AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

Administration of George W. Bush, 2005 / June 30

of working together. We have a partnership
when it comes to African Growth and Op-
portunity Act, AGOA. It's an aggressive
trade pact that President Clinton started
with Congress, and then I signed extensions
to it. It's working.

The truth of the matter is, when you
really think about how to get wealth distrib-
uted, aid is one way, but it doesn’t compare
to trade and commerce. And we've opened
up markets, and we're beginning to see a
payoff of more commerce but, as well, the
effects of commerce, entrepreneurship and
small businesses.

My Millennium Challenge Account initia-
tive is a new way of approaching how we
work together in partnership to alleviate
poverty and hunger. Listen, Americans
want to deal with poverty and hunger and
disease, but they don’t want their money
being spent on governments that do not
focus attention on health, education, mar-
kets, anticorruption devices. And I can’t in
good faith say, “Let’s continue to be gen-
erous”—after all, you did mention tripling
the money—but I can’t guarantee the
money is being spent properly. That’s just
not good stewardship of our own money,
nor is it effective in helping the people.

And so the Millennium Challenge Ac-
count is an approach that I sponsored and
strongly back. We've got to do a better
job of getting the money out the door so
Congress will continue to embrace the Mil-
lennium Challenge Account. In other
words, we've got the programs going, but
they're slower than I want. And as a result,
Congress is saying, “If this is such an im-
portant program, how come you’re not
kicking the money out the door?” And I'm
convinced once we get money going out
the door and we can show tangible results,
we’ll be able to fund a lot more programs.

Thirdly, our approach as well has been
when we see disaster, let’s move it to help
people. Recently, I announced a $674 mil-
lion food package. I mean, I can proudly
proclaim at the G-8 that the United States

feeds more of the hungry than any nation
in the world.

Fourthly, it is important for people to
understand that the contribution of the citi-
zens of the United States is made not only
through taxpayers’ money but through pri-
vate contributions. Our tax system encour-
ages people to do this. So, you know, the
calculation of whatever you said—point-oh-
something of GDP—is one way to look at
it. My point to our friends in the G-8 and
to the African nations is, is that each coun-
try differs as to how we structure our taxes
and how we contribute to help. And our
contribution has been significant, and there
will be some more.

Zimbabwe

Q. Mr. President, one country there is
a lot of concern about, as you know, in
Britain in particular, is Zimbabwe, which
is headed by a brutal tyrant, frankly.

The President. Yes, he is.

Q. I'm glad you say that.

The President. 1 think I've called him
that.

Q. Right.

The President. Better make sure—re-
member—I'm sorry to interrupt. The South
African press was here with Mbeki, and
they quoted back my words—I think I
might have used those words, but go ahead.

Q. Well, first, he is, as you say:

The President. He’s a tyrant. He’s ruined
a—a country that used to not only feed
Africa, in other words, an exporter of food,
they're now an importer of food because
of the decisions he has made.

Q. Should it be the responsibility of
other African countries to do more to iso-
late that country? And should you make
what they do a condition of rich countries,
giving them aid? I mean, they do seem
they don’t seem to take this seriously.

The President. Yes, see, 1 think the pro-
grams that—I forgot to mention HIV/
AIDS, by the way, a significant commit-
ment. And the reason I just thought of
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HIV/AIDS, our programs are really de-
signed to help people. For example, I've
always said we should never use food as
a diplomatic weapon. And therefore, I think
we ought to use the fact that we're working
in partnership with countries as an oppor-
tunity to convince them to—convince
Mugabe to make different decisions. On
the other hand, I don’t think we ought
to make—or allow his tyranny to cause oth-
ers to suffer on the continent of Africa.

I'm convinced the closer our ties grow
as a result of collaborative efforts—again,
the aid program that I think about is one
that requires governments to work closely
together in partnership. I keep emphasizing
that, but that's a different approach to de-
velopment. Partnership when it comes to
trade, partnership when it comes to taking
direct taxpayers’ money—or taxpayers’
money directly and spending it in such a
way that—with a government that is com-
mitted to people.

Those kinds of programs enable us to
be more influential on the other foreign
policy concerns of the particular country.
And so, no, I don’t think we ought to pun-
ish the people of Africa because of the
man in Zimbabwe. He’s already done that.
But I do think we ought to continue to
speak clearly about the decisions he has
made, and I do, as does the Prime Minister
of Britain.

