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THE WHITE HOUSE

EXECUTIVE ORDER

-y - Y - e - 330 —

ESTABLISHING THE UNITED STATES
SINAI SUPPORT MISSION

By virtue of the authority vested in me by the
Constitution and statutes of the United States of
America, including the Joint Resolution of October 13,
1975 (Public Law 94-110, 89 Stat. 572, 22 U.S.C. 2441
note), the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended
(22 U.8.C. 2151 et seq.), including but not limited
to Sections 531, 621, 633, 901, and 903 thereof
(22 U.3.C. 2346, 2381, 2393, 2441, 2443), and section
301 of title 3 of the United States Code, and as
President of the United States of America, it is
hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. (a) In accordance with the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended., and notwithstanding
the provisions of Part I of Executive Order No. 10973,
as amended, there is hereby established the United States
Sinai Support Mission, hereinafter referred to as the
Mission.

(b) The Mission shall, in accordance with the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, the Joint
Resolution of October 13, 1975, and the provisions
of thils order, carry out the duties and responsibilities
of the United States Government to implement the "United
States Proposal for the Early Warning System in Sinai™
in connection with the Basic Agreement between Egypt
and Israel, signed on September 4, 1975, and the Annex
to the Basic Agreement, subject to broad policy guidance
received through the Assistant to the President for
national security affairs, and the continuous super-
vision and general direction of the Secretary of State
pursuant to Section 622(c) of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, as amended (22 U.S.C. 2382(c¢c)).

(¢) It shall be the duty and responsibility of
the Mission to ensure that the United States role in
the Early Warning System enhances the prospect of com-
pliance in good falth with the terms of the Egyptian-
Israeli agreement and thereby promotes the cause of
peace.

(@) At the head of the Mission there shall be
a Director, who shall be appointed by the President.
The Director shall be a Special Representative of the
President. There shall also be a Deputy Director,
who shall be appointed by the President. The Deputy
Director shall perform such duties as the Director
may direct, and shall serve as the Director in the
case of a vacancy in the office of the Director,
or during the absence or disability of the Director.

more
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(e) The Director and Deputy Director shall
receilve such compensation, as permitted by law, as
the President may specify.

Sec. 2. {(a) The Director shall exercise immediate
supervision and direction over the Mission.

(b) The Director may, to the extent permitted
by law, employ such staff as may be necessary.

(¢) The Director may, to the extent permitted
by law and the provisions of this order, enter into
such contracts as may be necessary to carry out the
purposes of this order.

(d) The Director may procure the temporary or
intermittent services of experts or consultants, in
accordance with the provisions of Section 626 of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended (22 U.S.C.
5326), and section 3109 of title 5 of the United States

ode.

(e) As requested by the Director, the agencies
of the Executive branch shall, to the extent permitted
by law and to the extent practicable, provide the Misslon
with such admlnistrative services, information, advice,
and facilities as may be necessary for the fulfillment
of the Mission's functions under this order.

Sec. 3. (a) 1In accordance with the provisions
of Section 633 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
as amended (22 U.S.C. 2393), it is hereby determined
to be in furtherance of the purposes of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, that the functions
authorized by that act and required by this order,
may be performed, subject to the provislions of sub-
sectlion (b) of this Section, by the Director without
regard to the followlng specified provisions of law
and limitations of authority:

(1) Section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended (31 U.S.C. 529).

(2) Section 3710 of the Revised Statutes (41
U.s.c. 8).

- (3) Section 2 of Title III of the Act of March 3,
1933 (47 Stat. 1520, 41 U.S.C. 10a).

(4) Section 3735 of the Revised Statutes (41
U.S.C. 13).

(5) Section 3679 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended (31 U.S.C. 665), Section 3732 of the Revised
Statutes, as amended (41 U.S.C. 11), and Section 9
of the Act of June 30, 1906 (34 Stat. 764, 31 U.S.C.
627), so as to permit the indemnification of contractors
against unusually hazardous risks, as defined in Mission
contracts, consistent, to the extent practicable, with
regulatlions prescribed by the Department of Defense
pursuant to the provisions of the Act of August 28,
1958, as amended (50 U.S.C. 1431 et seg.) and Executive
Order No. 10789 of November 14, 1958, as amended.

more
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(6) Section 302(a) of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as amended (41 U.S.C.
252(a)), so as to permit the Sinai Support Mission to
utilize the procurement regulations promulgated by the
Department of Defense pursuant to Sectlion 2202 of Title 10
of the United States Code.

