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The President. Which ones? 
Q. The hostages. 
The President. From Lebanon? 
Q. Yes. 
The President. No, I haven’t heard any-

thing—— 
Q. What about you? Did Mr. Clark—— 
The Prime Minister. No, we have not. 
Q. Did he ask about them—— 
The Prime Minister. Yes, he has. I’ll be 

seeing him tonight at dinner. 
The President. Every place Jim Baker 

goes—and I expect the same for Mr. 
Clark—— 

The Prime Minister. Exactly. 
Q. I didn’t hear what you said. I just 

didn’t hear you. 
The President. I just said—of course, we 

ask about it, but are you suggesting there 
was something new today? If so, I haven’t 
heard it. 

Note: The President’s 73d news conference 
began at 4:25 p.m. in the Reading Room 

at Parliament Hill. In the news conference, 
the following persons were referred to: Cana-
dian Secretary of State for External Affairs 
Charles Joseph Clark; Secretary of State 
James A. Baker III; Brent Scowcroft, Assist-
ant to the President for National Security 
Affairs; President Saddam Hussein of Iraq; 
King Hussein I of Jordan; Gen. H. Norman 
Schwarzkopf, commander of the U.S. forces 
in the Persian Gulf; Yasser Arafat, leader 
of the Palestine Liberation Organization; 
President Mikhail Gorbachev of the Soviet 
Union; President Boris Yeltsin of the Russian 
Republic; Anatoly Sobchak, mayor of Lenin-
grad; President Carlos Salinas de Gortari 
of Mexico; William K. Reilly, Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency; and 
President Franc

¸
ois Mitterrand of France. 

Following the news conference, the President 
went to the U.S. Ambassador’s residence, 
where he greeted members of the American 
Embassy community. 

Statement by Press Secretary Fitzwater on Iraqi President Saddam 
Hussein’s Use of Force Against the Iraqi People 
March 13, 1991 

Saddam Hussein has a track record of 
using his military against his own popu-
lation. We have received information over 
the past week that he has been using heli-
copters in an effort to quell civil disturb-
ances against his regime. We are obviously 
very concerned about this. President Bush 
expressed his concern at the news con-

ference. This behavior is clearly inconsistent 
with the type of behavior the international 
community would like to see Iraq exhib-
iting. Iraq has to convince the world that 
its designs, both against the international 
community and its own population, are not 
military and aggressive. 

The President’s News Conference With President Franc
¸
ois 

Mitterrand of France in Martinique, French West Indies 
March 14, 1991 

President Mitterrand. Good afternoon, la-
dies and gentlemen. It was agreed between 
President George Bush and myself that we 
would meet again as soon as possible after 
the Gulf war. And President Bush suggested 
that he should come and see me, or come 

and see us, we, the French, in French terri-
tory, which is what has just happened in 
Martinique. And I wish to thank the Amer-
ican President very warmly for having 
come to see us, and we are very 
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happy to welcome him here and to welcome 
him as a friend, as things should be. 

And, at the same time, I would like to 
express to the distinguished representatives 
of Martinique—Members of Parliament, 
the Regional Council, et cetera, and Gen-
eral Council in particular—how very happy 
I am at the way we have been welcomed 
here. And even before President Bush ar-
rived I was able to have enough time to 
talk with them of the problems specific to 
Martinique. And we were able to resume 
a dialog that we started together many years 
ago, in particular with President Ce

´
saire. 

Well, we talked about the questions of 
the day, so to speak. And primary, of course, 
we have the situation after the war in the 
Gulf. And after having reestablished the 
rule of law, after having achieved very con-
siderable success on the part of the forces 
that were involved, well now the time has 
come to give thought, as we said we would 
beforehand, to give thought to a way to 
rebuild, or build—you can choose which-
ever you like—an equilibrium, a balance 
in the Middle East, a way in which the 
peoples of the Middle East can live to-
gether. And that is what diplomats are 
working at. And that is the reason for the 
present visit, or the recent visit of the Amer-
ican Secretary of State, Mr. Baker. It’s also 
one of the reasons for which we had a lot 
of things to talk today about in Martinique, 
because we had to get the scale of values 
right with regard to the various problems 
that we have to deal with, which are of 
different kinds. 

Now we will reply, President Bush and 
myself, to the questions that you may have 
to ask on the subject. 

Now, we know perfectly well that the Pal-
estinian problem and, by way of con-
sequence, the relations between Israel and 
the Arab countries is the key problem 
through which all the other problems, in 
fact, arise. We examined various possible 
ways of approaching this. But all this is 
what this press conference will be about. 
And it’s hard for me to imagine the ques-
tions that you will wish to ask. The best 
thing is for you to ask them, and then, of 
course, we’ll try to answer them. 