Climate Change

Q. On the other main G-8 talk, climate
change, do you believe the Earth is, in
fact, getting warmer? And if so, do you
believe that it is man who is making it
warmer?

The President. 1 believe that greenhouse
gases are creating a problem, a long-term
problem that we've got to deal with, and
we are. Step one of dealing with it is to
fully understand the nature of the problem
so that the solutions that follow make
sense. And I think one of the interesting
points that I made earlier, that I'll continue
to make, is that there’s an interesting con-
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fluence now between dependency upon fos-
sil fuels, from a national and economic se-
curity perspective, as well as the con-
sequences of burning fossil fuels for green-
house gases.

And that’s why it's important for our
country to do two things. One is to diversify
away from fossil fuels, which we’re trying
to do. We're leading the—I think we're
spending more money than any collection
of nations when it comes to not only re-
search and development of new tech-
nologies but the science of global warming.
I laid out an initiative for hydrogen fuel
cells. We've got a lot—were doing a lot
of work on carbon sequestration. We hope
to have zero emissions coal-fired electricity
plants available for the United States, as
well as neighbors and friends and devel-
oping nations.

I'm a big believer that nuclear power,
the newest generation of nuclear power,
ought to be a source of energy, and we
ought to be sharing these technologies with
developing countries. I'm going to talk to
the Prime Minister of India about that
when he comes to see me.

One of these days, I'm absolutely con-
vinced that biodiesel will become an eco-
nomic form of energy here in America.
We're going to need more diesel engines
to begin with, but I put regulations in
place, by the way, that cuts the emissions
from diesel engines by about 95 percent.
It’s a collaborative effort between manufac-
turers, government, regulators that was a
substantial change in the—will cause a sub-
stantial change in the amount of emissions
from diesel engines.

In summary, technology, with the right
Government focus and help, is going to
change how we live and will make us more
economically secure, and does so. We're
leading the way, and I want to talk to my
friends in the G-8 about how we can work
together in such a way to do so.

There are interesting—I think the people
and your readers will be interested to note,
the market also is working. The hybrid
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automobiles, mainly manufactured by the
Japanese or only manufactured by the Japa-
nese, at least in our country, are now taking
off. T think there’s only market penetration
of a couple hundred thousand. Demand is
huge now for them. We've got—in the en-
ergy bill, which I think T'll be signing here
before the August break, there’s a pretty
good-sized tax credit for those who pur-
chase a hybrid automobile. And the truth
of the matter is, for us to fully deal with
the greenhouse gases as well as our de-
pendency upon fossil fuels, we're going to
have to figure out how to drive better.
We're going to have to figure out better
engines for our cars and different fuel
sources for cars.

Iraq

Q. Mr. President, can I ask you about
Iraq?

The President. Please, yes.

Q. Last night you talked a lot about it.
You mentioned 9/11 repeatedly and the im-
portance of—and how Iraq is part of the
broader war on terrorism. But there is evi-
dence, isn’t there, that Iraq is becoming
a haven for jihadists. There’s been a CIA
report which says that Iraq is in danger
of becoming another Afghanistan or like Af-
ghanistan of the 1980s.

The President. Yes.

Q. Are you creating—are you at risk of
creating the kind of—more of the problems
that actually led directly to 9/117

The President. No, quite the contrary.
We're going to—this is where you win the
war on terror, is you go to the battlefield,
and you take them on. And that’s what
they've done. They've said, “Look, let's go
fight. This is the place.” And that was my
point. My point is, is that there is an ide-
ology of hatred, an ideology that’s got a
vision of a world where the extremists dic-
tate the lives—dictate to millions of Mus-
lims.

They do want to topple government in
the Middle East. They do want us to with-
draw. They're interested in exporting vio-

lence. After all, look at what happened after
September the 11th. One way for your
readers to understand what their vision is,
is to think about what life was like under
the Taliban in Afghanistan. So we made
a decision to protect ourselves and remove
Saddam Hussein. The jihadists made a de-
cision to come into Iraq to fight us for
a reason. They know that if we're successful
in Afghanistan—in Iraq, like we were in
Afghanistan, that it will be a serious blow
to their ideology. And the interesting thing
about this debate is, you've got to first un-
derstand or believe that we are dealing with
people that have got an ideology and kind
of world vision.

