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Annex

Mr. Saddam Hussein, President of the Republic of Irag gave an interview to
Mr. Peter Jennings, a correspondent of the United States television netwovk ABC on
15 November 1990,

‘‘he interview dealt with the situation in the Arabian Gulf :egion, and the
above-mentioned television network broadcast the interview during the evening of
15 November 1990, The following is the text of the interview.

ABC Mews: Mr. President, a few months ago you and the United States were
friends. You were selling oil to it and it was assisting the development process
in Iraq. You were not allies with the United States of America, you were friends.
However, the United States and Iraql armies are now confronting each other and may
go to war. What do you think, Mr. President, about what has happencd so far?

Fresident: 1In reality, this question should be addressed to the United States
Administration, because it was the United States Administration that came here with
its army to threaten security in the region. Nevertheless, we say that we are
still friends and regard the American people as our friends. We remain prepared,
on basas of equality and justice, to establish a relationship with the United
States, as we do with others. However, to say that the United States has
participated in Iraq's development is inaccurate. Our purchases during the brief
period following the re-establishment of diplomatic relations between us were
generally confined to consumer goods, including cereals, but they were cut off from
us by a decision of Congress in March 1990, i.e., five months before the events of
2 August.

ABC Nuows: Mr. President, one of our friends in the region told us a day or so
ago that one month ago he believed that the chances of war in the region were
75 per cent in favour of war and 25 per cent in favour of peace. He now believes
that the chances of peace are 60 per cent and the chances of war 40 per cent. What
do you believe, Mr. President?

President: We are not inside the mind of the United States Administration so
as to be able to make estimates, because the decision for war is not our decision
and can only come from the United States Administration and those pushing in that

direction. We cannot now give definite odds for war or peace.
ABC News: Who is pushing the United States Administration?

President: As we conceive it, the United States Administration has made a
misestimation and has rushed to take steps that have now become a great burden on
it and on mankind as a whole. Those who push in that direction are Thatcher,
Israel. Hosni Mubarak and the Saudi Arabian Ambassador to the United States. This
is our belief, but we can say that we speak clearly with regard to our position.
We want peace. We want stability in the region, just as we want peace and
stabiiity throughout the world.
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ABC News: May we then talk about peace, Mr. President, or about a peaceful
solution to this crisis? Mr. President, you have said in the past that you were
prepared to make sacrifices in war. However, you said to the Chinese Minister for
Foreign Affairs that you were prepared to make sacrifices in order to achieve
peace., Is it possible for us to be precise in this area? What do you mean by that?

President: When you have in your hand the decision for war or peace and you
sit with me in order that our decision may be the path of peace, you will then
become aware with all certainty what are the steps that would constitute a
sacrifice on the part of Iraq for the sake of peace. However, we can affirm today
that, as a people and a nation, we are prepared to make a sacrifice for peace and
that we are prepared, at the same time, to make a sacrifice in circumstances of war
for which others have pushed. It is natural that we should believe that peace is a
great gain, because it is and because this gain would benefit the region as a whole
and the world as a whole. Naturally, the parties concerned about the creation of a
state of peace would make sacrifices for peace, and we consider that Iraq is among
those who must make a sacrifice for peace.

We see that you are both sitting on the right. Y¥You must both be rightists.
Interpreter: It is an imposed rightism, not one of choice.

ABC News: I believe, Mr, President, that you agree with me that we have found
ourselves sitting face to face and must be direct.

President: Quite correct.

ABC News: Conuld you give us some information or thoughts on the goal of
achieving peace and how you would change or transfer to the path of peace, you and
the alliance against you?

President: At the beginning of every path to peace there are requirements.
Firstly, there must be an in-depth aand comprehensive dialogue between the parties
concerned, and each of the parties present must be prepared, psychologically and
practically, to move matters in the direction of peace and be prepared,
psychologically and practically, to make the appropriate sacrifice for peace. For
example, imagine the following: if Syria was now asked to be flexible in its
position towards Lebanon, you would find that that would be difficult for it unless
it perceived a clear gain in its choice of the path of peace. The flexibility
which it applied on the question of the occupation of Lebanon, for example, would
have to bring it a gain. With regard to us, as Arabs, we would regard the
liberation of the Palestinian territcries as a gain for all, which would include
Jerusalem,

ABC News: But I should like an example concerning Iraq, not Syria, if
possible.

