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Transcript: Afghan Election Results Will Reflect Popular Will, Says Powell

(Secretary of state tells Chicago Tribune Iraqi people desire same experience) (7160)

Secretary of State Colin Powell said he believes the result of Afghanistan's October 9 presidential elections, despite reported difficulties, will reflect the will of those who voted.

Speaking with Chicago Tribune reporter Clarence Page in Washington October 14, Powell said that when the election officials count the votes and declare a winner, it "will be an adequate reflection of the will of all those people we saw standing in line, even after you discount whatever difficulty might have been associated with indelible ink, ballot boxes that didn't show up or whatnot, or some warlord intimidation."

Powell said the Afghan people are weary of being ruled by regional warlords and through force.

"I think that is the attitude that drove these 10 million people to register and these millions of people to vote last weekend," he said.

The secretary added that "it's clear the Iraqi people want the same experience," which he said is only being complicated by the insurgency in that country.

"If this insurgency wasn't under way, what would be going on in Iraq? We'd be cutting the size of our force; we'd be building up more and more Iraqi police; the government would be functioning without worrying about getting blown up every morning; the pipeline system and the petroleum system would be doing even better than it is, and it's doing quite well, because there wouldn't be concern about it blowing up every day," he said.

Turning to the conflict between Israel and the Palestinians, Powell said many in the Arab world either respect or resent the United States because of its position in the peace process. "The fact that the Middle East peace process is not moving the way all of us would like to see it move is often put at our doorstep," he said.

The United States is seen as the interlocutor between the two "and as a nation that has greatest relationship and influence with Israel," he said.

Powell said the road map for peace "is not in tatters" but it "needs two cars to get on the road, and we haven't been able to get it started."

The secretary condemned terrorism that is killing innocent Israelis and also said, "We've got to do something about the occupation that frustrates the hopes and dreams of the Palestinian people."

"[W]e need reformed, responsible Palestinian leadership, and we need Israel also to meet its obligations under the road map," he said.

The secretary acknowledged that Palestinian leader Yasser Arafat has a "unique position" among the Palestinian people, and that he "carries their hopes and their dreams and their aspirations."

However, "he hasn't done anything with it and his leadership has not brought the Palestinian people one step closer to a state in the last four years of the Intifada," he said.

On Sudan, Powell said the humanitarian situation in Darfur has improved in that more aid can reach the refugees with fewer restrictions and the number of humanitarian workers has "doubled, and maybe tripled by now."

However, he called for the African Union protection force monitors to accelerate their arrival to provide security in the countryside so the refugees can return home. The secretary pledged U.S. help to the refugees who, he said, cannot move themselves or sustain themselves once they have returned home.

"[W]e've got contractors in place. We've got planes being lined up. ... They need help and we're going to help them," he said.

Following is the transcript of Powell's interview:

(begin transcript)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

October 18, 2004

Interview

Secretary of State Colin L. Powell

By Clarence Page of The Chicago Tribune

October 14, 2004

Washington, D.C.

(3:00 p.m. EDT)

MR. PAGE:  I was talking with friends and doing a research and all.  I was trying to get, you know, the top 10 questions everybody would love to ask Colin Powell.  And I figured that the number one question is, in all of your time as Secretary of State, was there ever a time when you seriously considered handing in your resignation?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No, I don't quit.

MR. PAGE:  You don't quit?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No, I -- there have been up days and down days.  There always are in every job I have ever had, but I believe that we are doing some very important things in the world.  A lot of the things we are doing that I think are so important don't get much attention with Iraq and Afghanistan sort of blanketing everything.  But I'm very pleased with what we have done on the Millennium Challenge Account, you can talk more about that, and what we're doing with HIV/AIDS, 100 percent increase in development assistance funding in USAID.

We stopped the Indians and the Pakistanis from going to war, at least helped them stop themselves from going to war two years ago.  We have gotten rid of weapons of mass destruction in Libya.

We included a number of free trade agreements that open up trade, have gotten a trade agreement that are helping developing nations, whether it's the Andean Trade Preferences Act extended that helps our friends in the Andean region or the African Growth and Opportunity Act, which is a remarkable act from the previous administration but brought forward in this Administration to help our African friends.  We have helped in getting rid of Charles Taylor in Liberia, which is the right application of force.  We encouraged President Aristide to leave.  It's not -- we could spend a lot of time in Haiti, but I mean a lot of people have swung the bat at that ball and it's a troubled country.

MR. PAGE:  I have gone there twice myself.  (Inaudible.)

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah.

MR. PAGE:  I mean, I did talk to Aristide about a month or so before he was deposed there.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah, and then I'm on both sides of that one.  I helped get him in, and then I encouraged him to get out.  He blew his opportunity in my judgment.  And so, a lot of things are going on:  expansion of NATO, our relationship with the European Union, even though we've had some tough times with some of our allies and friends, with most of our allies and friends, we're doing well.

It's the best relationship we've had with China in 30 years.  China is 1.3 billion people. India is 1.1 billion people.  That gives us close to half the world population there that are on very good solid ground with us.

Russia, we've expressed some concern about some of the things that are happening inside Russia but, by and large, we have a good relationship with the Russian Federation.  And we've started to do some things in the Middle East that don't solve the Israeli-Palestinian problem, but perhaps have long-term effect.  The Broader Middle East Initiative on reform and modernization that we launched in New York three weeks ago, I think has a lot of potential where we're helping them with their reform and modernization efforts.

A lot of your colleagues were writing that we are trying to impose our system on them, quite the contrary.  We're helping them with the reforms that they have gotten underway already in a number of those countries.  What's clear is that each one of those are so different that you can't cookie cut at them.

I can talk about women's voting I can talk about women's voting rights in some of those countries and get a receptive audience; and I say it in another of the countries, oh, they start putting out statements about me.

MR. PAGE:  Is Saudi Arabia one of those countries?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Well, Saudi Arabia, as you know, women don't vote.

MR. PAGE:  Mm-hmm, right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  And I was asked earlier this week that, you know, whether I thought that ought to change at some point, and I said it's up to the country but it's 50 percent of the population.  And I think that any country that is not allowing all of its population to participate in the civic life of the country and the economic and political life of the country are doing itself a disservice in the long term.

The Saudis, of course, have a unique political structure and a unique cultural background and they all have to do it at their pace.  It doesn't mean they can't be talked to about it, which I do on a regular basis.

MR. PAGE:  That was a headline on the -- in the Arab press this week that --

SECRETARY POWELL:  Oh, I didn't know that it made a headline.  Yeah.

MR. PAGE:  From what I saw, my Google-Nexus searches.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Ah, yeah.  I gave the interview in Al-Hurra, and I'm sure it made a little news over there because I saw that the Saudis responded today -- never mind.  (Laughter.)  That's all right, fine.  We're having a dialogue with them.  And some days they will appreciate it, some days they won't, but that's what friends do with each other, for each other.  And --

MR. PAGE:  While we're on the subject of that, has the post-9/11 atmosphere really helped us to advance our relationship with Saudi Arabia, as well as the rest of the Middle East?  I mean, you know, because things have been kind of stagnant for a long time, and as long as we're getting our oil put aside.

SECRETARY POWELL:  It's changed the relationship in many ways and we were able to relieve, after the war last year, the military burden that was imposed on Saudi Arabia by our President.  That's been dealt with.  Saudi Arabia is now under assault by terrorists who can no longer blame our presence there as being the reason, and the Saudis understand that so the Saudis are fighting back and fighting back with a vengeance, which then pulls us together again.

We need intelligence exchange, law enforcement exchange, and that bleeds over in other areas of cooperation, reuniting families, which has been a problem with the Saudis, getting them to increase their oil capacity and production capacity to the limit, just about, because of the problem that the war was having on oil supply.

Doesn't mean there are not problems because of Iraq and they have suggestions about how we should do it differently or might have done it differently.  But our relationship with Saudi Arabia is strong.  We are joined by many decades of history of working together.  We need each other.  And that mutuality of interests will keep us together, even though there will be disagreements.

In other parts of the Arab world they respect us, but there's also resentment.  The power we hold produces emotions of respect and resentment.  The fact that the Middle East peace process is not moving the way all of us would like to see it move is often put at our doorstep, yeah.  "You guys, it's your fault."  Every president for the last 10 have had that same problem put at their doorstep.  President Clinton had the same frustration with the problem.  And it --

MR. PAGE:  But the only time did they make progress over there, those who were involved, isn't it?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No.  Sometimes.  Carter made progress back in 1979 in the Camp David Accords, but it was the Norwegians who pulled off the 1994 signing that was held here.

MR. PAGE:  Oslo.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Oslo.  Not in Washington, Oslo.  Not Camp David, not Wye Plantation, Oslo, although it was signed here in Washington on the South Lawn.  I was privileged to be there, September 9th, 1994.  Don't quote the date, it may be a day or two off.

MR. PAGE:  Right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  And so, we have to be involved.  We are seen as, yeah, the interlocutor between the two and as a nation that has greatest relationship and influence with Israel.  But Israel is fighting a war.  It's being attacked by bombers.  And therefore, we have got to do something about the terrorism that kills innocent people.  We've got to do something about the occupation that frustrates the hopes and dreams of the Palestinian people.

So we need reformed, responsible Palestinian leadership, and we need Israel also to meet its obligations under the roadmap.  And the President was successful in getting them all to Aqaba last summer, standing up there and saying, I'll do this, I'll do that, and we're all going to do it in the context of the roadmap.

Unfortunately, we didn't make progress.  Arafat did not devolve sufficient authority, or any authority for that matter, to his new Prime Minister; and Mr. Sharon, still being under assault, believed that his first priority was to defend Israel, took a wall, put a wall up.

We've been able to persuade the Israelis to take a close look at how the route of the wall runs.  It's one thing to use a wall to protect yourself from a danger on the other side of the wall, as you see it.  But to put the wall on land, which is making judgments about the future status of the states, that goes beyond just protecting yourself.  That goes beyond changing the reality on the ground for political purposes.  We speak to the Israelis about this.

MR. PAGE:  Are we making progress there in Europe to you, or is our roadmap in tatters now?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No, the roadmap is not in tatters, but the roadmap needs two cars to get on the road, and we haven't been able to get it started.  We've got the Mitchell Plan, the Zinni Plan, the Tenet Plan.  I've been over there several times.  The President decided in June, and correctly, in June of 2002, that we can't work with Arafat, therefore we have to try to get a new political arrangement and we succeeded.

The Palestinians came up with a prime minister position and legislated it.  But the Prime Minister, either Abu Mazen, the first one, or the Abu Alaa, the second one, have not been able to wrest power away from Arafat.  Arafat enjoys a unique position with the Palestinian life and within the Palestinian community.  He is seen as their leader, carries their hopes and their dreams and their aspirations.

And that's something for people to pick.  Nobody can pick that kind of a leader from the outside, and he's the one they have picked for 30-odd years to carry that mantle but he hasn't done anything with it and his leadership has not brought the Palestinian people one step closer to a state in the last four years of the Intifadah.  And so, that's enormously -- makes an enormously difficult problem but one we'll continue to fix and address.

The other reason that I'm, you know, driving ahead with everything the President has asked me to do, is that we've liberated Afghanistan and I could tell you it was a very pleasant Sunday morning to sit at home and see not bombs going off, but to see people lined up.  And a number of people wrote, it couldn't happen, wouldn't happen.  Ah, the registration is phony.  They're cooking the books, blah, blah, blah, blah.

And that's all great, but there they are.  And they showed up at 3 o'clock in the morning.  They refused to go home until they voted.  Thousands upon thousands of absentee ballots coming in from Pakistan and the Taliban blew up a bridge to keep people from voting.  People found a ford and crossed the icy water in their bare feet to get to the polling station.

Women, I mean, you saw the television picture of a woman in a burqa, totally covered up until her hand came out with her ballot, you know.  And now what do you suppose she was thinking underneath that burqa?  "I'm going to decide, you know, how I'm going to be governed."

And we did that.  And we did it working with coalition partners, and we did it working with the Afghan people and a great leader in Hamid Karzai.  And now we're all sitting around to see what these ballots tell us.  And guess what.  There's dispute.  The ink, was it indelible?  Wasn't it indelible?  Was that ballot box correct?  Was that ballot box open?

Ballot boxes are coming in on donkey backs and everything else.  As I said to an audience recently, "It sounds like any county election in the United States, any election year, for the last 227 years."  There are always these kinds of things going on, these differences.  What's surprising is that out of the period of about four days now, they've pretty much determined, working with the UN and the election authorities and President Karzai, they've pretty much determined how to work their way through these little irregularities.  And the ballots are being counted.

MR. PAGE:  Well, on that note --

SECRETARY POWELL:  And in Iraq we have, you know, it's the toughest problem we have, the toughest problem.

MR. PAGE:  May I just ask you one follow-up on Afghanistan before we get to Iraq?  Because it is important since Iraq is about to have an election, too.  But Human Rights Watch and other observers have given descriptions, anecdotal descriptions, out of Afghanistan that remind me a lot of the bad old days of Chicago.

I, to tell the shortly, in 1972, I was part of a vote fraud investigation that we had that got a Pulitzer in Chicago, and our elections are cleaner.  I won't say they're totally sanitized, but they're considerably cleaner.

Does this -- do reports like these dim the sense of victory for democracy in Afghanistan? 

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah, I don't know that I've seen the human rights reports -- from Human Rights International -- Amnesty International?

MR. PAGE:  No, this is not, I don't think it's their official report, but this is -- it was Human Rights Watch --

SECRETARY POWELL:  Human Rights Watch?

MR. PAGE:  -- over there.  And these -- I haven't seen the full, official report either.  These were anecdotal reports coming in over the weekend because I, like you, was watching all of the --

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah.  The anecdotal stuff I got was that the indelible markings weren't always indelible.

MR. PAGE:  Right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Because they weren't applied properly.

MR. PAGE:  But there were also reports of intimidation out in the villages, right, by warlords?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Reports of intimidation by warlords and whatnot.

MR. PAGE:  Right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  I can't attest to the, you know, to the factuality of any of this or whether it's anecdotal.  But leaning back and just kind of watching, maybe all of this stuff did happen.  But I have to believe by looking at the numbers and by seeing the observers that were all over the countryside, Human Watch and others, that we're probably going to get a result that does reflect the will of those 10 million people who registered and however many of them voted.

I won't predict the outcome.  But, you know, if I was really a betting man, I think I'd take a bet on it and my view of what the outcome is.  And I think that the election, when it is adjudged in the next couple of weeks and a winner is declared, will be an adequate reflection of the will of all those people we saw standing in line, even after you discount whatever difficulty might have been associated with indelible ink, ballot boxes that didn't show up or whatnot, or some warlord intimidation.  There was a fascinating piece on BBC last night.

I know you don't watch BBC, Clarence.

MR. PAGE:  I do watch their website, anyway.  (Laughter).

SECRETARY POWELL:  They had a fascinating piece of television.  They had one of their reporters, who tend to be skeptical.

MR. PAGE:  Oh yes. 

SECRETARY POWELL:  He was walking through an Afghan village with a, what appeared to be a field grade officer, might have been a general, couldn't tell if he was British, or sounded like he was British, dressed like a Brit.

They're walking through this village and the colonel or general was quite candidly and objectively explaining to the BBC reporter what it's like in this village, how the people really want to get rid of the bad guys, and they wanted to vote.  And he said, you know, there was a big problem there a few weeks ago -- I think it was the place out west where they had killed one guy.  One warlord killed another warlord's son and then there was a big -- wasn't that in -- what's his name, Dostun's country?  Somewhere out there.

But in any event, the British officer pointed out to the reporter this mud hut, mud fortress, and said, "Well, that's where he used to be, but he's gone.  They've gotten rid of him.  They've run him off because they're tired of it.  They don't want any more of this.  They don't want any more guns.  They don't want any more warlords."  And then he took him to a smaller mud fortress with some people sitting around outside.  And the reporter says, "Well, what's that?"

He said, "That's where they have all the guns and ammunition."  He said, "Well, what are you going to do with it?"  He said, "Well, we ran off the bad guys and the militia.  So these citizens that you see sitting here are sitting and watching this and guarding it with no weapons or anything.  They're just sitting and watching it and guarding it until the government can come and take this stuff away.  They want to be done with this."

Now, I think that is the attitude that drove these 10 million people to register and these millions of people to vote last weekend.  And to think that they have come this far, not just in the last three years, which they have, but to think that they have come from 5,000 years of no history or tradition of doing anything like this in their lives -- now, even Chicago in 1972 had more of a history and tradition of how you should run elections, even before your Pulitzer --

MR. PAGE:  The basic democratic ideal, yes.  (Laughter.)

SECRETARY POWELL:  But you know, the suggestion has been that this will all be crooked, it will all be warlords and therefore can't work has been belied by these people coming forward.

Why shouldn't we hope that we can get the same thing in Iraq?  We can get the same thing in Iraq, and here's why I'm absolutely sure of it.  If we didn't have this insurgency raging right now, which is serious, and I won't downplay it, but just stay with me for a moment.  If this insurgency wasn't underway, what would be going on in Iraq?  We'd be cutting the size of our force; we'd be building up more and more Iraqi police; the government would be functioning without worrying about getting blown up every morning; the pipeline system and the petroleum system would be doing even better than it is and it's doing quite well, because there wouldn't be concern about it blowing up every day.  And we'd be getting ready for elections in an even smoother manner than we did in Afghanistan, which wasn't that smooth, you know, when you get to the Taliban and al-Qaida.

And so it's clear the Iraqi people want the same experience.  They're an educated population.  They know what democracy is.  And they wrote a Transitional Administrative Law that provides for representational government, full sovereignty for women, and recognizing that there will be majority but protecting the minorities.  And if it wasn't for this insurgency, we'd be marching right down that track and people would be throwing bouquets at this Administration, as opposed to bricks.

Now, the challenge then is to defeat this insurgency.  It is a tough job, but it is not impossible.  And so, should we deny ourselves that hypothetical to become the reality because a bunch of thugs and murderers and terrorists and people who were part of a regime and were the ones responsible for murder of their own people, for gassing neighbors in other countries and neighbors in the north?  Should we allow these kinds of people to keep us away from that hypothetical that I think can be reality?  The answer is, obviously, no, we can't allow that; and therefore, that's what I get up every day trying to help the President do.

MR. PAGE:  Well, do you feel more hopeful as a result of what happened in Afghanistan about Iraq, or are these entirely different places?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah, no, they are two very different places but it shows it's possible, and it shows that if we are steadfast and if we are willing to take on these bad people, these enemies, and defeat them -- they won't be defeated overnight, but everybody was swearing that this election would not take place last weekend because al-Qaida and Taliban were going to stop it, and they couldn't pull it off.  They didn't stop it.  And it wasn't because every polling station was guarded by American troops.  It was because the people of Afghanistan wanted to vote.

And anybody, everybody can write any commentary they want about it.  And they can talk about what Human Rights Watch said or what the ink people said or what this person said or what that person says, but you can't ignore what your lying eyes saw.

(Laughter.)

MR. PAGE:  Indeed.

Well, a good friend of mine one of our reporters, Mike Dorning, just came back from his fourth trip to Iraq.  He was kidnapped on the second one by bandits that -- and early after the end of major fighting, and fortunately only held for an hour, they stole everything but his SAT phone --

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah.

MR. PAGE:  -- and all this.  And --

SECRETARY POWELL:  But his what?

MR. BOUCHER:  Satellite.

MR. PAGE:  -- this time -- his satellite phone.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah.

MR. PAGE:  Remarkably.  I mean, why, we don't know.  But he gave them the money, everything else was gone.  But anyway, you know, it was a taxi driver that was in cahoots with them, you know, this kind thing.

But anyway, he came this last time looking more haggard than ever and I asked him, "How is it?" and he said, "It's bad."

SECRETARY POWELL:  It's bad.

MR. PAGE:  It's gotten worse and I -- demonstrably worse for reporters, and he's not the only one, obviously, you know --

SECRETARY POWELL:  Well, you know, 46 of your colleagues have been killed over there.

MR. PAGE:  Absolutely.  Well, yeah, the CPJ record for this kind of thing in our 22-year history.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah.

MR. PAGE:  And these reports obviously are not news to you.  It reminds me of the National Intelligence Assessment that said the best-case scenario, continued chaos, worst-case, civil war.  What do you think?

SECRETARY POWELL:  It didn't really say that.  They paint a picture of how they see things, and they make certain judgments in the NIE; and then they put a high confidence, moderate confidence, or low confidence against the judgments.  So they list about 12 things that could happen.

Their judgment is that, this is going to be hard, this -- what is your confidence in that judgment?  And so, that's where high, moderate and low come from.  It's a confidence rating on the judgments they made.  And they did what they're supposed to do in an NIE.  They tell us not all the happy things that are going to happen, but they say, "Look, you, as the policy maker have to be prepared for this."  And then they give you the scenarios that they have been thinking about and the key judgments that they've come to.

Almost always, they are couched in a negative form because that's the issues that policy makers have to work on.  The NIE got a great deal of attention but it didn't at the time it came out.  The, you know, I don't think I saw it until several weeks later when you guys told us --

MR. PAGE:  It came out in June and we saw it in September --

SECRETARY POWELL:  It came out the end of July, I think.

MR. PAGE:  Almost like July, I mean, yeah, end of July (inaudible) September.

SECRETARY POWELL:  It came out end of July.  I don't recall seeing it at the time, but it was -- when I did finally read it carefully, after it got all the attention, it was essentially, you know, what I would have, you know, if the President and I were alone in a room talking about it is what I would have said to him, or something that I already had said to him over the course of our many conversations.

It was a clear statement of the kinds of challenges we were facing and the kind of problems that you're going to run into.  And they give you that kind of assessment so that you can adjust policy to get rid of those items that you don't want to see happen, particularly those that they have high confidence about are liable to happen if you don't do something like get after the cities in the Sunni Triangle.  You can't leave them alone to fester or they become a problem.

Let's see.  You're on question 10 now, right?

MR. PAGE:  Almost.  (Laughter.)  How'd you like my top 10 listing?

MR. BOUCHER:  You've probably got about five more minutes.

MR. PAGE:  Thank you very much for that.  I like John Kerry, I'll try to be as focused as possible here.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Hit the light.

MS. MILLER:  Yeah, the yellow light.

(Laughter.)

MR. PAGE:  I'm trying to be focused.

MR. PAGE:  But the -- speaking of the debates, President Bush last night said he is concerned about bin Laden.  This has been contrasted today with recordings of him over a year ago saying that he's not that worried about bin Laden.  How does bin Laden rank in your list of concerns in the world today?

SECRETARY POWELL:  We want to -- anyone thinks the President did not want to capture Usama bin Laden, I, you know, I'm not going to get into who got the best of that one.  And I can just assure you that when the President said what he said last year, and I don't know the context in which he said it or, you know, at all.  But he has never given up on his focus on bin Laden; bin Laden is the one who is responsible for 9/11 and he's still out there, and a lot of his people have been gobbled up.

