
President Nixon's News Conference of July 30 

Following are excerpts from t!w transcript of 

a news conference held by President Nixon at 

Los Angeles, Oalif., on July 30. 

T!w President: ... This press conference is 

one that is being held for the first time, while 

I have been President, outside of Washington. 

·We want to welcome all of the members of the 

California press who are here. We will follow 

the usual format of the White House press con­

ference, with the first two questions going to 

the wire services, and then we will try to cover 

as many others as we can. 
Mr. Cormier [Frank Cormier, Associated 

Press] ! 

Q. Mr. President, could you give us an up­

date on the very fast-moving developnwnts 

in the Middle East,- particularly, have we 

!ward from Israel in response to your' peace 

initiatives .~ 

The President: We have not yet heard from 

Israel on our peace initiatives. As you know, we 

have heard from the Jordanians and the U.A.R., 

and the Israelis have been considering the 

matter in Cabinet sessions. vVe are hopeful that 

Israel will join the U.A.R. and Jordan on the 

peace initiative. 
Some concern has been expressed by Israeli 

Government officials that if they agree to a 

cease-fire they run the risk of having a military 

buildup occur during the cease-fire. We and 

others have attempted to assure them that that 

would not be the case. If there is a cease-fire, a 

natural proposition connected with that, a con­

dition with that, is that there will be a military 

standstill during that period. 
As far as Israel's position is concerned, I indi­

cated on July 1 in a television broadcast with 

network commentators from Los Angeles the 

position of this Government insofar as Israel's 
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security is concerned and our commitment to 

maintaining the balance of power in the 

Mideast.' Seventy-one Senators have endorsed 

that proposition in a letter to me which I re­

ceived today. 
In view of that position, which was stated 

then and which I will not go into now, I believe 

that Israel can agree to the cease-fire and can 

agree to negotiations without fear that by her 

negotiations her position may be compromised 

or jeopardized in that period. 

Q. Mr'. President, Ambassador- Bruce takes 

over on Saturday in Paris. Do you feel that 

oonditions for' a negotiated peace have improved 

Or' worsened sinoe we invaded Oambodia? 

The President: I believe that the prospects 

for a negotiated peace should be better now 

than they were before the Cambodian opera­

tion. I do not say this because of any intelli­

gence with regard to enemy activities or enemy 

attitudes. But I say it because, as a result of our 

Cambodian operation, the enemy position is 

weaker than it was before we went into 

Cambodia. 
Their timetable has been set back. Time is no 

longer on their side. Now, whether they will 

be convinced by this that their best interest 

would be served by negotiations rather than by 

attempting to win a military victory on the 

battlefield, that remains to be seen. 
But we have sent a senior negotiator, 

Mr. Bruce, to Paris with wide latitude in ne­

gotiation, and we hope that they will recipro­

cate by negotiating in good faith and try to 

bring the war to an early conclusion, as it 

could be by negotiation, rather than letting it 

1 For transcript of the interview, see BULLETIN of 

July 27, 1970, p. 101. 
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draw to a conclusion through the longer path of 
Vietnamization, which we are prepared to do 
also. 

Q. Doe8 Pre8ident Thieu of South Viet­
Nam hold any positi{)nB that would take away 
80me of Ambassador Bruce's flexibility? 

The President: ~ 0, he does not. President 
Thieu's position wit,h regard to negotiation is on 
all fours with ours. 'Ve have consulted with him, 
and he with us, before any negotiating positions 
ha ve been presented. Also, you will note that 
Ambassador Drue,> went to South Viet-K am 
and met with Prefident Thieu and with Am­
bassador Dunker to be sure that there was no 
disagreement on onr negotiating position. 

Q. JIr. President, last Swuiay the Russian 
na'Dal conu:wl1deT eilpaged in a bU of saber 1'at­
tling directed at us. And I Tecall that Admiral 
llyman Rich'o1)er and General Thomas Po-wer of 
SAO in the last yeai' warned that we are falling 
beh'tnd in the armaJizents race and they (warned 
of nuclear blackmail if the RU8sians get ahead. 
LV OW~ 'toith that in 1nind, do you think we can 
(q70rd to d;"arm at tMs point, or what i8 your 
feelinq in that regard? 

The President: 'Ye have certainly no inten­
tion of disarming. \Vl1at we are talking about 
in the SALT [strategic arms limitation talks] 
negotiations is not disarmament but a limit.ation 
of arms, ,,-liere we I imit what we do and they 
limit what they do. The very thing that you 
refer to Ilutkes it 'Very important for us to pursue 
those ne.gotiations, hecause the Soviet Union, 
since 1D67, for example, when we stopped any 
deployment of land-based missiles-since that 
time, has deployed 7:)4 ICBM's [intercontinen­
tal ballistic missiles], either SS-9's or SS-13's. 

