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MIDDLE EAST NEGOTIATIONS

0:

How do you see the United States role in a Middle East settlement
process? Are you optimistic about further movement on a settlement?

A:

I am fully committed to continue the efforts which the United States
has undertaken to help the nations and the peoples of the Middle East
achieve a just and durable peace.

The meetings which Secretary

Kissinger and I had in August and September in Washington and
New York with Israeli Prime Minister Rabin, King Hussein and
Prime Minister Rifai of Jordan, and the Israeli and Arab Foreign
Minister were for the purpose of maintaining the momentum for
peace which began with the Geneva Conference and the disengagement
agreements between Egypt, Syria and Israel.

It was clear from

these talks that the governments of the area very much want and
need our assistance in moving ahead toward a settlement through
negotiations within the Geneva Conference framework.

As a result

of these talks, and at the invitation of the governments concerned,
Secretary Kissinger visited the area earlier this month to clarify
the prospects and procedures for another round of negotiations.

He

will return to the area in the near future to try to work out the
specific modalities to be followed.
Some may ask why the United States is playing such an active
role in an area far removed from our shores.

The consequences
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of another conflict in the area are pbtentially more dangerous than
ever before for the peoples of the area and the world as a whole.
It would be totally irresponsible were the United States not to make
every effort to help the parties themselves find a permanent solution
to their differences and to help work out a new cooperative relationship among the countries and peoples of the Middle East and between
them and the rest of the world.
Our efforts have taken a number of different forms.

The most

visible has been the determined, skillful diplomacy of Secretary
Kissinger.

Also, we have continued our past policy of seeking to

maintain that strategic military balance in the area which is essential
for the preservation of peace and movement toward a settlement.
Less visible but equally important are our efforts to assist and
encourage the development of a new economic and social climate
conducive to continued peace rather than renewed conflict.
I am encouraged by the progress made so far.

The important

thing now is that movement continues in a process of step-by-step
agreements to maintain the momentum toward a just and lasting
peace in the Middle East.

MIDDLE EAST - ISRAELI AID

Q:

During Prime Minister Rabin 1 s recent visit to the U.S., he reportedly
asked for $1. 5 billion a year in military assistance for the next several
years. How did you respond? Was your response tied to Israeli concessions in the negotiations?

A:

I discussed all aspects of our relations with the Prime Minister. Military
assistance is only one aspect of the long-standing close U.S .-Israeli
relationship and is an expression of our commitment to the security
and well-being of the State of Israel. We have affirmed that commitment
many times. Israelis ability to defend itself is essential to stability and to
achieving a just and lasting peace in the Middle East and I assured the
Prime Minister that our military supply relationship will continue and
that we will not bargain with the security of our friends.

As for the

precise financial implications, they remain under continuing review.

MIDDLE EAST- AID TO THE ARABS

Q:

Do you support the proposed economic aid to the Middle East
-- $250 million for Egypt and $100 million Special Requirement Fund (Syria) -- presently under Congressional consideration? What would happen if no aid Bill passed this year?

A:

I strongly support the proposed legislation authorizing the
extension of economic assistance to several countries in the
Middle East, including Israel and Egypt.

The Middle East

assistance package is of the greatest importance to the success
of our efforts to help bring peace to that part of the world and
to further develop the cooperative bilateral ties between the
United States and nations of that area.

We should be in a position

to do all we can to assist the countries in that area turn their
efforts toward reconstruction and economic development as part
of their movement toward a durable peace settlement.

Given the

obvious interest for the United States as well as the countries of
the area in peace and mutual good relations at this critical period,
I intend to continue to work with the Congress in an effort to
achieve an acceptable Foreign Assistance Bill including Middle
East assistance by the end of this year.

PALESTINIAN ROLE IN A MIDDLE EAST PEACE SETTLEMENT

Q:

Where do the Palestinians fit into any Middle East peace settlement
you foresee?

A:

The question of the future of the Palestinian people is another
important aspect of the Middle East problem, one which becomes
increasingly important as progress is made on other issues.

There

can be no question but that full consideration must be given the
legitimate interests of the Palestinian people if there is to be a
just and durable settlement.

The United States recognizes this

vital fact and we are determined to do our best to assist the parties
to find an equitable solution for the Palestinians who have for so
long been displaced, as well as for Israel and the other states and
peoples in the areas.

MIDDLE EAST - NUCLEAR ASSISTANCE

0:

In light of concern about nuclear non-proliferation and Arab oil
supplies, how do you explain our willingness to supply nuclear
technology and materials to a volatile area such as the Middle
East~ including Egypt and Israel?

A:

It is our belief that nuclear power, no less than conventional

technologies, can make an important contribution to economic
progress in the area and thereby contribute to stability.

As

Secretary Kissinger indicated in his UN speech, we are involved
in an intensive review of our non-proliferation objectives with a
view to assuring that a threat to international peace will not arise
because of the spread of nuclear technology.

Our proposals to

cooperate with Egypt and Israel in the field of nuclear power include
strict safeguards designed to prevent the misuse of U.S. -supplied
assistance.
I can assure you that the United States opposes nuclear proliferation and is determined that our cooperation in the supply of
nuclear power should not be diverted to any unintended uses.

We

must also keep in mind that the United States is not the only country
in a position to supply nuclear technology and that other countries
may not insist on equally vigorous safeguards.

ARMS AID TO PAKLSTAN

Q:

How about our arms supply policy? Pakistan is pres sing for a
change. Are we going to go along with that?

A:

Our objective in South Asia is to see that area move towards
long-term peace and stability.

We will determine our particular

policies within this framework, so that our policies will contribute

to, rather than upset, South Asian stability and contribute to
meaningful progress towards long-term regional relationships
resting on the independence and integrity of each state in the area.
No decision has been made to revise our current policy, but that
policy remains under continuing review.

US- SOVIET SUMMIT IN VLADIVOSTOK

(FYI: Your meeting with General Secretary Brezhnev in Vladivostok
will be announced on Saturday, October 26 at 11:00 a.m. Your interview with Mr. Reasoner will precede the announcement. Mr. Reasoner
will be aware of a possible Vladivostok meeting and presumably will
question you about it. To make the interview as current as possible,
you will want to respond as if the announcement had been made.)

Q:

What do you hope to accomplish during your meeting with General
Secretary Brezhnev in November? What will be the focus of your
discussions?

A:

From the outset of my Administration, I have stressed my
commitment to working for improved relations with the Soviet
Union in the interests of world peace.

It is in this spirit that I

will meet General Secretary Brezhnev in November.

I look

forward to the working meeting in Vladivostok as an opportunity
to become acquainted with the General Secretary and to exchange
views with him on matters of mutual interest.

Inasmuch as this

will be our first meeting, I expect our discussions to cover a broad
range of issues in US-Soviet relations,

including the several negotia-

tions in which our two countries are now engaged.

We also will be

looking ahead in our talks to the General Secretary's visit to the
United States next year.

US-EUROPEAN RELATIONS

Q:

How do you assess the current state of US-European relations?

A:

Since I entered the Congress in 1949, I have believed that it is
important for the United States to have a strong alliance with
NATO and Western Europe.

This policy has paid-- and continues

to pay -- sizable dividends to all members of the Alliance.
The Atlantic Declaration signed in Brussels this summer
provides a fresh affirmation of the NATO Alliance by its members
and marks a renewed spirit of unity and common purpose in the
West.

I intend to continue efforts to broaden and strengthen the

partnership the Declaration symbolizes.
In recent weeks, I have met with a number of Allied leaders --

the Foreign Ministers of Britain, France and West Germany, and the
Presidents of Italy and Portugal.

In the near future, as part of these

continuing meetings, I will meet with the President of France, the
West German Chancellor and the Canadian Prime Minister.
In all of these meetings, i have stressed and will continue to

stress the importance of close consultations on matters of mutual
interest.

I have emphasized that the nations of the West face major

challenges --financial, energy, security --that will require our
best common efforts if we are to meet them successfully.
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US-European relations currently are very good.

Based on

my meetings with Allied leaders and the will to cooperate expressed
in the Atlantic Declaration, I am optimistic that jointly we can
meet and overcome the problems that confront us.