President: Permit me to cite an example., If Syria regained the liberated
Golan and an Arab and Muslim country gained Jerusalem and the liberated Palestinian
territories and they wanted the peace of which they have been deprived ever since
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Israel's occupation of Arab land and the land of Palestine, flexibility on the part
of Syria regarding its positiors in Lebanon would not be regarded as a defeat but
as flexibility called for by the peace settlement. Iraq is also a Muslim and Arab
country. If Lebanon became stable and Palestine and the Golan were liberated, all
these would be regarded as qains, and, in addition to this gain, Iraq would enjoy
peace, because of the absence of which the conspiracy against it arose and the
situation led to the events of 2 August, These examples, then, will enable you to
imagine how matters are.

ABC News: Mr, President, in the United States, there is a bellef that we are
between war and peace regarding Kuwait. Could you give us an idea of what you
believe in this matter? Are we going in the direction of war or in the direction
of peace?

Prosident: What we want is to be oriented towards peace and not war. The one
that is helping to push matters in the direction of war is the United States
Administration. Such a decision requires careful consideration and not taking the
use of force as an easy option. For example, we helieve that the recent decision
of the United States Administration to dispatch 100,000 marines to the region makos
it easy for the United States Administration to push in the direction of war, not
in the direction of peace. However, if force is used mainly for the defence of
Saudi Arabia, as was the first idea behind President Bush's decision, and is not
intended to resolve the so-called "Gulf crisis", this fact is closer to peace
prospects than war prospects.

ABC News: I do not understand you, Mr. President.

President: I wish to state brietly that, whenever a decision-maker finds that
the force he controls can injure the opposing party and enable him to dispense with
the path of peace in the attainment of his goals, such circumstances are an
incentive to war. Accordingly, the long-term presence of United States forces in
the land of Arab and Muslim holy places and their reinforcement from time to time
will constitute a burden on the United States decision-making centre, and they will
then find themselves closer to war than if they had chosen the path of peacs.

ABC News: You are saying then, Mr. President, that you belie're that
President Bush has changed the rules of the game and that he is giving his forces
greater attack capability in order to engage in war, not peace?

President: President Bush has changed his objectives a number of times
between 2 August and the present. In the beginning he gave preference to the
concept that the basic task of his forces was to defend Saudi Arabia. Then, after
a few days, he began to bring in new objectives. When he was criticized for
adhering to the previous ruling family in Kuwait, he began to talk of oil. When he
waas criticized for the fact that o0il was sold to the United States in all
vircumstances and asked why did he send American boys to shed their blood for the
sake of 0il, which was easily available to the Americens, he began to give weight
to what he called "international ethics and laws". When he was confronted with
other cases in which he had not acted as he was acting in the present case, the
Administration resumed talk of the dargers of haviug lraq in possession of a large
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proportion of the world's oil reserves., Here Unlted States officials began to
increase the volume from 20 per cent at the start to 40 per cent later. I heard,
before joining you, on the Voice of America, that President Bush says that he will
go to Saudi Arabia and meet with United States troops in order to thank them and
tell them that they are defending peace.

ABC. News: There is an alliance of forces facing you in Saudi Arabia. What do
you think this alliance wants of you? Does it want to eject you from Kuwait or
parts of Iraq or does it want to remove you personally from power. What 1s your
assessment of this situation, Mr., President?

President: We firmly beiieve that this alliance may partly have unified goals
and may partly not agree from the start with those goals. The fundamental thing is
to weaken Iraq and to achieve any of the goals that you have mentioned, which are
intended to weaken Irag. The United States, for example, found itself after the
Soviet Union's withdrawal from the arena prompted by an erronsous factor, namely,
the desire for domination over the whole world. The main parties that it wishes to
dominate are Europe and Japan. We believe that this domination will not be
achieved except by genuine domination of the o0il region.