And so, after having said once again to 
President George Bush how very happy I 

was to see him here in Martinique and re-
ceive him here and how very happy I was 
at the hours of talks we had together, both 
pleasant and useful, I think that probably 
he, himself, may wish to say a few words 
before you ask your questions. 

President Bush. 
President Bush. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent. What I would simply say is two things: 
one, express my gratitude to the hosts here 
in Martinique and also to President Mitter-
rand and his team for the hospitality; and 
also to say that we talked in terms of peace 
halfway around the world, about security 
and stability in the Gulf. We talked about 
peace in Lebanon, an area in which Presi-
dent Mitterrand has a profound knowledge. 
And also another area that fits that descrip-
tion is the Palestinian question, the question 
of the West Bank. 

So, from the American side, these were 
exceptionally productive consultations, and 
they are in keeping with the spirit of con-
sultation that both of us put into effect in 
the important relationship between France 
and the United States during the war. And 
this gives me an opportunity to thank Presi-
dent Mitterrand for France’s steadfast, stal-
wart position, not just in the diplomatic field 
but, clearly, under Admiral [General] 
Roquejeoffre in the Gulf itself and under 
his boss, President Franc

¸
ois Mitterrand. 

The American people are very, very grate-
ful for that extraordinary—predictable, per-
haps, but extraordinary cooperation. 

President Mitterrand. Now it will be for 
you to ask questions. How would you like 
us to do this? I don’t know you all, so we 
have a lot of journalists who aren’t the usual 
places that I’ve seen in Paris. And so, there-
fore, I have to, in fact, make a random 
choice. So, forgive me if it’s not always a 
fair one. 

Sir, you. 

U.S. Hostages in Lebanon 

Q. President Bush, you’ve had a lot of 
success in getting the American POW’s and 
hostages out of Iraq and Kuwait. After Sec-
retary Baker’s trip to Syria yesterday and 
his discussions, can you tell us, do you have 
any new hopes for getting the American 
hostages out of Lebanon? 
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President Bush. All along the way Sec-
retary Baker discussed the plight of the 
American hostages held presumably in Leb-
anon, but I don’t have any specifics on that 
or can I say that there is any positive points 
for optimism. But rumors continue to per-
sist, and it’s clearly in the interest of those 
countries that have some control over the 
hostages or influence over the hostages to 
permit them to go. So, let’s hope that as 
a result of the Baker trip, as a result of 
the inquiries we continue to make to coun-
tries with whom we have good relations 
and those with whom we don’t have good 
relations, that those people will be released. 
It would be a very helpful thing and would 
enable the U.S. to be a much more con-
structive player with more constructive role 
for peace. 

Middle East Problems 
Q. I would like to ask President Bush 

two questions. Mr. President, are you deter-
mined to solve the Palestinian problem the 
way you were determined to liberate Ku-
wait? And if so, on which basis and what 
formula—an international conference, di-
rect negotiations between Israel and the 
Arab countries, or a regional conference? 
A last point: What is the importance you 
give to the Lebanese question? Thank you. 

President Bush. The answer is, yes, to 
the first part of your question, we are deter-
mined to play a useful role. The answer 
to the second part of your question is, that 
is one of the reasons for my anxiousness 
to see President Mitterrand, to discuss ex-
actly how we should proceed. 

The United States has expressed its posi-
tion on an international conference over and 
over again, saying that at the right time 
it could be useful. President Mitterrand has 
surfaced some ideas of his own that can 
be useful. And to respond to the second 
part of the question, we simply have not 
come across or settled on one path, one 
single approach, to try to solve this Pal-
estine-Israel question. 

It is very important that it do be solved. 
And we did discuss a lot of ideas, some 
of which I would not feel comfortable in 
bringing out here. 

What was the third part of your question? 
Q. The third part was Lebanon. 

President Bush. Lebanon? I assured 
President Mitterrand, who is an expert in 
the area, that if there’s any way that we 
can be helpful, we would like to do that. 
It is priority. And as I mentioned in my 
opening remarks, it is the security and sta-
bility of the Gulf, it is the Lebanon, and 
it is the Israeli-Palestine question. So yes, 
it is priority. We still think building on the 
Taif accords is the best approach. 

Q. Mr. President, do you still think that 
Yasser Arafat remains the legitimate head 
and the only head of the Palestinian people, 
or at least the sole legitimate representative 
of the Palestinian people? President Mitter-
rand? 