U.S-SOVIET RELATIONS

Q:

Detente with the Soviet Union has become a controversial issue,
both in the press and on the Hill. CouJ.d you comment on the
general state of US-Soviet relations and on the proposition that
the Soviets have made real gains under detente while we have gotten
little in return?

A:

The effort to achieve a more constructive relationship with the
Soviet Union expresses the continuing desire of the vast majority
of the American people for an easing of international tensions while
safeguarding our security.

I am committed to continuing to work for

better relations with the Soviets in the belief that it is in our real
interests and in the interests of a more peaceful world.
Now, there is no question that the Soviet Union obtains benefits
from detente.

How else could Soviet leaders justify it?

But the

essential point surely is that detente serves American interests as
well.

On the global scale, in terms of the conventional measures of

security, our interests, far from suffering, have generally
prospered.

In many areas of the world, the influence and the

respect we enjoy are greater than was the case for many years.
Real detente -- the course I am committed to-- does not involve
gains at US expense.
Continued effort to engage the Soviets in a relationship
characterized by mutual restraint and accommodation is an
absolute imperative in the present world situation.

Equally
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imperative, of course, are the needs to maintain a strong defense
posture and close ties with our traditional friends.

The task

before us is to conduct US-Soviet relations in a way that will
protect our own security and other interests, benefit other
nations of the world, and progressively deepen the commitment
of the USSR to mutual restraint, accommodation and increasing
cooperation as the governing principles of our relations.
In this context, I believe the prospects for major progress
are good insofar as they depend on our actions.

I have informed

the Soviet leaders that it is my intention to continue the course of
Soviet-American relations charted in summit meetings in Moscow
and Washington, in agreements reached by our two governments,
and in the general spirit of cooperation that has been established.
I am firmly committed to that course.

My Administration will

approach the negotiations with the USSR already in progress or
projected in coming weeks with utmost seriousness and determination to achieve concrete and lasting results -- results in the
best interests of the United States and in the interests of improved
international stability.

Personally, I am hopeful that the Soviet

Union shares these objectives and will continue to work in earnest
with us in this approach.

SALT
Q:

Reports say you have assured the Soviet leaders of extensive
efforts to further arms limitation negotiations. Other reports
say the US has no agreed SALT position. Where do you plan
to go next on SALT?

A:_

Shortly after I took office, I sent a message to General Secretary
Brezhnev reaffirming our commitment to further substantive
negotiations on the limitation of strategic arms.

I personally

gave this same message to Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko
during our discussions in Washington last month.
The SALT negotiations resumed in Geneva in mid-September
and have now been in continuous session for almost six weeks.

As

agreed at the recent Moscow Summit, this round of negotiations
is focusing on an agreement covering the period until 1985.

The

US Delegation in Geneva has been putting forth the US position
on the framework for the 1985 agreement.

The Soviets have

similarly been putting forth their position.

Obviously, at this

stage of the negotiations we have not resolved all the differences
in the positions of the two sides.

We believe, however, there is

common ground which can form the basis for

cD.

agreement.

Secretary Kissinger is in Moscow this week discussing a number
of topics of mutual interest with the Soviets.

SALT will be a major

topic of discussion as we attempt to narrow our differences with
the Soviets and move toward an agreement.

GREECE-TURKEY-CYPRUS

Q:

A:

Your Administration is being accused of "tilting" toward Turkey,
being unfair to Greece, and thus seriously damaging our relations
with that country. Could you comment on this and the U.S. role
in the Cyprus crisis?
We have not 11 t~d 11 toward Turkey.

The diplomatic efforts of the

United States have focussed on three essential objectives:
to stop the fighting on Cyprus;
to assist in relieving the human suffering of the people of
Cyprus;
to assist the parties toward productive negotiations for the
restoration of peace and stability in the Eastern Mediterranean.
We have made progress in each area.
and is holding.

A ceasefire has been achieved

The United States has urged military restraint and

we have supported every UN Security Council resolution on Cyprus,
including the most recent resolution disapproving unilateral military
actions taken against the Republic of Cyprus and urging that negotiations be resumed among the parties.
The United States has been a major contributor to international
efforts aimed at relieving suffering on the island.

I have directed

that money and supplies be provided to the International Red Cross
and the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees.

By

December 31, we will have contributed more than $7.6 million to
this Cyprus relief effort.
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In seeking to bring the parties into productive negotiations, the
United States has maintained direct and frequent contact with the
leaders of the Greek, Turkish and Cypriot Governments.

We have

been encouraged by the talks which have begun on Cyprus between
Acting President Clerides and Vice President Denktash.
The United States is prepared to play a more active role, if
that is what the parties desire, in helping to find a solution to the
difficult Cyprus problem.

Such a role would be in the context of the

continuing overall goals I have set; to preserve the sovereignty,
territorial integrity and independence of Cyprus and to restore
stability and peace to the Eastern Mediterranean.

I want to

emphasize that the U.S. greatly values the friendship of Greece,
Cyprus and Turkey, and it is in this context that we will continue
to offer our assistance.
I believe that our ability to pursue these goals depends on being
able to maintain a constructive relationship with the parties involved.
I concluded that the cut-of£ of assistance to Turkey imposed by the
restrictive provisions of the Continuing Resolution would be destructive of that relationship and might, in fact, destroy any hope for the
success of initiatives the U.S. has already taken or may take to
contribute to a just settlement of the Cyprus problem.

These

restrictions threaten our relations with Turkey, a crucial member
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of an alliance vital to the strategic interests of the U.S., and
instead of encouraging the parties to return to the negotiating
table, an arms cutoff to Turkey could mean the postponement of
meaningful negotiations.

As a result of my vetoes of two earlier

versions of this Continuing Resolution, Congress eased the most
troublesome of the earlier restrictions and after a three-week
delay in providing necessary funds for the operation of several
departments and agencies, I signed, with serious reservations, the
Continuing Resolution.
The problems created by these legislative restrictions with
respect to our relations with Turkey are not compensated for in
any way by benefits to Greece or the Greek Cypriots.

Contrary

to the intentions of the supporters of these restrictions, this bill
can only hinder progress toward a settlement which is so much in
the interest of both Greece and the people of Cyprus.
Nevertheless, I will do my best to accomplish the goals which
we had set.

c

US-JAPAN RELATIONS

Q:

Why are you going to Japan? How would you describe our relationship with Japan as you prepare for your trip?

A:

I told Prime Minister Tanaka that I consider our close relationship with Japan of vital importance to the United States. I am
happy to say that it is probably closer now than it has ever been.
Japan's economic well-being as well as her security are closely
linked with our own.
We shall continue to work closely with Japan which is one of
the most important countries in the world and one of our strongest
allies.

My forthcoming visit to Japan-- the first by any American

President -- best symbolizes this new era in mr relations and I
look forward to discussing additional areas of US - Japanese
cooperation in the common challenges we face.

JAPAN- NUCLEAR WEAPONS PROTESTS

Q:

Are you concerned that the recent protests in Japan may offset
your plans to visit there? Have you assured Prime Minister
Tanaka that American ships do not carry nuclear weapons when
they visit Japanese ports?

A:

All of the information that has come to me indicates that the
vast majority of Japanese people want me to come to Japan just
as the American people will welcome the Japanese Emperor's
visit to the United States.
It has long been U.S. policy not to confirm or deny the
presence or absence of nuclear weapons deployed anywhere.
is something we do not discuss for valid security reasons.

This
Let

me simply assure you that the United States Government has no
intention of acting in a manner contrary to the wishes of the
Japanese Government.

PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

Q:

The opening to China was one of the most distinctive aspects
of former President Nixon's foreign policy. Do you intend to
sustain his efforts to normalize relations with the People's
Republic of China? Why has there been no apparent movement
in U.S. -PRC relations in the past year? When do you foresee
full normalization and establishment of diplomatic relations with
the PRC?

A:

In many ways Mr. Nixon's successful efforts to open an official

dialogue with the People's Republic of China marked the breakthrough in his policy of moving from an era of confrontations to
one of negotiations.

I fully subscribe to those past efforts, and

intend to pursue the policy of further normalizing U.S. -PRC
relations outlined in the Shanghai Communique.
I disagree with the view there has been no movement in U.S.PRC relations.

The United States has made very rapid progress

since 1971 in establishing contact with a country from which we had
been completely isolated for two decades.
Offices in Peking and Washington.

