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Transcript: Powell Dismisses Report that Germany Might Send Troops to Iraq

(Says United States remains focused on insurgency, January 2005 elections) (4300)

Secretary of State Colin Powell has reported that his German colleague Joschka Fischer denied any change of policy on the part of the German government with regard to sending troops to Iraq.

This comes after press reports quoting German Defense Minister Peter Struck as suggesting that German troops might eventually go to Iraq. Powell told Fox News' Neil Cavuto in an October 14 interview, "[Fischer] reaffirmed that there was absolutely no change in the position of the German government, nor was Minister Struck trying to indicate any such change."

Powell rejected the idea that European countries that opposed the war were likely to increase their involvement in Iraq in the immediate future.

"It was not a popular action on our part throughout Europe, within the European public opinion," Powell said, but he added, "I believe that as we prosecute this effort to its conclusion, and as we put this insurgency down, and as we allow the Iraqi people to decide how they will be governed, these attitudes can be changed."

Powell said that the most important task at hand is to bring the insurgency under control and prepare the way for peaceful elections in January 2005. "Hopefully, they will be elections of the kind that we saw in Afghanistan this past weekend, where also, people were telling us, it isn't going to work, you've gotten yourself into a mess," he said.

Powell also defended the record of the Bush administration in addressing the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, saying that the president has not been one-sided in his dealings with Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon. "It was this President that got Ariel Sharon to join with then-Prime Minister Abu Mazen at Aqaba last year, standing together to say that we are committed to the road map, we are committed to the creation of a Palestinian state," Powell said.

He added, "What we need is a Palestinian prime minister who is empowered, empowered to make the necessary tough political choices and tough security choices."

Following is the transcript of Powell's interview:

(begin transcript)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

October 14, 2004

INTERVIEW

Secretary of State Colin Powell on Your World with Neil Cavuto

October 14, 2004

Washington, D.C.

(1:50 p.m. EDT)

MR. CAVUTO:  Secretary, it's always good to have you.  Thank you very much for joining us here at Fox.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Thank you very much, Neil.  Good to be with you.

MR. CAVUTO:  Sir, we are dealing with record high oil prices again today, and some have expressed surprise at that, given the fact that we were told when we went into Iraq and freed up the oil from Iraq that oil prices would come down.  They are decidedly higher.  What is the deal?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Well, I wouldn't attribute it solely to Iraq.  There are so many other factors that go into the price of oil:  worldwide demand; increasing demand coming from China, which has become a so much more industrialized nation and is putting a great demand on the system; refining problems; lack of conservation in a number of countries, and, I might add, in the United States we could do more with respect to reducing the demand for oil.

So there has been an increased demand worldwide, especially in some of the developing world.  China comes to mind.  And there is refinery capacity limitations, and also, there is a limitation in how quickly the oil-producing countries can bring more oil on line.  Certainly, interruptions in Iraq play a role in this, but I think that's a minor part of the problem.

MR. CAVUTO:  I know you're not an oil watcher, sir, so forgive my question in this regard, but I will pass along something an oil watcher had passed along to me, that he believes there is a $10 premium in the price of oil because of concern about Iraq.  Do you buy that?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Well, I don't know.  I've learned over the years, in a variety of jobs, not to try to make judgments about what causes oil prices to go up and down and how speculators view the oil market.  So if there's one thing I don't do, is handicap the premium associated with oil and any uncertainty factor that is built into pricing.  And I'd better stay out of that.  Secretary Abraham gets nervous when I start talking about oil pricing.

MR. CAVUTO:  All right, well, it's a good thing, too, because I was going to ask you about Alan Greenspan and interest rates, so I'll move on.  (Laughter.)

You know, Mr. Secretary, the German Defense Minister, Peter Struck, scored some news when he talked to the Financial Times the other day and said that Germany could send some troops to Iraq.  It was quickly repudiated by Gerhard Schroeder, the Chancellor.  I know you made a call to your counterpart in Germany.  What is the real story there?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Well, when I read the piece in the Financial Times, I looked at the headline and that grabbed my attention.  But then when I saw what the Minister actually said, he began his statement by saying we are not sending any troops to Iraq, and then he went on to speculate about something that might possibly happen in the future, and that's what grabbed the headline.

So, by then, Chancellor Schroeder had already put out a statement, and I decided, just to make sure I understand this, I called my colleague, Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer, and he reaffirmed that there was absolutely no change in the position of the German Government, nor was Minister Struck trying to indicate any such change.

MR. CAVUTO:  Still, they left open the possibility that they would be open to, if this were to come to pass, President Kerry holding an Iraq summit that would involve nations like Germany and their openness to send troops, perhaps, under him, when they didn't have it under President Bush.  What do you make of it?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No, I did not hear Chancellor Schroeder or Foreign Minister Fischer leave that open.  I think you're once again referring to Minister Struck's comment when he expressed interest in an international conference, which is an idea that has been around for over a year, and even we have been considering an international conference at some point.

It was a French-Russian idea, and it has some merit, but we believe it is more important to have a regional conference of the type we're having next month, where all of Iraq's neighbors come together to talk about the need for stability in that part of the world, and the need for them to help Iraq achieve that stability.

And we will have members of the G-8 attending that regional conference and some other nations and organizations may also be represented.  Not a full-scale, worldwide international conference, but certainly, an important international conference to help the Iraqi Government through this time of challenge.

MR. CAVUTO:  I know you don't like to comment necessarily, Mr. Secretary, on things political, but Senator Kerry had said again in his debate with the President last night this issue of the war being the wrong war at the wrong time.  What signal do you think that is sending the Iraqis?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I think the Iraqis know that we are in a political season.  But what the Iraqis also see, 140,000 American troops are there working alongside them, and that $18 billion is being spent for reconstruction in Iraq, and part of that money is being used to build up their security forces to take responsibility for the security of the Iraqi people and get it out of the hands of the coalition forces, something we support.

They see my Deputy, Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage, going to Tokyo over the past couple of days, being in Tokyo over the past couple of days, to pull all of the nations of the world together to rationalize the additional funding that is coming from the international community, over $13 billion of additional funding on top of our $18 billion to help the Iraqi people.

The Iraqi people are free, so they don't think it was the wrong time.  They know that they are better off without Saddam Hussein.  And what we're going to do is keep our eye on the ball, and that is to make sure that the Iraqi people get this insurgency under control and that we have elections in January of 2005.  And hopefully, they will be elections of the kind that we saw in Afghanistan this past weekend, where also, people were telling us, it isn't going to work, you've gotten yourself into a mess.  Well, I was sure happy to see on Sunday that tens upon tens of thousands of Afghans came to the polling places to make their wishes known, and to put in place a government that is of their choice.  And we want to see that same thing happen in Iraq, and it can happen, as long as we stay the course.

MR. CAVUTO:  Still, Senator Kerry seems to be saying, sir, that foreigners would be more amenable to dealing with him than with President Bush, and that there is more of an openness to really reopen a dialogue with a different administration.  What do you make of that?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I spend an enormous amount of time with our foreign friends.  I attend conferences on a regular basis.  I'm on the phone constantly with all the foreign ministers of these nations, and they are doing everything they can to help us.

Let's take Germany, for example.  Germany said they are not going to be able to send any troops.  We understand that.  We'd be surprised if they had said anything else.  But they are training Iraqis outside of Iraq, helping them to train police forces, providing equipment and support that will help the Iraqi people.

So there are many ways in which nations can help, and I don't want to get into the political debate, as you noted, and Senator Kerry can make these statements, but I'm not sure that he can really back them up, or that suddenly, support that is not there now will magically appear with a change in the presidency.

MR. CAVUTO:  Donald Rumsfeld had indicated, Mr. Secretary, that maybe after the Iraq election, we can start scaling back our troop commitment.  I guess we're at about 135,000 soldiers now.  How realistic is that?  What kind of numbers have you thought about?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I think it is all a function of what's going on in the country with respect to the insurgency.  The important thing is to get this insurgency under control by the use of our troops, but more importantly, to build up the Iraqi troops, their police forces, their military units, their national guard, their border patrol, and let them take on the larger burden.  And if we can get through this insurgency, high-intensity period, from now to the election, get a free election of the kind we saw in Afghanistan, then certainly, we could take a look at what our troop needs are at that point.

I don't think Don was suggesting that the numbers could go down or up.  He's hoping, as we all are, that they will be able to go down.  But I know Don feels as strongly as I do and the President does that we will put the troop force in there that is needed to get the job done, and hopefully, as the Iraqi forces build up, fewer of our troops will be needed, especially in the post-election period.  That's our hope.  But what we will really do, beyond our hope, is to put on the ground whatever our commanders say they need to do the job.

MR. CAVUTO:  Still, they insist -- that is, the Democratic ticket, and many others, as you know, sir -- that we are stretched too thin, that we've essentially got a back-door draft right now.  Do you agree with that?  And if you do, would you be willing, and has it seriously been considered, that we revisit the draft?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Nobody is revisiting the draft.  Nobody is thinking about revisiting the draft anywhere in the Administration.  We have a great volunteer force.  It is being stretched; it's doing many things.  But I'm so pleased that Americans are still signing up to serve in that force and reenlistments are high.  Reenlistments are high because these young men and women realize that they're doing important work, serving the cause of freedom around the world for people who want to be free.

MR. CAVUTO:  Do you think we'll ever find weapons of mass destruction?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I have no reason to believe any longer, after the reports we've seen, and most recently the Duelfer report, that there are any stockpiles of weapons.

MR. CAVUTO:  But where did they all go?  Where did they all go?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Well, it's not a matter of where did they go.  We thought there were stockpiles.  All the intelligence that came to us and the intelligence I used from the CIA and the rest of the intelligence community when I made my presentation last February, led us all to the conclusion that there was not only an intention on the part of Saddam Hussein to do this -- and Duelfer has borne that out -- and not only did he have the capability to do it -- and Duelfer has borne that out -- and not only did he have the history of doing it, but he actually had stockpiles.

We believed that and that's what we presented to the world, the basis with which we went to the world and the United Nations.  Those stockpiles have not been found, which suggests that maybe we were wrong, the intelligence community was wrong and there were no stockpiles.  They had been destroyed earlier or maybe they're hidden somewhere.  But if they are, I can't figure out where they are, nor has anyone else.

MR. CAVUTO:  Well, knowing what you do now then -- knowing what you do now then, sir, would you have advocated going into Iraq as we did?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I can't answer that because it's not what I know now, it's what I knew then, what I knew then and what I believed then, based on all of the intelligence that came to me, the intelligence that came to the President, the intelligence that was coming from other nations, United Kingdom and elsewhere, and the same intelligence that went to the Congress, all the senators in the Congress, and the same intelligence that President Clinton used to undertake military action in 1998.  The President made the right decision.

And I wish I could, but I can't go back and tell you what factors would have influenced any recommendation I would have made to the President at that time or what the President would have decided.  He decided it on the basis of the information he had, and in the aftermath of the conflict knowing what we know now about Saddam Hussein and all of his efforts, knowing even more than we knew then, with respect to the mass graves which we see being opened now.

Yesterday, you saw pictures, Neil, of children, pregnant women murdered, put in mass graves.  I have been to the place in northern Iraq, Halabja, where he gassed -- in one morning, Saddam Hussein gassed 5,000 people, killed 5,000 people, not on a battlefield but in a village.  Knowing what we know about that regime, knowing what we see still with respect to his intentions, his capabilities, his strong desire to get rid of those UN sanctions, that's why he was hiding all -- he was playing a game with the international community to get rid of the UN sanctions.

The only part that we did not get right -- and the intelligence community is doing all sorts of analyses to find out how they got it wrong -- was he did not have sitting, standing stockpiles of the kind that we thought were there.

MR. CAVUTO:  Having said all of that, sir, and since I know you regularly read the Financial Times, as you said at the outset there, Brent Scowcroft, the former National Security Advisor, under the President's father's administration, has said that this Administration's unilateralist stance has contributed, he says, to the decline of the transatlantic relationship, that we've isolated ourselves.  Do you think there is a bit of truth to that?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I hear this frequently and I have the greatest respect for Brent Scowcroft, but we have worked with our European friends to expand the NATO alliance to 26, we have worked with our European friends as they have expanded the European Union to 25.  I was one of the signatories on the Adriatic Charter, a year or so ago, to help Croatia, Albania and Macedonia get ready for their entry into the EU and into NATO, as part of the expansion of the transatlantic unit -- union.

I have a steady stream of visitors from the transatlantic world coming to see me to talk about what we can do together.  Don Rumsfeld was in Romania these past couple of days working with NATO on getting NATO to help with the training of Iraqi military forces, talking to NATO about how NATO can take over, perhaps next year, the mission in Afghanistan.  This isn't an Administration that is not working with our partners.  We're spending a lot of time with our partners.

MR. CAVUTO:  So why is the perception that it's not, Mr. Secretary?  Why do you see polls like in countries like France, 80 percent of the people prefer Senator Kerry to the President; in Germany, a like number; even in Italy, close to 60 percent?  Why do these numbers still bear out?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Because there is still a hangover from Iraq.  We had a major dispute with some of our traditional allies over Iraq last year.  We had a major dispute with the French and the Germans and with one of our new partners, the Russians.  They were opposed to it.  Their publics were opposed to it.  But we also had strong relations with powerful friends in Europe:  Italy, Spain, the United Kingdom, all of the Central and Eastern European nations that had been once oppressed, each and every one of them, and knew the importance of standing alongside of us as we brought freedom to another nation; they stood with us.

But it was not a popular action on our part throughout Europe, within the European public opinion.  And I believe that as we prosecute this effort to its conclusion, and as we put this insurgency down, and as we allow the Iraqi people to decide how they will be governed, these attitudes can be changed.

There also is concern, and it's reflected in Mr. Scowcroft's quotations in the Financial Times article, that we need to do more with the Middle East peace process.  The President certainly understands that and agrees with it.  And he's put forward a strong position:  We need a Palestinian state, a Palestinian state under reformed, responsible leadership that can be responsible interlocutors with the state of Israel and with the international community.

MR. CAVUTO:  Yeah, but I believe Mr. Scowcroft's problem was that he felt this Administration was sort of joined at the hip with Ariel Sharon.  He had said that it appeared to him that Ariel Sharon has the President wrapped around his little finger.

SECRETARY POWELL:  It was this President that got Ariel Sharon to join with then-Prime Minister Abu Mazen at Aqaba last year, standing together to say that we are committed to the roadmap, we are committed to the creation of a Palestinian state.  And whatever reluctance Mr. Sharon had, he was there.  And ever since, he has reaffirmed his commitment, notwithstanding statements by others.  And we have worked with Mr. Sharon so that his disengagement plan of pulling out of all the settlements in Gaza will be joined to the elimination of four settlements as a start in the West Bank as part of the roadmap; and all final status issues will be decided between the Palestinians and the Israelis, so the roadmap is alive and well, and the President is working with both parties.

But it's been very, very difficult.  Mr. Sharon has a responsibility to defend the people of Israel, and we need reformed leadership in the Palestinian community.  Chairman Arafat has not been a successful leader.  However much he is regarded by his people, he disappointed the previous Administration, President Clinton's Administration.  And I spent a great deal of time trying to get traction with the Palestinian Authority.  And what we need is a Palestinian prime minister who is empowered, empowered to make the necessary tough political choices and tough security choices in order to give us a responsible Palestinian government that we can work with and expect them to meet their obligations, and, at the same time, we can press Israel more on meeting their obligations:  The elimination of outposts, the ending of settlement activity, all of that is part of the President's agenda, leaving final status issues for the two parties to negotiate.  And the President's overall goal is the creation of a Palestinian state that will live side by side in peace with the state of Israel.

MR. CAVUTO:  Sir, if you'll indulge two final questions.  Again, if you'll indulge me again on more of a political nature, one is:  There are many conservatives within the Republican Party who do not want to deal with the UN at all, and in light of the Oil-for-Food scandal there, they use that as a reason not to deal with the UN.  What do you say?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I deal with the UN.  I deal with the UN constantly -- every hour, every day.  It's, you know, commentators who say we don't want to deal with the UN.  This President deals with the UN.  He goes to the UN every year and spends time there, appears before the General Assembly, lays initiatives before the UN.  Last year it was a Proliferation Security Initiative, which resulted in a UN resolution; trafficking in persons, he wants to see more UN action.

We worked with the UN and our friends in the Security Council to get a resolution recently on Sudan.  In the last month, we worked with our friends in the UN to get a resolution on the Syrian activities in Lebanon.  And so, so much of our time is spent with the UN; that's why he sent a very distinguished American citizen to the UN recently, replacing Ambassador Negroponte, who went to Iraq, and that's Ambassador Jack Danforth, a former senator.

MR. CAVUTO:  Right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  So we work with the UN.  I spend an enormous amount of time in conversation with Kofi Annan, with other members of the UN leadership and with my colleagues in the Security Council.  This President asked that the United States be permitted to rejoin UNESCO, and we did -- an agency that we had left years ago.

MR. CAVUTO:  Right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  It is this President who wrote the checks that paid up our arrears to the UN, the past dues.  The previous Administration worked with Jesse Helms to bring that to a point of conclusion, but it was this President and it was this State Department that concluded that work with the Congress and paid our arrears.

And when the President found that we had a situation in Iraq that had to be dealt with, where did he go?  He went to the United Nations and said to the United Nations, "For 12 years, this regime has been ignoring your resolutions.  Isn't it time for you to put down a clear statement?"  And the United Nations Security Council did so by Resolution 1441, a unanimous vote that said Iraq is in material breach of its obligations, remains in material breach, and it's got to do something.  And in our judgment, they did not do something; and the President and a likeminded coalition took the necessary action to rid the world of this despotic regime.

MR. CAVUTO:  All right.  Finally, sir, you've been very patient, but the last question concerns poll numbers.  I read them from leaders across the globe, and you might be surprised to know you have the highest approval ratings of any leader or close-to world leader on earth.  In fact, in this country, you are the most respected public figure, just judging by polls.  Do you ever look at that, Mr. Secretary, and say, "President Powell sounds good?"

SECRETARY POWELL:  No.  MR. CAVUTO:  At all?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No.  I made my decision in 1995.  I considered how I should spend the next phase of my life after leaving the military and spending a little time in the private sector.  And I decided that I could devote my time to working with young people, as I did for a number of years.  And when President Bush gave me this opportunity to serve the nation again, I serve it again as Secretary of State.

But I know who I am.  I know what I can do and what I'm good at and what I don't think I'd be so good at.  And elective politics was not the right thing for me to do.

MR. CAVUTO:  Mr. Secretary, thank you very much.  I appreciate it.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Thank you, Neil.

(end transcript)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Transcript: U.S. Envoy to Kabul Calls Afghan Election a "Remarkable Event"

(Praises courage of voters and effectiveness of security forces) (3130)

U.S. Ambassador to Kabul Zalmay Khalilzad said the presidential election in Afghanistan October 9 was a "remarkable event" characterized by the courage of Afghan voters to cast ballots in the face of intimidation from insurgents and by the effective security measures of international and coalition forces.

"Afghans, in the face of threats from al Qaeda and Taliban, some of them prepared themselves to die, washing themselves, saying special prayers as if they were going to die. Women, for example, in Bamian did that at 3:00 in the morning to go and stand in line for four hours to be able to vote. Or women and men in Kunar Province not running away, although there was an explosion about 100 yards, I'm told, from where people were lining up to vote. But they said they would not leave until they were allowed to vote, and they did," Khalilzad said, briefing reporters at the Defense Department in Washington October 15.

Describing operations to thwart the terrorists, Khalilzad said security forces intercepted two vehicles loaded with tons of explosives in the southern city of Kandahar, where he said many people would have died if the explosives had been detonated. He said security forces captured many rockets in Kabul, Jalalabad and Helmand.

"That was effective preventive and preemptive action by the Afghan and coalition forces," Khalilzad said. The ambassador said Pakistan played a useful and important role to prevent cross-border operations.

Khalilzad said that Osama bin Laden will be captured sooner or later, but the larger problem is the one posed by global terror networks and the danger that they could obtain weapons of mass destruction.

Khalilzad said that the work of building Afghanistan into "a truly successful country" in terms of security, economic development and democracy could take as long as ten years. He said the international community envisions keeping forces in Afghanistan another five years to train the national army and police, but he said it is possible that that task could be accomplished at a faster pace. 