We think, perhaps three-quarters of the top leadership.  But he's still out there, and we think he is alive.  We think he's operating in those western reaches of Pakistan or perhaps going back and forth across the border.  And we work very closely with the Pakistanis and we're all after him.  And the President gets briefed on it on a very regular basis and he asks about it on a very regular basis, so he has not taken his eye off the Usama bin Laden ball.  He's the guy who brought us 9/11.

MR. PAGE:  Was Iraq a diversion in the war against terror, as Kerry says?

SECRETARY POWELL:  No, we had no plans to put more troops into Afghanistan.  The troop level that we had there was thought to be adequate.  We'll be able to get more NATO troops to come in for the election period.

People don't know that we got a Spanish battalion and an Italian battalion sent to Afghanistan as a result of the President's intervention at the NATO summit in Turkey.  And we sent another battalion in that was adequate to the task and they had a successful election.  So our policies are paying off in Afghanistan.

And so we have not stepped back in the hunt for bin Laden.  Our intelligence people are hard at work.  Our law enforcement people.  I spend a lot of time with the Pakistanis and President Musharraf talking to him about his plans.  We have got the Pakistanis doing more in those tribal areas than they've ever done in those tribal areas before, to put down Taliban elements and to put down al-Qaida.  They don't want them there.

And so we haven't taken our eye off that ball.  Iraq stands on its own two feet.  You know the President's position why we did it.  We tried to do it peacefully.  We tried to do it through the UN.  The President made it clear that if the UN wasn't going to act, he would.  And he did.  And we now know from the Duelfer report that there are no stockpiles that we can find, but we all believed the stockpiles were there and it wasn't a figment of anyone's imagination.

It's what our very extensive intelligence community was telling us, and the intelligence community of other nations.  It's the basis upon which President Clinton bombed in 1998.  It's the basis upon which Congress passed its resolution of support.

So if the intelligence community was wrong about stockpiles but right about capability, right about intentions, right about missiles that they were trying to break out of UN sanctions on, and if Duelfer's right about -- and I think he is, I'm sure he is -- Saddam Hussein being so interested in getting out of sanctions so that instead of just getting $2 billion that he could steal from the Oil-for-Food program, he could get all $20 billion without any constraints in the Oil-for-Food program if we had him under sanctions, you could bet that, oh, no, he would just be so relieved to be out from under sanctions and $20 billion available to him that he would never do anything bad again.  The President chose not to believe that.

MR. PAGE:  If he was so interested in getting out from under sanctions, why was Saddam more -- not more cooperative with the UN inspection regime?  He didn't have anything to hide over there.

SECRETARY POWELL:  I don't know.  And Duelfer talks about it a great deal in his report.  This was a man, Hussein, who was living in different worlds and with different understandings of the world than we have, and, you know, there's a lot of speculation.  Was he being deceived by his own people about what they were doing or not doing, what they had and didn't have?

Maybe he thought he had a stockpile.  I don't know.  But I haven't been able to get inside his mind as to what he was thinking, because we gave him an early test in UN Resolution 1441.  It was a test we insisted upon because we thought it would force the issue, tell us whether he was serious or not, and that was put forward in 30 days, a complete declaration of everything you've been doing, answered all the questions we put to you about missing anthrax, missing botulinum, what are you doing with these crazy weapons.  Remember the crazy gun he was building with the British guy?

MR. PAGE:  Yep, the super gun.

SECRETARY POWELL:  See, we're not talking, you know, a boy scout here.

MR. PAGE:  Right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  The super gun.  And they weren't building it just to plink over the border of Kuwait or cross the Shatt al-Arab into Iran.  That thing was going to be aimed in other directions.

But who else but a Saddam Hussein would try to get this gun that's out of a Jules Verne movie?

(Laughter.)

MR. PAGE:  From Duelfer to Darfur, if I'm pronouncing this correctly, now, what's your impression of Sudan?  I know you've got a lot of experience with it.  We've got two troubled regions there, really, and the government seems to be cooperating with us now.  Do you think we're making progress there?

SECRETARY POWELL:  I've been on the phone today with Dr. Garang, and on the weekend I was on the phone with Dr. Garang and Vice President Taha and Sumbeiywo, who is the IGAD negotiator, pushing on the north-south deal.  Got them to stay there.  Taha was going to leave.  But they're still there and they're getting closer on the Lake Naivasha comprehensive agreement.  It's an issue of payment for the southern army, the SPLA.  Literally, an hour ago, I was on the phone with Garang.  So that was a little more promising.

But with this portfolio, I never over-promise because I've seen how they can drag things out.  Marvelous negotiation, both of them, Taha and Garang.

The real challenge, of course, is Darfur.  The humanitarian situation has improved to the extent that more aid can get in with fewer restrictions.  We improved that and we have doubled, and maybe tripled by now, the number of humanitarian workers there.

The negotiations are taking place with the rebels, but that's going to be long and contentious.  The problem is security in the countryside and that hasn't been dealt with yet.  And as a result of that, the people in the camps can't go home.  They're afraid to go home.  And more people in the countryside, in that same spirit of insecurity, are coming into the camps.  And the camps are growing.

And we've got to accelerate the arrival of the African Union protection force monitors.  And I've been on the phone.  I talked to President Obasanjo yesterday and talked to some other people today to try to expedite the flow of the African Union forces.

MR. PAGE:  And is AU cooperating with all this?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah, but it just takes some time, Clarence.  It's not like in the old days when I could pick up the phone and call the 82nd.

MR. PAGE:  Right, right.

SECRETARY POWELL:  You know, and 30 minutes later they were at Pope Air Force Base wanting to know where I want to go.  It just takes time.  They don't have internal capacity to move themselves or to sustain themselves once they've been moved, so we've got to help them with all that.  And we've got contractors in place.  We've got planes being lined up.  But it just takes them more time because it's not what they normally do.  They need help and we're going to help them.

MR. PAGE:  Well, are you ready to tell us what your plans are if the Bush Administration has a second term?

SECRETARY POWELL:  Ready to tell us?  Are you going imperial on me?  (Laughter.)

MR. PAGE:  I'm a member of the editorial board.  I'm used to using third -- first person plural, yes.  (Laughter.)  We are indignant today.  (Laughter.)

SECRETARY POWELL:  We don't have a term of office.  We serve at the pleasure of him.

MR. PAGE:  Which has been your standard answer to the question.

SECRETARY POWELL:  And continues to be.

MR. PAGE:  Which many of us call a non-answer.

SECRETARY POWELL:  That's fine.  Call it whatever you want.  (Laughter.)

MR. PAGE:  Well, let me finish --

SECRETARY POWELL:  I'm consistent.

MR. PAGE:  I'm sorry.  Yes, you are.  Yes, you are.  No one could say otherwise.  Let me finish, and you've been very, very gracious, all of you today.  But the same question I asked Thurgood Marshall, which would now be his last press conference, and I do hope to have a much better future for you.

(Chit-chat.)

MR. PAGE:  Yeah, let me try that again.  Let me just ask the question.  How do you want to be remembered as far as your term, your tenure as Secretary of State?

SECRETARY POWELL:  It doesn't make any difference.  Others will judge and I will accept that judgment because there is no choice.  The only judgment I make on myself, which is the one I really have to live with and take with me wherever I marry up with Thurgood Marshall -- (laughter) -- hopefully I marry up with him.

MR. PAGE:  We all hope, yes, indeed.

SECRETARY POWELL:  But the only judgment I will make is that I do my best and that I served my country and the people I work with as best as I could.  And if I can go to bed with the right answer to that, yes, then others will judge.  And that's pretty much how I've gone through my career.  And you guys will write the report cards.

MR. PAGE:  Indeed, there will be a story.  We only write the first draft, as you know.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Yeah.

MR. PAGE:  But you had a choice of many people urging you to run for President.  You didn't.  Even before you became Secretary of State, a lot of us were hearing that you'd rather be Secretary of State than President.

SECRETARY POWELL:  Actually, I was quite content in private life and I never was comparing the two.  In 1995, as you well know, we stopped and took a hard look at this, and there was a level of interest and encouragement that I was astonished to see and hear about after the book came out.  I was, you know, amazed.  But that forced me to take a very hard look at myself.  This wasn't what I would do well -- politics.  And it's not either a character defect or an apology.  It's just who I am.  And I think I try to keep a pretty good idea of who I am, what I am, what I can do well, what I don't do well.

MR. PAGE:  What attracted you about this job?

SECRETARY POWELL:  It was a way of serving and it was something I thought I knew a lot about.  I wasn't seeking it.  I never asked for it.  As you know, I was not really one of the Vulcans in the run-up in the campaign.  I was around and I met with the President-elect, the Governor, several times, and I know the family, you know, very well.  And so when he asked me to do it, it was kind of hard to say no, nor did I want to say no.  I was willing to do it and wanted to do it.  But it was not a problem for me if somebody else had gotten the job and I stayed in private life.  I was having a good time.  I take what comes, Clarence.

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.

MR. PAGE:  Well, many of us are happy that you took the job.  (Laughter.)  I hope you're happy you took the job -- (laughter) -- to say the least.

Thank you again.

(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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Excerpt: Powell Thanks Italy for Unwavering Support in Iraq, Afghanistan

(Says Coalition, Iraqi forces will repeat success of Afghan election in Iraq) (1080)

Secretary of State Colin Powell used the occasion of the National Italian American Foundation Dinner October 16 to thank Italy for its unwavering support in Afghanistan and Iraq.

"In all of these difficult months," Powell said, "never once has [Italian] Prime Minister Berlusconi or [Foreign Minister] Franco Frattini or anyone in the Italian Government blinked. Not once did they stand back and say maybe we better take another look. Not once. They've always been with us."

Powell called the recent election in Afghanistan "a triumph of the human spirit" and said it wouldn't have happened "had it not been for the leadership of the coalition, President Bush, Prime Minister Berlusconi, so many others."

The Secretary expressed confidence that coalition troops and Iraqi forces will be able to deal with the insurgency and make it possible for elections to take place next January. "The Iraqi people want the same choice for freedom, the same choice to pick their own leaders, that the Afghan people have, the Italian people have, the American people have, and we will not rest until they exercise that choice," he said.

Noting that a panel is studying the reorganization of the United Nations, including the expansion of the Security Council, Powell said that when the report is issued "and we see what it recommends and how large there might be in terms of an expansion of the Security Council, if any at all, you can be absolutely sure... that Italy will get every consideration. We don't forget our friends."

Following are excerpts from from Powell's remarks:

(begin excerpt)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Office of the Spokesman 

October 18, 2004

REMARKS

SECRETARY OF STATE COLIN L. POWELL 

AT THE NATIONAL ITALIAN AMERICAN FOUNDATION DINNER

October 16, 2004 

Hilton Washington and Towers 

Washington, D.C.

(9:59 p.m. EDT)

SECRETARY POWELL:

[...]

Italians Americans have always had a deep sense of family, a deep sense of community, and NIAF [National Italian American Foundation] has done so much to extend your warm embrace beyond the Italian American community to the rest of the nation and to the rest of the world.  Indeed, you have helped our nation extend its hand of friendship, its hand of hope, to people all across the globe.

And it is not surprising that one of the strongest, steadiest hands of friendship that has been extended right back to us belongs to Italy, our great NATO ally.  We are so proud to be standing...  We are so proud to be standing alongside Italy on the frontiers, the front lines, of freedom, whether it's the global war on terrorism and all the other places that you've heard about already this evening, where we are standing shoulder to shoulder: in the Balkans; in Iraq; in Afghanistan.  Both of our nations have lost precious lives.  Both of our nations have seen our citizens held hostage or killed by some of the world's most brutal terrorists.  Through it all, we draw strength from one another.  We draw strength from the shared conviction that our two countries are part of a noble mission.  And in all of these difficult months, never once has Prime Minister [Silvio] Berlusconi or [Foreign Minister] Franco Frattini or anyone in the Italian Government blinked.  Not once did they stand back and say maybe we better take another look.  Not once.  They've always been with us.  

And I can assure Frank and I can assure the Minister, the Ambassador, that I am watching with great interest the report that will be forthcoming from the panel studying the reorganization of the UN; and when that report comes forward and we see what it recommends and how large there might be in terms of an expansion of the Security Council, if any at all, you can be absolutely sure, as Frank said, that Italy will get every consideration.  We don't forget our friends.  

We are all part of this historic effort to help bring the blessings of liberty and prosperity and peace to peoples who so desperately want a better life for their children.

Just last weekend, we saw a remarkable thing.  Millions of Afghans, men and women, voted in the first democratic election in Afghanistan's 5,000-year history.  It was a triumph of the human spirit.  People said it wouldn't happen.  People said that the Taliban and al-Qaida would keep people from voting.  People said that the Afghan people weren't ready for this.  And yet, as I sat in my home last weekend receiving reports, the reports were so encouraging.  People were lining up at 3 o'clock in the morning outside of polling stations.  The Taliban blew up a bridge, and the people came to the bridge and walked along the river till they found a place where they could cross that cold water to get to a polling station.  They came in burkas, the women in burkas, fully covered up except for their hand coming out from the burka with their ballot in it, to vote for the first time.  They would not be denied.  

It wouldn't have happened had it not been for the leadership of the coalition, President Bush, Prime Minister Berlusconi, so many others.  

Now we face another challenge in Iraq, preparing to hold its own historic elections next January.  We face a difficult challenge.  There is a deadly insurgency that's raging, a deadly insurgency fueled by leftovers from the old regime, terrorists who have come to make trouble.  We expected this kind of difficulty.  But I have every confidence in our coalition troops and in the Iraqi forces who are rapidly being built up to deal with this.  And the one thing I have absolute confidence in is that the Iraqi people want the same choice for freedom, the same choice to pick their own leaders, that the Afghan people have, the Italian people have, the American people have, and we will not rest until they exercise that choice.  

On behalf of President Bush, of course, on behalf of all of us here tonight, on behalf of all the American people, I want to express our heartfelt gratitude to Prime Minister Berlusconi, to the Italian people, to my colleague, Franco, for the service that they are performing around the world, for their sacrifice, and for being our steadfast partner in the cause of freedom. ...

(end excerpt)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Fact Sheet: Bush Signs Bill to Increase Homeland Security Funding

(Department will see a $1.8 billion increase in FY 2005) (1050)

President Bush signed the fiscal year 2005 appropriations bill for the Department of Homeland Security October 18, providing a 6 percent increase over 2004 funding levels.

The department will receive $40.7 billion in the fiscal year that began October 1 (including programs related to Project BioShield, which aims to improve medical countermeasures to protect Americans against a chemical, biological, radiological, or nuclear attack). This reflects a $1.8 billion increase over the amount appropriated in fiscal year 2004.

The measure includes a $60 million increase for the department's Information Analysis and Infrastructure Protection Directorate to help protect key networks in cyberspace from disruption or destruction by terrorists.

It also allocates $593 million to develop technologies designed to counter possible threats from chemical, biological, nuclear and radiological weapons as well as high-power explosives. Another $61 million will be spent researching ways to protect commercial airliners against shoulder-launched missiles.

The US-VISIT (U.S. Visitor and Immigrant Status Indicator Technology) program, designed to expedite the travel to and from the United States by legitimate travelers and hinder that of individuals who pose a national security threat, will benefit from a $12 million increase from the fiscal 2004, for a total appropriation of $340 million.

Following is the text of the White House fact sheet:

(begin fact sheet)

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

October 18, 2004

FACT SHEET: PROVIDING THE RESOURCES NECESSARY TO PROTECT AMERICA

Today's Presidential Action

-- Today, President Bush signed the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act of 2005 to provide much-needed funds for our nation's homeland security activities.  This bill contains most of the federal government's investment in homeland security.  With enactment of the remainder of the President's FY 2005 budget, President Bush will have nearly tripled funding for homeland security activities since taking office.

-- This bill reflects the President's commitment to defend America by making sure the federal government and state and local first responders have the resources they need to prevent terrorist attacks within the United States, reduce America's vulnerability to terrorism, and minimize damage from attacks that might occur.

Background on today's Presidential Action

-- The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Appropriations Act signed today provides $28.9 billion in net discretionary spending, a $1.8 billion increase (6.6 percent) over 2004, and a $14.9 billion increase (106 percent) over 2001 levels.

-- Including Project BioShield, mandatory, and fee-funded programs, a total of $40.7 billion will be available to DHS in fiscal year 2005.

-- The Act includes $4 billion for State and local assistance programs -- a 765 percent ($3.5 billion) increase over 2001 levels.  This includes a 19 percent ($135 million) increase for the Urban Area Security Initiative (UASI) over 2004.

   - The UASI distributes terrorism preparedness grants to urban areas based on threat levels, instead of using arbitrary formulas.

   - Other state and local assistance programs funded by the appropriations act include $150 million for port security grants, $150 million for rail/transit security grants, neither of which were funded in 2001; and $715 million for grants to fire departments, a $615 million increase over 2001.

-- In addition, the Act provides for other key programs and initiatives vital to protecting America and reducing our vulnerability to terrorist threats, including:

   - $8.5 billion for U.S. Customs and Border Protection and U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, a 7 percent ($556 million) increase over 2004.  This spending level percent funds programs to help secure our nation's borders while facilitating the legitimate flow of commerce, including full funding for:

-- The Container Security Initiative to pre-screen cargo containers from 26 ports representing more than 80 percent of inbound cargo to the United States.  With the legislation signed by the President today, spending on cargo security, screening, and inspections will total nearly $2.9 billion, an 80 percent ($1.3 billion) increase over pre-9/11 levels; and

-- The Customs-Trade Partnership Against Terrorism, which facilitates partnerships between the federal government and American importers to improve security along the entire supply chain -- from the factory floor, to foreign vendors, to land borders and seaports.

   - $340 million for the United States Visitor and Immigrant Status Indicator Technology program (US-VISIT), an automated entry-exit system designed to expedite the arrival and departure of legitimate travelers, while making it more difficult for those intending to do us harm to enter our nation.  This is a $12 million increase over 2004.

   - $5.1 billion for the Transportation Security Administration, including aviation security fees, a $679 million increase over 2004.  This includes $475 million for explosives detection system baggage screening equipment and installation, a 19 percent ($75 million) increase over 2004.

   - $6.3 billion for the Coast Guard, an 8.6 percent ($500 million) increase over 2004, and a 66 percent ($2.5 billion) increase over 2001 levels.  Among funding for other programs, the appropriations bill includes $724 million for the deepwater multi-year acquisition program to replace Coast Guard ships, aircraft, and communications systems.

   - $3.1 billion for the Emergency Preparedness and Response Directorate, a 7 percent ($198 million) increase over 2004.  This includes:

   1) Funding for programs that support the nation's ability to prepare for, mitigate against, respond to, and recover from natural and man made disasters.

   2) $2 billion for the Disaster Relief Fund, a $53 million increase over base 2004 funding.  This fund allows DHS to provide support to states for response and recovery to unforeseen emergencies and natural disasters.

   - $894 million for the Information Analysis and Infrastructure Protection Directorate (IAIP), $60 million above the 2004 level.

-- The IAIP is the focal point of the Department's efforts to assess and protect the nation's critical infrastructures, including cyberspace, from terrorism.

-- The 2005 funding level will allow the IAIP to identify critical assets and send IAIP teams to conduct site visits to assist operators and owners in identifying and reducing vulnerabilities.

   - $1.1 billion for the Science and Technology Directorate, a $203 million increase over 2004.  This includes $593 million to develop technologies that counter threats from chemical, biological, nuclear and radiological weapons, and high explosives; and $61 million to continue the development of innovative counter-measures to protect commercial aircraft against man-portable air defense systems (MANPADS).

(end fact sheet)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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United States Appeals WTO Ruling on Cotton Subsidies

(Letter to trade organization's appellate body cites "erroneous findings") (380)

By Berta Gomez

Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- The United States is appealing a World Trade Organization (WTO) ruling that U.S. cotton subsidies violate international trading rules.

In an October 18 letter to the WTO appellate body, the U.S. Mission to the WTO said the organization's dispute settlement body (DSB) had based its ruling against the United States on "erroneous findings on issues of law and related legal interpretations."

Among the points that the United States plans to appeal is the DSB finding that U.S. subsidies have suppressed world-market prices for cotton.  The letter lists a total of 14 points in the DSB ruling that the United States will challenge.

Under WTO rules, the appellate body has up to three months to study U.S. objections to the ruling in the case, which was originally brought by Brazil, and issue its determination.

After formal release of the ruling, U.S. Trade Representative Robert Zoellick on September 8 gave notice that the United States would appeal.

"We strongly disagree with some aspects of the panel report, which we will be appealing," Zoellick said in a news release.  "The facts do not show that U.S. farm programs have distorted trade and caused low cotton prices."

Zoellick reiterated the U.S. position that some of the issues raised in the cotton-subsidy case should be resolved through ongoing WTO negotiations rather than dispute-settlement proceedings.

One part of the panel ruling concerned what is called the "peace clause" from the 1994 agreement creating the WTO, which generally prohibited challenges to domestic and export agriculture subsidies during the agreement's implementation period.  The panel ruled that the peace clause did not cover U.S. domestic subsidies and export credit guarantees for cotton.

The panel also ruled that some U.S. domestic subsidies did depress world cotton prices, thus harming Brazilian competitors.  Some of those subsidies go to marketing loans and counter-cyclical payments, which are made when commodity prices fall below a threshold.  Other subsidies, called Step 2 payments, are made to domestic users and exporters when U.S. cotton prices exceed a threshold, thus promoting use of U.S. cotton even if it has a higher price than foreign cotton.

(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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Text: Open Skies Aircraft Might Be Used for Environmental Protection

(Parties to treaty discuss use of observation technology for environment) (640)

A military aerial observation system born of the Cold War could be turned to environmental protection, according to the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE).

Parties to the 1992 Open Skies Treaty met in Vienna, Austria, October 14-15 to discuss environmental uses for unmanned aerial observation flights currently being used under the Open Skies regime to help monitor compliance with arms-control treaties and thus ensure mutual transparency of weapons arsenals.

An October 15 press release from OSCE says Open Skies aircraft have been used over the last few years to assess damage from storms, floods and oil spills. Experts at the Vienna meeting examined how aerial surveillance could be used in the environmental field, such as in the verification of international environmental conventions.

The text of the press release follows:

(begin text)

OSCE - Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe

http://www.osce.org/

October 15, 2004

OPEN SKIES TREATY STATES DISCUSS USAGE OF UNARMED OBSERVATION FLIGHTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PURPOSES

VIENNA, 15 October 2004 - Experts from 31 states party to the Open Skies Treaty today discussed the possible use of the Treaty's tools for ecological purposes, such as cases of floods, tornadoes, air and soil pollution as well as urbanisation.

Some 80 participants, also including representatives of countries who are not parties to the Treaty, focused on aerial surveillance activities and the need to use them in the environmental field.