President Mitterrand. It’s for the Palestin-
ians to answer that. Mr. Yasser Arafat re-
mains, to my knowledge, the leader of the 
PLO, and to my knowledge, the PLO still 
appears as the representative organization. 
There are doubtless other forces, too, who 
I think they should make themselves 
known, but that’s the situation as it is right 
now. And there are also, just as you know, 
people who are elected, who are on the 
spot, and who are expressing themselves 
and asserting themselves. And I think that 
one of them very recently met with Mr. 
Baker. But it is not for me to determine 
who should represent what. I just take the 
facts of the situation as they are. 

Syria-U.S. Relations 

Q. President Mitterrand, can you tell us 
your views of the United States getting clos-
er, perhaps even cozying up to President 
Hafiz al Assad, and whether your view of 
the apparent blank check that he has from 
the United States and Lebanon? 

President Bush. At the risk of—[laugh-
ter]—it’s the second part of his question 
that I would take exception to if you give 
me a chance when you finish the answer, 
Mr. President. [Laughter] 

President Mitterrand. Of course, I mean, 
you’re more authorized than I am to speak 
on this, and I entirely agree, mind you. 

President Assad is part of the heads of 
state who have brought their Arab countries 
alongside our own forces in the Gulf war. 
I don’t think the man should be reproached, 
and I think it was better that he 

VerDate May 04 2004 10:00 May 27, 2004 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00279 Fmt 1240 Sfmt 1240 D:\91PAP1\91PAP1.005 APPS10 PsN: 91PAP1



268 

Mar. 14 / Administration of George Bush, 1991 

should do that from the opposite. 
Now, if it’s an opportunity—that gives us 

an opportunity to consider a certain number 
of problems of substance, and in particular 
the problem of Lebanon, well, then, the 
chances are that this rapprochement should 
be followed now by other rapprochements, 
if you like. And as I am expressing here 
myself on behalf of France, yes, I do. It’s 
my hope that the sovereignty of Lebanon 
will be able to be fully asserted in accord-
ance with the Taif agreements, which have 
indicated that that was the purpose of the 
exercise, and I have nothing to say against 
that. 

President Bush. With your permission, 
Mr. President, I would simply add what 
Mr. Hines [Cragg Hines, Houston Chron-
icle] said was something about a blank 
check from the United States, which, of 
course, is totally fallacious. But, I can only 
add to what President Mitterrand said, that 
these discussions—that we were very 
pleased with Syria’s role in the coalition, 
very pleased, indeed, that they were side 
by side on the ground with forces. I can 
tell you that Secretary Baker had a very 
long—and I think—‘‘interesting’’ is an easy 
word—but I hope they’ll be productive 
talks. And Syria is an important country in 
the area. They’re vital to what happens in 
the Lebanon and, of course, they are vital 
a little longer-run in what solutions there 
are to the Palestinian question. 

So, having contact with this country, very 
openly discussing our differences with them 
as we do, but trying to find common 
ground, in my view is a very good, common-
sense approach following on the coalition’s 
solidarity in the Gulf. 

President Mitterrand. We can’t really start 
a dialog on this as on an individual one, 
as there are a lot of members of the press 
who’d like to say something. But there are 
too many people. Perhaps I might ask a 
French journalist if he’d like to say some-
thing. 

Middle East Problems 
Q. Mr. President, I have a question for 

President Bush, to ask him if the American 
approach on the Middle Eastern problems 
has, in fact, changed since the war and be-
cause of the war? And I could put the same 

question to President Mitterrand, too. 
President Bush. I’m not sure our ap-

proach has changed. I like to think we have 
more credibility in the Middle East today 
as a result of our participation in the Gulf 
over there. In fact, I’m convinced that’s 
true. But what we’re now doing is trying 
to find the new approaches that you ask 
about, not by dictation but through con-
sultation. 

President Mitterrand. I would also answer 
that question myself. I remain perfectly 
loyal to the proposals and faithful to the 
proposals that I made in September last 
at the United Nations, subject, unfortu-
nately, to one point that you—well, my pro-
posal was designed to safeguard peace. But 
I did see what could happen, and the same 
proposals now, of course, after the war. But 
they remain, the general design remains the 
same. 

An American journalist, perhaps, last. 
Q. Mr. President, in the last week you’ve 

made several distinctions between the PLO 
as an organization and its leader, Yasser 
Arafat. And I’m wondering, in line with the 
question President Mitterrand answered, 
whether you would be more apt to be will-
ing to resume a dialog with the PLO if 
Yasser Arafat were not its chairman, and 
whether you felt that it would be more like-
ly to be included in a Middle East con-
ference if that were the case. 