Following is the transcript of Khalilzad's briefing:

(begin transcript)

U.S. Department of Defense News Briefing

Zalmay Khalilzad, U.S. Ambassador to Afghanistan

Friday, October 15, 2004 - 12:06 p.m. EDT

(Special Defense Department Briefing on Afghan Election)

MR. DI RITA: I'm very pleased to be joined today by Ambassador Zal Khalilzad, who is just back from Afghanistan, where he was certainly witness to something very historic that occurred there. And he's graciously agreed -- he was in a meeting with the secretary briefly and has only a brief amount of time with us today, but has agreed to take -- make a few comments and take one or two questions before he shoves off and continues on with his schedule today.

So, Ambassador Khalilzad, I'll turn it over to you.

AMB. KHALILZAD: Thank you very much, Larry.

Well, it's good to be here. I want to make two points. First, what happened in Afghanistan a few days ago, the election, was a remarkable event. Millions of Afghans took advantage of the opportunity and voted in an orderly and in a massive fashion. It was great. I felt personally terrific to be there for this occasion. Afghans, in the face of threats from al Qaeda and Taliban, some of them prepared themselves to die, washing themselves, saying special prayers as if they were going to die. Women, for example, in Bamian did that at 3:00 in the morning to go and stand in line for four hours to be able to vote. Or women and men in Kunar Province not running away, although there was an explosion about 100 yards, I'm told, from where people were lining up to vote. But they said they would not leave until they were allowed to vote, and they did. So that was terrific.

And I took a group of diplomats with me to visit three or four election sites, and we all felt that this was a special moment. Afghanistan is clearly today the front line of freedom, and the Afghans took advantage of the opportunity that was provided to them by the coalition to move towards building a democratic society, and they did very well on that day.

Second issue. I came to the Pentagon to thank the secretary for the fine work that the men and women of our armed forces, along with those of the coalition countries as well as the Afghan security forces that we have been training, did. They provided a secure environment for the Afghans to vote.

By effective preventive and preemptive action, they precluded what otherwise was going to be potentially a very bloody day, because the Taliban and al Qaeda declared war on this election. They took effective measures to prevent them from succeeding in their effort to disrupt the election.

So I think the Afghan people, based on my conversations with them on election day and on other days, the president of Afghanistan are grateful to the coalition forces for their effort in Afghanistan, for providing the opportunity and also for what they did on election day.

That's a kind of opening statement.

MR. DI RITA: Well, we'll take a couple --

AMB. KHALILZAD: And I'll take a few questions.

QUESTION:  Mr. Ambassador, one of the criticisms of the situation in Afghanistan is that the government apparently does not control the whole country. In fact, several attempts -- at least two attempts were made on President Karzai's life while he -- in the run-up to the election.

If he wins, as expected, will this suddenly expand his control over the country? Will he be able to travel safely about? Or how long is that going to take?

AMB. KHALILZAD: If the journey of Afghanistan standing on its own feet, being a successful country, is a 10-mile journey, Afghanistan has just, in my view, passed mile three.

The process of state- and nation-building in Afghanistan is progressing very well. Three years ago, Afghanistan did not have a national army. Today it has -- the national army is more than 15,000 strong. Three years ago, Afghanistan didn't have a national police. Today it has more than 30,000 trained national police people. Three years ago Afghanistan was fragmented. Its armed forces, what existed, was in the hands of regional leaders. Some of you called them warlords. Today more than 20,000 of the 50,000 militia forces have been civilianized. Heavy weapons have been cantoned. In Herat, more than 75 percent of the heavy weapons have been cantoned. Kabul -- all the heavy weapons have been cantoned. Nationwide, 57 percent of the heavy weapons in the country have been cantoned.

Afghanistan is heading in the right direction.

It's making progress on the political track, an enlightened constitution, now the presidential election, getting ready for parliamentary election, economic reconstruction is going on, and the people of Afghanistan want the country to succeed. And the country is succeeding, and thanks to the efforts of the United States and other countries, as well as ordinary Afghans taking their future in their own hand.

MR. DI RITA: Barbara?

Q:  Mr. Ambassador, you yourself just brought up the al Qaeda threat to Afghanistan. So in your view as ambassador, how important is it to find and get Osama bin Laden, and do you still agree with General Barno's assessment that he will be found by the end of the year?

AMB. KHALILZAD: Well, I don't want to get into predicting any dates for his capture. He is one of the people that we're looking for. He will be caught. I don't know when. But I think ultimately one day they will find him -- we will find him in a hole somewhere. And his days are numbered, but I'm not predicting any particular date.

It's also important to remember that the struggle against terror is against networks and it's not only about one person, although important symbolically as it will be to capture him, and he will be caught. But this is a long-term struggle as the process of building a country, rebuilding a country standing on its own feet is a long-term process. But clearly in the case of Afghanistan things are going in the right direction.

Q:  Can I just make sure. When you say important symbolically, is it your assessment that he -- just to make sure we absolutely are clear on what you're saying -- is he only important symbolically to the security question at the moment, or is Osama bin Laden more than a symbol? Do you believe he is directing and still has some operational control?

AMB. KHALILZAD: I don't want to get into the details of exactly what he does or what he doesn't do. Clearly what's important in terms of dealing with this issue of terror, this global terror threat that is a dominant feature of the new security environment that we live in, in the aftermath of September 11th, it's these networks that are important, especially marrying this terror network with weapons of mass destruction. It is the challenge of our time, the defining threat of our time. And the role of a particular person, Osama bin Laden, is one issue. It's largely symbolic. But the larger problem is the problem of these global terror networks and the potential that they could marry up with weapons of mass destruction. This is the kind of problem equivalent to the challenge of the Cold War, which was a defining event of a previous era.

This is the defining issue of our time.

Q:  Sir?

AMB. KHALILZAD: Yes, ma'am.

Q: Secretary Rumsfeld is fond of pointing out that it only takes a few terrorists to cause a great deal of trouble. Could you give us your assessment as to why there was not more violence in the Afghan election and what lessons we can take from that experience and apply to the upcoming election in Iraq, where a great deal of violence is already predicted?

AMB. KHALILZAD: Well, I can speak to Afghanistan as experience. I think that the terrorists -- al Qaeda, Taliban and Hekmatyar's forces -- wanted to, first, prevent this election. They threatened people not to participate. And having failed in prevention, they went to disrupting the election, and they did try. As you know, they wanted to do some spectacular attacks, potentially. But effective work by coalition forces, by Afghan forces disrupted their attempts to disrupt the election, and they failed. We succeeded. Our forces succeeded. The Afghan forces succeeded.

For example, in Kandahar they caught two cars, one a tanker truck that had five tons of explosive material on it. God forbid if that tanker truck had exploded in downtown Kandahar; quite a lot of people would have been killed. There were lots of rockets caught in Kabul, in Jalalabad, in Helmand. That was effective preventive and preemptive action by -- by the Afghan and coalition forces.

Also I have to take advantage of the -- of the opportunity to say Pakistan played a useful, important role to cooperate, to prevent as much as possible cross-border operations. So they deserve a -- a --

But you know, on UBL I want to say that, while it be very important to catch him, that will not end the war against terror; that, in order to succeed in the effort, though symbolically it will be important to catch him or if he gets killed in the process of going after him that the war will go on; that in order to succeed in this war, it will take a long time. It means getting -- destroying these networks. It means a transformation of regions, countries that produce extremism and terror, and that's going to take a long time. That's -- well, I defined -- I said that this issue, dealing with terror and extremism, is the defining issue of our time.

MR. DI RITA: We have, I think, only time for one because --

Q: Ambassador, you talked about Afghanistan's journey to standing on its own feet in terms of distance. I wonder if you could talk about it in terms of time as well. Are we talking about a 10- year journey as well as a 10-mile journey, and is that how long it's going to take?

AMB. KHALILZAD: I think you could think about it in terms of time as well. It will take time; could take as long as 10 years for it to be a truly successful country in terms of security, in terms of economic development, in terms of being a successful democratic state.

Q:  I'm asking about how long it's going to take to have coalition and NATO forces --

AMB. KHALILZAD: The question of forces, of course the plan is for Afghanistan to stand on its own feet as soon as possible. That depends at the rate at which the forces that are needed will be produced. At the present time, the Afghan National Army -- the goal is to have a 70,000 large army, and maybe about 80,000 to 100,000 large police. We could get at that number sooner if we put more resources in. We are looking at that, how to expedite the standing up of the army getting to the 70,000 as soon as possible. The current plan is to get there in five additional years. We could do that at a faster rate. We are looking at that.

Police, similarly. The Germans have the lead on the training of the police. We this year -- or rather, last year, '04, helped train 20,000-or-so police force. We are looking at ways to make that police training program into an effective program, and we're looking at lessons learned in Iraq as to how the police training program went there and see whether we can import some of the positive features of that with regard to Afghanistan.

So, it depends on the security environment, what happens also sort of the standing up of the Afghan security forces. Our preferred approach is to get the Afghans to stand on their own feet as soon as possible. But clearly, for some time to come there will be a role for U.S. and coalition forces and NATO, and looking at the option of bringing all of this together as one way for the situation security- wise to evolve and the role that the international forces will play. But the most important thing is to get Afghans to do as much as possible as soon as possible, because that's the way it ought to be.

MR. DI RITA: Let me expand on that just a little bit, Nick. It would be manifestly incorrect to come away from what the ambassador just said as the following or something like it: "U.S. forces to remain in Afghanistan for five more years." What is happening in Afghanistan is there is growing international cooperation. There's growing coalition forces. The NATO ministers of Defense talked about this in great detail this week, and Ambassador Khalilzad was not part of those conversations. But there's a number of expanded opportunities and roles being played by the coalition.

We're not working against any timeline in Afghanistan with respect to the presence of coalition forces; we're working against results. There's an enormous amount of energy being put into training the Afghan forces, to developing the Afghan forces. There is sufficient attention being paid to that at the moment. There's always a desire to make sure that whatever the people there need, they have, to get these forces trained and ready to go. The cantonment of weapons that Ambassador Khalilzad talked about is an enormous success story. The so-called warlords or the regional leaders who had a lot of these weapons area turning them in and they're being used for the Afghan National Army. So that's helping the process.

There's no timeline against which we're operating with respect to how long U.S. -- coalition forces and U.S. forces in particular are going to be needed in Afghanistan. They'll be there, as the president has said, for as long as they're needed. And what we saw this week is an enormous milestone having been passed to demonstrating or determining how long that may be.

There is now a sovereign elected government, or there will be soon, in Afghanistan. The parliamentary -- or the National Assembly elections are next. Those are all very important things.

And with respect to the timing that Ambassador Khalilzad talked about, the secretary was just in Macedonia this week and he talked about it. And 10 years ago in Macedonia, that whole region was in some turmoil, and 10 years later it is a country that has a routine of elections and has a routine of democratic practices. And I think when Ambassador Khalilzad talks about that in the context of Afghanistan, that's what people think about. At a certain point in time it will become a routine -- God willing and everything goes well, and that's what everybody expects will happen -- this will become a routine pattern of behavior in this part of the world. That's certainly the objective.

And how long does that take? Well, it took 13 years in this country to get a constitution after we had independence. So I think --

AMB. KHALILZAD: And the Afghans did it in --

MR. DI RITA: And the Afghans did it in 13 months.

AMB. KHALILZAD: Right. And a very enlightened constitution, by the way.

MR. DI RITA: So I caution you --

AMB. KHALILZAD: (Inaudible.) (Laughter.)

MR. DI RITA: I caution you right now --

MR. DI RITA: I want to be clear about cautioning anybody that takes away from comments that are being made here today to suggest that there is a notion of a timeline against which we're working. We simply are not.

Q:  Are you saying that this whole process --

MR. DI RITA: I'm saying we're done. Thank you very much.

Q:  -- is beyond unraveling?

AMB. KHALILZAD: I think Afghanistan is firmly heading in the right direction. I think the Afghan people would like to succeed.

They demonstrated that in coming to vote in the ways that they did, even in the face of threat. The people of Afghanistan want economic progress. They want security. They appreciate the help that the United States is providing for them, and they want a democratic government. They showed that by coming and voting. And that was an important, as Larry said, milestone. Afghanistan is heading in the right direction. I think I can say that with great confidence. Thank you.

MR. DI RITA: Thank you very much.

Q:  Thank you.

(end transcript)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)

NNNN

*EUR503   10/15/2004

Text: NATO-Russia Defense Meeting Focuses on Terrorism

(Efforts to ensure force interoperability to be accelerated, ministers agree) (360)

Defense ministers from NATO and the Russian Federation have reiterated their countries' commitment to combat terrorism together and agreed to accelerate efforts to ensure the interoperability of NATO and Russian forces.

"It goes without saying, of course, that the fight against terrorism, after the horrors of Beslan, is on the top of our agenda," said NATO Secretary-General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer.

De Hoop Scheffer also said NATO hopes Russia will support the alliance's counterterrorist maritime operation, Active Endeavour, in the Mediterranean, according to a NATO statement on the October 14 meeting in Poiana Brasov, Romania.

Following is the text:

(begin text)

NATO Updates

14 Oct 2004

NATO-RUSSIA DEFENCE MEETING FOCUSES ON TERRORISM

Meeting in Poiana Brasov, Romania, on 14 October, Ministers of Defence from NATO and Russia took stock of cooperation and reiterated their commitment to combat terrorism together.

Following a few weeks after the terrorist attacks in the Russian city of Beslan, the meeting focused on how NATO and Russia can cooperate in the fight against terrorism.

"It goes without saying, of course, that the fight against terrorism, after the horrors of Beslan, is on the top of our agenda," Jaap de Hoop Scheffer, NATO Secretary General, stated at a press conference following the meetings.

Pushing for interoperability

Ministers discussed and agreed to accelerate ongoing efforts to ensure that NATO and Russian forces are interoperable and can take on missions together, when and where NATO nations and Russia agree to do so.

In addition to current and future exercises and training programmes, NATO Secretary General Jaap De Hoop Scheffer said that NATO nations hope to see soon Russia supporting NATO's counterterrorist maritime operation, Active Endeavour, in the Mediterranean.

The meeting was primarily informal; however, Ministers convened briefly for a formal session to approve a program of cooperation in the area of defence reform for 2005.

This new programme will address issues such as changing force structures and capabilities, logistics, management of human and financial resources, reform of defence industries as well as on retraining of retired military personnel.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: NATO Defense Chiefs Discuss Plans for Alliance's Future

(Also address NATO's current engagements in Afghanistan, Kosovo, Iraq) (480)

NATO defense ministers discussed ways to improve the alliance's capability to engage in operations and the future of its current missions during informal talks in Poiana Brasov, Romania, on October 13.

"I think we made a lot of progress in shaping the future direction of NATO's transformation and in guiding the next steps in our operations," NATO Secretary-General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer told reporters after the meeting, according to an October 14 statement by NATO.

The ministers also discussed the future of NATO's current engagements in Afghanistan and Kosovo, and the alliance's training assistance to Iraq. 

"The Iraqis themselves consider training inside Iraq of the utmost importance. And there should be no doubt, in other words, that NATO is committed to expanding the training mission as quickly as possible," De Hoop Scheffer said.

Following is a NATO press release:

(begin text)

NATO Update

14 Oct 2004

DEFENCE MINISTERS TAKE FORWARD NATO'S TRANSFORMATION

Improving the Alliance's capability to engage in operations and the future of its current missions was the focus of informal talks of NATO Defence Ministers in Poiana Brasov, Romania, on 13 October.

Informal meetings traditionally have no fixed agenda and no formal decisions are taken; they allow Ministers to discuss freely issues on NATO's agenda.

Linking policy to capabilities

A key theme of this meeting was improving the link between NATO's political decision to take on missions and ensuring the availability of the forces to carry them out.

Ministers talked about how to meet deployability targets, adopted at the recent Istanbul Summit. These state that the forces of NATO countries should be forty percent deployable and eight percent sustainable in the field at any time.

They also discussed ideas for improving the financing and planning of operations, as well as the political decision-making process.

"I think we made a lot of progress in shaping the future direction of NATO's transformation and in guiding the next steps in our operations," NATO Secretary General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer told reporters after the meeting.

Delivering on commitments

Ministers also discussed the future of NATO's current engagements in Afghanistan, Kosovo and Iraq.

They reviewed the state of preparations for the expansion of the NATO-led ISAF force to the West of the country and discussed the future of the relationship between ISAF and the US-led Operation Enduring Freedom.

The next steps forward for NATO in Iraq were also discussed, as the Alliance prepares to expand its training assistance to the country.

"Let me stress the point that the Iraqis themselves consider training inside Iraq of the utmost importance. And there should be no doubt, in other words, that NATO is committed to expanding the training mission as quickly as possible," Mr. De Hoop Scheffer said.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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U.S. Will Maintain Its Military Strength in Asia, Armitage Says

(Reconfiguration of forces aims at more mobility) (650)

The United States' plans to reconfigure its military presence in Asia are aimed at developing forces that are mobile, agile, and "more formidable in terms of the military clout," says Deputy Secretary of State Richard L. Armitage.

During an October 13 press conference in Tokyo, where he was attending an international conference to raise funds for the reconstruction of Iraq, Armitage said the United States will "always have sufficient force to live up to our security responsibilities under our mutual security treaty with Japan. That's, first and foremost, enough forces for the defense of Japan.

"We will also be able to protect our interests when we find our interests are threatened or violated," he said.

U.S.-Japan discussions about American troop presence on Japanese soil "began in the wrong spot," Armitage said. "We started talking about individual items or individual locations ... rather than starting from a philosophical discussion of how we, that is Japan and the U.S., saw our alliance, in say, in 15 years or 20 years. If we started there, then I think we could work back and the individual elements of the transformation, both our transformation and the Japanese transformation, would become clearer."

When Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi and President Bush met in New York earlier in 2004, they agreed that discussions regarding the "transformation" of the U.S. military presence in Japan would be accelerated and that this "had to be done in a way that enhanced our deterrents and that lessened the burden on the people of Japan," Armitage said.

Armitage acknowledged that, in Okinawa, the concentrated civilian development around the air base at Futenma had created potentially dangerous conditions, as was illustrated by the crash of a U.S. CH-53 helicopter August 13. Even though no lives were lost in that accident, a joint committee was set up to work on better procedures to prevent a similar occurrence, Armitage said. And, he added, "We want to relocate out of Futenma" and find a safer alternative site.

On North Korea, Armitage said, "[T]he most effective way to deal with North Korea is a continuation of what we've been doing. That is, make sure that we do our best, Japan and the United States, to keep China well in the game -- and I believe China is keen for continuing her efforts. Number two, to make sure that the North Koreans will not see us get impatient or nervous; we're steady in the long run; we'll prevail on this and they'll come to know it. Third of all, to make sure that we are very true to our allies in the Republic of Korea and make sure we share fully and completely with them all our thoughts on this."

Armitage acknowledged that recently there has been "some movement of Chinese forces up around the border with North Korea" but said, "[I]t looks like it may be part of an exercise." He added: "There has been an increased activity by North Korean army units to keep refugees from crossing into China, and I think [by] Chinese security personnel to keep refugees out as well." Armitage said that although the number of North Korean refugees has increased in recent years, it hasn't "turned into a flood of yet."

Armitage expressed U.S. appreciation for the Japanese presence in Iraq and reiterated that U.S. forces will not remain in Iraq "one day longer than is necessary.

"I think that most Iraqis, including the Iraqi leadership," he said, "don't want us to stay any longer than is necessary. They want to provide for their own security, and our job is to give them every opportunity to do it."

A transcript of the press conference is available at: http://www.state.gov/s/d/rm/37049.htm

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: Zarqawi Group Formally Designated Terrorists by State Department

(Decision involves United States, international asset blocks, travel bans) (740)

Abu Musab al-Zarqawi's group of radical Islamic terrorists has been formally designated as a foreign terrorist organization, the State Department announced.

In a statement attributed to spokesman Richard Boucher, Zarqawi's Jama'at al-Tawhid wa'al-Jihad -- also known as The Monotheism and Jihad Group, the al-Zarqawi network, and al-Tawhid -- was formally designated as a terrorist organization under the U.S. Immigration and Nationality Act, and as a Specially Designated Global Terrorist under Executive Order 13224. Because of the network's links to al-Qaida, the United States and others asked the U.N. 1267 Sanctions Committee to add the group to its list of terrorist groups subject to international sanctions on October 14.