Since that time, \rhcn we launched our last 
nuclear submarine with missile-carrying ca­
P" bilities, the Soviet Union has deployed 13 
more. And by 1975, assuming they continue 
the,ir present bnildine; pace, they will catch up 
with us in 111Ic]ea1' submarines. 

'Ve can either continue this race in which they 
continue their ofl'ensi ve missi1es and we go for­
ward with our defensive missiles, or we can 
reach an agreement. That is why at this point 
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we have hopes of attempting to find, eithe~ on 
a comprehensive basis, and lacking a compre­
hensive basis, a selective basis, the first steps to- -
ward which the superpowers will limit the de­
velopment of, and particularly the deployment 
of, more instruments of destruction when both 
have enough to destroy each other 111i.Lny times 
over. 

Miss Thomas [Helen Thomas, United Press 
International] ? 

Q. AIr. PTesident, you said that we are in ac­
oord with President Thieu on peace initiatives. 
Does that 1]'wan that 1.oe agree 1.oith hiJn that no 
candidate who would 8upport a coalition qoe­
eTnment and no 001nmunist could run in elec­
tionB that would try to settle the waJ'? 

The Pre8ident: Miss Thomas, the position of 
President Thieu there with regard to a Com­
munist not being on the ballot is purely a matter 
of selnantics. Under the South Vietnamese Con­
stitution, a Communist cannot run for office. 

On the other hand, President Thieu has spe­
cifically agreed that those who are members of 
the KLF [National Liberation Front], who of 
course represent the Communists in South Viet­
Kam, could run as members of the NLF on the 
ballot. 

Now, as far as President Thieu's attitude on 
coalition government is concerned, it is the 
same us ours. A coalition government should 
not be imposed upon the people of South Viet­
Nam without their consent. If the people of 
South Viet-Nam, by election, elect people who 
then choose to form a coalition government, that 
is a matte-f, of course, t.hat we wiJI accept. 

Q. To pursue the question of our military 
preparedness a bit jZl1'ther, twice 1.oithin the 
past weelc statement8 IIG?!e been marie by high­
ranking l1(wal officers, Ad1l'dral R£clt;over a11d 
Admiml U.S. Grant Sharp, to the effect that 
our militaTY p'l'eparedness is s~lspect. They went 
further. Each gentleman said that in his opinion 
it i8 doubtful that we could win a war 1Dith the 
Soviet Union. Given the eminence of these 
!Jentlemen, as Oommander in Ohief how do you 
regard the validity of those statementB? 

The President: Well, I would first react by 
saying that if there is a war between the Soviet 

Department of State Bulletin 



Union and the United States, there will be no 
winners; there will be only losers. The Soviet 
Union knows that, and we know that. 

That is the reason why it is vitally impor­
tant that in areas like the Mideast we attempt 
to avoid, to the greatest extent possible, being 
dragged into a confrontation by smaller 
powers, even though our interests in the area 
arc very, very great. That is why it is very much 
in our interests in the SALT talks to work out 
an arrangement if we can, one which will pro­
vide for the interests of both and yet not be in 
derogation of the necessity of our having suffi­
ciency and their having sufficiency. 

One other point I would make briefly 
is this: 'Vhat the Soviet Union needs in terms 
of military preparedness is different from what 
we need. They are a land power primarily, with 
a great potential enemy on the east. We are 
primarily, of course, a sea po\ver, and our 
needs, therefore, are different. But what is im­
portant now is to find a way to stop this escala­
tion of arms on both sides, and that is why we 
have hopes in the SALT talks, which, I empha­
size again, do not involve disarlnament for the 
United States or the Soviet Union, but do in­
\"olve a limitation and then eventually a mntual 
reduc.tion. 

Q. lIfr. President, the open hostilities in 
[{orea ended 17 years ago thi8week. And aweek 
aqo Senator George lIhlrphy said that he be­
lieved there are still American pmoners of war 
lwld from that conflict. 

Lt. E t'erett Alvarez will have been a pri;;onel' 
6 yean nemt lV ednesday. Did Ambassador 
Bruce get any special briefing about the hun­
dreds of men held in North Viet-Nam? 

The President: The problem of those who 
are held prisoner in North Viet-Nam is one of 
enormous concern to us. It was discussed not 
only when Ambassador Bruce was in Viet-Nam 
but also when he met with us in 'Washington, 
with Secretary Rogers, Dr. Kissinger [Henry A. 
Kissinger, Assistant to the President for N a­
tional Security Affairs J, and others, and got his 
new instructions. 

I can assure you that it will be very high on 
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his agenda when he goes to Paris. I cannot 
promise and I would not want to hold out any 
false hope to those who are the dependents 
and those who are the wives and children of 
those who are prisoners, but we certainly are 
going to keep this very much high on the agenda 
and work toward a solution of it in any peaco 
settlement, if wo can get one. 

