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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Tel Aviv

October 19, 1987

Dear Yossi:
The Secretary asked that I furnish you with
a copy of the enclosed text.

Sincerel

Thomas R. Pickering
Ambassador

Enclosure: Text of Secretary Shultz's
Press Conference

Mr. Yosef Ben-Aharon
Director General
Prime Ministry
Jerusalem



Visit of
Secretary of State
George P Shultz

PRESS CONFERENCE
BY SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ2

Octoker 18, 1887, Jerusalem

Secretary Shultz: I have received a very warm and personal
welcome here in Israel. I want to express my appreciation and
the return of that warmth that goes for the constructive and
worthwhile meetings I have had with Prime Minister Shamir, with
Foreign Minister Peres, Defense Minister Rabin and their
associates, the meetings at Tel Aviv University, and the
ceremony at the Weizmann Institute and the luncheon following.
The moving experience of meeting with Ida Nudel and Ilana
Friedman, who I had met with before--both of them under
different circumstances--was a genuine joy, but at the same
time they and others whom I met with are continual reminders of
the work yet to be done. I hope that my presence here before I
go to Moscow makes clear by that fact the importance that the
President and I think all Americans attach to the issues
involved in human rights and Soviet Jewry. Of course we look
forward to the continuing and very rich dialogue between our
two countries. Prime Minister Shamir will be in Washington, I
think on the 20th, to see the President and will come next year
for a more formal visit. And we will be welcoming President
Herzog earlier. 5o there are continuing discussions going on

all the time. If you have any guestions. 1I'll be glad to take
them.

Q: Mr. Secretary, Barry Schweid of AP. Assuming you still
apply the Loftus Rule, can you tell us if...

A: You mean if you don't have any news, don't hold a news
conference?

Q: Well, the corollary (laughter).

A: See you later, fellows (laughter).

o () United States Information Service
Tel Aviv, 71 Hayarkon Street, 63903 Tel. 654338 ext. 204
= j Jerusalem, 19 Keren Hayesod Street, 04188 Tel, 222376
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Q: I was thinking of the corollary, since you called this news
conference surely vyou must have news.

A: No, I don't have any news.

Q: I might coax you into by asking if you think the situation,
the peace process, really requires what a local paper here
calls new ideas or if it requires the Arabs and the Israelis to
find their own way to negotiation,.

A: Obviocusly, the objective of all our efforts is peace. We
believe it's pretty clear--I do, and I think all my friends
here do--that the way to get there is through direct
negotiations and how do you bring that about? So we continue
to scratch our heads about that. There is a sense in which you
have toc say so many people who are very well informed and very
bright have worked on these issues for so long that it is
improbable that there are any genuinely new ideas. But the
situation evolves and you try to arrange these, both
substantively and procedurally, to see if you can't find a way
for some progress. because the objective of peace is so
important and the benefits potentially are so great. And I
have been doing that with the Prime Minister whose drive for
peace is guite apparent, as well as with the Foreign Minister
who also has a great concern and is consumed by that
objective. 5o that is what I have been doing, I will do that
with President Mubarak, with King Hussein, again with Prime
Minister Shamir when he is in Washington, and so on. We hope
that we gradually get somewhere and in a way, if you loock back
a ways, there has been considerable progress.

Q: Jim Anderson from UPI. Following on, Mr. Secretary, would
you continue, do you think, your talks with the Israelis have
moved things forward at all? Do you see any rearrangements
that give any possibility of any future movements?

A: I can't point to any particular thing and say "look, we
have gone from here to there." But I do feel that we have had
some...the discussions are always intense and good on this
subject, but they have been very thorough, and I believe, at
least from my standpoint, it has been beneficial and
constructive. But I can't point to any particular thing at
this point that is a big sign of progress.

Q: David Shipler from the New York Times. Would you like to
see Prime Minister Shamir relax his obijections to an
international conference? Do you think that would help make
progress?

A: He is concerned as we all are, by wanting to find a road to
peace. And he is concerned as we all are, that we find a road

that turns out to be fruitful and that doesn't get overwhelmed

by risks. So I think he has an assessment of risks that is
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guite understandable; and we have to keep working at this
balance of the risks of doing something, the risks of not doing
something; how to minimize the risk connected with any action
that we contemplate and keep struggling at it. And that's what
we are doing. So I am not trying to talk anybody into or out
of any particular thing, but just find some avenue that we can
all feel more comfortable with and he feels, obvicusly, with an
international conference as described by many.