These actions will result in asset freezes, travel bans and arms embargoes against the group, as well as prohibitions on citizens of U.N. member states providing any funds or other resources to the group.

Following is the text of the announcement:

(begin text)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

October 15, 2004

STATEMENT BY RICHARD BOUCHER, SPOKESMAN

Foreign Terrorist Organization: Designation of Jama'at al-Tawhid wa'al-Jihad and aliases

As part of ongoing U.S. efforts against terrorism, the Secretary of State today announced his designation of the terrorist group Jama'at al-Tawhid wa'al-Jihad, along with its aliases The Monotheism and Jihad Group, the al-Zarqawi network, and al-Tawhid, as a Foreign Terrorist Organization under the Immigration and Nationality Act and as a Specially Designated Global Terrorist under Executive Order 13224.  Taken together, these designations make it illegal under U.S. law for persons in the United States or subject to U.S. jurisdiction knowingly to provide material support to the group; they block all property and interest in property of the organization and its members; and they provide a basis for the United States to deny visas to representatives and members of the organization.  The Secretary of State took this action in consultation with the Attorney General, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Department of Homeland Security.

The Jama'at al-Tawhid wa'al-Jihad is a radical Islamist terrorist organization led by Abu Mus'ab al-Zarqawi, who has been designated and listed for international sanctions by the U.N. 1267 Committee for his ties to al-Qaida.  The group's main goal is to undermine the establishment of a free and pluralistic Iraqi state by fomenting civil war in Iraq.  Via Internet jihadi websites containing video broadcasts, this organization has publicly admitted responsibility for the brutal abductions and videotaped executions this year of seven civilians:  Americans Nicholas Berg, Eugene Armstrong, and Jack Hensley; Briton Kenneth Bigley; South Korean Kim Sun-Il; Bulgarian Georgi Lazov; and Turk Murat Yuce.  The group's operatives have also been responsible for the assassinations of the former Iraqi Governing Council President, the governor of Mosul, and U.S. diplomat Laurence Foley in Amman, Jordan in 2002.  The Zarqawi network specifically targets those Iraqis attempting to rebuild their country and provide for its security.  Hundreds of innocent Iraqis have died and many hundreds more have been injured during the last year in the group's targeted bombings throughout Iraq -- in Mosul, Baqouba, Falujah, Ramadi, Najaf, and Baghdad.  The group was also responsible for the U.N. headquarters bombing in Baghdad which killed U.N. Special Representative of the Secretary General for Iraq, Sergio Vieira de Mello.

The U.S. list of designated Foreign Terrorist Organizations now numbers 39.

Because this group and its leader, al-Zarqawi, have links to al-Qaida, the U.S. and others, including the U.K. and Iraq, yesterday asked that the U.N. 1267 Sanctions Committee include Jama'at al-Tawhid wa'al-Jihad and its aliases on its consolidated list of individuals and entities subject to international sanctions pursuant to U.N. Security Council Resolution 1267 and subsequent resolutions, most recently Resolution 1526.  Once names are listed, all U.N. Member States are obligated to impose sanctions -- asset freezes, travel bans and arms embargoes -- and prohibit their nationals and persons in their territories from making available to the group's members any funds or other resources.

We hope these designations will continue to draw the attention of governments across the world and will encourage those governments to take action, as we have, to isolate these terrorist organizations, to choke off their sources of financial support, and to prevent their members' movement across international borders.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)

NNNN

*EUR507   10/15/2004

Text: United States Achieves Objectives at Endangered Species Meeting

(International conference acts to better protect multiple animal, plant species) (1710)

A variety of species of plants, ocean and land creatures may have more secure futures as a result of actions taken over the last two weeks at a global conference, and the U.S. representatives at the meeting are pleased with the outcome, according to a Department of Interior news release. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior Craig Manson, the head of the U.S. delegation, said, "[W]e were able to achieve virtually all of our objectives," at the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Flora and Fauna (CITES).

The United States was successful in obtaining CITES protections for the humphead wrasse, an Indo-Pacific coral reef fish that is become increasingly rare due to commercial overfishing. 

Proposals to conserve species of Asian yew trees were also adopted at the meeting ending October 14. The United States urged the action in order to preserve sustainable supplies of Taxol, a breast-cancer drug derived from the tree, Manson said.

The U.S. delegates also contributed to the conference debate on proposals to better preserve the tropical hardwood ramin, elephants, the Irawaddy dolphin and the great white shark.

Illegal harvesting, hunting and trade are major threats to many of the species discussed at the CITES meeting. Host nation Thailand and other governments of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations are taking steps to address illicit wildlife trafficking, and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Environment Claudia McMurray saluted their efforts.

"The Thai and ASEAN proposals to deter illicit trade in wildlife are important steps to help save endangered species, and the United States will look for ways to be an active partner in these efforts," she said.

The illegal killing of elephants for their ivory is a widely known plight of a threatened species, and it is an issue revisited every two years when CITES meets. In the 2004 meeting, the conference modified the 15-year-old ban on commercial trade in ivory to allow Namibian export of traditional jewelry containing ivory but rejected proposals to allow broader commercial trade in the tusks.

The text of the Interior Department news release follows:

(begin text)

U.S. Department of the Interior

Office of the Secretary 

October 14, 2004

United States Pleased with Outcome of CITES Conference in Bangkok, Assistant Secretary Craig Manson Declares 

(BANGKOK, Thailand) -- The United States is pleased with the outcome of the 13th Conference of the Parties of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Fauna and Flora (CITES), said Assistant Secretary of the Interior Craig Manson, the head of the U.S. delegation. "Just as we did at the last Conference of the Parties in Santiago two years ago, we were able to achieve virtually all of our objectives," Manson said. "I am particularly pleased with the passage of U.S. proposals to conserve the humphead wrasse and a variety of species of Asian yews that have been threatened by over-harvesting and commercial trade. Trade in these species will now be more strictly controlled." The delegates also recognized successful American conservation efforts by approving U.S. proposals to downlist the bald eagle and peach-faced lovebird.

"The downlisting of the bald eagle represents a true success story under CITES," said Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Interior David P. Smith, alternate head of the U.S. delegation. "We are pleased that the delegates were able to recognize the dramatic comeback of our national symbol."

On the humphead wrasse proposal, the United States -- working with the assistance of the World Conservation Union and the World Wildlife Fund -- obtained the delegates' approval to strictly control trade in this increasingly rare reef fish after narrowly failing to obtain the necessary two-thirds vote in Santiago. The wrasse is very vulnerable to overexploitation because it has a naturally low productivity and spawns at known locations at consistent dates. An adult will occupy one favored location on a reef resulting in high predictability for fisherman. On the Asian yew proposal, international trade restrictions passed at the conference will ensure legal and sustainable supplies of Taxol, a breast cancer drug derived from the tree, Manson said.

"Taxol is a vitally important drug in the treatment of cancer," Manson said. "The action taken by CITES nations' will help ensure this drug is available to doctors and patients in the future." The United States also supported a successful proposal by Australia to protect the great white shark, a species that has been depleted by over-harvest.

U.S. officials held bilateral meetings with a number of other delegations to discuss cooperation in conserving threatened and endangered species and their habitat. Manson met with ministers from Canada, Mexico, China, Kenya, Malaysia, Namibia, Singapore, South Africa, Tanzania and Zambia.

Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Claudia McMurray expressed U.S. support for increased international attention to combat illegal wildlife trafficking. McMurray met with Thai Minister of Natural Resources and Environment Suwit Khunkitti to applaud Thailand's initiative to establish a Southeast Asia regional network on wildlife enforcement and to show U.S. support of a broader Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) companion initiative to counter wildlife trafficking.

"The Thai and ASEAN proposals to deter illicit trade in wildlife are important steps to help save endangered species and the United States will look for ways to be an active partner in these efforts," she said.

The United States also played a pivotal role in the dialogue among range states on proposals related to ramin (a tropical hardwood), elephants, Irawaddy dolphin, and the great white shark, four of the high-profile species debated by the more than 150 nations at the conference. 

The member nations adopted an Indonesian proposal to strictly regulate international trade in ramin, a commercially valuable tropical hardwood mainly found in Malaysia and Indonesia that has been subject to widespread illegal logging. The United States voted for the plan and encouraged parties to support Indonesia's approach to this effort through several bilateral consultations with range nations and other key delegations.

"We supported this proposal as part of our President's commitment to combat illegal logging on a global basis," Manson said.

Despite Indonesia's serious efforts such as imposing bans on logging and export and listing the tree on CITES' Appendix III, illegal logging continues and international trade poses a continuing threat to this species, as well as the highly endangered orangutan and Sumatran tiger that rely on these forests for habitat, Manson said.

"We played an instrumental role in the adoption of Indonesia's solution to addressing the threat to ramin and we are gratified at this successful outcome," he said.

Ongoing efforts through President Bush's Initiative Against Illegal Logging, the Tropical Forest Conservation Act (TFCA) and the International Tropical Timber Organization present opportunities to encourage and support bilateral and regional cooperation. The President's initiative has the objective of assisting developing countries in their efforts to combat illegal logging, including the sale and export of illegally harvested timber, and in fighting corruption in the forest sector. The TFCA offers eligible developing countries options to relieve certain official debt owed the United States while at the same time generating funds to support local tropical forest conservation activities.

On the elephant issue, delegates rejected two nations' proposals. Kenya had proposed a moratorium on new proposals for any further sales for six years, while Namibia requested approval for a new annual export quota of 2,000 kilograms of raw ivory as well as for commercial exports of traditional ivory carvings known as ekipas. The United States opposed both nations' proposals consistent with its opposition to the commercial trade of ivory.

Later in the conference, the member nations approved Namibia's amended proposal to allow only non-commercial exports of ekipas for personal use as well as earlier proposals to allow trade in elephant leather and hair by Namibia and South Africa. There is no evidence that elephants are poached for their hide or hair, and the U.S. supported these proposals.

"The United States has been one of the world's major supporters of elephant conservation and has worked closely with elephant range nations on a wide variety of conservation programs," Smith said. "Namibia should be commended for their exemplary success in the conservation of elephants and other wildlife. We firmly believe that the approval of noncommercial export of ekipas for personal use will not result in the poaching of elephants and will directly benefit local communities and craftsmen."

Here is a summary of other key issues at the conference: 

-- A U.S. proposal to downlist the bobcat was modified by agreeing to have the Animals Committee of CITES study the issue of similarity of appearance listings of spotted cats. The bobcat is an abundant and well-managed species but is listed in appendix II of CITES as a look-alike species with other spotted cats. This results in a great administrative burden on both federal and state wildlife agencies. 

-- The United States recognizes from experience that trade in different types of wildlife and wildlife products presents challenges that take time to address. However, it encouraged the CITES Animals Committee to make recommendations for improving the control of trade in species that are potentially threatened by that trade so that the continued listings of look-alikes would become unnecessary.

-- The United States succeeded in getting proposals it sponsored or co-sponsored passed to list a variety of highly-traded Asian turtle species in Appendix II. These include the Malayan snail-eating turtle, the Malayan flat-shelled turtle, the Southeast Asian softshell turtle, and the Fly River turtle. These species are threatened by loss of habitat and a growing commercial trade for both food and pets.

-- Japanese proposals to downlist virtually all the northern hemisphere populations of minke whales from Appendix I to Appendix II of the convention failed to pass. The United States strongly opposed this proposal. The proposal would have allowed resumption of commercial trade in whales for the firs time since 1986 when virtually all whale populations were placed in Appendix I.

-- The United States was unable to obtain the necessary support for listing the painted bunting under Appendix II.

(end text)
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Text: Small Increase in Ivory Trade Approved by Treaty Nations

(Broader expansion of trade rejected by endangered species delegates) (850)

The United States joined the majority of nations participating in a global meeting on endangered species in rejecting a Namibian proposal for a significant expansion of the allowable trade in ivory. 

Nations participating in the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Flora and Fauna (CITES) did approve Namibia's proposal to allow a small-scale trade in traditional African jewelry containing ivory known as ekipas.

"[W]e firmly believe that the approval of this noncommercial trade for personal use will not result in the poaching of elephants and will directly benefit local communities and craftsmen. We remain consistent in our opposition to commercial trade of ivory," said Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Interior David P. Smith, the alternate head of the U.S. delegation in a press release issued from the meeting in Bangkok, Thailand. 

Conservation groups also approved the action, expressing confidence that the controls that Namibia will place on these items will be adequate to protect elephant populations from further poaching and slaughter. 

Ivory for ekipas would come from registered ivory stocks maintained and certified by the Namibian government, according to the press release, which noted that more than 90 percent of that ivory results from natural mortality.

The text of the news release follows:

(begin text)

U.S. Department of the Interior

WITH U.S. SUPPORT, NAMIBIA GAINS APPROVAL FOR SMALL-SCALE INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN JEWELRY MADE FROM IVORY

Office of the Secretary

October 14, 2004

With U.S. Support, Namibia Gains Approval for Small-Scale International Trade in Jewelry Made From Ivory

(BANGKOK, Thailand) - With the support of the United States, Namibia gained international approval today to allow tourists and other individuals to take home traditional African jewelry containing ivory known as ekipas for personal use.

The member nations of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) approved small-scale trade in ekipas after Namibia amended its original proposal to remove a request for an annual export quota of 2,000 kilograms of raw ivory and commercial exports of ekipas for resale. The United States opposed this request for broader trade in ivory.

Namibia's proposal to allow individuals to purchase ekipas for personal use was approved on a secret ballot vote of 71 yes and 23 no with 35 nations abstaining. The vote occurred at the 13th biannual CITES' Conference of Parties.

"Namibia should be commended for their exemplary success in the conservation of elephants and other wildlife," said Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Interior David P. Smith, alternate head of the U.S. delegation. "We firmly believe that the approval of this noncommercial trade for personal use will not result in the poaching of elephants and will directly benefit local communities and craftsmen. We remain consistent in our opposition to commercial trade of ivory."

International wildlife conservation groups also praised the vote in a press statement.

"Namibia has done an exemplary job of conserving its elephants and other wildlife and WWF is confident the trade will be tightly controlled and will not lead to poaching of elephants," said Dr. Susan Lieberman, head of the World Wildlife Fund's delegation to CITES. "This small-scale trade will directly benefit Namibia's excellent community-based conservation work."

"We have every expectation that Namibia's control system for ekipas will set a standard for good regulation for worked ivory in Africa," said Tom Milliken, director of TRAFFIC East/Southern Africa, a wildlife traffic monitoring network.

Ivory to be made into ekipas would only come from registered ivory stocks maintained and certified by the Namibian government, more than 90 percent of which is the result of natural mortality.

In addition, each individual ekipa would be marked and numbered, certified, and accompanied by a CITES permit. Namibia has demonstrated the ability to regulate this entire process in a transparent fashion. There are still concerns about resumption of commercial exports of ivory products for fear it may increase counterfeiting of export products and poaching. Noncommercial sales of ekipas would not permit any export shipments for further retail sales.

Additionally, tourists who buy the ekipas would be prohibited from subsequently reselling these items. Adoption of this provision does not affect U.S. law that prohibits the import of ivory, and ekipas would continue to be prohibited from entry into the United States.

Earlier in the Conference of the Parties, the United States joined in a consensus to approve proposals to allow trade in elephant leather and hair by Namibia and South Africa. There is no evidence that elephants are poached for their hide or hair. No elephants are legally killed in Namibia for the purpose of obtaining ivory.

The United States has long been one of the world's major supporters of African and Asian elephant conservation. With the passage by the U.S. Congress of the African Elephant Conservation Act and the Asian Elephant Conservation Act, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has provided millions of dollars in cost-share grants to nations in Africa and Southern and Southeast Asia.

(end text)
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Text: Global Survey Finds 32 Percent of Amphibians Face Extinction

(Extinction is warning of environmental degradation, experts say) (1190)

Extinction among the world's amphibian species over the last century is occurring at a rate normally experienced over tens of thousands of years, and their rapidly declining numbers are probably a sign of poor health for the planet overall, according to a study announced October 14. 

The Global Amphibian Assessment is described as the most comprehensive study of these life forms ever conducted, involving more than 500 of the world's leading specialists in the field. The research was sponsored jointly by the IUCN-The World Conservation Union, Conservation International and NatureServe, with funding in part from the U.S. Department of State and the National Science Foundation. 

In the survey of the world's frog, toad and salamander populations, scientists took stock of the status of more than 5,700 known species and found that 32 percent are threatened with extinction. The health of amphibians is considered a harbinger for the overall health of an ecosystem because the permeable skin of these creatures makes them immediately sensitive to environmental changes and pollutants.

"Since most amphibians depend on fresh water and feel the effects of pollution before many other forms of life, including humans, their rapid decline tells us that one of Earth's most critical life support systems is breaking down," said Simon Stuart, the leader of this research. 

Besides the unusually high rate of extinction, the Global Amphibian Assessment also found 43 percent of all these species is declining in total population. In the Americas, an infectious disease possibly linked to drought is reducing the populations, but in other parts of the world, habitat destruction, air and water pollution and consumer demand are major factors in the demise of the amphibians. 

Colombia has the world's highest numbers of species in decline -- 208. In Haiti, 92 percent of amphibian species are threatened, the highest rate in the world.

The Global Amphibian Assessment is available online at http://www.globalamphibians.org/ 

The text of a news release on the study follows:

(begin text)

CENTER FOR APPLIED BIODIVERSITY SCIENCE

IUCN -- THE WORLD CONSERVATION UNION

NATURE SERVE

Amphibians in dramatic decline - up to 122 extinct since 1980. 

Study finds nearly one-third of species threatened with extinction. 

14 October 2004 (Washington, DC, USA/Gland, Switzerland) - The world's amphibian species are under unprecedented assault and are experiencing tens of thousands of years' worth of extinctions in just a century, according to the most comprehensive study ever conducted. More than 500 scientists from over 60 nations contributed to the Global Amphibian Assessment, the key findings of which were published on-line by Science Express this afternoon, and will appear within the next few weeks in the journal Science. 

Over the past three years, scientists analyzed the distribution and conservation status of all 5,743 known amphibian species - which include frogs and toads, salamanders, and caecilians. Of these, 1,856 - or 32 percent - are now considered threatened with extinction. In addition, sufficient data are lacking to accurately assess the status of nearly 1,300 other species, most of which scientists believe are also threatened. 

Amphibians are widely regarded as "canaries in the coal mine," since their highly permeable skin is more immediately sensitive to changes in the environment, including changes to freshwater and air quality. 

"Amphibians are one of nature's best indicators of overall environmental health," said Russell A. Mittermeier, president of Conservation International (CI). "Their catastrophic decline serves as a warning that we are in a period of significant environmental degradation." 

Key findings of the study include: 

-- According to the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species, at least 1,856 amphibian species are threatened with extinction, representing 32 percent of all species. By comparison, only 12 percent of all bird species and 23 percent of all mammal species are threatened. 

-- At least nine species have gone extinct since 1980, when the most dramatic declines began. Another 113 species have not been reported from the wild in recent years and are considered to be possibly extinct. 

-- 43 percent of all species are in population decline; fewer than one percent are increasing. Twenty seven percent are stable, and the rest are unknown. 

-- 427 species are considered Critically Endangered (CR), 761 are Endangered (EN), and 668 are Vulnerable (VU). 

-- Colombia has 208 threatened amphibian species - the most in the world - followed by Mexico with 191, Ecuador with 163, Brazil with 110, and China with 86. Haiti has the highest percentage of threatened amphibians, with 92 percent of its species at risk of extinction. 

"After birds and mammals, amphibians are the third group of species to be completely evaluated on a global scale. This study significantly expands our current knowledge and provides a baseline from which we can monitor our impact on the environment over time," said Achim Steiner, Director General of IUCN-The World Conservation Union. "The fact that one third of amphibians are in a precipitous decline tells us that we are rapidly moving towards a potentially epidemic number of extinctions." 

In the Americas , the Caribbean and Australia , a highly infectious disease called chytridiomycosis has hit amphibians especially hard. New research is showing that in some regions, outbreaks of the disease may be linked to drought years, which scientists are increasingly attributing to the effects of climate change. 

But in most parts of the world - including Europe , Asia and Africa - chytridiomycosis is currently less of a problem. Other threats, such as habitat destruction, air and water pollution and consumer demand are leading causes of amphibian decline. 

