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WHITE HOUSE PRESS GUIDANCE -- 03:00 PM 
THURSDAY, MAY 27, 1993

Dole/Hvde Legislation to Lift Bosnia Arms Embargo

What is the Administration's reaction to the introduction by 
Senator Dole and Congressman Hyde of legislation to lift the 
Bosnia arms embargo?

The President has clearly stated that our preferred 
option to address the crisis in Bosnia is lifting the 
arms embargo and using U.S. air power if necessary to 
allow the re-arming of the Bosnians. The arms embargo 
now in place has had the unintended consequence of 
providing the Bosnian Serbs with an overwhelming arms 
advantage, which they have used to support their policy 
of "ethnic cleansing" and an extension of the violence 
throughout Bosnia.

The Joint Action Program adopted by the United States, 
Britain, France, Russia, and Spain last Saturday left
open options for new and tougher measures, including 
this one.

The arms embargo now in place comes as a result of a 
resolution adopted by the United Nations. Lifting the 
embargo would thus require a new U.N. resolution.

Q.

A.

Do you support Senator Dole's legislation?

We support the policy of terminating the arms embargo 
against Bosnia. We will have to review the proposed 
legislation to determine whether it can be pursued in a 
manner consistent with our U.N. obligations.

Senator Dole has often expressed his sincere concern 
oyer the crisis in Bosnia. We have often consulted 
with Senator Dole on this issue and have appreciated 
his spirit of bipartisanship on foreign affairs issues.



North Korea-U.S. Talks

Any reaction to Sen. Lugar's comment that the Administration 
is not taking the North Korean nuclear problem seriously 
enough?

You should not mistake the absence of sabre-rattling 
for lack of resolve.

We have made very clear, including in the UN Security 
Council, that North Korea's actions in the nuclear area 
create a potentially grave threat to international 
peace and to the global nonproliferation regime. We 
have been supported by the overwhelming majority of 
other nations.

Our diplomatic approach to North Korea is designed to 
create a political context in which North Korea can 
take the necessary actions to resolve this issue.

We will not reward North Korea or any other country for 
violating its safeguards obligations or withdrawing 
from the NPT. An improvement in North Korea's 
relations with us or others in the international 
community can come only after North Korea has 
demonstrated that it will honor its nonproliferation 
commitments.

Does the U.S. have any contingency plans in the event this 
diplomatic approach fails?

Planning for a number of contingencies is underway.

I will not comment further on our contingency plans.

What about these reports that the US and North Korea will 
meet to resolve the nuclear issue.

We will meet with the North Koreans in New York on 
Wednesday, June 2. The US side will be headed by 
Assistant Secretary of State Bob Gallucci and the North 
Korean side will be headed by First Vice Foreign 
Minister Kang Sok Chu.

Q. What do we want from the North Koreans?

A: -- Our goal in the talks will be to seek a nuclear-free
Korean peninsula, by achieving North Korea's commitment 
to remain in the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
(NPT), to carry out all International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) safeguards, and to implement fully the 
North-South denuclearization declaration.
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Administration Imposing Trade Sanctions Against EC 
Eds: Combines pvs 
By MARTIN CRUTSINGER=
AP Economics Writer=

WASHINGTON (AP) _ The Clinton administration said today it will 
impose trade sanctions against the 12-nation European Community in 
a dispute involving government contracts for telecommunications 
equipment.

The administration said it would bar European companies from 
bidding for certain federal contracts starting on Friday, the day 
the official notice was to be published in the Federal Register.

sstiiri6tGd that the sanctions would cover approximately 
$20 million in annual contracts, a relatively minor amount in terms 
of two-way trade between the United States and its largest trading 
partner. ^

However, the sanctions prompted an immediate angry response from 
the Europeans, who threatened to retaliate.

Sir Leon Brittan, the EC's top trade negotiator, said he greatly 
regretted the American action, calling it ''neither justified, wise 
nor necessary.''
• In a statement issued in Brussels, Brittan said he would begin 
immediate consultations with the member countries of the EC to 
determine "the appropriate reaction from the community," adding 
that ''the United States cannot expect us to ignore wholly 
unjustified action of this kind."

Asked about the timing of possible European sanctions, Peter 
Guilford, Brittan's spokesman said, "We will not drag our feet."

In his statement, Brittan expressed hope that the dispute 
involving government contracts would not ''poison the atmosphere" 
between Europe and the United States as the two sides try to 
develop a common negotiating strategy to end a stalemate that has 
stalled a seven-year effort to rewrite the rules governing world 
trade.

The prohibition on European companies bidding on about $20 
million in annual government contracts represented a reduction from 
a $45 million total of contracts the administration had first 
targeted in February.

In April, the administration announced that the original 
sanctions would be scaled back because the two sides had been able 
to resolve differences in the area of sales of electrical 
generating equipment to government agencies.

However, negotiators were unable to resolve a dispute involving 
similar sales of telecommunications equipment to state-owned 
enterprises in Europe.

U.S. Trade Representative Mickey Kantor had said at the time 
that negotiators would continue to search for a way to resolve the 
telecommunications dispute but at the same time the administration 
would go forward with the process required to impose the trade 
sanctions.
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QUESTION: What do the sanctions cover?
ANSWER;
All EC member states except Greece, Spain, and Portugal are 
prohibited from the following procurements by the u.s. 
government;

a) all procurements of goods and non-construction services by 
all federal agencies which are below the threshold provided 
for in the u.s.-ec agreement (the current code threshold of 
130,000 special drawing rights or dois i76,ooo);

b) all procurements of goods by federally-owned power 
generation facilities which are below the threshold in the 
u.S.-Ec agreement of dols 450,000;

c) all procurements of construction services by all federal 
agencies and federally-owned power generation facilities 
which are below the threshold in the u.S.-Ec agreement of 
dols 6.5 Million;

d) all services procurement, excluding construction, without 
any thresholds, by federally-owned power generation 
facilities;

e) all procurements of services, by all federal agencies, 
without any thresholds, that are excluded from the u.s.-Ec 
agreement (a list of these services is attached),

Note that the sanctions will not apply to any procurements made 
in support of national security interests, including all 
procurements made by the department of defense (including the 
army corps of engineers, not including the coast guard). The 
sanctions will not apply to procurements that are made outside 
the territory of the U.S. For goods and services used abroad.

Exceptions are permitted (1) in the '’public interest," (2) to 
"avoid the restriction of competition , . And (3) "because 
there would be . . , insufficient . . . bidders to assure 
procurement , . . of requisite quality at competitive prices." 
Such exceptions can be made by the head of any federal agency. 
This authority cannot be delegated.

The sanctions apply to procurements by all federal agencies,
Which include judicial and legislative branch agencies, as well 
as executive agencies. The rule of origin for goods is 
substantial transformation, as defined in 19 u.S.C. 2518(4)(B). 
The rule of origin for services, including construction, is place 
of performance. The sanctions apply only to prime contracts, not 
subcontracts. The sanctions only apply to solicitations made 
after the effective date (which is expected to be may 27, 1993).
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QUESTION; What is the value of the sanctions? 
original sanctions modified? How were the

ANSWER: The sanctions are valued at approximately $29 billion in
U.S. government procurement opportunities, taking the average 
procurements from 1989-1991. The original sanctions have been 
reduced by about half to reflect the u.s./ec agreement on the 
other sector—power generation equipment—that was subject to the 
Title VII action.

QUESTION: HOW much actual purchases from the EC will the
agreement affect?
answer: The value of ec sales to the u.s. government affected by
the sanctions can fluctuate significantly from year to year. The 
average value of the sanctions from 1989-1991 is approximately 
520 million in ec sales to the u.s. goverrjnent,

QUESTION: Do the sanctions apply only to telecommunications
equipment?

ANSWER: No. The sanctions were never limited to
telecommunications equipment because of the relatively small 
value of the U.s. government market in this sector. Unlike EC 
member state governments, the U.S. government does not operate 
public telecommunications networks and, consequently, does not 
procure significant amounts of telecommunications equipment. The 
sanctions include some procurements of telecommunications goods 
and services, but these procurements are not the focus, or even 
the largest element, of the sanctions.