Participants in the two-day Seminar on the Environmental and Ecological Use of the Open Skies Regime compared different ways of environmental surveillance, especially between the ones made via satellite and Open Skies aircraft.

Military experts and scientists agreed that the Open Skies aircraft can be used for cross-border environmental emergencies and disasters, and the verification of international environmental conventions.

Among the cases presented where the Open Skies assets were successfully used in disaster situations were:

- the Oder River flood in 1997, when a German Open Skies aircraft took images of the full river area from the river Neisse to the Baltic Sea within a 10-day period and shared them with the affected countries, i.e. Poland and the Czech Republic.

- the scheduled trial observation flight conducted in 2000 by Germany and the U.S. with a U.S. Open Skies aircraft to asses the forest areas damaged by Hurricane Lothar, which caused severe destruction in France and Germany.

- the use of Spanish Open Skies aircraft to detect the oil track after the tanker Prestige sank 130 miles off Spain's north-west coast on 20 November 2002 and spilled almost 20 million gallons of heavy fuel oil.

The meeting was held under the Polish Chairmanship of the Open Skies Consultative Commission.

Background: The origins of the idea of Open Skies date back to the early years of the arms race between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. In 1955, U.S. President Dwight Eisenhower suggested to the Soviet Union the use of aerial photography as a means to create mutual transparency of the weapons arsenals on both sides to deter and lift suspicions of surprise attacks. The bilateral proposal was turned down by the latter, but the idea was re-introduced in 1989. NATO and the Warsaw Treaty Organization member states started discussing the issue in 1990 and the Open Skies Treaty was signed on 24 March 1992 by 26 states.

During the trial implementation phase between 1992 and the Treaty's entry into force in 1 January 2002, almost 400 bilateral and multilateral test flights were performed. More than 150 unarmed observation flights between the states parties were conducted since the latter date. Each of the 55 OSCE participating States can apply to accede to the Treaty. Currently 31 of them are party to it.

(end text)
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Text: EPA Head Reaffirms Commitment to Water Protection

(Officials mark World Water Monitoring Day) (530)

U.S. environment officials joined their counterparts in many parts of the world October 18 in emphasizing the importance of clean, safe water supplies and the work required to keep them that way.

In a press release issued on World Water Monitoring Day, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Mike Leavitt said, "[L]et's remember and reaffirm our commitment to protect and restore watersheds, coasts and oceans."

A consortium of public and private organizations sponsor the event, culminating on October 18 after a month of activities in which citizens around the world have been monitoring water quality in their own communities. Using test kits provided by the sponsors, citizens have been testing water health by measuring dissolved oxygen, temperature, clarity and pH. Providing this information back to the sponsors creates a snapshot of current global water quality and will help build a broader pool of information to monitor long-term trends.

The press release says people in 35 countries have registered to participate in events.

The text of the EPA press release follows:

(begin text)

Monday, October 18, 2004

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

EPA Administrator Mike Leavitt Celebrates World Water Monitoring Day at the Smithsonian Environmental Research Center

Today is World Water Monitoring Day, culminating a month of water quality monitoring activities in which educators, families, volunteer water monitoring organizations and government professionals have been taking water quality samples, sharing data, and educating their communities about water quality.

This is also the 32nd anniversary of the Clean Water Act.  "Our national goal is clean and safe water for every American," said Administrator Mike Leavitt. "On the commemoration of landmark clean water legislation and a global effort to monitor water quality, let's remember and reaffirm our commitment to protect and restore watersheds, coasts and oceans."

Mike Leavitt joined officials from National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Department of State and America's Clean Water Foundation, as one of the featured speakers at the Smithsonian Environmental Research Center facility on the Chesapeake Bay, in Edgewater, Md.  The speeches were followed by a cruise on the Rhode River on one of the Smithsonian's research vessels where the event participants collected water, fish and invertebrates samples.

World Water Monitoring Day affords youth and their families the opportunity to get involved and learn about the health of their local watersheds by participating in water monitoring activities. Between Sept. 18, and Oct. 18, 2004, citizens around the world visited their local streams, rivers, lakes or wetlands to test for a few basic indicators of health such as dissolved oxygen, temperature, clarity and pH. The results can be posted on America's Clean Water Foundation Website where they provide a snapshot of global water quality that may help to illustrate long-term water quality trends.

The first World Water Monitoring Day in 2003 included 4,800 sites in the United States and 433 sites in 23 other countries. This year, participants from all 50 states and 35 countries have registered to take part in various events.  More information about World Water Monitoring Day is at: http://www.worldwatermonitoringday.org. Information about EPA's monitoring activities is at: http://www.epa.gov/owow/monitoring.

(end text)
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Text: Scientists Prepare for Space Probe's Plunge into Titan Atmosphere

(Ice mountains, liquid methane seas may form surface of Saturn moon) (1510)

On January 14, 2005, the Huygens probe will plow into the orange atmosphere of Saturn's moon, Titan, becoming the first spacecraft to attempt to land on a moon in the solar system since the Soviet Union's Luna 24 touched down on Earth's moon in 1976, according to an October 14 press release from the University of California (UC), Berkeley.

The probe, now aboard the Cassini spacecraft, will fly blindly through hydrocarbon haze and methane clouds to a surface that could consist of seven-kilometer-high ice mountains and liquid methane seas. That picture emerges from a series of articles published in the journal Geophysical Research Letters last month that detail what scientists know about Titan's surface, atmosphere and magnetic field.

"These [journal] papers really give a state-of-the-art picture of Titan, before Cassini goes into orbit around Saturn and the Huygens probe goes into Titan's atmosphere," said Imke de Pater, a professor of astronomy at UC Berkeley who wrote the introductory paper in the series and co-authored four of nine papers. The National Science Foundation funded her work.

Even though on-board infrared imaging cameras can pierce the cloud cover, the cameras can only reveal bright and dark spots on the surface, data that are difficult to interpret. "What Huygens will encounter at Titan's surface will remain a mystery until the probe plops into an ocean or parachutes to solid ground," according to the release.

The Cassini/Huygens spacecraft, launched from Kennedy Space Center in 1997, is the product of an international collaboration between three space agencies -- the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, the European Space Agency and the Italian Space Agency -- and involves contributions from 17 nations.

Cassini will release the Huygens probe on Christmas Day, December 25.

Text of the University of California press release follows:

(begin text)

University of California, Berkeley

Press release, October 14, 2004

Scientists prepare for space probe's plunge into Titan's atmosphere

Pre-Cassini view from Keck, Hubble provides hazy picture

Berkeley -- On Jan. 14, 2005, the Huygens probe will plow into the orange atmosphere of Saturn's moon, Titan, becoming the first spacecraft to attempt to land on a moon in our solar system since the Soviet Union's Luna 24 touched down on Earth's moon in 1976.

Though scientists hope that Huygens will survive the plunge, it will be flying blind through hydrocarbon haze and methane clouds to a surface that could consist of seven-kilometer-high ice mountains and liquid methane seas. That's the picture that emerges from a series of articles -- half of them by University of California, Berkeley, researchers -- published in the journal Geophysical Research Letters last month and detailing what scientists know to date about the surface, atmosphere and magnetic field of Titan. This view sets the stage for an analysis of new data soon to arrive from the Cassini spacecraft and Huygens probe.

"These (journal) papers really give a state-of-the-art picture of Titan, before Cassini goes into orbit around Saturn and the Huygens probe goes into Titan's atmosphere," said Imke de Pater, a professor of astronomy at UC Berkeley who wrote the introductory paper in the series and co-authored four of the nine papers. The papers came out of a meeting De Pater hosted last November at UC Berkeley to discuss what has been gleaned to date about the moon from optical, infrared and radar telescopes, including the Hubble Space Telescope and the twin Keck Telescopes in Hawaii.

Scientists expect the current sketchy picture of Titan's surface, totally obscured by clouds and haze, will much improve when the Cassini spacecraft, which is carrying the Huygens probe, starts an intense observation of Titan later this month. While on-board infrared imaging cameras can pierce the cloud cover, however, they can only reveal bright and dark spots on the surface, which are difficult to interpret. What Huygens will encounter at Titan's surface will remain a mystery until the probe plops into an ocean or parachutes to solid ground.

"Based upon their spectral characteristics, the bright areas imaged by various Earth-bound telescopes and the Hubble Space Telescope could be a mixture of rock and water ice," de Pater said. Such a mixture appears relatively bright in comparison with substances like tar and liquid hydrocarbons, which absorb essentially all sunlight at these wavelengths and hence appear very dark. "The dark areas could contain liquid hydrocarbons," she said. "But they're all still a mystery."

Some scientists have suggested that one large bright area, Xanadu, is a mountain of rock and water ice that stands out because runoff (hydrocarbon rain) has washed off the dark hydrocarbon particles. UC Berkeley graduate student J. Taylor Perron and de Pater concluded in one of the papers that such an ice continent, primarily composed of water ice, could be no higher than 3 to 7 kilometers - that is, at most, 23,000 feet, about the height of Mt. Aconcagua in Argentina. That is even more impressive on a globe less than half the diameter of Earth.

The Huygens probe, which will take from two to two and a half hours to float to the surface, is aiming for a landing site in a dark area bordering a bright area near the equator, so it could land instead in a gasoline-like hydrocarbon brew of methane, propane or butane. Though the probe is designed to float, its builders expect, at most, 45 minutes of data once it sets down. A few minutes would be cause for celebration.

The Cassini/Huygens spacecraft was launched from Kennedy Space Center in 1997, the product of an international collaboration between three space agencies -- the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, the European Space Agency and the Italian Space agency -- involving contributions from 17 nations. It arrived at Saturn in July 2004, beginning a four-year mission to photograph and collect data on Saturn, its rings and moons. This Oct. 26, it will get within 1,000 kilometers of Titan -- closer than ever before -- turning its remote sensing instruments on that moon's surface and atmosphere. Cassini will release the Huygens probe on Christmas Day, Dec. 25.

The second largest moon in the solar system and the only one with a thick, methane-rich, nitrogen atmosphere, Titan intrigues scientists because of its resemblance to a young Earth. The atmospheres of both Titan and the early Earth were dominated by nearly the same amount of nitrogen, and the chemistry discovered on Titan could provide clues to the origins of life on our planet. De Pater and chemistry graduate student Mate Adamkovics have used the adaptive optics on the Keck Telescope in Hawaii to image the hydrocarbon haze that envelops the moon, taking snapshots at various altitudes from 150 to 200 kilometers down to the surface. In the movie they constructed from these snapshots, haze is very evident in the atmosphere at about 30-50 kilometers over the South Pole. Stratospheric haze at about 150 kilometers is visible over a large area in the northern hemisphere but not the southern hemisphere, an asymmetry observed previously. And at the southern hemisphere's tropopause -- the border between the lower atmosphere and the stratosphere at about 42 kilometers altitude -- cirrus haze is visible, analogous to cirrus haze on Earth.

These observations agree with a theory of haze formation whereby sunlight creates haze particles at a high altitude -- 400 to 600 kilometers above the surface -- that are blown to the winter pole, where the haze accumulates as a polar "hood." The haze particles start to settle out and are carried by a lower-elevation return flow to the summer hemisphere.

Laboratory experiments by Melissa Trainer of the University of Colorado, Boulder, reported in the journal suggest that the haze particles could be polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons if the methane concentration in the atmosphere is high -- around 10 percent -- though they would be primarily long-chain hydrocarbons at low concentrations. The Huygens probe will measure gas concentrations as it plummets through the atmosphere, hopefully testing this connection between methane concentration and aerosol composition.

Cassini's observations of Titan over the next four years should yield much more information about the atmospheric haze and surface topography, as well as raise new questions. De Pater urges ground-based astronomers to continue to observe Titan's moon, "so the Cassini/Huygens data can be tied in with the long-term data base on Titan's seasons," she wrote.

De Pater herself will be peering at Titan through the Keck Telescope on Jan. 15 when the Huygens probe disappears into the atmosphere.

"I'm skeptical that we'll see a meteor trail, as some have predicted, but our observations will give us a good image of Titan at the time of probe entry, which could be very relevant to calibrating Titan at entry time," de Pater said.

De Pater's research is supported by the National Science Foundation.

The Nov. 17, 2003, workshop on Titan was sponsored by the Center for Integrative Planetary Studies at UC Berkeley.

(end text)
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Text: New Propulsion System Could Allow 90-Day Round-trip to Mars

(Plasma beam would propel craft's magnetic sail through solar system) (1050)

NASA-funded researchers at the University of Washington are developing a new way to propel spacecraft that could cut the time for a 154-million-kilometer round-trip to Mars from 2.5 years to 90 days, according to an October 14 University of Washington (UW) press release.

With magnetized-beam plasma propulsion, called mag-beam, quick trips to distant parts of the solar system could become routine, said Robert Winglee, a UW Earth and space sciences professor who leads the project.

Under the mag-beam concept, a space-based station would generate a magnetized beam of superheated gas (plasma) that would propel a magnetic sail on a spacecraft through the solar system at speeds of 11.7 kilometers per second. That translates to more than 41,843 kilometers an hour or more than 1 million kilometers a day.

To make such high speeds practical, another plasma unit must be stationed on a platform at the other end of the trip to apply brakes to the spacecraft. Winglee envisions units being placed around the solar system by missions already planned by NASA.

A mag-beam test mission could be possible in five years with consistent financial support, he said. Mag-beam is one of 12 proposals that in October began receiving support from the NASA Institute for Advanced Concepts. Each gets $75,000 for a six-month study to validate the concept and identify challenges in developing it. Projects that make it through that phase are eligible for as much as $400,000 more over two years.

Information about advanced propulsion concepts is available at http://www.ess.washington.edu/Space/propulsion.html 

Text of the press release follows:

(begin text)

University of Washington

Press release, October 14, 2004

New propulsion concept could make 90-day Mars round trip possible

A new means of propelling spacecraft being developed at the University of Washington could dramatically cut the time needed for astronauts to travel to and from Mars and could make humans a permanent fixture in space.

In fact, with magnetized-beam plasma propulsion, or mag-beam, quick trips to distant parts of the solar system could become routine, said Robert Winglee, a UW Earth and space sciences professor who is leading the project.

Currently, using conventional technology and adjusting for the orbits of both the Earth and Mars around the sun, it would take astronauts about 2.5 years to travel to Mars, conduct their scientific mission and return.

"We're trying to get to Mars and back in 90 days," Winglee said. "Our philosophy is that, if it's going to take two-and-a-half years, the chances of a successful mission are pretty low."

Mag-beam is one of 12 proposals that this month began receiving support from the National Aeronautics and Space Administration's Institute for Advanced Concepts. Each gets $75,000 for a six-month study to validate the concept and identify challenges in developing it. Projects that make it through that phase are eligible for as much as $400,000 more over two years.

Under the mag-beam concept, a space-based station would generate a stream of magnetized ions that would interact with a magnetic sail on a spacecraft and propel it through the solar system at high speeds that increase with the size of the plasma beam. Winglee estimates that a control nozzle 32 meters wide would generate a plasma beam capable of propelling a spacecraft at 11.7 kilometers per second. That translates to more than 26,000 miles an hour or more than 625,000 miles a day.

Mars is an average of 48 million miles from Earth, though the distance can vary greatly depending on where the two planets are in their orbits around the sun. At that distance, a spacecraft traveling 625,000 miles a day would take more than 76 days to get to the red planet. But Winglee is working on ways to devise even greater speeds so the round trip could be accomplished in three months. But to make such high speeds practical, another plasma unit must be stationed on a platform at the other end of the trip to apply brakes to the spacecraft.

"Rather than a spacecraft having to carry these big powerful propulsion units, you can have much smaller payloads," he said.

Winglee envisions units being placed around the solar system by missions already planned by NASA. One could be used as an integral part of a research mission to Jupiter, for instance, and then left in orbit there when the mission is completed. Units placed farther out in the solar system would use nuclear power to create the ionized plasma; those closer to the sun would be able to use electricity generated by solar panels.

The mag-beam concept grew out of an earlier effort Winglee led to develop a system called mini-magnetospheric plasma propulsion. In that system, a plasma bubble would be created around a spacecraft and sail on the solar wind. The mag-beam concept removes reliance on the solar wind, replacing it with a plasma beam that can be controlled for strength and direction.

A mag-beam test mission could be possible within five years if financial support remains consistent, he said. The project will be among the topics during the sixth annual NASA Advanced Concepts Institute meeting Tuesday and Wednesday at the Grand Hyatt Hotel in Seattle. The meeting is free and open to the public. Winglee acknowledges that it would take an initial investment of billions of dollars to place stations around the solar system. But once they are in place, their power sources should allow them to generate plasma indefinitely. The system ultimately would reduce spacecraft costs, since individual craft would no longer have to carry their own propulsion systems. They would get up to speed quickly with a strong push from a plasma station, then coast at high speed until they reach their destination, where they would be slowed by another plasma station.

"This would facilitate a permanent human presence in space," Winglee said. "That's what we are trying to get to."

More details on advanced propulsion concepts can be found at: http://www.ess.washington.edu/Space/propulsion.html

(end text)
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Text: Scientists Report Success in Malaria Vaccine Trial

(Mozambique trial described as breakthrough in search for vaccine) (1620)

Scientists report that a malaria vaccine trial under way in Mozambique yields effective protection of children from the mosquito-borne disease for up to six months. The findings were published October 16 in the medical journal The Lancet.

The vaccine used in the trial -- described as the largest ever conducted in Africa, involving more than 2,000 children -- was effective in preventing severe disease in almost 58 percent of the subjects. The candidate vaccine developed by Belgian company GlaxoSmithKline (GSK) Biologicals had a lesser degree of effectiveness with other forms of infection.

The Center for International Health of the Hospital Clinic at the University of Barcelona (CISM) conducted the trial in cooperation with the Mozambique Ministry of Health, with sponsorship from GSK and the Malaria Vaccine Initiative (MVI), a nonprofit organization.

Even though the 58 percent efficacy rate is less than that for commonly used childhood vaccines, the finding is significant because it is the first trial that has found any effectiveness at all for a candidate vaccine.

"These findings represent a breakthrough in the science of malaria vaccines," said Dr. Melinda Moree, director of MVI, a global program created to overcome barriers to malaria vaccine development. "They provide convincing evidence that a vaccine could become part of the world's efforts to spare children and families from the devastating effects of this disease. This brings us another step closer to a licensed vaccine."

Malaria infects 300-500 million people each year, causing more than 1 million deaths, many of them among children.

The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation is the primary supporter of MVI, but the organization also receives funding from the U.S. government. MVI and the U.S. Agency for International Development are partners in another vaccine trial under way in Kenya.

The text of the MVI press release follows:

(begin text)

Center for International Health of the Hospital Clinic, University of Barcelona 

GlaxoSmithKline Biologicals

Malaria Vaccine Initiative

Press Release

October 15

PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP LEADS TO SCIENTIFIC BREAKTHROUGH IN MALARIA VACCINE DEVELOPMENT 

Encouraging Results from Largest Pediatric Safety and Efficacy Clinical Trial of Malaria Vaccine in Africa to be Published in The Lancet

LONDON, Friday 15 October 2004 - In a proof-of-concept study to be published this week in The Lancet, researchers report that GlaxoSmithKline (GSK) Biologicals' RTS,S/AS02A malaria vaccine candidate protected a significant percentage of children against uncomplicated malaria, infection, and even severe forms of the disease for at least six months. This largest malaria vaccine efficacy trial ever conducted in Africa also re-confirmed the vaccine's safety in one-to-four year old children. Further efficacy studies will be needed before consideration for licensure.

The results will be published on a fast-track basis in the October 16 issue of the journal. The double-blind, controlled trial involved 2,022 children in southern Mozambique and was conducted by the Centro de Investigação em Saude da Manhiça (CISM). GSK Biologicals and PATH's Malaria Vaccine Initiative (MVI) co-sponsored the trial, which was approved by Mozambique's Ministry of Health.

"Our results demonstrate the feasibility of developing an efficacious vaccine against malaria," wrote CISM's Pedro Alonso, MD, Ph.D., lead author of the Lancet article, adding that "...malaria vaccines could greatly contribute to reducing the intolerable global burden of this disease." Dr. Alonso was the principal investigator of the study and heads the Center for International Health of the Hospital Clinic at the University of Barcelona.

Mozambique's Minister of Health, Dr. Francisco Songane, said his nation was proud to be a part of such a groundbreaking study. "Malaria is the number one killer of African children. We did this not only for the people of Mozambique, but for the people all over Africa whose health and development suffer greatly from this terrible disease."

"It will still take some years before this vaccine becomes a reality, but the commitment is certainly there," said Jean Stéphenne, president and general manager of GSK Biologicals, one of the world's largest vaccine companies. "We are very encouraged by these results. They demonstrate that a Plasmodium falciparum malaria vaccine based on the circumsporozoite protein is feasible. Such a vaccine could have a major impact on public health. This project demonstrates the power of collaboration between the public and private sectors," he added.

"These findings represent a breakthrough in the science of malaria vaccines," offered Dr. Melinda Moree, Ph.D., director of MVI, a global program created to overcome barriers to malaria vaccine development. "They provide convincing evidence that a vaccine could become part of the world's efforts to spare children and families from the devastating effects of this disease. This brings us another step closer to a licensed vaccine." In 2000, GSK Biologicals and MVI entered into a partnership to develop the vaccine for children. MVI was started in 1999 with a grant from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, which made this collaboration possible.

According to the study, vaccine efficacy against clinical malaria attacks was 30 percent. Efficacy against primary infection with Plasmodium (P.) falciparum was 45 percent, and efficacy against severe disease was 58 percent. P. falciparum is the parasite that causes the greatest number of cases of malaria in Africa.

"The results of this trial represent a significant scientific advance and an important step forward. In contrast to the previous trials of this vaccine in adults, which suggested that vaccine efficacy was short-lived, protection in these children has lasted at least six months," Dr. Alonso added. Follow-up with the children continues.

A recombinant protein that fuses a part of the P. falciparum circumsporozoite (CS) protein with the hepatitis B surface antigen molecule, RTS,S, has been under development by GSK Biologicals for more than 15 years. 

"There was a lot of skepticism about our approach in the scientific community," recalled Joe Cohen, Ph.D., director, Emerging Diseases, HIV & Therapeutic Vaccines R&D at GSK Biologicals, who is co-inventor of the vaccine. "We're dealing with a very complex parasite that goes through different life stages in the human host. But we were highly committed and kept at it for over 15 years." 

The vaccine is directed against the form of the P. falciparum parasite that is injected by mosquitoes. This form is known as the sporozoite. After immunization, antibodies and white blood cells are produced which can prevent the sporozoite from surviving or from further development in the liver. The vaccine is delivered in a three-dose regimen.

Among infectious diseases, malaria is one of the world's biggest killers. It is estimated that malaria kills between one and three million people in the world's poorest countries every year, and more children in sub-Saharan Africa than any other infectious disease. 