ABC News: Mr, President, you say that the United States wishes to dominate
Eurcope and Japan and that in order to achieve that it wants to dominate the Gulf
and the vil wells?

President: Yes, this is what we said. Israel, for its part, wants to retain
the occupied Arab territories and is striving to expand. Accordingly, it does not
want any Arab or any Muslim to call it an aggressor. On this point, its goals
converge with those of the Administration and of Hosni, who is now carrying his
purse round the Gulf States in order to collect money from them and increasing the
personal ties which did not seem to be known among us and which are being utilized
by a conspiracy on the instructions of the United States with a view to ensuring
that Bush's wishes are fulfilled. All these factors are accumulated, in addition
to other factors, in order that this alliance may be paramount.

ABC_News: Mr. President, could you tell us your opinion on how the United
States and the other capitalist allies and Iraq are resolving this problem? How
=an the problem of Kuwait be resolved?

President: When there is a firm conviction that dialogue is the path to
mutual understanding; when the Gulf crisis is seen as a result and not a cause;
when matters are treated with a comprehensive solution, all will be resolved.

ABC_News: A dialogue between whom? Where does this dialogue begin?

President: Between those who are open to attack and those who are preparing
to attack, with international and Arab participation of all parties concerned with
world peace and security and the security and peace of our region. Above all,
President Bush must be convinced that the path to war is of no avail and that the
path to peace is of greater benefit or of the greatest benefit and the best course
for the United States people and the world.



§/21954
English
Page 6

ABC Newst PRut, Mr. President, you have raised two points. You said that Bush
must be convinced of the need for dialogue and peace and that he must desist from
the path of war, Does this mean, Mr. President, that Bush and President
Saddam Hussein must sit down together and talk about the achievement of peace, or
must Iraq and Saudi Arabia discuss thls matter. Or are there intermediaries whom
you trust and who can work with you and with President Bush in order to attain
peace?

Presjdent: The important thing is the principle. Iraq, on the one hand,
considers that dialogue is the right path to peace. It considers that peace must
be comprehensive, complete and definitive. At the level of detail, if it is
desired that the solution be an Arab solution, the atmosphere must be propitious.
Also Iraq and Saudi Arabia are among the most important of those between whom a
direct dialogque must be held.

ABC News: What did you speak about together?
President: We have not spoken together.
ABC News: Will you begin such a dialogue?

President: For our part, we are always ready for a dialogue with the parties
concerned.

ABC News: Mr. President, you said that, if there was to be an Arab solution
of this crisis, the two principal parties involved in bringing about such a
solution would be Iraq and Saudi Arabia. But there is an international alliance in
Saudi Arabia. Which other parties could be involved in discussion of an
international solution?

President: On the bilateral level, we think that the principal parties to
engage in an in-depth comprehensive dialogue on all issues, with a view to bringing
about a comprehensive peace in the reglon - if the idea is that the solution should
be international - must be Irag and the United States. It would be natural if this
dialogue were to lead to definitive decisions, under the auspices of the Security
Council, by the five permanent members cf the Council, in addition, we think, to
Germany and Japan.

ABC News: Is there any dialogue at present between you and the United States?

President: At the last meeting between our Ambassador in the United States
and a senior official from the American State Department, our Ambassador was told
that America thought the dialogue should now be conducted through Iraq's Ambassador
in the United States and the American Charge d'affaires in Baghdad. Clearly,
however, a dialogue of this sort consists of a statement of positions rather than
of any give and take.

ABC_News: But what sort of dialogue could there be between you and
President Bush? Do you want such a dialogue and how important is it to you?
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President: As we have said in the past, it is in the overall linterest of
mankind that dialogue between people for the purpose of solving their problems
should not bhe interrupted. This is natural in a complicated problem of this sort.
All the region's complicated problems require patience, dialogue and stamina.
Whenever Mr. Bush is ready for such a dialogue, there will be no difticulty in
making the arrangements.

