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Tl-IE WHITE HOUSE 

,WAS H I N G T 0 N 

July 15, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR RON NESSEN 

FROM: JIM SHUMAN Jt· 
SUBJECT: THE PRESIDENT'S BRFIEFING BOOK 

Attached are some additional questions and answers 
to be included in the President's Briefing Book 
for Connecticut. 

Attachments 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

July 14, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR JIM SHUMAN 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

ROGER PORTER ~ 

Questions and Answers for the President's 
Briefing Book 

Attached are some additional questions and answers for the 
President's briefing book. The Q & A on the rubber strike 
has specifically been cleared with Secretary Usery. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please let me know. 

,. 

Attachments 



Rubber Workers Strike 

Q. The United Rubber Workers and the nation's major tire 
and rubber companies recently broke off labor 
negotiations without an agreement. When will the 
President take action under the Taft-Hartley Act to 
~et the ru~ber workers back to work? 

A. The recent recess in negotiations does not represent 
any lessening of the efforts of the Government to 
assist the parties in bringing the dispute to an end. 
I understand that every effort is being made by 
Secretary Usery and Mr. Scearce, Director of the 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service,to arrange 
for the parties involved to resume responsible 
negotiations. I urge both parties to do their utmost 
to reach an equitable and responsible agreement. 

As you know, an injunction under the Taft-Hartley Act 
can only be granted if the national safety and health 
is affected. Such an occurrence would result from a 
complete breakdown of the free collective bargaining 
process. At this time, I believe the collective 
bargaining process is still the best means for solving 
the dispute. We will, however, continue to monitor the 
situation for circumstances which require alternative 
Government action~ 

7-14-76 



GE Contract 

Q. Do you believe the contract recently negotiated 
between General Electric Company and two electrical 
unions is inflationary? 

A. This wage settlement, along with other major settlements 
negotiated this year, is being examined by the Council 
on Wage and Price Stability. In its review, which has 
not yet been completed, the Council will estimate the 
cost of the sett~ement. Since the review is not yet 
complete, it would be premature for me to comment 
specifically on the settlement. 

7/07/76 



Economic Summit 

Q. In your opinion, what were the key accomplishments of 
the Economic Summit? 

A. The increasing economic interdependence of the industrial 
democracies requires us to cooperate in solving our common 
economic problems. The Economic Summit in Puerto Rico 
successfully carried forward this sense of common purpose 
and cooperative spirit established in Rarnbouillet, thus 
strengthening prospects for economic progress by the 
industrialized democracies. These prospects are enhanced 
by agreement in several areas. 

First, in the area of economic recovery and expansion, 
it was recognized that sustained expansion cannot be 
achieved in the context of high inflation rates. Thus, 
agreement was reached to individually implement economic 
policies which will reduce unemployment without jeopardizing 
our common aim of avoiding a new wave of inflation. This 
agreement represents the major accomplishment of the 
Summit. 

Second, in the~international monetary area, it was agreed 
that each nation should manage its economy and its inter­
national monetary affairs so as to correct or avoid 
persistent or structural international payment imbalances. 

Third, with respect to the special needs of a few developed 
countries, there was agreement that all nations will 
cooperate in appropriate bodies to further analyze these 
problems with a view toward resolution. Furthermore, it 
was agreed that if assistance in financing transitory 
balance of payments deficits is necessary to avoid 
general disruptions in economic growth, it can best be 
provided by multilateral means combined with a firm 
program for restoring underlying equilibrium. 

These and other agreements will benefit not only the 
industrial democracies, but the international community 
as a whole. 

7-08-76 
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Consumer Price Index {CPI) 

Q. The Labor Department announced a 0.6 percent increase 
in the Consumer Price Index {CPI) for May. This trans­
lates into a 7.2 percent annual increase, which is above 
the 6 percent rate projected by the Administration. Does 
this mean we are headed for larger price increases than 
expected during the rest of this year? 

A. The 0.6 percent increase in the CPI during May is not, by 
itself, indicative of a shift toward higher inflation 
rates than expected during the remainder of the year. 
In fact, we expected an increase in May above the much 
smaller increases in the earlier months of the year. 

