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April 5, 2000

Mr. Breaux:

Sincerely,

Mr. Antar Breaux
5311 Berkley Drive
New Orleans, Louisiana 70131-7203

It was a pleasure meeting you at the 35th Anniversary of the 1965 Voting Rights March in Selma, 
Alabama on March 5, 2000. I am always delighted when young leaders, like yourself, articulate 
a clear vision towards building a nation whose strength is built upon its diversity. Your speech 
not only inspired me, but it also had a profound impact on those who attended that historic event.

I am extremely pleased that you have engaged in numerous community service activities 
throughout your high school career. Both you and your family should be proud of the amount of 
time that you have given back to your community. Again, please accept my gratitude for your 
willingness to accept the call of action and I am confident that you will be successful in your 
future endeavors.



March 21,2000

Dear Mr. Porter

As a result of that

Century prompted an invitation to

I hope to make ~

xnwaaa-xgo : woajId W«rr:2T 1300? ?c --lew

It was good finally to get a chance to talk with you. I was afraid that we would 
play telephone tag forever. As you requested, what follows is some brief biographical 
information that covers my limited accomplishments, and my hopes and dreams for the 
future

Mr. Orson C. Porter
Midwest Political Director 
Office of Political Affairs 
The White House 
Washington, D.C.

Antar Breaux.
5311 Berkley Drive

New Orleans, Louisiana 70131-7203

I was bom November 1, 1981, in New Orleans where I later attended St. Paul 
Lutheran, and St. Leo the Great elementary schools. My entire High School career 
has been at Warren Easton Senior High with the exception of senior year which is 
split between Warren Easton and the New Orleans Center for Creative Arts where 
I study jazz piano. T enjoy studying and playing music, writing poetry, short 
stories, and essays. Most of my accomplishments stem from my writing, and 
public speaking abilities. In 1996,1 was elected vice-president of the 2151 
Century Youth Leadership Movement for a one-year term. In 1999,1 was named 
president of Interact, a community service organization.

Interact works with the homeless, a disabled group of athletes called “The 
Humcanes,” and the international organization. Operation Smile. Operation Smile 
funds surgenes for children with physical disfigurements. I have been selected to

medical trip first hand. Through Interact, I have worked over^S* 

my community as well as others in the region.

S2.lt T6£ : ‘ON SNOHd

M1jLthet_i?Sernat1°,?aJ iorgan,.zation’ Operation Smile. Operation Smile

a;!* this summer to experience an Operation Smile

service hours, in

h,^ y’ r" ^al,ed upon ,o spelk on several d>fferenl occasions Also 1
have competed m local speech competilions. This past January I won first D ace 

T" KL8.SPeeCh “d competition. As^sul^?ttat P

speak ZT “ “
and composition), u^finftand'lSrat^e”-"-^ aieaS °f JaZ2 P’an° (Performar>re

my community, and my nation.



Pj id Blessings,
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Please thank President Clinton for his kind remarks in Selma. Thank you for your 
interest, and persistence I look forward to seeing you and the president in our fair city 
soon.
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March 31, 2000

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: SIDNEY BLUMENTHAL

SUBJECT:

3.

1.

2.

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

The list of participants needs to be negotiated with the Germans and others. We want more than 
they do.

Berlin Conference on Progressive Governance

For the Berlin conference on Progressive Governance, I would recommend that it differ from the 
previous conferences by offering a concrete statement on “The Agenda for the 21st Century.” 
(The Germans and the British have already expressed their desire to issue such a communique.)

The sequence of events would include a dinner, followed the next day by a closed meeting 
among leaders, public presentation of the communique on “The Agenda,” and a press 
conference.

VP
00 HflR31PM6:i4

rights and responsibilities, pluralism and community, tolerance and stability; a market economy

4.

The dinner would be an occasion for a speech by you on the issues of the future. 
The following morning would consist of a private meeting with the other leaders on these 

issues and center-left politics.
In the afternoon, you and the other leaders would release a joint communique, “The 

Agenda for the 21st Century,” on its key principles. These principles would include: (a) making
the new global economy an opportunity for all, not a threat; transforming government and 
policies on education, employment and welfare so that citizens are empowered; (b) forging a 
new international social contract in which values and interests coincide on issues of the 
environment, trade, security, and debt; helping the developing world fulfill its potential by 
equitably playing a role in the new global economy; (c) creating strong civil societies based on

__ ____________________ j1
but not, as Prime Minister Jospin says, a market society.

Finally, the international press corps would question the leaders about “The Agenda.”