QUESTION: How do«e tho U.S. sguaro imposition of titlo vii
sanctions with its obligations undsr tho GATT Coda and the 
U.S./EC bilataral agrasment? Has tho U.S. onterad into an 
agraamont and immodiatoly violatod it by imposing sanctions?
ANSWER; The sanctions in no way violate U.S. obligations under 
the GATT Code or the U.S./EC agreement. The sanctions apply only 
to procurements that are not covered by these agreements, like 
procurements of goods and services below the threshold values in 
the agreements and services sectors are not covered by the GATT 
and that have been specifically excluded from the U.s./EC 
agreement. The U.S. can impose sanctions on these procurements 
Without violating its bilateral obligations, just as the EC has 
felt free to discriminate against the U.S. in the 
telecommunications sector for which there is not yet an 
agreement.

question; Why are Spain, Greece, and portuaal exempted from the 
sanctions? '
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ANSWER: These countries are not yet required to apply the rules
of the EC utilities direcstive, including the rule that their 
telecomiftunications firms discriminate against non-EC equipment. 
Each of these countries has assured the U.S. that their state- 
owned telecommunications firms do not discriminate against U.S. 
telecommunications equipment.

TCTwi- PPSE.074



WHITE HOUSE PRESS GUIDANCE -- 12:00 PM 
THURSDAY, MAY 27, 1993

Vietnam POWs

Doesn't the document released by Senator Kerry Wednesday 
confirm that Vietnamese lied about the number of POW/MIAs? 
Doesn't it confirm the facts in the Russian document?

We are continuing to review the facts in both the 
Russian and Tan document.

We cannot make a final determination until the reviews 
are complete.

How long have you known about these documents? Have they 
been taken into account in reviewing the Russian document?

As part of the government's ongoing efforts under the 
July 1992 Executive Order to declassify all possible 
POW/MIA related documents, the CIA and the State 
Department have unclassified documents relating to Dang 
Tan.

7 CIA documents were classified in February 1993, and 
ten State Departments on May 25th. All of these 
documents are being provided to Congress and made 
available to the public.

The State Department located its documents on May 18 
and worked to declassify them on an expedited basis 
given the questions surrounding the Russian document.

We are reviewing the information on an expedited basis 
and Senator Kerry will inquire about the documents 
during his visit to Vietnam this weekend.

Is his information accurate? 
1967?

Were there 800 MIA/POWs in

Tan claimed there were 800 American pilots being held 
in 1967. However, the total number of aircrews in all 
of Indochina missing or held as prisoners at that time 
was 579.

However, we are reviewing the documents and cannot make 
a final determination until all the facts are in.



[If Asked:

Q: Who is Dang Tan? Where is he now?

A: Dang Tan held various medical positions in the 
railroads department in North Vietnam until his 1967 
insertion into South Vietnam as Chief of a provincial 
dispensary. His highest party position was as a member 
of the current affairs committee of the Party executive 
committee of Gia Lai Province.

He surrendered to U.S. forces on September 26, 1969 and 
provided information to the U.S. until 1974.

Since 1974, the U.S. government has had no contact with 
him and we do not know his current whereabouts.

We are attempting to find him.



North Korea-U.S. Talks

Q: Any reaction to Sen. Lugar's comment that the Administration
is not taking the North Korean nuclear problem seriously 
enough?

A: -- You should not mistake the absence of sabre-rattling
for lack of resolve.

We have made very clear, including in the UN Security 
Council, that North Korea's actions in the nuclear area 
create a potentially grave threat to international 
peace and to the global nonproliferation regime. We 
have been supported by the overwhelming majority of 
other nations.

Our diplomatic approach to North Korea is designed to 
create a political context in which North Korea can 
take the necessary actions to resolve this issue.

We will not reward North Korea or any other country for 
violating its safeguards obligations or withdrawing 
from the NPT. An improvement in North Korea's 
relations with us or others in the international 
community can come only after North Korea has 
demonstrated that it will honor its nonproliferation 
commitments.

Does the U.S. have any contingency plans in the event this 
diplomatic approach fails?

Planning for a number of contingencies is underway.

I will not comment further on our contingency plans.

What about these reports that the US 
meet to resolve the nuclear issue.

and North Korea will

We will meet with the North Koreans in New York on 
Wednesday, June 2. The US side will be headed by 
Assistant Secretary of State Bob Gallucci and the North 
Korean side will be headed by First Vice Foreign 
Minister Kang Sok Chu.

Q. What do we want from the North Koreans?

A; -- Our goal in the talks will be to seek a nuclear-free
Korean peninsula, by achieving North Korea's commitment 
to remain in the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
(NPT), to carry out all International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) safeguards, and to implement fully the 
North-South denuclearization declaration.



Q. What can we do for the North Koreans?

A. -- We are prepared to give the North Koreans a careful
hearing and will seek to respond to any questions they 
raise about U.S. intentions (which are purely 
defensive).

Q. Will there be further meetings? 

A. We will see.

Q: How long will the talks last?

A: -- At this point, the only meeting scheduled is June 2.



Jordan-Iraq

[Background: Today's [Thursday's] New York Times reports King
Hussein has criticized Iraq and Saddam Hussein in a private 
meeting with the Jordanian press. The King will see President 
Clinton on June 18.]

What is your reaction to the reports King Hussein is stating 
his opposition to Iraq?

We welcome reports that King Hussein and the Jordanian 
government have expressed their opposition to the 
policies on the Saddam regime in Iraq.

U.S. policy remains committed to seeing full Iraqi 
compliance with all UN Security Council resolutions and 
full enforcement of the UN sanctions.



Saudi Arabia-Irag

[Background: Reuters and other press services are reporting that
the Saudi leadership, including Crown Prince Abdallah, met this 
week with the leadership of the Iraqi National Congress 
opposition. We understand King Fahd also met the INC. Vice 
President Gore met with the INC earlier this month.]

What is your reaction to the meetings between Saudi leaders 
and the Iraqi opposition?

We welcome the Saudi decision to met with the INC. The 
United States supports the INC as a democratic 
alternative to the Saddam regime. We urge other in the 
region to accord the INC the recognition and support it 
deserves.



U.S. Policy Toward Iran

What can you tell us about the new U.S. policy of isolating 
Iraq, as reported, in The New York Times?

Iran is currently pursuing policies which threaten the 
security of the Gulf region or which are at odds with 
international standards.

As long as that is the case, U.S. policy will be to 
work with other members of the international community 
to make Iran pay a price for their behavior.

Are you prepared to allow the sale of civilian aircraft to 
Iran?

This is a difficult issue which combines a number of 
U.S. interests, including economic interests. It has 
been the subject of an intensive review in the 
Administration, and a decision has not yet been taken.



Cambodia Elections

Q; Special Representative Akashi has reportedly declared the
Cambodian elections "free and fair". Does the US share that 
view?

A: -- The Secretary-General will be the one to make that
formal determination.

However, we are extremely pleased with the polling 
process thus far. Over 87% percent of registered 
voters have already cast their ballots.

Even voters in Khmer Rouge held areas have turned out 
in stunning numbers.

We applaud the bravery and determination of the 
Cambodian people to decide their own destiny, despite 
widespread violence and intimidation.

UNTAC has done an outstanding job of ensuring that the 
polling has gone smoothly. The resolve of the UN 
troops and civilians on the ground in the face of 
attacks and repeated threats has been truly admirable.

Despite a great deal of violence in the run-up to the 
elections, we are optimistic that the polling will 
conclude successfully. If so, we hope that the 
Secretary-General will be able to certify that, 
although flawed in many respects, the campaign and 
elections have been sufficiently "free and fair".

Prince Sihanouk now says he will no longer pursue a KR 
coalition government? Is this a hopeful sign?

We must wait to see the outcome of the poll and the 
composition of the new government. The future 
government of Cambodia will be for the people to 
decide.

Q: What role should the UN play after August in Cambodia?

A: -- The UN and the international community have invested a
great deal in Cambodia. The Security Council will 
decide at an appropriate time if there should be any 
further role for the UN after UNTAC's mandate expires. 
In any case, we hope that the UN's development and 
humanitarian agencies can play an active role in 
assisting the Cambodian people once a new government is 
formed.



Background Briefing at State on U.S. Global Role

What can you tell us about the background briefing provided 
by a senior State Department official reflecting on the 
decline in American leadership in a post-Cold War era?

The views expressed in that briefing do not reflect the 
views of the President or the Secretary of State. The 
President and Secretary Christopher have described his 
views on the role of the United States in the post-Cold 
War era on several occasions, most recently in an 
interview of Secretary Christopher on last night's 
Nightline program. I would refer you to his comments.

