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Yemen, backed t)le lraql invasion of 
Iran and facllttated Soviet bloc military 
supplies t,o Iraq. 

Eleventh. s;gned the Infamous, anti• 
AmerJcan rep.Ort. at nonalined nations 
which accused us of "aggression" and the 
Israelis of "barbarism" and which our 
U.N. Ambassador Jeo.nne KlzltJ>atriclr. 
branded "vicious Hes." 

Twelfth. Boycotted Sadat's funeral, 
thus showing yet a.gain their disrespect 
for those who take riskS for the sake ot 
peace. 

Thirteenth. Accused the United States 
of "medieval plracy" in North Africa. 

Fourteenth, SankroJle:j the terrorist 
PLO to the tune of $400 million o. year
most of the money that keeps it going. 

Fieteentt1. Bankrolled Syria to the 
tune of nearly $800 million per year to 
support. SyrJa ·s occupation ot parts of 
Lebanon, to support syrla.'s backing of 
the most terrorist factions of the PLO. 
to support Syria ·s threatening move 
against Israel-with whom Syria. ma.ln
tains a. state of war-th.rough pls..cc.ment 
of surface-to-a.tr missiles In Lebanon. 
Syria maint.atns a tre:i.ty of friendship 
with her maJor arms supplier. the soviet 
Union, and W1contirmcd· reports Jndtcatc 
Saudi financing ot a massive new Soviet-
Syrian arms transfer. 

Finally, despite special treatment in 
State Department human rights reports 
that whitewash Saudi behavior, the state 
Department admits instances of st.on• 
ln gs, beheadings. severances of the hand, 
a "hcaVY stress on obtaining conies• 
sions," and the lack of habea.."i corpus or 
right to counsel. The Saudis do not per
mit freedom of speecb, press, or as
sembly, political pa.rt.ies or labor union 
activities. 

And the people who rule Saudi Arabia 
are guilty, according to Israeli Foreign 
Minister Yit-zhak Shamir, ot a. "deeply 
rooted .. . fanatic hatred of Jews and 
Israel." 

That is the "cooperative.·• "moderatP." 
regime we are being co.Bed upon to 
support. 

What have we gotten In exchange for 
our past help to Saudi Arabia? some 
support in temporarily cooling tensions 
in Lebanon, but lllUe else. What will 
they give us In exchange !or the F -15 
enhancement. and the AWACS? L-0wer 
on prices? No. Air bases? No. Peace wit•h 
Israel? No. Repudiation of PLO terror
ism? No. 

This year, when President Reagan 
said the Saudis need AWACS because of 
the Soviet t-hreat, the So.udi 01.1 Minis
try, Sheik Yamanl, said: 

''NO, the main threat 1s Israel." And a 
member of the royal famUy Chier ot 
Planning tor the Saudi Air Force, re• 
centJy said in Los Angeles. "If we can•t 
get what we want tram America, we may 
turn to th<> Soviet Union to get It." 

The administntion has tried to "put 
a guilt trip" on the public and the Sen• 
ate-to lLt;C popular vernacular- in the 
course of the current debate. we are 
mo.de to feel that America's depend
ability, America's telia.Jtce as a friend 
and purveyor of weapons ls at stake. 

r think the emphasis has been wrongly 
placed. We should be concerned Jess with 
our rel!abUlty and our dependability and 

more concerned about the dubious gov• 
eniments on whom we shower our mili
tary arms and technology. 

It is their rellabUlty, their depend
ability which I would question. 

CONCLlJS.lON 

In the nnal analysis though, the ls• 
sue is simply this: What are the long
term national security interests of tho 
United States? 

I a.rn firm In my personal conviction 
thto. our national security interests de
mand that the Senate disapprove the 
proposed arms sale to Saudl Arabia. I 
wjll vote against this sale, with the hope 
that a sufficient nurnber of my coUeatfues 
will ioin ~1itb me, and with the $trong 
anttsalc majority in the House?, to block 
1t.s consummation. 

Mr. PELL. J\,fr. President, r yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished Junior Sen• 
ator from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator.Jrom MaineJ s recognized. 

Mr. ~DTCHELL. I thank my friend 
from Rhode Is)and. 