“The Agenda for the 21st Century” would be a substantive document broad enough to gather the 
support of all the leaders present, set a framework for policy and politics, and demonstrate the 
power and momentum of our ideas.
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March 31, 2000

ACTION

FROM:

SUBJECT: Future Management and Use of U.S. Space Launch Bases and Ranges

The interagency working group reached the following broad conclusions:

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH INGTON

The working group received approval of its report from the involved Cabinet Secretaries, the 
DCI. and the NASA Administrator, and delivered its report to us in early February. On February 
8, we announced the completion of the review and released the report at a space launch 
conference sponsored by the FAA. Prior to the release, we informed almost 20 interested 
members of Congress representing the states and districts where the launch bases are located and 
the Committees that oversee DoD, FAA. and NASA space launch activities. Since then, we have 
briefed and received positive feedback from Senator Lott’s staff and from the Florida and 
California spaceport authorities, both of which report to the state Governors.

Purpose
To summarize the report and recommendations resulting from an interagency review we 
conducted on the future management and use of the U.S. space launch bases and ranges, and to 
request your approval of our plan to implement the national strategy and recommendations 
contained in the interagency report.

Background
We initiated this interagency review last March in light of the dramatic growth in commercial 
launch activity since your National Space Transportation Policy was signed in 1994. 
Commercial launch rates have more than tripled since the early 1990s and now make up about 40 
percent of the activity at the primary U.S. space launch bases and ranges at Cape Canaveral Air 
Force Station, Florida and Vandenberg Air Force Base. California. We tasked the interagency 
team to examine the appropriate division of roles and responsibilities between the federal 
government and the U.S. commercial space sector; to develop a national strategy for the future 
management and use of the U.S. space launch bases and ranges; and to recommend any changes 
to policy, law. or budgets that would be required to implement the national strategy.

The interagency review was co-chaired by NSC and OSTP. It included representatives from all 
relevant agencies and we received extensive inputs from the U.S. commercial space sector. The 
executive summary at Tab A describes the recommended national strategy and recommendations 
of the interagency working group. A brief summary is also included below.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SAMUEL BERGEF^x^ 

NEAL LANE



Approve Disapprove 

cc: The Vice President
The Chief of Staff
The Assistant to the Vice President for National Security Affairs

RECOMMENDATION
That you approve the implementation approach that begins with NSC and OSTP requesting that 
the Secretaries of Defense, Transportation, and Commerce and the NASA Administrator 
implement the recommendations.

• The U.S. government is already sharing substantial responsibilities with the U.S. commercial 
space sector and state governments, and is pursuing a path to share even more in the future.

• The major launch bases and ranges should continue to be owned and operated by DoD 
because there is, and will continue to be, a significant level of national security activity and 
interest in maintaining the nation's ability to access space.

• Although the basic legal and policy framework is adequate to support the current level of 
government and commercial space launch activity, the framework may require revision in the 
future if the commercial satellite and launch market continues to grow.

Based on these conclusions, the working group recommended a national strategy that allows 
commercial launch markets and capabilities to develop and grow without pre-determining a 
future management structure. For now, the future of commercial markets and developments is 
too uncertain to define a single future end state. Market forces and the pace of commercial 
developments should help determine the future role of states and industry with respect to the 
ranges. However, should commercial markets and capabilities develop such that states or 
commercial entities can generate a viable and sustainable business case for managing the launch 
bases or ranges, the U.S. government should seriously consider the merits of such a transition.

To implement this strategy, the near-term recommendations focus on expanding the federal- 
state-industry partnership to enable more direct involvement of states and commercial space 
sector users, including spaceports. The recommendations address the following:

• Alternative management processes to allow U.S. commercial and government users to have a 
greater voice in improving operational flexibility and efficiency of the ranges.

• Use of nonfederal funding where appropriate—especially from states and spaceports—for the 
maintenance and modernization of the launch bases and ranges to meet national needs.

• Options for replacing the “excess capacity” construct in the current law to allow a more 
complete federal-state-industry partnership to develop.

• Common range safety requirements for government or commercial launches at any U.S. site.

• Next-generation range technology to improve safety, increase flexibility and capacity, and 
lower costs for reusable and expendable launches.
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As such, it has
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In the spring of 1999, the Assistant to the President for National Secunty Affairs and the 
Assistant to the President for Science and Technology formed an Interagency Working Group 
(IWG) to review the future management and use of the primary U.S. space launch bases and 
ranges at GCAS and VAFB. This review was undertaken in response to issues raised as a result 
of the successful growth of U.S. commercial space launch activity since 1994 and the increasing 
reliance of government agencies on commercially provided launch services. This review was to 
include an assessment of the roles and responsibilities of the government and U.S. commercial 
space sector with respect to the operation and modernization of the two major launch bases and 
ranges.