Q. How do you reconcile tlw position of the 
United States that we are not bent on a mili­
tary victory in Indochina with the statement 
that wa., made yesterday by President Nguyen 
Van Tldeu that he is looking fol' a military vic­
tory 1aithin the nerct 3 years, and also lie 8ay8 
that he is against a coalition gove1'nment in 
Viet-Nam whether that i;; imposed 01' negoti­
ated? In other 'Words, to 1ahat emtent are lve the 
independent authorB of A me1'ican foreign policy 
and to what emtent are we subservient to Presi­
dent Thieu? 

The President: ,Ve are opposed to a coalition 
government, negotiated or imposed. ,Ve arc for 
a governlnent which is consented to by the 
people of South Viet-X am. If that government 
happens tD be one that has Communists in it 
and it is their choice, we do not have objection; 
and neither does President Thieu, as I under­
stand it. 

Now, as far as President Thieu is concerned, 
when he speaks of victory for his government 
and the people of South Viet-Nam, he is re­
ferring, of course, to what will happen in Viet­
N am over the long haul, assuming there is not a 
negotiated settlement. 

As far as we are concerned, we have a pro­
gram of Vietnamization. ,Ve are withdrawing 
our forces. Just as soon as the South Vietnam­
ese arc able to defend the country without our 
assistance, we will be gone. 

But then if at that timo the South Viet­
namese still have not worked out a negotiated 
settlement with their enemy, then it is certainly 
up to the South Vietnamese to determine 
whether they are going to negotiate with the 
enemy or seek a victory; that would be Presi­
dent Thieu's decision. 
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Under Secretary Johnson Interviewed for Voice of America 

Following is the tra'Mcript of an inte'l'View 
with U. Alems Joh'Mon, Under Secretary for 
Political Affairs, for the Voice of Ame1'iea'8 
"PreBS Oonference USA," which was recorded 
at Washington July 15 for broadcast8 by the 
Voice of Ame1'iea beginning 6 p.m. July 17. In­
terviewing Amba8sador J ohn8on were Ian 
McDonald of the Time8 of London, Herman 
Nickel of Time magazine, and George Sherman 
of the 11' askington Evening Star. Norman 
Geron of the Voice of America acted as 
moderator. 

Mr. Sherman: Mr. Secretary, the Way8 and 
Mea'M Oommittee of the House of Representa­
tives has just reported out a tradc bill which 
Bet8 up import quotas for tewtile8 and 8hoe8, and 
it is generally a reBt1'ietive trade bill seeming to 
reverBe the trend in free trade that has been 
followed since the war. Oould you asses8 for U8 
the impact this will have on administration 
policy, ,chat steps the administration policy will 
take to try to reveT8e th!;;? 

Ambas8ador Joh'Mon: As you know, Mr. 
Sherman, we tried very hard over a period of 
a year and a half to arrive at an agreement with 
the exporting countries that would voluntarily 
restrict their exports of wool and manmade 
fibers to this country. Our hope was that 
through this means we would be able to deal 
with this problem of the growing textile im­
ports into this country. 

Unfortunately, ,ye were not able to arrive at 
an agreement on this, and as Secretary [of Com­
merce Maurice H.] Stans said the other day 
before the committee, we very reluctantly un­
derstood the reasons that Congress was intro­
ducing this legislation. 

We are reluctant to see it because we do not 
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want to get involved in a trade war. President 
Nixon and this administration do stand for freer 
trade, and I grant that this is a step in another 
direction, and I hope that it can be confined to 
this one range of products. 

Mr. Sherman: Do you 8ee the bill as a pos­
sible further negotiating weapon with the ew­
porting GOuntries in trying to get them to reach 
agreement with us on voltuntary controls of their 
ewportB to the United States? 

Ambassador Joh'Mon: Yes. The terms of the 
bill, as I understand it-I haven't seen the final 
version that came out yesterday-but the terms 
of the bill provide that its provisions do not 
apply in the event agreement is reached on the 
voluntary controls, and we would still hope to 
negotiate voluntary controls. 

Mr. McDonald: Mr. Under Secretary, I saw 
recently an estimate that before the end of the 
century the J apane8e gros8 national product 
may well pas8 that of the United States, and I 
was wondering, with your long yean of ewperi­
ence in Japan, could you emplain the Becret for 
its great succeS8 and Bay whether it has any 
lessons for other developing nation8 in Asia? 

Ambassador Joh'Mon: Well, to correct you 
slightly, Mr. McDonald, I think the figures that 
you saw indicated not that its gross total na­
tional product would surpass that of the United 
States, but that in per capita terms its product 
might be greater than that of the United States. 
I have seen figures to that effect. 

However, putting that aside, the fact is that 
Japan has made a spectaoular growth, and many 
people speculate on the reasons for this. 

In my own view, one of them is that from its 
early days Japan laid a great emphasis upon 
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