The smaller increases in earlier months were due primarily 
to decreases in food and fuel prices during several of 
these months. Conversely, the significant jump in the 
May CPI was due, to a large extent, to a sharp increase 
in food prices. Food prices alone, which comprise about 
25 percent of the CPI, advanced 1 percent in May. 

Thus, there are a number of special circumstances, 
including the sharp food price increase, surrounding 
the May CPI i~crease. Since these circumstances are 
more transitory in nature, it is not likely that consumer 
prices will accelerate at a rate which would result in 
an underlying rate of inflation greater than the 
6 percent predicted by the Administration. 

7-08-76 



Consumer Confidence 

Q. After strongly surging from December 1975 to March 1976, 
retail sales were unchanged in April and declined 
1.2 percent in May, the sharpest slide in 14 months. 
Are you concerned that this data reflects a serious 
decline in consumer confidence? 

A. First, let me point out that.the recent retail sales 
data showing this decline are preliminary and subject 
to change. My advisors tell me, however, that a 
temporary pause in the upward trend of retail sales 
is not uncommon during periods of cyclical expansion. 
Thus, a one month decline will not adversely affect 
our forecasts of.consumer spending. 

Administration and private forecasters predict continued 
growth in consumption. 

Thus, I believe consumers are confident that the economy 
will progress through the recovery stage and into a period 
of stable, non-inflationary economic growth. This con­
fidence will be reflected in the continued upward trend 
in consumer spending. , 

7-08-76 



Connecticut 

GASOLINE SUPPLIES AND PRICES 

Question 

Will there be a shortage,of gasoline this summer and 
how much are prices expected to go up again? 

Answer 

Supplies of gasoline should be adequate to meet our 
needs throughout the summer months. 

The recent increase in gasoline prices is due to several 
factors: 

First, gasoline prices normally rise during this 
time of year. 

Second, we are becoming more and more dependent upon 
higher priced foreign sources of crude oil. 

Third, the Energy Policy and Conservation Act which 
became law last December will automatically increase 
domestic crude oil prices by about 75 cents per 
barrel by th~ beginning of next year. 

In total, gasoline prices may go up about 4 cents per 
gallon over the summer and should then decline somewhat 
during the winter months. 

GRS 
7/14/76 



Rubber Workers Strike 

Q. The United Rubber Workers and the nation's major tire 
and rubber companies recently broke off labor 
negotiations without an agreement. When will the 
President take action under the Taft-Hartley Act to 
get the r~~ber workers back to work? 

A. The recent recess in negotiations does not represent 
any lessening of the efforts of the Government to 
assist the parties in bringing the dispute to an end. 
I understand that every effort is being made by 
Secretary Usery and Mr. Scearce, Director of the 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service,to arrange 
for the parties involved to resume responsible 
negotiations. I urge both parties to do their utmost 
to reach an equitable and responsible agreement. 

As you know, an injunction under the Taft-Hartley Act 
can only be granted if the national safety and health 
is affected. Such an occurrence would result from a 
complete breakdown of the free collective bargaining 
process. At this time, I believe the collective 
bargaining process is still the best means for solving 
the dispute. We will, however, continue to monitor the 
situation for circumstances which require alternative 
Government action. 

7-14-76 



GE Contract 

Q. Do you believe the contract recently negotiated 
between General Electric Company and two electrical 
unions is inflationary? 

A. This wage settlement, along with other major settlements 
negotiated this year, is being examined by the Council 
on Wage and Price Stability. In its review, which has 
not yet been completed, the Council will estimate the 
cost of the sett~ement. Since the review is not yet 
complete, it would be premature for me to comment 
specifically on the settlement. 

7/07/76 



Economic Summit 

Q. In your opinion, what were the key accomplishments of 
the Economic Summit? 

A. The increasing economic interdependence of the industrial 
democracies requires us to cooperate in solving our common 
economic problems. The Economic Summit in Puerto Rico 
successfully carried forward this sense of common purpose 
and cooperative spirit established in Rambouillet, thus 
strengthening prospects for economic progress by the 
industrialized democracies. These prospects are enhanced 
by agreement in several areas. 