That was part of the campaign, as you
might remember. The debate was, “Is this
a law enforcement measure or is a war
on terror? And so my speech last night
was reminding people about what I believe.
General Abizaid told me something very
early in this campaign I thought was very
interesting. He’s a capable man. He’s an
Arab American, who I find to be a man
of great depth and understanding. He said,
“When we win in Afghanistan and Iraq,
it's the beginning of the end’—talking
about the war on terror—"if we don’t win
in either, it’s the beginning of the begin-
ning.”

And that’s how I view it, and that’s what
that speech said last night. And the context
of September the 11th was this, we came—
we learned firsthand the nature of the war
on terror on September the 11th, so when
the war first came here, is what I say. The
last time I went to Europe I said some-
thing, which is true, I said, and many in
Europe viewed September the 1lth as a
tragic moment, but a moment. I viewed
it—view September the 11th as an attack
as a result of a larger war that changed
how I view the world, as did—and how
many other Americans view the world. It
was one of these moments in history that
changed outlook.

And so long as I'm sitting here in this
Oval Office, I will never forget the lessons
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of September the 11th, and that is that
we're in a global war against coldblooded
killers. And you’re seeing that now being
played out in Iraq. And we're going to win
in Iraq, and we’re going win because, one,
we're going to find them and bring them
to justice. And two, we're going to train
Iraqis so they can do the fighting. The
Iraqgis don’t want foreign fighters in their
country stopping the progress toward free-
dom.

And the notion that people want to be
free was validated by the over 8 million
people who voted, which happened not all
that long ago, although it appears, it seems
to be a long time ago. I mean, it wasn’t
all that long ago that people were saying,
“These people don’t really want to be free.”
And in fact, 8 million of them showed up,
or over 8 million. And now were back to
a period where we're moving along the
road forward. We're on a dual track be-
tween the security process and the political
process. And the political process is about
to have a key moment, which is the writing
of the constitution. And I think it will be
written on time, and it will be a document
that will embolden others in the Middle
East.

And the other point I made last night,
which is very important for people to un-
derstand, is that there is a freedom move-
ment taking place around the world. You've
seen it in Europe with Ukraine and Geor-
gia, and we're seeing it in the Middle East.
And again, the debate was whether or not
certain people can be free or not. If you
would review my Whitehall speech, I made
that point. And frankly, I rejected the kind
of intellectual elitism of some around the
world who say, “Well, maybe certain people
can’t be free.” I don’t believe that. I, of
course, was labeled a blatant idealist. But
I am, because I do believe people want
to be free, regardless of their religion or
where theyre from. I do believe women
should be empowered in the Middle East.
I don’t believe we ought to accept forms
of government that ultimately create a
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hopelessness that then can be translated
into jihadist violence. And I believe strongly
that the ultimate way you defeat an ide-
ology is with a better ideology. And history
has proven that.

Anyway, you got me going. [Laughter]
Sorry to give the whole speech again.

Q. Let me just

The President. That was an important
moment to give. It's not the first time I've
talked to the Nation about the way forward,
and it wont be the last time I've talked
to the Nation about the way forward. My
job is to occasionally, you know, go out
above the—above the filter and speak di-
rectly to the people. I did so at the Inau-
gural Address. I've done so at the State
of the Unions. I do so here. And I must
continually remind people, make the con-
nection between the—two things, prob-
ably—I don’t know if I'm giving you more
than you need, but two things that are very
important for people to understand is that,
one, I firmly know that we've got to defeat
them there, face them there, or we’ll face
them again here or in Great Britain or any-
where else where somebody is bold enough
to say, “We want to be free.”

And the other point is, is that we're lay-
ing a foundation for peace, that free soci-
eties ultimately yield peace. And I like to
remind people that one of my close col-
laborators and friends—somebody Tl see
in Scotland—is Prime Minister Koizumi of
Japan. And it wasn’t all that long ago in
the march of history that Japan was our
mortal enemy. And I'm convinced that
they're not our mortal enemy because we
helped rebuild the country and at the same
time helped them develop a democracy.

Iran

Q. On Iran, quickly, the new Iranian
President was a ringleader of the students
who took Americans hostage.

The President. Right, right.

Q. He said today the wave of the Islamic
revolution will soon reach the entire world.
Is this the kind of guy you can—the West,
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the U.S. and its European allies can really
do business with?