Mr. President, the proposed sale to 
Saud! Arabia. of $8.5 billion In advanced 
military equipment should be rejected. 

Although press and public attention 
has focused almost exclusively on the five 
rada.r warning planes- the AWACS-
the proposal Involves much more. Each 
ot the three major parts or the package 
deserves attention and analysis. 

First. The President proposes to in
clude In the sale fuel po.cks and other 
equipment tor the 62 u .s .-made P-15 
flshter afrcrn.ft sold to the Saudis In 
1978. When that sale was fir.st proposed, 
President C~rtcr promised the CongrP.$s 
that these lighters were to be used for 
defensive purp,oses only. Thus, the fuel 
packs and other equipment-which wm 
more than double the range or the F-15 
from 450 miles to over 1,000 miles-were 
not included. nuit promise is now being 
broken by the Reagan administration. If 
tho sale goes t-hrough, the F-15's WIii be 
transformed from a defensive weapon 
into an offensive striking force capable 
or bitting any part or Israel from deep 
within Saudi territory. 

Second. The second mn.Jor component 
of the proposal is the advanced version 
ot the Sidewinder mSssilc. This is tho 
most advanced air-to-air missile ln Ule 
world. :rt has only recently been deployed 
on our own F-15'$. It ts so new that we 
have fewer than 5,000 or the missiles. 
Yet the President proJl()ses to sell 1,177 
of them, or the equivalent of 25 percent 
of our current national inventory, to 
Saudi Arabia.. 

The value or th,e Sidewinder to our 
Navy and AJr Force avtat-0rs Is great. It 
is such an effective weapon that 12 Air 
Ji'orce F-15 pilots saw flt earlier this ;yea.r 
to urge a California Representative. Toai 
LAN'Tos. to 0pl)Ose tts sale. 1n a. letter 
they stated: 

We do no:. want the technology ot the 
ATM tl-L to leak to the SO~tet.s through J•ck 
or s-ecurity In Saudi Ar~bto, or through somo 
clo::ed door ba.rcatnJng u:$$100. we at the 
u&er level tan Mtest that tho ATM 9-L 
thntsts tho A.m.erlcan Cghter pJloc. a 1-erp 
large step ahead in air combat ovor any 
other Dl;llltary foN:t, The AIM 9.-L Ls supetlor 

because It ts • point and sboot wea.pon wtt.h 
e-xceUc1\t proba,l)t11tte& ot succe&., The AIM 
9-.L 1s so s.upertor thet It gives the American 
fighter pilot a bdtevablc oJtance ot s-urv1vaJ 
when conrronted with the overwhelming 
number& ot So\•te~ tureratt wo mu.at face. 
Ir we, a.s a miUtary torte, are •t.o malntaln 
a credible deterrent defensive posture w1th 
a mlnitnum or <lollars. why gh•e our techno• 
logical edge flWI\~•? Certa1nly, we M pilots 
ct)nnot be expected to Jlght aar.1n.St tbc -over
whelmtng numbers ot So11tet otrcratt, 
equlpptd wt-th • compromlse version ot out 
AIM 9-L .,.,,ben we know how effcct.lve the 
m1s.slle ls. We ob/ect to the sale of the AIM 
9,L to Saudi Arab1a. 

The Navy's highest ro.nklng omcer, 
tihe Cttlct of Naval Operations, nlso be
lieves that the distribution of the Side
winder missile should be limited. On two 
occasions last year, he stressed to the 
Depart.meat. of Defense t-he importance 
of this weapon. In one ;nstance, he rec
ommended that the Sidewinder be sold 
only to those close aUies currently al-
109,•ed to purchase Jt. In the second 1n .. 
stance, he pressed for rejection of a 
Slde\l.•inder sale requested by our most 
lmP0rtant ally In U1e Arab world, Egypt. 

Just last monbh, the Secretary of the 
Navy sent a. memo t-0 the secretary of 
Defense, In wruch he urged taiat Lhe 
hlghesl- pC)Ssible level of review be held 
in the future when 'Our Government re
ceives a request for the Sidewinder. The 
Navy Secretary stated: 

The technology ot u,e AIM 9L/9M 4ertes 
1$ too advanced to be gh·en. to countrles who 
could compromue its cffeotlveoess or en
daoger U.S. n,.nttary or a.meu aircraft W'lth 
direct use. r t the Libyans hod t,ad the AIM-
9L, the recent tncldcnt tn the Mcdlte.r· 
r(U'lelUl could have had A much dttrcrtnt 
out.come. 