We have set up Liaison

Our trade with the PRC has

grown from about 5 million dollars in 1971 to what is expected to be
a billion dollars this year.

We continue to have an active cultural

and scientific exchange program with the Chinese.

A Congressional

delegation, headed by Senator Fulbright, recently returned from a
two-week tour of China.

I expect that Secretary Kissinger will be

visiting Peking later this year.
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As I indicated in my address to Congress on August 12, I
remain committed to the course of improved relations charted
in the Shanghai Communique.

We look forward to continuing

progress in strengthening those relations in the months and years
ahead.

PRESIDENTIAL TRIP AND US AID TO KOREA

Q:

How do you justify your visit to Korea in light of the repressive
regime governing that country? Do you favor continuing US
military and economic aid to the Park regime in Korea, which
uses US support to strengthen its repression of human rights?

A:

In planning my trip to Japan, 1 gave careful consideration to an
invitation from the Korean Government.

You will recall that

Presidents Eisenhower and Johnson visited Korea.

Korea is one

of our long- standing allies, and we have important security
interests in the Korean peninsula.
military presence there.

We still maintain a sizeable

1 took all of these factors, including

criticism of recent Korean internal political policies, into careful
account and decided that, on balance, it was in our national interest
to ace ept the Korean invitation.
We have made clear to the Korean Government our views on
the question of hUIInan rights, and shall continue to do so. But
whatever may be our disagreements, Korea is, some twenty years
after a devastating communist invasion and war, a strong and
independent country.

The US has lessened its overall assistance

substantially, and grant aid is continuing to decline.

But the

existence of an independent, self-reliant Republic of Korea is a
key element of our efforts to maintain the stability and security
of Northeast Asia.
importance.

We consider these interests of paramount

I believe the prevention of war on the Korean

- 2 Peninsula is the first and most important step toward making
possible conditions in which free political and social institutions can develop.

Withholding essential economic and

military assistance could well have the opposite effect.

OUR OVERALL POLICY IN VIETNAM

Q:

After all we have been through with Vietnam over the past ten
years, it is still a major issue in the country. What is your
policy in regard to Vietnam, what obligations do we still have
there and what actions do you plan to take over the next two years?

A:

Our basic objective in Vietnam is to make the peace agreements
work and thus give the Vietnamese people a reasonable chance to
decide their future for themselves.
reached after considerable effort.

Those agreements were
They represented, and they

still represent, a major contribution to world stability.

We want

to see them carried out.
In pursuit of this objective, our policy follows two lines:
-- First, we encourage observance of the specific provisions
of the Agreement.

For example, we have supported the Inter-

national Control Commission and we are urging all parties to
contribute their share of the funds needed to permit it to continue
its work.

We are also doing all we can to get a full accounting

for our men missing in action.
parties to talk to each other.

We are encouraging the Vietnamese
Most important, we have kept our

obligation to withdraw all American troops and to provide war
materials to South Vietnam only on a replacement basis.
-- At the same time, while trying to make the agreements
work, we must help our friends as long as the fighting continues.
The North Vietnamese have sent over a hundred and sixty thousand

- 2 men into South Vietnam since the cease-fire along with large
quantities of new supplies.

It is quite proper for us to provide

enough economic and military assistance to help our friends
defend themselves and reconstruct their economy.

We are no

longer doing the fighting, but our aid is essential for those who
are.

It is also essential in demonstrating to the Vietnamese

and the rest of the world that we are reliable and responsible
allies.
We believe that the combination of these policies will work.
We have been encouraged by the efforts of the South Vietnamese
Government to implement the agreement and by its attempts to
reach a peaceful settlement with the other side.

We regret that

the Communists have rejected out of hand Saigon's proposals
for direct talks with Hanoi and for free general elections.

We

continue to hope that a momentum can be started toward a political
settlement.
Some Americans are discouraged about Vietnam.

But we should

not forget the positive developments that show the progress made:
-- Americans are no longer fighting in Vietnam, and the South
Vietnamese are able to defend themselves without our troops.
-- Even though the cease-fire is not completely effective, the
level of fighting is lower than it was before the cease-fire.
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We are not yet at the end of the road.
an upsurge in the fighting.

There may even be

Our continued economic and military

assistance is still essential.

But I do not believe that Americans

should be discouraged or speak of walking away from a part of
the world where so much has already been accomplished.

VIETNAM
Why do We Continue to Support President Thieu?

Q:

There have been a number of recent reports from South Vietnam
indicating that several popular demonstrations against President
Thteu have taken place. Other reports outline the corruption and
undemocratic repressive measures which pervade his administration. Still others state that it is Thieu who refuses to make the
necessary accommodations with the Communists to bring abru t a
genuine peace. In the face of all of this, why do we continue to
support President Thieu? Would it not be more in our interest
now to endorse a more moderate man who can really bring peace?

A:

President Thieu is the elected head of the constitutional government in South Vietnam seeking to maintain the independence of
this country.

That is why we support him and his administration.

Under the circumstances -- a continued high level of infiltration
from the North and heavy attacks by enemy forces in many areas
I believe that the achievements made in the past year toward
rebuilding the economy and getting on with the process of nation
building have been truly remarkable.
Let me give you a couple of examples:
-- One of the largest and most successful land reform programs
in history has been carried out.
-- Hundredsofthousands of war victims and refugees have been
resettled.
I believe the record clearly shows that the Communist side,
not President Thieu, is mainly to blame for the absence of a
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peaceful settlement.

The Thieu Government has gone far in

implementing the Agreement and in attempting to reach a
peaceful settlement with the other side.
On March 29, 1974 the Government of South Vietnam
proposed in Paris a specific date for free general elections
to be preceded by the formation of the National Council of
reconciliation and Concord and by negotiated agreements on
other democratic internal problems.

The South Vietnamese

Government has also proposed direct talks with Hanoi on
improving relations between North and South Vietnam. All
of these South Vietnamese proposals were rejected out of hand
by the Communist side.

US AID TO VIETNAM

Q:

Why do we continue to provide so much aid to South Vietnam?
Does not this just allow the war to go on and the destruction
continue? Specifically in Vietnam by cutting aid won't we be
able to force President Threu to make a political settlement?
It has also been charged that the United States is violating the
Paris Agreements by continuing to provide military assistance
to the Thieu Government. With inflation so rampant at home,
shouldn't we now drastically cut aid to Vietnam?

A:

First of all, it is the Communist side, not the GVN, that is
continuing the war qy refusing to implement the ceasefire:
-- The Viet Gong and the North Vietnamese have refused to
contribute to the International Commission on Control and Supervision {ICCS) budget and have never assisted the lCCS in implementing
the ceasefire.
--

They have walked out of the talks in Paris and they have

boycotted the talks in Saigon.
-- They have refused to let us search for any of our MIAs.
South Vietnam has repeatedly called for a complete implementation
of all political provisions of the Agreement with a fixed date for
elections.

The Communist side has refused even to discuss these

proposals.
If by cutting off aid and political support we force the GVN to

accommodate the Communists while the Communists are blatantly
violating the Agreement, it will undermine the political stability
of the GVN side and could lead to a Communist takeover.
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If we leave the South Vietnamese without sufficient means to

defend themselves, this may convince Hanoi that it can win a
military victory and lead to a renewed offensive.
I am very disappointed with the moves in Congress to cut
military assistance drastically.

In my meetings with the bi-

partisan leadership, I have asked the Congress to reconsider its
actions.

On the military side, we have asked for minimum

amounts to assure adequate replacement of equipment on a onefor-one basis, as provided in the Paris Agreement, and to cope
with increased levels of fighting.

The amount of assistance recently

approved by both Houses is inadequate to provide for all of their
critical needs, if South Vietnam's enemies continue to press
their attacks.

I intend to discuss with the leaders of the Congress

how we can provide the assistance necessary.
Our request for economic aid has thus far been cut about in
half by Congressional action.
maintain the status quo.

Such an amount would fail even to

We would hope to be able to help in the

vital reconstruction process and to give South Vietnam an opportunity to build a viable, self-sufficient economy.
run, that would mean less American aid.

Over the long

CAMBODIA -

US MAJOR POLICY AIMS

Q:

What are our policy aims in Cambodia? Why are we still actively
involved there? When do you see this involvement ending?