Doesn't the U.S. performance over the weekend on Bosnia seem 
to bear out the briefer's comments? Haven't we ceded 
leadership to the Europeans on this issue?

No. The joint action program adopted Saturday in 
Washington is a direct result of American leadership on 
the Bosnian issue. It is an outgrowth of Secretary 
Christopher's determined efforts to move the Western 
allies into a more active and forceful policy.

(NOTE: All other questions, including speculation on the
identity of the briefer, speculation on his/her motivations, or 
future role for the briefer should be referred to the State 
Department.)



China: MFN

This morning the President made it clear that he will extend 
MFN for China, but he did not specify what sort of 
conditions would be demanded. Has he backed away from 
serious conditions?

The President's words speak clear for themselves.

As he has always said, the President's policy on MFN 
renewal will depend on steps the Chinese government 
takes to address the important issues of human rights, 
proliferation and trade.

We have no interest in isolating China. China is 
changing rapidly and growing quickly, and we hope it 
will be a partner in building a more secure and 
prosperous world. But continued progress in our 
relations must include progress in human rights, trade 
access and non-proliferation.

The President has consulted closely with key members of 
Congress on the issue of MFN.

We expect to make a formal announcement on this issue 
very soon.

Does the Administration support the China MFN bill 
introduced in Congress by Pelosi and Mitchell, including the 
provision on Tibet?

We share the concerns of Congress over China's record. 
We share with a majority in Congress the belief that 
progress in our relations must include progress in 
human rights, trade and non-proliferation.

As to the issue of Tibet, we continue to urge Beijing 
to revive discussions with the Dalai Lama and to 
address the full range of concerns and issues of the 
people of Tibet, including human rights abuses.



't 5 ^7 5S •'i

K, 1, T ■ Thank you, Mr. President, we're goinq to come
back live from the Rose Garden In just a second.

(Announcements.)

SMITH: This is the first national network townmeeting since you've been elected president. We thank ySu for 
allowing us to come in. if you wouldn't mind standing up and 
asking your question. Your name? ^ ^

name is Eleanor Phillips. I'm from Tarzana,Q:
California.
times T'vrT?w«H®^ eight
times, i^® lived and worked in China for two years. I'm vervna??or®On"?he^'^^^^ ^oing to do with tL most Lvored^

hand, if you don't give them this, you feel
at?^tude changing th4ir
attitude. On the other hand, the people don't want that to
the^!!he^thI^re®L5^^ that they will be hurt financially and
t5ly-u"gs“!Ls%?ghL“nrpJ^eil^gls" ^hen

SMITH: Is this a done deal, your decision on this?

next vear CLINTON: I think it is a done deal for the
next year. Let me explain the issue here.
get what's^called^mnS^ ? ®°^ntry to trade with us, they have to 
bia trade Chinl^nation status, in order to have 

22 China is a huge trading partner of ours. We have I
beSL ?Lan'' ^^^^est trading deficit with China, just
,• 2^222 Y °^® ^^® fastest growing economies
economics to Lrke?
conomics very ^ickly They still put political prisoners in

n "i* ^® fhink, have used prison labor to make
products, we have some other probl^s with them.

■ +• • should we revoke that or should we outfa?orL extend most"^
m2d2222.^22^^°^'® y®®^ because I want to support
there But I ian?f2^ opportunity for America
loml nrnn^l^i 22 2 ^ ^^®^ there has to be
some progress on human rights and the use of prison labor.
■r,r„ rrr.-inrr oisputes and our dlsputes about arms sales,
Jhl® “<3 negotiate directly with

appreciate the gesture I'm making Sut I 
hope they understahd that the united States just can't tuJn itso??son"labor^anr °^^°^® especially tL ule cf
piece choking people off when they say their

ZAHN: The next question?

Q: I'm Jan Wagner from Troy, Michigan.
My question, Mr. President, when you wake up in the"a?"s?upif?!ttle^2"" Ld think

stupid little thing s going to happen today?

-hint i.^ president CLINTON: Some days I do. What I really
little things happen to everybody and I just 

lope that if some stupid little thing happens to me it won't 
.vershadow all the big good things I'm trying to do.



C5'26'93 19:55 ®20£ 647 0244 PA-FRS WHITE HSE iScu UlS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Office of the Spokesman

For Inmediaie Release 
5/26/93 Taken Question

May 26. 1993

PT?r rnWPT.TAHCE WITH MISSTT.F COUTROLS

Q: Is it che U.S. view that the Chinese have kept their
pro.nise to comply with missile technology controls?

WE CONTINUE TC MONITOR CLOSELY AND CAREFULLY EXAMINE 

REPORTS SUGGESTING THE CHINESE ARE NOT ABIDING BY THEIR 

MTCR COMMITMENTS.

IF THE ADMINISTRATION CONCLUDES THAT CHINA HAS ENGAGED 

IN IMPROPER TRANSFERS, IT WILL NOT HESITATE 70 TAKE THE 

ACTION REQUIRED UNDER U.S- MISSILE PROLIFERATION LAW.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Offic® of the Spokeaman

For lOTHodiate Release 
TAKEN QUESTION 5/26/93

May 26, 1593

CHINA: RELEASE OF PRTSOWFRS

Q. How many individuaia were on the list given the Chinese ky 
Winston Lord? How many others have oeen released hesides Xu 
Wenli?

A. -- at En/ERY HIGH-LEVEL MEETING EETWEEK CHINESE AND AMERICAN 

OFFICIALS VIE RAISE HUMAN RIGHTS CJ!,SES. XU VIENLI’S WAS 

ONE OF A NUMBER OF CASES ASSISTANT SECRETARY LORD R.lilSED 

DURING HIS VISIT TC BEIJING TWO IfEEKS AGO.

—XU. A PROMINENT DEMOCRACY WALL ACTIVIST WHO SERVED 12

YEARS or A 15-YEAR SENTENCE, IS THE ONLY ONE WHO HAS SEEN 

RELEASED SINCE THAT TIME.



China: Tibet Protests

[Background: There were two day of anti-Chinese protests in
Lhasa on Monday and Tuesday.]

Q: Have you been in contact with the Chinese about the violence
and protests in Tibet?

A: -- Yes. We raised our concerns about the unrest in Lhasa
with Beijing.

We also expressed concern over reports that several 
Tibetans were recently arrested in Lhasa in connection 
with the visit this past week of a delegation of EC 
diplomats.

We urge the Chinese authorities to exercise maximum 
restraint in dealing with this matter.

We are following this situation very closely.



Sandy Berger and China-MFN

What can you say about the propriety of having Deputy 
National Security Advisor Samuel Berger involved in the 
decision-making process on whether to extend Most-Favored 
Nation status for China, given his previous representation 
of Payless Shoe Stores, a major importer of Chinese 
footwear?

U.S. imports from China affected by MFN status totaled 
about $24 billion in 1992, and involved tens of 
thousands, if not millions, of American companies and 
workers.

As Deputy National Security Advisor, Samuel Berger is 
involved in all foreign affairs decision-making 
processes. When the question of Mr. Berger's role in 
the decision on extending China's MFN status was first 
raised, we requested a ruling from White House counsel 
Bernard Nussbaum as to whether Mr. Berger's previous 
activity for a U.S. company that imports Chinese-made 
footwear would preclude his involvement in the 
decision-making process.

Mr. Nussbaum determined that the interest of Payless 
Shoe Stores in the decision on China MFN extension "is 
one shared by many persons and entities." He 
determined that "under the facts, therefore, I am aware 
of no reason why Mr. Berger should not participate in 
consideration of the extension of China's MFN status."

Mr. Nussbaum advised that with respect to the MFN 
extension, to avoid the appearance of partiality, Mr. 
Berger should neither receive nor consider the views of 
Payless with respect to the MFN extension. Mr. Berger 
has lived up to that standard.

Mr. Berger severed his relationship to Payless and to 
his former law firm, Hogan and Hartson upon entering 
government, has no financial interest in any decision 
taken on MFN for China and has signed the 
Administration's restrictions on his post-government 
activities.



Guatemala

Q: What is your reaction to the auto-coup in Guatemala by
President Serrano?

A: -- The President deplores and condemns President Serrano's
suspension of the Guatemalan Congress and courts and 
other democratic rights protected by the Guatemalan 
constitution.