The Report of the Interagency Working Group on Future Management and Use of the U.S. Space 
Launch Bases and Ranges examines the current roles and responsibilities of federal government 
agencies and the U.S. commercial space sector and the major policy and management issues 
resulting from the shift in launch base use from its historic government-dominated basis toward 
more commercial, market-driven activities. Following discussion of the issues, the report 
presents alternatives that outline several possible paths along which U.S. space launch capability 
could develop over the next one to two decades. Finally, the report offers recommendations, 
which represent the appropriate next steps in the nation’s evolving management of the U.S. space 
launch bases and ranges.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Space launch is important to U.S. national security and economic well-being. / ' ' ’
been a policy goal of the U.S. government to foster a strong, internationally competitive, U.S. 
commercial space launch industry and to enhance cooperation between the federal government 
and the commercial space sector. Good progress has been made toward these policy goals, most 
notably through the public-private partnership conceived and supported by the Air Force in the 
Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle (EELV) program. U.S. commercial space launches 
enhance national security by lowering costs and improving reliability, and this connection will be 
even more important with the advent of EELV.

Until recently, the bulk of the expendable launch missions (and, therefore, the bulk of the 
activities at the major bases and ranges) have been related to national security. However, since 
the mid-1990s, commercial space launch activities have grown as U.S. commercial companies 
responded to the increase in global demand for commercial satellite launch services.

The majority of U.S. expendable space launches are conducted from two major launch bases 
operated by the Air Force at Cape Canaveral Air Station (CCAS), Florida, and Vandenberg Air 
Force Base (VAFB), California. Human space flight missions are launched from NASA’s 
Kennedy Space Center (KSC), adjacent to CCAS. The space launch facilities and range 
complexes associated with these bases are national assets employed by a wide variety of national 
security, civil, and commercial users. These multiple users have diverse technical and support 
needs.
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Roles and Responsibilities

among federal government agencies, government contractors, the U.S. commercial space

leased from the Air Force. Commercial operators are also responsible for some aspects of
ground safety for their own employees and operations at these locations.

TODAY

BASE OWNERSHIP

Figure 1. Current and Planned Division of Responsibilities
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Figure 1^ dlustrates the current and planned division of management and funding responsibilities

---------- sector, 
and state-sponsored spaceports operating at CCAS and VAFB. Each of the five major elements 
that make up the U.S. space launch bases and ranges is highlighted.

A number of changes will take place over the next few years. DoD plans to transition the 
operation and maintenance (O&M) of the utility systems on the launch bases to commercial 
companies. Additionally, when the EELV family of vehicles becomes operational in 2002. the 
basic concept behind launch operations will change. Most notably, the EELV operators will be 
responsible for building and maintaining the EELV facilities and launch pads (using real estate

Today, commercial launch operators and spaceports have environmental responsibilities for their 
own activities at the launch sites. Similarly, commercial operators and spaceports are 
responsible for operating and maintaining the satellite and launch vehicle processing facilities 
and launch complexes that they lease or license from the Air Force or construct on property 

As shown, prior to 1990, most responsibilities for the major U.S. space launch bases and ranaes 
belonged to the federal government (particularly the U.S. Air Force), though much of the 
operation and maintenance for base infrastructure and range support was performed by 
government contractors and safety analysis and system maintenance were supported by 
government contractors.
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and some facilities leased from the government) and the government will purchase launch 
services. As a result, the government will maintain only a few unique satellite processing 
facilities and those launch facilities unique to national security and national test and evaluation 
needs.

Spaceports in Florida and California are also more directly involved under the EELV concept. 
Not only have the spaceports arranged hundreds of millions of dollars in financing to assist the 
EELV operators, but also they will manage some of the facility construction. As a result, while 
the hentage launch systems are retired over the coming years, a larger fraction of the launch 
operations conducted on the launch bases will be performed by commercial EELV operators. 
Much like today’s commercial operators, the EELV operators will also be responsible for the 
ground safety of their own employees.

As shown, the U.S. government is already sharing responsibilities with the commercial sector 
and spaceports and is pursuing a path to share significantly more responsibilities with state 
governments and commercial operators. The Air Force plans to continue the Range 
Standardization and Automation (RSA) program to improve operability, reliability, and 
supportability of both the Eastern and Western Ranges while reducing operations and 
maintenance costs. Simultaneously, the government will continue to restructure and 
competitively source range O&M, improvement and modernization (I&M), and m-gs 
sustainment workload in ways that improve efficiency and allow government agencies to share 
more of the direct costs with commercial range users.

Challenges

Although the basic legal and policy framework appears to be adequate to support the current 
level of government and commercial space launch activity, this framework may require revision 
in the future if the commercial satellite and launch market continues to grow. In particular, the 
IWG is concerned that the “excess capacity” constraints in the law may inhibit the future growth 
of the commercial space launch industry and limit the potential synergy between government and 
private sector interests. Regardless, other present symptoms indicate the current workload is 
straining management, operations, maintenance, improvement, and modernization processes at 
both major launch bases and ranges.

