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That’s not to say that we would not have
sometime some difficulties; the partners al-
ways have some difficulties. | remember that
also with the member states in the European
Union—that’s my daily life—I have to deal
with difficulties. And even with our friends
here, in the Presidency, we are discussing
the same problems—Jinaudible]—cultural
fields as we are discussing sometimes also
with the United States. So, the thing is only
in what spirit we are dealing with these prob-
lems. And therefore, I think we have to be
in a partnership-like spirit, and that’s the real
sense and the deepness, the depths of our
partnership relation. And therefore, | think
this summit, the sixth summit since 1995, is
a very important one, and gives a new signal
for a new direction.

Situation in Indonesia

Q. With regard to Indonesia, sir, do you
anticipate using U.S. forces to safeguard the
lives of Americans in that country, and would
the United States be prepared to give
Soeharto asylum if it would help ease him
from power?

President Clinton. Well, with regard to
the first question, | have been given no indi-
cation that it is necessary at this time. And
with regard to the second, the prospect has
not been presented. As you probably know,
just as we were fixing to come in here, there
are all kinds of new stories which may or
may not be accurate about very rapidly un-
folding developments in Indonesia. And I ex-
pect that all of you may want to come back
to me in 2 or 3 hours or 4 hours for com-
ments on things that may be clearer then
than they are now.

Let me just say again what I think the real
issue is here. We want this country to come
back together, not come apart. We want the
military to continue to exercise maximum re-
straint so there will be minimum loss of life
and injury. We want civil society to flourish
there. We believe that Indonesia was headed
for some tough times because there has to
be some tough economic decisions taken no
matter what government has been in. But the
absence of a sense of political dialog and
ownership and involvement obviously has
contributed to the difficulties there. And
then there has been a heartbreaking loss of
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life of all the people who burned to death,
for example.

So what we’re looking for now and what
we're going to be working for is the restora-
tion of order without violence and the genu-
ine opening of a political dialog that gives
all parties in this country a feeling that they
are a part of it. They should decide, the Indo-
nesian people, who the leader of Indonesia
is. And then we’re going to do our best, when
things settle down and human needs are
taken care of and there’s order, to try to get
them back on the road to economic recovery.
Because all of us have a big interest in the
future success of a country that has done
some fabulous things in the last 30 years, but
it had a very bad few moments here.

Thank you.

Prime Minister Blair. Thank you very
much, indeed.

President Santer. Thank you.

NoTe: The President’s 159th news conference
began at 1:20 p.m. at the Foreign and Common-
wealth Office. The President met with Prime Min-
ister Blair in his capacity as President of the Euro-
pean Council and President Jacques Santer of the
European Commission. In the news conference
the following people were referred to: Ambas-
sador Dennis B. Ross, Special Middle East Coor-
dinator; Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu of
Israel; Chairman Yasser Arafat of the Palestinian
Authority; Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif of Paki-
stan; and European Trade Commissioner Sir Leon
Brittan, vice president, European Commission.

Statement of European Union/
United States Shared Objectives and
Close Cooperation on Counter-
Terrorism

May 18, 1998

1. The United States, the European Union
and its member states are strategic allies in
the global fight against terrorism—a grave
threat to democracy, and to economic and
social development. They oppose terrorism
in all its forms, whatever the motivation of
its perpetrators, oppose concessions to ter-
rorists, and agree on the need to resist extor-
tion threats. They condemn absolutely not
only those who plan or commit terrorist acts,
but also any who support, finance or harbour
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terrorists. They recognize that terrorism op-
erates on a transnational scale, and cannot
effectively be dealt with solely by isolated ac-
tion using each individual state’s own re-
sources. They work together to promote
greater international cooperation and coordi-
nated effort to combat terrorism by all legal
means and in all relevant bilateral and multi-
lateral fora—from the Transatlantic Dialogue
to the United Nations.

The International Legal Framework

2. Extradition and mutual legal assistance
arrangements are in operation or will be de-
veloped between EU partners and the
United States. The EU and US cooperate in
the United Nations framework to elaborate
the necessary international legal instruments
for the fight against terrorism. They work in
tandem to promote universal adherence to
the eleven international counter-terrorism
conventions. EU partners contributed to the
rapid and successful negotiation of the most
recent UN Convention (for the Suppression
of Terrorist Bombings) based on a draft pro-
posed by the US. Now they are cooperating
to consider the terms of a draft UN Conven-
tion on the Suppression of Nuclear Terror-
ism.

Areas of current EU/US mutual interest

3. (i) Terrorist Fund-raising: EU partners
are pooling their knowledge and experience
to work to cut off terrorists’ sources of fund-
ing. They have agreed a set of action points,
and their operational agencies are working
on joint initiatives against terrorist funding.
The US participated in an EU seminar in
1997 which shaped this work, is briefed regu-
larly on current developments in this key
area, and will take part in a follow-up EU
seminar in Vienna in October 1998.