The Secreta.rY'S tear that this U.S. 
equipment tnlght fall tnto the wrong 
hands shOuld not be taken lightly. The 
les.c;on of Ir£&.n is clear. we sold advanced 
U.S. weaponry to the Shah and much of 
it was Jost when he was overthrown. Our 
Government. tn 1971 even agreed to pro. 
vide h im with the A WACS system. For• 
tunate!y for the United States, these 
planes had not been deUi.•ered prior to 
his downfall. 

Third. The five airborne warning 
and control-A\VACS-aircraft consU
tute the final component of the package. 
The AWACS utilize highly sophisticated 
rada.-r technology t•hat permits the a.tr• 
craft to serve as both a warning and air 
control center. It took years and billions 
ot dollars for the United States to devel• 
op, No one else in t.he world possesses 
equipment ot comparable quaUty, espe
cially tile computer software. Accord
ing to a recent report by the Senate For
ehgt1 Relations commtt.tee. one of the 
h1ghest priorities of Soviet intelligence Js 
to gain access to the full AWACS 
technology. 

The United States does r:.ot now per
mit any other nation to own and control 
AWACS aircraft. Our oldest. closest and 
most trusted ames- Brit:.\111, 'Prance, an .. \ 
other European nations-arc permlttCC 
use: of such aircraft, on\1 '9dth.in. NATO. 
There the AWACS arc opernte1 as part 
of a regional defense allianee. But the 
planes are aJwa)-'s under ultimate U.S. 
command a.nd control. 

It '\\1c insist on a regional alliance and 
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ultimate American command Md con
trol when dealing wlth our clooest allies, 
all with stable democratic governments 
In a relatively sto.ble part of the world, It 
makes no sense to tnsist on anythlng less 
when dealing with Saudi Arabia-a 
feudal monarchy Ln the most volatile 
part or the world, subject to the Intense 
and sometimes confUctlng pressure.s ot 
rapid lndustrlallZll,tlon and Islamic fun• 
damentallsm. 

It should be emphas:zed that the 
United States already operates sfx 
A WACS In the Middle East-four over 
the Arabian peninsula and two over 
Egypt. Selling five of tl,ose plane, to 
Saudi Arabia will gain us not.htng- tn the 
way or intelligence ilt early warning 
against attack. 

The administration argue.s lhnt pro
viding this vast Quantity of military 
equipment t-0 Saudi ATa.bla wut contrib
ute to stability ln the Middle East. But 
recent history is to the contrary. 

Our decade-tong response to the weap
ons demands of the Shah did not bring 
stability to Iran, or to the region. It could 
not keep the Shah in power. It did not 
prevent violence in t.he Middle East. 

During the decade ot the seventies. the 
requests to Congress for more arms for 
Iran were invariably couched in terms 
of regional stability and American policy 
interests. 

Today, tho request for authority to sell 
very sophisticated weapons to Saudi 
Arabia ls also being urged as necessary 
to maintain our mutual friend$hlp, 
necessar)' t.o givo the Saudis the means 
to protect stability in the region. and 
necessary to send a clear signal to the 
soviet Union that- we will not tolerate 
adventurism in the Middle East. 

But the facts of this situation reveal 
no such imperatives. 

There ls certainly no reason to be· 
Ueve that the Saudis wish to embrace the 
Soviet Onion in preCcrence to ourselves. 
or that they would do so because of a 
!allure to sell these weapons to them. 

And there is surely no reason to be
lieve that Saudi Arabia wlll stop sc11lng 
us on. National commercial interests 
appear to have a. Ute of tbctr own, vir
tually independent of other policies. 

Take, for example, Libya. There ts no 
nation on Earth more hostile to the 
United States. Every day. wild denuncta
tJons of our lc-aders and our policies 
originate there. Understandably. our re
s_ponse has not been friendly. U.S. fight
ers recently shot down two Libyan Jets 
over the Mediterranean. Yet-, to this very 
da.y, tile United States purchases nearly 
hatr or o.11 the oil produced in Libya. Even 
ns be denounces us. Llbya.·s dictator. 
Colonel Qa.cthaft, accepts our dollars and 
U.Se$ them to Jina.nee propaganda and 
terrorism throughout the world. 