This illegitimate course of action threatens to place 
Guatemala outside the democratic community of nations. 
We hope the Guatemalan leadership will reverse its 
course and immediately restore full constitutional 
democracy.

Yesterday [Tuesday], the Organization of American States 
agreed to send its Secretary General, Joao Baena Soares, 
to lead a fact-finding mission to Guatemala. We have 
also urged an immediate convocation of an emergency 
meeting of Foreign Ministers of the OAS, and we expect it 
to occur shortly.

Q: Will the U.S. impose sanctions?

A: -- We are undertaking a comprehensive review of our
bilateral economic assistance and cooperation with 
Guatemala, we well as our support for lending by the 
international financial institutions.

Our military assistance was previously suspended due to 
Guatemala's human rights violations.

Q; How much aid does the U.S. give Guatemala?

A: -- In FY 1992, the U.S. provided about $47 million in
development and food aid.

$20 million appropriated for economic support; of this, 
$10.5 million has not disbursed.

$400,000 was appropriated for military training, of which 
$270,000 was disbursed.

For FY 1993, We had planned about $45 million in food aid 
and development assistance, $2.5 million in antinarcotics 
aid, and $400,000 for military training.



The White House

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release May 25th, 1993

Statement on Guatemala

The President was very disappointed to hear that President 
Serrano of Guatemala has suspended the Congress and courts and 
other democratic rights protected by the Guatemalan Constitution. 
This illegitimate course of action threatens to place Guatemala 
outside the democratic community of nations. We strongly condemn 
such efforts to resolve Guatemala's problems through non- 
democratic means. We hope the Guatemalan leadership will reverse 
its course and immediately restore full constitutional democracy.
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STATEMENT BY RICKARD BOUCHER, SPOKESMAN

niTATITMAr.A: SUSPEN6IQM OF CONGRESS. rOITBTS

The united States is disappointed over the events this 
morninq in Guatemala. It is a clear interniption of the 
democratic process that demands the immediate attention of the 
inter-American community. There is no justification for 
resorting to non-democratic means to resolve Guatemala's 
problems.

We understand Guatemalan President Serrano announced he 
was acting under transitional article 21 of the Guatemalan 
constitution to suspend the Guatemalan Congress, Supreme Court 
and Constitutional court and to ask the Electoral Tribunal to 
call elections within two months for a constituent assembly. 
Some military elements have deployed in Guatemala City and hava 
Burrounded the houses of the president of Congress and the 
human rights ombudsman.

Assistant secretary for inter-American Affaire Bernard 
Aronson telephoned President Serrano this morning to make our 
strong opposition clear and urged him to reverse these steps.
We are in touch with the Organization of American States, the 
United Nations and the governments in the region to urge them 
to help persuade President Serrano not to proceed along the 
lines he announced.

If these steps are not reversed immediately the United 
States will press for an emergency meeting of foreign ministers 
of the OAS under the Santiago oeclaraticn. OAS 
Secretary-General Baena Soares Informed Assistant Secretary 
Aronson he would call for a meeting of the Permanent Council of 
the OAS innediately, the first step in the Santiago process.



South-North Korea Dialogue

What can you tell us about reports that South and North Korea 
will have direct talks about the nuclear issue? Where does 
this fit in with U.S.-North Korea talks?

South Korea's prime minister on May 20 proposed to his 
North Korean counterpart direct contacts to discuss 
issues of concern to both sides.

North Korea responded on May 25 by proposing that both 
sides meet at the vice-ministerial level to discuss 
preparations for an exchange of special envoys at the 
deputy-prime ministerial level.

We view the fact that North Korea has responded to the 
South's proposal as a positive step toward a full 
resumption of North-South dialogue, which we would 
welcome.

Our consistent policy is that all differences between 
North and South Korea should be settled through 
North-South dialogue. We coordinate very closely with 
the Republic of Korea on our approach to North Korea and 
see these talks as mutually reinforcing our objectives.



Haiti

Are President's Aristide's supporters about to give up on the 
U.S. and UN/OAS efforts to return democracy to Haiti, as 
reported in The Washington Post?

We are committed to the restoration of constitutional 
government and the return of President Aristide to Haiti. 
We have made that view clear to the current militarv 
leaders in Haiti. ^

We believe that the negotiations will succeed. We will 
not back off from our commitment to the Haitian people, 
nor will we accept delaying tactics. All Haitian parties 
must come together to ensure the restoration of democracv 
quickly. ^

We believe UN and OAS Special Representative Dante Caputo 
is making progress, and we continue to support his 
efforts.

What is your reaction to the rejection by the de facto 
government and military of the plan to send an international 
police force to Haiti?

The international community put together a plan for a 
multilateral police contingent because the Haitian 
parties said such a plan would be useful as part of a 
broader political settlement of the Haiti crisis.

It is regrettable that the parties chose not to take the 
political responsibility for accepting this plan.

We are now reviewing our policies in close consultations 
with the UN and OAS.

We remain deeply committed to our objectives of restoring 
democracy to Haiti and Aristide to his presidency.

Q:

A:

Do you plan to implement sanctions now?

We are considering a whole range of additional measures, 
including sanctions.



Funds for Humanitarian Aid to Bosnia and Croatia

[Background: The State Department announced Monday that the
President has directed the State Department to provide an 
additional $30 million to Bosnia and Croatia to meet urgent and 
unexpected humanitarian needs of refugees and victims of conflict 
in those countries.]

Q. What will the funds be used for?

A. These funds will support the invaluable work of the 
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, the 
International Committee of the Red Cross and other 
international agencies. Funds are needed for food, 
gasoline for transport of assistance, medical supplies, 
use and maintenance of vehicles and support of UN 
humanitarian operations. The U.S. assistance could be 
used for any or all of these purposes.

What is the total amount of U.S. support for the humanitarian 
aid effort in the former Yugoslavia?

For 1993, it is just over $200 million.

Q. Why don't others come forward and help?

■■ They do. In fact, the European Community has provided 
about 70 percent of humanitarian aid to the former 
Yugoslavia over the past year. Moreover, we have urged 
other governments to come forward with assistance.

How can we be spending $30 million for Bosnia and Croatia when 
there is so much suffering at home?

We can meet our humanitarian obligations at home without 
neglecting such commitments overseas.

Moreover, the $30 million comes from an account dedicated 
to refugee assistance overseas. The contribution is 
therefore not at the expense of any domestic program.



Talking Points on Bosnia Joint Action Program

The Joint Action Program on Bosnia adopted on Saturday by the 
United States, Russia, Great Britain, France, and Spain is an 
important step forward.

It reinforces our determination to end the violence 
and ethnic cleansing, prevent the spread of the 
conflict to other areas in the region, and ensure a 
coordinated plan of action among the United States, 
our European allies, and Russia.

The 13-point program includes a wide-range of measures achieve 
these goals, including humanitarian assistance, enhanced 
enforcement of existing sanctions and the threat of additional 
sanctions, new security measures for neighboring areas of 
Kosovo and Macedonia, protection for "safe havens" and a U.N. 
War Crimes Tribunal.

The creation of safe havens does not "legitimate genocide."

In fact, the Joint Action Program firmly reasserts
the refusal of the Western allies to accept 
territorial gains in Bosnia through aggression.

For example, it clearly states that economic sanctions 
will remain in place until the withdrawal of Bosnian Serb 
troops from territories occupied by force.

It leaves open options for new and tougher measures
proposed by the United States, including the lifting of 
the arms embargo on the Bosnians and the threat of air 
strikes to allow the rearming to take place.

The joint program adopted Saturday in Washington is a direct 
result of American leadership on the Bosnian issue.

It is an outgrowth of Secretary Christopher's determined 
efforts to move the Western allies into a move active 
policy towards the Bosnian crisis.

The important role played by the Russian Foreign 
Minister stems in part from President Clinton's 
leadership in Vancouver in supporting President 
Yeltsin at a crucial moment.

The United States will continue to play its appropriate role 
in a coordinated effort to resolve the Bosnian situation.

This role includes enforcing the "No Fly" zone, 
provision of humanitarian assistance, assisting 
UNPROFOR troops if they come under attack, and 
possibly providing troops in Macedonia.

We will not put U.S. groundtroops into Bosnia except to 
support a comprehensive political settlement.



Bosnia

Doesn't President Izetbegovic's rejection of the new plan make 
the safe havens untenable? Hasn't the President himself said 
the plan rewards genocide?