(i) Chemical/Biological Terrorism and
other threats: During the UK Presidency the
EU and US have shared their thinking and
compared best practice in the areas of CB
terrorism, Terrorist arms trafficking and
Bomb scene management.

(iii) The Middle East Peace Process: The
EU briefs the US regularly on its current 3-
year programme of counter-terrorism co-
operation to enhance the effectiveness of the
Palestinian Authority in this key area, includ-
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ing an extensive programme of human rights
training. To strengthen EU/Palestinian links
still further in the fight against terrorism, a
declaration creating a joint Security Commit-
tee was agreed in April 1998. The Committee
now meets regularly to discuss security
issues.

EU/US Consultation and Information
Exchange

4. Policy cooperation is developed bilat-
erally and at EU/US level. Operational co-
operation, including intelligence-sharing, is
handled bilaterally by national law enforce-
ment agencies, and is given high priority. To
identify and assess the scale of the terrorist
threat, the EU member states and the US
exchange information and assessments on
terrorist trends and latest developments. The
regular meetings on counter-terrorism be-
tween the US and the EU Troika of the Sec-
ond and Third Pillars are used to exchange
views on all aspects of terrorism policy, in-
cluding trends in countries of particular cur-
rent concern in the Middle East and else-
where. Information is also shared on signifi-
cant developments on either side of the At-
lantic, eg the creation of Europol, which will
include terrorism within its remit soon after
its launch. The US has updated EU partners
on the impact of its decision last October to
designate 30 foreign terrorist organisations.

Further Cooperation

5. While recognising the wide range of
work successfully accomplished hitherto,
both sides see scope to strengthen further
their close ties in the field of counter-terror-
ism, and are working to do so—by additional
information-sharing at their regular Troika
meetings, enhanced bilateral intelligence ex-
changes, and sustained cooperation at the
United Nations and in other fora to advance
their common objectives.

NoTe: This statement was made available by the
Office of the Press Secretary on May 18 but was
not issued as a White House press release. An
original was not available for verification of the
content of this statement.
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United States/European Union
Declaration on Common Orientation
of Non-Proliferation Policy

May 18, 1998

The International Non-Proliferation
Regime

The United States and the Member States
of the European Union share a strong com-
mon interest in non-proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction and their delivery sys-
tems.

The United States and the European
Union support universal adherence to inter-
national treaties covering weapons of mass
destruction, including the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the
Chemical Weapons Convention, the Biologi-
cal and Toxin Weapons Convention and the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. They are
cooperating to ensure full and effective im-
plementation of these treaties. This includes
the effective implementation of the recently-
strengthened safeguards system of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency and verifica-
tion procedures being implemented pursuant
to the Chemical Weapons Convention and
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. They
are also working toward agreement on an ef-
fective Protocol on verification for the Bio-
logical and Toxin Weapons Convention.

They are active participants in inter-
national export control regimes and arrange-
ments:

—The Nuclear Suppliers Group.

—The Zangger Committee of countries
committed to cooperation in interpreta-
tion and implementation of the export
clause (Article 111.2) of the Non-Pro-
liferation Treaty.

—The Missile Technology Control Re-
gime (MTCR).

—The Australia Group of suppliers of
goods and dual-use equipment poten-
tially relevant to chemical or biological
weapons.

Among their other responsibilities, the re-
gimes provide mechanisms for the exchange
of information about programs and activities
of concern in the area of weapons prolifera-
tion which they address.
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Export Control Policy

While promoting international trade and
opportunities, and consistent with other rel-
evant international obligations, the United
States and the European Union take as a par-
ticularly important objective the denial of as-
sistance to programs of weapons of mass de-
struction and means of delivery. This in-
cludes dual-use goods and technology subject
to export control. The United States and Eu-
ropean Union Member States have adopted
policies and given guidance to licensing offi-
cials to prevent any export of controlled
goods when they believe they might be used
in programs of weapons of mass destruction
and their delivery systems. In this context,
they should take into account, inter alia, evi-
dence of an importer’s prior association with
such programs.

The European Union has adopted a com-
prehensive legally-binding Dual-Use Regime
of export controls which contains stringent
catch-all provisions covering equipment that
might be used in or in connection with pro-
grams of weapons of mass destruction.

Regions of Proliferation Concern

The United States and the European
Union have discussed regions of proliferation
concern, including the Middle East and
South Asia.

In this context, the United States and the
European Union have recently noted their
continuing serious concern about efforts by
some countries in the Middle East and South
Asia to acquire missile technology and their
capability to produce weapons of mass de-
struction. The European Union noted that
such concerns should figure into its political
contacts with these countries, notably Iran.

The United States and the European
Union reaffirmed their support of the work
of UNSCOM in ensuring Iraq's implementa-
tion of UN Security Council Resolutions on
the elimination of its weapons of mass de-
struction.

United States-European Union
Consultations and Information Exchange

The United States and the European
Union hold regular consultations on non-pro-
liferation and will strengthen their close ties
in this field.
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