Still, scientists are confident that an immediate commitment of resources and effort could reverse many of the present negative trends. Creating new protected areas, captive breeding programs, better community engagement and protection of freshwater systems would enhance amphibians' chances of survival. 

"Since most amphibians depend on freshwater and feel the effects of pollution before many other forms of life, including humans, their rapid decline tells us that one of Earth's most critical life support systems is breaking down," said Simon Stuart, Senior Director of the IUCN/CI Biodiversity Assessment Unit, and leader of this research. 

"We already knew amphibians were in trouble, but this assessment removes any doubt about the scale of the problem," said Bruce Young, a zoologist with the conservation group NatureServe. "Now we need greater protection of natural areas and accelerated research on amphibian diseases to stem the extinction tide." 

Scientists from CI, IUCN, and NatureServe collaborated on the Global Amphibian Assessment. They analyzed data contributed by more than 500 of the world's leading amphibian specialists, and assessed each species for its level of threat, determined the distribution of each species, and gathered other essential ecological information. 

Complete data about each species, as well as country and regional breakdowns, is available in a searchable database at www.globalamphibians.org. 

For more information contact:

Conservation International - Brad Phillips, b.phillips@conservation.org, 202-912-1532 

IUCN-The World Conservation Union - Anna Knee, alk@iucn.org; Andrew McMullin, mcmullina@iucn.org, +41 (0) 22 999 0153 

NatureServe - Rob Riordan, rob_riordan@natureserve,org, 703-908-1831

Amphibian Factsheet 

Copyright(c)1995-2001 IUCN - The World Conservation Union. All rights reserved.

(end text)
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Text: U.S. Issues Grants to Reduce Indoor Air Pollution Problems

(Alternatives to indoor cooking fuels might improve health) (810)

Indoor air pollution -- caused by the use of fuels such as wood and coal for heating and cooking -- is a significant health risk in the developing world, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is supporting new projects to help address the problem, according to an October 15 news release.

By providing 11 grants for projects in nine nations, EPA wants to encourage practices that will be less polluting in order to improve health, livelihoods and quality of life in rural areas. The $1.3 million program sponsored jointly with the U.S. Agency for International Development affirms U.S. support for U.N. efforts to raise awareness about indoor air pollution and its risks. Indoor air pollution causes 1.6 million deaths a year, according to international estimates.

The grants are being issued to nongovernmental agencies in China, Guatemala, Honduras, India, Mexico, Nigeria and Uganda. Mauritania and South Africa will be included in the program in the future.

The text of the EPA press release follows:

(begin text)

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

EPANEWS

Press Advisory 

EPA's latest developments

EPA Announces Grants To Reduce Indoor Air Pollution, Supports World Rural Women's Day

In support of World Rural Women's Day, Oct. 15, 2004, and the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air, EPA is announcing $1.3 million in grants to reduce health risks from indoor air pollution resulting from burning crop waste, animal waste, wood and coal indoors for home cooking and heating in rural areas of Asia, Africa and Latin America.

The grants will fund 11 pilot projects seeking to improve health, livelihood and quality of life by increasing affordable, reliable, clean, efficient, and safe home cooking and heating practices that reduce people's exposure to indoor air pollution.  The $1.3 million in funding is the first of its kind provided by the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) and U.S. EPA.  In announcing the pilot project, U.S. EPA affirms its support for United Nations Development Programme and World Health Organization efforts to raise awareness and spur action to reduce indoor air pollution from home cooking and heating practices in rural areas of the developing world.

In a 2002 report the World Health Organization said indoor smoke from solid fuels is a major risk factor contributing to the global and regional burden of disease.  More than two billion people, almost half of the world's population, still burn traditional fuels like firewood, coal, crop residues, and dung indoors for home cooking and heating. This widespread use results in the premature deaths of an estimated 1.6 million people annually, with women and children being most significantly affected.

The Partnership for Clean Indoor Air pilot project grants will increase awareness of indoor air pollution, its impact on rural women, and generate global action to improve families' health and quality of life. The grants will increase the awareness of the dangers of indoor air pollution and benefits of improved alternatives among one million people, and reduce exposure of 160,000 people over the next two years.

The 11 pilot projects include the following:

Mexico -- Solar Household Energy will manufacture and sell 2,000 solar panel ovens in rural Mexico.

Nigeria -- Centre for Household Energy and Environment (CEHEEN) will introduce methanol stove-fuel cooking system in Nigeria.

Guatemala -- HELPS International will encourage the use of the retained heat cooker in rural areas of Guatemala.

Honduras -- Trees, Water & People will promote more efficient wood-burning stoves in an urban area of Honduras.

Uganda -- Venture Strategies, in collaboration with Center for Entrepreneurship in International Health and Development, will promote local technology and more efficient wood stoves in urban areas of Uganda.

India -- Development Alternatives: improved wood burning stoves (and other technologies) in rural areas of Madhya Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh, India.

India -- Alternative Rural Technology Institute will introduce biogas technology in rural areas of Maharashtra, India.

China -- The Nature Conservancy will promote solar water heaters, biogas units, and biomass stoves in northwest Yunnan Province, China.

China -- Institute for Environmental Health and Related Product Safety will promote improved coal and biomass technology in rural Guizhou and Gansu Provinces of China.

Projects in Mauritania and South Africa will soon be announced.  More information on each of the projects is available online at: http://www.pciaonline.net/grantees.cfm .

In August 2002 at the World Summit for Sustainable Development, EPA and other partners launched the Partnership for Clean Indoor Air.  This partnership is bringing together governments, industry, and non-governmental organizations to address the serious health effects associated with elevated indoor levels of smoke from cooking and heating practices.  To learn more about the Partnership's efforts to improve indoor air in homes around the world, go to: http://www.epa.gov/iaq/pcia.html .

(end text)
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Fact Sheet: Polio Campaign Targets 5 Percent of World Population

(Immunization drives under way in Africa, South Asia) (560)

The Global Polio Eradication Initiative (GPEI) reports indications of success in a massive October effort to immunize children against the disabling infectious disease.

In an October 15 fact sheet, the GPEI estimates that polio vaccination campaigns in West African nations have reached 80 to 90 percent of their populations. 

Immunization efforts already conducted and planned for October, November and December aspire to reach more than 300 million, GPEI says, or approximately 5 percent of the populations.

The World Health Organization (WHO), Rotary International, the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and UNICEF form the GPEI, working to rid the world of polio. Further information is available at www.polioeradication.org/ 

The text of the excerpted fact sheet follows:

(begin fact sheet)

Eradication Initiative aims to immunize 5% of global population

More than 300 million children to be reached in Africa and Asia

Background

During the week of 11 October 2004, the spearheading partners of the Global Polio Eradication Initiative -- the World Health Organization (WHO), Rotary International, the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and UNICEF -- led polio immunization campaigns across Asia and Africa to immunize approximately 5% of the global population.

These activities included the largest-ever immunization campaign conducted in Africa, in the face of an ongoing polio epidemic which could leave thousands of children paralyzed for life before the end of the year.

In total, the effort involved well over 4 million volunteers, health workers, vaccinators, Rotary members and others, to give polio vaccine to more than 300 million children house-to-house.

Initial results of immunization campaigns

While it is still too early to determine precise coverage attained during the immunization campaigns, the following indicators point to a successful implementation:

-- Several countries across west Africa, including Benin, Burkina Faso, Gambia, Mali, Senegal and Togo, have already reported more than 90% of their target population were immunized.

-- In Côte d'Ivoire, despite hampered access in several regions of the country, reports indicate nearly 80% of the targeted children were immunized.

-- In Nigeria, unprecedented political commitment and the engagement and commitment of key religious leaders, helped engage all communities. Widespread acceptance to oral polio vaccine (OPV) was reported, particularly in the northern state of Kano and other areas where immunizations had previously been suspended.

-- H.E. Mr Olusegun Obasanjo, President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria and Chairperson of the African Union, Professor Alpha Oumar Konaré, Chairperson of the African Union Commission, and Jonathan Majiyagbe, past President of Rotary International and long-time resident of Kano, officially launched west Africa's immunization campaigns at a ceremony in Kano. President Obasanjo personally immunized the daughter of the Governor of Kano.

-- High profile launches, involving heads of state, first ladies, vice presidents or prime ministers were conducted in eight other countries across west and central Africa. In all the other countries, the launching ceremonies were presided by cabinet ministers.

-- In India, despite un-seasonal rains in the north of the country, activities have gone ahead.

-- The campaign in India was officially launched by the President of India, further confirming the government's commitment to attaining a polio-free India.

-- In Pakistan, security problems in various parts of the country do not seem to have significantly affected the quality of the activities.

[Table of participating countries and target populations omitted.]

(end fact sheet)
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Text: Five Countries Removed from U.S. Coast Guard Targeting List

(Decision affects Singapore, Lebanon, three African countries) (470)

The U.S. Coast Guard says U.S.-bound ships registered in Singapore will no longer be subject to the increased scrutiny introduced after the International Maritime Organization's (IMO) international port and ship security standards went into force July 1.

In an October 13 news release, the Coast Guard said it removed Singapore from the list of foreign-flag countries whose ships are targeted for boarding and additional scrutiny on arrival to the United States because of below-average compliance with the international anti-terrorist requirements. Singapore's compliance has improved, the Coast Guard said.

Also released from increased scrutiny are ships that have visited in their last five port calls Lebanon, Guinea, Mozambique and Nigeria, the Coast Guard said. These countries have recently reported compliance with the standards.

The list of targeted flag countries can be viewed at http://www.uscg.mil/hq/g-m/pscweb/FlagSecurity.htm 

The list of countries whose ports have not complied with the IMO standards can be viewed at http://www.uscg.mil/hq/g-m/pscweb/last_ports_of_call_isps.htm 

Following is the text of the news release:

(begin text)

U.S. Department of Homeland Security

United States Coast Guard

DATE: October 13, 2004

COAST GUARD UPDATES SAFETY AND SECURITY BOARDING TARGETING LISTS

Flag state administrations and previous ports of call are factors in determining security risk

WASHINGTON -- The Coast Guard has updated security targeting information for foreign flag vessels, which includes a vessel's flag state administration and last five port of calls.  The revised information is provided on the following web site: http://www.uscg.mil/hq/g-m/pscweb/index.htm.  The information for flag states and recognized security organizations will be updated monthly until the end of the year.  Targeting statistics will be compiled annually and published in an annual report starting in 2005.

Flag administrations whose names appear on the targeted flag state list have demonstrated a below average compliance rate in the United States for security since July 1.  Foreign vessels flying these flags can expect increased scrutiny and boardings based on this information.  Singapore's compliance has improved over the last month, and the Coast Guard has removed Singapore from the targeting list.

The countries listed in the last port of call targeted list have not reported their compliance with new International Ship and Port Facility Security Code reporting requirements.  A Port Security Advisory outlines these countries and may be found at the following website: http://www.uscg.mil/hq/g-m/mp/xport.html.  The Coast Guard will target vessels for increased boardings upon arrival to U.S. ports if they have visited one of these countries in their last five port calls.  Four countries have recently reported international compliance with the ISPS Code and have since been removed from the list. Those countries are Lebanon, Guinea, Mozambique and Nigeria.

(end text)
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Transcript: White House Daily Briefing, October 15

(President's schedule, intelligence reform) (1840)

White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan briefed reporters on Air Force One October 15 as they accompanied President Bush on a campaign trip to Cedar Rapids, Iowa.

Following is the transcript of the White House briefing:

(begin transcript)

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary 

(Cedar Rapids, Iowa) 

October 15, 2004

PRESS GAGGLE BY SCOTT McCLELLAN

Aboard Air Force One

En route Cedar Rapids, Iowa

12:58 P.M. CDT

MR. McCLELLAN: The President taped his radio address before we left, it will focus on the clear differences facing the American people on our biggest priorities. And then on board Air Force One he had his usual briefings this morning. We've got the remarks in Cedar Rapids and then the remarks in Oshkosh this afternoon, before he's back at the White House and on to Florida tomorrow.

QUESTION: Did he take any time to retool the speech, tweak the speech today?

MR. McCLELLAN: I think you can expect some new language. I think you can expect that he will talk about some of the differences on education and health care, among other items. You know, the debate really offered a clear contrast on the issue of education. Education -- a good education is key to good jobs in the future. And I think the President will talk about this. Senator Kerry seemed to show a real misunderstanding of that in the debate the other night, and I think the President will expand on that a little bit and talk about how in a changing economy we need to make sure that we have the best educated workforce.

Q: Did he wade into the issue of the Mary Cheney remarks? Was he disturbed by them at all?

MR. McCLELLAN: I think the Vice President and Mrs. Cheney addressed the matter. The President does not believe it was appropriate.

Q: Are you looking for an apology from the Kerry camp?

MR. McCLELLAN: That's something for Senator Kerry to decide.

Q: Why does he think it was not appropriate?

MR. McCLELLAN: I don't think it's just the President, I think it's a lot of people viewed it in that context, John. I think that -- I cannot think of a single instance where a presidential candidate has talked about his opponent's child in such a way.

Q: How do you feel about things? Are the polls going your way or -- how is the race going?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, since you brought it up, Steve, I did notice your all's this morning had the President up four, I believe. Look, I think what -- the debates offered an opportunity for the American people to really start learning more about the choice they face in November. There are very real differences on the most important priorities. And, you know, I think that the President will continue to focus sharply on those differences. There is a -- for instance, on Monday, when we go to New Jersey, the President will make remarks on the war on terrorism and I think he'll draw a sharp contrast between his approach, his comprehensive approach for winning the war on terrorism, and Senator Kerry's approach, which views it primarily as a law enforcement matter. The number one responsibility of a President is the safety and security of the American people.

And, you know, today, obviously, he'll draw a sharp contrast on the importance of education to our economy and to future economic growth.

Q: Tom Kean says the President needs to get involved if this intelligence bill is to pass. Is he going to get involved?

MR. McCLELLAN: I disagree with the premise, because he has been involved. The President has been involved for quite some time and the President --

Q: -- Tom Kean, right? Tom Kean says the President needs to be more involved.

MR. McCLELLAN: Let me finish addressing it. First of all, the President is firmly committed to passing intelligence reforms that build upon the many steps we are already taking. He urges congressional leaders to act as quickly as possible to reconcile their differences and get legislation to his desk. And at the direction of the President, Andy Card today is reaching out to some of the congressional leaders on this very issue. This is a high priority for the President. He strongly supports a National Intelligence Director that has full budget authority and has the other authority needed to be effective in that position. So we continue to urge Congress to move as quickly as possible on this legislation.

Q: How important is it for Congress to do this before the election? And what, exactly, is Andy Card doing --

MR. McCLELLAN: For Congress to get it done as quickly as possible. This is a high priority for the President. He's been acting on many of the recommendations that were made by the 9/11 Commission, even prior to their final report coming out. We've acted in one way or another on 36 of 41 of the recommendations. And there are additional steps that he believes build upon what we're already doing that will help us improve our intelligence gathering and sharing. And that's why we continue to urge Congress to act quickly. We remain in close contact with congressional leaders -- we have, and we will continue to do so. And like I said, Secretary Card will be -- is reaching out to some of the leaders today to talk further about this and urge quick action to reconcile their differences and get legislation to the President.

Q: Can it be passed today -- I mean, before the election? And should it be passed before the election?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, that's what we're urging -- I mean, you're looking at it in that context; we're looking at it in the context that we want it done as quickly as possible. We want the Congress to get it done and --

Q: How quickly is possible?

MR. McCLELLAN: -- they have been moving quickly. Both chambers have passed legislation. Now what they need to do is get together, reconcile their differences and get legislation to the President. And we're going to stay in close contact with them on those issues.

Q: Tom Kean says that they should strip out these controversial provisions included in the House legislation, the law enforcement provisions, and just do the core of the 9/11 Commission's recommendations. Does the White House agree with that?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, we'll be in touch with congressional leaders on all these issues to -- as we urge them to move quickly. And those -- obviously, I'm not going to get into negotiating with you all here on the plane. Those are discussions that we'll have with congressional leaders.

Q: How is Card doing that outreach?

MR. McCLELLAN: I think he's -- by phone from the White House.

Q: Scott, Arnold Schwarzenegger, yesterday, had a radio interview in which he was critical of the President's debate performance, as well as Senator Kerry's. Is Schwarzenegger helping you, or is this helpful?

MR. McCLELLAN: I haven't seen his interview, so it's hard for me to comment on something I haven't seen or heard. Obviously, the President appreciates his strong support for his reelection. And Governor Schwarzenegger outlined some of the clear differences in the race during the convention. And he is a strong supporter of the agenda that the President has outlined, and we appreciate that support.

Q: Why isn't the Governor out campaigning for the President?

MR. McCLELLAN: He said he would do what he could to help, and we appreciate -- he gave a very strong speech at the Republican Convention, and we appreciate that, and we look forward to his continued help as we get closer to election day.

Q: Week ahead?

MR. McCLELLAN: I gave out Monday and Tuesday yesterday. At this point, we're not doing, necessarily, a full week ahead. As we have events finalized and ready to announce, we'll be announcing those events. But, obviously, there's a little bit of flexibility to be built in, in the final couple of weeks. We may have some additional days to announce later today, but that's all I've got.

Q: We're going to get week aheads anymore?

MR. McCLELLAN: Through the remainder of the campaign, I wouldn't expect that you're going to get a full week ahead on Friday.

Q: Why not?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, because at this point in the campaign, you always have a lot of flexibility built in. There are a lot of events that are still being planned and scheduled. And as we finalize those events, and as they're scheduled, then we'll be announcing them. Like I did yesterday, I announced Monday and Tuesday. That was, obviously, prior to our usual day of Friday. But we'll get you the information --

Q: -- basically assessing the state where you're --

MR. McCLELLAN: There are a lot of factors that play into it. It's not -- certainly, that's one thing you always keep in mind. But there are a number of states that we're trying to hit here in the final sprint to election day. And as we finalize those plans, we'll get you that -- we'll get you that information.

Q: A local paper said that people in Jacksonville, Oregon got two weeks' notice on his visit last night. Was that an aberration? We could use a longer head's up, is what I'm saying.

MR. McCLELLAN: You know I always push to try to get stuff to you sooner than later. And we will do our best to get you the information. But at this point, we're just, what, 18 days to go before election day. I don't know that we're going to be able to get you stuff maybe as quickly as you would like, but we'll get it to you in advance. But yesterday, we got through Tuesday.

Q: I appreciate that. My point is, if you could tell the locals, tell us.

MR. McCLELLAN: No, if we announce it one place, my goal is always we announce it to you all at the same time, we take that into consideration. Oh, and I think Nicole will probably do a previewing of next week, too, beyond just Monday, maybe talk a little bit about tomorrow, as well, on the ground. That's from the campaign perspective.

Q: Is the speech Monday the war -- is it war on terror, anything specific?

MR. McCLELLAN: I'll see if we can get you more as we get closer to it, but I gave you the broad general outline. And some of it, he touched on -- was it a week ago, Wednesday? But this will be another significant speech he'll give.

Q: Can you tell us about the radio address? That was pretty broad.

MR. McCLELLAN: You know that it's for tomorrow. It's not for today. And I always try to give a very general description, but I don't want to give away too much.

Q: Especially general description, thank you.

MR. McCLELLAN: No, no, no. Usually it's one word. This is a whole sentence today.

Thanks, everybody.

END 1:09 P.M. CDT

(end transcript)
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MR. BOUCHER:  Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.  If I can, I'd like to tell you about a couple of things at the top, and then we can go on to other questions, if you want.

The first, as some of you may have seen in the Federal Register today, we have designated the terrorist group Jama'at al-Tawhid wa'al-Jihad, along with many of its allies, as a --

QUESTION:  Allies or aliases?

QUESTION:  Allies or aliases?

MR. BOUCHER:  Aliases.

QUESTION:  Aliases, okay.

MR. BOUCHER:  -- as a foreign terrorist organization under our laws governing terrorism, as well as the laws governing financing of terrorism.  That's the Immigration and Nationality Act, and then as a specially designated global terrorist under Executive Order 13224.  This is the organization run by Mr. al-Zarqawi that has carried out so many horrible attacks in Iraq and elsewhere trying to foment civil war and trying to hold back the progress of the Iraqi people.

So we've done those two designations within the U.S. Government.  We are moving with others, including the United Kingdom and Iraq, to have a designation under the UN Sanctions Committee, UN Resolution 1267, so the names will be listed there as well.