Recommended National Strategy

In response to these issues and other concerns raised by commercial industry during the course 
of the review, the IWG developed a recommended national strategy. This strategy (summarized 
in Figure 2) proposes building on the already planned changes in roles and responsibilities with a 
series of additional near-term steps that will enhance and expand the government-private 
partnership. The working group also defined a range of alternative paths that could be 
considered in the future if federal, state, local, and commercial markets or national needs require.

Finally, the working group developed a series of near-term recommendations regarding the 
management and use of these bases and ranges. Some of these near-term recommendations are 
achievable within current policies and statutes, and all of them focus on expanding the federal- 
state-industry partnership to enable more direct involvement of civil and commercial space 
sector users, including spaceports. These recommendations include the following:

Report of the Interagency Working Group
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INCREASING UNCERTAINTY
*

Far-Term

Pursue means of achieving improved efficiencies in range operations.

Page v

Propose alternative management structures to allow commercial and government users of the 
U.S. space launch bases and ranges adequate opportunity to communicate their requirements

Enable 
and allow 
markets and 
capabilities to develop

Develop common range safety requirements for government, civil, and commercial launches 
at federal and nonfederal launch sites and ensure that Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
resources are commensurate with its statutory requirements and safety responsibilities.

Near-Term Mid-Term
Figure 2. Recommended National Strategy

Near-Term Recommendations in Chapter 5
• Propose alternative management structures to provide

greater user voice and improve operational flexibility
• Pursue improved efficiencies in range operations

■ Encourage, permit, and maximize use of non-federal 

funding sources
• Explore options for replacing the "excess capacity" 

constraint in law
• Develop common range safety requirements and

ensure FAA resources for safety
• Develop Air Force-NASA plan for next-generation

range technology development

Explore options for replacing the “excess capacity” constraint in the current policy and legal 
framework, while retaining priority access for national security and critical civil sector 
missions, to allow a more complete partnership to develop between the federal government 
and the U.S. commercial space sector, including States and spaceports.

The Air Force and NASA should develop a plan to examine, explore, and proceed with next­
generation range technology development and demonstration, with a focused charter to 

Report of the Interagency Working Group

Encourage, permit, and maximize use of nonfederal funding sources (especially from states 
and spaceports) for the continued maintenance and modernization of the space launch bases 
and ranges to meet national needs for space transportation.

U.S. <
so they can be actively considered and factored into decisions on improvements and 
operations with the goals of providing greater user voice and improving operational 
flexibility.
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improve safety, increase flexibility and capacity, and lower costs for reusable and expendable 
launch vehicles. NASA should designate KSC as a National Center for next-generation 
Reusable Launch Vehicle (RLV) range technology development and demonstration.

The midterm step in the recommended strategy is to pursue changes to law to eliminate 
constraints and enable a transition path to let market forces and the pace of new developments 
help determine which future scenario makes the most sense to pursue for the far term, while 
retaining priority access for national security and critical civil sector missions.

The uncertainties associated with potential demand for commercial satellite and launch services, 
coupled with the need for flexibility and agility as we move to an uncertain future, leads the 
working group to recommend that the federal government should take no actions now that would 
either select or preclude any of the possible alternative futures in Figure 2. The working sroup 
believes the U.S. government should let market forces and the pace of new developments" help 
determine which future scenario makes the most sense to pursue for the far term.
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MEM0:Z...\..'--:DUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
THE SECRETARY OF COtvfMERCE 
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SUBJECT: 

THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 
DIRECTOR, CENTRAL fNTELLIGEN�E AGENCY 
ADMINISTRATOR, NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SAMUEL R. BERGE� 
Assistant to the President 
for National Security Affairs 

NEAL F. LANE /J1.,,_� t�
Assistant to the President 
for Science and Technology 

Future Management of U.S. Space Launch Bases and Ranges 

The President's 1994 National Space Transportation Policy states that ... Assuring reliable and 
affordable access to space through U.S. space transportation capabilities is a fundamental goal of 
the U.S. space program." Clear and appropriate roles and responsibilities of the government and the 
private sector, including management and operation of the U.S. space launch bases is critical to the 
ability of all four U.S. space sectors-military, intelligence, civil, and commercial-to access space. 
Over the past few years, commercial sector launch activities have begun to outpace government 
activities at the U.S. space launch bases and their supporting ranges at Vandenberg Air Force Base, 
California, and Cape Canaveral Air Station, Florida. Based on industry projections, this trend will 
continue, \\ith the majority of launches per year being commercial. At the same time, we realize 
the Air Force is diligently trying to maintain and modernize its launch base and range infrastructure 
to meet the nation's needs now and in the future. 

We understand the Air Force is developing options and recommendations to be considered 
regarding the future posture of its space launch bases and ranges. We would like this Air Force 
effort to be a primary element of a White House-led interagency review of U.S. policy affecting 
launch base and range activities, which could result in recommendations to the President on the 
future management and use of the U.S. space launch bases and ranges. 