(7) Section 304(b) of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as amended (41 U.S.C.
254(b)), so as to permit the payment of fees in excess
of the prescribed fee limitations but nothing herein
contained shall be construed to constitute authorization
hereunder for the use of the cost-plus-a-percentage-
of~cost system of contracting.

(8) Section 305 of the Federal Property and Admin-
istrative Services Act of 1949, as amended (41 U.S.C. 255).

(9) Section 901(a) of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936, as amended (46 U.S.C. 1241(a)).

(b) It is directed that each specific use of
the waivers of statutes and limitations of authority
authorized by this Section shall be made only when
determined in writing by the Director that such use
is specifically necessary and in furtherance of the
purposes of this Order and in the interests of the
United States.

Sec. 4. (a) There 1s hereby established the Sinal
Interagency Board, hereinafter referred to as the Board,
which shall be composed of the following:

(1) The Secretary of State or his representative.
(2) The Secretary of Defense or his representative.

(3) The Administrator, Agency for International
Development, or his representative.

(4) The Director of the United States Arms Control
and Disarmament Agency or his representative.

(5) The Director of Central Intelligence or his
representative.

(6) The Director of the United States Sinail Support
Mission or hls representative.

(b) The Director of the United States Sinal Support
Mission or hils representative shall be Chairman of
the Board.

(c) The President may from time to time designate
others to serve on, or participate iIn the activities
of, the Board. The Board may invite representatives of
other departments and agencies to participate in its
activitiles.

(d) The Board shall meet at the call of the Chairman
to assist, coordinate, and advise concerning the activities
of the United States Sinail Support Mission.

more



Sec. 5. The Secretary of State shall, pursuant to
the provisions of Executilve Order No. 19973, as amended,
including Part V thereof, and this order, provide from
funds made available to the President the funds necessary
ﬁor ;he activities of the United States Sinal Support

issilon.

Sec. 6. All activities now being undertaken by the
Secretary of State to implement the "United States Proposal
for the Early Warning System in Sinai® shall be continued
until such time as the Mission has become operational and
the Director requests the transfer of those activities
to the Mission. The Secretary of State may exercise any
of the authority or responsibility vested in the Director,
by this order, in order to continue the performance of
actlvities related to the Early Warning System until
transferred to the Director. All such activitiles undertaken
by the Secretary of State shall be deemed to have been taken
by the Director.

GERALD R. FORD

THE WHITE HOUSE,
JANUARY 13, 1976
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STATEMENT ON THE MIDDLE EAST PROBLEM
AT THE CONCLUSION OF THE UN SECURITY COUNCIL DEBATE
JANUARY 26, 1976

- ———

‘At thé conclusion of the Security Council's con-
sideration of the Middle ﬁést problem, it is important
to turn from the debates that have taken pléce in New
York and look to the year ahead. 1In doing so we ﬁust

ask ourselves, where has this debate left us in our

- : search for a Middle East peace? The United States

has perhaps a particular resﬁonsibility to do this be-
cauée, in being faithful to its concept of the search
for péaqe, it has-felt obliged to veto a resolution
that others believed mapped out a‘preferable route.

We did not do so 1i§htlyL nor in a spifit of negation.
We belicved that with this resolution the Council woula

have blbcked the surer and the tested Qay to a settle-

ment in favor of one that - would not have worked. It is

i

important that it be understood why we believed this to
-be the cdse, and, more especially, how we see the process

continuing within the framework that we have, w;th our

vote, preserved.

=.* fThere is surely no other problem of our time that

-

has seen so much effort devoted to a solution, and

- where the successes and the failures are so evident as

_ guides for our future endeavors. There has been no lack
For further information contact:
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of resolutions, no lack of plans, but looking back over

-

the years we can discern those few developments that
have gradually constructed a basis -- a framework =--
foi_whatever progress has been made in all this time.