First, in the area of economic recovery and expansion, 
it was recognized that sustained expansion cannot be 
achieved in the context of high inflation rates. Thus, 
agreement was reached to individually implement economic 
policies which will reduce unemployment without jeopardizing 
our common aim of avoiding a new wave of inflation. This 
agreement represents the major accomplishment of the 
Summit. 

Second, in the~international monetary area, it was agreed 
that each nation should manage its economy and its inter­
national monetary affairs so as to correct or avoid 
persistent or structural international payment imbalances. 

Third, with respect to the special needs of a few developed 
countries, there was agreement that all nations will 
cooperate in appropriate bodies to further analyze these 
problems with a view toward resolution. Furthermore, it 
was agreed that if assistance in financing transitory 
balance of payments deficits is necessary to avoid 
general disruptions in economic growth, it can best be 
provided by multilateral means combined with a firm 
program for restoring underlying equilibrium. 

These and other agreements will benefit not only the 
industrial democracies, but the international community 
as a whole. 

7-08-76 





Consumer Price Index (CPI) 

Q. The Labor Department announced a 0.6 percent increase 
in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for May. This trans­
lates into a 7.2 percent annual increase, which is above 
the 6 percent rate projected by the Administration. Does 
this mean we are headed for larger price increases than 
expected during the rest of this year? 

A. The 0.6 percent increase in the CPI during May is not, by 
itself, indicative of a shift toward higher inflation 
rates. than expected during the remainder of the year. 
In fact, we expected an increase in May above the much 
smaller increases in the earlier months of the year. 

The smaller increases in earlier months were due primarily 
to decreases in food and fuel prices during several of 
these months. Conversely, the significant jump in the 
May CPI was due, to a large extent, to a sharp increase 
in food prices. Food prices alone, which comprise about 
25 percent of the CPI, advanced 1 percent in May. 

Thus, there are a number of special circumstances, 
including the sharp food price increase, surrounding 
the May CPI i~crease. Since these circumstances are 
more transitory in nature, it is not likely that consumer 
prices will accelerate at a rate which would result in 
an underlying rate of inflation greater than the 
6 percent predicted by the Administration. 

7-08-76 



Consumer Confidence 

Q. After strongly surging from December 1975 to March 1976, 
retail sales were unchanged in April and declined 
1.2 percent in May~ the sharpest slide in 14 months. 
Are you concerned that this data reflects a serious 
decline in consumer confidence? 

A. First, let me point out that the recent retail sales 
data showing this decline are preliminary and subject 
to change. My advisors tell me, however, that a 
temporary pause in the upward trend of retail sales 
is not uncommon during periods of cyclical expansion. 
Thus, a one month decline will not adversely affect 
our forecasts of'consumer spending. 

Administration and private forecasters predict continued 
growth in consumption. 

Thus, I believe consumers are confident that the economy 
will progress through the recovery stage and into a period 
of stable, non-inflationary economic growth. This con­
fidence will be reflected in the continued upward trend 
in consumer spending. , 
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EXECUTION IN ANGOLA 

0: You and Secretary Kissinger have said that Angola 1 s execution 
of Daniel Gearhart would have an adverse effect on US­
Angolan relations. Could you be more specific about what 
you intend to do? 

A: In view of the execution of Mr. Gearhart in the face ofworld-

wide appeals for clemency and the continued massive presence 

of Cuban troops in Angola, we can only conclude that the 

Angolan Government is intent for the moment on increasing 

tension rather than bettering relations. This latest incident 

cannot help but retard any prospect of improving relations with 

the Angolan government. 

0: What did the Administration do to prevent the Gearhart execution? 

A: The Administration made extensive efforts through numerous 

channels to persuade Angolan President Neto to commute Daniel 

Gearhart's sentence. Many governments, international organ-

izations, private groups and individuals responded and joined 

us in appealing for clemency. I sent a personal message to Neto. 

Despite this massive international effort, President Neto chose 

to persist in his cruel and unjustified course. 



CARTER ON AN ARAB OIL EMBARGO 

Q: How do you respond to Jimmy Carter's statement that a new Arab 
oil embargo would be considered an act of economic warfare am 
would result in a United States counter-embargo? What would 
you propose if there should be an oil embargo despite our efforts 
to avoid it? 