ABC News: But President Bush nas said many times that he will be ready fer a
dialogue when you withdraw unilaterally from Kuwait,

President;: That is not a dialogue, those are conditions for surrander. 1In
that case, what else is he going to talk to us about? Is he going to discuss
whether the occupiers will remain in the tomb of the Prophet and the Kaaba or
whather or not tha embargo against us is going to stay in place? That is not a
dialogue, thost are conditions for surrender, conditions which we reject.

ABC Newst How con this he resolved?

President,: By dialogue. The only way of getting a balanced solution to any
problem - on a basis of respect for mankind and the positions and views of the
parties concerued - is by dialogue and by avoiding the use or threat of use of
weapons.

ABC News: But, Mr, President, when you say, as you did just now, that you are
ready for dialogue, do you really want such dialogue? Does this mean that the
Kuwait issue is open to negotiation?

President: When I say something, I mean it. I mean every word I say. I said
that dialogue must cover all the issues of the region, in accordance with uniform
humanitarian, political and legal criteria. When people say, for example, that
Iraq must implement Security Council resolutions as they are, although they were
adopted without the Council entering into any dialogue with Iraq, we say that those
resolutions are not the only ones to have been adopted by the Security Council on
the region's issues.

ABC News: They are United Nations resolutions and they call on you to
withdraw from Kuwait. Does this need any clarification, Mr. President?

President: They are America's resolutions. 1If they were United Natious
resolutions, as you say, then the American President and the Secretary of State
would not have to wave the big stick of wconomic threats against a number of
Eurcpean States and Japan to make them fulfil their obligations to the forces sent
to Saudi Arabia. So these are vesolutions in which America chose to depart from
the international balance. In the resolutions which came before, America was part
of the general balancing process: they were adopted by the Security Council and
are fairer than these resolutions. You might almost, indeed, say they are fair.
These resolutions are not fair. So why does it not implement those resolutions if
the aim is to have a cumprehensive peace in the region?
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For example, does America agree to consider all the Security Council
resolutions relating to issues of the region? And to impose the same sanctions
which it has imposed on Iraq on other parties when they refuse to implement those
resolutions? This is one of the important points which provides an answer as to
whether the intention is to apply international law and international morality or
simply to bring pressure to bear and then to carry out the plan of aggression.

ABC Newg: Could this answer be put more simply? I don't know whether I
understood you, Mr. Presldent. Do you mean that you would be prepared to negotiate
on a withdrawal from Kuwait if the United States were prepared to deal decisively
with Israel concerning the occupation of the occupied Arab territories?

President: Yes, we are prepared to discuss and implement in the same spirit a
comprehensive peace in the region as a whole, with each issue being addressed in
its own context but in accordance with uniform criteria. You may have seen the
statement by Mr. Heath, the former British Prime Minister, about Kuwait. He said,
for example, and he is not an Iraqit ‘'How can you not have a dialogue with
Baghdad? Do you want Baghdad to withdsaw to the boundaries which I fixed? Or Qo
you want Baghdad to withdraw to the so-called boundaries which the Amirs of Kuwait
later pushed forward to?" There are others who say that Kuwait existed inside a
wall, Do you want Iraq to withdraw beyond the wall or further? Or how then? All
this makes it quite clear that one cannot talk from on high. Those who want to
talk must sit down humbly on chairs of the same size to talk with the others and
reach a comprehensive solution of the region's atfairs, so that all those entitled
get their due.

ABC News: Mr. President, no one has more power than you do over the
discussion of the future of Kuwait. Can you inform us of the basis on which the
Kuwait issue will be discussed? What is your thinking with regard to the
boundaries with Kuwait and how they can be adjusted?

President: They delimited boundaries as if Iraq had not been there. That is
to say that it was the British Administration that said of something that belongyed
tc us that these are boundaries. This has been said by the one who established
them, Heath, that is to say the British Foreign Office. The former Amirs wenut far
beyond them, while, for example, elementary history informs us that Kuwait was
established within a surrounding wall called the Kuwait wall. This does not come
within the framework of discussing where the boundaries are, because, if T was to
speak to you of the principles that I deem appropriate with regard to Kuwait or the
question of Palestine or the Lebanese issue, what would remain for us to negotiate?