President Bush. Well, as you may remem-
ber, I did say earlier on that we were very 
disappointed with the PLO’s stance in soli-
darity with Saddam Hussein. In my view, 
they went further through their spokesman, 
head, Mr. Arafat, than they needed to go. 
And this has caused some concern among 
some of the countries that strongly sup-
ported the PLO in the past, some of the 
Arab countries. So, my view is this needs 
some time. We are not writing off anything, 
but we don’t have any intention of resum-
ing, for example, our dialog. 

I like the way President Mitterrand 
phrased it now, saying that Palestinian rep-
resentatives had indeed met with the Sec-
retary of State. So, we’ll pursue that track 
for a while and just see how the healing 
process goes. But I, again, expressed my 
disappointment that Arafat aligned himself 
far more than he needed to to protect his 
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flanks with Saddam Hussein. He simply bet 
on the wrong horse. 

And now we’ve got a little time here to 
determine it. But yes, there’s got to be dis-
cussion with Palestinians or you’re not going 
to get this problem solved. And that’s what 
Jim Baker was about, and that, of course, 
is what President Mitterrand and I talked 
about a long, long time today. 

President Mitterrand. In any case, as far 
as we’re concerned, the end of the war 
and the conditions under which it happened 
is such that it’s not for us to try to open 
up all useful contacts and try to establish 
all useful contacts and try to really succeed 
in solving these very, very complex prob-
lems as we all know. So, in other words, 
neither of us—we don’t reject either one 
or the other. All we’re saying is that every-
one must accept to abandon some of his 
demands. 

Q. This is a question to President Bush. 
Have you, today, talked about President 
Mitterrand’s proposal to have a summit at 
the Security Council, and did you give the 
answer of the United States, and what do 
you feel about the idea? 

President Bush. I think all ideas that can 
make a contribution to peace should be put 
on the table and discussed. Yes, we touched 
on that. President Mitterrand—I’ll let him 
speak to it himself, but there is great flexi-
bility on the timing. I think he and I both 
agree that if we embrace a common position 
we want to feel that it is going to bear 
results. And so, that idea is out there. The 
United Nations played a very useful role 
in what’s gone before. But there was no 
request on his part, nor did I state on our 
part when such a meeting might be the 
most timely. 

But we saw many meetings of the Secu-
rity Council during the Gulf war, and I 
think the world would agree that those 
meetings were very productive. And so— 
I’d leave it this way—there was simply a 
good discussion of that and several other 
key ideas. 

Q. A question for both Presidents about 
Iraq. With no cease-fire in place and con-
cern about civil unrest in Iraq, what will 
the coalition forces do if Saddam continues 
to try to put down unrest with his military 
machine? 

President Mitterrand. That’s just what is 

happening right now. That’s what he’s 
doing, so it would appear. It seems to be 
what is happening with varying degrees of 
success. I, personally, am not sufficiently 
informed to be able to tell you who is win-
ning the battle in various parts of the coun-
try of Iraq. I think with this sort of situa-
tional logic which is such that Mr. Saddam 
Hussein will end up by understanding that 
his errors of judgment and that his very 
serious military defeat will make his situa-
tion very difficult as a head of state in the 
future to discuss with other countries how 
to rebuild his country. 

But right at the outset, we said that it 
was not our intention to conquer Iraq but 
to liberate Kuwait. As at the outset, we 
said that we aren’t heading for Baghdad, 
we were not aiming for Baghdad. So, it’s 
perfectly clear that it is not our intention, 
even if very often what we’re seeing is a 
very sorry spectacle very often, but at the 
same time, we cannot arbitrate by military 
means all the conflicts in that part of the 
world or in other parts of the world. But 
the fact remains that there are certain 
rules—[inaudible]—not to the cease-fire 
yet, but to the temporary armistice. And 
if that was to be violated—but I think that 
will not be the case—the matter is over. 

But the rules indicate clearly that Iraq 
is not free just to do anything. As far as 
France is concerned, that particular period 
of our intervention in the Middle East is 
now terminated. 

President Bush. I listened very carefully 
to that answer, and I agree with it. I mean, 
we are not in there trying to impose a solu-
tion inside Iraq. So, I would agree with 
the way President Mitterrand phrased that. 
I would only add that I am concerned and 
I expect he is, too, about the reports coming 
out of there. But what President Mitterrand 
said in the beginning is true: Nobody has 
all the information about what’s going on 
there, who’s trying to emerge. But he cited 
the coalition goals, and I agree with him. 

Q. A question for both of you, President 
Bush, President Mitterrand. Are you not 
somewhat irritated by the intransigence 
shown by Israel? And are you going to exer-
cise perhaps more than friendly pressure 
on Mr. Shamir that he should perhaps be 
a little less intransigent? 
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President Bush. Well, your question im-
plies to me a little bit that there’s only 
one intransigent party in the Middle East. 
And so, what we’re trying to do is get those 
who are deemed by one or another of us 
as intransigent to come forward. We have 
Arab countries that are in a state of war 
with Israel. And let’s hope that out of this 
conflict in the Gulf, countries will see that 
the answer is to cease having a state of 
war. Let’s hope that countries who have 
been unwilling to talk with Israel will be 
willing to talk with Israel. Let’s hope Israel 
will be forthcoming. 