The President. Time will tell. The first
interface, kind of serious interface with the
West will be on the EU-3 discussions
about the nuclear ambitions of Iran. And
our position is very clear, and that is, is
that they should not be able to develop
the technologies that will enable the enrich-
ment of uranium, which will ultimately
yield a nuclear weapon. I say that because
they tried to do that clandestinely before,
which, obviously, shows that there’s a con-
spiratorial nature in their thinking.

And secondly, that their stated objective
is the destruction of Israel, for example.
In diplomacy, it’s important to establish
common goals. Once you establish a com-
mon goal or common objective, it then
makes it much easier to work together to
achieve diplomatic ends.

Our common goal is that Iran should
not have a nuclear weapon. That is, people
universally recognize that is a valid goal,
and we're hooked together on that. Our
position and the position of our EU-3 is
that you shouldn’t—if that’s the case, you
shouldn’t have the means to develop a nu-
clear weapon.

And so the first test as to, as you said,
whether or not he can relate to the West,
will be on this issue, it seems like to me.
And T want to thank the foreign ministers
of Great Britain, Germany, and France for
working in a collaborative way to send that
constant—consistent message to the Ira-
nians.

Prime Minister Tony Blair

Q. Tony Blair has taken great risks and
shown great loyalty to you over the last
4 years and at occasionally great cost to
himself domestically. What have you done
for him, and is it enough?

The President. The decisions we have
made have laid the foundation of peace
for generations. His decisionmaking was
based upon what he thought was best for
the free world—for Great Britain and the

free world. What doesn’t happen in our
relationship is we sit down here and cal-
culate how best we can help each other
personally. That’s not our—our job is to
represent something greater than that.

And you know, we've had several press
avails together, and one of the undercur-
rents has always been, you know, quid pro
quo. Leaders think about visions that are
positive and hopeful and optimistic, and
you work toward that. And that's what’s
led my decisionmaking process, and it’s
what led—that’s why we're a great alliance.
Allies work together for the common good.
And that's what we have the chance to
do in the G-8, work together for the com-
mon good in a smart way.

I admire Tony Blair. I admire Tony Blair
because he’s a man of his word. I admire
Tony Blair because he’s a leader with a
vision, a vision that I happen to agree with,
a vision that freedom is universal and free-
dom will lead to peace. I admire him be-
cause in the midst of political heat, he
showed backbone. So he’s been a good ally
for America. And guess what? Americans
admire him too.

Europe

Q. A very quick question on Europe. Eu-
rope is in turmoil at the moment politically.
Tony Blair takes over the Presidency of
the EU on Friday. He wants to push—
he has a vision of an EU which is open,
which is open to trade, which liberalizes
its markets, which is economically free and
dynamic. And he’s got a struggle on his
hands. You've said you want a strong Eu-
rope. You want a strong and integrated Eu-
rope. What's your vision of a strong and
integrated Europe?

The President. My vision is one that is
economically strong, where the entrepre-
neurial spirit is vibrant. And the reason I
say that is because Europe is our largest
trading partner. We trade a trillion dollars
a year. And it’s really helpful for our own
economy to have a strong, vibrant Eu-
rope—economic Europe.
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Secondly, a strong Europe is one where
we can work in common cause to spread
freedom and democracy. A viable EU has
been—is very important for sending mes-
sages to places like the Ukraine, Georgia,
Kosovo, that with the right decisionmaking
by their governments, that they're a part
of the greater Europe, which is I think
a really important role for the EU.

In terms of helping people who hurt,
the EU can be a great partner with the
United States. We can do a lot when we
collaborate. And obviously were watching
with interest what has taken place during
the recent EU debate, when Jose Barroso
and Prime Minister Juncker from Luxem-
bourg came, Jean-Claude. You know, my
message was, was that we want you to suc-
ceed. We want you to be a partner. We
want to have a partner that is viable and
strong. If you have a friend, you want your
friend to be strong. Strong friends make
it easier to get things done.

And so it’s going to be—itll be of great
interest to me to watch how the European
Union deals with its current problems. But
I believe they will over time.

President’s Upcoming Visit to Scotland

Q. Can I just ask you quickly about Scot-
land?

The President. Yes.

Q. Youre actually arriving in Scotland
on your birthday.

The President. T am.