The staff points of contact for this review will be Jefferson Hofgard (Office of Science and 
Technology Policy) and Betsy Pimentel (National Security Council). They will be in contact with 
your staffs to arrange the first meeting of the interagency working group in April. The purpose of 
this meeting will be to establish the scope and plans for the interagency review based on 
presentations by the Air Force regarding the status and plans for completing their current efforts. 
Thank you in advance for your assistance in addressing this important issue. 
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President William J. Clinton,
Parliament House of India, 
Camp: New Delhi

INDER JIT
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Jeev,m Deep Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi - 110001 

DURGADAS 

Editor: 
INDER JIT M.P. 

1989-96 

21 March 20( 

Greetings and good wishes. 

Kindly go through 5 minutes of the enclosed 
reading matter on Kashmir before you meP.t 
Gen. �usharraf. It is based on my talk with 
Prime Minister John Major and is entitled: 
Resolving without Mediating� 

Also, enclosed is a copy of an earlier article 
I syndicated some time back on the basis of a candid 
exchange on Kashmir with 3enaz.tr Bhutto in 1:1ashington. 

It was my privilege in 1986-87 to bring dbOut 
peace to trouble-torn Himalayas through the 
oarjeeling Accord between the Gorkhas and the Marxist 
regime of Nest Bengali Thereafter, the Gorkhas 
elected me twice to the LOk Sabha (India's �ouse of 
commons) in gratitude£ 

aest wishes for glorious success in your 
endeavours to promote peace and eliminate terrorism 
in our world. 

President William J. Clinton. 
parliament House of India• 
camps New Delhi. 

yours sincerely, 

\/� Iw��-) Jit

Proprietors: Durga Das Private Limited. Grams: £NFAREL Phones: 3733330, 3733332, 3733334 
lnfa Bureaus : Bombay, Madras, Hyderabad, Ahmcdabad, Srinagar, Bhopal. Lucknow. Patna. Jaipur, Trivandrum. Cuttack 



REGO. No. DL-13024 

NATIONAL AFFAIRS FOR IMMEDIATE REL EASE 

Cl in ton '!12- Kas'hmi r 
RESOLVING WITHOUT MEDIK.t.'ING 

By Inder Jit 

India, Pakistan and top world leaders, especially President Bill 
Clinton, presmtly visiting the sub--<;ontine.nt, need to take a good, 
fresh look at the Simla Agreement. It contains certain key words 
and phrases, the crucial import of which has regrettably not rt:!ceived 
the pointed attention it deserves. In fact, the Indira-Bhutto 
accord encompasses what all of us and our friends abroad have neen 
longing for and yat have missed spotting: an agreed solution of the 
Kashmir issue which renders Bill' s recent offers of mediation, 
wholly unnecessary, apart from being unacceptable. At any rate, 
Bill has yet to win India's trust and confidence, which are a must 
for any successful mediation, as my own experience as a negotia-cC"r 
of the Darjee.ling Accord in 1987 shows. A.1.c:s, Bill is no Roosevelt, 
who played a historic and heartwarming role in helping India win 
its freedcm through unrele."lting pressure on Churchill. 

I. say this having tested my interpretation of the Simla Accord on
Prime Minister John Major in January 1993 in New Delhi at a dinner
hosted in his honour by Prime Minister Narasi.m.1-ta Rao at Hyderabad
House. Introduced to John by Rao as a manber of the Lok Sabha and
invited to join a small pre-dinner group around him, I asked: "Mr
Prime Minister, English is not my lc11guage. May I, therefore, seek
a clarification from you?" He smiled and I askcd1 "Is there a dis­
tinction between 'settlement' and 'final settlement?'" Visibly per­
plexed, he queried: "'!;bat have you in mind?" I replied: "The Simla
Agreement? It talks of a 'final S<.?tt.lement' �f Jammu and Kashmir
and not just I settleme:nt', which woul.d have be�n more than enough.
Hence my query." John asked: "What distinction do you see?" I
expl.ained1 11 'Ihe. words 'final settlement' imply some prior settlement
which requi�es to be finalized." John smiled and said: "I think
you have a point. But then what, according to Yf"IU, was the unde.;:-­
standing."

I explained: "The understanding is impl.icit in the Simla Agreement. 
It accorded tQe Line of Control r�sulting from the cease-fire the 
stat.us and sanctity of an international border. This .line was not 
to be viol.ated under any circumstances whatsoever -- 'irrespective 
of mutual differences and legal interpretations.' Only one thing 
remained. Finally sett.ling the foonal bo.rder by rationalising the 
LoC on the basis of geographic, linguistic and other relevant 
factors. 11 Bhutto, I added, had pleeded for time to persuade his 
people tQ accept the settlement. Indira Gana.pi had generously 
acceded to the request as the victor. "In fact, she did not there­
after stake afresh India's claim to Pak. Occupied Kashmir. 'Ihat was 
part of the understanding and supports my contention. Mr Prime 
Minister, we are not fools to have stopped de:.,anding the return of 
POI< without any reason, when W£:: know that morally and legally it 
belongs to India." 