The safe havens will be a way of stopping the fighting in 
and around the six enclaves and a way of protecting the 
innocent civilians inside the enclaves.

We and our allies will continue to work with the Bosnian 
parties to reach a negotiated settlement which will 
address the long-term future of the Bosnian people.

As President Clinton has said, the new action program for 
Bosnia strengthens the possibility of ending ethnic 
cleansing and limiting the conflict.

Q: How do we stand on resolutions before the UN Security Council?

A: -- The UNSC voted Tuesday to establish a war crimes tribunal
for the former Yugoslavia.

Later this week, we expect the Council to consider a 
resolution implementing Safe Areas in Bosnia.

We also expect a resolution preparing the way for placing 
international monitors along the border of Serbia and 
Bosnia. [The six safe areas under consideration are 
Sarajevo, Srebrenica, Tuzla, Bihac, Gorazde, and Zepa. 
We have no indication as to whether additional areas 
might be added later.]



INTERNATIONAL NEWS SUMMARY -- NSC PRESS OFFICE 
THURSDAY> MAY 27, 1993

Bonn Ends Asylum Rights: Germany revoked its constitutional
guarantee of asylum to any politically oppressed person, sharply 
limiting the number of foreigners who can seek asylum in the 
country. (WP Al, NYT Al, WT A7, LAT Al)

Russian Aid Plan Clears a House Appropriations Panel: President
Clinton's promised $1.8 billion Russian aid package quietly 
cleared its first legislative hurdle, winning approval from a key 
House subcommittee. (WSJ A2)

U.S. Considers Move to Isolate Iran: The Clinton Administration
is preparing a broad new effort to weaken Iran by persuading 
reluctant allies to cut off loans, investment and arms sales to 
what American officials regard as a permanently hostile 
government. (NYT Al)

Vietnamese Defector Cited 500 Additional POWs: A North
Vietnamese defector told U.S. officials that his country held 500 
more POWs than it acknowledged, but U.S. officials doubted his 
story and decided not to reveal the numbers. (WP A43, LAT A5)

Sihanouk Opposes Khmer Rouge Role: Prince Sihanouk announced
that he had abandoned plans to set up a coalition government that 
included the Khmer Rouge. He said internationally supervised 
elections proved that the Maoist rebels had no place in 
Cambodia's future. (NYT A3, WP A42, WT A9, LAT A3)

U.S. May Bargain with North Korea: In a new attempt to defuse a
dispute over nuclear weapons, the U.S. (in the person of Robert 
Gallucci) said that it was prepared to make some concessions to 
North Korea if it agreed to rejoin the NPT. (NYT A6, WP A43, WT 
A9)

Chinese Dissident Released: The Chinese Government freed a
prominent pro-democracy campaigner who had spent the last 12 
years in prison; the move appeared to be an olive branch to 
President Clinton. (NYT A5, WP A37)

NATO Talks Fail to Reach Accord on Bosnia: Amid sharp
differences over policy toward Bosnia, NATO defense ministers 
failed to endorse a plan to create safe havens. (NYT A12, WP 
A45, LAT A2)

Sarajevo Balks at Backing Latest Peace Proposal: President
Izetbegovic told UN negotiator Stoltenberg that the Muslim-led 
government would not accept an allied proposal for containing the 
war here unless the UN sets a deadline for Serbs to return 
Bosnian territory. (NYT A12)

Haitians Raise Threat of Violence: Supporters of ousted
President Aristide, angered by failure of the Clinton 
Administration and the UN to restore democracy, are losing hope 
in negotiations and fear a new wave of violence could plunge the 
nation into chaos. (WP A38)



Mandela Savs Arrests Won^t Halt Talks: The ANC declared that
despite its outrage at the widespread arrests of black 
nationalists on Tuesday, it would press ahead with negotiations 
aimed at ending white rule. (NYT All)

Pakistan Chief^s Dismissal Overturned: The Pakistan Supreme
Court overturned a presidential order of last month dismissing 
Prime Minister Sharif and dissolving the National Assembly. (NYT 
A3, WP A37, WT A7)

King Hussein Breaks with Iraq: King Hussein has openly broken
with Baghdad. Charging the Iraqi Government with "practices" 
that had deeply harmed Jordanian interests, the King said that he 
now opposed the continued leadership of Iraq by President 
Hussein. (NYT A15)

3rd Security Review Is Out of Shadows: Excessive secrecy has
suddenly become a hot topic in the Clinton Administration, which 
yesterday announced the start of a third major review of Cold 
War-era rules that govern creation of "classified" information. 
(WP A23)

Americans' Bridge to Africa: More than 1,000 African American
civil rights leaders, politicians and businessmen are meeting in 
Libreville, Gabon to strengthen American economic and cultural 
ties to Africa. (WP Al, NYT AlO)

Teledyne and Chilean Indicted in Iraq Bomb Sales: A Chilean arms
dealer who says he supplied bombs to Iraq for more than eight 
years with the knowledge of the U.S. Government was indicted here 
along with a California military contractor on charges that they 
violated laws controlling the export of munitions. (NYT A23, WP 
A3, LAT Al)



WHITE HOUSE PRESS GUIDANCE -- 09:00 AM 
THURSDAY, MAY 27, 1993

Vietnam POWs

Doesn't this document confirm that Vietnamese lied about the 
number of POW/MIAs? Doesn't it confirm the facts in the 
Russian document?

We are continuing to review the facts in both the 
Russian and Tan document.

We cannot make a final determination until the reviews 
are complete.

How long have you known about these documents? Have they 
been taken into account in reviewing the Russian document?

As part of the government's ongoing efforts under the 
July 1992 Executive Order to declassify all possible 
POW/MIA related documents, the CIA and the State 
Department have unclassified documents relating to Dang 
Tan.

7 CIA documents were classified in February 1993, and 
ten State Departments on May 25th. All of these 
documents are being provided to Congress and made 
available to the public.

The State Department located its documents on May 18 
and worked to declassify them on an expedited basis 
given the questions surrounding the Russian document.

We are reviewing the information on an expedited basis 
and Senator Kerry will inquire about the documents 
during his visit to Vietnam this weekend.

Is his information accurate? 
1967?

Were there 800 MIA/POWs in

Tan claimed there were 800 American pilots being held 
in 1967. However, the total number of aircrews in all 
of Indochina missing or held as prisoners at that time 
was 579.

However, we are reviewing the documents and cannot make 
a final determination until all the facts are in.



[If Asked:

Q: Who is Dang Tan? Where is he now?

A: Dang Tan held various medical positions in the 
railroads department in North Vietnam until his 1967 
insertion into South Vietnam as Chief of a provincial 
dispensary. His highest party position was as a member 
of the current affairs committee of the Party executive 
committee of Gia Lai Province.

He surrendered to U.S. forces on September 26, 1969 and 
provided information to the U.S. until 1974.

Since 1974, the U.S. government has had no contact with 
him and we do not know his current whereabouts.

We are attempting to find him.



China: MFN

Q: Will the Administration place conditions on MFN through an
Executive Order?

A: -- The President has not yet taken a decision. Our
approach to MFN renewal will depend on steps the 
Chinese government takes to address the important 
issues of human rights, proliferation and trade.

During the campaign, Bill Clinton spoke out on concerns over 
humans rights abuses and criticized the previous 
administration for coddling China. What is the 
Administration policy on this issue?

We have no interest in isolating China. China is 
changing rapidly and growing quickly, and we hope it 
will be a partner in building a more secure and 
prosperous world. But continued progress in our 
relations must include progress in human rights, trade 
access and non-proliferation.

As we chart our China policy, the President is 
consulting closely with key members of Congress, 
including on the issue of MFN.

Does the Administration support the China MFN bill 
introduced in Congress by Pelosi and Mitchell, including the 
provision on Tibet?

We share the concerns of Congress over China's record. 
We share with a majority in Congress the belief that 
progress in our relations must include progress in 
human rights, trade and non-proliferation.

As to the issue of Tibet, we continue to urge Beijing 
to revive discussions with the Dalai Lama and to 
address the full range of concerns and issues of the 
people of Tibet, including human rights abuses.
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!■ yoU/ Mr. President. We're going to comeback live from the Rose Garden in just a second 
(Announcements.)
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SMITH: This is the first national network town
alloiina^is'^to^rom''®’'"®®'' elected president. We thank you for

you wouldn't mind standing up and asking your question. Your name? ^ ^

My name is Eleanor Phillips. I'm from Tarzana,Q:
California.
times I've ®ighttimes. I ve lived and worked in China for two years. I'm verv
natior^On^th^one^h/S'''^? favored

^ t^®"! this, you feelattitude ^On^thrnfh 9°''®^^ument into changing their
the other hand, the people don't want that to

?hpn whpn fhf teel that they will be hurt financially and
thPvMT^ economically and financially, then ^
they 11 get less rights and privileges.