We need a program under which the 
tmporta.t.ion or Libyan oil into the United 
States will stop. Such a. program ideally 
should be part or a comprehensive u .s. 
Middle East policy. 

In the absence of a policy which con
centrates on the primary sources or ten
sion In the region. Congress should tnke 
the lnJUaUve to Insure that dollars orig
inating ln the United States are no long-

er used to finance terrorist acts against 
our country and its ames. 

\Ve should also be engaged in an oll 
conservation and production effort 
whleh wlll reduce our reliance on for
eign oil. 

The importance or Saudi Arabian oil 
resources to our Nation's economic-1'1ell
belng has b~n dangerously exaggerated. 
We are led to belie\le that virtually all of 
our ltnp0rted on originates in the Middle 
East; that our national strength would 
be sapped II Saudi Arabia or other Mid• 
East nations decide to cut on our supply. 

The facts simply do not bear this out: 
Today, we produce domestically be

tween 60 percent and 65 percent ot the 
on we consume: 

Saudi oil accounts tor about 9 percent 
of our tolal oil conswnptlon. and in tact 
all Mideast nnttons provide only 16 per: 
cent or this Nation's t-0tol oil needs; 

The remainder of the oll we import 
come.t; from other nations, friendly to the 
United States. 

Consider a second example relating to 
economics, which ts Closer to home. No 
world Jc-ader Is as regular or as strong 1n 
denouncing the Soviet Unton as ls Prest• 
dent Reagan. Yet, one ot hts early acts 
after assuming office was to end the em
bargo on grain sales to the Soviets. tm
p0sed by President carter after the tnva. 
sion of Afgha.nlstan. So we are once 
again baUlng out the soviets, permitting 
the to.Uure or communism to be Jess evl• 
dent than it other~•lse would be. 

The potnt ts that just as consumers 
need someone to sell them gOods. so also 
do prod ucern need someone to buy their 
g~ods. _This is true of our retatlonship.is 
with Libya. and Saudi Arabia, especially 
Libya.. Although the oil we buy from 
Libya. meets less tha.n 2 percent of ,:,ur 
needs, tt represents fully 40 pcrc~nt of 
their production. In the case of Saudi 
Arabia, their oil meets about 9 percent or 
our needs, It represents 12 percent of 
their production. 

As to the Saudi's "moderation" which 
the sale is supposed lo insure, let us not 
forget that when we sold the Saudis 62 
Fl-15 Hghters In 1978-a major develop• 
ment at the time-t,he price of oll wns 
$12 a. barrel. It reached $36 11, bal'l'el this 
year. How "moderate" is a. tripllng of the 
price in 3 years? Especially following 
upon a Quo.drupllng or the price <from $3 
to Sl2 a barrel) in the previous s years? 

The sale of the mllttary equipment 
conto.ined In this package wm set a prece• 
dent filled with potentla.l dangers. Once 
thts sale occurs, how will we insure that 
tho a.nns will not fall into the hands of 
our adversaries? How will we guarantee 
that the AWACS and F-15 equipment 
will not be used tn a coordinated attack 
ago.inst an American alJy? 

The President's assurances In respon.se 
to these Questions are inadequate. No 
treaty relationship exists between the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arnbla and our Gov• 
ernment which wut allow us to protect 
U.S. int-erests. President Reagan ha-s pub
licly stated that we wlll not permit the 
U.S. equipment in Saudi Arabia to be 
compromised. but he gtves no details as 
to how thl, would be accomplished. 

The President provides no details be-. 
ca.use these are none to give. In ta.ct, we 

have no defense arrangements with the 
Saudi Kingdom. 

The final arsumcnt made tor the sale 
ts that once the President makes an im• 
porta.nt foreign policy deelslon, we should 
~upport him: to do otherwise. it is said. 
will dlmlnlsh hls credlbWty abroad. Of 
all the arguments made in behalf of the 
sale, thlS ls the weakest. 

n is essentially an argument that in 
foreign affairs we cannot o.fford to be a 
democratic $OCiety. lt urges Senators and 
Conbrressmen to abandon the.Ir independ
ent Judgment. It ls, In the last analysis. 
contrary to our system of government 
and our national heritage. 