Due to the need for further studies, a licensed malaria vaccine is not expected to be available before 2010, by when it is projected that half the world's population, or 3.5 billion people, will be living in areas in which malaria is transmitted. The economic costs of the disease for Africa alone are equivalent to US$12 billion annually.

Editors' notes:

An audio conference media briefing will report the results of this trial at 1000 Hours London Time (1100 Hours Central European Summer Time), Thursday, 14 October 2004. Media around the world can access the audio conference by calling +44 207 081 9432. Please contact Preeti Singh or Ellen Wilson at +1-301-652-1558, ext. 108 or +1 301 922 4969 or psingh@burnesscommunications.com to RSVP and receive the URL for the embargoed online press kit. 

Mozambique's Ministry of Health has as its mission to promote and preserve the health of the Mozambican population and to promote and provide quality and sustainable health care services, gradually increasing its accessibility to all Mozambicans with equity and efficiency.

The Centro de Investigação em Saude da Manhiça (CISM) is the first peripheral health research centre in Mozambique to undertake medical research into the key health problems in that country. Founded in 1996, CISM was developed under a collaborative programme between the Mozambique Ministry of Health, the Maputo School of Medicine (Universidade Eduardo Mondlane), and the Hospital Clinic of the University of Barcelona (www.hospitalclinic.org) with core funding from the Spanish Agency for International Cooperation. Visit CISM's web site at www.manhica.org.

GlaxoSmithKline Biologicals (GSK Biologicals), one of the world's leading vaccine manufacturers, is located in Rixensart, Belgium. In 2003, GSK Biologicals distributed more than 850 million doses of vaccines to 152 countries in both the developed and the developing world - an average of 27 doses per second. For information, visit GSK Biologicals' vaccines website site at www.gsk-bio.com. GlaxoSmithKline - one of the world's leading research-based pharmaceutical and healthcare companies - is committed to improving the quality of human life by enabling people to do more, feel better and live longer.

PATH's Malaria Vaccine Initiative (MVI) is a global program established through an initial grant of $50 million from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, which awarded it an additional $100 million in 2003. MVI's mission is to accelerate the development of promising malaria vaccines and ensure their availability and accessibility for the developing world. MVI's vision is a world where vaccines protect children from death and severe disease caused by malaria. For information, visit www.malariavaccine.org. PATH is an international, non-profit organization that creates sustainable, culturally relevant solutions enabling communities worldwide to break longstanding cycles of poor health. For more information, please visit www.path.org.

This page displays best in a browser that supports current web standards, but all content is accessible via any web device.

(end text)
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Text: U.S.-funded Study Might Lead to New Volcano-Monitoring Tools

(U.S., U.K., Australian scientists examined eruption-related chemistry) (680)

An international team of geoscientists has published a study on the Mount St. Helens volcano that may contribute to the development of new tools for monitoring volcanoes, according to an October 14 press release from the University of Oregon.

The study, published online this week in the journal Science Express, examined geochemical precursors to volcanic activity leading to the cataclysmic eruption of the southwestern Washington mountain in 1980. The work yields new insight into volcano behavior.

The U.S. National Science Foundation funded the work.

"We're looking at chemical signatures -- chemistry that's related to volatile, or gas, phases in the eruptive cycle," says University of Oregon volcanologist Katharine Cashman, a professor of geological sciences.

"We've learned that the magma that erupted on May 18, 1980, had probably begun degassing for a minimum of five years before the eruption," she explains. "Then, throughout the summer of 1980, what we see is evidence that gas from the deeper magma storage system had been interacting with the magma at a shallower level."

The study provides a detailed picture of magma and gas movement during 1980.

Text from the University of Oregon press release follows:

(begin text)

University of Oregon

Press release, October 14, 2004

Study provides fresh insight on volcanic eruptions

Chemical signatures provide picture of internal changes leading to the 1980 eruption of Mount St. Helens

EUGENE, Ore. -- New tools for monitoring volcanoes may be developed with help from a study on Mount St. Helens published this week (Oct. 14) in Science Express by an international team of geoscientists, including University of Oregon volcanologist Katharine Cashman.

The study on geochemical precursors to volcanic activity leading to the cataclysmic eruption of the southwestern Washington mountain in 1980 yields new insight about volcano behavior.

"We're looking at chemical signatures--chemistry that's related to volatile, or gas, phases in the eruptive cycle," says Cashman, a professor of geological sciences.

"We've learned that the magma that erupted on May 18, 1980, had probably begun degassing for a minimum of five years before the eruption," she explains. "Then, throughout the summer of 1980, what we see is evidence that gas from the deeper magma storage system had been interacting with the magma at a shallower level."

The study provides a detailed picture of magma and gas movement during 1980. The data shows that ascending magma stalled and was stored at a depth of three to four kilometers beneath the surface.

Cashman's in-depth knowledge of Mount St. Helens began when she served as the U.S. Geological Survey spokesperson before, during and after the 1980 eruption. Since then, she's become an authority on volcanoes from Hawaii to Italy, where she had intended to spend the current academic year working with Italian volcanologists to compare eruptive styles at Etna, Stromboli and Vesuvius with those of the Cascades. She flew back from Italy last weekend to rejoin colleagues at Mount St. Helens where her role is to "be eyes and corporate memory from the '80s so we can make comparisons between then and now."

This week's ScienceExpress publication follows on the heels of a Geology magazine article (February 2004) by Cashman and Richard Hoblitt of the Hawaiian Volcano Observatory which reported that the ash Mount St. Helens spewed during the months before its huge 1980 eruption contains tiny crystals that show an explosive eruption was likely.

Cashman, whose research interests include volcanology, igneous petrology and crystallization kinetics, joined the UO faculty in 1991. Her work is funded by the National Science Foundation.

This research appears online in the journal ScienceExpress, www.sciencexpress.org.

Co-authors of the ScienceExpress paper are: First author Kim Berlo, Department of Earth and Planetary Sciences, University of Bristol, United Kingdom; Jon Blundy, Department of Earth and Planetary Sciences, Macquarie University, Sydney, Australia; Chris Hawkesworth, Department of Earth and Planetary Sciences, University of Bristol, United Kingdom; and Stuart Black, Department of Archaeology, University of Reading, United Kingdom.

(end text)
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Transcript: White House Daily Briefing, October 18

(President's schedule, Iraq) (1140)

White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan briefed reporters on Air Force One October 18 as they accompanied President Bush on a campaign trip to Marlton, New Jersey.

Following is the transcript of the White House briefing:

(begin transcript)

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary 

(Marlton, New Jersey) 

October 18, 2004

PRESS GAGGLE BY SCOTT McCLELLAN

Aboard Air Force One

En Route Wrightstown, New Jersey

12:33 P.M. EDT

MR. McCLELLAN: Let me give you the schedule update, and we'll continue later if we -- I know we're short on time, about to land here. But let me at least give you the schedule update for this week.

On Thursday, the 21st, the President will sign the Garrett Lee Smith Memorial Act in the Roosevelt Room at the White House. Then he'll make remarks on medical liability reform and health care in Downington, Pennsylvania. And then he'll make remarks at a Hershey, Pennsylvania Victory 2004 rally. We'll be back at the White House that night.

On Friday, he'll make remarks at Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania Victory 2004 rally. Then he'll participate in a Focus on Medical Liability Reform and Health Care with President Bush event, and then he attends a Victory 2004 dinner in St. Petersburg, Florida. And we overnight in St. Pete Beach, Florida.

And Saturday, we'll -- still working on finalizing those events. We will -- we will be --

QUESTION: Will it be Florida --

MR. McCLELLAN: Yes. On Friday. But Saturday and Sunday, we will be overnighting in Crawford.

Q: Saturday and Sunday?

MR. McCLELLAN: Yes, and we're still finalizing up the events for Saturday. Q But they'll be Florida?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, we're finalizing up all the events. We'll let you know.

Q: Can you explain why the President rebuffed a proposal by the Saudis to have Muslim troops stationed in Iraq for the election?

MR. McCLELLAN: I'm not sure what you're -- what you're referring to.

Q: The Saudi offered to have several hundred troops --

MR. McCLELLAN: Are you referring to a specific article? I haven't seen it.

Q: Yes -- the LA Times, Newsweek -- I mean, Newsday.

MR. McCLELLAN: It's in Newsday today?

Q: It's in Newsday and the LA Times.

MR. McCLELLAN: No, I haven't seen -- I haven't seen the story. Let me take a look at it.

Q: It quotes the White House.

MR. McCLELLAN: Let me take a look at the story.

Q: How about a response to Sanchez?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, look -- you're talking about the Washington Post article?

Q: Yes.

MR. McCLELLAN: The President is the one who supported and fought for the $87 billion in funding for the necessary resources for our troops in Iraq and Afghanistan. His opponent opposed the $87 billion to provide our troops with equipment and resources they needed to do the job.

Q: Scott, that's not the issue.

MR. McCLELLAN: No, it is the issue. And this is something that was -- a letter, I think you're referring to, from last December, worked it's way up through the chain of command. And when those issues come to our attention, we address those issues and make sure that they're addressed.

Q: What about Sanchez, though, saying 10 months ago that he needed more troops?

MR. McCLELLAN: That's what I just said, that when those issues come -- come up through the chain of command --

Q: Did he --

MR. McCLELLAN: Wait -- more troops? I'm not sure what you're referring to in terms of more troops.

Q: Supplies?

MR. McCLELLAN: In terms of supplies?

Q: Supplies.

MR. McCLELLAN: I think you're mischaracterizing --

Q: I forget what word it was.

MR. McCLELLAN: That's what I said, when issues like that come to the attention of the commanders and work their way up through the chain of command, then we make sure that those issues are addressed. The President always makes sure that our troops have the resources they need to get the job done. Senator Kerry is the one who opposed giving our troops the equipment and resources they needed when he voted against the $87 billion for our troops in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Q: What was the President's response back in December when he heard of Sanchez's concerns?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, I think this is one that went -- again, this is one that went up through the Pentagon chain of command to leaders at the Pentagon.

Q: The President wasn't aware, back in December, that Sanchez had trouble getting body armor, had trouble getting spare parts for --

MR. McCLELLAN: Hold on a second -- hold on a second. I think you're mischaracterizing some of these issues. That's why I said, the President is committed to making sure that our troops have all the resources they need to complete their mission. And when issues like this come to -- come to the -- come to our attention, we make sure that they are addressed. And that's what's been done in this instance, as the Pentagon talked about in the article.

Q: Scott, are you saying that $87 billion, when appropriated, dealt with all those issues?

MR. McCLELLAN: Well, the $87 billion provided funding for body armor and other equipment and supplies.

Q: But you're saying that's why Sanchez wrote the letter in December, and the problem was --

MR. McCLELLAN: All right, we're landing. Sorry. Thanks. I'll continue later.

(Resumes briefing 1:15 P.M. EDT)

MR. McCLELLAN: I checked on that -- all right, we'll start back over. I checked on that one article you referred to, and this was something that came up weeks ago. I mean, the Iraqi interim government had some real concerns about having troops from a neighboring country inside Iraq. The multinational force commanders also had some concerns about forces operating outside the chain of command structure.

Q: But you're saying it's because of the Iraqi government.

MR. McCLELLAN: The government -- they had some real concerns, yes. And the multinational force commanders had some concerns.

Was there anything else you guys had?

Q: What was that bill that he's signing? I didn't hear you, when you said a bill he's signing, before we go out on --

MR. McCLELLAN: Oh, I'll get you that information -- on Thursday, you mean? Yes, I'll get you that information for Thursday. Let me get you that information on the bill.

Q: Why aren't we going to Ohio? The President hasn't been there in several weeks.

MR. McCLELLAN: I think I forgot to mention Ohio -- that one event on Thursday is Canton, Ohio, the -- Friday, in Canton, Ohio, that's the event where he participates in Focus On Medical Liability Reform and Health Care. That's Canton, Ohio. I think I forgot to mention the town earlier. Then on to St. Petersburg from there. So Pennsylvania, Ohio and Florida that day, on Friday.

Okay, thanks. Just wanted to finish up.

END 1:17 P.M. EDT

(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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MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.  Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.  It's a pleasure to be here.  I'd be glad to take your questions.  

George.  Thanks for the music.

QUESTION:  Let's go straight to the jugular.  What do you have on the Belarus elections?  (Laughter.) 

MR. BOUCHER:  As you all know, we've repeatedly called on Belarus to meet international standards, to meet OSCE standards when it came to these -- to this referendum and parliamentary elections.  The initial report from the OSCE's Office of Democratic Institutions and Human Rights elections observer mission indicates the election fell significantly short of Belarus' commitments to the organization. 

We deeply regret that the Belarusian people were kept from freely and fairly expressing their will.  International observers have noted a number of serious violations by the government in the campaign period, potentially biasing the election even before the votes were cast.  Electoral misconduct continued throughout the voting and vote tabulation process.  We're aware, for example, that exit poll results present a far different picture of the voters' preferences than the results that have been announced by the Belarus Government.

We're also concerned by reports that a journalist was arrested and seriously beaten on election night, and we call on Belarus Government to promptly ensure the full facts of this alleged incident come out.

QUESTION:  That's it?

MR. BOUCHER:  That's it.

QUESTION:  So you think it was a well-run election then.  Can I --

MR. BOUCHER:  Not exactly.

QUESTION:  Isn't the fact that they allowed observers in a positive sign?

MR. BOUCHER:  Isn't it what?

QUESTION:  A positive -- some kind of a -- I mean, you wouldn't have these -- there are countries in the world that don't allow observers in.

MR. BOUCHER:  There were something like 300 observers there.  But allowing observers in doesn't make up for all the problems of the election.  Is it better to have observers than not to have observers?  Sure.  But observing this --

QUESTION:  I guess what I'm getting at is that you're unwilling to give Lukashenko's government any scintilla of credit for even allowing observers in, which you, normally is something that you first call for in an election.

MR. BOUCHER:  We're glad that they allowed the observers in.  Nonetheless, the election was seriously flawed.  It didn't meet standards.  It does not look like the voters of Belarus were given a fair choice.

QUESTION:  And if --

MR. BOUCHER:  Or a fair chance to express their choice may be a better way to put it.

QUESTION:  And are there any consequences for that from your end?

MR. BOUCHER:  We'll have to look and see.  As you know, our policies -- our relations with Belarus are already pretty strained over the issue of democracy.  And this, unfortunately, rather than making them better just continues in the same pattern.

Charlie.

QUESTION:  Richard, on a related issue of election observers, do you know how many and when election observers are arriving in the U.S.?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I don't.  I don't think I have the details on that yet.  The projection was something like 60 observers.  It's headed by a Swiss legislator, the team that will come.  It's fairly standard practice now among OSCE countries, one that we very strongly supported to have observers go to different countries for elections, and this is a case where people are coming to the United States and they'll look at the election, and report back and comment on it, as many people in the world do, and as everybody in the United States will do.  So you might check with the OSCE and see if they have any more details yet on the mission and when it might come.

Matt.

QUESTION:  New subject.  Yeah, just on the Secretary's North Asia trip.  The South Koreans are saying that their Defense Minister is going to be here for meetings at the Pentagon, but also here and at the NSC this week.  I presume this will be before the Secretary leaves.  Is he, in fact, going to meet with the Secretary?  And when he is in Seoul, how much of his time, if you can say, is going to be devoted to non-six-party talk issues, specifically the troop -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, I can't give you a breakdown on the time yet.  Let me check, first of all, if the Secretary is going to have a chance to meet with the Korean Defense Minister before he leaves.

There are a lot of things to talk about during this trip in the three different stops that the Secretary is making.  I looked it up; it's been more than 18 months now since the Secretary took a trip to North Asia, so although he's stayed in very close touch with his colleagues and seen them in New York and other parts of the world, it's always useful, the Secretary thinks, to go and see them and visit with other people who you can visit with in the capitals.  So that's one reason.

The Secretary has a new Japanese colleague, who has visited Washington, and the Secretary wanted to try to visit him in his capital as well.  So it's a chance to talk further with the new Japanese Foreign Minister.

They're all getting ready for the meetings at the ministerial level and other levels that will take place out at APEC.  APEC becomes then an important agenda item because APEC is now taking up issues of terrorism, of nonproliferation, as well as the very important economic and trade issues that it's always been dealing with.  So that's something I would expect discussion of in China, as well as Japan and Korea.

Two of the three nations he's going to visit have troops in Iraq.  I'm sure in Japan and Korea, probably China as well, we'll want to talk about the situation in Iraq, the evolution of the situation in Iraq, and how we all contribute to holding a free and open elections for all the Iraqi people come January, and then a chance to follow up with these countries on the donors conference that was just held in Japan and for which Deputy Secretary Armitage was out.

As you noted, global posture, rebasing issues, are important on the agenda in both Japan and South Korea.  I think if you look at it with the Secretary, we made progress on some of the details, particularly in South Korea, but the Secretary, I think, still feels it appropriate to talk about these redeployments and rebasing ideas in a strategic context, to really try to deal with them in terms of our overall posture in the world, our overall posture in Asia, and how we and our allies who share strategic goals can work on that together and understand each other, make sure we do these things with a broader strategic concept in mind.

Six-party talks will be an important element in the discussions in all the places, look at what's next, I think, to make clear from the countries who are ready to go back to early talks, including ourselves and Japan, Korea and China, that we remain ready to go back to early talks to see if anybody has any news on North Korea's willingness to attend talks or if they're still stalling.  We'll see what happens with the visits to Beijing this week.

And I think furthermore, to take the opportunity in public and in working with our allies to remind people that we have a significant and comprehensive proposal on the table, and North Korea needs not only to come back to talks but to be ready to deal with that proposal.

Finally, other specific issues in specific places.  In China, he'll want to take up some of the Taiwan issues again.  I know there's been a lot of talk about arms sales to Taiwan.  The Secretary looks forward to having a chance to respond on that.  And also to talk about the speech that Chen Shui-bian made recently, President Shui-bian made about the prospect of dialogue with Beijing, and to say that we do see that as an opportunity, that we continue to encourage dialogue.  We know the Chinese didn't take the speech that way, but I think it's a chance to look at what we can all do to promote the idea of dialogue across the straits.  

And finally, I'd note it's the first time in China after the changes in leadership there in August and September.  So it's a chance to talk to the Chinese leaders, particularly Prime Minister Hu Jintao, about the -- I'm sorry -- President Hu Jintao about the evolution of events in China and the new leadership.

So there's a lot of things on the agenda.  There are many things that involve international or global issues like Iraq and North Korea, and also things that are more particular to each stop involving, say, troops in Japan and Korea or the Taiwan issues with China.

QUESTION:  All right.  I know what you're -- I know what the answer to this question is going to be, but I have to ask it, so please forgive me.  And that is:  Does the Secretary really expect to get anything done with the election less than a week from when his trip is, and the possibility that, you know, that U.S. foreign policy might take -- and particularly with regards to North Korea -- might take a dramatic turn, in the event the election goes one way?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, first of all, the Secretary is not planning on that, and I think his --

QUESTION:  Well, he may not be planning on it, but his interlocutors may be looking at --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not sure our interlocutors are planning on it either.  You'll have to ask them.  But I think the point is that there are many things going on in these relationships.  There is many things coming up in November, December, January, not to mention next year, that we are going to be working with these countries on, that we are going to be looking to move forward on.  And so, I think there is plenty of work to do.

QUESTION:  Yeah, but the point is is that these three countries can't help but look at the potential for a change in leadership in this country.  And what -- does the Secretary think --

MR. BOUCHER:  Matt, it may come as a surprise, but, first of all, U.S. foreign policy doesn't stop for an election.  The President, this President, as many others, has made very clear to the Secretary and Secretary Rumsfeld that they were to continue promoting our national interests around the world and continue their work without reference to the politics of the moment.

And second of all, the world doesn't stop.  The world doesn't stop for American elections.  There are many issues that need to be dealt with that can be dealt with and that can be planned for, in terms of the coming months and longer.  And if the election results affect that, I'm sure we'll take that into account at the time, but you need to get going on these things.

QUESTION:  Well, last one and then I'll stop and someone else can -- but the six-party talks issue in North Korea, there is a fundamental difference between the President's idea and the -- sorry, between the President's idea and his challenger's idea, in terms of one-on-one direct talks.  How can you possibly expect to get -- to get any movement forward in the six-party talks issue, or at least on the whole issue of denuclearization of the Peninsula, when there is such a difference looming out there, and the North Koreans obviously well aware of it, as are the Chinese, the South Koreans and the Japanese?

MR. BOUCHER:  You're asking really for us to speculate on what's in the minds of the North Koreans, and I'm not prepared to do that.  I know they've given a lot of reasons for stalling and delay, but essentially -- one of which is the American election, but there have been a lot of others and a lot of other speculation.

So the fact is they're stalling and delaying.  There are a group of countries that are ready to go back to early talks.  That includes the United States, that includes Japan, that includes China, that includes South Korea.  What we can all do to get North Korea to come back to early talks is an important topic of discussion, and of those countries, I would include Russia in the group ready for early talks as well.  Of those countries ready for early talks, only one happens to be having an election at this moment.  So that's an important coordination process among our nations, and that is something I would think that the United States would want to pursue as a matter of national interest.

Second of all, the goal is denuclearization.  The United States has put on the table a proposal to achieve that, and we think it's important to remind people and to talk to other people about how we can get North Korea to focus on that goal and to focus on the proposals the United States has made.  I don't anticipate there be any particular modification of those proposals in coming months, and it's important for North Korea to be prepared to deal with them seriously.

Okay.  Tammy.

QUESTION:  I noticed on your list of issues that the Secretary would be bringing up in China, human rights wasn't on there.  Is that a priority for him on this trip?

MR. BOUCHER:  It's always an issue.  It's always an issue that the Secretary raises and makes clear our views about.  So I didn't list every possible issues.  I raise those that are at this moment somewhat different or where there's some new development, but he will certainly list, and he will certainly raise, as he always does, many of the issues that we talk about every time we get together with the Chinese, even if there's not a particular anticipation of a new development on that score.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  Just to confirm, the Secretary will meet with China's president Hu Jintao?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't think I'm able to confirm any specific meetings and specific places yet.  That's something that we're still working on, the details of the schedules.  I think we've given you the dates and the cities.  Maybe we haven't.

The Secretary will arrive in Tokyo October 23rd, have meetings in Tokyo on the 24th, and then travel on to Beijing that evening for meetings on the 25th in Beijing.

From Beijing he heads on to Seoul for meetings on the 26th and then he'll return to Washington the same day, on the 26th.  But specific meetings and specific places, I can't confirm yet.

QUESTION:  And you mentioned two of the three countries have troops in Iraq and China, probably, would Secretary suggest or ask China to send troops to Iraq?

MR. BOUCHER:  Certainly there are UN resolutions and other requests from the Iraqi Government that encourage all nations to contribute as best they can.  But we have left it to each individual nation to decide what their best contribution might be.

QUESTION:  Thank you.