John smiled once a.gain and remarked a "Most interesting." I then told 
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him about my identical. talk with his Foreign Secretary, Douglas Hurd, 
some months earlier at a dinner hostec by the British High Carrni­
ssioner, and how he, too, h<ld found my interpretation "most interest,.. 
ing". In-.fact.,.l:l'- had add�: 0 Why hc.s no one made these points before�" 
The. visiting Prime Ministel=" thereupon ranarkeds 11I shall have a 
word with Doug on retum. 11 I udd-=<i: "Please tak� a good look at the
Simla Agreement - e::specially its concluding para. Kindly clo spot 
the key words I final settlement' ••• 11 "S we moved towards the ban­
quetting he.11

1 
Nar�simha Rao turned to me and saids "I am glad you 

have made your point". 

Seven years later, we nec-d to draw the spe:cific attention of Bill 
and the G� leaders not only to the two key words I final settlement' 
in the concluding para of the Simla Agreement but to the whole para 
itself, which conveys its own mcssag�. It states1 "Both Govemments 
agree that their respc:ctive heads will meet again at a mutually 
convenient time in the future and, that, in the meanwhile the repre­
sentatives of the two sides will meet to discuss further the moda.J.i 
tios and arrc11gements for the establishment of durable peace and 
noitnalisation of relations, including the questions of repatriation 
of prisoners of war and civil interne.:..s, a final settlement of Jarnmu 
and Kashmir and the resumption of diplomatic relations." Establish­
ment of durable peace between the two countries was giv� top 
priority and agreanent reached on the steps to be taken to initiate 
the process ••• 

Indira Gandhi wanted the Kashmir issue resolved once and for all 
after the 1971 war. "Enough w.:i.s enough", as sh� told me later. 
Bhutto, for his part, went along, agreeing that war was indeed no 
solution. Bhutto �so agreed in principle to "settling" the dispute 
along the line of control. But he pleaied for a little time - ''a 
few months" --to sell the pragmatic solution to his people. "We 
can then take steps to finally settle JillmlU and Kashmir and ensure 
durable peaoe." As a victor, Indira Gandhi graciously relented and 
agreed to give Bhutto time. Little did she then know that Bhutto 
would betray her trust ••• Nevertheless, one basic fact stands out. 
A broad understanding was reached in regard to a solution of the 
Jan-mu and Kashmir issue and the two leoo.ers agreed to meet again to 
finalize the settlement at a mutually-convenient time. 

Both al.so provided for the representatives of the two sides to meet 
meanwhile to discuss further the modalities and arrangements for the 
"establishment of durable peace and noD'l\�isation of relations." 
Mark you, the precise order in which this was to be achieved was 
significantly spelt out. Establishment of durable peace and nonna.J.i­
sation of relations was to be, achieved as follows. First, repatria.­
tion of the prisoners of war and civilian intemees. Second, a 
"final settlement" of Jamru. and Kashmir. Third, resumption of diplo­
matic relations. A "final settlement" of Jarrrnu and Kashmir was to 
follow the repatriation of 93,000 Pak POWs but precede rosumption 
of diplomatic relations. �!uch time was not requirc<i for it in view 
of the understanding already reached at Simla. 

President Clinton n-::1.;ds to unck,rs-;tand that h� can help resolve the 
Kashrr.ir issue without mediating by simply realising that there is  
no solution of the Indo-Pak imbroglio other than the one pragmati­
cally re.ached by Indira and Bhutto at Simla. In July last year, he 
got Nawaz Sharie£ to join him in declaring that "the sanctity of 
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A talk with Benazir
Inder Jit on Indo-Pak relations

i

»

NEW DELHI. THURSDAY JULY 23 1998

It was my turn again. "Benazir Sahiba, allow 
me to give you my third reason and finish — 
something no one would have ever told you.” 
"Yes, what?" she queried. I replied: "It is not in 
Pakistan's own interest to have a plebiscite — 
and win it..." Once again, she butted in: "Abso­
lute nonsense. 1 haven't heard anything so 
absurd."

I smiled and pleaded: "Kindly hear me first. 
Yes, it seems absurd. Nevertheless, it is not in 
Pakistan’s own interest to have a plebiscite and 
win it... Why? Because, the consequences of 
such a victory may no doubt hurt India. But 
they will destroy Pakistan. You will then force 
India to become a Hindu State. Will you then be 
ready to take a hundred million Muslims or 
even more...?"