At times democracy seems Inefficient 
and disorganized. But one of lts great 
strensths is that tn an open society, 
~•here power ts not wholly centralized. 
national policies cannot be adopted with
out free and critical delnte. In this proe• 
ess, toollSh and wrong Ideas can be 
weeded out and rejected. Dicta.tors have 
an ea.sier ti.me getting their policies 
a.dopted. But, without the heo.lt-hy clash 
or ideas in an open s.oclety, they are de• 
prived of an important safeguard against 
unv.ise POlictes. Thus, although their 
policies are easier to adopt, they are also 
much more likely to be wrong. For us to 
abandon this healthy process in foreign 
affairs would bo sbortslghted and uJtl
mateb .. costlY. 

This argument come.1o \\•Ith partlcula.r 
bad taste from President Reagan. A:; 
candldate Reagan, he-urged Senators to 
voLe ag--~inst both t·he Panama. Canal a.nd 
Strategic Anns Limitation Treaties when 
President CarLer presenLed them car 
rat!Hcation. He told Senators then that 
they had a legal and moral obligation to 
oppose the President when they felt he 
was wrong. On this point. candidate Rea· 
gan was right and President Reagan is 
wrong: equally wrong ts former Prest• 
dent Carter. who makes the same argu
ment, and who of all peoplo, should know 
bet-ter. 

The minority lender of the Senate, 
Roet11·r C . BYRD, on October 21 diSC\J.f>,,'«'.!d 
the sales package on the Senate floor. In 
his rema.rk.c;, SCtlfl,tor Bvao forcefully 
caUed the President to task for propos
ing this sale prior to articulating his ad• 
ministration's Middle East policy. 

A MJddle East policy-by deHnltlon
is a. policy which rocuses on the maJor 
problems in the region. Any Israeli, any 
Egyptian, and -any Saudi wm tell you 
that the major problems In the Middle 
Ea.~t emanate from tho Arab•ISraell con
flict. An effective Middle Ea.st wUcy must 
first and foremost address these prob
lems and provide a framework for re
solving the conflict. 

President Reagan does not agree. To 
dat-e h is statements, bis activities, indeed 
his Saudi arms sale proposal, a.re made 
not In the context or the Arab-Israeli 
conflict, but in terms of t.he dlff'erences 
between !ast and we.st. between the 
United States and the Soviet Unlon. 

To Quote Senator BYRD: 
The ce.nt.r&l 1$SUC tor American poUcy ln 

the Middle E1u;t Is the Arab-Iarael1 dl$J)Ute, 
and not t.hc So\'let threat to the r-eglon. This 
Is not. to sny there la not a soviet t.hrcat. 
Soviet lnfluence, direct and Indirect. ta a 
prtmo..ry destrucuve force throtJ&bout the 
region. 'rhe SOvlet,, through their proxte.s 
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and cltcnt.s , , . aro promo~tng ID$ttlblllt.te.a 
which couJd be a primary cause ot major war 
thtre. The American tmswer e:an only partly 
be the arm.log ot our Cr1ends. tor thl& docs 
nothing to resolve the central trrltat-lon 
whlch Is the Atllb•Uraett dtspuLe. Wtt must 
take immediate actlon t.o :s.ettle the lssues in 
cha1, dlspuce, 1nc1ud1ng the breathtng or new 
mo 1J\l,(I the camp oavtd puce program. 

President Reagan v-•ould be wise to 
heed these views which are shared by 
many seni:lton;, Including many of those 
who reluctantly will sup_por-t .his arms 
sale package. 

The vote in the Senate will be very 
close. as the President, wbo 1$ obviously 
very persu«$ive. pulls oue, all the stops. 
As a result, W1tortunately. the Senate 
vote is becoming less a declsf.Dn on the 
merits or the sale attd more 1 decision 
based upon whether one support.s or op
POSe-s the President. 

The vote in the House ot Representa
tives, where there was little l?res1dential 
lobbying, and wl1erc as a result the Mem
bers could vote solely on their best judg
ment, was instructive. There the sale was 
rejected by " vote of- 301 to 111. Slg
niflcantly, luUy 60 percent ol the ftepub
llcans in the House voted against the 
sale. Every Member ot the Maine Con
gre!;sional Delegation- both Representa
tives and both Senators-opposes the 
sale. 