1 should like to address a question to the United States Administration. Why
are they insisting on the restoration of the status quo prior to 2 August? 1Is the
United States Administration planning for the Amir of Kuwait to marry 20 more
wives, from America for example, in order to add them to the 70 wives that Jaber
already has? Or do they wish for him to prolong his life in power once again so
that he can add another $60 billion to the property that he owns, taken from the
wealth of the people and of the natjon? This is the exemplar that Bush is
defending. I3 this not a debasement of American principles?
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ABC Newsg: Mr. President, another question on your ability or inability to
speak or to deal with the United States., Do you feel that there is a need for a
United States envoy to speak with you on the issue?

President: If there is a desire to engage in dialogue with a view to
achieving peace, then it can be supposed that the parties concerned feel a deep
neead to exchange views. S§o, if there is a desire for dialogue in order to achieve
peace, we always welcome such dialogue. But you know that we are a people that has
its dignity, just as the American peopls has its own dignity. So we will not beg
for dialogue, even if the person we are speaking about is the President of the most
powerful country in the world. At one time, I proposed a televised debate between
the two of us so that the American people could be apprised of the facts and so
that public opinion in general could be informed, but the reply to the effect that
they would not conduct a dialogue or get involved in a debate was haughty,
arrogant, odious and hasty.

ABC Newg: Mr. President, my question is not about the general discussion of
this issue but as to whether you feel that your views are being clearly conveyed to
President Bush, whether you feel that these views are not reaching President Bush
clearly, and whether you feel that it might not be better if an envoy from
President Bush came to you to speak to you on the issue.

President: We believe that President Bush has taken some hasty decisions, and
one of the reasons for the hasta must have been a lack of clarity on certain
historical or actual issues. We are therefore fully confident that if the United
States Administration opened itself up it would discover new facts. If it opened
itself up to a desire for dialogue, it would not be viewed with anger or commotion.

ABC News: Mr., President, one of the things on which millions of Americans
feel angry is the issue of the hostages being held in Iragq. How can you believe,
Mr. President, that this can be helpful in reaching a peaceful solution to the
crisis?

President: The Americans are not the only ones who are angry. I myself am
angry at this situation, because it is a difficult situation for a man to be
detained, in the sense of being prevented from travelling, when he himself does not
want war., This is the case for a number of the Americans and a number of the
Europeans. This is the only decision that we have made on account of which we feel
under constraint, not out of fear of anyone but out of respect for the humanity of
man. Our only excuse is that they are being prevented from travelling so that they
may constitute a factor that will bring anyone who seeks to push matters in the
direction of war to hesitate a little before proceeding when he recalls the human
tragedy to which such an act would give rise. The situation of 18 million Iraqis
under attack may be of no concern to such a person, but he will remember this small
number of Americans or British, he will recall his humanitarian duty and he will
therefore take the opportunity that this will provide for mature deliberation and
may thereby adopt the course of peace instead of taking the rcad to war. In other
words, reluctance to act may provide those who have made an erroneous decision with
an opportunity that mey lead to peace.
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ABC News: Mr, President, I do ot wish to speak of Americans, but it may be
instructive to state that, when Americans hear you say that it is painful to you
that there should be such hostages here, that is more painful to them than anything
else. These hostages are being detained here in Iraq, and Americans will listen to
nothing that does not indicate the possibility of the release of thase hostages
from Irag. Do you not consider that releasing the hostages and allowing them to
travel would bes a contribution to peace?

President: Yes, at some not too distant time, God willing, 1If we find that
war is not imminent and that there is some indication in the thinking of United
States officials that they have begun to consider alternatives, thon all of them
will certainly be allowed to enjoy full freedom. But, with reqard to this subject,
we hope that those Americans who are concerned for the small number of their
fellow-countrymen in Iraq will romember that the United States Administration has
prevented from travelling, has imprisoned and has withheld bread arnd medlcines from
some 18 million Iraqgis and not from some dozens of people, as is the case with the
Americans,

ABC News: Will you speak of the economic sanctions against Iraq?

President: Yes. The economic sanctions are iniquitous, and they are
unlawful. It has never happened in human history that medicines have beuen withheld
from a people, and it is impermiassible that food and medicine should be withheld
even from a prisoner.