SMITH: Is this a done deal, your decision on this?

next year7"f^^“rexpS°"ihe7ssifh«e!" ^

think now*trading partner of ours. We have l
^ tiggest trading deficit with China, just

in the wl?ld' Thev^v^m^^ °“® fastest growing economies
, I' 7f moving away from communism to market

jail put political prisoners in'*^® think, have used prison labor to make products, ^d we have some other problems with them.
„ issue is should we revoke that or should we out
conditions on it? i basically have decided to extent most
modernfTat^^°"-® because I want to support
there BiSt I iant*'tn® opportunity fo? America
mere. But I want to make it clear to them that there has to be
some progress on human rights and the use of prison labor.
T, our trade disputes and our disputes about arms sales

this issue and negotiate directly with them. I think they will appreciate the gesture I'm makinq but I 
hope they understand that the United States just can't tS?n its 

abuse of lots of people, and especiaU^the use of 

piece choking people off when they say their

ZAHN: The next question?

Q: I'm Jan Wagner from Troy, Michigan.
My question, Mr. President, when you wake up in the

wharstupifu^tirt?"" "®"' Ld thinkwnat stupid little thing s going to happen today?

1.V . , president CLINTON: Some days I do. What I reallv
little things happen to everybody and I just 

hope that if some stupid little thing happens to me it won't 
overshadow all the big good things I'm trying to do.

\,



China: Tibet Protests

[Background; There was a second day of anti-Chinese protests in 
Lhasa Tuesday.]

Q: Have you been in contact with the Chinese about the violence
and protests in Tibet?

A: -- Yes. We raised our concerns about the unrest in Lhasa
with Beijing.

We also expressed concern over reports that several 
Tibetans were recently arrested in Lhasa in connection 
with the visit this past week of a delegation of EC 
diplomats.

We urge the Chinese authorities to exercise maximum 
restraint in dealing with this matter.

We are following this situation very closely.



Sandy Berger and China-MFN

What can you say about the propriety of having Deputy 
National Security Advisor Samuel Berger involved in the 
decision-making process on whether to extend Most-Favored 
Nation status for China, given his previous representation 
of Payless Shoe Stores, a major importer of Chinese 
footwear?

U.S. imports from China affected by MFN status totaled 
about $24 billion in 1992, and involved tens of 
thousands, if not millions, of American companies and 
workers.

As Deputy National Security Advisor, Samuel Berger is 
involved in all foreign affairs decision-making 
processes. When the question of Mr. Berger's role in 
the decision on extending China's MFN status was first 
raised, we requested a ruling from White House counsel 
Bernard Nussbaum as to whether Mr. Berger's previous 
activity for a U.S. company that imports Chinese-made 
footwear would preclude his involvement in the 
decision-making process.

Mr. Nussbaum determined that the interest of Payless 
Shoe Stores in the decision on China MFN extension "is 
one shared by many persons and entities." He 
determined that "under the facts, therefore, I am aware 
of no reason why Mr. Berger should not participate in 
consideration of the extension of China's MFN status."

Mr. Nussbaum advised that with respect to the MFN 
extension, to avoid the appearance of partiality, Mr. 
Berger should neither receive nor consider the views of 
Payless with respect to the MFN extension. Mr. Berger 
has lived up to that standard.

Mr. Berger severed his relationship to Payless and to 
his former law firm, Hogan and Hartson upon entering 
government, has no financial interest in any decision 
taken on MFN for China and has signed the 
Administration's restrictions on his post-government 
activities.



North Korea-U.S. Talks

Q: Any reaction to Sen. Lugar's comment that the Administration
is not taking the North Korean nuclear problem seriously 
enough?

A: -- You should not mistake the absence of sabre-rattling
for lack of resolve.

We have made very clear, including in the UN Security 
Council, that North Korea's actions in the nuclear area 
create a potentially grave threat to international 
peace and to the global nonproliferation regime. We 
have been supported by the overwhelming majority of 
other nations.

Our diplomatic approach to North Korea is designed to 
create a political context in which North Korea can 
take the necessary actions to resolve this issue.

We will not reward North Korea or any other country for 
violating its safeguards obligations or withdrawing 
from the NPT. An improvement in North Korea's 
relations with us or others in the international 
community can come only after North Korea has 
demonstrated that it will honor its nonproliferation 
commitments.

Does the U.S. have any contingency plans in the event this 
diplomatic approach fails?

Planning for a number of contingencies is underway.

I will not comment further on our contingency plans.

What about these reports that the US and North Korea will 
meet to resolve the nuclear issue.

We will meet with the North Koreans in New York on 
Wednesday, June 2. The US side will be headed by 
Assistant Secretary of State Bob Gallucci and the North 
Korean side will be headed by First Vice Foreign 
Minister Kang Sok Chu.

Q. What do we want from the North Koreans?

A; -- Our goal in the talks will be to seek a nuclear-free
Korean peninsula, by achieving North Korea's commitment 
to remain in the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 
(NPT), to carry out all International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) safeguards, and to implement fully the 
North-South denuclearization declaration.



Q. What can we do for the North Koreans?

A. -- We are prepared to give the North Koreans a careful
hearing, and will seek to respond to any questions they 
raise about U.S. intentions (which are purely 
defensive).

Q. Will there be further meetings? 

A. We will see.

Q: How long will the talks last?

A: -- At this point, the only meeting scheduled is June 2.



Jordan-Iraq

[Background: Today's [Thursday's][ New York Times reports King
Hussein has criticized Iraq and Saddam Hussein in a private 
meeting with the Jordanian press. The King will see President 
Clinton on June 18.]

Q: What is your reaction to the reports King Hussein is stating
his opposition to Iraq?

A: -- We welcome reports that King Hussein and the Jordanian
government have expressed their opposition to the 
policies on the Saddam regime in Iraq.

U.S. policy remains committed to seeing full Iraqi 
compliance with all UN Security Council resolutions and 
full enforcement of the UN sanctions.

Saudi Arabia-Iraq

[Background: Reuters and other press services are reporting that
the Saudi leadership, including Crown Prince Abdallah, met this 
week with the leadership of the Iraqi National Congress 
opposition. We understand King Fahd also met the INC. Vice 
President Gore met with the INC earlier this month.]

What is your reaction to the meetings between Saudi leaders 
and the Iraqi opposition?

We welcome the Saudi decision to met with the INC. The 
United States supports the INC as a democratic 
alternative to the Saddam regime. We urge other in the 
region to accord the INC the recognition and support it 
deserves.



Background Briefing at State on U.S. Global Role

What can you tell us about the background briefing provided 
by a senior State Department official reflecting on the 
decline in American leadership in a post-Cold War era?

The views expressed in that briefing do not reflect the 
views of the President or the Secretary of State. The 
President and Secretary Christopher have described his 
views on the role of the United States in the post-Cold 
War era on several occasions, most recently in an 
interview of Secretary Christopher on last night's 
Nightline program. I would refer you to his comments.

Doesn't the U.S. performance over the weekend on Bosnia seem 
to bear out the briefer's comments? Haven't we ceded 
leadership to the Europeans on this issue?

No. The joint action program adopted Saturday in 
Washington is a direct result of American leadership on 
the Bosnian issue. It is an outgrowth of Secretary 
Christopher's determined efforts to move the Western 
allies into a more active and forceful policy.

(NOTE: All other questions, including speculation on the
identity of the briefer, speculation on his/her motivations, or 
future role for the briefer should be referred to the State 
Department.)



Guatemala

Q: What is your reaction to the auto-coup in Guatemala by
President Serrano?

A: -- The President deplores and condemns President Serrano's
suspension of the Guatemalan Congress and courts and 
other democratic rights protected by the Guatemalan 
constitution.

This illegitimate course of action threatens to place 
Guatemala outside the democratic community of nations. 
We hope the Guatemalan leadership will reverse its 
course and immediately restore full constitutional 
democracy.