Q. And I wondered if you have any plans
for an appropriate celebration? [Laughter]

Q. Haggis.

Q. That may or may not include haggis?

The President. Yes, haggis. I was briefed
on haggis. [Laughter] No. Generally, on
your birthday you—my mother used to say,
“What do you want to eat? And I don't
ever remember saying, “Haggis, Mom.”
[Laughter]

But I'm looking forward to going back
to Scotland. I've got fond memories of
Scotland. There’s a fellow named James
Gammell, who was a well-known Scottish
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investment banker from Ivory & Sime. And
he had a lot of friends in Texas, and one
of whom was my dad. And he had son—
he had a son my age, and we did an ex-
change program. And my year to go to
visit Scotland was, I think, the year we ac-
tually moved from Midland, Texas, to
Houston, Texas—quite a dramatic year for
me.

Anyway, I went there and spent a month
or so on their sheep farm in Glen Isle,
I believe it is. It was a fantastic experience.
First of all, it’s a fabulous family, and their
farm is beautiful. They still have the farm.
It’s still in their family, I'm told, by another
son. Jamie is the older son who was my
age, and then Billy was a person that I
then reconnected with. He was an oil and
gas guy—became an oil and gas guy. And
he used to come out to Midland, Texas,
and we did some deals together. I take
it—he’s taken his little entity and built it
into a big entity. He’s a very successful
entrepreneur.

I see Billy on occasion. Actually, Billy
and his wife, Geraldine, and their two kids
came to visit Laura and me, I want to
say, last year. We went to Camp David.
And so were in touch. And then I saw—
the Queen gave a beautiful dinner for us
at Buckingham Palace, and Gammell
showed up in his kilt. And I said, “Look,
buddy, you can wear your kilt, but I'm not
going to wear one, if that's all right.”
[Laughter]

Q. And how—is there any—you're stay-
ing at the most famous golf course in the
world. Are you going to have some time
for:

The President. T'm afraid Blair has got
us over-scheduled. [Laughter] And he
didn’t—he wants us to work as opposed
to get a lot of recreation. I'm looking for-
ward to walking the links, if possible. I'd
like to get a little—I'm an exercise person.
And T'd like to get some exercise. Laura
is going over there, so she and I can walk
around together, holding hands in the Scot-
tish mist.
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Q. Very romantic. Thank you very much.
The President. Listen, thanks guys, for
coming. I appreciate it.

NoOTE: The interview was taped at 10:28 a.m.
in the Oval Office at the White House for
later broadcast. In his remarks, the President
referred to Prime Minister Tony Blair and
Queen Elizabeth IT of the United Kingdom;
President Robert Mugabe of Zimbabwe;
President Thabo Mbeki of South Africa;
Prime Minister Manmohan Singh of India;
former President Saddam Hussein of Irag;
Gen. John P. Abizaid, USA, combatant com-

mander, U.S. Central Command; Prime
Minister Junichiro Koizumi of Japan; Presi-
dent-elect Mahmud Ahmadi-nejad of Iran;
President Jose Manuel Durao Barroso of the
European Commission; and Prime Minister
Jean-Claude Juncker of Luxembourg, in his
capacity as President of the European Coun-
cil. Journalists participating in the interview
were Gerard Baker and Roland Watson. This
transcript was released by the Office of the
Press Secretary on June 30. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this
interview.

Interview With the Danish Broadcasting Corporation

June 29, 2005

Mr. Kim Bildsoe-Lassen. Thank you, Mr.
President. Let me initially thank you for
this opportunity. It is actually the first time
an American President in office has been
interviewed like this on Danish television.

The President. Oh, thanks. Glad to do
it. Thank you.

President’s Leadership

Mr. Bildsoe-Lassen. And there is obvi-
ously an abundance of subjects that would
be of great interest to talk about, but since
we only have limited time, I would like
to start rather bluntly, if I may. There are
many people in Europe and in Denmark
who feels that America, under your leader-
ship, has become an often arrogant super-
power. And the “either youre with us or
against us” attitude has created a more vio-
lent and dangerous world. What do you
say to those people?

The President. Well, first of all, T can
understand why some people didn’t agree
with or support my decision to, for exam-
ple, take the Taliban out in Afghanistan
or take the action I took in Iraq. Those
are hard decisions. And I can understand
why some said, “Well, gosh, we don’t un-

derstand why he did that, nor do we agree
with it.”