' In 1967 the Security Council devised Resolution 242,

" that coatained the fundaméntal principles that should be

apﬁlied in order to esiablish a just and lasting peace
in the Middle East, including withdrawal from occupied
territories, termination of all'claims and states of
belligerency, acknowledgment of the sovereignty, terri-
torial integrity, and political independenée of every
state in the aréa, and respect for the right of every
state to live in peace within secure and recognized
boundaries freé from threats orvacts of férce. The

comprehensiveness, fairness, and balance of Resolution 242

have won it acceptance_by all the Middle East states

direcﬁly involved in the conflict in addition to approval
by the outside world. One of the great values of the
resolution is its wide acceptance, despite the differences
each side has over its meaning. .:
In 1973, the Security Council approved a resolution
that complemented Resolution 242 by establishing a
negotiating process between the parties as the means of

implementing the principles set forth in the earlier re-

solution. This was, of course, Resolution 338, which

-
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" also won wide acceptance and, with Resolution 242,

formed a negotiéting basis and framework that had been
lacking since the early years of the Middle East problem.

The decision was then taken to provide a spe01flc

:forum -~ a concrete conteyt -—- for the negotlatlng

L

process. The parties agreed to participate in a

Conference at Geneva under the co-chairmanship of the
United States and the Soviet Union. The nature of the
conference reflected recognition.of the fact ﬁhat the

negotiating process, if it was to have any chance of

success, had to be based on thesconsent and voluntary

‘participation of all the parties. The composition of

the conference, accordingly, was.itself a matter for
agreement among all the parties.
Finally, as the parties confronted the substance

of the problem, they decided to approach it in stages

“rather than all at once. The United States was pleased

that, at the request of the parties, it could play a

helpful role in this step~by-step negotiating process,

fkeeping always in mind that each step was taken within

the Geneva framework and with a view to ensuring the

ultimate success of the Geneva conference. It was always
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recognized that moving directlyito an overall approach
was’ah alternative to which the parties could turn at
any'time, and there was no doubt that an overall settlé-
ment, whatever the approach, was the end goal of all
concerned, including the U.S. .

“And what was the rés;it?' For the first time in
25 or more.&ears genﬁine piogress was made toward a '
resolution of the immensely deep_and complex problems
that constitute the Middle East question. Through the
courage and statesmanship of the Governments of Egypt,
Israel, and Syria, and working within this common
framework, agreements were reached,‘éoncessions made in
return for other concessions; land Qas returned on the
basis of binding agrececments.

Less tangible, butuperhaps more important, was the
_progress in the attitudes of the countries of the Middle
~:East. In the long history of the Arab-Israeli conflict

it is a new and relatively receht development that cpinion
in the Arab world has begun to think in terms‘of recogniz-

:ihg a sovereign Israel and that Israel has begun to see

peace as a tangible goal rather than a distant hope. We

are fully aware that only a start has been made, that

many problems remain to be dealt with and resolved. It was
the nature of the'process that the easier issues would be

dealt with first and the more difficult.and complex lefé

P
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until later, when the momentum of the process itself would:

be working for us. The United States Government is committed

to devote itself to the resolution of these remaining
issues as it has to the issues that have already been

resolved.

-~

There would be no chance of further'proéress, however,

if this negotiating framework, painfully erected over years,
of trial and error, were not left intact. Whatever its

imperfections, however great the temptation to tamper with

' the resolutions and the Geneva formula that constitute it,

if it were pulled apart now it could not be put back to-
gether, and the clock would have been turned back to the

years of futility in which no basis existed for negotiation

-

-

The negotiating framework is sufficiently flexible

“that it can'provide the basis for negotiating fair and

durable solutions to all the issues involved. The issues

~gf withdrawal, of borders, of the termination of states

or claims of belligerency, of reciprocal obligations to
peace, of the right to live in peace within secure and

recognized boundaries, all these and more must be carefully

considered. Reciprocity is a fundamental concept in this

*

process. All of the principles must be clothed with substance

-



-t

and given practical form. The natﬁre of peace must be
defined for all the peoples involved.

-If there are limitations in the present framework,
they result from the attitudes of the parties. What is
needed is that all the'éartié;‘éo on from here to work out
the suﬁstance of the solutions, and that if any party
feels there is a need to reconsider the fraﬁework ini
order to proceed further, that this emerge from negotia-
tions among the parties in the.Geﬁeva context.