A: The 1973 war involved not only the damage and loss of life in the 

Middle East but also great economic dislocation in the rest of the 

world, including the industriaiized democracies and developing countries. 

Renewed conflict and another oil embargo in the Middle East would 

produce much greater military damage in the area and economic 

damage in the rest of the world. That is why my Administration 

has given top priority to progress toward a peaceful settlement 

in the Middle East and movement away from arother confrontation 

in the military and economic fields. Today we enjoy the confidence and 
trust of Israel. We have established close ties with many of the Arab 
states in the area. 
I believe that the progress made to date by our Middle East policy 

has diminished the threat of another war or oil embargo and has 

been of mutual benefit to the economies of the United States and the 

countries of the Middle East. The oil producing nations are now 

full participants in the international economic system and damage 

to the economic structure of the industrialized nations would also 

work against their own national interests and those of their people, 

to whom closer economic links with the US and other industrial 

countries are bringing unprecedented prosperity. 
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By continuing effectively our policies of seeking a peaceful settle-

ment and economic cooperation, I am convinced that we will not 

have to face the prospect of another war or oil embargo. That 

is why the Middle East issue must be kept free of partisan politics 

which would jeopardize seriously our present policies. 

Q: But what if an embargo should be levied against the U.S. How 
would you respond? 

A: The United States has led a collective effort by the i:ndustrialized 

countries to minimize our vulnerability. Should there be another 

oil embargo, I would first wish to consult our allies whose 

economies are so interdependent with our own as well as those 

of the oil producing countries 

Let me say, however, that the clearest and strongest 
the effects of 

deterrent to/an embargo is reduced dependence on foreign supplies. 

1 have made increased energy independence a major goal of my 

Administration. In my first State of the Union message, I proposed 

a comprehensive legislative program to reduce our dependence on 

imported oil. Part of this has been passed by the Congress, but 

many important elements have not been. I intend to continue to 

pursue this objective. Unfortunately, the Congressional response 

has been such as to hamper seriously US efforts to reduce 

dependence. 



PROSPECTS FOR PEACE IN '!BE MIDDLE EAST 

Q: What is your policy on a peaceful settlement for the Middle East? 
Will this become an issue during the election campaign? 

A: For the United States and for the nations of the world, a peace-

ful settlement in the Middle East is a matter not only of choice but 

also of necessity. We have seen how the most recent war and the 

oil embargo in 1973 brought about untold human suffering, disrupted 

the world economic situation and threatened great power confrontation 

in the area. The repetition of the events of 1973 would pose the 

gravest of threats not only to the Middle East but to the world in 

general. This is why the search for peace in the Middle East must 

continue and must not become a partisan issue in the United States. 

Since the October War, the US has been able to assist Israel, 

Egypt and Syria in negotiations -- courageously undertaken and con-

eluded by all sides --which produced agreements that reduced the 

danger of another war and improved prospects of a final and durable 

peace. We have enhanced our close relations with Israel and 

developed good political and economic ties with a number of Arab 

states. 

The Sinai Agreement concluded in September 1975 was a significant 

step toward an eventual overall settlement in the Middle East, and we 

will be working with the interested governments in the area to obtain 

agreement among the parties on additional steps based on Resolutions 
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Z4Z and 338. We are determined to keep alive the momentum for a 

peace settlement from which all nations will benefit and without 

which all nations might suffer the repercus·sions of renewed conflict. 



APPROVAL OF RFE CREDENTIALS 

0: What is your reaction to the roc decision to accept the Executive 
Committee's recommendation to accredit RFE? 

A: Americans have always regarded the Olympics as an inspiring 

sports drama which belong tothe people of the world. The 

freedom of everyone to hear this drama take place should 

not be ·curtailed. For these reasons I was pleased to learn 

of the roc decision which is consistent with keeping politics 

out of the coverage of the Olympics and out of the spirit of the 

competitions. 



The Politics of the Evacuation 

Q: Why is it that you portray this evacuation as an almost normal 
evolution when the June 20 operation was conducted in an 
atmosphere of crisis? Was that impression contrived for 
political purpose? 