On the other hand, people have got to
understand my mentality, and it changed
after September the 11th. For some in Eu-
rope, September the 11th was just a mo-
ment, a sad moment. For me, it changed
how I looked at the world and changed
how many Americans looked at the world
because we were attacked. And we believe
we're at war with a group of hateful men
who profess an ideology that is the opposite
of ours.

And—Dbut having said that, in defense of
my policies, I did go to the United Nations,
not only for Afghanistan but for Iraq. And
we did work with allies, and we did ask
people’s opinion. And we put a coalition
together, of which your great country
joined. And I'm thankful for your Prime
Minister’s tough decision. He’s a good man,
and he’s a friend.

It's—I understand we have an obligation
as an influential nation to reach out to oth-
ers. And I believe I've done so as the Presi-
dent. And we also have an obligation as
an influential nation to help others. And
I'm going to the G-8 here—I'm going to
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Denmark first, then the G-8. And I'm
proud to talk about the record we've got
when it comes to HIV/AIDS on the con-
tinent of Africa or feeding the hungry.
But—and I've got a—I look forward to
going to Denmark and explaining what’s
in our heart and our intentions and our
desires and our friendship with the Danish
people.

Irag War/Weapons of Mass Destruction

Mpr. Bildsoe-Lassen. But I do also sense
that there are some who feel that the moral
leadership of the United States has been
somehow compromised by the fact that the
world was led to the war in Iraq believing
that there was weapons of mass destruction.
It now seems like there wasn’t. And I know
that there were other nations, there was
the U.N., who also believed there were
weapons of mass destruction. But you said
it again and again; people in your adminis-
tration said it again and again.

The President. Right.

Mr. Bildsoe-Lassen. How do you feel
about that today?

The President. Well, T'm obviously dis-
appointed. I thought there were—I thought
we'd find weapons of mass destruction, as
did the world. In other words, it wasn’t
just our intelligence, nor was it just my
administration. My predecessor, President
Clinton, felt the same way, based upon
what everybody thought was solid intel-
ligence. That’s why I—here I put together
a group of distinguished citizens from both
political parties to analyze what went wrong
on the intelligence. As a matter of fact—
announced today that we were imple-
menting some serious reforms of our intel-
ligence gathering.

On the other hand, I believe we made
the right decision because Saddam Hussein
was not only a tyrant, but he was a threat
to world peace. He had the capacity to
make weapons of mass destruction. Even
though we hadn’t found the weapons them-
selves, we certainly know he made the ca-

pacity.
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And people who went and analyzed the
situation came back and said, “Look, he
was a dangerous person”—even though no
weapons were found, the ability to make
weapons and his intent and his relationship
with terrorists. So 1

Mr. Bildsoe-Lassen. But do you under-
stand that there are people who say, “Can
we believe it the next time a grave danger
is emerging?”

The President. Yes, I can. Sure. Abso-
lutely. And I, myself, want to make sure
that the intelligence that we share with our
friends and allies is—or the intelligence we
get from our allies—is good, solid intel-
ligence. Absolutely. I've got to make deci-
sions based upon good information.

And people of Denmark got to under-
stand, listen, committing troops ought to
be—is the last option for me. It’s the hard-
est thing a President does, and I don’t like
to commit troops. Yesterday, I gave a
speech to the Nation about a way forward
in Iraq. I'm confident Iraq is going to be
a free and democratic nation. Before I did
so, I met with 38 families, all of whom
had a loved one die in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. And it’s hard to do that. It’s hard
to know that my decision put these kids
in harm’s way, and they didn’t come back
to the arms of their loved ones. And you
just got to know, it is—it is the last thing
I want to do. The last decision I want to
make is to put our young folks into harm’s
way.

And it’'s—I had to tell every one of them
two things. One, I thanked them for their
sacrifice but also reminded them that we’re
laying the foundations for peace. And I
truly believe we are. I would not put those
kids out there if I didnt believe there’s
a better world ahead.

Europe-U.S. Relations/Kyoto Protocol

Mr. Bildsoe-Lassen. Now, you have, as
President, been dealing seriously and inten-
sively with Europe for the last 4% years.
And if T may ask you a little unconventional
question: What do you think is the most



		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-01-26T10:39:00-0500
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