It is evident from the debate that led to the convening
of the Security Council that there is concern on the part
of some of the parties to the dispute, shared by members
of the Council, regarding those aspects of the Middle East
problem that relate particularly to the Palestinian people
and their future; It is Important that we work to develop
a common understanding of this particularly complex iséue.
The Palestinian question was for many years considered
primarily a refugee pxobleﬁ. It is widely accepted today
that this'is only one aspect of a larger question. The
ﬁgited States has repeatedly affirmed its recognition
that there will be no permanent peace unless it includes
arrangements that take into account the legitimate interests
of the Palestinian pcople. The United States is prepared
to work with all the parties toward a solution of all

the issues yet remaining, including

»
~

-

s
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tﬁe issue of the future of the Palestipian people. We
have no preconceptions as to the nature of such a solu-
tion as it involves them, which can only be worked out
as part of the negotiating process. But we recognize
thatya solution must. take ihto accouné their aspirations

-~

within the framework of prinéiples laid down in Resolu-
tions 242 and 338. | SR | y
This issue, as is the case with the other issues,
can be successfully dealt with, however, only by maintain-
ing the momentum of practical progress in the negotiating
process; We look to this process to clarify issues and
to help develop a reasonable and accepted definition of
,?alestinian‘interests,’withéut which negotiation on this
aspect of the overall problem cannot be successfully
addressed. However, it _is not realistic to expect one
party to the dispute to agree to the participation of
:ﬁgnother in the negotiaitons, if the latter's policy is
to seck ﬁhe disappearaﬁce of the former as a state.
As far as the U.S. is concerned, no negotiatiné frame-
’york is viable that calls the existence of the state
of Israel into gquestion.
| We appreciate that, at this stage, the particular

negotiating means that have been used so successfully



to date present difficulties to one or another of the

parties. We have therefore suggested an informal prepara-.

tory conference of the present Geneva parties looking
toward a convening of the Geneva Conference, in which the
pafties can discuss quest;dﬁs,relating té the agenda,
procedures gnd participants éf the formal conference,
without pféjudice to their positions on the conference
itself. What is important is to continue the process.
The goals all want to achieve cannot be achieved
without movement, but at the same time thére is no short
cut. They’require the cooperation of both sides.at every
stage. | |
We understand also thaé the_ process appears at
times to be unduly slow. When one looks atkthe issues
- that lie ahead one is tempted, indeed, to guestion
whether we shall ever deal with them all. But when one
-=looks back over the years, and sees how much more has been
acconmplished in the last two years than in the quarter
of a century that came before, we are encouraéed to hope
" that the process we are engaged in will in fact lead us

where we all want to go. 1974 and 1975 were years of

Lo
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signal accomplishment. The United States is firmiy -
and irrevocably committed to progress in the negotiation
of a settlement. In keeping with this commitment, it

will do all it can to press ahead this year to consolidate

" what has been achieved and lay the groundwork for rapid

progress. We believe that Qe have an obligation to
keep open and intact the negotiating framework and

to assist in developing a common understanding of the
problems that remain before us. We are confident that
progress leading to an eventual soiution of all the
issues is possible, utilizing -~ &nd, in fact, only by
utilizing -- the present fraﬁework, and we are committed

to assist in every way we can to facilitate such

Y

progress. We will be active in the months ahead,

and our efforts will he seen to speak for themselves.

-
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NEW DISCLOSURES RELEASED ON KISSINGER' S MIDDLE EAST DIPLOMACY

-

Presidents Nixon and Ford, in 1974 and 1975, secretly
assured Arab leaders that the United States favored an Israeli
withdrewal to its 1967 rrontlers, accordlng to an article pubm
lished in FOREIGN POLICY magazine today., ~ .

The article, entitled "H w Kissinger Did It: Step-by-Step in

the Middle Tast,” by Edwar@ R.F. Sheehan, discloses that _in June,
- 1974 Nixon told Anwar el- Smma* tha* the American abicctitve Iin_tha .

- S*nal was to restore the old _qyptlan international border. At
Tother reet ings, Sheehan reports, Nixon told President ~5s5Z2 and
King Hussein that the United States "favored the substantial
restitution of the 1967 frontiers on the Golan Heights and on the
West Bank of Jordan." President Ford, accerding to Sheehan, reaf-
firmed those positions to Sadat in June of 1975.