The U.S. designation makes it illegal under U.S. law for persons in the United States or subject to our jurisdiction to knowingly provide material support to the group.  They block property and interest of the group wherever we can block them, and they provide a basis for the U.S. to deny visas for representatives and members of the organization.

This is a step the Secretary of State takes, in conjunction with the Secretary of Treasury and the Department of Homeland Security.  The international listing, which we and the UK and the Iraqis went for yesterday would mean that UN member states, all UN member states would be obligated to impose sanctions including asset freezes, travel bans and arms embargos, and prohibit their nationals and persons in their territory from making available to the groups' members any funds or other resources.

QUESTION:  I think it's the Attorney General, but I may be wrong.  I think they're part of the play, too.

MR. BOUCHER:  The Attorney General, yes.  The Attorney General, Secretary of Treasury and Department of Homeland Secretary.

QUESTION:  Okay.  

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.  Can I go on to other things?

QUESTION:  Oh, no.  Could we ask about this?  Take care of this?

MR. BOUCHER:  You want to talk about this first?  Okay.  

QUESTION:  You know, they've made numerous claims of responsibility for killing lots of people.  Where does he stand now on, in notoriety so far as, I don't know if you have to have a pecking order particularly, but we're getting the impression, some of us, that only Usama bin Laden is possibly a more notorious figure in U.S. eyes.  His stock has risen in that trade, hasn't it, of late?

MR. BOUCHER:  We're not investing in Zarkawi futures if that's what we're talking about here.  

QUESTION:  I wouldn't recommend that others --

MR. BOUCHER:  I would not recommend that others do so either because this man is a wanted terrorist.  He's a horrible criminal.  He's appeared on videotapes beheading people.  He's been responsible for the murders of many Iraqis and many Americans and many others.

This organization, as you say, has frequently accepted the blame, admitted the responsibility for some horrible acts and he's a wanted man.  And we have, as you know, an ongoing and active effort to catch terrorists, including to catch these terrorists who are operating in Iraq, and we remain very determined to do that.  

We don't have a rank order.  The United States is engaged on many fronts, many ways -- law enforcement, intelligence, military efforts -- to catch terrorists around the world, and this is one of them that we do intend to catch.

QUESTION:  How many does this make now on the FTO list?

MR. BOUCHER:  Ooh, 39?

QUESTION:  39?

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay, 39.

QUESTION:  And you probably don't know this, and I guess it's, on the grand scheme of things, not that important, but you don't know offhand who the last or what the last group added was, do you?

MR. BOUCHER:  I just don't know off the top of my head.  It wasn't too recent.  

QUESTION:  Okay.  Does this have -- what implications does this have for him as an individual?  Just, is it the same visa ban, asset freeze and property seizure?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, it applies to all members of the group.

QUESTION:  Including, obviously --

MR. BOUCHER:  Including him as an individual.  I mean, there's obviously much more severe things that we would like to do with him and get him to face justice.  He's wanted for more severe things than this.  But, you know, to the extent that the group or supporters or others might have money or try to move money in support of this group, this gives us the mechanism to clamp down on him.

QUESTION:  He and his group have been singled out by you guys and the Pentagon and others for some time now.  Why did this take so long to do?  Is there any -- they claim responsibility for the attack on the Green Zone yesterday.  Is there any significance to the timing of this happening -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  No, this is something that's been in process for some time.  Why did it take so long to do?  I think, you know, the simple answer is it's a legal designation and therefore has to sort of go through a certain legal process before it can be done.  We can't just say, "Well, they claimed responsibility, this group claimed responsibility, we think it's probably true, and therefore let's designate them."  It has to go through a standard of, you know, research and compilation so that we can make the designation carefully.  

QUESTION:  Okay.  And this means -- just another logistical thing -- that unless his group is somehow disbanded and goes to, you know, falls apart or you guys break it up, that in the next Global Terrorism report they will be -- it will be listed among Abu Nidal and others?

MR. BOUCHER:  They would be listed and discussed among all the groups that are Foreign Terrorist Organizations.  

Okay?

QUESTION:  Oh, sorry, one more thing.  There is a Rewards for Justice -- there is a -- I believe it's a $25 million reward for -- 

QUESTION:  Up to.

QUESTION:  Up to.

QUESTION:  Up to 25?

MR. BOUCHER:  Once again, I'll have to check on that for this particular individual.  

QUESTION:  But did that not -- when that happened, people don't have to be designated to be -- to get on that list?

MR. BOUCHER:  No.  No, the organizations are designated.  You can be a wanted man without your organization being designated.  

Second is, I'd like to talk a little more about two issues that we discussed yesterday.  The first is the deaths in Baghdad in the Green Zone.  I have a little more information for you and actually a little less information on one aspect of it for you.  But let's start with the more information for you.

The deaths that we can confirm among the people who were attacked by the explosions in the Green Zone include three American citizen contractors that were employed by DynCorp Corporation.  They were working with the Bureau of Diplomatic Security.  There is a fourth DynCorp contractor who is missing and presumed dead, and a fifth DynCorp employee who was wounded in the attack, and then another DynCorp contractor who was wounded in the attack on the Green Zone Café.

I want to make clear the Department mourns their tragic loss.  We extended -- have extended our deepest sympathies to the victims and their families and will be working with the families of the deceased and the injured to help them in any way we can.

I have the names.  We'll put out the names for you, the names and hometowns of these people.  And I think DynCorp itself has put this out.  I also want to make very clear that the victims of this outrageous terrorism attack were valued members of our State Department family and of our diplomatic security team in Baghdad.  They are brave men who died in service of their country.  The terrorists who attacked them were targeting not just Americans, but scores of innocent Iraqis.  We condemn these acts and they will not succeed.

The second aspect of this event yesterday that I wanted to clarify is that we had an initial number of what we thought were the number of Iraqi citizens who might have been killed.  It's now less clear what the number of Iraqi citizens was, so I can confirm what we know about the various Americans, but all I can tell you is there were an unspecified number at this point of Iraqi citizens who were killed in the attack on Vendors' Alley in the Green Zone yesterday.  The investigation is still underway and unfortunately at this point in the investigation it's not possible to be precise.  But we do know that many, that Iraqis were killed and that many were injured in these attacks and they, they are part of our concern about the losses.

QUESTION:  Are the American, official Americans still confined to the compound as they were yesterday?  Or instructed to stay within the compound?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.  There have been -- the Embassy continues to review its security situation, but for the moment people are staying close to home and not going out.

QUESTION:  Richard, the Direct Hire State Department employees that were slightly wounded, I presume are now out of any danger?

MR. BOUCHER:  I have nothing new or different on them.  I assume that that was -- they were treated yesterday and that they're okay.

QUESTION:  But those numbers stay the same?

MR. BOUCHER:  Those numbers stay the same, yeah.

QUESTION:  Well, while we're doing DynCorp, you said there were two Americans hurt.  Is it still -- are their injuries still considered minor, do you know?

MR. BOUCHER:  There was -- no, there was one --

QUESTION:  A contractor in each place.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, there was a contractor in each place, a DynCorp employee who was hurt in each place.  I think one of those is more serious and one is relatively minor.  I don't have an update on their condition.

I would also point out since there has been discussion in a variety of places of DynCorp recently, that the one-year anniversary of the killing of three of our security team in Gaza -- again, three DynCorp employees -- is today.  It was a deadly attack on our employees in Gaza a year ago.  

We have consistently demanded that the Palestinian Authority take action to locate, apprehend and bring to justice the killers of our three colleagues there.  And I would just point out, as we've said before, that the Palestinian Authority's performance on this issue has been unacceptable to us.

QUESTION:  Unacceptable by not acting or -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  By not acting.  We haven't seen them demonstrate either the will, much less the capacity, to investigate the case seriously.  We have seen statements from time to time by Palestinian officials that they know who did it, and if that's true then they should take immediate action to arrest and prosecute whoever did it.  

QUESTION:  Didn't you suspend work on a project in the territory a few months ago as a result of their inaction?  

MR. BOUCHER:  We have not been going into Gaza and therefore not in a position to carry forward projects that require us.  I would have to check on the exact status of particular projects.  

QUESTION:  Richard, haven't they -- 

QUESTION:  Well, can we just follow up on this one particular issue?

QUESTION:  I'm trying to follow up.  

MR. BOUCHER:  Charlie.  Please.  

QUESTION:  Didn't they make some arrests?  And are you distinguishing in your comments that those arrests were not the right people?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think at the time that they made those arrests, we expressed certain skepticism that they had arrested the people who were really responsible for these crimes and felt that there was further serious investigation and action that needed to be taken, and that remains the case today.  

Elise.  

QUESTION:  When you said that you're not deploying into Gaza, is it specifically because there hasn't been action on this or because it's too dangerous with the operations that's going on?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, it's been the security concerns.  Part of the security concerns is the killers are probably still at large.  But I'll double-check on the exact status of projects or things we had underway in Gaza. 

QUESTION:  Do you have anything else or can we -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  I've got one more thing I wanted to say to you.  We talked yesterday about the phone call from the Spanish Foreign Minister to the Secretary of State on the 12th, and I think I told you at the briefing yesterday that this phone call was not about our Ambassador's absence from the ceremonies of Spanish National Day.  That is correct.  It was correct yesterday.  I'm a little dismayed to see some reports today that don't note that fact and print a different story.  

But I would point out as well, the Spanish Foreign Ministry has told us that they have not said in any way that that was what the call was about and, in fact, they are making the same clarification to the Spanish press so that you and the Spanish press can all know that this phone call with Foreign Minister Moratinos the other day was not some kind of protest, it was a phone call to discuss the Middle East, and particularly the situation in Gaza.  

QUESTION:  Did it come up?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, that was the only thing that was discussed in the call.  

QUESTION:  Can we get into the Iran nuclear meeting a little bit?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, the meeting is still going on and you can't get into it.

QUESTION:  Well, who's there?  What countries are there?

MR. BOUCHER:  Everybody is there.  All the G-8 political directors are there, all the G-8 senior officials are there.  

QUESTION:  And who is presiding?  Who is in charge of the U.S.?  There's this question whether Armitage was.

MR. BOUCHER:  Mr. Armitage stopped by at the beginning of the meeting to welcome people and talk a little bit to them, and the meeting is being run by Under Secretary Bolton and Deputy Assistant Secretary Glyn Davies of the European Bureau.

QUESTION:  Okay.

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.

QUESTION:  Richard, when you say presumably the G-8 is there, the EU is there as a G-8 observer, not necessarily a member of the G-8, but are the Dutch there as the president of the G-8?  

MR. BOUCHER:  I didn't eyeball everybody in the room.  It's a standard G-8 configuration and that involves various European representatives.  

QUESTION:  Can we go back to Gaza?  Do you have anything, any comment, any reaction to the Israeli decision to slightly pull back?  

MR. BOUCHER:  Somewhere I do.  

MS. PITTMAN:  It's in the front of your book.

MR. BOUCHER:  Oh, that's right.  It was attached.  Thank you, Susan.  

We have seen the reports, following the reports of -- that say that Prime Minister Sharon has accepted an Israeli Defense Force plan for redeployment in the northern Gaza Strip, as we have said that we would hope the action in the northern Gaza Strip would end quickly.  Therefore, this is news that would be welcome if it's confirmed that they are pulling back.

We think it's important to underscore at this moment, as well, that the Palestinians have a responsibility for ending violence and terror, and particularly for ensuring that this area -- that no area is used for attacks on Israel with rockets, and that the source of those rocket attacks needs to be stopped.  I'll stop with that.

Sir.

QUESTION:  Can we go back to Iran?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yep.

QUESTION:  There are reports out of Vienna that they're seeking security guarantees in order to end their enrichment program.  Do you have anything on that?

MR. BOUCHER:  I have no idea what the Iranians are seeking.  I haven't seen any statements like that, but I think it's quite clear what they need to do to live in harmony with the rest of the international community, and that's comply with the requirements of the Board of Governors.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  Richard, yesterday you guys went to Authorized Departure in Haiti.  Today, the embassy has said it's closed down -- or it's closed today, reopen on Monday but --

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.  The --

QUESTION:  Wait, wait.  But --

MR. BOUCHER:  The situation today is not a security measure though.  I'll explain what it is, but go on.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  All right.  Well, yesterday, after you put out the Travel Warning, which was quite dire in its -- the embassy, the Haitian Embassy, within, like, five minutes of that coming out, put out a statement saying that calm had returned and that everything was fine.  Is that your impression?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, the situation in Port-au-Prince is generally calm this morning.  And the UN stabilization force and the Haitian police are carrying out operations, have carried out various operations overnight that should help contribute to security.  Nonetheless, there are still reports of sporadic gunfire in some areas.

Our concern about the security situation, moving to Authorized Departure for some of our people, is based on the overall situation, not on the -- we can't change it day to day.  It's based on the situation that has developed in recent days and that's what we take into account.  So the potential for this violence to recur we think is still there and we've moved to Authorized Departure.

That, in no way, is any closing of the U.S. Embassy or abandonment of our task.  It's, rather, an opportunity that we give to American employees and their dependents to leave if they should choose so because they feel uncomfortable in Haiti due to the security situation -- acts of political violence, the potential for criminal action and violence against American targets.  So it allows people to leave should they choose to do so.  We don't --

QUESTION:  Well, but just on that point, Richard, the notice today, which says the embassy is closed says --

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.

QUESTION:  -- at the end of it says, points out that it's gone to Authorized Departure and that this is a signal that the U.S. Government fears for the safety of its employees and that U.S. citizens should strongly pay attention to that kind of -- that's not an exact quote, but that's what, basically what it says, so --

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, I think you have the Travel Warning that we issued yesterday.

QUESTION:  No.  It says specifically, Authorized Departure status is something that U.S., private U.S. citizens should look at as a sign of danger.

MR. BOUCHER:  The U.S. citizens in Haiti are urged to consider departing until the situation is stabilized, as travel in Haiti still involves serious risks.  That's the summary.  That is our view.

QUESTION:  No, no.  I'm talking about the Warden Message from the embassy today.

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have the Warden Message, but generally they follow the same pattern.

QUESTION:  Well, this one is unusual because it --

MR. BOUCHER:  The Warden Message is used to inform local Americans in the community of the decisions that we have made.  And as we are in our Travel Warning advising Americans to consider departing, we tell Americans that we have authorized the departure of some of our employees and reiterate our advice that they should be considering departing, that that is a sign.

Now, the closure of the embassy today:  There is a coalition of business organizations in Haiti that includes the American Chamber of Commerce that asks private citizens to stay home today to mark a day of peaceful protest against the recent violence carried out by pro-Aristide supporters.  As a result, most businesses and schools are closed.  Government offices are open, but the embassy is closed today and employees are working from home out of respect for Haitian civil society calls for that day of peaceful reflection.

We will continue our efforts to assist Haiti in its progress towards creating a more secure, stable and democratic government, as well as the ongoing hurricane relief efforts, and we felt it was appropriate to heed the call of civil society for this day of reflection.  And we have, as you know, sent out a Warden Message to that effect to the American community in Haiti.  

QUESTION:  Now there is another thing going on in Haiti which -- well, there are reports that the United States has decided to lift an arms embargo?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have anything -- 

QUESTION:  Again, I don't know if it's -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  I'd have to check and see if there's anything like that.  

QUESTION:  Richard, do you know whether President Aristide is doing anything, one way or the other, urging calm or urging his supporters to -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  I think, as we've said, we generally feel that he, and especially his supporters, have played a very negative role in the recent events and that people associated with him, supporting him or purportedly acting on his -- well, not acting on his behalf but acting in support of him, are responsible for much of the recent violence.  So I think we've said generally the role has been negative.  I'm not aware of anything particular that he has done to try to calm the situation.  

QUESTION:  Richard, has anybody from this government contacted Aristide or any of his kind of close aides to urge him to urge calm to these people?  

MR. BOUCHER:  Don't know.

QUESTION:  Can you check?  

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll try to check and see.

Saul.  

QUESTION:  Brazil has said it's worried that the number of troops being supplied are not enough, their need is getting more urgent.  Is there any consideration being given to the U.S. sending troops back in?  

MR. BOUCHER:  There are a number of countries that are committed already to sending troops and we are working with the Brazilians and other governments to try to facilitate those deployments.  The current troop level stands at 3,103.  The total number of troops that the international community has committed to the stabilization mission is 6,100.  So we have continued to press countries whose troops have not yet arrived to deploy as quickly as possible.  We would expect the troop level to rise to roughly 5,100 by the end of November.  

As more UN forces arrive, the UN Stabilization Force will then have the troops to carry out its mission to support the interim government and maintain law and order.  We think that's a very important task and are therefore working, as I said, with the Haitian Government, with the Brazilians who are leading the force, and with other members of the Stabilization Force to try to make sure the troops get there as soon as possible.  

This is something the Secretary has discussed with the Brazilian Government when he was down there.  It's something that he discusses regularly with the UN Secretary General and something that we're working very closely with the United Nations on.

QUESTION:  So the emphasis is on getting the nations who have made commitments to fulfill those commitments.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  But any consideration to U.S. troops --

MR. BOUCHER:  The emphasis is on getting the nations who have made commitments to get there as soon as possible.  

QUESTION:  New subject?

MR. BOUCHER:  Sure.

QUESTION:  Syria.  Have the joint border patrols actually started on the Syrian-Iraqi border?  And if they haven't, what's the holdup?  

MR. BOUCHER:  We discussed that the other day.  I'd have to -- you'd have to check with the Pentagon as to whether they actually are even envisaging joint border patrols.  The kind of discussions we had was about coordination and communication and steps that each side could take to make sure that its border was secure.  I don't remember, frankly, if there were joint patrols involved between the Iraqis and the Syrians, but that's the kind of military situation on the ground that I don't have information on.  

David.

QUESTION:  Richard, in Zimbabwe, the opposition leader, Morgan Tsvangirai, --

MR. BOUCHER:  Tsvangirai --

QUESTION:  Whatever.  (Laughter.)  Has been acquitted in a treason proceeding and I wonder if you had a reaction.  And is this, are things looking up on the human rights front in Zimbabwe?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, we welcome the acquittal of Morgan Tsvangirai in Zimbabwe.  We would hope that this signals the end of the politically motivated prosecutions, and that it would open the door to constructive dialogue between Zimbabwe's political parties.

Again, this acquittal we see as a positive development and we would hope that it signals the Government of Zimbabwe is ready to approach the upcoming parliamentary elections in the spirit of election guidelines that are prevalent in the region, particularly those of the South African development community.   To do that electoral reforms will be necessary, but unfortunately the electoral reforms that are currently under consideration by the Zimbabwean Government fail to address fundamental flaws in the election environment.

For these parliamentary elections to be free and fair, we think that there are a number of steps that are necessary, including establishing a truly independent election commission, ensuring balanced media access for all the political parties, assuring freedom of assembly and political campaigning and suppressing political violence.  Those are the kind of steps that we are looking for.  If this positive development of the acquittal is to lead to anything better, it's going to have to be followed by serious steps like these for electoral reform.

QUESTION:  Do you know when the elections are?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll get back to you on that.

QUESTION:  Also on elections --

QUESTION:  No, wait.

QUESTION:  Go ahead.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Before George asks if you've been able to make good on your Belarus promise, the -- I'm curious -- you say you hope that this is a signal that the Zimbabwe Government is beginning to end -- this is a court acquittal.

MR. BOUCHER:  A court acquittal.

QUESTION:  Is your opinion of the Zimbabwe justice system so low that you don't think that it's independent at all?  Why do you think that this might be, or why do you hope that this is a sign of the executive of the --

MR. BOUCHER:  Let me say, perhaps it's better expressed:  We hope the executive would take it that way -- would take the opportunity of a judicial decision to acquit Mr. Tsvangirai as an opportunity for the government to do something positive as well in the field of electoral reform.

QUESTION:  Okay.  And last week I had asked you about a proposal, a law there that would ban foreign NGOs, foreign human rights organizations.  I did get an answer later, but you obviously are not happy with this.  But instead of amending it to make it less strict, Mugabe's government has actually made it stricter.  It hasn't gone to parliament yet, but do you have anything on the changes that --

MR. BOUCHER:  We'd have to go back and look at that again.

Sir.

QUESTION:  Mr. Boucher, 

MR. BOUCHER:  Oh.  Can you wait?  We have --

QUESTION:  Yes, yes.