ARC News: You know, Mr., President, that the United Nations has not prevented
the delivery of food and medicines under the sar-~tions.

President: They are, however, prohibited from the practical point of view,
Here is one example: aboard one of the tankers that were forcibly inspected in the
Gulf in Omani territorial waters, sailors' provisions have been seized by American
and British troops and taken from them. You can confirm that by meeting with the
sailors. Now, heart patients are dying when their medicotion is not available in
the pharmacies, and we have had cases of this kind in Iraq. dozens of them. Thae
situation is the same with respect to cancer patients who require a particular kind
of medication and cannot find it in the pharmacies. Children suffering from
certain illnesses for which the medication is not produced in our own plants are
dying because medicines are being withheld from Iraq. These are the facts that the
American people should know so that they can understand the abuse to which their
principles and the principles of freedom and of humanity of which they have spoken
since the American Revolution are being subjected. These are facts and not
propaganda, and you can mingle with Iragis and ask them and You can mingle with
doctors and ask them too.

ABC News: Mr. President, I should like some clarification on the issue of the
American and other hostages in Iraq. You said "if there is no prospect of war",
Could you define that? You also said that the hostages would not remain in Iraq
for long and that it would be possible to release them if it became certain that
war would not break out,

VAN
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President: If President Bush had any humanitarian consideration for those
prevented from travelling he would say that force will not be used against Iraq.
Such a public undertaking would free us to allow all foreigners to leave the
country.,

ABC News: A promise of non-aggression against Iraq as a country, or of
non-agqression against the Iraqi forces in Kuwait?

Breaident: It all amounts to the same thing, and the situation is one and the
same. Would it not be called aggression if we were to say that we would attack the
United States but not California, for example? So aggression is aggression,
whether it takes place in the Sulaymaniyah Governorate or the Kuwait Governorate.

ABC Newg: If there was to be a war between Iraq and the forces allied against
it, which of the two parties do you imagine would achieve victory?

Presjdent: To begin with, I hope there will not be a war, bacause wayr is
something abominable under any circumstances, and the United States and the parties
allied with it sre in no way obliged to plunge into bloodshed. What would a
Frenchman or an American or an Englishman lose of his dignity, sovereignty or
security if there were to be no war? If there is some fancy that Iraq would be
defeated in a war, that is a simplified conception of matters, because I have never
read of a people that has been defeated in circumstances such as prevail in Iraq
because of the mere overweening desire of others to defeat that people. Americans
will fight when their sovereignty, security or dignity are threatened. Because
they are not so threatened, we do not imagine that American citizens would maintain
the attitude that the United States Administration wishes them to maintain with the
continuation of any such war.

ABC News: Mr. President, we have spoken of the issue of hostages, which is an
issue of concern to Americans. Another matter is the alleged relationship between
you and Abu al-Abbas and Abu Nidal. Can you explain that relationship to us?

President: What do you mean by "relationship"?

ABC Newg: It is widely believed in the West that Abu al-Abbas and Abu Nidal
can operate freely in Iraq.

President: From Iraq, no one can operate other than in accordance with
general principles that are internationally respected or, let us say,
internationally endorsed. With regard to Abu Nidal and Abu al-Abbas, they are Arab
citizens concerning whom we have a view that differs from the view of the
Americans. They are freedom-fighters struggling for the liberation of Palestine.
Just as any man might commit a fault, they may have committed their own faults. 1In
any event, we do not regard a fault committed by someone whose land is occupied and
whose people is dispersed in the same way as we regard someone who commits the same
fault when his land and people have not been humiliated. For example, you refer to
these two persons a® engaging in guerrilla activities.



8721954
English
Page 12

ABC News: Terrorists.

President: Assessments differ, and we dc not apply this characterization to
persons but only to acts. They are freedom-fighters and not highway robbers. For
example, if President Bush was to launch a war against Iraq, would he not kill
children, women, old people, civilians and soldiers? From our point of view, we
would consider such an act as terroristic. 1Indeed, any intimation of the use of
force is a type of activity that can be characterized as international terrorism.
But President Bush, for example, considers that the intimation of the use of force
is not a terrorist act. However, in all circumstances, we advise the Palestinian
freedom-fighters to avoid committing any fault that might mar their image.