But I just didn’t want to leave the ques-
tion such that there was an intransigence 
on the part of only one country. Yes, they’ve 
been reluctant to do certain things for valid 
reasons of their own security. But let us 
find ways now where we can kind of help 
guarantee their security requirements, and 
let’s encourage those who have been unwill-
ing to even talk to them, say nothing of 
end the state of war with them, to do both. 
So, that’s what our diplomatic efforts will 
be aimed at. 

President Mitterrand. One has to choose 
between peace and perpetual war. And if 
one wants to achieve peace, two conditions 
have to be met. The first is that one must 
look for reasonable compromise solutions 
in everyone’s interest; therefore, one can-
not, one cannot be intransigent. And sec-
ondly, we must ensure the security of every-
one. That means the security of Israel, too. 
If those two conditions are met, I think 
one should condemn those that would pre-
fer war to peace. 

Q. For both Presidents. We’ve heard a 
lot of talk about territory for peace, land 
for peace. What exactly is it that you envi-
sion if land is given? Would it be a Pales-
tinian state? Would it be an unarmed Pales-
tinian state? What exactly is your vision 
there? 

President Mitterrand. Forgive me. Well, 
I was thinking of something else. So, first 
I’ll listen to President Bush and then I’ll 
get the meaning of the question. 

President Bush. We are not talking about 
a Palestinian state, per se. What we are 
doing is exploring. What Secretary Baker 
is doing is talking to the key parties, not 
just on the Palestinian question but on the 
Gulf and on the Lebanon. And then I hope 

that we’ll be able to get with our staunch 
friends, one of whom is standing right here, 
and others and find a way to bring about 
a solution to this question. 

But we haven’t gone that far. We do not 
have a set formula as to how that question 
should be resolved. The position of the 
United States has been—and I’ll repeat it 
here—that a Palestinian state is not the an-
swer. Others happen to think that it is the 
answer. So, let’s find common ground and 
find a way to get to bring peace to that 
area. 

Clearly, you’re going to have to have— 
address ourselves to the homeland ques-
tion—some question for a home for Pal-
estinians. And President Mitterrand had 
some very good ideas that he expressed to 
me privately on that. 

I would add, Jordan is an important coun-
try in all of this, not directly in response 
to your question. But though we’ve had 
strained relations with Jordan, I think we’re 
in agreement that Jordan must not, and 
should not, be written off. So, we haven’t 
gotten to the formulation yet. What we’re 
trying to do is figure what will work. 

President Mitterrand. Thank you very 
much, my dear President and friends. Now 
I understand the question. As far as I’m 
concerned, yes, I have used the word 
‘‘state.’’ And if you like, I can repeat it. 
I have been loyal to the U.N. resolutions, 
because when Israel was set up, it had been 
decided by the United Nations that there 
would be two states. One has forgotten one 
of the two parts of the resolutions since 
those days. 

Now, I’m not saying that there should 
be such-and-such a form of state in such- 
and-such a place, but it is—I sense, if you 
like, intuitively, and it’s also based on my 
knowledge of the history—and the certain 
dangerous history. I know that it’s dan-
gerous to refuse to a people that chose its 
vitality—it’s a danger to refuse it any form 
of identity. 

And so, all right, the next question is that 
one has to build in reality some kind of 
response to that concept. And that’s the 
whole question. If you want to put the ques-
tion to me, I would simply refer you to 
the U.N. resolutions which were adopted, 
admittedly, many, many, many years ago. 
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But those resolutions have not been can-
celed. 

Q. A question to both of you, please. 
President Bush, could you clarify what you 
were talking about when you referred yes-
terday to the Iraqi use of helicopter 
gunships being in violation of the cease- 
fire? And you also implied that American 
troops would stay in southern Iraq as long 
as such a thing was happening. Some people 
could say—a devil’s advocate could say Sad-
dam Hussein has the right to quash internal 
revolt and that has nothing to do with any 
cease-fire accords. 

And, President Mitterrand, you seem to 
have indicated that you feel that at least 
these two powers should stay out of Iraq’s 
internal affairs. 

President Bush. Well, my answer on the 
helicopters is: That was not our under-
standing that they would be used to quash 
their own citizens. And I have nothing more 
to say to it, except all that does is make 
it very, very complicated in terms of bring-
ing about a final cease-fire—formalized, 
signed cease-fire. 