A: Certainly not. The threat of violence in a country at war is 

ever present. The particular threat to Americans or any 

other group may worsen or ease as the situation evolves. In 

June the risk of violence to Americans was manifestly acute 

and, at the time, prudence dictated that we assure the oppor-

tunity to leave for those who wished to take advantage of it. 

Since evacuation by motor convoy was not possible at the time, 

we selected evacuation by sea using a naval landing craft. Since 

that time, Americans have continued to leave. As the difficulties 

of life in Beirut have increased, we have been forced to reduce 

our Embassy staff to the minin'lum and we have therefore urged 

all remaining Americans to leave. 



EXECUTION IN ANGOLA 

0: You and Secretary Kissinger have said that Angola's execution 
of Daniel Gearhart would have an adverse effect on US­
Angolan relations. Could you be more specific about what 
you intend to do? 

A: In view of the execution of Mr. Gearhart in the face ofworld-

wide appeals for clemency and the continued massive presence 

of Cuban troops in Angola, we can only conclude that the 

Angolan Government is intent for the moment on increasing 

tension rather than bettering relations. This latest incident 

cannot help but retard any prospect of improving relations with 

the Angolan government. 

0: What did the Administration do to prevent the Gearhart execution? 

A: The Administration made extensive efforts through numerous 

channels to persuade Angolan President Neto to commute Daniel 

Gearhart's sentence. Many governments, international organ-

izations, private groups and individuals responded and joined 

us in appealing for clemency. I sent a personal message to Neto. 

Despite 'this massive international effort, President Neto chose 

to persist in his cruel and unjustified course. 



CARTER ON AN ARAB OIL EMBARGO 

Q: How do you respond to Jimmy Carter• s statement that a new Arab 
oil embargo would be considered an act of economic warfare and 
would result in a United States counter-embargo? What would 
you propose if there should be an oil embargo despite our efforts 
to avoid it? 

A: The 1973 war involved not only the damage and loss of life in the 

Middle East but also great economic dislocation in the rest of the 

. . 
world, including the industrialized democracies and developing countries. 

Renewed conflict and another oil embargo in the Middle East would 

produce much greater military damage in the area and econom.ic 

damage in the rest of the world. That is why my Administration 

has given top priority to progress toward a peaceful settlement 

in the Middle East and movement away from amther confrontation 

in the military and economic fields. Today we enjoy the confidence and 
trust of Israel. We have established close ties with many of the Arab 
states in the area. 
I believe that the progress made to date by our Middle East policy 

has diminished the threat of another war or oil embargo and has 

been of mutual benefit to the economies of the United States and the 

countries of the Middle East. The oil producing nations are now 

full participants in the international economic system and damage 

to the economic structure of the industrialized nations would also 

work against their own national interests and those of their people, 

to whom closer economic links with the US and other industrial 

countries are bringing unprecedented prosperity. 



- 2 -

By continuing effectively our policies of seeking a peaceful settle-

ment and economic cooperation, I am convinced that we will not 

have to face the prospect of another war or oil embargo. That 

is why the Middle East issue must be kept free of partisan politics 

which would jeopardize seriously our present policies. 

Q: But what if an embargo should be levied against the U.S. How 
would you respond? 

A: The United States has led a collective effort by the industrialized 

countries to minimize our vulnerability. Should there be another 

oil embargo, I would first wish to consult our allies whose 

economies are so interdependent with our own as well as those 

of the oil producing countries 

Let me say, however, that the clearest and strongest 
the effects of 

deterrent to/an embargo is reduced dependence on foreign supplies. 

I have made increased energy independence a major goal of my 

Administration. In my first State of the Union message, I proposed 

a comprehensive legislative program to reduce our dependence on 

imported oil. Part of this has been passed by the Congress, but 

many important elements have not been. I intend to continue to 

pursue this objective. Unfortunately, the Congressional response 

has been such as to hamper seriously US efforts to reduce 

dependence. 



PROSPECTS FOR PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 

Q: What is your policy on a peaceful settlement for the Middle East? 
Will this becoiJ?.e an issue during the election campaign? 