QUESTION:  On Taiwan, are you entirely happy with the speech by President Chen last week?  There were some aspects of it which seemed to differ from your viewpoint.  I don't believe he made any reference at all to One China.  He talked about Taiwanese sovereignty.  

MR. BOUCHER:  We're not endorsing anybody's speech completely, obviously.  We think there were elements in it that were creative, we think there are elements in it that were constructive, and we felt that there was an opportunity here to get back to a cross-strait dialogue that should be looked at by all the parties.  And we'll continue to encourage the Chinese and others, Chinese particularly, to see it that way and to look at what they can do to get back to a cross-straits dialogue, which we think is ultimately very important for both sides.  

Okay, let's go here.

QUESTION:  (Inaudible) to say about North Korea that an important topic is how to get North Korea to come back to the table, is there anything that you can do?  Haven't you, in the past, just said, well, it's up to them, they're the ones who are stalling?  What do you mean by getting them back to the -- how you guys can get them back -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, I think all the parties to these talks need to encourage North Korea to come back to the table and need to let North Korea know that there are consequences for their not pursuing this peaceful course of dialogue.  But we currently have a high-level North Korean visitor to Beijing this week.  One of the things we'll be interested in finding out is whether he's bringing any news or any expression of the North Korean attitude towards talks.

QUESTION:  Well, Richard, I mean, what are the consequences of not coming to the talks right now?

MR. BOUCHER:  We have, I think, gone over this before.  I'd really refer you back to the things we've said before.  There are people, nations, that are ready to do things for North Korea that they're not ready to do without some progress in the talks.  

QUESTION:  So it's more that there are benefits for North Korea to come to the table now versus consequences that they would suffer if -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  I guess I studied more economics, and I see it as an opportunity loss.  

QUESTION:  I have two sets of questions on Western Africa -- 

QUESTION:  Oh, wait, wait.  Can I just -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay, let's finish with North Korea, then.  

QUESTION:  Without you -- asking you to go through every single agenda point, I assume in China that Security Council issues -- Darfur, reform -- will come up, yeah?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, I'm sure.  Again, there are a lot of issues that will come up overlooking -- see where there's a particular anticipation of the moment, there's something particular to talk about, all these other issues, Security Council issues, Darfur -- Haiti, for that matter, frankly, with the Chinese police arriving in Haiti, and all the other Security Council issues are likely to be discussed to some extent, yeah.

QUESTION:  The President of China's Supreme Court, Xiao Yang, met with Secretary Powell last Friday.  Do you know if they discussed the status of Chinese detainees held in Guantanamo Bay?

MR. BOUCHER:  This was not a formal sit-down meeting.  It was not an attempt to go through an agenda.  There was a delegation from China's Supreme Court that was in the United States hosted by Justice Sandra Day O'Connor, and they had, that delegation, had some meetings at the State Department, I think, with Under Secretary Dobriansky.  The Secretary was able to stop in and say hello and chat briefly about their visit and the state of Chinese justice, but it wasn't a question of going through a particular agenda of topics.  

QUESTION:  Well, what is the state of Chinese justice in the U.S. view?

MR. BOUCHER:  Less than perfect.  It is expressed in great detail in our Human Rights Report.  

QUESTION:  Did the Secretary raise this issue, that the United States does not believe the Chinese judiciary, including the court on which this man sits, is an independent and unbiased practitioner of justice?

MR. BOUCHER:  That's what the man himself said, so it's -- I'm not going to get into the whole discussion, but they discussed their role in the Chinese system.  We have expressed our views on Chinese justice at great length and it involves many issues involving human rights that have been raised in our Human Rights Report and some of which will probably get discussed out in Beijing as well.  Okay?

QUESTION:  Richard, I have two questions concerning Africa.  The first is that they're saying that human shields are being used in Darfur to help the Jingaweit set up both military bases and act as cover.

MR. BOUCHER:  Sorry.  Who is saying that?

QUESTION:  Reports from the region; many of them are from the BBC.

Secondly, there is a fate.  They say that 70,000 refugees now in the refugee camps, both in western Darfur and Chad, may die before the end of the year.  It's considerably worse.

And the second question is that, according to the Biafra Foundation, Nigeria is engaged in ethnic cleansing of Igbo tribes and other tribes in the Biafra region.  And there's a new BBC survey today, which says that three-quarters of Nigerians would leave Nigeria if they could.  And they say that oil fields are in play and there may be new Muslim-Christian warfare.

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.  First of all, on Darfur, I had not seen the reports of human shields.  I'll have to see if there is anything on that.  You might also check the reports from the African Union monitor, since that's probably the most extensive and reliable series of reports that are available.

Second of all, on the -- no, there was one more before Nigeria.  Oh, the estimates on the number of people who might die in Darfur, we have long stated our very serious concerns that the deaths, that the horrors of Darfur were going to continue no matter what, and that the fact that we've been able to get food in now but we weren't able to get people back to their homes, back to their fields before the rainy season or during the rainy season, that that was going to create enormous hardship in the months to come because you have people who have been very much weakened from the travail and the suffering that they've already gone through.  And they are unable to get back to their fields and produce their own food, so there's a level of dependency of the people in the camps, that the people in the camps have to stay there to get food or we have to otherwise find ways to get food to them if they can get back to the villages.  But they don't have their crops and they don't have their sustenance for the upcoming months, and they're already weakened and potentially diseased, so many of these people are going to die.

And in addition to that, there are all of the peoples who never made it to the camps.  And those are people, again, who have been cowering somewhere and hidden somewhere and may not have had the chance to grow crops during this rainy season and therefore, they, too -- probably they, more than people in the camps, are at risk of further deaths because of that.

I don't have a number.  It could be very high.  I'll have to check and see if Administrator Natsios or anybody has seen a good study from the World Health Organization or somebody like that, but we have expressed a lot of concern that the devastation of Darfur was going to continue for some time, particularly if we missed this window of getting security and getting people back to safety in the rainy season.

That said, we're still working very, very hard to get the African troops into Darfur.  The United States has taken a very, very active role in this process.  We've been working with the African Union who, and now, it appears come together in terms of their own planning.  They're close to implementing their -- completing their deployment plan for Darfur for the expanded observer mission.

We have already let the contract for $20-some million more of assistance from U.S. contractors to help them get there, and we're prepared to do other things to try to get African troops into Darfur as soon as possible.  So we've been coordinating with the Africans.  The Secretary talked to President Obasanjo last Thursday.  

We've also, through our embassies, been working with the countries that can supply troops and had experts talk to them as well.  So we're moving forward, we think, fairly rapidly on the deployment of its additional monitors, and that should help, even at this late date, that should help with the security situation.

QUESTION:  What about when they talk about this ethnic cleansing in the Biafra -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  With Biafra and the Ibo, no.  I hadn't seen anything new on that particular group.  There have been troubles, I think, in the Delta region of Nigeria.  The government has tried to work with the people there and we have expressed our support for solving these problems peacefully.

QUESTION:  Also on Darfur? 

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Do you have anything to say about the talks between Libya, Chad, Nigeria and -- not Nigeria -- and Egypt talking about, they just put out a statement calling against foreign intervention, that this is solely an African problem and basically that the international community should stay out of it?

MR. BOUCHER:  Just to say that, you know, we've only had preliminary reports of these discussions, but I think in general, I'd say we welcome any good faith effort to try to help improve the situation in Darfur.  And certainly, we have no differences with those who emphasize the African role.  We've seen the Africans play a very important role and the African Union, in terms of troops, playing a very, very important role in monitoring and helping stabilize the situation. 

We want to make sure that that role expands, and we will work and support the African Union in doing that.  In terms of outside pressure, monitoring, UN Security Council involvement, U.S. involvement, we think that's well justified by the tragedy of Darfur and that, indeed, has led to the kind of progress that we've seen, but we all have to work together on this and we welcome Africans who want to step forward and try to move the -- move the situation to a better plane.

QUESTION:  Do you think that countries, Egypt and Libya, in particular, have been a little too soft on the government?  I mean, not --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not trying to judge other nations at this point.  We think everybody needs to be committed to the sole goal of making sure that the poor people of Darfur, who have been suffering so much, are able to get the food and supplies they need and are able to find the security they need to go back to their homes.

That requires the government to do many things, it requires the Africans to do many things, it requires outsiders to do many things, and we all should be playing our part.

Yeah.  Sir.  

QUESTION:  Can you update us on the UN resolution -- draft resolution --

QUESTION:  Can we stay on Darfur?

MR. BOUCHER:  We're going to stay on Darfur for a second.

QUESTION:  Okay.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, sir.

QUESTION:  Yeah, I just, I realize that you are loathe to get involved in politics, as you just made clear from your answer earlier to the Asia questions, but Sudanese officials are saying that this whole issue has become, it's become a political football this campaign season between the two camps.  

And Senator Kerry's campaign last week came out with a statement saying that this -- that the -- what's happening in Darfur is a prime example of the Administration dropping the ball.

Now, without you having to comment on, specifically on those comments, what would you say to people who say that the Administration has dropped the ball on Darfur and that the reason that there are so many -- that, basically, it's partly -- the United States is partly to blame, should take a lion's share of the blame for the deaths that are happening there?

MR. BOUCHER:  I would -- well, I would stay out of the politics of the situation.  But I think anybody who looks at our record going back to -- I think it's about February of 2003, and particularly throughout this year, throughout the efforts we've been making through the Secretary's trip to Darfur, his work with the Secretary General, you'll see the United States, the Secretary of State in particular, has been leading the effort to try to change the situation in Darfur, has been leading the effort to get the channels of assistance opened and to take care of the people of Darfur, to get the pipelines full of the food and medicine and shelter that people need, and has been leading the effort to try to bring security to the region of Darfur.  

The effort has required demobilization of a lot of resources, diplomatic and elsewhere, to achieve that goal, and I think the United States has a very solid record as the largest contributor, the largest, the most energetic donor, the most active participant in the whole process and the nation that in many ways has led to the help that has been provided there.

I would also say that for any foreign party to assume that somehow this is only being done because of the U.S. election or whatever their assumption might be, that that would be a totally wrong assumption, that Americans of all political parties and all political persuasions feel very strongly about the need to help in Darfur, feel very strongly about the need for the government to stop supporting the Jingaweit and stop supporting the violence, and feel very strongly about the need to get the Africans in there to help stabilize the situation so the people of Darfur can go back to their houses.

That's quite clear I think, not only in the political statements made by people of both parties, but also in the kind of congressional support that there has been for the efforts that we have made.

Okay.  Where were we?  Back there.

QUESTION:  Can you update us on the UN draft resolution regarding Lebanon and Syria?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.  On Friday afternoon, the Security Council met to discuss the U.S. and French draft resolution that has been proposed in response to the Secretary General's report on Resolution 1559, which deals with Syria and Lebanon.  We feel that the discussions Friday constitute a good exchange on the basis of the draft that we proposed.  We're looking at the ideas that were proposed now by other delegations.

There are further Security Council consultations scheduled this afternoon.  We think it is important for the Council to respond to the Secretary General's report, and that there is indeed strong Council support for follow-up action, as recommended by the Secretary General.  So we would hope to move forward on this matter in the Council soon.

Okay, sir.

QUESTION:  On Greece, Mr. Boucher.  Greece has been elected a non-permanent member of the UN Security Council last Friday, and the Greek Foreign Minister Petros Molyviatis stated, and I quote, "A special honor to our country and confirms the prestige Greece has (inaudible) and the trust it enjoys in the international community."  Any comment?

MR. BOUCHER:  I couldn't have said it better myself.

(Laughter.)

QUESTION:   You don't have anything?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think, to the extent we dealt with it, we talked a little bit about it on Friday.  We certainly congratulate Greece and the other candidates on their election.  We look forward to working with all these nations and the Security Council when they assume their seats.

QUESTION:  On Tom Miller, the Greek press is giving a lot of time to this, on more of the wonderful epithets you and the Secretary of State bestow upon your Ambassador to Greece, Tom Miller.  But do you have an idea when he's going to be replaced by the new Ambassador, Charlie P. Reis?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have a date or timing on that at this point.  It'll happen sometime in coming months.  I don't know exactly when.  You'll have to check with Ambassador Miller.

QUESTION:  By the end of the year of 2004?

MR. BOUCHER:  Again, sometime in the coming months.  I don't have an exact date on it at this point, a particular fine-tuned timing.  

QUESTION:  And on FYROM, any answer to my pending question regarding FYROM, changing the adverbs from formally to formerly?

MR. BOUCHER:  The answer is we made a mistake and I think we've corrected it.  

MR. CASEY:  We have.  

MR. BOUCHER:  We have corrected it.

QUESTION:  And the last one, if you will.  When Under Secretary Marc Grossman, October 1st, and the Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, October 11th, were in Skopje during the press conference, both often used the term "Macedonia," against that whatever you told us the other day that DOS has the last word in diplomatic formalities otherwise in the U.S. foreign policy.

How do you explain the fact that both gentlemen, Mr. Grossman and Mr. Rumsfeld, violate so openly the present view policy vis-à-vis to FYROM over the name?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't think it's really necessary for us to explain why we call Macedonia Macedonia.  I do so myself all the time.  

Sir.

QUESTION:  Thank you.  There is a confirmed information in Colombia that a Colombian senator met with Rodriguez Orejuela brothers in jail, Cali Cartel leaders, that they are negotiating with the United States that, in exchange for the United States leaving their families alone, they will give up names and drug routes to the United States.  Are you or the U.S. Government in any position to confirm or deny this information?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, you can't start the question by saying there's confirmed information and end the question by saying, "Can you confirm this?"  

QUESTION:  I mean, by the Colombian senator.

MR. BOUCHER:  But what we have seen is what we would call very speculative reports in the media about an alleged deal between the U.S. and Rodriguez Orejuela brothers.  Gilberto and Miguel Rodriguez are under indictment in the United States.  We have submitted requests for their extradition.  And further than that, I'd have to refer you to the Department of Justice.  

Okay.  Tammy.

QUESTION:  Can I ask about Zarqawi and any assistance or support that the U.S. believes he's getting from Iran?  There are some reports to this effect.  

MR. BOUCHER:  I know there have been some reports, not something I would be able to go into.  As you know, Mr. Zarqawi has operated from -- in Iraq for some time.  The Secretary, when he did his presentation to the United States, linked him to the killing of Mr. Foley in Jordan, the AID officer in Jordan, where some of the testimony, I believe, at the time had indicated that Zarqawi's cell was responsible and was responsible for it by operating out of Iraq.  

So the question of how much support they get from outside, how much they might be getting now from Iran or elsewhere, I think, has been raised recently.  All I would be able to say is that we have generally been very concerned about some of the reports of Iranian activity in Iraq.  We have frequently discussed these in public as well as made clear, I think, to others what our concerns were so that the Iranians would know exactly what our concerns were about possible support for different groups inside Iraq.

The Iraqi Government, the Iraqi Interim Government, has also been quite vocal both directly with the Iranians and in their statements with others about the concerns about Iran, so it remains an issue of very serious concern.  And were it to be found that Iran was providing particular support for this terrorist group, obviously that would be a very, very serious matter.

QUESTION:  Well, if I could just follow up.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  The statements that have been made in the past have concerned, been focused more on Muqtada al-Sadr and his connections to Iran.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, militias, political groups, things like that is what the focus has been.

QUESTION:  Is there, in fact, evidence that Iran has been supporting terrorist groups?

MR. BOUCHER:  I would not be able to go into what evidence there is on what Iran might be doing with particular groups or individuals inside Iran -- inside Iraq.

Yeah.  Matthew.

QUESTION:  On Iraq, but tangentially related.  You are still, I presume, in the planning processes of this international conference?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, I'd say the Iraqis and the Egyptians are in the planning process.  We're watching that planning.

QUESTION:  Well, right, but you're -- right, okay.  But in light of that, could you give us a little details about Assistant Secretary Burns's meetings in Cairo tomorrow?

MR. BOUCHER:  No.  In light of that -- I don't think I'd quite say, "in light of that" -- I would say that there is always a broad agenda to discuss with the Egyptians.  Clearly, Iraq and the status of Iraq in the region and the relations of Iraq with people in the region and the neighbors is an important issue that we always discuss when we meet with the Egyptians.

We also go through Israeli-Palestinian issues, so Ambassador Burns will want to go this time in Egypt as a chance to -- and he is meeting there tomorrow --

QUESTION:  I knew that, but --

MR. BOUCHER:  What?  You know that, but I just wanted to -- in case people thought I was not confirming it, I am confirming it.  He's having meetings in Cairo tomorrow.  But I think it's an opportunity for him to hear from the Egyptians as we hear from the Iraqis as well what the status of their planning and preparations for the meeting is.

QUESTION:  Okay.  And in Morocco he'll be talking about their hosting of the Forum for the Future --

MR. BOUCHER:  Forum for the Future is obviously an important issue but as well as regional issues.

QUESTION:  And any other stops you would care to enlighten us about?

MR. BOUCHER:  He'll go on to Europe after those meetings and have some discussions with the European Union representatives.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  On Iraq, there were a couple of reports about the Saudi proposal for a Muslim force to protect the UN.  Is it true that in the end the United States rejected the proposal because the Muslim force wouldn't have been under a U.S. command?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know that there was ever a concrete proposal made for a group of troops and a commander and a structure or anything like that.  It was an idea that had been floated by the Saudis with us, with the Iraqis, with others.

I think we've said we'll see what happens to it.  Certainly, we're happy to discuss this with people, but I'm not sure it ever got as far as saying that there was actually a group of troops ready to deploy under certain conditions or circumstances.

QUESTION:  So then it never really got off the ground --

MR. BOUCHER:  It never really got off the ground, yeah.

QUESTION:  -- because the U.S. made it clear that they would have to be under a U.S. command?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I don't think that's true.  I don't think we ever heard back that there was a group of troops that were ready to deploy and what conditions they might be prepared to deploy under.

Yeah, sir.

QUESTION:  Richard, there's a report saying that the European judges, the European court has ended press human rights freedoms and, was that in any way under discussion when you -- Secretary Powell was talking to the Foreign Minister from Belgium last week?

MR. BOUCHER:  That the European court has ended press freedom?

QUESTION:  The European court has brushed aside 50 years' worth of international case law.

MR. BOUCHER:  That is not a topic I remember hearing about in the Secretary's discussions.  I'm not quite sure what you're referring to.

Sir.

QUESTION:  Human Rights Watch Report were critical of the Guantanamo and the demolition of houses in Gaza.  And do you have comments on these two subjects?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think we've commented extensively on the operation in Gaza and we've encouraged the Israelis to avoid any civilian loss of life and civilian damage, humanitarian problems created by such a military intervention; and indeed, we encourage them to finish the operation and get out, and it looks like that's what they've done or are doing.

As far as the Human Rights Watch criticism of the conditions in Guantanamo, I think we have been quite clear that people in Guantanamo will be treated in a humane manner that's consistent with international obligations and with international standards, but as for the specifics of that treatment and how it's going, I think you have to check with Pentagon.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  The report is calling upon the U.S. to hold Israel accountable for the demolition of houses and consider that is violation of international law.  Do you agree with this characterization?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think we've expressed our view on that before.  The demolition of houses, we've always expressed concern about that being used as a method of judicial punishment.  But, no, we have not expressed ourself on humanitarian international law in that regard.

Yeah.  George.

QUESTION:  Do you have any comment on Venezuela's plans to put on trial the leaders of opposition groups which supported the recall of President Chavez, the trial based on their supposed links to the National Endowment for Democracy?

MR. BOUCHER:  I guess you're talking about the Sumate case?

QUESTION:  Yes.

MR. BOUCHER:  This links in also to a proposed law in Venezuela.  I think there were a draft law to modify the penal code that was proposed some time back that would prohibit Venezuelan NGOs from receiving domestic or foreign funding on the ground that this represents treason.  And furthermore, the draft law would prohibit certain forms of democratic protest and political expression.

We have grave concerns about the content of this law, as well as the media law, which threaten freedom of expression in Venezuela.  We believe the proposal, if it becomes law, would criminalize the defense of human rights in Venezuela.

We're also following closely the developments in the Sumate case and are concerned that the request pending in court for an arrest warrant for leaders of the group would constitute, again, a violation of basic standards of justice and human rights.  We don't believe that the leaders have violated any Venezuelan laws, nor have they violated Venezuela's constitution, so as part of our continuing concerns about the state of liberty and political expression in Venezuela.

Yes.

QUESTION:  There were some reports over the weekend that the kind of slow pace of reconstruction in Iraq is actually one of the -- according to some Pentagon officials and military -- some of the military rank and file -- that the slow pace of reconstruction is actually one of the greatest things fueling the insurgency right now, and the fact that some of these basic services are not being provided is actually one of the things that's angering Iraqis even more.  And that's kind of a cycle, that not necessarily fixing the security problem is the answer but delivering some of these services and that --

MR. BOUCHER:  I think, first of all, our view on this has been that you need to do both.  And I think that's been Prime Minister Allawi's view as well, that the importance is to give people safety and security, which is what Iraqis say they want, first and foremost, but also to give them the water, the hospitals, the schools, the other government services and opportunities that people say they need.

And so, you had, for example, a situation where, by the end of June, I think, some $400 million had been expended out of the relief, the reconstruction assistance the United States was providing.  And when the Secretary went out there in early July, he focused his discussions with our ambassador, with Ambassador Negroponte, and with the military, but more importantly, with the Iraqi Government on what needed to be done to increase the pace of assistance and increase the impact of our assistance.

And so, he met, for example, with half a dozen to a dozen of the interim government's economic planners and responsible economic officials who laid out their emphasis in the areas that they felt were most important.  He discussed the issues of security and reconstruction with Prime Minister Allawi and Deputy Prime Minister Barham Saleh as well, and they all look to increasing security, getting more money out quickly, getting more money to Iraqi contractors and Iraqi jobs programs, getting more money to areas that were affected by the security situation.

And indeed, that's what we've done.  We've spent -- with having spent $400 million up to June 30th, I think we've spent at least a billion dollars more in the three months since -- not even -- yeah, three and a half months since then, which is a very stepped up increase in the rate that money is being spent.

Second of all, we spent the money on Iraq -- more money on Iraqi contractors and Iraqi jobs and programs that help the Iraqi people.

Third of all, I think you've seen from press reporting, as well as from what we have said, that a lot of the money -- that there is money that's intended to be high impact and quick impact in places like Najaf, in places like Samarra, in places like Sadr City, where having gone through the difficulties of the fighting and tensions and conflict and bombings, we know the people there have been denied some of these basic services.  They've, you know, even down to things like trash pickup.  And so, you have projects as simple as getting money out for people to go clean up after an area that's been held by the Mahdi militia for so long.  

So we have really concentrated on those things, to bring the benefits of services, bring the benefits of money to the Iraqi people more quickly and see those reconstruction efforts, including the creation of employment, as going hand-in-hand with the creation of more security for the Iraqi people.