"Wait a minute. Why should you drive out 
your Muslims? India is their homeland too.” I 
replied: "Right. No one should drive them out. 
Remember, you did not throw out the Hindus 
from East Pakistan. But you created an en­
vironment in which no self-respecting Hindu 
could honourably stay on... Well, this could 
happen again. Some times things just happen — 
as in a classic Greek tragedy. People drift to 
disaster — helplessly!"

My argument went home. She finally asked: 
"What then is your solution?" I replied: "There 
is no solution except one. We must put the 
Kashmir issue into deep freeze, as once infor­
mally advocated by UN Secretary-General, 
Dag Hammarskjold. We should then steadily 
improve our relations to a point where our bor­
der becomes soft as between the US and Cana­
da and we can approach Niagara both from the 
American and Canadian sides!"

She shook her head, smiled and, looking at 
her watch, said: “I must now leave. I am sorry I 
am unable.to attend the afternoon session you 
arc chairing. I would have liked to hear you.

add: "Please, don't mind what I have said. I am 
not speaking for our Government. I am only 
reflecting the popular Indian mood. Our people 
feel enough is enough... Kindly, therefore, try 
and understand one crucial point. You cannot 
take away Kashmir from us by force. And, we 
are not going to gilt it to you cither on a silver 
platter, to recall Nehru’s famous quip. So, for

other engagements..."
We parted. Leaving me wondering about the 

impact of my candid, even blunt talk. Would 
she ever want to sec me again? Happily, howev­
er. January brought me a charming answer in

God's sake let us face facts and work for a
realistic solution.”

My plea worked. She cooled down. Howev­
er, she shot back: "Why don't you implement
the UN resolutions? Let us have a plebiscite.
l-ct the Kashmiri people decide — in all fair­
ness. But you don't agree. You are afraid to
hold a plebiscite. Because you know you can’t
win...”

"OK", I said. "Let us honestly talk about the
plebiscite resolution. We were prepared to im­
plement it. But the resolution provided two
pre-conditions which had to be satisfied first.
You will recall these were: (a) Pakistan must
withdraw from the State all its forces, regular
and irregular and (b) India should thereafter
withdraw a bulk of its forces. But you calcu-
latedly chose to mix up your alphabet and in­
sisted that (b) preceded (a)! The result? You
succeeded in your game. You stalled the plebis­
cite even as you loudly clamoured for it. Why?
Because you knew that India would win hands
down because of Sheikh Abdullah!"

"Well, India can implement it now", she in­
terrupted. "Sorry, not any more", I said and
added: "For three good reasons. First, the clock
can't be put back, to recall another assertion by
Nehru. Second, since you blocked the plebis­
cite, we went ahead and held elections to the
Jammu and Kashmir Constituent Assembly to
ascertain the peoples’ wishes. The people of the
State massively voted for their beloved Sher-i-
Kashmir. Thereafter, the Constituent Assem­
bly unanimously endorsed Jammu and Kash- Unfortunately, my people have fixed some 
mir's accession to India..."

"That was an absolute farce", she inter­
rupted. "If you Indians are so confident, why
don't you hold a plebiscite now. Let the people
decide."

the shape of an attractive New Year card from 
Benazir and Asif Ali Zardari "wishing a Happy 
New Year to your family from ours."

I responded with a warm letter on January 16, 
1992. Apart from thanking her for the "pleasant 
surprise", I expressed the hope that the New 
Year would “usher in happier times for Pakis­
tan and India and see an end to the growing 
confrontation between our two countries.” I 
added: “It is time to be earthy and wise and 
somehow bury the proverbial hatchet."

Not just that. I also enclosed with my letter 
two of my nationally-syndicated INFA col­
umns, about which I had spoken to her. The 
first, written in 1984 on Indo-Pak relations was 
entitled: "Bleeding Each Other White”. The 
second, written two years earlier, was entitled 
"From Simla to Islamabad." I added: "I hope 
you will find the latter of some interest even 
today as it sought to set the recod straight in 
regard to mutual commitment in the Simla 
accord on bilateralism. I shall be glad to get 
your response."

Some four weeks later I received from Be­
nazir an equally warm .reply dated February 13, 
1992 in which she not only thanked me for the 
letter and my greetings, but stated "Pakistanis 
of different shades of political opinion share 
your hope that 1992 will see an end to the grow­
ingconfrontation between India and Pakistan."

Sadly, the fond hope of happier times con­
tinues to be belied, year after year. Neverthe­
less, what Benazir said in the second para of her 
letter deserves to be reproduced. She said: "I 
have read with great interest your two articles 
'Bleeding Each Other White’ and ‘From Simla 
to Islamabad.' Bilateralism is the essence of the 
Simla accord. Indeed, bilateralism continues to 
be the cardinal principle of the Pakistan Peoples 
Party dating back to the Simla accord."