I don’t think I said anything about what 
I’m going to do about troop dispositions 
in there, but clearly those troops are not 
going to be—all of them out there until 
there’s a cease-fire—a formalized cease-fire. 
And I’d like to see—and we talked about 
this a little bit today—some peace-keeping 
arrangement. I want to get our troops 
home. I do not want to play into the hands 
of Iran and other countries that have sug-
gested what we want is a permanent sta-
tioning of U.S. troops in the area. I want 
to bring them home. 

But I’d like to have some security ar-
rangements in place. And all I’m saying is, 
using helicopters like this to put down one’s 
own people does not add to the stability 
of the area and makes it very difficult. And 
besides—I’ll repeat—it was not my under-
standing that they were going to use heli-
copters for this nature; it was represented 
that they were to be used for something 
else. 

President Mitterrand. France sent her sol-
diers alongside friends, in particular Amer-
ican friends, in order to implement the U.N. 
resolutions. The goals that you mentioned 
are the goals set by the United Nations. 

And, in fact, we have not been asked to 
reestablish law and order within a country 
once the neighboring country had been lib-
erated, which is now the case. 

You, sir. 
Q. France and the United States have 

traditionally taken a slightly different posi-
tion on the question of an international con-
ference on Middle East peace. After the 
war, that question is in the air again. Is 
there still a difference between the French 
and the American views on that issue? 

President Mitterrand. Well, I repeated 
my own point of view so often that I’m 
almost embarrassed to be repeating myself 
so often. But for a very long time, I’ve 
thought that it was possible to achieve peace 
in the Israeli-Arab conflict by a bilateral 
dialog. And that is why I was one of the 
few French politicians at the time—this was 
many years ago—to have approved of the 
Camp David agreements, because my feel-
ing was that they reestablished peace, any-
way, between Egypt and Israel. 

For a very long time, it was my wish 
that this would be the case for others, and 
I believed this would be possible. But also, 
for a very long time now, I no longer believe 
that to be possible. And so, I had hopes. 
Those hopes were not fulfilled. And I gave 
a lot of thought to this. And so, I reached 
the conclusion, in the light of certain ways 
of approaching history, if you like, that the 
dialog inevitably had to be a multilateral 
dialog, that you had to bring in a multiple 
interest, different interests, which would ex-
ercise some influence, which would reestab-
lish a climate for compromise solutions 
among the protagonists, getting away, if you 
like, from the direct force-to-force relation-
ship between the protagonists. And that is 
why I proposed a conference or several 
international conferences, in order to try 
to tackle and approach the various problems 
of the Middle East. 

But I did not, mind you, ever indicate 
exactly how many people this should be, 
or I didn’t eliminate or exclude anyone. It’s 
not for me to decide that kind of thing. 
But I think that the procedure would prob-
ably turn out to be more effective than the 
other one that hasn’t worked. 

What I’m trying to achieve is peace by 
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general agreement and that peace should 
rule the Middle East. If it is necessary, as 
I think is the case, that outside powers 
should take part in such discussions, well, 
then that’s the way to go about it. But if, 
on the other hand, the countries of the 
region think that they’re capable of doing 
this together just among themselves— 
Israel, Saudi Arabia, and Iraq and Syria and 
the others, et cetera—well, so much the 
better. So much the better. The important 
thing is that peace should win the day. 

President Bush. My view, Gerry [Gerald 
Seib, Wall Street Journal], is it has not 
changed. We’ve said a conference at an ap-
propriate time. But we’ve got a chance now 
to think anew. And that’s what we’re in 
the process of trying to do here. 

Q. You said the period of French inter-
vention in the Middle East is terminated. 
Do you have any doubts, or do you disagree 
with the continued presence of the coalition 
forces in southern Iraq? Are you in dispute 
at all with President Bush on that? 

And a second question for President 
Bush, if I may. Sir, in the 2 weeks since 
the war ended, it’s only now that we’ve 
seen these pictures of the destruction of 
the convoys of Iraqi vehicles on the roads 
from Kuwait to Basra, what one of the allied 
pilots called ‘‘a turkey shoot.’’ Do you have 
any thoughts, Mr. President, that perhaps 
we let the fighting go on too long and too 
hard? 

President Bush. No. I’ll answer my part 
now. No. None at all. 

President Mitterrand. On my side, the 
answer is simple. Forgive my repeating my-
self. I consider our matters as being ful-
filled. We’ve done our job. If it remains 
necessary in view of the various movements 
that are taking place in the region to ensure 
that the new focuses of unrest don’t burst 
up again, well, then, we’ll try to help and 
we’ll do whatever the Security Council de-
cides. But we will not go beyond the Secu-
rity Council. That’s all I said, and there’s 
no need to dwell on this, I think. 