QUESTION:  Yeah, and just on Haiti.  Last week, a couple of times, you were harshly critical of President Aris -- ex-president Aristide's playing a negative role with the situation that's going on there now.  And I'm just wondering, are you aware of any contact between the United States and his South African hosts about President Aristide's -- the terms of his presence there?

MR. BOUCHER:  I would say that the United States is in touch with the South Africans through our embassy out there.  I'm trying to think the last time the Secretary met with South African Foreign Minister -- was it about a month or two ago?  I can't remember exactly.

Generally, President Aristide's situation and what he's doing, the terms of his status in South Africa, all that is -- that comes up from time to time with the South Africans, yes.

QUESTION:  But you're not aware of anything recently, like within the last week --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not aware of any special discussion that we've had with him recently.  

QUESTION:  Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER:  Thank you.

(The briefing was concluded at 1:40 p.m.)

(end transcript)
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Text: President Bush Signs North Korean Human Rights Act of 2004

(New law provides for special envoy to coordinate international dialogue) (340)

On October 18, President Bush signed into law H.R. 4011, the "North Korean Human Rights Act of 2004," according to a statement released by the White House on the same day. 

The statement highlighted Section 107 of the legislation, a provision that calls for the president to appoint a special envoy within the Department of State for human rights in North Korea. 

The envoy will be expected to coordinate efforts to improve respect for the fundamental human rights of the people of North Korea through discussions with North Korean officials, dialogue with multilateral organizations such as the United Nations and the European Union, and consultation with nongovernmental organizations concerned with relevant issues. 

The envoy will also be expected to develop an action plan to support implementation of a resolution of censure passed by the U.N. Commission on Human Rights in April, which cited North Korea's human rights abuses and called for investigation by a special rapporteur.

"The executive branch shall implement Section 107 in a manner consistent with the Constitution's grant to the President of the authority to conduct the foreign affairs of the United States," the statement said. 

The full text of the legislation can be found at: http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/C?c108:./temp/~c108OGdHNR 

Following is the text of the White House statement:

(begin text)

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

(Marlton, New Jersey)

October 18, 2004

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

Today, I have signed into law H.R. 4011, the "North Korean Human Rights Act of 2004."  The Act is intended to help promote human rights and freedom in the Democratic People's Republic of Korea.

Section 107 of the Act purports to direct negotiations with foreign governments and international organizations.  The executive branch shall implement Section 107 in a manner consistent with the Constitution's grant to the President of the authority to conduct the foreign affairs of the United States.

GEORGE W. BUSH

THE WHITE HOUSE,

October 18, 2004

(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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Transcript: Powell: U.S. Diplomacy Creates "Expanding Circle of Liberty"

(Multilateral initiatives, diplomatic successes often overlooked, secretary says) (7330)

From its global leadership position, the United States has an opportunity to help expand peace, freedom and prosperity in the world --- and is doing so in multilateral and cooperative ways that often go unrecognized, according to Secretary of State Colin Powell.

Powell praised the skill and dedication of the State Department's diplomats and other employees in remarks October 14 to the U.S. Global Leadership Campaign, a coalition of more than 350 business and private-sector organizations who support a strong international affairs budget for the United States.

"We have an unprecedented opportunity to help millions of people throughout the world join in an expanding circle of liberty, an expanding circle of peace and an expanding circle of well-being," Powell said.

Powell acknowledged disagreements with European allies over Iraq, but said that the U.S. and Europe are, nonetheless, working effectively to rebuild Afghanistan and Iraq while "making sure that the values that hold us together always remain stronger than the disagreements and the differences that come along."

The United States is achieving "tremendous levels of cooperation" with such Asian allies as Japan, Australia, South Korea, and Thailand, according to Powell. 

"We welcome a global role for China," Powell said. "We do not fear China. We see China as an emerging power ... [one]that we will treat as an emerging power and work with, as they develop their economy, as they develop their society, and as they find their political way forward." 

"We have worked hard with our friends in Asia to put together a six-party arrangement to deal with the challenge of nuclear weapons in North Korea," Powell added.

Powell also cited South Asia as a region of successful U.S. engagement, and said that the United States is working closely with the United Nations on recent resolutions dealing with Sudan and the Syrian presence in Lebanon.

"This isn't unilateralism. This is multilateralism," Powell said. "But even the most effective multilateral arrangement or organization needs a leader, and more often than not that leader is the United States of America." 

On the Middle East, Powell said that the United States is working with its partners in the Quartet -- the Russian Federation, the United Nations and the European Union --- to do whatever is necessary to move the peace process forward.

"A Palestinian state that is free and at peace with the state of Israel remains our goal and we will do everything we can to achieve that goal," Powell said.

According to Powell, the wish of the United States is to nurture relations with all nations --- and with countries that currently see themselves as adversaries -- to improve the possibility for friendship in the future.

Powell told the Global Leadership audience that the support of groups like themselves, with the Congress, helps "to ensure that the men and women of American diplomacy have the resources we need to advance the course and the cause of freedom and hope around the world. A healthy international affairs budget is a prerequisite for everything that we do in the Department."

Following is a transcript of Secretary Powell's remarks to the U.S. Global Leadership Campaign:

(begin transcript)

Remarks to the U.S. Global Leadership Campaign

Secretary Colin L. Powell 

Park Hyatt Washington 

Washington, DC 

October 14, 2004

SECRETARY POWELL: Thank you all very much for your warm welcome, and, Jim and Peter, I thank you for this award, and through you I thank all the members of the Campaign for presenting me with this award.

It's a great pleasure, of course, to be here with Peter. He and I and my wife, Alma, have done many things together over the years, doing our best to support the marvelous work that CARE does throughout the world, taking care of God's neediest children, and, Peter, I thank you for that.

And, Jim, you are not only the boss of a great American corporation but an international corporation, but beyond that, a corporation that does so much around the world to help people. And in Brazil last week, I had the opportunity to thank Caterpillar for the great work that it is doing to help the needy people of Brazil.

I thank you also, George Ingram, for the tremendous job that you do in leading this organization. Thank you so much. (Applause.)

And to my good friend, Ted Koppel -- (laughter) -- I'm all right, I'm okay, I'm okay. (Laughter.) Ted had to leave. He's got to do this late-night show that nobody watches. (Laughter.) Ted almost killed me once. (Laughter.) It's true. Ted and I have been friends for many, many, many years, and as you know, his daughter does cover me at the State Department now. She does a better job than Ted, I might add. (Laughter.)

But every couple of years, Ted will come by my house on the spur of the moment and we'll sit in the back yard and have a cup of coffee. And he's usually driving one of his hot cars. He always has a fast car of some kind. And so about, oh, four or five years ago, he came by the house and he had this real muscle car, and after we had a cup of coffee and chatted for a while, he says, "You've got to take it out and drive it, Colin. You've just got to drive this thing. I want you to feel that power."

I said, "Okay, Ted. You want to go with me?"

"No, you go. I'll just wait right here in front of the house."

And so I go out and up 123 in McLean. I will not tell anyone how fast I was going by the time I hit the CIA turnoff, but it didn't take me long to get there. (Laughter.) And I came back around, pulled up in front of my driveway, and felt something go boom. And I got out of the car and the right rear tire was flat. There must have been about two inches of air left in it.

I said, "Oh, my gosh, Ted. I'm so sorry. I messed up your car."

And he comes back, "Oh, it's okay, it's okay. I've got to go now."

"Wait a minute." So I went to the back of the car and I looked at the tire. There was no tread on it. (Laughter.) The wires were coming through. (Laughter.) This guy had sent me out to speed up and down 123 with this car that had no tires on it. (Laughter.)

And I said, "Ted, how much are they paying you at ABC, man? Surely you can do better than this." (Laughter.)

But Ted is a great journalist and he's been such a role model for so many talented young journalists, and I thank him, knowing he had to leave, but I thank him in his absence nonetheless for keeping the American public informed about the important international issues of the day, even when those issues may not be making the headlines of the day, and that's what Ted is off to do tonight.

And to this group, this marvelous group that does so much great work for the Department, I want to express, on behalf of all the men and women of the State Department's family, our gratitude, extreme gratitude, to the Campaign for recognizing and supporting the vital role of American diplomacy as we confront the challenges of the 21st century.

I could give my speech just off the banners that you have in front of you. They're so right on: Promoting Global Stability, Saving Lives, Opening Markets, Strengthening Democracy, Investing in People, Creating Jobs. That's what we're all about at the Department. And then the other statements that you have up here: Working for America, Supporting Humanitarian Efforts, Building Economic Prosperity. All coming together to protect our national security. All of you are leaders in this effort. All of you understand the importance of this effort, the importance of accomplishing all of these goals.

And it's so important that I am able to go up on Capitol Hill and speak to our Congress about these issues, knowing that I have the support of an organization such as this, and increasingly, I will say to you, the support of many other organizations and the support of the American people, as I think they're coming to understand that diplomacy is on the front line of our foreign affairs effort, the frontline offense taking the battle to the world and winning that battle.

We work with our military colleagues, we work with our colleagues in all branches of government, but we are in the forefront. And if we do our job well, if we achieve these goals, if we accomplish these purposes, then maybe war can be avoided, maybe more friends can be made, maybe the values system that we believe in will spread even more widely around the world.

And what is so satisfying to me over the last four years is that Congress increasingly understands this point of view. I have good relations up on Capitol Hill. The Congress is supportive of 150 [foreign affairs budget]. We have gotten increases, constrained only by the overall federal budget. Many a day I have gone up and testified, and I testify before every committee every time they ask, because it's important for me to go up there and take that case to them.

And they may say things to me like, "Well, Mr. Secretary, this is a good increase you're coming up here to defend. We know it's the President's budget, but wouldn't you like more?" (Laughter.) That wouldn't be right. (Laughter.) Robin Cleveland from OMB is in the room this evening -- I will say no more about that. (Laughter.) We would never think of either asking for or accepting more than the President's budget allows. (Laughter.) Do you hear that? (Laughter.) Yes, great. (Laughter.)

But it i s so important that we get the money we need because we are doing the work of the American people. Never before has that work been more important, because the United States occupies a unique position in today's world. It goes without saying that we possess unparalleled economic, diplomatic and military power. The world also looks to us and they see a nation that stands for the universal principles and for the human rights that define them, the very soul of our nation and which we try to share with the rest of the world, what President Bush calls the non-negotiable demands of human dignity.

And as a result of this position we occupy in the world, given to us by fate and destiny and what we have done in the world over the years, we have an unprecedented opportunity to help millions of people throughout the world join in an expanding circle of liberty, an expanding circle of peace and an expanding circle of well-being.

The Global Leadership Campaign's passionate advocacy for a strong international affairs budget helps to ensure that the men and women of American diplomacy have the resources we need to advance the course and the cause of freedom and hope around the world. A healthy international affairs budget is a prerequisite for everything that we do in the Department.

Now, when we talk about the 150 account, of course, you think about the goals up here, you think about the goals on the chart behind me. But the money is also used to run the Department. And one of the challenges I had coming into the Department was not just to focus on these goals but to make sure that we were ready as a Department to accomplish those goals, that we were prepared to properly staff and equip the 250 posts abroad that carried this campaign of ours out to the world, enabling us to practice day-to-day the important business of diplomacy in a way that fortifies America's global leadership.

For America to lead in world affairs, we must constantly nurture all of these international relations that we have throughout the world so that relationships remain strong. And as I say to all of the foreign ministers who come to see me, America seeks no enemies, we want friends. And for those of you who may not have been our friends in the past, let's see what we can do to improve the possibility for friendship in the future.

And this process of steady engagement takes the very best people that I can get into the Department, and the Congress has been enormously generous, with your support, in providing us the wherewithal to reach out into American society and touch the hearts and minds of thousands of Americans around the world so that they want to come work in the Department, either as Foreign Service officers, as Civil Service, as Foreign Service, technicians and all the various jobs that are available, all the components that are available within the State Department.

We have quadrupled the number of people who are taking the Foreign Service Exam. We have so many wonderful Americans who want to come into the Department, they want to be a part of this, they want to serve the American people, they want to go out. I usually refer to them as my youngsters, but increasingly they're not just youngsters. I'm getting retired military people. I'm getting people who are in the 50s, early 60s, who want to serve America in this new and important way.

We have succeeded in persuading the Congress that it is in their interest to fund this program called the Diplomacy Readiness Initiative, and they have done it in a way that allows us now, after years of being on short rations, to increase our hiring well above the attrition level, a thousand in the last several years, which gives us the flexibility to respond to situations like Afghanistan or Iraq, where I have at least four ambassadors at work on a staff that is very large and will grow even larger, that no one had thought about a few years ago.

We also have been successful in getting from the Congress the technology we need to make sure that your State Department is in the Information Age, that we are in the forefront of the Information Age. I told the Department when I arrived that we are going to make every desk in the State Department internet-capable with a computer that has broadband access to the rest of the world and everybody else in the Department. And it was going to be expensive. And we've done it -- 44,250 computers have been put down over the last several years and everybody is connected.

And I have fun. I visit an embassy. I'll tell the Ambassador I have to go to the restroom and I'll excuse myself and go to the restroom. When I'm clear of the Ambassador and the Ambassador's office, I duck into somebody else's office and I log on. (Laughter.) "Where'd the Secretary go?" "I thought he was in the bathroom." "He's not in the bathroom." (Laughter.) And I'll log on and I get online. I get to my e-mail to see whether or not what I said is happening is really happening at these embassies -- and it is.

And I've also told the staff: "Now that I gave you those computers, we've got to change the way we do business. We've got to move at 186,000 miles per second. We've got to be fast. We've got to be agile. We've got to be the best."

Assistant Secretary Boucher is here, who is in charge of my website, to his great distress. (Laughter.) Because I bug him constantly, every day, about something. I will occasionally do really weird things to Richard. I will pretend that I am a citizen outside asking a question. (Laughter.) And, you know, you go online and say, "Do you want to contact us?" And so I go to the state.gov website, and it says, "Do you want to contact us?" So I said, "Yes." And so I sent an e-mail to the Department; and then I sit around to see how long it takes the Department the answer me. (Laughter.) Richard has learned it has to be a very, very short period of time. (Laughter.)

We've also made the point that now that we're moving at the speed of light now that we are the fastest, the most agile around with respect to foreign policy. We're going to be the best. When somebody wants to know something about a country; I don't want them to go to Google. I don't want them to go to anywhere else but the State Department website.

And we're creating an attitude in the Department that you have helped create by your support and the Congress has helped create by their financial support of what we're doing that says, "We are going to be the best. We are going to be a Department of excellence, where everybody is humming, everybody is moving at the fastest speed possible to get the job done."

But you have to make sure that you do that in all ways, so we have also been blessed by a very generous Congress giving us the money we need for our facilities. It is not easy being out in one of our embassies now. More and more of our embassies are on Authorized Departure or Ordered Departure, where families are not there. It makes it harder for our Foreign Service families, but they put up with that hardship just as I had to when I was in the military, when you went to a hardship post.

We owe them the best facilities we can provide. Under the leadership of General Chuck Williams, who is in charge of our embassy construction operation, our overseas building operation, we are now completing eight to ten new embassies every year. And when we took over, we were completing one every year or so. Eight to ten. Close to 40 embassies are now under construction throughout the Department, all on time, under cost, doing a great job. 

It begins with people. It begins with people who are moving at the right speed, who believe in what they are doing, who are committed to all of the goals you see around this room. And then you empower them by giving them the wherewithal to get their job done. And I can do that. And Rich Armitage, my Deputy, and Grant Green, my Under Secretary -- we know how to do that. But we need the support of organizations such as this, and especially this organization; we need the support of the Congress.

Congress, we had to have a better relationship with. So even though nine studies or so had said: you ought to have an office up on Capitol Hill, it never happened. But we now have an office up on Capitol Hill. We forced our way into the House of Representatives and we've got an office up there now. And it does constituent services, and they stay there all day long waiting for the people that come in and say, "Glad you're here! What do you want from your State Department?"

And to show you how all this kind of comes together and creates a new spirit and a new attitude, I was up there one day and I asked the people we have in the office, "Well, what do you do up here? You know, we paid all this money, you know, and I'm hanging around here waiting for a hearing. Show me what you do." And the lady that was there said, "Well, I'll give you an example. A congressman will come in and say, 'I have a problem with somebody that I heard about who has asked for a visa, and the visa was turned down, and it's at your consulate in, pick-a-country.'" And I said, "Well, how do you handle such a request like that? Do you call the Department and pass the request to the Department and the Department figures it out and gives you an answer later?" "Oh, no. That's the old way." "What's the new way?"

And she went to her computer and she logged on. And she didn't log on and contact the State Department. She went to the particular consulate far, far away -- about 9,000 miles away. And when she got to that consulate, going through the code words and making sure it was secure; she picked up the actual visa application, to include the picture of the applicant, and she was able to read the application and read the consular officer's notation as to why the visa was not issued. And she was able to give the congressman an answer within a minute. That's what we're doing with the resources we are being given by the Congress, the resources that you have asked for.

So we're creating a proud Department, a Department that is growing. It's expanding its force. We've worked hard to make sure that everybody's proud of being a Foreign Service Officer, but also proud of being a Civil Servant or a Foreign Service Management Technician or a Specialist of some kind. Call yourself whatever you want, but we're family. We're a team. We work as a team. We work as a team to achieve these goals and to do what the American people expect of us.

And in a world that is growing closer and more connected, this kind of attitude and the kinds of employees we're bringing into the Service are so vital to being able to accomplish the mission that has been given to us by the President and by the American people. And as a result of this kind of attitude, America's relationships with the world's other leading nations are growing stronger, more productive than ever before.

Your daily newspapers talk about problems that we have, and I will certainly discuss those problems with you this evening. But you don't hear much about the good relations we have with so many countries and the connections we are making with nations that used to be our enemies and now are our friends, nations that used to be run by generals or juntas or totalitarian regimes that are now finding their way toward democracy and market economics and respect for the individual. And that's what we do. That's what each one of my individuals out in the field do every single day by presenting themselves to the people of that country as the purest representation of the American value system.

It isn't me. It isn't anybody on the seventh floor of the State Department. It's those consular officers, those political officers, those economic officers; all of the people in our embassies who are now proud of what they are doing and connect with the people.

And the world is changing. But we're adapting to that change, and in many ways it is this nation that is leading that change because we are the leader of the world that wants to be free.

We're working with our allies in NATO and the European Union to realize our shared vision of a Europe that is whole, free and at peace. The European Union is expanding and deepening its federation. We're working with them. We're working with them as they take over responsibility for peacekeeping in Bosnia and Macedonia. And NATO is growing as well. It's redefining its mission.

I saw, just over the last couple of days, Don Rumsfeld in Romania in a NATO Ministers' meeting. They're talking about how they can get involved in Iraq to help us train the new Iraqi armed forces leadership, talking about how NATO might have full responsibility for our activities in Afghanistan perhaps next year. NATO is now defending freedom and democracy in Europe while also promoting these principles beyond Europe's boundaries in places like the Balkans, Afghanistan, Iraq. And American leadership, American diplomatic leadership, both from the State Department and the Defense Department, has moved NATO in this direction.

Along with the nations of Europe, the United States has also established a strong partnership with our old adversary. It used to be called the Soviet Union, now, the Russian Federation -- the still-evolving Russia, but it's a partnership that is strong and ranges from energy to health cooperation. We're working closely with our Russian colleagues on security and counterterrorism. We're working closely with them at the UN and part of the NATO-Russia Council where NATO works with Russia on a regular basis.

But our continued engagement with Russia does not mean that we ignore difficulties that we see in Russia or where we find that the Russians seem to be not moving in a direction we think it would be best for them to move. And the attitude we have, the approach we have taken to countries such as Russia is: We can be friends. We can be partners. But friends and partners speak candidly to one another when they think things are not moving in the right direction. That is not a sign of enmity toward anyone; it's a sign of partnership and friendship.

We are confident of our relationship with Russia and confident of our relationship with our European friends. Yes, there were some serious problems last year with some of our best allies, France and Germany. There were good relations with so many of our other allies and new friends throughout Europe. And the worst thing about a disagreement is that it's a disagreement when it occurs. The best thing about it is, you get over disagreements. You work forward. You move forward as we have with our friends in Europe and elsewhere in the world to go about the process of rebuilding Afghanistan, rebuilding Iraq, to making sure that the values that hold us together always remain stronger than the disagreements and the differences that come along.

We tried to approach Asia in the same way. We have achieved tremendous levels of cooperation with Japan, Australian and South Korea, our allies. We include Thailand, of course, as an ally in Asia. And as China continues to grow into a strong and prosperous nation, we are working with China to help us find solutions to common problems. We welcome a global role for China. We do not fear China. We see China as an emerging power and that we will treat as an emerging power and work with, as they develop their economy, as they develop their society, and as they find their political way forward into a future that will take care of the 1.3 billion people of China.

American leadership is also yielding unprecedented cooperation in South Asia. We have transformed our relationship with India and we have forged a new partnership with Pakistan. I will never forget two days after 9/11 when we were dealing with this crisis in Afghanistan and Usama bin Laden and al-Qaida and the Taliban, and we knew that whatever we were going to do would require the assistance and the cooperation of Pakistan, and we arranged with Pakistan a set of understandings that we thought were important for Pakistan to agree with us on, so we could move forward.

And I called President Musharraf two days after 9/11 and he agreed that it was time for him to make a strategic choice and he made that choice, and three years later now we are working in close partnership with President Musharraf, as we help him to move his country forward at a pace that the Pakistani people can absorb, and in a way that allows him to work with us in defeating the remnants of the Taliban and al-Qaida regimes in western Pakistan.

And we no longer view India and China in the way they had been viewed for so many years as connected as part of an India-Pakistan conflict. Each of them are now important friends and partners with us, and because of that relationship we can help them as they deal with the outstanding difficulties that they have had for so many years.

We work in so many other ways in a multilateral fashion that I don't think the Administration, the President gets credit for. We work closely with the UN. In the last few weeks, we have been deeply engaged with the UN on resolutions dealing with the problem in the Sudan, resolutions dealing with the problem in Lebanon and the Syrian presence in Lebanon.

This isn't unilateralism. This is multilateralism. But even the most effective multilateral arrangement or organization needs a leader, and more often than not that leader is the United States of America. We work with our Quartet partners, the Russian Federation, the United Nations and the European Union to be ready to do what we can to move the Middle East peace process along so we can achieve the goals of the roadmap which were laid out by the President in June of 2002. A Palestinian state that is free and at peace with the state of Israel remains our goal and we will do everything we can to achieve that goal.

We have worked hard with our friends in Asia to put together a six-party arrangement to deal with the challenge of nuclear weapons in North Korea and the potential for the North Koreans to develop even more than they may have now. We think they have, perhaps, one or two. We're not sure if they have developed or built any more. Why should it be solely a U.S. problem? Why isn't it a problem for Japan and for Russia, and for China and South Korea? They're North Korea's neighbors.