Q: Jay Bushinsky of the Chicago Sun Times. Do you agree with
the Prime Minister, Mr. Shamir, that the main objection to the
international conference is that the Soviet Unicn would be one
of the participants, and that the Soviet Union could only be a
destructive element in the peace process?

A: Of course there are the facts that in the past the Soviet
Union has not been constructive toward this. And when somebody
has made constructive moves like King Hussein's effort to find
some reasonable ground with the PLO, and he seemed to be
finding that, they waited on the other side of the ledger.

They don't have diplomatic relations with all of the parties
concerned, most particularly Israel. We have these
continuing, very deep issues of Soviet Jewry that they need to
face up to. So there are problems there. So that is something
of an obstacle, There are other obstacles, but there are
always obstacles. The gquestion is how do you deal with them
and solve the problems, so you get somewhere., I hope at some
point the Soviet Union might be in a constructive frame of
mind.

Q: Andrew Meisels of the Washington Times. Mr. Secretary,
when you will be speaking to King Hussein in London, will you
be able to give him a definitive answer on the international
conference or will you be able to bring him some kind of an
alternative for him to weigh based on your talks?

A: I will have some things to talk to King Hussein about, and
I will reserve them for him.

Q: (Inaudible) News Service. Mr. Secretary, what did you mean
by the risks of doing nothing...?

A: ,..in the speech that I gave--what I mean by the risk of
doing nothing is that if the situation just drifts and people
get the feeling that there is no hope, then there tends to be a
debilitating process take place. I think therefore, having a
process that is alive--and to be seen to be alive, it has
genuinely to be alive and moving--allows people to believe, at
least with some genuine basis that things can be better. I
think that is very important. The risk of people being
resigned to feeling that nothing can change for the better are
great risks because it tends to lead them to turn more to
violence,
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Q: Mr. Secretary, how do you perceive or consider the idea
raised by the Prime Minister, Itzhak Shamir that a meeting
between him and King Hussein without the framework of an
international conference would serve the cause of peace better
than the conference itself.

A: King Hussein has to judge the manner in which he can
productively move forward, and I think we all have to respect
the concerns of each party. 1In the end, of course, it's
important that the key people in the area be able to sit down
and talk to each other and talk through these problems. That's
the way in which they are going to be dealt with. Outsiders
really can't do it. But King Hussein has I think gquite
understandable reasons for proceeding with a certain amount of
caution, as we have seen.

Q: Mr. Secretary, Glen Frankel from the Washington Post. One
example of the frustration you may have been talking about was
the refusal today of any of the Palestinian leaders yvou had
invited here to attend. What was your reaction to that, and
what do you think their reasoning was?

A: You'll have to ask them about their reasoning. But I think
it is too bad for them because the Palestinians keep saving
they want representation, they want to be heard, they want
their point of view to be listened to, that they have ideas,
that they have an important role, and of course I agree with
all of that. And so does everybody. 1It's right in, for
example, the Camp David Accords, that there are legitimate
rights, and so on. So I came here and I have been listening to
various people as you know, and I thought it would be
worthwhile to listen to them so that they could tell me what
their views are, and what their concerns are, and what their
ideas are. So I think they have missed something in not taking
part in an ivitation to a dialogue. 1It's sort of contradictory
for them to say that they need to be heard, but then when they
are offered the chance not to take advantage of it.

Undoubtedly as far as individual human beings are concerned, as
I understand it, a number were threatened. That only reminds
us that peace has enemies, and it reminds us of risks that
people need to take. But we need to focus on the fact that the
enemies of peace are not being constructive here, and the
enemies of peace and the purveyors of violence, what have they
achieved for the Palestinian people? Nothing. You can achieve
more by dialogue and by constructive work, and there are many
things that have been put in place in the last two or three
years that are proving constructive. I just hope the enemies
of peace will have some second thoughts and that they will find
themselves increasingly in the minority. They are part of the
pProblem that prevents the people that they allegedly, to them,
represent. They are part of preventing those people from
expressing their views and making their arguments; trying to
help me gain more insight into their point of view.
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Q: Mr. Secretary, Tom Friedman from the New York Times.
Before you can bring the Israelis and Arabs together, it's
clear you have to bring the Israelis together. Do you leave
here feeling in your meetings with Mr. Shamir and Mr. Peres,
that they are any closer together, or just as far apart as you
knew them to be before you came?