A: For the United States and for the nations of the world, a peace-

ful settlement in the Middle East is a matter not only of choice but 

also of necessity. We have seen how the most recent war and the 

oil embargo in 1973 brought about untold human suffering. disrupted 

the world economic situation and threatened great power confrontation 

in the area. The repetition of the events of 1973 would pose the 

gravest of threats not only to the Middle East but to the world in 

general. This is why the search for peace in the Middle East must 

continue and must not become a partisan issue in the United States. 

Since the October War, the US has been able to assist Israel, 

Egypt and Syria in negotiations -- courageously undertaken and con-

eluded by all sides --which produced agreements that reduced the 

danger of another war and improved prospects of a final and durable 

peace. We have enhanced our close relations with Israel and 

developed good political and economic ties with a number of Arab 

states. 

The Sinai Agreement concluded in Septer~1ber 1975 was a significant 

step toward an eventual overall settlement in the Middle East, and ·we 

will be working with the interested governments in the area to obtain 

agreement among the parties on additional steps based on Resolutions 
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242 and 338. We are determined to keep alive the momentum for a 

peace settlement from which all nations will benefit and without 

which all nations might suffer the repercussions of renewed conflict. 



APPROVAL OF RFE CREDENTIALS 

Q: What is your reaction to the IOC decision to accept the Executive 
Committee's recommendation to accredit RFE? 

A: Americans have always regarded the Olympics as an inspiring 

sports drama which belong tothe people of the world. The 

freedom of everyone to hear this drama take place should 

not be curtailed. For these reasons I was pleased to learn 

of the IOC decision which is consistent with keeping politics 

out of the coverage of the Olympics and out of the spirit of the 

competitions. 



The Politics of the Evacuation 

Q: Why is it that you portray this evacuation as an almost normal 
evolution when the June 20 operation was conducted in an 
atmosphere of crisis? Was that impression contrived for 
political purpose? 

A: Certainly not. The threat of violence in a country at war is 

ever present. The particular threat to Americans or any 

other group may worsen or ease as the situation evolves. In 

June the risk of violence to Americans was manifestly acute 

and, at the time, prudence dictated that we assure the oppor-

tunity to leave for those who wished to take advantage of it. 

Since evacuation by motor convoy was not possible at the tbne, 

we selected evacuation by sea using a naval landing craft. Since 

that time, Americans have continued to leave. As the diffi-culties 

of life in Beirut have increased, we have been forced to reduce 

our E:mbassy staff to the minimum and we have therefore urged 

all remaining Americans to leave. 



EXECUTION IN ANGOLA 

0: You and Secretary Kissinger have said that Angola's execution 
of Daniel Gearhart would have an adverse effect on US­
Angolan relations. Could you be more specific about what 
you intend to do? 

A: In view of the execution of Mr. Gearhart in the face ofworld-

wide appeals for clemency and the continued massive presence 

of Cuban troops in Angola, we can only conclude that the 

Angolan Government is intent for the moment on increasing 

tension rather than bettering relations. This latest incident 

cannot help but retard any prospect of improving relations with 

the Angolan government. 

Q: What did the Administration do to prevent the Gearhart execution? 

A: The Administration made extensive efforts through numerous 

channels to persuade Angolan President Neto to commute Daniel 

Gearhart's sentence. Many governments, international organ-

izations, private groups and individuals responded and joined 

us in appealing for clemency. I sent a personal message to Neto. 

Despite this massive international effort, President Neto chose 

to persist in his cruel and unjustified course. 



CARTER ON AN ARAB OIL EMBARGO 

Q: How do you respond to Jimmy Carter's statement that a new Arab 
oil embargo would be considered an act of economic warfare and 
would result in a United States counter-embargo? What would 
you propose if there should be an oil embargo despite our efforts 
to avoid it? 