A:

Our major goal now is to see a negotiated settlement in Cambodia.
The war there has gone on far too long.

The other side has

failed in its efforts to take Cambodia by military means.
negotiations should take place now.

The Cambodian Government

has recently called for unconditional talks.
this move.

We believe

We fully support

Until there is a settlement, we will continue to

support and assist our friends.

We believe that only when the other

side firmly believes it cannot win, will they be willing to talk.

U.S. POLICY TOWARD LATIN AMERICA

Q:

A:

Mr. President, you have just returned from a meeting with the
President of Mexico at which you discussed a range of subjects,
including hemispheric affairs. What is your view of U.S. policy
toward Latin American and what can we expect in the coming
year in this area of foreign policy?

Over the past year, the U.S. has been giving renewed attention
to its relations with the countries of Latin America and the Caribbean.
Together we have been working to broaden and deepen our relations,
and important progress has been made toward establishing a frank,
open dialogue and regular consultations on a broad range of subjects.
Periodic conferences of the Foreign Ministers have been established
to facilitate this development.

Also, I have met in recent months with

a number of leaders from the Hemisphere, and most recently with the
President of Mexico, to discuss regional matters and to hear the views
of these leaders on subjects of interest or concern to

them.

I expect

this process to continue.
We have also made significant progress toward resolving some
longstanding bilateral problems in the region over the last year and
we will be continuing our efforts to resolve remaining problems.

I

am sure that with a continuing spirit of mutual understanding and
cooperation, our efforts to resolve such issues through negotiation
and mutual compromise and to strengthen further Hemispheric relations
will be productive.

I assure you the efforts of my Administration over

the coming years will be directed toward this end.
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CUBA POLICY
Q:

The Organization of American States (OAS) has begun consideration
on possible lifting of the sanctions against Cuba: Senators Javits
and Pell visited Cuba and reported that Prime Minister Castro is
interested in better relations with the U.S. and that his release of
four U.S. -citizen prisoners is evidence of this desire; and Prime
Minister Castro in a CBS interview indicated he thought an improvement in U.S. -Cuban relations would be possible under your
Administration. What is your position on U.S. policy toward
Cuba and do you regard these as signals from Cuba indicated its
desire for improved U.S. -Cuban relations.

A:

As you kmw, the Organization of American States, which voted
against the Castro Government because of charges brought by member
governments that Cuba was intervening in their· internal affairs, has
approved a resolution calling for reconsideration of the Cuba sanctions
question.

There will be a meeting of the Rio Treaty parties in

Quito in November to discuss the issue.

During this OAS process,

we will be consulting with other governments in the Hemisphere
regarding their views.

Should the members of that forum decide

that the conditions which gave rise to the Cuba resolutions no
longer obtain, then that would certainly be one element we would
weigh in any considerations of our own policies.
Now, it has long been our position that we would be prepared to
consider a change in our policy toward Cuba if and when Cuba
demonstrates that it has changed its policies.

Of course we

always look for consistent indications of a desire on Cuba's part
to establish a peaceful and constructive relationship with the U.S.
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Looking at recent speeches and public statements by Cuban
officials, I have seen no real evidence of such an interest on
the part of the Cubans in beginning to work toward establishing
such a relationship.

CIDLE- COVERT OPERATIONS- 40 COMMITTEE

Q:

You have expressed your support for CIA and covert operations
such as those in Chile. Do you intend to "destabilize" other
governments in the future? Will the 40 Committee continue to
operate?

A:

The U.S. had no role in the coup in Chile; we did not encourage
or support the coup.

Our efforts were designed to support the

democratic process in Chile and to preserve media outlets.

So

while I reject your characterization of what the government did in
Chile, there may be occasions in the future, as there have been in
the past, where the national interest may require that some action
be taken in support of our foreign policy which it would not be
appropriate to announce publicly.
The 40 Committee is a component of the NSC system.

It

provides a forum to review and evaluate sensitive operations.

I

can assure you -- and I have discussed this with the leaders of
Congress and CIA Director Colby -- that all such actions are subject
to critical review and careful control through the NSC system and
approved by me.

They are taken under laws approved by the

Congress, using funds provided by the Congress, and are reported
to the committees designated by the Congress to review these
operations.
Future covert operations, if required, will be authorized only
to protect our national security and only then when other means will
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I am satisfied that our

current procedures will ensure that this will be done.

AFRICA

Q:

There continues to be criticism that your Administration
is ignoring Africa. What is your Administration's policy
towards Africa?

A:

African interests will be taken seriously in the foreign
policy of my Administration.

Our goal is to increase our

understanding of the problems and aspirations of Africa
and to find new ways in which we can be helpful.

Recently,

I met with President Siad [See-AHD] of Somalia, who is
the current President of the Organization of African Unity,
and had an opportunity to pursue with him matters of common
interest.

I look forward to continued contacts of this sort

with Africa's leaders.
Recently there have been some heartening developments in
Africa, particularly with regard to the Portuguese territories.
We have recognized the new state of Guinea-Bissau and supported
its membership in the United Nations.

We follow with keen

interest the developments in Mozambique and Angola and
have expressed our appreciation to the Portuguese for their
efforts to provide self-determination to these peoples, a step
we have urged all along.
Lastly, I think we should keep in mind the basic humanitarian
concern the American people have always felt for the peoples
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of Africa.

The United States response to the disastrous

drought in Africa which began in 1972 is a clear example
of that concern.

The United States Government has been

the largest donor throughout the emergency period, providing
approximately 40 percent of the total in foodstuffs and other
relief supplies.

Through the end of fiscal 1974 we had com-

mitted over 600, 000 tons of foodstuffs worth approxirra tely
$120 million, and have given another $29 million in non-foodstuffs.

This type of assistance will continue.

We are also

joining with others to assist the affected states in medium and
long-term development projects which will permit them to
provide for their own needs.

SOUTH AFRICA

0:

There have recently been news reports that your predecessor's
Administration adopted a "secret tilt toward the white supremacist
states."

A:

Our policy toward Africa is not secret, and U.S. actions toward
Africa make quite clear the unfairness of such characterization.
The United States Government's views about South Africa's
dehumanizing system of apartheid have been expressed repeatedly
in the United Nations, other international forums, and in public
statements.

We also continue to enforce an embargo on the sale

of arms to South Africa.

We have a ban on naval visits and a

neutral stance on U.S. investment.

On the other hand, we do not

believe that isolating South Africa from the influence of the rest of
the world is an effective way of encouraging them to follow a course
of moderation and to accommodate change.

Nor can we associate

ourselves with violent solutions to the problems of southern
Africa.

FOREIGN AID IN GENERAL

0:

Mr. President, in the post-Vietnam era foreign assistance has
come under increasing attack as a cause and sympton on unnecessary involvement overseas and a source of support for undemocratic
regimes. Congress has cut funding levels and restricted your
powers. You have vetoed two temporary bills and accepted a third
only very reluctantly. Do you think you can get the mutually
acceptable foreign aid legislation you have called for when Congress returns?

A:

Yes, I do.

I know from my own experience in Congress that foreign

assistance is not a popular issue.

It grows more unpopular just

before an election, when the foreign aid dollar to protect our
interests abroad seems to compete with the need for dollars for
domestic projects.

When Congress returns I will do what every

President has always had to do: try to find the common ground on
issues, try to forge agreement, and to articulate the interests of
all the people rather than of various areas and constituencies.
In the past whenever we have had to take in our belts at home
there has been a rush to cut back on our programs abroad -- to
isolate ourselves.

This is understandable, but in today' s world it

is dangerous.
Nothing has demonstrated our interdependence with other
countries and their reliance on American leadership and cooperation
than the shortages we are facing in food and energy.

For many

countries, without the help made available by our foreign aid, there
would be starvation, and sickness.

We cannot ignore these needs
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for if they go untended they will only worsen and spread.

There

can be no doubt that America's interests lie in helping countries
in need to help themselves.
We spend less than 1/2 of 1o/o of our Gross National Product
on foreign aid.