Yesterday [Tuesday], the Organization of American States 
agreed to send its Secretary General, Joao Baena Soares, 
to lead a fact-finding mission to Guatemala. We have 
also urged an immediate convocation of an emergency 
meeting of Foreign Ministers of the OAS, and we expect it 
to occur shortly.

Q: Will the U.S. impose sanctions?

A: -- We are undertaking a comprehensive review of our
bilateral economic assistance and cooperation with 
Guatemala, we well as our support for lending by the 
international financial institutions.

Our military assistance was previously suspended due to 
Guatemala's human rights violations.

Q: How much aid does the U.S. give Guatemala?

A: -- In FY 1992, the U.S. provided about $47 million in
development and food aid.

$20 million appropriated for economic support; of this, 
$10.5 million has not disbursed.

$400,000 was appropriated for military training, of which 
$270,000 was disbursed.



The White House

Office of the Press Secretary

For Inunediate Release May 25th, 1993

statement on Guatemala
The President was very disappointed to hear that President 
Serrano of Guatemala has suspended the Congress and courts and 
other democratic rights protected by the Guatemalan Constitution. 
This illegitimate course of action threatens to place Guatemala 
outside the democratic community of nations. We strongly condemn 
such efforts to resolve Guatemala's problems through non- 
democratic means. We hope the Guatemalan leadership will reverse 
its course and immediately restore full constitutional democracy.
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statement by RICHARD BOUCHER, SPOKESMAN

nUATFMALA: SUSPENBIQH OF CONGRESS. CQUBTg

The United States is disappointed over the events this 
morning in Guatemala. It is a Clear interruption of the 
democratic process that demanda the immediate attention of the 
intec-Amarlcan community. There is no justification for 
resorting to non-deraocratic means to resolve Guatemala's 
problems.

We understand Guatemalan President Serrano announced he 
was acting under transitional article 21 of the Guatemalan 
constitution to suspend the Guatemalan Congress, Supreme Court 
and Constitutional court and to ask the Electoral Tribunal to 
call elections within two months for a constituent assembly. 
Some .military elements have deployed in Guatemala City and have 
surrounded the houses of the president of Congress and the 
human rights ombudsman.

Assistant secretary for Intsr-American Affairs Bernard 
Aronson telephoned President Serrano this morning to make our 
strong opposition clear and urged him to reverse these steps.
We are in touch with the Organization of American States, the 
United Nations and the governments in the region to urge them 
to help persuade President Serrano not to proceed along the 
lines he announced.

If these steps are not reversed immediately the United 
States will press for an emergency meeting of foreign ministers 
of the OAS under the Santiago Declaration, oas 
Secretary-General Baena Soares informed Assistant Secretary 
Aronson he would call for a meeting of the Permanent Council of 
the OAS immediately, the first step in the Santiago process.



South-North Korea Dialoaiip,

What can you tell us about reports that South and North Korea 
will have direct talks about the nuclear issue? Where does 
this fit in with U.S.-North Korea talks?

South Korea's prime minister on May 20 proposed to his 
North Korean counterpart direct contacts to discuss 
issues of concern to both sides.

North Korea responded on May 25 by proposing that both 
sides meet at the vice-ministerial level to discuss 
preparations for an exchange of special envoys at the 
deputy-prime ministerial level.

We view the fact that North Korea has responded to the 
South's proposal as a positive step toward a full 
resumption of North-South dialogue, which we would 
welcome.

Our consistent policy is that all differences between 
North and South Korea should be settled through 
North-South dialogue. We coordinate very closely with 
the Republic of Korea on our approach to North Korea and 
see these talks as mutually reinforcing our objectives.



Haiti

What is your reaction to the rejection by the de facto 
government and military of the plan to send an international 
police force to Haiti?

The international community put together a plan for a 
multilateral police contingent because the Haitian 
parties said such a plan would be useful as part of a 
broader political settlement of the Haiti crisis.

It is regrettable that the parties chose not to take the 
political responsibility for accepting this plan.

We are now reviewing our policies in close consultations 
with the UN and OAS.

We remain deeply committed to our objectives of restoring 
democracy to Haiti and Aristide to his presidency.

Q: Do you plan to implement sanctions now?

A: -- We are considering a whole range of additional measures,
including sanctions.



Funds for Humanitarian Aid to Bosnia and Croatia

[Background: The State Department announced Monday that the
President has directed the State Department to provide an 
additional $30 million to Bosnia and Croatia to meet urgent and 
unexpected humanitarian needs of refugees and victims of conflict 
in those countries.]

Q. What will the funds be used for?

A. -- These funds will support the invaluable work of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, the 
International Committee of the Red Cross and other 
international agencies. Funds are needed for food, 
gasoline for transport of assistance, medical supplies, 
use and maintenance of vehicles and support of UN 
humanitarian operations. The U.S. assistance could be 
used for any or all of these purposes.

Q. What is the total amount of U.S. support for the humanitarian 
aid effort in the former Yugoslavia?

A. -- For 1993, it is just over $200 million.

Q. Why don't others come forward and help?

A. -- They do. In fact, the European Community has provided
about 70 percent of humanitarian aid to the former 
Yugoslavia over the past year. Moreover, we have urged 
other governments to come forward with assistance.

How can we be spending $30 million for Bosnia and Croatia when 
there is so much suffering at home?

We can meet our humanitarian obligations at home without 
neglecting such commitments overseas.

Moreover, the $30 million comes from an account dedicated 
to refugee assistance overseas. The contribution is 
therefore not at the expense of any domestic program.



Talkinq Points on Bosnia Joint Action Program

The Joint Action Program on Bosnia adopted on Saturday by the 
United States, Russia, Great Britain, France, and Spain is an 
important step forward.

It reinforces our determination to end the violence 
and ethnic cleansing, prevent the spread of the 
conflict to other areas in the region, and ensure a 
coordinated plan of action among the United States, 
our European allies, and Russia.

The 13-point program includes a wide-range of measures achieve 
these goals, including humanitarian assistance, enhanced 
enforcement of existing sanctions and the threat of additional 
sanctions, new security measures for neighboring areas of 
Kosovo and Macedonia, protection for "safe havens" and a U.N. 
War Crimes Tribunal.

The creation of safe havens does not "legitimate genocide."

In fact, the Joint Action Program firmly reasserts 
the refusal of the Western allies to accept 
territorial gains in Bosnia through aggression.

For example, it clearly states that economic sanctions 
will remain in place until the withdrawal of Bosnian Serb 
troops from territories occupied by force.

It leaves open options for new and tougher measures
proposed by the United States, including the lifting of 
the arms embargo on the Bosnians and the threat of air 
strikes to allow the rearming to take place.

The joint program adopted Saturday in Washington is a direct 
result of American leadership on the Bosnian issue.

It is an outgrowth of Secretary Christopher's determined 
efforts to move the Western allies into a move active 
policy towards the Bosnian crisis.

The important role played by the Russian Foreign 
Minister stems in part from President Clinton's 
leadership in Vancouver in supporting President 
Yeltsin at a crucial moment.

The United States will continue to play its appropriate role 
in a coordinated effort to resolve the Bosnian situation.

This role includes enforcing the "No Fly" zone, 
provision of humanitarian assistance, assisting 
UNPROFOR troops if they come under attack, and 
possibly providing troops in Macedonia.

We will not put U.S. groundtroops into Bosnia except to 
support a comprehensive political settlement.



Bosnia

Doesn't President Izetbegovic's rejection of the new plan make 
the safe havens untenable? Hasn't the President himself said 
the plan rewards genocide?

The safe havens will be a way of stopping the fighting in 
and around the six enclaves and a way of protecting the 
innocent civilians inside the enclaves.

We and our allies will continue to work with the Bosnian 
parties to reach a negotiated settlement which will 
address the long-term future of the Bosnian people.

As President Clinton has said, the new action program for 
Bosnia strengthens the possibility of ending ethnic 
cleansing and limiting the conflict.

Q: How do we stand on resolutions before the UN Security Council?

A: -- The UNSC voted Tuesday to establish a war crimes tribunal
for the former Yugoslavia.

Later this week, we expect the Council to consider a 
resolution implementing Safe Areas in Bosnia.

We also expect a resolution preparing the way for placing 
international monitors along the border of Serbia and 
Bosnia. [The six safe areas under consideration are 
Sarajevo, Srebrenica, Tuzla, Bihac, Gorazde, and Zepa. 
We have no indication as to whether additional areas 
might be added later.]