A: I'm not going to comment on their differences, although I
would say from my conversations that many of the things they
say about their objectives are parallel. And I think there are
guestions of a judgement in assessing the prospectiveness of
some course of action, or the risks of some course action. But
as far as the desire to find a way to peace, as far as the
recognition that somehow we have to find our way to bilateral
negotiations are concerned and many other things, there's
perhaps more unity in the unity government than people give it
credit for.

Q: Mr. Secretary, you're being asked here to consider requests
to deliver to the Soviets requests from Israel for direct
flights for Soviet Jews to Israel, and as I understand it for a
bilateral agreement between the Soviet Union and Israel
concerning repatriation of Soviet Jews. What's the American
view on those requests and other requests that might tend to
have the effect of reducing the cptions available to those
Soviet Jews who are allowed to emigrate?

A: Well of course if it turns out to be possible for Israel
and the Soviet Union to make a bilateral agreement, and through
that agreement to bring about the emigration and repatriation
of more Jews who wish to leave the Soviet Union, I think that
would be wonderful. Now, I do think it's important, I say this
as a kind of libertarian, that individuals have freedom of
choice. 80 I will always stand for that principle. But if
somebody says that that person wants to emigrate to Israel,
then that's fine, that's a choice, let them make it. I believe
there was a great message alsc--I felt, from Ida Nudel--a
person who had never before been in Israel. And when she was
genercus enough to call me up when she got here the other day.
I was in Washington, as I reported, and what she said was "I'm
home!" So I think there is a deep message in those two
profound words from this most impressive lady.

Q: Mary Curtis, Boston Globe, I just wanted to follow up on
Mr. Melman's question. Do you think it would be a good idea at
this point in time for Prime Minister Shamir and King Hussein
to meet? And would you want to put that forward as a proposal
when you meet with the King?

A: If you say that you believe as I do, that in the end the
way to settle these questions is through bilateral
negotiations, then that's what you are trying to arrange--is a
way to meet and to come to grips directly with these problems.
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And in a sense, that is the gquestion, how do you arrange the
scenery so that such a negotiation is possible? And we all
realize that there are impediments. So you try to deal with
those impediments, and in a way, as you discuss the peace
process, or as I do, you kind of ratchet back and forth between
discussions of substantive issues, and discussions of
procedural issues and try to find some combination that will
work. We haven't found it, but we keep inching aleng at it.
And that's what we are trying to do.

Q: Mr. Secretary, Daoud Koutab from East Jerusalem. You've
talked about the improvement of the guality of life in the
occupied territories, but since you've made this phrase, the
Defense Minister Rabin has imposed deportations, administrative
detentions, and town arrests. We also have the problem of
Palestinian family reunification. Can you comment on these
human rights viclations?

A: Of course there are problems, as well as advances, and we
discussed the problems. We have a very good, strong dialogue
with Israel about them, and I think there have been a number
that have been addressed in a satisfactory way. There have
also been positive things that have taken place, that seem to
be working, such as the establishment of an Arab Bank. 1It's
now accumulating more branches, deposits are coming in and from
the standpoint of the population, it's their bank so to speak,
and it's working, and there are other examples. So, there are
problems and there are advances and so you have to work to try
to solve the problems and think of new things to do that will
move matters along. And that's what we're doing. And we have
a very good dialogue with the Government of Israel on this
matter, Ambassador Pickering does, and I might say it's source
of some satisfaction. And I think we should take some pride in
the United States at the quality of our Ambassador here and I
say that because wherever I go, people sort of casually seem to
quietly let me know, "Gee you sure got a capable Ambassador
here." And I might say we'll welcome the Israeli Ambassador to
Washington. We're well represented in both countries.

Question: But the human rights issue, you didn't address, sir.

A: Well, I thought I did. I said that we have a strong
dialogue, we discuss all these problems and so, on the one
hand, you discuss the problems, where there are genuine
problems and you try to work in a positive way. That's what we

are doing.

Q: Mr. Secretary: It is now three months since...