Surely this is a small price to pay for the difference

between life and death to many people.
Apart from our food programs our assistance goes to enable
friendly countries to defend themselves so that we will not have to
do it for themo
I am going to continue the process of reducing our direct
involvement in the defense of friends around the world without
jeopardizing either their security or our own.
broad support in Congress for this policyo

I believe there is

OIL PRICES

Q:

You and Secretary Kissinger have both called oil prices a
world peril and sounded threatening. What actions does the
U.S. plan to take?

A:

The very serious problems caused by high oil prices are receiving
the priority attention of this Administration.

Most immediately,

we must intensify our efforts to conserve energy and move ahead
rapidly under Project Independence to develop alternative sources
of energy to reduce our dependence on imported oil.

We and the

other oil importing countries simply cannot afford to permit our oil
import bill to continue to rise, and we must all limit our use of
oil.

In order to be most effective, these conservation policies

must be carried out in close cooperation with other consuming
countries.

We are now working with a number of other countries

to develop a framework for this cooperation.
At the same time, we seek to improve our cooperative dialogue
with the oil producing countries.

It is a misreading of our intentions

to say the United States is seeking a confrontation: we are calling
for a recognition of the interdependence of the modern world and
the need for cooperation.

I am confident that the oil producers will

realize that their own economic well-being is intimately linked to
the economic health of the rest of the world and that they will
conduct their oil price and production policies accordingly.

We are

- 2 also working within the international financial system to provide
a means to make the oil income surpluses available to nations
whose balance of payments are seriously threatened.

We also

expect the trade reform act to provide opportunities for expanded
world trade by enabling the U.S. to work with others to improve the
international trading system and lower artificial barriers to trade.
There is still another measure which is essential.

That is the

avoidance of nationalistic policies whereby each nation attempts to
protect itself at the expense of others.

The international economy

can be strengthened only through international cooperation, with
each nation accepting its share of the burden in meeting our common
difficulties.

HUMAN RIGHTS AND FOREIGN POLICY
0:

For the past several years US foreign policy has been attacked
for being insensitive to human rights issues in Greece, Korea,
Chile and elsewhere. Do you contemplate any change in this
approach to policy?

A:

As Americans, we can never acquiesce in the suppression of
human liberties.

Many Americans have fought and died to

preserve freedom in foreign lands. We will continue to adhere
firmly to the human principles and rights stated in the United
Nations Declaration on Human Rights -- not only in international
forums, but also in our exchanges with other governments.
We want people everywhere to be free and we will use our
influence to encourage respect for human rights, but we cannot
refuse to deal with other states on grounds that they do not meet
our standards.
I assure you we will continue to work for human rights in
the manner that will be most effective in enhancing those
rights.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS PROLIFERATION

Q:

What is the U.S. doing and what actions are open to us to prevent
the spread of nuclear weapons throughout the world, with its
obvious threat to peace and security?

A:

Our desire to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons is a key factor
in our foreign policy.

That this desire is shared strongly by most

other nations is reflected by the fact that over 80 countries have
ratified the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

This Treaty constitutes a

pledge by non-weapon states not to develop nuclear explosives and,
equally important, requires comprehensive safeguards so that
international nuclear sharing in the peaceful use of nuclear energy
can be carried out without contributing to the problem of proliferation.
We must realize, however, that there are a number of countries
who have shown little interest in associating themselves with the
Treaty.

Moreover, the effect of any treaty is not immutable.

Thus, the potential for proliferation continues to exist.

We must

work to strengthen the Non-Proliferation Treaty, but we also
recognize the necessity of taking additional steps outside the framework of the Treaty to prevent proliferation as effectively as possible.
It is our objective to establish conditions and to take actions
so that countries do not develop nuclear explosives either for
weapons or so-called peaceful purposes.

Of course, the most

important condition to achieve is that of stability and interdependence
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so that no country feels that it is in its security interest to acquire
nuclear weapons.

Beyond that, our specific actions are aimed at

easing nuclear tension through arms control, which we are pursuing
now with the USSR, and strictly controlling the export of technology
and materials intended for civil nuclear energy programs, but which
could be used to assist the independent development of nuclear
explosives.

In effecting such controls, it is vital1o have the close

cooperation of those other countries in the world who are nuclear
exporters, since the network of controls will be only as strong as
its weakest link.

Without these controls, we will not be able

freely to share nuclear technology.

With them, the world can safely

derive the benefits of this important energy source.
Secretary Kissinger has dwelt on the issue of proliferation in
his recent UN speech, and we will make it the subject of diplomatic
and technical discussions in every appropriate forum where we can
hope to influence nations toward prudent policies in this area.

NATIONAL DEFENSE

Q:

What are your views on national defense?

A:

Our interests are best served by maintaining a strong national
defense.

Peace can only be built upon the clear ability and

will of the American people to protect our interests whenever
they may be threatened.
There are several critical facets to the need for a strong
military posture.

A strong defense is our principal deterrent

against aggression.

This is crucial not only to us, but to our

allies as well, since we bear the main burden of maintaining the
security and survival of the Free World.

Our Defense posture

is a fundamental underpinning of our alliances, and reinforces
the will of our allies to make our common defense work.

More-

over, our military strength underwrites our diplomatic strength.
It insures that negotiation is the only rational course, and thus
lays the groundwork for achieving, through negotiation, a
relaxation of tensions with our adversaries, and an enduring
framework for peace.
I recently signed into law the Defense Appropriations Bill for
FY 1975 which Congress had approved.

Although the Congress
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did not accept all Administration recommendations, I fully
recognize and appreciate the bipartisan efforts made by the
House-Senate conference committee to produce a Defense
Appropriations Bill acceptable to both Houses and sufficient
for our national security needs.
In any event, from my experience in Congress I know all
too well the conflicts that defense bills can produce in the name
of economy and other national interests.

Thus, as I mentioned

when I signed the FY 1975 defense bill, I want to renew my pledge
to build a new partnership between the Executive and Legislative
branches of our Government , a partnership based on close
consultation, compromise of differences and a high regard for
the constitutional duties and powers of both branches to work for
the common good and security of our nation.
Each Administration and Congress since the Second World
War has supported -- on a bipartisan basis -- the maintenance of
our military strength.

I intend to continue to support a strong

defense posture, and I believe the Congress will continue to do
so also.

FOREIGN POLICY COMMISSION

Question
What is the status of the Commission on the Organization of Government
for the Conduct of Foreign Policy? (Murphy Commission)
Answer
It is finishing up its briefings here in Washington and has begun public
hearings in 4 major cities to·insure broad input. Following those
hearings, the Commission will draft a report of its findings and
recommendations for formulating and implementing U.S. foreign policy.
The report will be submitted to the Congress and the President by
June 30~ 1975.
Background
The Foreign Policy Commission was created by the Foreign Relations
Authorization Act of 1972.
The Commission is composed of 12 members. Four members are appointed by
the President; four members are appointed by the President of the Senate;
and four members are appointed by the Speaker of the House.
The Commission has the mandate to examine all aspects of the formulation
and implementation of our foreign policy. Its recommendations may take
the form of proposed constitutional amendments~ legislation, or
administrative actions.
The Chairman of the Commission is the Honorable Robert D. Murphy; the
Executive Director is Francis 0. Wilcox.
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POSSIBLE QUESTIONS FO:tt-i'UESDAY PF.ESS CONFERENCE

l.

-

From Paul Miltich

Mr. President, you have endorsed C. R. Lewis, a John Birch Society member who is running for the Senate in Alaska. But you have not endorsed
Mrs. Judy Petty, the Republican opponent of Congressman Wilbur Mills in
Arkansas. Why is that?
A.

I have said that I wish Mrs. Petty well. My stance in this situation is a purely pragmatic one. Should Mr. Mills be reelected, I
would expect his cooperation with regard to tax legislation. That
cooperation is important to me and to the American people.

Alternative answer -I have said that I wish Mrs. Petty well. I do wish her well, and
that is all I am going to say about the matter.

2.

Well, Mr. President, are you endorsing Mrs. Petty or not?
A.

I am not going to make any further comment.

3. Mr. President, the John Birch Society recently referred to you as a
hustler for Chairman Mao.
A.

Do you have any comment on that?

I do not think a statement of that kind is one that deserves
comment.

4. Mr. President, how do you feel about the propriety of Senator Javits
asking the CIA for a tape of Ramsey Clark's news conference in Hanoi?
A.