MR. BOUCHER:  George has to remind me of my promise on Belarus.

QUESTION:  You have most skillfully anticipated my question.

MR. BOUCHER:  I see.

QUESTION:  Belarus.

MR. BOUCHER:  Belarus.  Based on the government's persistent and serious infringements of human rights and democracy, we have serious doubts that the election in Belarus will meet international democratic standards.

The authorities have refused to register about 40 percent of the potential parliamentary candidates in this election.  These refusals were largely based on insignificant or alleged errors in the candidates' paperwork, and they were directed disproportionately at opposition candidates.

We support the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe's Office of Democratic Institutions and Human Rights, which has an election observer mission there that is monitoring the parliamentary elections.  We are watching the overall election and referendum process closely.

The U.S. and the European Union have repeatedly called on Belarusian authorities to abide by international standards in conducting elections and referenda.  Unfortunately, Belarusian authorities have not upheld their commitments in the conduct of past referenda and elections.  And accordingly, the -- according to the reports of the Organization of Security and Cooperation in Europe, the current campaign has been marred with irregularities.  

QUESTION:  Did they put a vote on the new resolution concerning Syria?

MR. BOUCHER:  Concerning Syria and Lebanon.

QUESTION:  Yes.

MR. BOUCHER:  Too many tabs.  

Yesterday, the United States and France circulated a draft resolution in the Security Council in response to the Secretary General's October 3rd report on Resolution 1559, which deals with Syria and Lebanon.  The United States, as you know, is fully committed to the implementation of Resolution 1559, and so we and the French have produced a draft that would support that end.  

We believe that the Security Council should commend the Secretary General's report and accept his offer to update the Council by requesting periodic reports.  Further reports by the Secretary General will be an effective means of encouraging fulfillment of the requirements set out in Resolution 1559.

The draft resolution provides for such reports and would reaffirm the Council's resolve in seeing 1559 complied with and implemented.  

We are going to be discussing this text with other Council members in the next few days.  There are consultations scheduled this afternoon, so at this point it's too early to say when the vote might be. 

QUESTION:  The European plan discussed in the G-8 meetings, any details about it?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry?  The -- 

QUESTION:  Concerning Iran.  The European plan.  

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.  No, any information on what the Europeans are proposing that they do would have to come from the Europeans.  And anyway, the meeting is still going on now so I don't have much I can say.  

QUESTION:  Okay.

QUESTION:  Can we stay on Lebanon?  Did you ever get an answer to my question about what the "recent events" were that made people worry about shopping malls? 

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, yeah.  The Warden Message that we issued on October 14th to the U.S. community in Lebanon said, in part, "In light of recent events, U.S. Embassy personnel are exercising greater caution with respect to visits to shopping malls in the Beirut area and recommend American citizens do the same."

The reference to recent events refers to the arrest of Ahmed Miqati by Lebanese officials and the attempted assassination of former Lebanese Minister Marwan Hamade.  

QUESTION:  And did any of those have anything to do with shopping malls?  

MR. BOUCHER:  I think they reflect a certain climate of violence that leads us to concern about areas where people might be congregating.  

QUESTION:  But this is specifically shopping malls, not restaurants or night clubs or whatever they have that people go to.  Why --

MR. BOUCHER:  Again, these are the recent events that are referred to that have raised our level of concern and therefore we put this out.

Sir. 

QUESTION:  Mr. Boucher, Secretary Colin Powell, giving a speech yesterday in front of the entire U.S. Diplomatic Corps, praised only three ambassadors, among them your esteemed Ambassador to Greece, as you told us once upon a time here in the press room, Tom Miller.  May we know the reasons why Tom Miller has been selected to be praised since I am in the process to write a dissertation regarding his era in Greece.?

MR. BOUCHER:  You're going to write a dissertation on Tom Miller?

QUESTION:  A book.  

MR. BOUCHER:  We are very pleased to see that you hold him in the same high regard and esteem that we do.  (Laughter.)  

QUESTION:  I do, but can you answer the question?

MR. BOUCHER:  And that, in fact, is the reason why the Secretary cited him as an example of the excellent work being done around the world by many of our ambassadors.  Tom Miller is a fine example of that and the work that he did with the Government of Greece in ensuring a secure and successful Olympics, for which most of the credit goes to the Greek Government but which we tried to help with, I think is another example of Mr. Miller's many accomplishments as Ambassador to Greece.  

QUESTION:  I do want to open a dialogue with you regarding the Olympic Games, about November 17th, et cetera, et cetera, because you know better than I know what is going on.  But that's the reason for which Mr. Powell has selected Tom Miller to be praised openly in front of the entire Diplomatic Corps, including John Negroponte of Iraq?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think Ambassador Miller is a good example, again, of the fine work being done by many of our ambassadors.  If the Secretary cited everything that all ambassadors have done around the world, we would have been there till midnight, and I'm sure he would have been happy to do so and could think of many.

But Ambassador Miller is a superb example of the kind of diplomats we have representing the United States, and among the recent things that he has worked with the Greek Government on is a safe and secure Olympics, the joint effort, especially the Greek effort to end November 17, and it's just cooperation across the board with Greece.  

QUESTION:  Another question from another subject.  But, Mr. Boucher, you and I made yesterday a written agreement during the briefing.  You stated on the record, answered a bunch of questions regarding FYROM:  "The country is formally known at this point as the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia."  But in the index of your transcript, you violated our agreement and you wrote, with capital letters:  "MACEDONIA, formerly known as Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia."

I am wondering what happened since yesterday.  Any explanation?  What about the index?  Are you going to correct it in the name of diplomacy and history?

(Laughter.)

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll have to check.  

QUESTION:  You will check?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll have to check.

QUESTION:  Okay.

MR. BOUCHER:  Ma'am.

QUESTION:  China's Ambassador for North Korean Affairs met with Deputy Secretary Armitage this morning.  Do you have the readout for their meeting?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have a detailed readout at this point.  The Chinese envoy, Special Envoy for North Korean Affairs, Mr. Ning Fukui, has been visiting with us today.  He's met this morning with Deputy Secretary Armitage, the Assistant Secretary for East Asian Affairs James Kelly and our Special Envoy for North Korea Mr. Joseph DeTrani.

The discussions obviously concerned how to move forward on the talks with North Korea, on the six-party talks, how to get those moving forward again.  But unfortunately, as far as we know, the situation remains stalled with North Korea not prepared to live up to its commitments to come back to talks.  

QUESTION:  Did they talk about only six-party talks or anyone raised the possibility of North Korea's nuclear test or even missile tests?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know what subjects came up.  All of those subjects fit within the context of these talks because the issue is six-party talks to achieve the denuclearization of the peninsula, to achieve an end to North Korea's nuclear weapons programs.

That is the way we see it.  That's what we talk to people about.  And those are the goals, in fact, that have been agreed to by all six parties, including North Korea, at the talks.  The problem, the current problem, is that North Korea is not coming back to the table.  We remain prepared to go at an early date and are happy to express that to the Chinese.

QUESTION:  Has the Chinese envoy been visiting other capitals of the six parties?

MR. BOUCHER:  Don't know.  You'd have to check with the Chinese, but generally, they do keep up their conversations, whether it's Mr. Ning, personally, who's done that or other Chinese who have done it in different meetings.  I don't know.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  Me?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  The other, in addition to the Zarqawi notice, there was another notice in The Federal Register today, which I'm sure you're all, you're up on, yeah, having to do with the lifting of sanctions, FAA-related sanctions on Ethiopia.  Can you look into that since you obviously don't know anything about it and find out?

MR. BOUCHER:  I didn't read that one very carefully, obviously.  I'll look into it and find out.  You might check with the FAA, though.  

QUESTION:  Well now, well, I would except that this is signed by the Secretary and --

MR. BOUCHER:  Is it really?

QUESTION:  Yes.

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay, then I didn't read it very carefully, if at all.

QUESTION:  And the last thing is, do you have anything to say about the five new members of the Security Council?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, they take over on January 1st.  I think the vote was today.  Has it taken place?

QUESTION:  Yes.

MR. BOUCHER:  Oh, okay.  We'll offer our congratulations at the appropriate time.

QUESTION:  What?  Their election isn't the appropriate time?

MR. BOUCHER:  We'll congratulate them today on their election, and we'll congratulate them in January on their membership.

(The briefing was concluded at 12:55 p.m.)

(end transcript)
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MR. BOUCHER: Okay. Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. It's a pleasure to be here. I don't have any more statements or announcements for you. I think you all saw the statement on the Ukrainian election we put out this morning. And I'd be glad to take your questions.

QUESTION: Well, with the awful thing that happened in Baghdad. Indeed, this, apparently, was the first penetration of this highly fortified area. Does this say something about several things, about security measures? Do they have to be reviewed? Does it say something about the war on terror? The Secretary said last night terrorists are finding it harder and harder to find places to hide, although he said Iraq is a tough case. I guess terrorists found a way to get into the compound, though. That's pretty shocking, isn't it?

MR. BOUCHER: As you describe it -- awful events in Baghdad. It's very difficult for the people who are serving there, and certainly we offer our sympathies to the families of the victims of the attacks and our condolences to the families of people who died. I'll give you a rundown on that in a minute.

We also condemn these terrorist attacks. There is an effort that we are making to try to help the Iraqi people rebuild their country, and it's another example of where there are terrorists who want to attack the Iraqis, who want to attack us and want to attack anybody who is trying to establish opportunity and freedom for the Iraqi people. We know that's the situation. There are people who will go out and know that they're serving in dangerous circumstances, but it's obviously very sad and unfortunate when something happens to them or, frankly, when something happens to the Iraqis that we are -- who we are working with in the Green Zone and elsewhere in the country.

It's not the first time that there have been attacks on the Green Zone. Most of the previous attacks have been mortars and things like that. You'll also remember it's not -- that there was an explosive device that was found in so-called Green Zone Café not too long ago as well. So the kind of explosion and damage is new, but it's not the first time that that kind of attack had been carried out or that people have tried to attack the Green Zone, because that is where a lot of this activity related to Iraqi reconstruction is going on.

What we know at this point, there were two explosions inside the Green Zone -- the international zone -- today. One occurred in a place called Vendor's Alley, which is close to the U.S. Embassy and acts as a place where people sell souvenirs, handicrafts and other things. The other took place in what's known as the Green Zone Café. I don't have the details yet of the explosions -- exactly how they occurred, whether suicide bombers or explosive devices.

Embassy personnel at this point have been instructed to remain inside the Embassy complex until further notice. An investigation is underway, and security sweeps are occurring in the area.

Our Embassy in Baghdad reports that four American citizen contractors, members of our security team, were killed in the Vendor's Alley attack.(1) Another contractor was seriously wounded there. Embassy officials are working to determine if there are other private American citizens who sustained injuries in that attack. Two State Department direct hire employees were injured in Vendor's Alley, but their injuries are not life threatening. We also understand that there are Iraqis who were injured in that attack at Vendor's Alley.

In terms of the explosion at the Green Zone Café, there were several U.S. Embassy and Foreign Service National employees who sustained minor injuries in that attack. They received or are receiving medical treatment now. One U.S. citizen, a contractor, again, a member of our security team, was injured in this attack and at least six Iraqis were killed and a number of others wounded in the attack on the café.

I won't give you any more details on the people killed and wounded at this moment. We're still in the process of making sure that their companies and families know and understand what happened.

I do want to emphasize our sympathy and our determination to keep going, that we all know that the work of reconstruction in Iraq is dangerous, that there are some very nasty people who have no respect for human rights -- human life, no respect for the Iraqi people, no respect for the efforts that we're all making to help the Iraqi people. They are out to attack us and the Iraqis and others. And just as the Iraqis have persevered, we intend to persevere and we intend to overcome these difficulties and help Iraqis attain their goals.

QUESTION: On the review issue, obviously, you've got to be looking at things again. But does this call for -- it's maybe too early -- but does this call for an overhaul, some --

MR. BOUCHER: I think it's much too early to start speculating on that until one knows a little more about, you know, how these attacks occurred, how they got in. I'm sure every time there is an incident like this, we automatically look for what we can to improve security for everybody who lives and works in these areas. And I'm sure the Embassy will be doing that, along with the military and others who have security responsibilities for that area. But it's premature to start speculating about what kind of changes might be necessary, whether they're major or minor.

QUESTION: And the Zarqawi claims, Zarqawi group claim?

MR. BOUCHER: We've seen the claim. I don't think I have any evidence to say one way or the other for sure that it is that group.

QUESTION: Richard, can I just -- you said that the total in the two attacks: four U.S. citizens killed and --

MR. BOUCHER: And six --

QUESTION: -- three wounded?

MR. BOUCHER: Four U.S. citizens killed and six Iraqis killed in the two attacks.(2) The number of injured is -- well, there was one person seriously injured at Vendor's Alley, and another contractor who was injured at the Green Zone Café and then in addition to that, there were several Embassy employees, two at Vendor's Alley and several more in the Green Zone who had minor injuries that are being treated.

QUESTION: Okay, but you don't have a number for --

MR. BOUCHER: And I don't have a number for Iraqis who were wounded, either.

QUESTION: Okay. So --

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah.

QUESTION: All right. Can we move on to another subject?

QUESTION: On --

MR. BOUCHER: On this?

QUESTION: Yeah. Bret Stephens, who is the editor-in-chief of the Jerusalem Post, wrote an op-ed today in the Wall Street Journal suggesting implicitly that maybe the United States is not learning the lessons from Israel in fighting a widespread insurgency. Could you tell us if there is any kind of cooperation, coordination or -- between the two on --

MR. BOUCHER: No, I'm afraid I wouldn't be able to do that. I don't have anything on that.

Yeah. Okay, Saul.

QUESTION: To take you back to your statement on Ukraine, you mentioned some of the violations that are going on inside Ukraine with the election. Are you at all concerned about influence from outside, from Russia, basically tacitly endorsing the Kuchma candidate?

MR. BOUCHER: I don't -- I don't think I want to add to what's in the statement. Our concerns are quite clearly expressed in the statement and they relate principally to the way the election is being conducted inside Ukraine and some of the restrictions that have been placed on information and on politicking and things like that, and the importance that we attach to authorities in Ukraine conducting a fair and free election. That's been something that we have said is their responsibility, and the Secretary in his meetings and discussions on Ukraine with Ukrainian officials and others has consistently made clear the importance that we attach to that free and fair elections. So that's -- I think that's where the emphasis is now.

QUESTION: And was there any kind of warning to Ukraine that this statement was coming out? I'm wondering how they respond to such criticism.

MR. BOUCHER: I don't know if there was a warning on this specific statement. They certainly are quite clear on our views because we've raised those through our Embassy, in public through various visitors, travel and meetings. So we've very consistently, I think, made clear our views of the importance of there being a free and fair election in Ukraine and our concerns that there were things that didn't point in that direction.

QUESTION: And how do they generally respond? Does it, in any way, affect their military cooperation? They've given troops to Iraq.

MR. BOUCHER: I will leave it to them to respond to that. I think they do understand our concerns and express, at least in general terms, their hope for a free and internationally recognized election. What we're saying is the facts on the ground don't point in that direction at this point and tend to contradict their general statements like that.

Our appreciation, certainly, for their involvement in Iraq has been made clear. We do appreciate Ukraine's contributions. They have one of the largest contingents in Iraq, approximately 1,600 troops. They don't have forces in Afghanistan, but they provided overflight clearances for aircraft that are going to Afghanistan.

I guess what I'd have to say, though, is the contributions to the security endeavors that are good for Ukraine, good for us, good for many others in the world, they don't exonerate Ukraine's leadership from the responsibility that they have to Ukrainian citizens to uphold democracy and human rights commitments, including holding an election that meets international standards.

We have always felt that part of the fight to end terrorism, part of the fight to build security for all of us, is by strengthening democracy and opening up opportunity for people around the world, within our own nations but also in terms of many things that we and others have done to expand freedom in the world. The President's speech at the United Nations this year was all about that.

And so we think that meeting -- standing up for one's security obligations in terms of participating in these coalitions to fight terrorism or defend freedom for others is very important and deserves credit and appreciation; at the same time, it should go hand in hand with efforts to expand freedom domestically as well.

QUESTION: Richard, can I, just (inaudible) was this -- you're probably aware that your Acting Assistant Secretary, your DRL guy, was in Warsaw today at an OSCE meeting and made almost identical comments to what you just said in the statement earlier.

MR. BOUCHER: What a surprise. What a surprise.

QUESTION: Is this a coordinated thing to give them kind of a one-two punch?

MR. BOUCHER: I think it's a coordinated thing to give them a consistent message so that they can understand very clearly our views.

QUESTION: I meant just today. Why today, as opposed to maybe tomorrow, since the election is not until the 31st?

MR. BOUCHER: Well, we wanted to do it in advance of the election so that there would be attention paid to this, perhaps room for improvement, but certainly to draw attention to this matter before we get to the actual election and because of the way we do see things shaping up. There are going to be a lot of observers going in for the election as well -- OSCE observers, I think, something like 600, who are going in -- and the United States has contributed to support that. There is also a lot of domestic observers, as many as 10,000.

So part of the effort to get our views out at the OSCE and to get our views out, more generally, to the public here is to inform people who are looking at these elections, including the various observers from OSCE and elsewhere, of the kind of concerns that we have and the things to watch out for.

QUESTION: Okay. And if you had addressed this while I was gone, did both of -- both you and -- I can't remember his name -- but the acting Assistant Secretary for Democracy and Human Rights and Labor talk about the warnings about possible consequences? Did you address that in an earlier question?

MR. BOUCHER: We can't address it in any more details at this point. We'll certainly, if it's necessary, we'll certainly review our various options after the elections.

QUESTION: Okay.

QUESTION: Change subject?

MR. BOUCHER: Okay.

QUESTION: I have not seen the statement you put out this morning. But I remember the U.S. Ambassador of Ukraine was here and briefed us -- oh, I don't know -- a month or so ago, and mentioned that a number of prominent Americans were going to Kiev to stress the importance of a free and fair election. Do you have a list of names of people who have gone out there?

MR. BOUCHER: Let me see if I have: Defense Secretary Rumsfeld, Deputy Secretary Armitage, USAID Administrator Natsios, the OPIC President, I understand former President Bush, former Secretary Albright, former National Security Advisor Brzezinski, Richard Holbrooke, General Clark, Senator Lugar, Senator McCain have all visited Ukraine since February, and I think it demonstrates how wide a spectrum of people in the United States care about Ukraine but care about democracy in Ukraine and care about having a free election in Ukraine.

QUESTION: Speaking of elections in that area, do you have anything to say about the referendum -- new to say about the referendum in Belarus that's going to be happening this weekend?

MR. BOUCHER: I don't think I have anything new. We did a statement on it, though, right?

QUESTION: That's why I'm asking.

MR. CASEY: We did something a while ago.

QUESTION: Yes, that's why I'm asking if there is anything new, since it's three days away. No?

MR. BOUCHER: No.

QUESTION: Richard --

MR. BOUCHER: But I'll remember three days before the Ukrainian election to have something new.

QUESTION: The election is this weekend?

MR. BOUCHER: It's -- I think Matt's right. It's at the end of the month.

QUESTION: No, it's the 17th. Ukraine is --

QUESTION: 17th?

MR. BOUCHER: Yes.

QUESTION: This is the 14th.

MR. BOUCHER: Thank you. 14th, yeah.

QUESTION: Could you have a fresh guidance on this for tomorrow?

MR. BOUCHER: (Laughter.) About Ukraine or Belarus?

QUESTION: Belarus.

MR. BOUCHER: We will have the old wine in a new bottle, yes. (Laughter.)

Okay, sir.

QUESTION: Richard, I have a question. Extensively, you spoke about the Iranian nuclear reactor within the last day or two, and also Secretary Powell has extensively spoken concerning that, and Russia today say that they have finished work on the nuclear reactor and are waiting for a signed agreement with Tehran with respect to the spent fuel rods, returning them to Russia at each juncture when they're spent.

Does Russia have any responsibility in this interim period, and especially if it slips beyond November? In other words, would the nuclear scientists in Tehran just start using that reactor to enrich the fuel without any safeguards?

MR. BOUCHER: Well, but slow down. They can't enrich fuel unless they get the fuel, and the import of what you're telling me is the Russian announcement -- I haven't seen it myself, but I do know that has been Russian policy now. And as you know, we've worked hard for a long time with the international community to get people to understand our concerns about development of the Iranian nuclear program.