A: The 1973 war involved not only the damage and loss of life in the 

Middle Ea~t but also great economic dislocation in the rest of the 

world, including the industriaiized democracies and developing countries, 

Renewed conflict and another oil embargo in the Middle East would 

produce much greater military damage in the area and economic 

damage in the rest of the world. That is why my Administration 

has given top priority to progress toward a peaceful settlement 

in the Middle East and movement away from amther confrontation 

in the military and economic fields. Today we enjoy the confidence and 
trust of Israel. We have established close ties with many of the Arab 
states in the area. 
I believe that the progress made to date by our Middle East policy 

has diminished the threat of another war or oil embargo and has 

been of mutual benefit to the economies of the United States and the 

countries of the Middle East. The oil producing nations are now 

full participants in 'the international economic system and damage 

to the economic structure of the industrialized nations would also 

work against their own national interests and those of their people, 

to whom closer economic links with the US and other industrial 

countries are bringing unprecedented prosperity. 
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By continuing effectively our policies of seeking a peaceful settle-

ment and economic cooperation, I am convinced that we will not 

have to face the prospect of another war or oil embargo. That 

is why the Middle East issue must be kept free of partisan politics 

which would jeopardize seriously our present policies. 

Q: But what if an embargo should be levied against the U. S. How 
would you respond? 

A: The United States has led a collective effort by the industrialized 

countries to minimize our vulnerability. Should there be another 

oil embargo, I would first wish to consult our allies whose 

economies are so interdependent with our own as well as those 

of the oil producing countries 

Let me say, however, that the clearest and strongest 
the effects of 

deterrent to/an embargo is reduced dependence on foreign supplies. 

I have made increased energy independence a major goal of my 

Administration. In my first State of the Union message, I proposed 

a comprehensive legislative program to reduce our dependence on 

imported oil. Part of this has been passed by the Congress, but 

many important elements have not been. I intend to continue to 

pursue this objective. Unfortunately, the Congressional response 

has been such as to hamper seriously US efforts to reduce 

dependence. 



PROSPECTS FOR PEACE IN 11-IE MIDDLE EAST 

Q: What is your policy on a peaceful settlement for the Middle East? 
Will this becon:te an issue during the election campaign? 

A: For the United States ·and for the nations of the world, a peace-

ful settlement in the Middle East is a matter not only of choice but 

also of necessity. We have seen how the most recent war and the 

oil embargo in 1973 brought about untold human suffering, disrupted 

the world economic situation and threatened great power confrontation 

in the area. The repetition of the events of 1973 would pose the 

gravest of threats not only to the Middle East but to the world in 

general. This is why the search for peace in the Middle East must 

continue and must not become a partisan issue in the United States. 

Since the October War, the US has been able to assist Israel, 

Egypt and Syria in negotiations -- courageously undertaken and con-

eluded by all sides --which produced agreements that reduced the 

danger of another war and improved prospects of a final and durable 

peace. We have enhanced our close relations with Israel and 

developed good political and economic ties with a number of Arab 

states. 

The Sinai .Agreement concluded in September 1975 was a significant 

step toward an eventual overall settlement in the Middle East, and we 

will be working with the interested governments in the area to obtain 

agreement among the parties on additional steps based on Resolutions 
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Z4Z and 338. We are determined to keep alive the momentum for a 

peace settlement from which all nations will benefit and without 

which all nations might suffer the repercussions of renewed conflict. 



APPROVAL OF RFE CREDENTIALS 

0: What is your reaction to the roc decision to accept the Executive 
Committee's recommendation to accredit RFE? 

A: Americans have always regarded the Olympics as an inspiring 

sports drama which belong tothe people of the world. The 

freedom of everyone to hear this drama take place should 

not be curtailed. For these reasons I was pleased to learn 

of the roc decision which is consistent with keeping politics 

out o:f the coverage of the Olympics and out of the spirit of the 

competitions. 



The Politics of the Evacuation 

Q: 1 Why is it that you portray this evacuation as an almost normal 
evolution when the June 20 operation was conducted in an 
atmosphere of crisis? Was that impression contrived for 
political purpose? 

A: Certainly not. The threat of violence in a country af war is 

ever present. The particular threat to Americans or any 

other group may worsen or ease as the situation evolves. In 

June the risk of violence to Americans was manifestly acute 

and, at the time, prudence dictated that we assure the oppor-

tunity to leave for those who wished to take advantage of it. 

Since evacuation by motor convoy was not possible at the time, 

we selected evacuation by sea using a naval landing craft. Since 

that time, Americans have continued to leave. As the difficulties 

of life in Beirut have increased, we have been forced to reduce 

our Embassy staff to the minimum and we have therefore urged 

all remaining Americans to leave. 