I oppose this sale. first aod foremost 
because it 1s not in the overall interests 
of tho United States .. and becawe it is 
unnecessary, tt. wW not advance the 
causo of peace, and it is strategically 
unsound 

Tho PftESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
a.tor's 5 minutes have expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I have just l 
more minute, Mr. President? 

Mr. PELL. As a matter of policy, Mr, 
President, I am trying not to yield any 
more time. so I cannot do that . 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
Yields time? 

Mr. PELL. At this time, Mr. President, 
I yield 5 minutes to tile Senator !rom 
New York (Mr. D'AJiCATO). 
"WHY t Allot VOTlNC /\GAlNS1" Tue; AWACS SAL£·' 

:-.fr. D'AMATO. Mr. President, I am 
cast.Ing my vote for the resolution of dis
approval and agnin:;t the proposed $8.5 
billion arms sale to the Kingdom ot 
Saudi Arabta. I urge my colleagues in t.he 
Senate to do the same. 

some say that a loss on this sale would 
do irreversible harm to the President. on 
the contrary, it will strengthen the Pres
ident·• hand In deallr,g with the Saudis. 
Now. it looks as though wet.ave knuckled 
under to Saudi pride; once Congress ha.~ 
spoken, the President can respond to the 
Saudis with a unified nation behind hlzn. 

We all abrrec that 't\•e must. pursue a 
Middle East policy rounded up.on a cltar 
understanding of the national interest ot 
the United States. Our national Interests 
1~ the Middle East are prevention of So
viet_ expansion into the area. and i:,ro
mot1on or regional peace and stability in 
an atmosphere favorable to the West. 
~ur POiicy seeks to serve th<>se national 
interests by supporting democratic pro
Western nations, deterring adventurism 
on the Part ot radical regimes. and torg. 
1118 permanent friendly llnks between 
neighbors. 

Mr. President, this Is not a choice be
tween Begin and Reagan. as some have 
put it,, It is not now a choice between Is
rael and ol!. lta.thcr, it Js a choice be
tween courses of action wh!ch will either 
strengthen or weaken our country's secu
rity. l have studied all aspects of this 
proposal wjth deep concern. I ha.ve care• 
fully weighed the arguments for and 
again.c;t the. sale. anc:1 I have concluded 
that the sale undermines our poUcies and 
threatens our national interests. 

I urge my colleagues t,o vote to d1Sap
prove the .sale because it neither works 
to prevent soviet penetration ot the area. 
nor enhances regional stabiHty. Simply 
stated. t•his weapons package doe.c; not 
give Saudi Arabia a credible capability 
to resist any major Soviet attack on their 
oUflclds. There are too few AWACS to 
maintain 24 .. hour coverage ror more 
than a few days. Then, all aLreratt must 
be on the ground at the same time for re .. 
quired maintenance .. mak_lng the system 
vulnerable to easy destruction. Also, even 
i( t he A WACS o.re flying, tile 62 F-15 
fighters form too small a toree, even 
when combined with the F-S's the Sandls 
already have, to present more than token 
resistance to a. major a.tta.ck. 

The package ls more sophlstlcated 
than It needs ·to be to deal with threats 
from Iran. Iraq, or Yemen-a. combina
tion of Grumman E-2C Hawkeyes and 
ground radars eoutd do that Job. tt en
danger~ the already shaky stability of 
the Saudi regime. It also endangers re• 
glonal peace. 

Mr. President, in the last two Arab
lsraeli wars. Saudi Arabia has partici
pated by financing the Arab war effort. 
They were able t.o excuse themselves 
from any more than symbolic military 
participation because of their clear 
military t.tnpotence. Once -«•e have sold 
them t-he most lethal and sophlstlea~d 
mJUtary technology in the West, they 
will no longer have that excuse. a.ssum
lng they would use tt. Now. when the 
radical reg1.tnes come calling, a..tj(ing 
the Saudis to demonstrate their alle
giance to the Arab cause. the Saudis 
will probably agree to join in combat 
against tsraei, using a11 of these fine 
new weapons we have supplied. 