D Cfd-May 26, 1993
Vietnam Defector Lc*J«. 5

Kvieu? haclc^r(jUAul f cAi i>i>
[Background: As part of the ongoing effort to declassify all <^tMXjZ
possible POW/MIA related documents (as outlined in EO 12812), the 
government continues to review documents in its files. Hundreds 
of thousands of documents have been turned over. Last February,
7 CIA documents were declassified relating to a North Vietnamese 
army medic, Dang Tan, who left North Vietnam in 1967 and was 
placed in a unit in the South. He surrendered to the US in 1969.
He gave a press conference in 1971. The CIA lost track of him in 
1974 and is currently reviewing where he is. Last week, 
additional documents relating to the same individual were 
reviewed by State and declassified on May 25th. The documents 
were made public today and Senator Kerry mentioned them today in 
a background session with the press.

In the documents released. Tan claims that the North 
Vietnamese were holding over 800 American pilots prisoner at the 
time he left North Vietnam in 1967. He also relates a system of 
classification of Vietnamese prisoners similar to that put 
forward in the Russian document -- progressives (who cooperated 
and opposed the war), hard-core POW's (who refused to cooperate), 
and special or important POW's (who had important information).

At the time of his press conference, American officials 
instructed Tan not to use the figure of 800 in his press 
conference (or his claim that POW's were drugged) out of concern 
that the information was inaccurate. In 1967, there were only a 
total of 353 POW and 479 MIA's -- only 579 aircrews for all of 
Indochina. While Tan could have been mistaken in assuming all 
800 POW's were pilots, it is a bit of a stretch to assume that 
all MIA's were captured and alive in Vietnamese prisons. US 
officials, however, believed other information Tan had was useful 
and urged him to go public with the information.

The documents are currently being evaluated by various 
agencies, including those currently reviewing the Russian 
document.

One of the documents released was a May 10, 1971 memo from 
CIA Director Helms to National Security Advisor Kissinger. The 
memo states that Tan "has demonstrated himself knowledgeable of 
North Vietnamese policies with respect to the handling of US 
prisoners of war." A 1970 CIA memo questions the accuracy of his 
claims and but states that "he is believed to be reporting 
accurately what he has seen and heard and his information is 
considered generally valid." The CIA noted, however, that Tan's 
knowledge of POW's was second and third hand, however.

Senator Kerry will be inquiring about the document during 
his trip over the Memorial Day weekend to Vietnam.



0 and A's

0: Doesn^t this document confirm that Vietnamese lied about the
number of MIA/POW's? Doesn^t it confirm the facts in the Russian 
document?

A: We are continuing to review the facts in both the Russian and
Tan document.

We cannot make a final determination until the reviews are 
complete.

0: How long have you known about these documents? Have they
been taken into account in reviewing the Russian document?

A: As part of the Government' ongoing efforts under the July
1992 Executive Order to declassify all possible POW/MIA related 
documents, the CIA and the State Department have unclassified 
documents relating to Dang Tan.

7 CIA documents were declassified in February 1993, and ten 
State Department documents on May 25th. All of these documents 
are being provided to the Congress and made available to the 
public.

The State Department located its documents on May 18th and 
worked to declassify them on an expedited basis given the 
questions surrounding the Russian document.

We are reviewing the information on an expedited basis and 
Senator Kerry will inquire about the documents during his visit 
to Vietnam this weekend.

0: Who is Dang Tan? Where is he now?

A: Dang Tan held various medical positions in the railroads
department in North Vietnam until his 1967 insertion into South 
Vietnam as Chief of a provincial dispensary. His highest party 
position was as a member of the current affairs committee of the 
Party executive committee of Gia Lai Province.

He surrendered to US forces on September 26, 1969 and 
provided information to the US until 1974.

Since 1974, the US government has had no contact with him 
and we do not know his current whereabouts.

We are attempting to find him.

Were there 800 MIA/POW's in0: Is his information accurate?
1967?

A: Tan claimed there were 800 American pilots being held in
1967. However, the total number of aircrews in all of Indochina 
missing or held as prisoners at that time was 579.

However, we are reviewing the documents and cannot make a 
final determination until all the facts are in.
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Dear Mr. Secretary: I ar -very disappointed tpliat you vot.’t be a guest of Gongressrar Cal Dooley
this veekend. 1 vas looking foi^i/ard to reetitg you again.
:? you 3SALLY CiU'^T SdE TOUR WAY to ocue to this era of the valley, I sill raet -*it> you 

tha second veak in June when. Jireriean Agri-Yonen, j’onen in Jam Zconouics and tie FarfYorarJs 

?or::r oonvenes. - .

Ruth McXenry, 13609 3. Aaber, Ungsburg* CA 53631 (209)856-3585
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Politics scuttles Espj^s Vall^ visit
■ AQriaAutQsecrelai/s 

piamed appea«anc85 h 
^bo. puportedV because 

VaBey lawrnekeis donfl 
support CSnfiorfs budget

BylWchaelDayta 
and Laura ML HoiMn
TtoFnanoBM

VASHIN&TON —Agrienltura 
SeoituT Mike Bspya ecfadkikd trip 
to the saudwra Sim Jwiulii Velfap 
has been canoeled. a victin of WUla 
House pi^itkel httdkdl goiie amj.

lastead of bewe SBed tri& visila to 
terns and podanj^boons dinN^imit 
ttia Velkr acst week. Ecpys sdiedula 
is ia Ibiifaa VaDer ceogRaamen ear it 
ms caBedoffbecausethar don't sop* 
part Preoldait Ctniton'’s budget.

gwasMoJ hoeito era tminpieBeed — peeksffi's eoeiKy tax pnrriateu eoold
affect MnaeraL and duy mod EBpo oat

euta. Lah- 
hoer tte

Tj!^:

mn

and dm White Houaa 
is oo doaor to geir 
ting the votes it 
peA far eppeevai of 
the budget padage.

*ltfe nalljr en un- 
fortonata atetatiffli," 
said Bep. Cedria 
Doohp. IVVHaUa.

Eapr^ » former 
Hnmac maslier.
wLmTWwl Tlgrfr Htdttt. Auaa^-^^Ibeod^to SSt 
fair the SaaJoaqoia 
Vall9 and viot Ikooky snd Reps. 
Bidi^ D-No^ Forh, and
Oaiy Con^ D-Cerea.

All three aie mdieed to TOte 
against Oinlni'i $343.0 bdlkn padc-

t|«idiDg far eotitlaniant pngtam.
So tost «e^ White Bou».lbfatv> 

iata caDed Doahya office and threat­
ened to caacel ESbm’s rish mJeu 
Doolgv'evQte omdd be eonatod aa 

Doolcvy disoiiBieH dm tbnat and 
atarteJfaBwyllngeventeaeheihiledftr 
Espsr. leimnan told the White Houie 
th^ he wee not going to be pfafped off 

and indicaM he 
wobU dao not bo a boat far the trip. 

Ihe canotUodoai iadoded toiin ul
in Mte 
iFanna

in Slbdecci CbuntT- Bqpir aba was ex­
pected to riiat the Dackp baadiya 
Tulare County tem.

ieeel gnmea wonder who is in

ndani packer ^ctor Pbddng ii 
dexa and a ceoeptioB atBnfaa]

ebaxgo of farm poilii^, tha WUto 
Hnae or D^iartment rf AgiitulfcQreL 

■We had a pteddent who ran on 
the ptstfonn of dmngn and due loc&B 
hhe ptditxa as nsaal.* said Joel Kel- 
aen, pteoideot of the 'VuaiiaAmBed 
OsUramia Citnis MutooL 

Steve Kbuella, £^a prea boctb- 
iaty, would not cooMia ca dengr that 
meetingi teatethrilr pfeoned fir Sa- 
pr bad been esneded.

Eteofa aetednled vint to Cone’s 
eaofpesoQzial dutrkt in the nortliam 
Sen Joaquin Vafam eppateBtjy still» 
oo eveo thm^ CboiSt himsdf baa 
not travend la his oieira of the C3in- 
ton Iwdget paAscA Beiv is etili ex­
pected to haae braoikbm irith SteEu- 
riaua Ceonf^ fiunnen and tour a 
Crow's rainKng-area farm Tuesday 

to (tedit'a driefwwiTTitTigr ttnMwIiri j |
of oteffl£&e larach.