The Russians have, in the past, had a lot of cooperation there, cooperation that we thought was being used as a cover for nuclear weapons activities; and progressively, over time, the Russians have cut off some of those specific exchanges and they've now adopted a position, which we think is a very positive one, which is that they are willing to supply fuel for the reactor only if it's under international standards and safeguards and, second of all, that the fuel will be returned to Russia after it was spent.

And so it's another example, really, of where the international community does share our concerns about Iran and has come to share our concerns about Iran. And it's another example of the kind of benefits and opportunities that the Iranians are missing out on by not cooperating with the international community on nuclear safeguards and controls.

QUESTION: Do you have new guarantees from Russia that the new fuel rods, unused, are inactive and not at that facility now?

MR. BOUCHER: I think, well, I don't know the exact status of the facility. I wasn't aware that there were any fuel rods there at this point.

QUESTION: I don't know.

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah.

QUESTION: Richard, can you explain to us why your Ambassador to Spain blew off the Spanish National Day parade and give us a brief readout of the Foreign Minister's call to Secretary Powell complaining about this?

MR. BOUCHER: The Foreign Minister didn't call Powell to complain about this.

QUESTION: But Spanish media says that -- why, he called him about something else?

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah.

QUESTION: (Laughter.) And did this come up?

MR. BOUCHER: Not that I know of.

QUESTION: Well, apparently, the Foreign Minister said that it was a diplomatic discourt -- it was not diplomatic, wasn't in keeping with diplomatic courtesy. The Spanish appear to be pretty upset about this, and think -- and perhaps you can dispel this -- that the reason that the Ambassador didn't go was because the new Spanish -- the Spanish Government disinvited U.S. soldiers from participating in --

MR. BOUCHER: I'm aware of all the stories and the discussion of this. I do think the best explanation of this is probably going to come from our Embassy in Spain. I'll leave it to the Ambassador to explain why he was not able to attend.

QUESTION: Well, yeah, that would be fine, if, in fact, you can confirm that the Spanish Foreign Minister didn't raise this issue with Secretary Powell in a phone call.

MR. BOUCHER: I'll double-check and make sure.

Yeah.

QUESTION: Do you have any comment on the allegation -- I'm sorry, did you --

MR. BOUCHER: There was a lady behind you who's been waiting, but go ahead.

QUESTION: I apologize for going --

MR. BOUCHER: Go ahead. We're working our way back.

QUESTION: It's okay.

MR. BOUCHER: Patient people sit in the back. Go ahead, Said.

QUESTION: Are you aware of the allegation that while former Secretary of State James Baker is working so hard to convince people to forgo the debt, you know, Iraqi debts, that his group, the Carlyle Group, is, in fact, trying to, you know --

MR. BOUCHER: I think there's been a considerable amount of explanation by Carlyle Group. I don't have anything to say on that. I think that's not a matter that we're directly responsible for. But there is more than -- more out there from Baker and his group.

QUESTION: There's also -- just to add, there's also apparently the Albright Group are doing the same thing. They're telling the Kuwaitis that we will get your money back. Have you talked with them not to interfere in this process?

MR. BOUCHER: I don't know that we've talked to either one of them, but -- I mean, either one of the groups.

QUESTION: Right.

MR. BOUCHER: Certainly, the effort that Secretary Baker made was to get international agreement that there would be substantial reduction of debt. We are continuing to carry that forward. We have been in -- I'm sorry -- very close touch with other members of the Paris Club, working rather intensely this month with the Iraqis and members of the Paris Club to try to get a foundation for that substantial reduction of debt, and we're proceeding on the way.

It was a major subject of discussion at the Iraqi donors conference in Tokyo, although not the principal subject of discussion, and so I think we continue to work very hard to try to achieve that kind of reduction of Iraqi debt.

QUESTION: Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah.

QUESTION: The Middle East.

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah.

QUESTION: We hear there's a conflict between Sharon and his military generals concerning the operations going in Gaza, so do you have any reaction on that?

And just one more thing, also: Blair, yesterday, said that nothing will be going on in the Middle East, nothing will be achieved until the end of the U.S. elections. So do you think if, like, we wait until the end of the U.S. elections --

MR. BOUCHER: I'm sorry, Sharon and his generals is not a subject for the United States.

QUESTION: Yeah, but you --

MR. BOUCHER: We're neither Sharon nor his generals. And who was it that said nothing's going to happen?

QUESTION: Blair.

MR. BOUCHER: Blair?

QUESTION: Yeah.

MR. BOUCHER: I don't think I saw comments like that. Certainly we're always looking for opportunities to make progress.

QUESTION: Richard, perhaps --

MR. BOUCHER: Hang on.

QUESTION: -- a little different point of view, which is that over a week ago, the Secretary said that he hoped that the Israelis would be wrapping up their operations in Gaza soon. It's now been more than a week, as you know. The situation doesn't seem to have gotten much better. Five more Palestinians were killed today.

What is -- what's the U.S. view of what's going on?

MR. BOUCHER: Our view is essentially the same, that we do believe the Israelis have a right to self-defense and that they should do that in a manner that concludes as quickly as possible and that minimizes any loss of civilian life or humanitarian consequences.

We have continued to make these concerns known to the Government of Israel, concerns about the incursion, and continue to urge them to minimize humanitarian consequences; at the same time, make clear once again we are urging all the parties, including Israelis and Palestinians, to exercise maximum restraint and to take measures to -- particularly the Palestinians to take measures to end the violence and terror, avoid actions that escalate tensions or make more difficult the restoration of calm. So that's a view that we've consistently expressed to the parties.

QUESTION: Well, are you disappointed that it hasn't -- that the Israelis haven't wrapped it up?

MR. BOUCHER: I think our view is known and we continue to express it. I'm not going to try to characterize feelings.

QUESTION: Well, do you still hope that --

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah, we still hope that they can conclude the operation as soon as possible and that they can do so without -- with a minimum loss of harm to the civilian population. We have made clear, as the Secretary made clear last week, that the firing of rockets into Israel is a terrible action that has cost lives repeatedly over time, and that that needs to end. The Palestinians have a responsibility here, too, to stop that kind of activity and control the violence.

QUESTION: A follow-up?

MR. BOUCHER: Okay, sir. A follow-up.

QUESTION: But today Sharon said that the operation will continue. Does that mean he, in fact, responded to Secretary Powell's hope?

MR. BOUCHER: I don't know. You'd have to ask him if he was responding or just stating a fact.

QUESTION: Richard, Ariel Sharon has announced that he would like to begin the pullout from Gaza in May, and yet, at the same time, there will be a vote in the Israeli parliament October 25th. Now, if that were to all occur, Sharon's under pressure to -- from, I guess, the right wing hardliners. Is there any contingency if his government falls?

MR. BOUCHER: Israeli politics, whether it's the political aspects of moving forward on the disengagement plan or whether it's the formation or whatever happens to the government, that's a matter for Israelis to decide and not something the United States gets involved in, nor do we intend to get involved in that.

We have made clear that we continue to look at the disengagement plan as an opportunity to move forward, to move forward for the Palestinians in terms of the actual real return of control over territory and the end of settlement activity in Gaza in a way that would be unprecedented in terms of the agreements that have been reached between Israelis and Palestinians in the past; and second of all, that the return of settlements in the West Bank offers the appropriate linkage to moving forward on the roadmap, to meaning, showing that this is a step along the way towards resolution of the larger issues as well.

So we continue to see that opportunity. We continue to look for ways to move forward. We have continued to work with the international community on that. How the Israeli Government moves it internally through their political process is up to them.

Yeah. Nicholas.

QUESTION: Richard, is there more clarity today on the Deputy Secretary's presence or absence at that meeting tomorrow?

MR. BOUCHER: Nope. No, I don't have anything specific at this point. I think at this point I have to wait for him to get back and ask him in the morning.

QUESTION: Just back on Gaza for a second. You said, "We have continued to make these concerns known to both sides." Do you know -- are you aware of any recent high-level contact about --

MR. BOUCHER: Through our Embassy, at this point it's largely -- well, it is -- it's a matter of our diplomatic representatives at the Embassy in Tel Aviv and the Consulate General in Jerusalem.

QUESTION: Okay, so there hasn't been anything that you're aware of?

MR. BOUCHER: If you're asking about phone calls from the Secretary, no.

QUESTION: Richard, former head of the Mossad, Yossi Alpher was in town on Tuesday, and he said it really is unrealistic now to talk about conflict resolution and that what we should have is really conflict management, and that the separation plan comes within that, which means, you know, not to be hopeful towards accomplishing the roadmap or the two-sate solution and so on. Have you heard anything about this? Are you talking about a conflict management --

MR. BOUCHER: I just gave you the U.S. view that we are looking for ways to move forward on the roadmap, on the overall issues. We think that's very important. That is the view that the Israeli Government continues to express. I know there's a ton and a half of different views in Israel, and they're all being expressed by present, former and other officials, but the view of the Israeli Government, as expressed by the Prime Minister, is he wants to move forward on this and he sees it as a step to move forward to the larger issues so the President's vision and that the roadmap is the way to get there. That's the view that we continue to see from the Israeli Government and we intend to work with them and act on that to try to achieve whatever progress we can.

QUESTION: Your Embassy in Lebanon put out a Warden Message this morning telling people to take extra care in shopping malls around Beirut -- in and around Beirut. It's a rather brief notice, and it just says that they should do this "due to recent events." And I have tried without success to find out what recent events it refers to, which I don't think is an unfair or un -- you know, it's a relevant question. Does it have to do with the arrest of the possible -- the plot against the Italian Embassy? Does it have to do with the UN Security Council resolution on Lebanon/Syria? Can you take that possibly and find out --

MR. BOUCHER: And see if I can try unsuccessfully to find out as well?

QUESTION: Well, I mean, I presume that you would have better success than I would.

MR. BOUCHER: Well, I'll race you.

QUESTION: Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER: Okay. Go ahead.

QUESTION: Pakistan. There's been a bill passed in the lower house of parliament that gives Musharraf scope to break his pledge. He said he will step down as army chief by the end of the year. Do you urge him to stick to his pledge?

MR. BOUCHER: We have continued to express our belief that Pakistan's long-term interest is to continue its transition to a fully functioning democracy. We expect to see continuing progress towards this goal, which is central to Pakistan becoming a moderate and modern state. But the specific issue here is for Pakistanis to resolve and through democratic means.

So we are urging Pakistan to continue to make progress on its transition to a full and sustainable democracy with free and fair multiparty parliamentary elections as scheduled in 2007. We want these elections to meet international standards, and we want to see Pakistan in the meantime strengthen judiciary and parliament to enable political parties to operate freely and increase transparency.

President Musharraf regularly affirms his vision of Pakistan's progress towards democracy. That's a vision that we share and we'll continue to encourage him to move in that direction.

QUESTION: Your statement began saying, basically, that Pakistan has begun this process. Watch this is tricky.

MR. BOUCHER: Yeah.

QUESTION: Can the process continue, even if Musharraf is not the President? He marked the major turning point, but is he the only known democratic figure who could be the President of Pakistan?

MR. BOUCHER: I'm not deciding who's going to be the President of Pakistan.

QUESTION: No, I'm not saying that. But is it a one-man, democratic rule --

MR. BOUCHER: That's not for us to do.

QUESTION: -- or is --

MR. BOUCHER: We have worked very closely with President Musharraf. We have praised his intentions and the steps he has taken and the progress that has been made towards a more democratic society in Pakistan. We have encouraged further progress. We have encouraged him to continue to make further progress. So that's where we are.

QUESTION: Yeah, I guess I'm asking whether it's ingrained enough so quickly so that it's irreversible and doesn't rest on one man.

MR. BOUCHER: That's the kind of political commentary I'll leave to you guys.

QUESTION: But do you believe he should step down as army chief?

MR. BOUCHER: Our view is that Pakistan needs to continue to make progress towards democracy. Whether they take -- whether he takes this specific step is something that's going to have to be decided in Pakistan.

Steve.

QUESTION: What, so you have no opinion on it?

QUESTION: Can you be a little more specific about how that concern about Pakistan continuing on that path has been expressed to Pakistani officials?

I ask because when President Bush met with General Musharraf at the United Nations General Assembly, I think there was -- the briefer said that it wasn't raised by the President. I might be mistaken about that.

MR. BOUCHER: Well --

QUESTION: Anyway, can you --

MR. BOUCHER: -- you'd better check with the White House on that because I think maybe the specific issue of the uniform, as its known, was not raised at that meeting. But I think -- if I remember the briefing correctly -- there was some discussion of the importance of movement towards democracy for Pakistan and elsewhere, and certainly that has been one of the President's major themes. It's a theme and an issue that we take up in just about every discussion with the Pakistanis. Certainly, the Secretary talked to the Pakistani Foreign Minister about it whenever he meets and our Embassy is very active too.

QUESTION: Richard, are you trying to suggest that you have no opinion on this matter?

MR. BOUCHER: I'm trying to suggest that we've said before we thought it would be a good step, but that progress towards democracy in Pakistan doesn't rise -- doesn't rest solely on this step, that there is -- we continue to encourage progress and we continue to encourage Pakistanis to look for ways to make progress.

QUESTION: So you are not necessarily opposed to him staying on?

MR. BOUCHER: Our view is that the Pakistanis need to continue to find ways to make progress.

QUESTION: Well, it sounds as if this is a significant change.

MR. BOUCHER: No, I wouldn't say so. We've always encouraged Pakistan to make steps towards democracy. We have seen -- when this potential step of relinquishing his military titles was discussed, we said, yes, that would be a good thing.

QUESTION: Do you still think it would be a good thing?

MR. BOUCHER: We still think it would be a good thing, but the decision on whether to do it or not is going to be his; and in the meantime, we continue to encourage all sorts of steps towards their moving in the direction of democracy.

QUESTION: Well, can you say it's not a good thing that he hasn't done it? (Laughter.) I'm serious.

MR. BOUCHER: Charlie, I'm not going to try to say things like that at this point. They have passed a law. President Musharraf has not announced what he is going to do. And as I said, we look for all sorts of ways. We encourage all sorts of ways in moving more -- in more democratic directions. We praise what they have done so far, and we'll continue to encourage them to take further steps in the future.

QUESTION: Can you say if his staying on in office as a general is compatible with Pakistan's move toward democracy?

MR. BOUCHER: That's the same question I've just been asked five times. I don't have anything new to say than what I told your colleagues.

QUESTION: But you do recall, Richard, that he came to power in a coup?

MR. BOUCHER: I do recall that, yes.

QUESTION: Okay.

MR. BOUCHER: Yes.

QUESTION: And that the time, you said it was a bad thing?

MR. BOUCHER: Yes, it was a bad thing.

QUESTION: And then that he is significantly rehabilitating himself?

MR. BOUCHER: And steps toward democracy are good things and we'll continue to encourage them.

QUESTION: But you are not prepared to say that this is a fundamental component of a step toward democracy?

MR. BOUCHER: Steps toward democracy are good things and we'll continue to encourage them. That's as simple as I can say what our view is.

QUESTION: Without saying what you really think?

(Laughter.)

QUESTION: Mr. Boucher, when the Secretary of Defense or any other Secretary are signing bilateral agreements, did you check before the format of the text from a diplomatic point of view?

MR. BOUCHER: (Laughter.) Do you want to be more specific in your question?

QUESTION: What is the position?

MR. BOUCHER: Yes.

QUESTION: Yes, I raise the question because Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, the other day, signed in Skopje a bilateral cooperation agreement not using the appropriate name of the country, which, in this particular case, as you know, is FYROM. And I'm wondering why and give us an explanation.

MR. BOUCHER: We have signed various agreements with the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, commonly known as Macedonia. And, but I think those agreements have taken various forms.

QUESTION: I was told also that the Coordinator of Cyprus, Under Secretary Laura Kennedy, is out of the country and I'm wondering if she's going to visit Nicosia, too. Do you know?

MR. BOUCHER: I, frankly, don't know.

Yeah.

QUESTION: And the last question. It's true that for your presidential election November 2nd you proposed and accepted the presence of international observers, and I'm wondering why and if you can comment on why.

MR. BOUCHER: The Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe routinely sends observers to countries who are members, including the United States. We are a member who are having elections. That has been a very normal practice for many countries that we have encouraged, and they are doing so in the case of the U.S. elections.

I think they have a team that's going to be headed by a Swiss representative and they're welcome. They're going to look at our elections and I'm sure, like many, many people in the world and in the United States, they'll express their opinions.

QUESTION: But did you accept that before, or it's happened for the first time?

MR. BOUCHER: I think this is the first time. Right?

MR. CASEY: There have been observers at the 2002 congressional elections as well as the special election, the governor recall election in California.

MR. BOUCHER: Okay, there you go. You get the full details from Tom. There have been observers at the 2002 congressional election as well as the California recall election.

QUESTION: The same issue keeps coming up about (inaudible) the other day and I didn't have an answer.

MR. BOUCHER: The what issue?

QUESTION: The name of that place that's next to other places in the Balkans. Do you have a desk here for that country? And is the desk officer the desk officer for the Former Yugoslav Republic of -- or is he the desk officer, or she the desk officer of Macedonia?

MR. BOUCHER: Barry, as you know, we do this periodically, maybe every couple of months, sometimes every week here.

QUESTION: Well, I'm sorry.

MR. BOUCHER: The country is formally known at this point as The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia.

QUESTION: Okay.

MR. BOUCHER: It's commonly known as Macedonia. We generally refer to it as Macedonia because everybody knows where that is.

Okay. Sir.

QUESTION: Referring to Taiwan's President Chen's speech, in which national type speech in which he called for resumption of cross-Strait talks, China sees it quite differently from the United States and regarding it as a provocation rather than an opportunity for dialogue. Do you have any comment on that?

And secondly, there are new reports on Taiwan's old nuclear program. Do you have any new information or comment on that?

MR. BOUCHER: On the first question, I'd just repeat what we said. We looked at the speech. We thought it was constructive. We thought it was a welcome and constructive message that offered some creative ideas to reduce tension and resume cross-Straits dialogue, and we have urged both sides, we will continue to urge both sides to take the opportunity to engage in dialogue in order to resolve the differences peacefully.

As far as the question of Taiwan's nuclear activity, I think you're dealing with reports about things that happened in the 1970s and 1980s. The International Atomic Energy Agency, I think, is currently looking into these questions to evaluate Taiwan's history, just as the International Atomic Energy Agency does with others.

QUESTION: But the U.S. has no opinion on it? It's sort of like South Korea back in the '70s. You have no -- when you were able to verify that back then they did experiment, you can't do that in this case?

MR. BOUCHER: Well, I think it's known that in the '70s they worked under IAEA supervision and safeguards on plutonium at some point. At this point, I think it's in the hands of the IAEA to look at this, look at the history, and we'll see what they report to the Board of Governors, if anything.

Yeah.

QUESTION: Richard, tomorrow in Zimbabwe, the verdict in the trial of the opposition leader whose name I can't pronounce is going to be announced. You have been quite critical of this process as it has moved through a court. I'm wondering if you have anything to say now.

MR. BOUCHER: I don't have anything today. We'll see if there's something to say tomorrow.

QUESTION: And then my last one. Now that they've elected a new king in Cambodia, I presume that you're ready to believe that Sihanouk did abdicate and you might have something to say about it.

MR. BOUCHER: Well, we do note that Prince Sihamoni has been designated by Cambodia's Throne Council to be Cambodia's next king following the abdication of King Sihanouk on October 7th.

We understand that King Sihanouk will continue as monarch until Prince Sihamoni's formal coronation. The date for the coronation has not yet been announced. The selection of Prince Sihamoni to succeed the King was conducted in an orderly fashion through the country's established institutions.

QUESTION: You don't have anything to say about your old sparring partner, the King? The ex-King, or soon-to-be ex-King?

MR. BOUCHER: I will make the appropriate statements when it's time, when the ex-King becomes the ex-King.

QUESTION: Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER: When the present King becomes the ex-King, I guess.

QUESTION: Thank you.

(The briefing was concluded at 1:35 p.m.)

--------------------

(1)(2)After the briefing we received corrected figures on the number of deaths in these two attacks. The total number of confirmed deaths in both attacks is five -- four in Vendor's Alley and one at the Green Zone Cafe. Of these five confirmed deaths, three were American citizen contractors killed at Vendor's Alley. In addition to these five confirmed deaths, another American citizen contractor who was at Vendor's Alley at the time of the explosion is missing and presumed dead.