The last para was warmly persona! and set at 
rest the fears raised by our sharp "exchange" in 
Washington. She was glad I had enjoyed read­
ing her book: "Daughter of the East." She said 
she had read the memoin of my late father, 
Durga Das, entitled “India from Curzon to 
Nehru and After" and added: "The book is 
indeed seminal. The Sind library has »,eory". 
She concluded: "Please do let me know in case 
you visit Pakistan."

'IX TOW that the whole world wants New 
I xa. I Delhi and Islamabad to hold talks on 

'Cl Kashmir, it is time to make public an 
' informal but brutally frank conversa­

tion I had with Benazir Bhutto on Indo-Pak 
relations in the fall of 1991. Equally interesting 
was its unexpected fallout — an exchange of 
letters. Importantly, she confirmed India's 
basic interpretation of the Simla Agreement. 
What we talked seven years ago still holds good. 

The occasion was a two-day "Global Dia­
logue on the New World Order", organised by 
the New York-based Parliamentarians for 
Global Action at Capitol Hill in Washington. 
Benazir was there as the (ormer Prime Minister 
of Pakistan and the Leader of the Opposition 
and I as a member of the Lok Sabha. It was my 
privilege to chair the session on "Democracy in 
a New World Order." Benazir and I met at a 
luncheon which preceded the session and was 
hosted by US Congressman Bill Green with 
Benazir as the guest speaker on the subject. 

"How do you view the Indo-Pak scene", I 
asked her once we sat down (or our meal. She 
replied: "You tell me first." I then said: "One 
thought greatly troubles me. Must India and 
Pakistan insanely continue to bleed each other 
white? Britain played havoc with us through its 
diabolical policy of divide and rule. Tragically, 
that continues even today. We now allow the 
US and others to play the same vicious game. 
They divide us and make billions ... Whyshould 
we allow this to go on and on...”

Benazir responded: "I agree. We should stop 
bleeding each other white. Insanely as you put 
it. But then it is up to you in India. It’s all 
because of Kashmir. Why don’t you people re­
solve the problem."

"What you say is fine", I remarked. “But we 
must first face the facts and the harsh realities. 
You have tried your best to snatch Kashmir 
from us by force. You have waged three wars 
and failed. You can wage another three hun­
dred wars. But you will never succeed. In (act, I 
earnestly hope you are not thinking of another 
rounds. God forbid, if you are. This time we 
shall not stop at the outskirts of Lahore..."

Benazir’s face turned angry. I (eared she 
might abruptly end our talk and prevent me 
from candidly telling her more So. I hurriedlv
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Dear Ms. Currie,

lam sending a copy of my previously sent letter to

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Respectfully,
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message and photograph to me at: 913 S. Home Ave Oak

1

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton regarding a

I photograpFTto me at: 913 S. Home Ave, Oak

913 S. Home Ave., Oak Park, II. 60304-1832 
(708) 383-4965

"a?

Virailio Oungo 
^District 

Ernesto Dayrit 
T* District 
Nestor Castillo



®002THL 14:26 FAX 708 216 2243 HINES VA ENT/EYE03/30/00

February 21, 2000

Dear Mr. President:

Respectfully,

Pa i n "V Sa *-J C*-A_4_ |

In this connection, we would like to request you to send 
us a message together with a photograph, which we shall print 
in our souvenir program.

I hope that this request merits your favorable 
consideration.

Auditor
Tony Reyes

-Asst Auditor
Evelyn Canlas

Advisers
Jaime Cuenca 
Oriel Mojica 
Rudy Pagtakhan 
Herminio Poblete
Aris Topacio

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
President, United States of America
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, DC

President
Angelina N. Cochon

Executive Officers
1999-2001

Treasurer
Josefina Lualhati

Asst Treasurer
Linda Topacio

Asst Secretary
Nida Chavez

Secretary
Angie Rosero

The Cavite Association of America is composed of 
Filipino-Americans who hail from this historic province of the 
Philippines. Cavite was one of the eight provinces that 
initiated the revolution against Spanish colonial rule in the 
Philippines at the turn of the century. Many of the 
revolutionary leaders, notable General Emilio Aguinaldo, were 
native sons of Cavite.

When the United States defeated Spain in the Spanish- 
American War, the Philippines became an American colony and 
the Filipinos learned the lessons of liberty and democracy. A 
stream of immigrants have been coming since then to America, 
where we have tried to maintain our links to our Philippine roots 
through associations like the Cavite Association of America.
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Twenty-five years ago, we established this association, 
and in celebrating this momentous silver anniversary, we are 
publishing a souvenir program. This program will be distributed 
to our members all over this great country of ours, but also in 
our homeland, the PhilippiriesU3uFst+ver anniversary 
celebration will be held(6nJuly 15, 200TOt the Marriott O’Hare 
in Chicago. ----- - — —
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