And so, we have brought this six-party framework together and gotten even the North Koreans to agree that the Peninsula should be denuclearized. And now we have to have the patience and the fortitude to stick with that plan and keep pressing forward until we find a way to satisfy the concerns of the parties and denuclearize the Korean Peninsula.

And we're doing the same thing with respect to Iran, working with our friends in the European Union, working with the international community, working with the IAEA to persuade Iran that they have to accommodate the needs, the demands, the expectations of the international community to make sure that they are only interested in power and nothing more, and we have our suspicions that they're interested in quite a bit more.

And so, this is a State Department that's part of an Administration that is reaching out and working with our partners within the UN, within the Transatlantic organizations, within our Pacific alliances. We're working in so many other areas, in other ways, with trade. Free trade agreements have been coming along in a rapid pace under the leadership of Bob Zoellick, the President's Trade Representative.

We are now going from bilateral trade agreements to expanded trade agreements, the Central American Free Trade Agreement. We want a Middle East free trade agreement, stretching across the Middle East. We want to reach out to the Middle East in so many other ways besides just the Middle East peace process.

It was a remarkable moment for me just a couple of weeks ago in New York on a Friday morning, the end of the first week of the General Assembly, to co-chair with my Moroccan colleague, Foreign Minister Benaissa, a meeting with 28 foreign ministers present, from the Middle East and North Africa region, and from a group of eight industrialized nations.

And we were there to talk about reform and modernization in that part of the world, not to lecture, not for the United States and for the other industrialized nations to tell these nations what they're supposed to do, but to listen to them, to listen to the hopes and aspirations that are coming out of the region, and to realize that each one of these countries is at a different stage in their historical development, their cultural development, and what their populations can take and what their political systems can take with respect to reform and modernization.

And we say we will tailor our efforts, our support, to your pace, to what you can do, to what you're ready to do.

I'll never forget one of the Arab businessmen, who was in the meeting looking out across the audience and saying, "Our biggest challenge in this part of the world is unemployment." So whatever else you're thinking about -- Israeli-Palestinian conflict, your concerns about what's going on in Iraq -- our challenge is unemployment. Millions of youngsters coming along will need work and that work will only be generated by developing economies and that will only come from political, economic and civic reforms.

So let's get on with it. Let's work with the G-8. Those are the kinds of things we are doing that are certainly not unilateral, working with friends, working with partners, reaching out, showing what diplomacy is all about, showing what we can do as a nation, not by lecturing or imposing, but by working with friends and partners throughout the world.

We have demonstrated that so vividly over the past week in Afghanistan It was three years ago that I went to Afghanistan for the first time --shortly after we got rid of the Taliban -- almost three years ago, and it was a country that was totally broken, had one phone for the whole new interim government -- one phone -- and the money was worthless, being carried around in wheelbarrows to buy a cup of a coffee.

And now, three years later, the currency is reasonably stable, the economy is picking up, construction is taking place. They have been through a political process that led to a national election this past Sunday, the first in that nation's history -- all those hundreds of years of recorded history, finally, a free, open election.

Was it perfect? No. Show me any county in the United States that has had a completely perfect election, and then you can make a judgment about how free and fair and open the Afghan election was. There were a few irregularities and they'll be worked out between the UN, the United States and the Afghan Government.

But what could not be denied was that it took place, not withstanding all of the concerns about whether it could actually happen, would Muslims come out and vote? Is this really what they wanted? Was this really the right way to go about it? You saw the pictures on Sunday, on television, and in your newspapers, and what you saw cannot be denied.

People came out at 3 o'clock in the morning to line up. The Taliban said, "We're not going to let this happen." Al-Qaida said, "We're going to stop it." They didn't. The Taliban blew up a bridge -- the people came to the bridge, realized the polling station was on the other side, they had to get to it, and they walked along the river until they found a place that they could cross the icy river, wearing no shoes, so they could vote.

They stood in line all day long. They would not be denied. Women in burkas, totally covered up, except for their hand that came out holding a ballot, so they could put it in the ballot box, so that these millions of people could decide how they will be led in the future.

What a tremendous tribute to the human spirit! Tens of thousands in refugee camps still in Pakistan voted absentee. Three million of those refugees from the camps in Pakistan and Iran had walked back into the country over the last several years in order to rebuild, in hope of a better life ahead -- what a tremendous tribute! The people do want to decide who their leaders will be. They don't want terrorists in their country. They don't want insurgencies in their country, and I'm confident that that pattern can be repeated in Iraq.

Iraq is very challenging to all of us now. It is a difficult mission that we have to accomplish, but the goal is the same: to give the Iraqi people the same choice that we have, the same choice that the Afghan people now have. It's an insurgency that must be defeated. Who is behind this insurgency? Old regime elements who want to do what?

They want to fill mass graves again. They want to gas their own people again. They want to invade their neighbors again. They want to waste the treasure of the Iraqi people on palaces and weapons.

We're not going to let that happen. The Iraqi people are not going to let that happen. And every day, under the leadership of Prime Minister Allawi, brave Iraqi leaders come out and move their country a little bit further, every day fighting this insurgency. The insurgency has to be defeated. It's going to get worse before it gets better because these are determined, evil people, but we also believe that marvelous troops of our coalition and the increasingly capable Iraqi forces will bring this under control in due course.

And this is not the time for us to lose patience or lose hope or in any way think that it will not be successful because we have faced challenges like this before. We have demonstrated, over the course of our history of the last 100 years, that these challenges come along and they can be defeated, they can be dealt with, and the Iraqi people can hold out hope with the certainty that that hope be realized in a better life for themselves when they have their elections at the end of January 2005.

And so, it's a fascinating world in which to conduct diplomacy, to be the Secretary of State, to be given the privilege of leading the tens upon tens of thousands of wonderful young Americans, who serve in the State Department.

Our men and women in uniform -- and I used to be one of those

-- are performing with skill and honor. Najaf and Samarra are back in the hands of the Iraqi Interim Government. And standing alongside of them, working with them in Iraq and Afghanistan, and so many other places, working with our military, are the wonderful men and women of the State Department.

I get annoyed when someone says, "Oh, they're pin-striped cookie pushers." You tell that to Ambassador Khalilzad in Kabul, who spent all of last week and all of last Saturday criss-crossing the country at personal risk to himself, in order to encourage the Afghan people to vote. You tell that to Ambassador Negroponte tonight in Baghdad, who is facing a challenging situation. You tell that to Ambassador Tom Miller in Athens, who has done such a marvelous job representing us in Greece and did a terrific job with the Greek Government, helping them get ready for the Olympics.

Those ambassadors and the members of their teams are doing a great job for the American people, day-in, day-out, under increasingly difficult circumstances and at risk to themselves and to their families. And we've got to make sure we continue to give them the support that they need. We've got to make sure that the American people appreciate what they are doing for them. We've got to make sure that they get the respect that they deserve.

I have challenged all of them: "Go out there and represent our values system. I can't do it in the seventh floor. You do it at each of your missions. I want you to go out there, accomplish the mission that's set out in these charts in front of us, take care of the people that I've entrusted to your care, those t he American people have entrusted to your care, and get the job done for America."

And I'm so proud that. In mission after mission as I travel around the world, I find individuals working hard -- and not only the State Department individuals -- individuals from all of the departments of government working together under the ambassador, the chief of mission -- to make sure that the job gets done.

Budgets are always tight. There are always constraints on how much the nation can afford for the 150 account. But as you heard earlier, it's barely 1 percent. We could do a lot more, do a lot better. The world needs us to do a lot better.

I'm going to do everything I can while I'm Secretary of State to take the case to my colleagues in the Administration, who give me tremendous support; to the President, who believes in this to the depth of his heart and gives me all the support that I need to go up and take the case to the Congress; and I will continue to make the case to the Congress that this is a tremendous return on your investment.

These goals are the worthy goals. These are the goals that the people of the world look to the United States to achieve.

We are the ones who are putting in place something called the Millennium Challenge Account, the most innovative approach to foreign affairs and funding of foreign affairs in the last 50 years, where we invest in those countries that are committed to democracy, the rule of law and market economics, and only when they meet our test will they get money from this account.

We are the administration that launched that program, got it up and running in 16 months, and also, at the same time, has almost doubled the development assistance money available to USAID.

It is this administration that took on HIV/AIDS as the greatest weapon of mass destruction on the face of the Earth. Eight thousand people died today of HIV/AIDS and many more were infected. We are the ones, President Bush is the one, playing the leadership role with the Global Health Fund, playing the leadership role with his Emergency Plan for HIV/AIDS, which will add $15 billion to this effort over the next several years.

So the need is great. There is poverty in many places in the world. There is still despair. There are still so many people so desperately in need. Peter Bell does such a great job with this organization tending to their needs. But the need is very great, much greater than we have provided for now.

So the President will take the case to the Congress and the American people. I can assure you that I and my colleagues in the Department will take the case to the Congress and the American people.

 But above all, I need you, I need leaders such as you and so many others in the nation who have the capacity to speak out, the ability to speak out. I need you. I need you to help us get the job done. You are doing that for us. This is vital, noble work that you are doing.

 I just want to thank you on behalf of all of my colleagues, but I also want to thank you on behalf of all the people around the world who will benefit from our efforts, efforts that you've helped to make successful -- nay, that you helped to make possible in the first place.

So, from the bottom of my heart, thank you very much.

(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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Excerpt: U.S. Deeply Regrets "Seriously Flawed" Elections in Belarus

(Belarusian voters were not given a fair chance to express their choice) (610)

The October 17 parliamentary elections in Belarus were "deeply flawed," said State Department Spokesman Richard Boucher in response to a question during the Daily Press Briefing October 18.

"We deeply regret that the Belarusian people were kept from freely and fairly expressing their will," Boucher said, noting that a team of international observers sent by the OSCE's Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights has found that the elections feel significantly short of Belarus' OSCE commitments. 

Asked what consequences the election might have on U.S. policy, Boucher responded, "We'll have to look and see. ... Our relations with Belarus are already pretty strained over the issue of democracy. And this, unfortunately, rather than making them better just continues in the same pattern."

Following are excerpts from the daily press briefing

(begin excerpt)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE DAILY PRESS BRIEFING

Briefer: Richard Boucher, Spokesman

Monday, October 18, 2004 

(On the record unless otherwise noted)

12:53 p.m. EDT

QUESTION:  What do you have on the Belarus elections?  

MR. BOUCHER: As you all know, we've repeatedly called on Belarus to meet international standards, to meet OSCE standards when it came to these -- to this referendum and parliamentary elections.  The initial report from the OSCE's Office of Democratic Institutions and Human Rights elections observer mission indicates the election fell significantly short of Belarus' commitments to the organization.

We deeply regret that the Belarusian people were kept from freely and fairly expressing their will.  International observers have noted a number of serious violations by the government in the campaign period, potentially biasing the election even before the votes were cast.  Electoral misconduct continued throughout the voting and vote tabulation process.  We're aware, for example, that exit poll results present a far different picture of the voters' preferences than the results that have been announced by the Belarus Government.

We're also concerned by reports that a journalist was arrested and seriously beaten on election night, and we call on Belarus Government to promptly ensure the full facts of this alleged incident come out.

QUESTION: That's it?

MR. BOUCHER: That's it.

QUESTION: So you think it was a well-run election then.  Can I  -- 

MR. BOUCHER: Not exactly.

QUESTION: Isn't the fact that they allowed observers in a positive sign?

MR. BOUCHER: Isn't it what?

QUESTION: A positive -- some kind of a -- I mean, you wouldn't have these -- there are countries in the world that don't allow observers in.

MR. BOUCHER: There were something like 300 observers there.  But allowing observers in doesn't make up for all the problems of the election.  Is it better to have observers than not to have observers?  Sure.  But observing this  -- 

QUESTION: I guess what I'm getting at is that you're unwilling to give Lukashenko's government any scintilla of credit for even allowing observers in, which you, normally is something that you first call for in an election.

MR. BOUCHER: We're glad that they allowed the observers in.  Nonetheless, the election was seriously flawed.  It didn't meet standards.  It does not look like the voters of Belarus were given a fair choice.

QUESTION: And if  -- 

MR. BOUCHER: Or a fair chance to express their choice may be a better way to put it.

QUESTION: And are there any consequences for that from your end?

MR. BOUCHER: We'll have to look and see.  As you know, our policies -- our relations with Belarus are already pretty strained over the issue of democracy.  And this, unfortunately, rather than making them better just continues in the same pattern.

[...]

(end excerpt)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Excerpt: State's Armitage Comments on Russian Economic, Political Choices

(Deputy secretary of state addresses U.S.-Russia Business Council) (570)

The promising economic outlook for Russia is a testament to the Russian government's good decisions on economic policy, but recent events call into question Russia's ability to continue making the right choices, according to Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage.

Addressing the U.S.-Russia Business Council in Leesburg, Virginia, October 9, Armitage said the health of any economy is not just about good economic indicators. "For a steady rhythm of growth over time, the underlying political system also has to be sound and security has to be good," he said. 

Armitage acknowledged Russia's "moral duty" to respond to terrorism "immediately and definitively," but he added that the "response must account for long-tem results."

"In safeguarding the security of the nation, we simply cannot afford to compromise the very democratic institutions that make our economies succeed and our nations strong," he said, going on to clarify that by "we" he means the United States, Russia "and every other nation that enjoys the benefits of freedom."

The Deputy Secretary offered his comments about Russia in the context of remarks that were primarily about former U.S. Ambassador to Russia Robert Strauss, who is retiring after 12 years as chairman of the board at the U.S.-Russia Business Council.

Following are excerpts from Armitage's remarks:

(begin excerpt)

Department of State

Washington, D.C.

October 18, 2004

RICHARD L. ARMITAGE, DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE

REMARKS TO THE U.S.-RUSSIA BUSINESS COUNCIL

Landsdowne Resort 

Leesburg Virginia 

October 9, 2004

[...]

His [Ambassador Robert Strauss'] sage advice has also continued to benefit Russia and America both, and helped to bring our nations closer together. Indeed, starting with Bob's tenure at Spaso House, it has been the consistent policy of the United States to seek a strategic partnership with Russia, based on our shared democratic values.

And so today, we can say that the economic outlook for Russia is promising, as are the trade and investment ties between our two nations. I think that is a testament to the right choices the government of Russia has made when it comes to economic policy, not to mention the hard work of this organization. As Secretary Evans suggested, however, recent events call into question Russia's ability to continue making right choices, which is critical to sustaining the kind of growth the country has seen in recent years.

For that matter, we all know that the health of any economy is not just about good indicators. For a steady rhythm of growth over time, the underlying political system also has to be sound and security has to be good. I'm sure all of you are concerned on this score. Certainly, President Bush has expressed concerns, and so has Secretary Powell.

Terrorism is hardly a new phenomenon. Even so, the siege at Beslan was a standout in savagery and depravity. There is no question that the Government of Russia has a moral duty to respond, immediately and definitively. But that response must account for long-term results. In safeguarding the security of the nation, we simply cannot afford to compromise the very democratic institutions that make our economies succeed and our nations strong. And when I say "we", yes, I mean the United States, but I also mean Russia and every other nation that enjoys the benefits of freedom. [...]

(end excerpt)

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

NNNN

*EUR117   10/18/2004

Text: State Department Highlights Steps to Combat Anti-Semitism

(Lists international actions in Oct. 15 fact sheet) (480)

The State Department has undertaken a number of "specific and important actions" to fight the scourge of anti-Semitism, according to a fact sheet released on October. 15.

The State Department fact sheet notes, among other actions, efforts to encourage two OSCE conferences on combating Anti-Semitism in Vienna and in Berlin. Secretary of State Colin Powell addressed the Berlin conference.

The United States also has chaired the Task Force for International Cooperation on Holocaust Education, Remembrance and Research, "a group now comprising 18 countries that promotes understanding of the Holocaust as a means to prevent a recurrence of the hatred that resulted in that tragedy," according to the State Department.

Following is the text of the State Department fact sheet:

(begin text)

State Department

Fact Sheet 

Office of the Spokesman 

Washington, DC 

October 15, 2004

Department of State Actions To Combat Anti-Semitism

The Department of State is committed to combating anti-Semitism throughout the world and is proud of its many accomplishments. In addition to the annual International Religious Freedom and Human Rights Reports, which detail patterns and incidents of anti-Semitism world-wide, we have undertaken a number of specific and important actions to fight this scourge:

The State Department's instructions to embassies for the 2004 Country Human Rights Report explicitly required them to describe acts of violence against Jewish people and Jewish community institutions.

The State Department took the lead in convincing the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) to sponsor two conferences on combating anti-Semitism (Vienna in June 2003, Berlin in April 2004.) Secretary Powell led the U.S. delegation to the Berlin Conference and addressed its participants. As a result of those conferences, the OSCE is implementing a process to monitor and report on anti-Semitic incidents.

The United States urged the OSCE Chairman-in-Office to appoint a personal representative on combating anti-Semitism. Such a representative would engage with member states on specific and broader anti-Semitism issues.

The United States is strongly supporting a conference to be hosted by Spain to review the implementation of the mandates issued by the Berlin and Vienna conferences.

In 2003-2004, the United States chaired the Task Force for International Cooperation on Holocaust Education, Remembrance and Research, a group now comprising 18 countries that promotes understanding of the Holocaust as a means to prevent a recurrence of the hatred that resulted in that tragedy. The Task Force has encouraged, organized and supported the training of social studies teachers on teaching the Holocaust.

The State Department has been successful in including anti-Semitism language in several resolutions of the United Nations Commission on Human Rights. We will continue to press for inclusion of such language at the Commission on Human Rights and elsewhere.

(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., EU Discuss Participation in Visa Waiver Program

(U.S. officials meet with EU states on laws governing visa waivers) (750)

U.S. officials met in Brussels, Belgium, October 18 with officials from the European Commission, the Dutch European Council Presidency, and the 10 EU member states that do not participate in the U.S. Visa Waiver Program (VWP). 

A communiqué issued by the U.S. Mission to the European Union following the meeting cites the requirements a country must meet to qualify for the Visa Waiver Program. 

While Greece and none of the new EU member nations meet all the criteria at this time (with the exception of Slovenia, which joined the VWP prior to EU accession), the U.S. officials said after the meeting that they would continue to review the situation in each country and make nominations for participation in the program if a country becomes eligible. The officials were from the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and the State Department's Bureau of Consular Affairs.

Travelers from Visa Waiver Program countries are allowed to enter the United States for up to 90 days for business or pleasure using only a passport. (Beginning October 26, it must be a machine-readable passport; otherwise, a valid U.S. visa is required). 

As of September 30, VWP travelers are included under the US-VISIT program, which requires foreign travelers to be digitally fingerprinted and photographed to verify their identity as they pass through immigration checkpoints. 

Following is the communiqué issued by the U.S. Mission to the EU:

(begin text)

U.S. Mission to the European Union

October 18, 2004

COMMUNIQUE ON THE EUROPEAN UNION AND THE VISA WAIVER PROGRAM 

United States officials met with members of the European Union in Brussels on October 18 to discuss participation in the Visa Waiver Program (VWP). They noted that U.S. visa policies and procedures are established in accordance with specific laws and legislatively mandated requirements. Legislation for the VWP requires the U.S. to review each country individually for purposes of determining compliance with requirements of the VWP. This should not be viewed as a reflection of the overall bilateral relationship with the U.S.; many countries not in the program are among the closest friends and partners of the United States. 

The statutory requirements to qualify for the VWP are set forth in Section 217 of the Immigration and Nationality Act, and cannot be waived. Countries must first meet a threshold requirement of an average non-immigrant visitor refusal rate of less than 3%. Once that threshold is met, the following criteria come into play: 

· Issue a machine-readable passport that, after October 26, 2005, is biometrically enhanced according to ICAO standards; 

· Offer visa free travel to American citizens; 

· Certify that they report the loss or theft of blank passports to the U.S. Government; 

· Have a low rate of immigration violations and refused admissions. 

The Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Secretary of State, must make a positive determination regarding the impact the country's potential VWP participation would have on U.S. national security and law enforcement interests. In the ongoing review of current VWP participants the factors considered include: 

· Terrorist and criminal threats in the country and efforts to address them; 

· Existence of formal and informal cooperation, including extradition; treaties, with the U.S. and international partners, such as Interpol; and 

· Effective border security controls, including citizenship and passport issuance procedures. 

The Secretary of Homeland Security is required to submit to Congress a report on a country's qualification for designation as a VWP country, including an explanation of a favorable determination. 

While Greece and none of the new EU member nations meet all the criteria at this time (with the exception of Slovenia, who joined the VWP prior to EU accession), U.S. officials said that they would continue to review the situation in each country and make nominations for participation in the VWP if and when a country becomes eligible. This is similar to the approach used by most EU member states in defining which third countries qualify for "visa waiver" status according to the Schengen Agreement. U.S. officials reiterated the commitment of the U.S. Government to facilitate legitimate travel and trade between EU members and the United States, and look forward to the day when all EU member states meet the criteria to enter the VWP, and enjoy visa-free travel.

(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: Agriculture's Veneman Pledges Reduction in Chronic World Hunger

(Veneman also touts World Food Day theme of "Biodiversity for Food Security") (990)

U.S. Agriculture Secretary Ann Veneman marked World Food Day October 16 by promising the United States would meet its commitment to help halve by the year 2015 the number of people suffering from chronic hunger.

In a videotaped address for World Food Day, Veneman said the United States is strongly committed to protecting and promoting biodiversity. President Bush has also reaffirmed U.S. support for the G8 Action Plan on Science and Technology for Sustainable Development, she said.

"Our country is the world's largest provider of food aid and the leading contributor to the World Food Program. But that and other aid programs are only temporary solutions to food insecurity," she said in a press release issued by the U.S. Department of Agriculture. "Increasing agricultural productivity is one of the pathways to a permanent solution. Science and technology have the potential to raise agricultural productivity, increase income, and ultimately improve nutrition and health across the world." 

World Food Day marks the founding of the Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO) on Oct. 16, 1945.

Following is the text of the news release:

(begin text)

U.S. Department of Agriculture

Office of Communications

News Release

October 16, 2004

VENEMAN MARKS WORLD FOOD DAY 

BY PLEDGING INCREASED ATTENTION TO HUNGER, BIODIVERSITY

BUFFALO, New York, Oct. 16, 2004 --- Agriculture Secretary Ann M. Veneman today honored World Food Day and its theme "Biodiversity for Food Security" by highlighting increased U.S. commitments and pledging continued high-level attention to issues of food availability and quality in the United States and around the world.

"World Food Day is a way to acknowledge our accomplishments around the world, and to examine how we can do even more to meet the goal of reducing by half the number of people suffering from chronic hunger by the year 2015," said Veneman said.  "Our country is the world's largest provider of food aid and the leading contributor to the World Food Program. But that and other aid programs are only temporary solutions to food insecurity.  Increasing agricultural productivity is one of the pathways to a permanent solution. Science and technology have the potential to raise agricultural productivity, increase income, and ultimately improve nutrition and health across the world."