A: I'm told that the only way to take control of press
conferences, is to point to people. I got that information in
Washington.
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Q: Mr. Secretary, Don Oberdorfer of the Washington Post.
Before you came your aids in Washington and practically all the
Israeli papers since you've been here have talked new ideas
being discussed and generated. In your speech today at the
Weizmann Institute, you gaid, "Those who are reluctant to
explore new ideas or even revisit old ones have an obligation
to offer something different as an alternative to the status
guo." Is this a description of the kind of reaction that
there's been to some ideas that you have been proposing, or
could you explain a little bit more of what you had in mind
when you said that?

A: No, it's not a description of what I've run into here at
all. Quite to the contrary. I find an eagerness to discuss
the peace process on all sides. 1It's really very much akin to
something I said earlier in Washington, in one of my talks, I
forget which one, addressing this subject. And it's just by
way of saying that I think all of us who have some
responsibilities here need to keep thinking and working and
examining new ideas, and being willing to take a look at the
old ones again. And to the extent that we come up with a
conclusion that maybe what we're talking about doesn't work, to
dig in and try to think of some other ways. Because I think
that just drifting is not good - that is also a course of
action, and it also has its risks, and its problems. So doing
nothing is not an empty course of action; it has consequences
too., So I was just sort of exhorting, myself and everybody
else, to keep working at it. Which is what we've been doing.
And I have found great receptivity to that effort.

Q: John Broder from the Chicago Tribune. I'd like to ask a
guestion about the Gulf, if I may.

A: I really don't have anything new to say from yesterday. I
just checked in briefly. 1I've been busy all day, and I found
that there's nothing in particular to add.

Q: Well, in the event of a major Iranian breakthrough against
the Iragis on the land war against Irag, would the United
States consider that enough of a threat or a potential threat
to its interests in the Gulf, to make a clear commitment to the
Arab Gulf states that it will not allow Iran to win the war,
and that it will defend Arab Gulf states against aggression?

A: I don't see that there's any prospect of that, and
particularly in the light of that fact and all the dangers
involved in iffy gquestions, I'll pass.

Q: Palestine Press Service: I would like to hear an
explanation from you sir, about this sort of contradiction in
statements when a Jew in the Soviet Union is denied departure

A: Speak a little slowly because I am not understanding you.
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Q: Okay, I am asking if possible for an explanation on this
sort of contradiction in statements when a Jew in the Soviet
Union is denied departure, you call it a human rights
viclation. When a whole nation is suppressed under occupation,
you call it just problems, but you are having dialogue with
Israeli authorities.

A: Well, I don't know of any limitations on emigration. There
are problems in occupied territories. We know that. And as
issues arise, some that fall under the category of human
rights, and other issues as well, we discuss them with the
government of Israel. At the same time, I am very glad to be
able to say, that there are many things that have been
done--and I have been working on them recently--that are
designed to improve the general quality of life, including the
ability to take part in governing yourself to a greater extent,
and things of that kind. ©So the answer to your question is
that we do speak about problems wherever they occur. That is
the general policy of the United States, and my general
policy. But if you are inferring that what's the case in the
West Bank and what's the case in the Soviet Union are similar,
I certainly don't agree with that at all.

0: Mr. Secretary, David Bedein, Israel Rescource Network in
Efrat, a new Jewish suburb of Bethlehem. It is now three
months szince Meir Kahane has been sworn in the Israeli
Knesset. 1Is the U.S5. hesitancy to strip Kahane of his
citizenship in any way connected to Kahane's past history of
employment by U.S. intelligence?

A: HNo.

Q: Mr. Secretary, Rafi Mann, Maariv. Could you tell us please,
in what ways can the U.5. assist minimizing the risks involved
in an international peace conference at least as it is seen by
Prime Minister Shamir? For example, would you consider some
kind of a memorandum of understanding between the two
governments prior to such a conference?

A: An international conference, as such, for its own sake,
doesn't have any particular interest to the United States. We
don't think that that as an objective is the way to achieve
something. We think the way to achieve something is through
direct negotiations. The guestion is whether or not some sort
of international umbrella, auspices, conference or call it what
you will, can be constructed that will make it easier to bring
about those direct negotiations. As you try to do that, you
see that there are problems of one kind or another--there's no
doubt about it--connected with any such a gathering. So you
scratch your head, and ask yourself how can you deal with these
various problems, and try to explore just what they are. We
have done that in the past, and we continue to look for other
possible ways of bringing about the result we seek. I might
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say the result is not bilateral negotiations any more than it
is an international conference. The result we seek is peace,
That's the object. So we keep struggling away at it.

Mr. Redman: Thank you.