ABC News: Do you believe then, Mr. President, that the hijacking of the
Achille Lauro by Abu al-Abbas in the Mediterranean was a fault? And do you believe
that the attack carried out by Abu Nidal at Rome Airport was also a fault?

President: I will not go into details. I have said that responsibility for
wrongful acts must be borne by those who carry them out, and you know what Iraq's
policy is.

ABC News: Mr. President, you spoke much today of Iraq's leadership of the
Arab world. What of Iraq's moral leadership in the Arab world?

President: I did not speak of literal leadership of the Arab world but only
of Iraq as part of a nation, namely, the Arab and Islamic nation.

ABC News: You also said, Mr. President, that if President Bush attacked Iraq,
his doing so would be considered an act of terrorism. If there was to be a war
between Irag and the United States of America and its allies in Saudi Arabia, would
you attack Israel with chemical and biological weapons even if it did not direct a
strike against you? Would you use chemical and biological weapons against any of
the forces ranged against you?

President: We shall strike whoaver strikes us. As f[or the type of weapons
that we would use, we hope and pray that weapons will not be used at all. But when
wars break out not all desires can always he met. Because when wars break out in
the manner of which you speak as a possibility it is not a rational choice but the
devil's option. So we do not know how the devil might behave in the minds of
decision-makers in the United States or in the minds of decision-makers in Israel,
but we do know for sure that we shall bow down to none but the one God.

ABC _News: Why do you feel it necessary to have chemical and biological
weapcus? Why do you feel it necessary to have nuclear weapons?

Pregident: Because lsrael possesses chemical, blological and nuclear weapons,
1srael raises the slogan of expansion at the expense of the Arabs, and Israel is
cccupying Arab territory and has rejected all the resolutions adopted by the
Security Council calling upon it %o withdraw from the occupied Palestinian Arab
territories,
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Then, we are of the view that peace sometimes requires that there should be
some kind of balance, although we do not possess nuclear weapons, as is widely
believed. It appears that this is a new objective that we have begun to hear about
in recent weeks, one that has heen added by the United States Administration and by
Great Britain to their changing series of objectives in order to justify their acts
of aggression against Iraq.

Note the lack of balance. The American newspapers, the American information
media and the American politicians in power are speaking of Iragi chemical weapons,
and they are not speaking of the chemical, biological and nuciear weapons that
Israel has. Note the contempt for Arabs and Muslims on the part of certain Western
politicians in regarding Arabs and Muslims as being at some debased stage while
they regard others as being at a ditferent stage. If the United States and Israel
answer your question by saying that they will not use nuclear weapons, then Iray
will answer your question unequivocally.

ABC News: In the ongoing discussions and with regard to the need for the
achievement of a regional peace, do you see any way in which such weapons of mass
destruction can be brought under control? And is there any way that such weapons
will not be used?

President: Yes. The only way is that peace should be achieved and that the
peace agreement should embrace control of all these types of weapons as a part of a
full and comprehensive peace process. Iraq is ready for that.

ABC_News: As part of this peace process, is Iraq prepared to live in peace
with Israel?

President: We spoke of a full and comprehensive peace. When we speak of a
full and comprehensive peace, we except no one from thut statement.

ABC News: This is not a provocative question, Mr. President, but have you
thought of contacting President Bush by telephone?

President: 1If President Bush took the initiative of contacting me by
telephone, then I would respond at the other end.

ABC News: Mr. President, I conclude this interview as we started out. I
should like, at the outset, to ask for your estimations with rejard to the
achievement of peace. Is the region moving towards peace, or is it moving towards
war? This, Mr. President, is a practical question and not simply a matter of one's
desires.