5.

As I understand it, Senator Javits asked for the tape under the Freedom of Information Act. Any citizen may seek information in this way,
so I see nothing wrong with Senator Javits having done so.

But what about the fact that Senator Javits used the tape in his campaign
for reelection to the Senate?
A.

That is something you will have to ask Senator Javits about.
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6. Mr. President, what do you think you have accomplished by campaigning
in more than 20 states in advance of the election November 5?
A.

I think I have helped the Republican Party. Certainly my appearances
have been successful from the standpoint of fund-raising. I don't
know the extent to which any President's campaigning actually alters
the results on election day, but I think my appearances have been
helpful to all the candidates on whose behalf I have appeared.

7. Mr. President, if your appearances have been helpful, then why have some
of the candidates involved publicly said they thought your appearances
might have done more harm than good. Why\did Jim Rhodes of Ohio avoid
an appearance with you?
'
A.

I know of no such instances, but in any case I think that question
should be directed to the candidates about whom you are speaking.
As for Mr. Rhodes, you would have to direct your question to him.

8. Mr. President, what Democrats have you been talking about in your campaigning when you have lashed out at big spenders and extremists?
A.

I am not going to name names.
very well who they are.

The people I was speaking about know

9. Mr. President, would you give us your prediction as to how many seats
the Republican Party will lose in the House and in the Senate?
A.

10.

I am not going to get into a numbers game. I will say that I think
GOP chances have improved since a week or two ago.

Mr. President, Japanese Prime Minister Tanaka has become involved in an
income-related scandal and there have been demonstrations in Japan
against your upcoming trip there. Do you think it wise for you to visit
Japan next month under those circumstances?
A.

I know of no good reason to abandon my trip to Japan.

r
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II
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Leon Jaworski has said he believes Congress should make 64 White House
tapes available for broadcast to the general public. Do you agree with
Mr. Jaworski?
A.

12.

The transcripts of the tapes have been published. Watergate is a
matter which has deeply disturbed the American people. In view of
this and in view of the fact that the tapes contain obscenities, I
do not see that public airing of the tapes would serve any useful
purpose. However, this is a matter for the Congress to consider.

Mr. President, Mike Mansfield says it is just a matter of time before
we are forced to impose wage and price controls.
on that?
A.

13.

What is your comment

I respectfully disagree with Senator Mansfield. I believe we will
work our way out of inflation without wage and price controls and
that we will also work our way out of the economic slump we are in.

Senator Mansfield also says gasoline rationing is needed.
A.

14.

-·

Do you agree?

I am opposed to gasoline rationing. If the situation demands it, we
may have to return to allocation of gasoline supplies but I do not
foresee gasoline rationing.

Mr. President, what do you hope to accomplish in your mini-summit meeting
with Leonid Brezhnev November 23 and 24?
A.

Apart from the fact that the mini-summit will give Mr. Brezhnev and
me a chance to get acquainted, I think the meeting will make it possible for me to lay to rest any doubts the Soviets may have with
regard to my administration's commitment to detente. It may also
lay the groundwork for future agreements between our two countries.

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 29, 1974

PRESS CONFERENCE
Tuesday, October 29, 1974
11:00 a.m. (30 minutes)
The Briefing Room

I.

PURPOSE
To announce your new energy team and hold your fourth Press
Conference.

II.

BACKGROUND, PARTICIPANTS AND PRESS PLAN
A.

Background:
This will be your fourth press conference and first since
October 9, when you held one in the Rose Garden with follow-up
questions. This willte your first press conference in. the
press briefing room. Once again, follow-up questions on the
same subject will be permitted. Since many of the attendees
will be standing, it may be difficult to determine whether
or not they want to follow-up, so you may hav~ to look at
the questioner as you complete your answer.
·
At 11:00 a.m., Ron Nessen will tell those assembled for
,_the regular White House briefing that yqu will be out in
a minute.
Ron will then come to your office and lead you
and your new energy team to the briefing room. You will
follow Ron and precede the others. Pause at the entrance to
the briefing room for Ron's announcement. When you mount
the rostrum, your energy team will follow you and line up
behind you. They will depart after your announcement
of them.
In order to cue them, you might want to thank them.
The first question goes to Frank Cormier of the Associated
Press. Since there will not be assi~ned seats, and you may
not be able to spot him, you should simply call his name.
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B.

Participants:
Secretary Rogers c. B. Morton; Dr. Robert c. Seamans, Jr.;
William A. Anders; Andrew E. Gibson; and_Dr. Dixy Lee Ray.

C.

Press Plan:
In order to hold the crowd down to a manageable size, no
preannouncement of the press conference has been made.
However, it is expected that the room will be full. The
Press Conference will be-available for open press coverage
(sound on film, recording and still photos).

PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENT ON ENERGY TEA~APPOINTMENTS
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1974

In my October 8 address to a joing session of the Congress, I
announced the establishment of an Energy Resources Council and the
appointment of Interior Secretary Rogers C. B. Morton as the Nation's
overall energy chief.
Secretary Morton's charter, as the head of our comprehensive
energy effort, is to develop a single national energy policy and a
program to increase our domestic energy supply.
I am pleased to announce the nomination of four distinguished
public servants as members of my new energy team·.
They are Dr. Robert C. Seamans, Jr., to be Administrator
of the Energy Research and Development Administration; William A.
Anders to be a member and, after confirmation, Chairman of the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission; Andrew E. Gibson to be
Administrator of the Federal Energy Administration succeeding
John Sawhill who has resigned; and Dr. Dixy Lee Ray to be
Assistant Secretary of State for Oceans, International Environmental
and Scientific Affairs.
Dr. Seamans is, of course, well-known to all of you and to
the American people as one of the top managers of the manned space
program at the National Aeronautics and Space Administration.

More

-

z

recently, he served with distinction as Secretary of the Air Force.
Mr. Anders is a former astronaut who has distinguished
himself on earth as he has in space.

He is presently an Atomic Energy

. Commissioner and earlier served as Executive Secretary of the National
Aeronautics and Space Council.
Mr. Gibson is a former Assistant Secretary of Commerce who
proved himself as one of the government's best managers in revitalizing
the Maritime Administration and the Nation's mat:itime fleet.
-.:-"
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Dr. Ray has been widely and justifiably commended for the
record she has compiled as the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission.

A marine biologist by training, and a nuclear expert by

experience, she is uniquely qualified for this new State Department
post which encompasses responsibility for oceanographic matters
and non-military nuclear programs.
I hope that the Senate will act speedily on these nominations
after it reconvenes next month.
I have full confidence in these four public servants.

I know

that they will do outstanding jobs in their newly assigned capacities
as they have in the past.

In selecting such highly qualified individuals

for these responsibilities, I want the American people to know that I
have placed the highest priority on making sure that we will have
sufficient energy for America's future.
Detailed biographies on the nominees will be provided by the
Press Office.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 28, 1974

NESSEN ANNOUNCEMENT-- llaOO A.M.

The President will be out in a minute.

He will have

a brief announcement and then will take your questions.
The press conference will be available for sound on film
coverage and recording.

However, because of the space

limitations in here and the disruptions that can happen,
we are going to limit still photos and cutaways to the first
three minutes up front.

XtBEXE

After that you are going to

have to go back to the platform and do the best you can
from there.
As in the last press conference, in the Rose Garden,
follow-up questions will be allowed on the same subject.
Since most of you can1t

xemaimxx%a.ti~

be distinguished

by remaining standing, why don1t you raise your hand or
something like that.
There will be no filing whatsovver until the press conference
has ended.

The wi tes will be moving an advisory in a moment

that will inform your desks that the press conference is
underway.

.....
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PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENT ON ENERGY TEAM APPOINTMENTS,
:XUESDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1974

In my October 8 address to a joint session of the Congress, I
announced the establishment of a National Energy Board and the
appointment of Interior Secretary Rogers C. B. Morton as the Nation's
over-all energy chief.
Secretary Morton's charter, as the head of our comprehensive
energy ef!ort, is to develop a single national energy policy and program
and to increase our domestic energy supply.
I am pleased to announce the nominatiqn of four distinguished
public servants as members of my new energy team.
They are Dr. Robert C. Seamans, Jr., to be Administrator of
the Energy Research and Development Administration; William A. Anders
I

to be a member and, after confirmation, Chairman of the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission; Andrew E. Gibson to be Administrator of the Federal
...
_Energy Administration succeeding John Sawhill who has resigned, and
Dr •. Dixy Lee Ray to be Assistant Secretary of State for Oceans,
International Environmental and Scientific Affairs.
Dr. Seamans is, of course, 'Yell known to all of you and to the
American people.