USDA works throughout the year to address hunger and poor diets at home and abroad by preserving biodiversity, promoting economic development, encouraging democratic institutions and fostering the use of science and technology to increase agricultural productivity around the world.

In a videotaped address for the World Food Day teleconference, Veneman said that the U.S. is strongly committed to protecting and promoting biodiversity. Last June, President Bush reaffirmed the U.S. support for the G8 Action Plan on Science and Technology for Sustainable Development.  In June 2003, Veneman hosted the historic Ministerial Conference and Expo on Agricultural Science and Technology in California, and follow-up regional conferences were held in Costa Rica this past May and Burkina Faso in June.

USDA is working with several organizations to improve agricultural technology use and productivity in Africa and other poor regions in order to promote hardier crops for healthier people. Under the International Treaty for Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, the U.S. is working to identify standard agreements that will facilitate the smooth international exchange of genetic material.  This will help ensure that important research into plant breeding continues to advance.

At home, USDA's food and nutrition programs are helping to feed millions of low-income Americans. Thanks to increased funding, more children are receiving free or reduced-price breakfasts and lunches, more mothers and infants are receiving nutritional assistance and nearly six million more people are receiving food stamps than just three years ago.

Globally, hunger and malnutrition afflict some 850 million men, women and children, causing human suffering, political instability and economic stagnation. The United States leads all other nations in providing about 60 percent of total international food aid to relieve chronic hunger in the world's poorest countries and respond to famines and other emergencies, such as the current tragedy in Darfur, Sudan.  In July, USDA and the U.S. Agency for International Development celebrated the 50th anniversary of the Public Law 480 Food for Peace Program, which has helped feed billions of hungry people around the world.

Improving access to food means much more than bringing nutritious meals to needy people.  Food aid goes hand-in-hand with development and capacity-building efforts—sharing technology to improve agricultural productivity, supporting economic and infrastructure development, increasing access to education, expanding trade, and promoting open and free institutions.  As in food aid, the United States is the world leader in international development assistance.

USDA's McGovern-Dole International Food for Education and Child Nutrition Program is currently improving educational opportunities for more than two million children in 21 countries through school feeding and nutrition projects.

To be successful, food policies and programs must address a broad range of interrelated issues, including biodiversity—this year's World Food Day theme.  Citing U.S. support for gene banks and sustainable agriculture, Veneman said USDA is dedicated to protecting genetic diversity in plants and animals around the world.  Preserving a rich variety of life forms with different nutritional traits, climatic tolerances, and pest and disease resistance is one of the keys to feeding the world's hungry and ensuring adequate food supplies for the future.

Several agencies within USDA held their own observances or sponsoring other activities to recognize World Food Day.  For example, the Natural Resources Conservation Service and Economic Research Service are hosted a lecture on "Land Quality Changes in Recent History: Implications for Food Security."

World Food Day marks the founding of Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO) on Oct. 16, 1945, and is celebrated by countries around the world.  For more information, visit, www.worldfoodday.org

(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: Powell Marks Upcoming International Education Week, Nov. 15-19

(Commends exchanges as enriching cultures, strengthening cooperation) (560)

Marking November 15-19 as a worldwide celebration of International Education Week, Secretary of State Colin Powell said the United States welcomes foreign students and teachers who choose to participate in exchange programs here.

In an October 15 statement, Powell said, "Throughout America's history, openness has immeasurably enriched our democracy, our culture, our economy, and our nation as a whole" and cited the friendships and partnerships resulting from academic exchanges as important in developing understanding and cooperation between nations. 

Powell also encouraged more U.S. students to study abroad.

"The more we learn about and understand each other," he said, "the more effective we will be in creating a world of global citizens, and the better our chances of achieving peace in our increasingly interdependent world."

The U.S. Department of State and the U.S. Department of Education have jointly produced a website with more information on International Education Week activities at http://exchanges.state.gov/iew/.

Following is the text of Secretary Powell's statement:

(begin text)

Secretary Colin L. Powell

Washington, DC

October 15, 2004

The U.S. Department of State is pleased to join the U.S. Department of Education in marking the fifth year of International Education Week, November 15-19. Celebrated worldwide, International Education Week provides an opportunity to highlight the benefits of international education and exchange; to express appreciation for students and scholars who study and teach here; and to commend the millions of people who build and strengthen bridges of international understanding by organizing and participating in exchange programs.

Throughout America's history, openness has immeasurably enriched our democracy, our culture, our economy, and our  nation as a whole. America's educational institutions attract talented future leaders from around the world. International students and scholars benefit from engagement with our society and academic institutions and we benefit enormously from their interaction with our society as they help our citizens develop understanding and knowledge that enriches our lives, increases international cooperation, enhances our national security, and improves our economic competitiveness.

Meeting the 21st century challenges that confront all countries requires an unprecedented degree of understanding and cooperation among nations and among leaders in every field. The professional partnerships and lifelong friendships that result from international education and exchange help build a foundation of understanding and lasting partnerships. These partnerships are important for a secure, prosperous future, not only for the United States, but also for the world as a whole.

We are immensely proud that more than 200 alumni of State Department-sponsored international exchange programs have become heads of state or government, and we recognize the contributions of teachers and language instructors in building grass roots mutual understanding. I know that tomorrow's leaders are among the thousands of men and women who will participate this year in U.S government and privately sponsored educational exchange programs. We look forward to welcoming these exchange participants in our country, while continuing to encourage more of our own young people to study in other nations.

Please join us in this celebration and share your International Education Week activities on our website http://exchanges.state.gov/iew/. The more we learn about and understand each other, the more effective we will be in creating a world of global citizens, and the better our chances of achieving peace in our increasingly interdependent world.

(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: Powell Releases 2004-2005 U.S. Fulbright Exchange Student List

(Program's purpose is to build mutual understanding between countries) (350)

Secretary of State Colin Powell released the list of U.S. students selected for the 2004-2005 Fulbright exchange program on October 15. 

Nearly 1,100 American students will study abroad under Fulbright grants this year while building mutual understanding by learning about their host nations and sharing their views as citizens of the United States.

The list of Fulbright recipients can be found at http://exchanges.state.gov/education/fulbright/recipients/2005/recipients.htm.

Following is the text of Secretary Powell's statement:

(begin text)

Department of State

Secretary Colin L. Powell

Washington, DC

October 15, 2004

I am pleased to release the official list of U.S. Fulbright student grantees for the 2004-2005 academic year. This year, under the nation's premier exchange program, 1,099 American students have been awarded Fulbright grants to study and conduct research in more than 110 countries throughout the world.

As Fulbrighters, these Americans have important responsibilities. First and foremost, they engage in serious academic study or research abroad. In addition, they will immerse themselves in learning about their new host country and will have opportunities to share their perspectives on the United States with their hosts.

When they return home, these Fulbrighters will share their experiences with their friends, families, and colleagues. Over the past six decades, more than 100,000 Americans have been awarded Fulbright student grants. Established in 1946 under legislation introduced by the late Senator J. William Fulbright of Arkansas, the program's purpose is to build mutual understanding between the people of the United States and other countries.

Economist Milton Friedman, opera soprano Renee Fleming, Intel CEO Craig Barrett, and Brown University President Ruth Simmons are just four examples of the many distinguished Fulbright alumni. Last week, a foreign Fulbright alumnus, Aaron Ciechanover, received the 2004 Nobel Prize in Chemistry, becoming the sixth Fulbrighter in the past five years, and thirty-fourth overall, to be awarded a Nobel Prize.

For a complete listing of the 2004-2005 U.S. Fulbright student grantees, please go to: http://exchanges.state.gov/education/fulbright/recipients/2005/recipients.htm.

(end text)
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Text: Belarus Elections Fell Significantly Short of OSCE Commitments

(International observers cite disregard for democratic principles) (680)

The elections held October 17 in Belarus fell significantly short of international standards for democratic elections, says an election observation mission sent by the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE).

The mission, comprising approximately 270 international observers from 38 countries, cited flaws including a disregard for democratic principles and the failure of Belarusian authorities to ensure the fundamental conditions necessary for an election. Ballot-box stuffing and coercion were also reported, along with problems in the run-up to the election such as biased state-run media and restrictive campaign rules.

The text of the Mission's Preliminary Report is available in Russian and English at

http://www.osce.org/odihr/

Following is an OSCE release:

(begin text)

Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe

Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights

18 October 2004

BELARUS ELECTIONS FELL SIGNIFICANTLY SHORT OF OSCE COMMITMENTS

MINSK, 18 October 2004 - The 17 October parliamentary elections in Belarus fell significantly short of OSCE commitments for democratic elections. The Belarusian authorities failed to ensure the fundamental conditions necessary for the will of the people to serve a basis for authority of government. Freedom of expression, association and assembly were seriously challenged. This calls into question the willingness of the authorities to respect the concept of political competition on a basis of equal treatment, concludes the OSCE Election Observation Mission in a statement, issued today.

Around 270 international observers from 38 countries observed the voting and counting on behalf of the OSCE Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) and the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly.

"Democratic principles were largely disregarded by the authorities. Many candidates were actively excluded from registering or were deregistered, which limited the choice of voters," said Tone Tingsgaard, Vice-President of the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly, appointed by the OSCE Chairman-in-Office as the Special Co-ordinator for the Short-term observers. "Although we were here to observe the parliamentary elections, we found that the Referendum largely overshadowed the parliamentary election campaign."

Ambassador Audrey Glover, Head of the Long-term Observation Mission, deployed by the OSCE ODIHR added: "Equally worrying were police raids on campaign offices, the detention of a candidate, campaign workers and domestic observers, as well as numerous reports of coercion on certain groups, particularly students, to vote. The dominant influence of the State administration was apparent at all levels of the election process."

There were restrictive rules on campaigning, which were further exacerbated by instances of discrimination in favour of pro-government candidates and against the opposition. State media demonstrated a strong bias, portraying the opposition in overwhelmingly negative terms, while conducting an extensive campaign in favour of the incumbent political forces.

The Election Observation Mission believes that aspects that could have contributed positively to the process were the possibility for candidates to have a fixed amount of free television and radio airtime, and the possibility to print a statement free of charge in the state press. This was however not sufficient to address the overwhelming media imbalance. There was at least a minimal degree of competition in the majority of constituencies, but in ten constituencies there was only one candidate. The Election Commissions met all deadlines foreseen in the law.

Although not specifically observed, the Election Observation Mission noted that the scale of the Republican Referendum proposing the removal of the two-term limit on the office of the president, its unrestrained bias and its unregulated intrusion into polling stations contributed to a highly distorted campaign environment.

On election day the voting was generally assessed positively in around 9 out of 10 polling stations, although basic information was frequently withheld from observers. The counting proved very problematic, as the counting lacked transparency in the majority of polling stations observed. Numbers were not being announced aloud as they were being established, observers were only given a limited view of the process, and procedures for compilation of protocols were not followed. There were instances where observers noted that some early voting ballot boxes appeared to have been stuffed.

(end text)
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Text: El Nino-Related Drought may have Caused Severe Moth Outbreak

(Increasing El Nino events may alter forest species composition) (820)

A study by researchers from the Smithsonian Tropical Research Institute (STRI) associates a severe moth outbreak with drought conditions following the 1997-1998 El Niño Southern Oscillation (ENSO) event, according to an October 15 STRI press release.

If ENSO events become more common, repeated outbreaks of plant-eating insects might alter forest species composition, the release said. The work is published in the October issue of the Journal of Tropical Ecology.

In a dry lowland forest near Panama's Pacific coast, moth larvae devoured 250 percent more leaf material than usual at the same time researchers were setting up an experimental protocol to monitor herbivores and leaf damage on 20 tree species.

"This outbreak was unusual because it involved a dozen insect species, and followed a drought associated with one of the most severe El Niño events experienced here. We don't know how common outbreaks like this are in the tropics because people have begun to associate events like this with global climate change fairly recently," said STRI postdoctoral fellow Sunshine Van Bael.

Climatologists predict that ENSO events will become more common if global temperatures continue to rise.

Van Bael cautioned: "It's becoming increasingly clear that we should pay attention to these harbingers of climate change. A better understanding of the deep natural history of these systems may help us to predict outbreaks involving crop pests or human disease vectors."

Text of the Smithsonian Institution press release follows:

(begin text)

Smithsonian Institution

Press release, October 15, 2004

Multi-species herbivore outbreak follows El Niño drought in Panama

Plant-eating insects inhabit all forest ecosystems, but sometimes their numbers explode, resulting in massive tree defoliation. In the October issue of the Journal of Tropical Ecology researchers from the Smithsonian Tropical Research Institute (STRI) associate a severe moth outbreak with drought conditions following the 1997-1998 El Niño Southern Oscillation (ENSO) event in a dry lowland forest near Panama's Pacific coast. If ENSO events become more common, repeated herbivore outbreaks might alter forest species composition.

"Although we regularly monitor insect populations from STRI's Canopy Crane system, we were actually tipped off about the outbreak by the crane operator, who complained that his parked car was covered with insect droppings," explains STRI post-doctoral fellow, Sunshine Van Bael.

Moth larvae devoured 250% more leaf material than usual even as researchers were setting up an experimental protocol to monitor herbivores and leaf damage on twenty tree species reachable from the gondola on the arm of a 42 m tall modified construction crane in Panama City's Metropolitan Park. The crane, one of two in Panama and nine worldwide, permits scientists to ascend into the treetops to study previously inaccessible aspects of forest dynamics and species diversity.

Dr. Annette Aiello, Staff Scientist at STRI noted smaller outbreaks at five other Pacific coast sites. Wondering if this was a country-wide phenomenon, entomologists at STRI's research station on Barro Colorado Island and at the Sherman Canopy Crane near Panama's Atlantic coast were advised to be on the lookout for increases in butterfly and moth larvae populations. However, lepidopteran numbers remained stable there. Whatever it was that caused the the Pacific Coast outbreak did not occur or have the same effect where rainfall levels were more constant.

"This outbreak was unusual because it involved a dozen insect species, and followed a drought associated with one of the most severe El Niño events experienced here. We don't know how common outbreaks like this are in the tropics because people have begun to associate events like this with global climate change fairly recently," says Van Bael.

What caused the outbreak? Most likely the drought kept the caterpillars' natural enemies out of play, but the exact cause will remain a mystery. The team monitored lepidopteran populations again, after a milder El Nino event in 2003, but saw no large-scale outbreaks.

Drought stress of host trees is thought to be a factor in temperate area outbreaks of spruce bud worm and gypsy moths. But such outbreaks often last for up to 10 years. This short-lived (5-6 week) event in Panama was brought under control quickly by hungry birds, parasitoid flies and wasps, and aggressive caterpillar diseases.

Climatologists predict that ENSO events will become more common as global temperatures rise. And because herbivores hit some tree species harder than others, repeated herbivore outbreaks could change the species composition of the forest. In a recent volume of the Journal of Tropical Ecology, ecologists in Borneo reported a similar outbreak in response to the ENSO event in 1998.

Van Bael cautions: "It's becoming increasingly clear that we should pay attention to these harbingers of climate change. A better understanding of the deep natural history of these systems may help us to predict outbreaks involving crop pests or human disease vectors."

(end text)
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United Nations to Increase Number of Peacekeepers in Haiti

(Several hundred new peacekeepers expected by end of October) (440)

By Eric Green

Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- The U.N. peacekeeping mission in Haiti has announced it will send several hundred more new staff members to the Caribbean nation by the end of October.

In an October 15 statement, the United Nations said its peacekeeping mission, which has been operating at less than half of its authorized strength, expected to send 125 police officers from China, along with 622 Sri Lankan troops, and troops from a Spanish-Moroccan battalion.

The U.S.-backed U.N. Stabilization Mission in Haiti (MINUSTAH) currently has some 3,090 military personnel from Argentina, Brazil, Nepal, Sri Lanka and Uruguay, as well as 650 police officers.  The 15-member U.N. Security Council had authorized 6,700 troops for Haiti.

Among its tasks, MINUSTAH is helping to establish a secure and stable environment; foster democratic governance and institutional development; assist Haiti's transitional government in organizing free and fair municipal, parliamentary, and presidential elections as soon as possible; strengthen the rule of law; and support the country's human rights institutions and groups.

The United Nations said Haiti's Interim Prime Minister Gerard Latortue has appointed a three-member Commission for the Demobilized Military to implement compensation and social reintegration policies.

Meanwhile, the U.N. Security Council joined the United States in condemning ongoing fighting in Haiti, calling on all parties in that country "to take as much care as they can to respect the rule of law and to refrain from violence."

The U.S. State Department said October 12 that the United States condemns the systematic campaign of violence in Haiti's capital city of Port-au-Prince, launched September 30 by armed gangs supporting former Haitian President Jean-Bertrand Aristide.  These gangs, the State Department said, seek to undermine the nation's interim government and the efforts of the international community.

The State Department said pro-Aristide thugs have "murdered policemen, looted businesses and public installations, and terrorized civilians."

The violence is particularly reprehensible, given the mid-September flooding in Haiti that claimed over 2,000 lives, said the State Department.

In regard to the flooding and mudslides triggered by Tropical Storm Jeanne, the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) said in an October 14 update on the situation that it has contributed more than $4.9 million to fund emergency activities and relief supplies in Haiti.

In Haiti's particularly hard-hit northern city of Gonaives, USAID said its funding is being used for a "cash-for-work" cleanup project, since cleaning up the city will "reduce the threat of disease and increase mobility."

(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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U.S. Dismantles Colombian-Based Drug Money Laundering Organization

(Reach of drug conspiracy reportedly spanned the world) (470)

By Eric Green

Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- Some 24 individuals have been indicted by U.S. law enforcement authorities for their role in a Colombian-based drug money laundering conspiracy whose reach was described by the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency as spanning South America, the Caribbean, and the rest of the world.

In an October 15 statement, ICE said its investigation targeted the drug organization, based in Colombia's capital city of Bogota, for the smuggling of cocaine and heroin from Colombia and Venezuela to the continental United States, Puerto Rico, the Lesser Antilles, and Europe.

ICE said the leaders of the drug organization -- Juan Isidro Toloza-Pena and his brother Juan Andres Toloza-Pena and 21 co-conspirators -- used a complex system known as the Black Market Peso Exchange to launder their illicit drug proceeds.  To date, the investigation has resulted in the seizure of roughly 250 kilograms of cocaine, 22 kilograms of heroin, 12 domestic and international bank accounts, at least $900,000 in currency, and an assortment of weapons and vehicles.

ICE said the Black Market Peso Exchange is a decades-old money-laundering scheme that is estimated to handle billions of dollars' worth of illicit funds annually.  It is among the primary means by which Colombian drug cartels convert their U.S.-based drug dollars into "clean" pesos that they can use in Colombia.

According to ICE, the defendants in the case delivered large sums of drug cash to individuals in Miami, Florida, and Puerto Rico, and instructed that the cash be introduced into the U.S. banking system and wired to specified bank accounts throughout the United States, Colombia, Costa Rica, and China, for ultimate payment to the Colombian owners of the money.  As part of the conspiracy, the defendants also created and invested in allegedly legitimate businesses to conceal the nature and course of the money, ICE said.

As part of the money-laundering indictment, ICE said the U.S. government is seeking forfeiture of 14 properties in Colombia and 16 domestic and international bank accounts for a total of more than $4 million.

Penalties for the narcotics offenses alleged in the indictment range from 10 years to life imprisonment and fines of up to $4 million.  Penalties for the money-laundering offense range from a fine of not more than $500,000, or twice the value of the property involved in the transaction, whichever is greater.  The penalty can also include imprisonment of 20 years, ICE said.

Roberto G. Median, ICE Special Agent-in-Charge for Puerto Rico, said the agency's operation against the drug dealers "combined the best investigative techniques of U.S. and foreign law enforcement to dismantle a money-laundering organization whose reach spanned the globe."

(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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Peace Corps Helping Others Better Understand U.S., Official Says

(Volunteers highlight U.S. diversity, agency's Vasquez adds) (640)

By Kathryn McConnell

Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- In a world of security concerns and cultural misunderstandings, Peace Corps volunteers from all backgrounds are changing views of the United States and of its people, says Gaddi Vasquez, the agency's director.

"There has never been a greater time to promote understanding," he said October 14 at the National Press Club in Washington.

With more than 7,500 volunteers, the Peace Corps is at its highest level in 28 years and hopes to grow further, Vasquez said, adding that the institution is continually changing to meet developing countries' needs.  In recent years, he said, the agency has expanded its programs in agriculture, community development, information technology, HIV/AIDS, and programs focusing on educating girls and helping them build self-esteem.

Volunteers also are working around the world in areas such as environmental protection and job creation, he said.

But as the agency changes, the Peace Corps goal remains the same: "promoting global peace and understanding," Vasquez said.

The director said that there are no boundaries to where the Peace Corps could serve in the developing world.  He said currently 20 percent of Peace Corps volunteers serve in 18 Muslim countries, ranging from Morocco to Uzbekistan and Mauritania.  Of the 27 countries that have asked for the Peace Corps to start or restart programs, 13 are Muslim, he said.

"These countries want to better understand America," he added.

The Peace Corps also is evaluating how it might reopen a program in India, where 1,000 volunteers once served, Vasquez said.

Vasquez said the effect of Peace Corps volunteers on the people in their host communities can last lifetimes.  For instance, he said, a woman who is now a leader in Afghanistan's government told him that she had learned English from a volunteer.

As a boy, Peru's President Alejandro Toledo also was taught by volunteers, Vasquez said.

By living and working at the community level, Peace Corps volunteers are able to change beliefs "that all Americans look the same," Vasquez said.

He recalled a Muslim volunteer serving in Cameroon telling him that his host community initially was surprised to see a Muslim from the United States.  Then the volunteer sat down and talked to his neighbors and they developed a greater appreciation for the diversity of the United States, Vasquez said.

Vasquez, a Hispanic American, recalled another story illustrating how the Peace Corps helps change peoples' views of the United States.  He said when he visited a school in Casablanca, a Moroccan boy told him, "You don't look like an American."

"That experience gave me an opportunity to put a face on America" for the boy, the director said.

To further illustrate the diversity within the Peace Corps, Vasquez pointed to the volunteers now in the Peace Corps' newest host country -- Mexico.  That group includes volunteers born in Iran, Armenia, the Czech Republic and India as well as in the United States, he said.

Wherever they serve, Peace Corps volunteers do so in a manner that respects their host countries' traditions and cultures, Vasquez added.

Since its beginning in 1961, the Peace Corps has served in 137 countries.  It now serves in 71. The Peace Corps serves only in countries where it has been invited and where volunteers' safety and security can be assured, Vasquez said.

More than 170,000 people have served as Peace Corps volunteers.

Pointing to the Peace Corps' impact on the people of the United States, Vasquez said that  when volunteers return home they are able to help people in their communities better understand the cultures and values of the countries in which they served.

The administration has requested $401 million for the Peace Corps for the fiscal year that began October 1, Vasquez said.

(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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