President: We beseech Almighty God to bless the efforts of those who are
striving for peace and to thwart those who are working for war. But we find
ourselves now confronted with an "uproar" of numerous declaratious, the dominant
tone of which is to threaten rather than to urge dialogue. This is at the level of
official politicians in the United States and Great Britzin. However, we see that
men of good will and politicians who are not in power, whether in the United
States, Great Britain or at the worlid level, are continuing to rally. We also seen
that thie worthy assemblage calling for peace and dialogue is increasing.
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ABC News: Mr. President, you have given me the impression that the American
people has no will or desire to enter into a long war in the Gulf, Is this what
you really believe?

President: From the humanitarian point of view and from the realistic and
practical point of view, I presume that it is not in the interest of the American
people to enter into a war against Iraq, and consequently against the Arab nation
and against all Mualims. I therefore suppose that those among the American people
who now approve of war will in the course of time discover that they have been
misled hy the propanents of a decision to go to war, if, God forbid, there should
be such a war. Their remorse, in such a case, will crush the decision-makers.

AEC News: Mr. President, the lUnited States Secretary of State is about to
begin a trip to a number of countries in order to seek their support for the
adoption of a Security Council resolution allowing the use of force against Iraq if
it does not leave Kuwait, which will certainly increase the pressure on Iraq to a
considarable extent. Is that not so?

Preajdent: That is certain. But note who it is that exerts influence on
whom. You have said that the resolutions are Security Council resolutions. And I
said to you that the resolutions are American resolutions and that Thatcher is
pushing in this direction. The proof of what I say is that the initiative for all
of these resolutions comes from the United States or from the Thatcher Government,
that is to say from the Bush Administration or from the Thatcher Administration.
Whenever a roesolution is to be adopted, the initiative is taken by the United
States Secretary of State, and the one who contacts the parties concerned by
telephone is Bush. It is not the other way round.

ABC News: But all of these resolutions were adopted by consensus. Is that
not $0, Mr. President?

President: That is true. They were adopted by consensus, but not by a full
consensus, given that it is an unequal meeting among parties that trifles with the
desires of those parties, What do the small countries do alongside the Unjted
States in the Security Ccuncil, for exampla? 1f they wera threatened with a cutoff
in cereal supplies, that would be enough to bring svme of those unable to purchase
cereals elsewhere into submission. Then, there are certain issues on which some of
the great Powers agree with the United States from the legal point of view.
However, if they were not subject to United States pressure, they would think of
ways and means that might hold the United States back from disaster or help it not
to become involved in the calamity of war. The United States Administration has,
however, been precipitous in having such a number ot successive resolutions
adopted, and it 1. chis haste that may propel matters to disaster.

ABC News: The question that I raised at the outset was not a simple question
of the possibility of a telephone dialogue between you and President Bush. Are you
serious with rogard to the possibility of a dialogue with Bush by telephone? And
what issues can be s2lved in such a dialogue?
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Presidont: Real dialogue is direct human dialogua, Correspondence or the
tolephone cannot perform the same function as when there is eye contact and the
meeting takes place in a humane atmosphere in which there is a presupposition of a
genuine desire to avoid arrogance and the use of uncouth language. Thia i3 how it
should be. But if this is impossible, then correspondence is important, and
telephone contact is important, and all of those things are better than breaking
off contact. A breach between the parties concerned slways gives rise to delusion,
which does not advance the cause of peace.

ABC Newg: Mr. President, all of these diacussions on the possibility of war

and so forth ... Can I conclude that you have said that everything is negotiable
in this crisis?

President: I do not exclude anything from the dialogue or from the search for
solutions acceptable to the parties to the dialogus. We have said that dialogue
must take place on all the issues awaiting a decision and on the implementation of
decisions. We have not excluded anything.

ABC Newsg: Thank you, Mr. President.

President: I am pleased with this far-reaching dialogue. I should like you
to convey our greetings to the American people for Thanksgiving, on 22 November.

ABC News: 1Y have to tell you that, at Thanksgiving, the American people will
express their deepest desires for the return ~f the hostages.

Bresident: If we could feel some assurance that children and women in Iraq
will not be killed on account of the capriciousness of some of those deciding for
war, then we would be as happy as the American people to see all of the Americans
and the other foreigners enjoy the freedom to leave Iraq or to remain there, in
k¢aping with their human rights. The American people must always expect
humanitarian action on our part,

Rr Ul o