He has served with great distinction as Secretary of

the Air Force, as the Acting and Associate Administrator of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration as well as in many other important
posts.

,
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Mr. Anders is a former astronaut who has distinguished
himself on earth as he has in space.

He is presently an Atomic Energy

Commissioner and earlier served as Executive Secretary of the National
Aeronautics and Space Council.
Mr. Gibson is a former Assistant Secretary of Commerce
where he served with great distinction as he has in business since
leaving Government.
Dr. Ray has been widely and justifiably commended as the
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission.

A marine biologist by

training, she is the ideal person to handle our international concerns
in ocean matters.
I hope that the Senate will act speedily on these nominations
after it reconvenes next month.
I have full confidence in these four public servants.

I know

.

that !hey will do outstanding jobs in their newly assigned capacities
. as they have in the past.

In selecting such highly qualified individuals

for these responsibilities, I want the American people to know that I have placed
. the highest priority on making sure that we will have sufficient energy for
America's future.
Detailed biographies of the nominees will be provided by the
Press Office.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October aB, 1974
!HIS SUPERCEDES ALL OTHER RECENT MEMOS ON TUESDAY'S P.C.

MEMORANDUM FOR RON NESSEN
JACK HUSHEN
LARRY SPEAKES
BILL ROBERTS
BOB MEAD
LOU THOMPSON
JERRY WARREN
FROMt

TOM DeCAIR

SUBJECT a

Tuesday Morning Press Conference

Tuesday morning at 11 a.m. the President will hold a news
conference in the press briefing room (yep--it's back
there agin~. In order to hold down the aowd it will n¢
be announced until Ron goes out a couple of minutes beaore
the President appears. However, several preliminary
steps must be taken.
1. FIRST THINGa (before 9 a.m.) Notify EPS, WHCA, Alderson.
Tell EPS that at ii'xf' s FIMJ&*IIBPJIJ£211 7 1 11 a.m.
sharp they should place a guard at the side doors
of the briefing room and divert those trying to
enter to the rear entrance. EPS should be told
to open the rear doors and permit entry (and turn
off the alarm) •
WHCA should be told--the audio-visual section, that is-that the President will be holding his press conference
in the briefimg room, after all, and we'll need the
podium he's been using in the East Room, hooked up
for sound on film. They should also be told to
provide a seal, but should not put it up until Ron
announces at about 11 a,.m. that the President will be out
in a couple of minutes.
Alderson should be told that there will be extra work
and they should plan on producing the President's
transcript page by page.
A table should be ordered from the West Wing ushers
to be placed in the room--for pages of transcript-immediately upon the conclusion ofathe press conference.
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2. AT 9e00 A.M., both City Wires should be notified
that the White House briefing will be held at
11100 a.m. instead of the regular time. {No reason)
3. Regulars who call in should be told that the morning
briefing will be held at 11 a.m. sharp. Non-regulars
and special guests should not be allowed unless Hushen
approves their coming in.
4. At about t¥ 9•30 or 9a45 a.m., someone should quetly
slip into the briefing room and turn the thermostat
all the way down--ir it'll get hotter than hell by
the time 11 rolls around.

5. At 10100 a.m., Jack can begin to call the folbwing

people just to be sure they show up for the briefing.
They should be told only that it would be a good idea
to show up for the morning briefing at 11. There
will be no foreign notifications and Ron has narrowed
the list to these peo~le (note that it is assumed that
most wores, nets, radios and local papers will be here)a

Cliff Evans, Godfrey Sperling, Bill Theis, Ted Knap,
Dave Kraslow, Jim Cary, Darwin Olofson, Frank Kane,
Al Cromley, Margaret Meyer, Lu Warren, Aldo Beckman,
John Osborne, ..8 7' I'
1 Peter Behr, Saul Kohler,
Bill Broom, Bob Boyd, George Kentera, Peter Lisagor,
Mort Kondracke, Jim Deakin, Larry O'Rourke, Marty Schram
Frank Wright, Joe Lastelic, Ben Cole, John Geddie,
Jim McManus, Tom DeFrank, Dean Fischer, John Mashek,S.~~.
(Someone should be assigned to ensure that these people
are either present or called.)

6. At 10a30 a.m., Ron will call in Helen and Frank and tell
them off the record that the President will be out at
11 o'clock or so and that because of space limitations
he would like to have nothing move until it starts--then
they can move an advisory saying the press conference
is underway and leads are expected upon its conclusion
in about 30 minutes.
7. At l0a45 the three nets (and others with film, presumably
TVN) and the wire photos (and other still here) should be
told •11 I 11
a ul that the briefing will be available
for sound on film coverage and still photos.
Someone will have to work out a way to keep stills and
cutaway film men from disrupting the entire proceeding
by dominating the front of the room. One way to help is
to slip in a couple of rows of chairs and not let anyone
stand in front of them.

-38. At about 10t55 someone should be sure EPS is ready
to seal off the side door until the conclusion of
the press co~ference and has open the back door to
admit people there. By this time agents will have
appeared and everyone will know what's going on, but
since it's so late there's no reason to tell them
anything except that Ron will be out in a couple of
minutes.

9. At 11 a.m., saeone should announce that there will be
some information in the briefing

room.~

10. At 11 a.m. Ron will enter the briefing room and
announce that the President will be out in a minute
or so.

NOTEa

At this point someone should be in the back
of the room to be sure no one gets out to
file. Only the wires may move an advisory,
which covers for everyone. Also at this point,
Presidential seai• can go up.
Ron will announce that the President will be out
in a minute or so and ~will have some announcements
and then take questions--no subject limitations. As
in the Rose Garden press conference follow-up questions
will be permitted on the same subject. Sound on film
coverage will be permitted.
11. Ron will then return to Oval Office, pick up President
and return to briefing room with him, announcing, as he
enters "Ladies and Gentlemen, the President."

12. There will be absolutely no filing during the press
conference--no one will be permitted out the side door
or even into the rear _..filing area.

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 25, 1974
MEMORANDUM FOR RON NESSEN
FROM a
SUBJECT a

Press Conference Next Week

In order to avoid either having a press conference immediately
after the e~eetion--or going more than five weeks between
press conferences--the President should hold a non-televised,
Oval Office press conference on Tuesday, October 29, at
11 a.m.
·
The proposed format would be to '·"allow silent film and
still photos for not more than 3 minutes at the beginning
and then--as quietly as po~sible--usher the photographers
out of the office for the remaining 27 minutes (I think we
should stick with the JO-minute concept since we are
adhering to the promise to have·regular news conferences~.
The purpose of trying this concept--and the President has
expressed a strong interest in doing so--is to allow a
freer interchange without the restraints of live television
coverage (or even of sound on film). The advantages are
that questioners aren't playing to the cameras, and the
President needn't worry about pausing for a moment if
he wishes to collect his thoughts--although if he does so
unduly it will be reported.
In addition by not offering the President for live coverage
(especially in a Q&A session, which is always televised when
offered) we will not create the impression that we are trying
to promote the election of Republicans through free tv time
(ie. without the RNC having to shell out).
As far as specific timing is concerned, Tuesday is a day
without another news event until Grand Rapids. which will
not make the evening news shows. The hour of 11 a.m. will
facilitate the networks getting standups done before the
press corps departs for Grand Rapids (at 2 p.m. from the
White House). A transcript will be completed before
departure so the writers will be able to write on the way
to Grand Rapids and file from there, if they wish.
The President's schedule does not provide any unmovable
obstacles--the Schlesinger meeting can be moved to the
afternoon or the next morning, according to O'Donnell.

