‘ .;
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