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Dear Pat:

Today I am invoking the waiver authority provided to me in the

our

Sincerely,

20510-3201

seek to address this issue in a way that 

protects our national interests.

The Honorable Daniel Patrick Moynihan

United States Senate
Washington, D.C.

Jerusalem Embassy Act of 1995. I am taking this step because 
our national security interests — those at stake in a 
successful conclusion to the Middle East peace process and those 
at stake in the safety and security of our overseas missions and 

personnel — require me to do so.

I wanted to be in touch with you directly because of the 
importance of this to you. I respect your many years of 
dedicated efforts regarding Jerusalem, and the fact that you 
have always sought to avoid negative repercussions on the peace 
process. I know you share my conviction that the best guarantor 
of Israel's security is a just and lasting peace with its 

neighbors.

In your March 17 letter to Sandy Berger, you suggested a number 
of steps the United States could take with respect to Jerusalem. 

Your ideas are thoughtful, constructive and can serve as a 
useful—basis for discussion as we try to overcome our 
differences on this issuea-nd-for pos&lte±c futuro-a-ction. I look 
forward to consulting with you and your colleagues in the days 
and weeks ahead as we seek to address this issue in a way that
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Dear Sandy,

The halfway point of the current fiscal year will be upon us in less than 
two weeks. I wrote the President in October 1998 and remain convinced that 
it is not too late for the administration to craft a response to this impending 
deadline that honors the spirit and letter of the Jerusalem Embassy Act, while 
avoiding actions or statements that may have negative repercussions on the 
Israeli-Palestinian peace process and the current Israeli election campaign.

This Senatorial initiative led directly to the passage of the Jerusalem 
Embassy Act of 1995, which became Public Law 104-45 on November 8, 
1995. This law declared inter alia that “not more than 50 percent of the 
funds appropriated to the Department of State for fiscal year 1999 for 
‘Acquisition and Maintenance of Buildings Abroad’ may be obligated until 
the Secretary of State determines and reports to Congress that the United 
States Embassy in Jerusalem has officially opened.” The President may 
suspend this funding restriction for a “period of six months if he determines 
and reports to Congress in advance that such suspension is necessary to 
protect the national security interests of the United States.”

•.

We noted the anomaly of a sovereign state being denied the right to 
select its own capital and warned that “the search for peace can only be 
hindered by raising utterly unrealistic hopes about the future of Jerusalem 
among the Palestinians and understandable fears among the Israeli population 
that their capital city may once again be divided by cinder block and barbed 
wire.”

Four years ago this week, 92 members of the Senate joined in a letter 
to then Secretary of State Warren Christopher declaring that “Jerusalem is and 
should remain the undivided capital of the State of Israel” and that “the 
United States Embassy belongs in Jerusalem.”
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This would give all sides a clear understanding of the intentions of the United

/atrick^fobynihanDaniel

The Honorable Samuel R. Berger 
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Such a statement would acknowledge that Public Law 104-45 is the law 
of the land and stress the United States’ commitment to relocate our embassy 
in Jerusalem at the completion of the final status negotiations. In the interim, 
the United States would designate an appropriate site in Jerusalem for 
“Ambassadorial Functions.” For instance, I had the pleasure of being hosted 
by then Ambassador Indyk during my May 1997 trip to Israel at a hotel in 
Jerusalem where the United States Embassy currently leases a suite of rooms. 
This would give all sides a clear understanding of the intentions of the United 
States in a way that none should find surprising, or objectionable.

With my best wishes,
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