Shezhan also provides the first comprehensive account of

Henry nlﬁﬁldger’sfdi§lomacy in _the Middle East frem thae Cctob

} War to the present, including tradscripts of discussicns \itﬁ
Arab and Israeli leaders never disclosed before. At & meeting with
Sadat on Novemker 7, 1973, for example, KlSSlDG@I overcame Sadat's
insistence on immediate Isra=li withdrawal to the 1967 lxn s in
favor cf a partial Israzeli retreat in the Sinai desert. As a result
of that meeting, according to Sheehan, the bnited States had its :
first Arab policy - a cormitment that "so long. asthe mr”“{]h?ée sto

the United States would not abandon Israel, WasRington would...
wield its power to regain Arab rights." It was at that monent,
Sheehan concludes, "that Kissinger decided he was dealing not with
a clown, but with a statesman.”

Indeed, Skeehan's account, critical but often sympathetic
toward Kissinger's ciplomacy, sucgests that Xissinger hoped to
push TIsrael back to its 1967 borders but was frustrated by cir-

cumstance and his commiitment to tactical success. In March, 1975

-+
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Tsraeli lcaders, including

-Anwar el-Sadat, whom Kissinger first underestimated, but
later considered a statesman "with a fixed determination
to overcome obstacles and move toward peace.”
~-Golda Meir, who was obstinate at stages in the negoulatlons,
but for whom Kissinger had special affection.

-King Faisal, who berated Klsaluger for supporting a "Communist’
state in Israel, but who promised to do all he could to pro-
mote negotiations - particularly in Syrla.

—-President Assad, whose perscnality fascinated Kissinger despitc
his stubbornness. ///,,

Sheehan also details the near collapse of Xissinger's step-
by-step method, including the celebrated Isra e11~<yr1an disengogemant
of 1974. On May 27, Sheehan reveals, "Assad and Xissinger composed
a communique announcing the collapse of the negotiations... Two
days later, the agreement was reached." At another dramatic meetin
on March 22, 1975, Kissinger confronted the Tsrae i leaders with
his fears. "Step-by step has been throttled," he said, "first for
Jordan, then for Egypt... we see a. frlenélﬁsrae:}éa aging himself
for reasons which will seenm trivial five years from now.... It's
tragic to see peoole doonming-thegreelves to a ccurse of unbelievable
peril."” Kissinger also had misgivings about SLpp’Ylng arms to Israel
and statlcnlng Americans in the Sinai, and he and Nixon told the
Pentagen to "play tough" on deliveries of arms during the October.
War. ' ST '

Despite Kissinger's misgivings, Sheeshan writes, Israeli
linitations often prc’alled. The "five-zone" concept, for example,
which was the basis of the breakthrouch to the <irst EZgyoptian-
Israeli déisengagement, was Moshe Dayan's idea. 3ut this interim .
step avoided the prcblem of including the Palestinians in an overall
settlenment. Kissinger recently warned the Israelis that eventually
they wculd have to ebandon their settlements and retreat substantiall
.to the 1967 lines. \evertheless, until now Israell intransigence has
prevailed. In fact, Xissinger honored Isrzel's wishes as early as
December, 1973, when Ambassador Dinitz warned, "Golda cannot go inteo
the elections if there's any doubt on the Palestinians at Geneva."

American-Israeli relations, Sheehan ccncludes, have rcache@ a
state of "chronic crisis.” "Israel has ne foreign policy," Kissilnger
lamented to a friend, "only domestic politics." As a result, Sheehan
writes, Kissinger's step-by-step diploracy hought time and preventead

“war, but never addressed the central problems in the Middle East,
problems that cannot be postponed nuch longer.

‘ -cnd- : _ L
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How Kissingee Did It

STEP BY STEP
IN THE MIDDLE EAST

by Edward R. F-Shcehan

For over two years, newspapers and news-
casts cround the world have been filled with
the chronicle of Hency Kissingec's comings
and goings in the Middle Ecst, his seem-
ingly ceaseless shuttling between Cairo, Je-
cusalem, Dumascus, Riyadh, Amman, and
other capitals to find partial agreemyt.s/b’e-
tween the Arabs and the Iscaelis.

It has been, at best, a difficult saga to fol-
low, Full of sound and some fury—but sig-
nifying what? Even the expert will be ex-

cused for having on occaston feiled to follow
lf'e course of the negotictions, or keving lost
intecest in them.