Q. My question is addressed to you both, 
Mr. Presidents. What, in your analysis, is 
safer for the security of the Gulf area: The 
remaining of Saddam Hussein, weakened 
and having lost the war, or the takeover 
by fundamentalist Shiite regime? 

President Mitterrand. I don’t decide 
about the interests of France on the basis 
of preferences of that kind. Otherwise, 
there would be tremendous upheavals, 
there would be constant upheavals on the 
day which I would tell you about my inti-
mate feelings about this war or that war. 
But that isn’t the point. But which would 
I be most afraid of—rebellion on the part 
of the Shiites for the moment—you said— 
you must recognize the fact that Saddam 
Hussein hasn’t had too many pleasant things 
for us. He has rejected all opportunities 
for peace, and he is paying the price of 
war. And it’s not for me to judge those 
who want to take his place. It’s not for 
me to judge them at the moment, so I’m 
not going to answer your question. 

President Bush. I agree with his answer. 
I’m not going to answer your question ei-
ther. [Laughter] But you spell out two 
hypotheses. It’s a little too negative. Perhaps 
there’s something that’s a little more posi-
tive than either of those two alternatives. 
Let’s hope so. 

President Mitterrand. The lady. 
Q. Mr. President, I’d like to return to 

the question of the hostages for a moment. 
There are reports that Iran is offering its 
good offices, its influence, in trying to se-
cure their freedom if in exchange Israel 
would free Sheik Obeid. Can you comment 
on that, please? 

President Bush. No, I can’t because I 
know nothing about it. I’ve read the reports, 
but nobody has come to me saying this is 
an offer from Iran. 

President Mitterrand. Soon it will be the 
end, so President Bush can go home. Presi-
dent Bush still has some traveling to do. 

Q. Mr. President—President Bush, that 
is—may I ask if you are not just a bit dis-
appointed in those states that many Ameri-
cans feel were salvaged by this coalition, 
specifically Kuwait and Saudi Arabia, that 
they did not approach Secretary Baker with 
a bit more flexibility on the question of 
making peace with Israel? 

President Bush. I would say that there’s 
very few of us know exactly what they did 
say to Secretary Baker. And I had reported 
to me, by the Secretary, that there was some 
progress made. And so, I’m not going 
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to look at any negative point there. The 
Saudis and the Kuwaitis have been very, 
very cooperative. And let’s hope that the 
Baker trip will be the first, and then there’ll 
will be some more steps. And then there 
will be some international action that Presi-
dent Mitterrand was talking about. And 
maybe the French will go off and do some-
thing. But let’s hope that each step moves 
things forward. 

I am not about to say that the Saudis 
and the Kuwaitis were not forthcoming. 
And if you’re ever going to accomplish 
something, regrettably what is discussed 
with them must be kept confidential. Peace 
has avoided us for far too long out there, 
and the last thing I want to do is to try 
to be premature in assessing what one or 
the other coalition partners might be willing 
to do or have said that they’re willing to 
do. 

But I am not discouraged, Wyatt [Wyatt 
Andrews, CBS News], at all as a result of 
the report I received from Secretary Baker. 

President Mitterrand. I consider that what 
Mr. Baker is doing is very useful. Because 
already, they have managed to clear the 
ground. They helped to clear the ground, 
and it’s a ground which is pretty cluttered 
up. And we intend taking part in this work 
that really has to be done. There’s a lot 
of diplomacy that is going to have to be 
done in order to avoid, once again, people 
who have recourse to military force. So, 
I think that our duty is clear. And what 
Mr. Baker is doing is going to provide us 
with material for our assessment on what 
we should do in the Middle East. And he’s 
establishing contacts. And we must open 
up new paths in relations with states. And 
it is our common duty. And we will greatly 
benefit from the type of talks that he is 
having. 

You, sir. Yes. And then I think this is, 
as you say, last but one, right? 

Q. This is for President Bush. To follow 
on your answer to John’s [John Cochran, 
NBC News] question, are you at all sur-
prised that this process of nailing down a 
cease-fire and formally ending the war 
seems to be bogging down what you called 
details yesterday? And secondly, is there 
any chance that we’re going to have a 
Korea-like situation where some time from 
now we’re still going to be fighting over 

when the troops leave Iraq and when there’s 
going to be a formal end to the war? 

President Bush. I don’t see a good chance 
for a Korea-like situation. I am concerned 
about the instability inside of Iraq. But I 
think President Mitterrand put that very 
well when he said that was not an objective 
for us to dictate or control the situation 
in there. I think when you look back at 
how promptly Iraq came to that tent and 
then followed on with several of the re-
quirements, I think that that’s a reason to 
be optimistic. 