-2-

-

Other possible times for such a press conference would
bet

MONDAYa Because Monday is a holiday, and no briefing
is scheduled, the press conference would have
to be pre-announced and that would add unduly
to the numbers of reporters present. Too large
a crowd becomes unworkable--especially since those
too far to the rear couldn't even see the President,
let alone hear him, because he will not be on a
riser.
WEDNESDAY•

THURSDAY•

With a Cabinet meeting and a meeting with
Cattlemen*, there should be plenty of news
on this day. Perhaps more importantly,
some preparation time would have to be built
in since it would have been four days since
the Reasoner interview.
Thursday also has at least one major substantive
meeting. Reporters would be even more pressed
for time since 1hursday departure is much earlier
than Tuesday's. Unworkable.

MECHANICS
Beginning at 9a4S or 10 a.m. the morning of the 11 a.m.
in office press conference, the wires and nets would
be alerted to double cover--and would be told STRICTLY
OFF THE RECORD that the President would have a press
conference at about 11 a.m., with silent film and still
photos allowed for the first 3 minutes •
.The wires would be advised to move an item announcing the
regular White House briefing would be at 11 a.m. (instead
mf the now-regular time of lla30). The wires would be
told that they can move an adv~ry when the press conference
begins at about llaOS to the effect that the President is
holding an in-office press conference and that nothing
more will move until it is «mfttX concluded until it is
completed a% in about 30 minutes. (This helps p.m.
papers immensely.)
In addition, White House regulars and' some of our ••consti tuents" would be called around 1.0 a.m. and told that "Ron
(or Jack) suggests you come to the briefing at 11." This
is a code with which reporters are familiar. I will compile
a list of people we should call.

·.-,;

-JPromptly at 11 a.m., you would enter the briefing
room (after it was announced over the p.a. as .. the
press secretary will have some information in the
briefing room") and announce that the President will
hold a news conference in the Oval Office in about

5 minutes--u~~~~~xr.ta.xkKx%.biJIXlll!llAKgk
%mxm but there will be no alerting of desks as the

wires will move an item (advisory only) when the
press conference begins.

You will also announce that silent reels (one per agency)
and still photos (one per agency) should proceed
immediately to the Oval Office, and that reporters
will follow in about one minute.
You will then go %ka to the President's private office,
where he will be waiting and, when all is ready, you
will move into the office, announce the President and
he will enter.
The President will stand behind the desk--the desk
providing the only barrier'between him and the
Press Corps (it is sufficient). Mead and I will
figure out where to put the cameras--in such a
a way that they can be extricated az with as little
disruption as possible.
The questioning; as usual, will begin with a wire
reporter and be ended by Cormier--who, presumably,
can be asked to cut it at JO minutes.
I do not think there should be any limitations.
Presumably, in light of the active campaigning the
President is doing, there will be many questions
about campaign style, predictions and especially
questions about the partisanship of the campaign.

cca

Dick Cheney
Terry O'Donnell
Bob Mead
Jerry Warren
Jack Hushen

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 25, 1974
MEMORANDUM FOR RON NESSEN
FROM a

TOM DeCAIIr

SUBJECT I

Upcoming Press Conferences

Warren Rustand feels it is important that he be a
part of any discussions relating to possible press
conference dates since he is, after all, the President's
appointments secretary.
I told him we might get together Monday to talk about it.
I suggest you also include Mead, Warren~~~yself.
~~tlMJ

Basic things to address are specifics of the Tuesday
morning press conference, whether or not--and what kind-there should be a press conference right after the
election, and whether or not Sigma Delta Chi should
be Q&A and, if so, should we shoot for t.v. {ie. should
we schedule it for prime time).
Note from your schedule grid, attached, that there will
be little if any opportunity for pass conferences from
Nov. 14 until a week or so into December. So it wouldn't
be too bad to have three in three weeks.

Nessen
THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 28, 1974
DSG Report on Ford Vmting for Spending Measires

Ql

AI

The Democratic Study Group claims that during
1971 through 1973 you-voted for 86% of the
legislative proposals that would have increased
spending above the amounts proposed by the Nixon
Administration. In light of your appeals to the
people to tighten their belts and your attacks
on Democrats as the primary cause of increased
Federal spending, what is your comment?

iu::r3

R

CONGRESS-SPENDING
BY BRIAN B. KING
WASHINGTON <AP> -- WHEN PRESIDENT FORD WAS HOUSE MINORITY LEADER, HE
SUPPORTED 86 PER CENT OF THE MEASURES THAT INCREASED SPENDING ABOVE
THE AMOUNTS SOUGHT BY THE REPUBLICAN ADMINISTRATION, THE DEMOCRATIC
STUDY GROUP STAFF SAID TODAY.
MOREOVER, THE STAFF OF THE ORGANIZATION OF 170 LIBERAL AND MODERATE
HOUSE DEMOCRATS SAID, CONGRESS HAS INCREASED SPENDING BY LESS THAN
ONE TENTH OF ONE PER CENT OVER THE AMOUNTS REQUESTED IN THE LAST FOUR
YEARS BY FORMER PRESIDENT RICHARD NIXON.
.
FORD'S CHARGE EARLIER THIS MONTH ''THAT DEMOCR~TS IN CONGRESS ARE
PRIMARILY RESPONSIBLE FOR INCREASES IN FEDERAL SPENDING DOES NOT
HOLD WATER,'' THE DSG STAFF SAID. ''IN FACT, IT IS RIDICULOUS IN
LIGHT OF HIS 0 111N RECORD AS A CONGRESSMEN AND THAT OF THE OVER\vHELMING
MAJORITY OF REPUBLICANS.''
_
.
OF THE MEASURES THAT INCREASED SPENDING DURING 1971 THROUGH 1973,
THE DSG STUDY SAID, FORD SUPPORTZD 86 PER CENT OF THEM, DEMOCRATS 9::...~3._..-....:
PER CENT AND REPUBLICANS 90 PER CENT.
FORD, IN EFFECT, APPROVED $16.9 BILLION IN EXTRA SPENDING IT SAID.
A SUMMARY OF RECENT FEDERAL BUDGETS SHOWED ADMINISTRATION FUNDING
REQUESTS OF $1.044 TRILLION AND SPENDING FOLLOWING CONGRESSIONAL
ACTION OF $1.05 TRILLION.
''PRESIDENT NIXON'S SPENDING REQUESTS RAN UP A DEFICIT • • • OF
OVER $50 BILLION, OF WHICH ONLY 12 PER CENT CAN BE ATTRIBUTED TO
CONGRESSIONAL ACTION,•' THE STUDY SAID.
''THE REST OF THE HUGE DEFICIT CAN LARGELY BE BLAMED ON INEPT
REPUBLICAN ECONOMIC POLICIES WHICH HAVE DRIVEN THE ECONOMY INTO TWO
RECESSIONS, CAUSING ENORMOUS FALL-OFFS IN TAX REVENUES.''
CONGRESS, MEANWHILE, THE STUDY CONTINUED CUT $11.3 BILLION IN
FOREIGN AID AND MILITARY-SPENDING FUNDS AND SHIFT£D THEM TO THE
DOMESTIC SECTOR.
USING FIGURES FROM THE JOINT COMMITTEE ON REDUCTION OF FEDERAL
EXPENDITURES, THE DSG REPORT SHOWED THAT CONGRESSIONAL IMPACT ON THE
BUDGET REQUESTS, SUBMITTED BY NIXON REDUCED THEM $0.68 BI~LLION IN
FISCAL YEAR 1972, INCREASED THEM $6.13 BILLION IN FISCAL 1973,
INCREASED THEM $2.42 BILLION IN FISCAL 1974 AND DECREASED THEM $1.66
BILLION FOR FISCAL 1975.
DURING 1HE FOUR-YEAR PERIOD, 82 MEASURES INCREA~ED SPENDING OVER
THE PRESIDENTIAL BUDGET REQUESTS -- 27 APPROPRIATIONS BILLS AND 55
AUTHORIZATION BILLS. THESE RAISED OUTLAYS BY ABOUT $22 BILLION, THE
HEPORT SAID, BUT OTHER BILLS CUT REQUESTS BY ABOUT $15.8 BILLION,
FOR A NET CONGRESSIONAL INCREASE OF $6.2 BILLION.
ON ONLY FIVE OF THOSE 82 VOTES DID A MAJORITY OF HOUSE REPUBLICANS
VOTE AGAINST THE HIGHER SPENDING, IT SAID.
10-23-74 15:14EDT
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