(end transcript)
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Text: Bush Sends Ramadan Greeting to Muslims Around the World

(President says Islam is a religion of peace) (200)

President Bush sends warm greetings to Muslims in the United States and around the world on the start of Ramadan, the Muslim holy month.

Following is the White House text:

(begin text)

The White House

Washington, D.C.

October 14, 2004

I send warm greetings to Muslims in the United States and around the world as they begin observance of Ramadan, the holiest season in their faith.

Ramadan commemorates the revelation of the Qur'an to Muhammed.  By teaching the importance of compassion, justice, mercy, and peace, the Qur'an has guided many millions of believers across the centuries.  Today, this holy time is still set aside for Muslims to remember their dependence on God through fasting and prayer, and to show charity to those in need.

American history has taught us to welcome the contributions of men and women of all faiths, for we share the fundamental values of religious freedom, love of family, and gratitude to God.  Americans who practice the Islamic faith enrich our society and help our nation build a better future.

Laura joins me in sending our best wishes.

(Signed) George W. Bush

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: Roundtable on Religious Freedom Points to Progress, Concerns

(State Department, Congress co-hosted session on Europe and Eurasia) (470)

The State Department described in the following media note a meeting October 5 of the Roundtable on Religious Freedom in Europe and Eurasia:

(begin text)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

October 15, 2004

MEDIA NOTE

ROUNDTABLE ON RELIGIOUS FREEDOM IN EUROPE AND EURASIA POINTS TO PROGRESS AND CONTINUING CONCERNS IN THE REGION

On Tuesday, October 5, representatives of the State Department and Congress co-hosted the annual Roundtable on Religious Freedom in Europe and Eurasia.  These roundtables bring together faith-based organizations, human rights groups, the U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom, congressional staff, and government officials to review recent developments.

The Roundtable was co-chaired by A. Elizabeth Jones, Assistant Secretary of State for European and Eurasian Affairs; John V. Hanford III, Ambassador-at-Large for International Religious Freedom; and Representative Benjamin L. Cardin (D-MD), ranking member of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe and member of the Congressional Human Rights Caucus.  The session was held through arrangement with the office of Senator 

Gordon Smith (R-OR).

Participants highlighted partnership between government, non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and multilateral organizations.  Panelists discussed problems in Uzbekistan related to religious expression and registration of religious groups, and praised some recent improvements in Turkmenistan, while noting that the environment still is challenging for many groups.  The situation in both these countries is being closely monitored.

No countries in the Europe-Eurasia region are now listed as "countries of particular concern" in the Department's International Religious Freedom Report and conditions in Western and Central Europe are generally better for religious practice.  Nonetheless, restrictive registration rules in some countries still keep some smaller groups from enjoying all the benefits enjoyed by the mainstream faiths.  The Balkans and the Caucasus also merit attention.  Most attendees agreed freedom of religion has improved in Russia; however, recent Russian clampdowns on media and certain NGOs are cause for concern that human rights and freedoms in general are becoming more and more restricted.  Increased anti-Semitism in some European nations remains a cause of concern.  Governments have responded well in terms of public statements and increased security, and the U.S., through bilateral discussions and within the context of multilateral organizations such as the OSCE, is urging governments to do more in the areas of education and prevention.

The U.S. intervenes publicly and privately with other governments both on the general state of religious freedom and on specific instances of repression, using a combination of bilateral discussions and multilateral fora.  The U.S. does more than urge governments to live up to international commitments; through public diplomacy and small grants programs, the U.S. seeks to foster broader regional understanding of the importance of religious freedom.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Deems Human Rights Essential to Peace, Stability, Prosperity

(Amb. Larry Napper makes final statement at OSCE human rights meeting) (1360)

The United States views human rights and democratization as essential to peace, stability and economic cooperation, said Ambassador Larry Napper, the head of the U.S. delegation to the Human Dimension Implementation Meeting in Warsaw, Poland, October 15.

Delivering his final statement to the two-week long conference sponsored by the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), Napper stressed the importance of the human dimension in OSCE's work.

The OSCE chairman-in-office needs to build on the momentum of recent conferences by appointing personal representative on anti-Semitism and a personal representative on racism, xenophobia, and discrimination, he said. 

Napper expressed disappointment that for the fifth year in a row, the government of Turkmenistan sent no representatives to the meeting. 

Looking ahead to 2005, he mentioned several issues that deserve attention at OSCE events, including migration and integration; protection of religious freedom in the fight against terrorism; new election technologies such as electronic voting; and the role of defense lawyers. He recommended that tolerance also remain on the OSCE's agenda for 2005 and welcomed Spain's offer to host an event on the topic in Cordoba. 

The annual OSCE Human Dimension Implementation meeting reviews the implementation of commitments in the areas of human rights and democracy by OSCE participating states.

Following is the text of Napper's statement:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE 

Warsaw, Poland 

October 15, 2004

FINAL STATEMENT

AS DELIVERED BY AMBASSADOR LARRY NAPPER, HEAD OF DELEGATION, TO THE HUMAN DIMENSION IMPLEMENTATION MEETING

Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

It has been 15 years since the fall of the Iron Curtain, which divided East and West and deprived so many people of democracy and the freedoms of expression, association, religion, and movement.  However, today there are still people throughout the OSCE region who struggle -- sometimes at great risk to their personal safety or the safety of their loved ones -- for fundamental freedoms and human rights.  It has been our job at this meeting to listen to the concerns of these human rights defenders and to support their work in the name of democracy and common security.

In that regard, we are disappointed by the absence, for the fifth year, of any representatives of the Government of Turkmenistan at this meeting.  We welcome the participation of several NGOs from Turkmenistan.  It is essential that human rights advocates have the right to leave and return to their countries in safety when they participate in meetings such as these.  It is also crucial that the OSCE participating States support this right, remain engaged on developments in Turkmenistan, and continue to urge Turkmenistan to implement the recommendations in the report of the Moscow Mechanism Rapporteur.  If the Government does not hear us, we trust the people of Turkmenistan will.

Mr. Chairman, the Human Dimension is important to peace, stability and economic cooperation in the OSCE region.  The U.S. welcomes proposals to enhance and develop initiatives in the political-military and economic-environmental dimensions.  However, we will not pursue them at the expense of human rights and democratization, lest we begin to erode an indispensable pillar which has made the OSCE so strong. Thankfully, the three dimensions are neither competing nor mutually exclusive.

All 55 participating States agreed at the Istanbul Summit in 1999 and last year in the OSCE "Strategy to Address Threat to Security and Stability in the 21st Century" that "respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms, democracy and the rule of law is at the core of the OSCE's comprehensive concept of security." There are no double standards in OSCE commitments or activities related to democracy and human rights; all OSCE participating States voluntarily pledged to uphold the same commitments that comprise a single standard for all.  Ensuring compliance with those commitments should be welcomed as a vital part of the OSCE's core mission.  In this regard, we welcome the vigorous statement this morning in support of the OSCE issued by over 100 NGOs from the OSCE region.  It is a concrete manifestation of the contribution that civil society can make in all OSCE participating States and to the OSCE as an institution.

Mr. Chairman, one of the striking features of this year's meeting was the number of excellent side events organized in conjunction with the formal sessions.  These events allowed for focused discussions and dynamic debate on specific topics.  The NGO contribution to these sessions was invaluable: NGOs added breadth and depth to virtually every agenda item of this meeting.

Last week, U.S. Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs, Matthew Waxman, used the side-event forum to explain the steps that the United States has taken to investigate and hold accountable those responsible for the abuses of detainees in Iraq and to ensure that similar issues do not re-emerge.  These acts were wrong and inconsistent with U.S. policies and values.  The United States was appreciative of the opportunity to make that explanation here in Warsaw and to stress that torture is not acceptable under any circumstances.  We encourage other participating States also to explain what they are doing to address and prevent human rights abuses in their own countries.

The United States and France also organized an event on Holocaust education.  It is a tribute to the important work of the Task Force on International Cooperation on Holocaust Education that a growing number of countries are seeking to ensure that the horrible lessons of the Holocaust will never be forgotten.

Mr. Chairman, we strongly believe that we need to build on the momentum of the Berlin and Brussels Conferences and continue our work to combat anti-Semitism, racism, xenophobia, and discrimination.  The OSCE Chairman-in-Office should appoint a Personal Representative on Anti-Semitism and a Personal Representative on Racism, Xenophobia, and Discrimination to encourage States, at a high political level, to implement the Maastricht Ministerial commitments and the Berlin and Brussels Declarations.  These appointments should not wait until the Sofia Ministerial; we need to move forward with this work now.  We also welcome the leadership that France has shown in bringing to the OSCE's attention the issue of hate propaganda on the internet and look forward to continuing discussions concerning follow-up to the Paris meeting.

Mr. Chairman, there is never a shortage of good ideas for continued engagement in the human dimension.  As we look at the 2005 calendar, there are several subjects that deserve attention at human dimension events next year.  These include: migration and integration; protection of religious freedom in the fight against terrorism; the challenges of new election technologies, such as electronic voting; and the role of defense lawyers.  In addition, we welcome the Spanish offer to host a follow-up event on tolerance next year in Cordoba and believe that tolerance should remain on the agenda next year, so we recommend that next year's HDIM should include another special topic day on the fight against anti-Semitism, racism, xenophobia and discrimination.  We also would propose that at least one of the Supplementary Human Dimension Implementation Meetings next year be held outside of Vienna.  The current modalities already allow for this, and we believe it would make the meeting more dynamic and would allow participants to take part who might not normally be able to travel to Vienna.

Thanks to those who actively participated and did so at senior levels, and I call on those who were not here to come next year! I would also like to thank ODIHR and its staff for organizing this meeting, the translators for their hard work, and everyone here for their participation and their comments.  The HDIM truly is a unique and important human rights forum.  Of course, what is important is not simply what we say here, but what we do when we return home.  I hope that all participants leave this meeting energized to redouble our efforts to ensure the protection of human rights in our countries through the OSCE.  We look forward to follow-up discussions on the HDIM in two weeks at the Permanent Council meeting in Vienna.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)

NNNN

*EUR519   10/15/2004

Five Nations Win Two-Year Seats on U.N. Security Council

(Argentina, Denmark, Greece, Japan, Tanzania join council) (190)

Washington -- Argentina, Denmark, Greece, Japan, and Tanzania were elected to the U.N. Security Council October 15 for two-year terms beginning in January 2005.

They join the five permanent members of the Security Council -- Britain, China, France, Russia and the United States -- and five other nonpermanent members -- Algeria, Benin, Brazil, the Philippines and Romania -- who serve on the council until December 2005, the United Nations said in a prepared statement.

The Security Council is responsible for international security issues, and its decisions and resolutions can be legally binding on all 191 U.N. General Assembly members.  The five permanent Security Council members have veto power over any council decisions; the 10 nonpermanent members have voting power but no veto.

The 10 elected Security Council members are nominated by regional groups to give the council broad geographical representation.  The 10 countries are elected for two-year terms, with five elected every year.

The newly elected members replace Angola, Chile, Germany, Pakistan and Spain, whose terms expire December 31.

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Treasury Department Targets Colombian Drug Cartel

(Adds two leaders, 15 businesses of North Valle cartel to sanctions list) (1100)

The U.S. Treasury Department targeted two leaders and 15 businesses of the Colombian North Valle drug cartel on October 14 by adding their names to the list of Specially Designated Narcotics Traffickers (SDNTs).

Treasury's designation of Gabriel Puerta Parra, Luis Antonio Hernandez Zea and 15 cartel businesses as SDNTs is an attempt to undermine the cartel's financial network by denying the drug lords and their businesses access to the U.S. financial sector, the Treasury Department said in an October 14 press release.

"With actions like today's, the U.S. government is helping to topple the financial empires of drug cartels in Colombia and around the world," said Juan Zarate, the Treasury Department's assistant secretary for terrorist financing and financial crimes.

Also designated on October 14 were 14 individuals who acted as agents for the drug lords in the specified companies.

The designation of the cartel leaders, members and companies freezes their assets in the United States and prohibits all financial and commercial transactions between SDNTs and any U.S. person, the Treasury Department noted.

Following is the text of the Treasury Department press release:

(begin text)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Press Release

October 14, 2004

TREASURY DESIGNATES NORTH VALLE DRUG CARTEL TRAFFICKERS

The U.S. Department of the Treasury targeted the financial network of the North Valle drug cartel by adding two of its leaders, Gabriel Puerta Parra and Luis Antonio Hernandez Zea, to the list of Specially Designated Narcotics Traffickers (SDNTs).  SDNTs are subject to the economic sanctions imposed against Colombian drug cartels in Executive Order 12978.

"With actions like today's, the U.S. government is helping to topple the financial empires of drug cartels in Colombia and around the world. This designation exposes and undermines the financial network of the North Valle drug cartel in Colombia and denies these drug lords and their businesses access to the U.S. financial sector," said Juan Zarate, Treasury's assistant secretary for terrorist financing and financial crimes.

"DEA is steadfast in its mission to strip illicit profits from the organizations that supply illegal drugs to the United States.  Today's action is a testament to our partnership with OFAC and our foreign law enforcement counterparts.  The power of combining the enforcement tools of DEA with the immense regulatory authority of the Treasury Department casts a shadow from which drug traffickers cannot hide," said Karen P. Tandy, administrator of the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA).

Puerta Parra is a leading member of the North Valle drug cartel and is the subject of two federal criminal indictments in the United States, both unsealed earlier this year.  The indictments filed in the District Court for the District of Columbia and the Southern District of Florida charge Puerta Parra with violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act and with conspiracy to import, possess and distribute cocaine in the United States.  On October 7, 2004, Colombian National Police arrested Puerta Parra near Bogota, Colombia.  He is currently awaiting extradition to the United States.  Considered the statesman of the North Valle cartel, Puerta Parra has long played an influential role among drug cartel leaders, including resolving disputes within the North Valle cartel and with other drug cartels.

"We are financially isolating Puerta Parra, his business associates, and his facilitators and wiping away the veneer of legitimacy of any of their activities," Zarate continued.

In addition, the Colombian airline, Intercontinental de Aviacion S.A., and 14 other North Valle cartel businesses were also added to the list of SDNTs today.  These entities were designated as they are owned or controlled by Puerta Parra and Hernandez Zea, as well as Piedad Velez Rengifo, the widow of deceased North Valle cartel kingpin Jose Orlando Henao Montoya.

Intercontinental de Aviacion S.A. is a small, regional Colombian airline that has facilitated the North Valle cartel's drug trafficking and money laundering activities since the late 1980s.  The network also includes two key offshore companies, Largo Leasing Limited in the Cayman Islands and Trans Pacific World Leasing Limited in Vanuatu, which are incorporated by and directly support Intercontinental de Aviacion.  The other front companies announced today include a mining company, Industrial Minera y Pecuaria S.A., two financial investment firms, Accirent S.A., and Comercializadora Andino Brasilera S.A., a civil engineering firm, Inversiones y Comercializadora Incom Ltda., an airline finance company, Intercontinental de Financiacion Aerea S.A., an aircraft parts supplier, Aerocomercial Alas de Colombia Ltda., a travel services provider, Asociacion Turistica Internacional S.C.S., and a hotel management company, Cia. Constructora y Comercializadora del Sur Ltda., all of which are located in Colombia.

Also designated today are 14 individuals who act as agents for Gabriel Puerta Parra, Luis Antonio Hernandez Zea and Piedad Velez Rengifo in the designated companies.  Today's action freezes any assets found in the United States and prohibits all financial and commercial transactions between the designated persons and entities and any U.S. person.

A total of 417 Colombian drug cartel businesses are now on the SDNT list.  The list also includes the paso fino horse farm Criadero La Luisa E.U., the industrial paper manufacturer Unipapel S.A., the agro-industrial business Viscaya Ltda., the Obursatiles stock brokerage firm, and the America de Cali professional soccer team, as well as other agricultural, pharmaceutical, consulting, construction, distribution, financial, investment, manufacturing, mining, real estate and service firms.

This action is part of the ongoing interagency effort, that includes the Departments of the Treasury, Justice, State and Homeland Security, to implement Executive Order 12978, signed on October 21, 1995, which applies economic sanctions against Colombia's drug cartels.  Today's announcement is a result of the Treasury Department's Office of Foreign Assets Control's continuing close working relationship with U.S. law enforcement authorities, and particularly, in this case, DEA field offices in Phoenix and Miami.  The U.S. government continues to work with and support the Colombian government in attacking the finances of Colombia's drug cartels.

The assets of a total of 1,125 businesses and individuals in Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Panama, Peru, Spain, Vanuatu, Venezuela, the Bahamas, the British Virgin Islands, and the Cayman Islands, are now blocked under E.O. 12978.  The SDNT list includes 16 kingpins from the Cali, North Valle, and North Coast drug cartels in Colombia, including Gabriel Puerta Parra and Luis Antonio Hernandez Zea.

For a complete list of the entities designated today, please visit: http://www.treas.gov/offices/enforcement/ofac/actions/

Related Documents:

Diagram of the North Valle Drug Cartel Financial Network

http://www.treas.gov/press/releases/reports/1014

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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USDA's Veneman Stresses Need to Improve World Food Production

(Agriculture Secretary speaks at World Food Day teleconference) (660)

By Kathryn McConnell

Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- Agriculture productivity must be increased worldwide to solve the problem of global hunger, says Ann Veneman, U.S. secretary of agriculture.

"Food aid is just a temporary solution," she said.

Veneman spoke October 15 in Washington during a World Food Day teleconference broadcast to audiences around the United States.  The theme of this year's World Food Day, October 16, is "Biodiversity for Food Security."

Veneman said World Food Day provides an opportunity for the United States to examine its achievements in helping alleviate world hunger and to consider the challenges that still exist.

She said the Bush administration strongly supports the science and technology action plan adopted by the Group of Eight (G8) industrialized countries in 2003.  The G8 comprises the United States, the United Kingdom, Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan and Russia.

The United States will be represented at an international conference on biodiversity in Paris in January 2005, Veneman said.  The conference is part of the administration's action plan.

Veneman said the United States also supports work to reduce world hunger by maintaining a plant germ-plasm bank that gives access to genetic diversity to scientists around the world to help them develop new crop varieties that can resist pests, diseases and environmental stresses.  The bank, maintained by the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), contains almost 500,000 samples of germ plasm, the secretary said.

Veneman said research in biotechnology and other food technologies can play an increasingly larger role in boosting farm production in poor countries.  She noted that USDA has cosponsored three agricultural science and technology ministerial conferences since June to share information with policy-makers and scientists on how these technologies can help all countries feed their populations.

Speaking to the teleconference audience from the World Food Prize ceremony in Iowa, Norman Borlaug said the international community must give new priority to agricultural research. Borlaug's work during the 1960s-1980s has been credited with saving millions of people in poor countries, particularly Asia, from starvation.  Borlaug is known internationally as the "father of the Green Revolution."

In Washington, leading hunger expert Werner Kiene said during the teleconference that the core of food security is composed of three things -- the availability of food where it is needed, the access for all people to available food, and the nutritional value of the food.

He said research in biofortification -- or engineering food to be more nutritious -- can be one path toward improving global food security.

Kiene also said that all countries should develop "food fallback systems" by doing more at the policy level to ensure their populations always have access to food.

He added that developing governments especially should involve citizens in decisions that affect food availability and access in their countries.  One way to do this would be to establish local consumer food councils, similar to farm producer cooperatives, he said.

Kiene credited the world community's adoption of the Millennium Development Goals at the United Nations in 2000 with helping the major international organizations such as the World Bank and International Monetary Fund (IMF) become more focused on hunger reduction.  Kiene is the U.N. World Food Program (WFP) representative to the bank and IMF.

The Millennium Development Goals focus on cutting hunger and poverty and improving the living standards of poor people.

International institutions such as the World Trade Organization could do more to "put order" into food systems by encouraging countries to make it easier for countries to import and export food, Kiene added.

"The commitment of everyone [to end hunger] is required," said Jacques Diouf, in a statement broadcast at the teleconference. Diouf is secretary-general of the U.N. Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO).

The conference was jointly sponsored by USDA, the U.S. Agency for International Development, the Voice of America, FAO, WFP and the U.S. National Committee on World Food Day.

(The Washington File is a product of the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State.  Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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