But we are not going to permit this to 
drag on in terms of U.S. significant presence 
a la Korea. So, I’m not worried about that 
parallel. 

President Mitterrand. Well, I think that 
we’ll probably bring this to a close. Ma-
dame, you will have the last word, right? 

Q. It’s a question for both of you. I’d 
like to ask you whether you think that in 
this process for the establishment of peace 
and security in the whole of the region of 
the Near and Middle East, do you think 
there’s room for the solution of the problem 
of Cyprus? And if so, in what framework? 

President Mitterrand. Well, clearly, the 
problem of Cyprus is a problem that exists 
in its own right. It is not a problem directly 
related to the problems that we’ve just been 
talking about since the beginning of this 
conversation with the press. It’s a problem 
that exists in its own right, but it is also 
part of—well, it’s a matter of international 
law. And United Nations have, on several 
occasions, expressed themselves. So, this is 
a problem that is not forgotten. But you, 
yourself, have so far centered your ques-
tions mainly on the Middle East. Cyprus 
is not actually part of the Middle East. It’s 
not very far, admittedly. 

Now, I’d simply like to say in closing that 
we did also talk about other things. We 
even talked about Europe. [Laughter] Yes, 
and North Africa, too. Europe, which is 
very alive in all its diversity—the move-
ments that are taking place in Europe and 
the awakening of nationalities and the at-
tempts, already pretty well advanced, to sort 
of construct Europe in all areas. We talked 
about all that in very friendly—it was appro-
priate. 

I just wanted to add this information be- 
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cause we’re here on the American continent 
side of the ocean, so it’s natural that wasn’t 
the main thing that you were concerned 
about, I did want you to know that we did 
talk about Europe, too. We have problems 
there, too. 

Well, anyway, thank you very much, Mr. 
President. Thank you very much for your 
presence in our midst. And thank you, la-
dies and gentlemen. We will be meeting 
again soon, but somewhere else. 

President Bush. Mr. President, with your 
permission—she asked both, and I didn’t 
pop in there. But on Cyprus, again, the 
U.N. mandate is the thing, and the mandate 
of the Secretary-General. Those are the key 
words in terms to the resolution of the Cy-
prus question in terms of U.S. policy. And 
that’s what we will be backing, is the Sec-
retary-General’s mandate, hoping that that 
will lead to peace in Cyprus. 

Thank you all very much. 

Note: The President’s 74th news conference 
began at 4:30 p.m. in the Bougainvillier 
Room at the Hotel Meridien. President Mit-
terrand spoke in French, and his remarks 
were translated by an interpreter. In the 
news conference, the following persons were 
referred to: Deputy Aime

´
Ce

´
saire, former 

President of the Regional Council of Mar-
tinique; Secretary of State James A. Baker 
III; Yasser Arafat, leader of the Palestine 
Liberation Organization; President Hafiz al- 
Assad of Syria; President Saddam Hussein 
of Iraq; Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir of 
Israel; and Sheik Abdul Karim Obeid, Mos-
lem religious leader and Hizballah leader 
who was abducted by Israeli forces in south-
ern Lebanon in 1989. Parts of this news 
conference could not be verified because the 
tape was incomplete. Following the news 
conference, President Bush traveled to Ber-
muda. 

Nomination of William G. Curran, Jr., To Be United States Director 
of the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development 
March 15, 1991 

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate William G. Curran, Jr., 
of New York, to be U.S. Director of the 
European Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment at the Department of Treasury 
in Washington, DC. 

Currently he is a member of the council 
and chairman of the European working 
party for FIMBRA (Financial Inter-
mediaries, Managers and Brokers Regu-
latory Association) and a special adviser to 
the Economic and Social Committee of the 
European Communities in London, Eng-

land. From 1988 to 1990, Mr. Curran 
served as a private financial consultant in 
London, England. Prior to this he served 
as chairman of First Chicago Ltd. in Lon-
don, England, 1970–1988. 

Mr. Curran graduated from Yale Univer-
sity (B.A., 1951) and the University of 
Southern California, London program 
(M.A., 1979). He was born June 10, 1927, 
in New York, NY. Mr. Curran served in 
the U.S. Marine Corps, 1951–1953. Mr. 
Curran is married, has two children, and 
resides in London, England. 

The President’s News Conference With Prime Minister John Major 
of the United Kingdom in Hamilton, Bermuda 
March 16, 1991 

The Prime Minister. We might start now 
if everyone is content. We have very little 

time, I’m afraid, only about 15 or so min-
utes. So we’ll be—— 
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