People say that the A WACS is not 
an offensive weapon, and that F- 16's do 
not have bomb ra.cks. That ls a mis
leading argument, Mr. President. The 
A WACS is the best batUc management. 
system In the world. It can direct fight
ers on offensive a.s well as defensive 
missions. It ts a true airborne command 
post, able, thanks to Its advanced radar, 
computers, and communications equip
ment, to control an air battle. This gives 
its O9tner a tremendous advantage in 
war. Ask the U.S. Air Force. We plan to 
use AWACS that way, and tt. works like 
a charm In training. 

The F-15's may not be able to drop 
bomb$ themselves, but t,hey can cer
tainly fly top cover for other Aro.b 
aircraft on strike missions. F-15's are 
the finest atr superior! ty fighrers in tile 
world . EQu!ppcd wit h the conformal 
fuel tanks we a.re selling the saudJ.s, 
and tho deadly AIM- 9L Sidewinder mls
siJes, they will have both the reach and 
the punch to successfully escort. fleets 
of Arab Mlgs to their ta.rgets In Israel. 

The proponents of the saJe sa.y tha.t 
because there are no digital data links 
between the A WACS and the Arab 
forces, and because the Saudis and 
thetr Arab brothers do not share the 
same secure ,1otecs communica I.ion 
equipment, a coordinated attack Is not 
possible. Maybe tlley could not do it 
the way the U .S. Air Foree manuals say 
It should be done, but they can figure 
out ways to work around their prob
lems. If they cannot figure out work
able methods on their own, tbey cer• 
tainJy have enough money to hire ex
perts to <5Olve their problems for them. 
Given the recent example of American 
technicians working for Colonel Qa
dhaft in Libya, I am sure there will be 
no shortn.ge of Western appltcants for 
those po.i;tuons. 

At this point, Mr. Presldont, we may 
lu,vo achieved wbat we should by trying 
hardest to a.void-a situation in V,'hich 
both combatants in a, future Middle East 
"'ar Vi'Ould be a.rrned with American 
weapons, and would demand that we re
nounce our support for the other side. In 
other words, by selling thJ.s eQuipment to 
Saudi Arabia, we could well be 6etting 
up a future American foreign policy dls~ 
aster- a forced choice between Israel 
and oil. I very strongly believe that DO\\' 
is the time to act to prevent us from ever 
having to make thAt choice. A Saudl 
Arabia armed with Nimrods and Mirages 
does not force us to make that choice in 
the event of another wilr. A Saudi Arabia 
armed wltll A WACS and enhanced F-
15's will. 

I cannot overstate, nor should Vire un .. 
derestimate. the magnitude of the fm .. 
pact of having to make that choice. 
True, Israel could probably defend itself 
against a combination of an Amcrtcan
cqutpped Saudi Arabia and the radical 
Arab states. Israel would probably have 
to do as it did In the 1967 war-stage a 
preemptive strike. The AW ACS would be 
destroyed on the ground, American per
sonnel present to perform maintenance 
and training might be killed. and our do
mestic publle opinion would be dlvldcd 
and inflamed. Do we want th Li;? ts there 
any wa.y we can afford to let this hap
pen? I sa.y no. This sale Li; an act of 
:;hortsighted foolishness, and ono for 
wh!ch we could pay dearly Jn the not far 
distant future. 

Indeed, the preemptive strike need 
never happen to out us in a. terrible posJ • 
tlon. once it is clear that a. new war t.~ 
possible, Saudi possession ot those weap• 
ons gives them very. very great leverage 
over our polteies. We do not have to 
stretch our imaginations far at all to tm·· 
vision tho i:rcssures and threats the 
Saudis could bring to bear on us. A sim
ple shift tn the deployment or AWACS or 
of their F- 15's could provoke a major 
diplomatic crisis. ,ve ~•ould be faced 
wi th fighting POiltleal and diplomatic 
battles like this one every few months. 
Tht.c; sale greatly reinforces the power of 
t he Arab oil weapon In Middle Ea,;tem 
djplomacy. It provides the potential en
emies ot the west Vi•lth a scnstttve pres .. 
sure point wblch can be used to our great. 
disadvantage, 

Remember, Mr. President, we are try
ing to use this sale as a political and dip~ 
Jomattc device to advance our interest.,. 
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