But thile impoctence ts clear. They have
estedlished, in the words of one of Americe's
lecding Middle Eest experts, Edwerd R. F.

keeken, our first postwae “Arch poliey
Bigond thet fect lie fuather guestions, ebout

the long-term velue of the cecomplishment,

end chout the fuiure of U.S.-Iszcili rela-
tions. Whatever lies ehead, howeier, a spe-
cific phasz in the tortured his:ory of Mideast
diplomacy 1s now over, clthough it is too
eacly to pass definitive judgment on it,

In the lengthy crticle that follows, Shee-
an presents the first comprekensive account
of tkzr phase and of Kissinger's effocts.
Based on extensive telks with Amecican,

7‘

Arzd. and Iszcali oficials cn three continents,

Shzchan's acticle continues the effoct of this
mugczine to present major investigatice dip-
lomatic reporting to our rcuders. An expan-
sion of this article will appzar as ¢ book to
be published next autun:n by Recder’s Di-
gest Press.

The dicect quotations of diclogue in the
acticle are vechatim. condensed from the ac-
tueel conversations detween pacticipants only

3.

tltilanguuge Typographers AA-81

-

vhen necessury for space (cusons.-—-Thc
Editors.

ince the Arab-Isracli war of October 1973,
Secretary of State Henry A. Kissinger has
devoted more of his time and craft to the
consequences of that conflict than to any
other issuc of forcign policy. Never has
American diplomacy—-or the man who con-
ducts it—bcen so visibly committed to the
solunon of a problem. Throughout a doz-
en missioas to the Middle East. throughout
thousands of hours of ncgotiations there and
in Washington, throughout three hundied
thousand mtles ez more of flying to and {ro,
Kissinger has summoned 21l the power of
his prodigious intcllect to the fashicning of
a new cquation between the greatest of the
Semitic peoples, aspiring to prevent anciher
war that might overwhelm the werld be-
yond. Today, rearly two and 3 half ver

~after he began, we must assass his achicve-

ments, his fallures, and his mothod—ciep-
by-step diplomacy.
&
The most cracizl of Kissingar's abors oo-

curred in moments of great tension: be-
tween Octeber 6, 1573, when the war brche
out, and late December of that vear, when
the Geacva.conference was cenvened: dur-
ing January 1974, when he scparated the
Iscaeli and Egyptian armies and asseried the
necessity  of his personal intervention to
achieve intgrim selutions: during May 157
when he scparated the Israeli and Svrian
armies whilst the Syrians were waging 2
war of attrition: during March 1975, when
his endeavor to negotiate a new agissment
in the Sinai collapsed amidst recriminations
with the government of Isracl: and in Au-
gust 1975, when he finally achieved that
agreement at 3 high cost to the United
States—though much lower, he insisied,
than its alteenative, another war.

Some significant features of Kissinger's
diplomacy emerge from the multitude of his
decisions:
> In the aftermath of the October war, he

‘.
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Page 4

5. FELDMAN: Can you be more specific on why you
el does not need the extra $550 million in aid?

THE PRESIDENT: If you look at -- in the 25-month
,d the United States was contributing in military assistance
>illion 500 million and economic assistance in a 25-month
.riod, $1 billion 500 million., That is a very substantial
contribution to a country of 3 million people. All of my
technical advisers, Defense Department, State Department, and
others that have the background and information, advise me
very specifically that those amounts for that 25-month
period are ample to take care of both economic and military
assistance to Israel.

So you have to have some belief that the technical
people who spend all their time on these matters are being
fair and being proper as to the amount that Israel needs for
its security, its survival, both economically and militarily.

MS. FELDMAN: Why did you cancel your Middle East
trip? Was there any reason for that?

THE PRESIDENT: I think the main reason, Trude,
was I felt that the pre-convention campaign demanded that I
stay here and win the nomination and it would not have been
feasible for me to be traveling for ten days in the
Middle East when some of these primaries and some of these
domestic political issues were being developed. I certainly
hope to get to the Middle East.

MS. FELDMAN: But not this.year?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't rule out this year
because after the election that is a possibility. But I
certainly intend to go as quickly as possible.

MS. FELDMAN: Let's jump for a minute to you, the
man,that I think everybody is going to judge you on more so
than all the issues, I think. The man behind the Presidency.
Do you really enjoy the decision-making process and why?





