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Text: U.S. Company to Produce 75 Million Doses of Anthrax Vaccine

(Amount bolsters national stockpiles to guard against bioterrorism) (720)

The United States is adding 75 million doses of a new anthrax vaccine to a stockpile that would protect the public in the event of a bioterror attack, according to an announcement from the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS).

The pharmaceutical company VaxGen will produce the vaccine developed by the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases and based upon earlier research conducted by the U.S. Department of Defense. The rapid development of the vaccine was enabled by Project BioShield, a program to develop countermeasures for biological, chemical radiological and nuclear threats signed into law in 2004. 

The vaccine is administered as a three-dose series, so the amount going into production is enough to protect 25 million people, HHS says. 

The text of the HHS press release follows.

(begin text)

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

News Release Thursday, Nov. 4, 2004

HHS Press Office (202) 690-6343

HHS Buys New Anthrax Vaccine for Stockpile Purchase Is the First Project BioShield Contract

HHS Secretary Tommy G. Thompson announced today that HHS has awarded a contract for $877.5 million to VaxGen, Inc. to manufacture and deliver 75 million doses of a new anthrax vaccine. The full supply of the vaccine will be added to the Strategic National Stockpile and would be used to protect the public against a terrorist attack in which anthrax spores were released.

"The intentional release of anthrax spores is one of the most significant biological threats we face," Secretary Thompson said. "Acquiring a stockpile of this new anthrax vaccine is a key step toward protecting the American public against another anthrax attack."

VaxGen, based in Brisbane, Calif., will produce the new anthrax vaccine using purified recombinant protective antigen (rPA), a protein that elicits antibodies that neutralize anthrax toxins, thus providing protective immunity. Evidence from laboratory and animal research has shown that the rPA vaccine is effective in providing protection against aerosol exposure to deadly anthrax spores. In addition, clinical testing has shown the rPA vaccine to be safe in humans.

The vaccine is being evaluated as a three-dose vaccination series. Based on 75 million doses, this regimen would provide sufficient anthrax vaccine to protect 25 million people. The contract awarded today requires VaxGen to obtain licensure from the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) for using the new vaccine in both pre- and post-anthrax exposure settings. The vaccine will be made using modern manufacturing technologies, and the FDA  will review the vaccine production process along with testing of individual test lots of vaccine to assure its safety and effectiveness. The contract with VaxGen is a fixed-price contract, which protects taxpayers from any cost overruns.

HHS, through its National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) at the National Institutes of Health, funded the development of rPA vaccine beginning in September 2002 as part of its broader effort to accelerate research into developing new medical countermeasures against potential bioterror attacks. This effort was based on more than a decade of basic rPA vaccine research carried out by the Department of Defense. This award represents the first contract under the Project BioShield, a new program intended to accelerate the development, purchase and availability of medical countermeasures for biological, chemical, radiological and nuclear threats. President Bush introduced Project BioShield in his 2003 State of the Union address. Congress passed the Project BioShield Act of 2004 and the President signed it into law on July 21, 2004.

"In an exceptionally short period of time, we have dramatically accelerated our research capacity to develop a new medical countermeasure against one of the most deadly agents of bioterrorism," said Anthony S. Fauci, M.D., director of NIAID. "Without Project BioShield, we would likely still be years away from a new anthrax vaccine and today's announcement might never have been possible."

HHS' Office of Public Health Emergency Preparedness, which oversees the research and procurement efforts under the Project BioShield program, will manage this new rPA anthrax vaccine contract. More information about Project BioShield is available at: http://www.hhs.gov/asphep/ordc/bioshield/.

Note: All HHS press releases, fact sheets and other press materials are available at http://www.hhs.gov/news. Last Revised: November 4, 2004

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Will Pursue Growth, Savings to Lower Current Account Deficit

(Treasury's Taylor describes policy initiatives to address imbalance) (3540)

The United States is using three different economic approaches to deal with its growing current account deficit, according to John Taylor, under secretary of the Treasury for international affairs. 

Taylor gave the keynote address at a November 4 conference on "Policy Challenges of Global Payment Imbalances" sponsored by the American Enterprise Institute. He attributed the growing imbalance in the United States' current account [the net flow of current transactions -- including goods, services, and interest payments -- between countries] to a gap between investment and saving. 

"When investment in the United States is higher than domestic saving, foreigners make up the difference, and the United States has a current account deficit," he said. 

A perception of high rates of return on U.S. assets, strong productivity growth, and a secure capital market made the United States an attractive place for foreign investment over the last decade, Taylor said. Such investment has contributed to an expansion in capital stock, technological development and increased output, and produced strong economic growth, he added.

"So far, Americans are still receiving more income from abroad than they are paying abroad, but at some time in the future Americans will need to pay a net return to foreigners," Taylor said. "The larger capital stock at their disposal producing more income than would otherwise have been the case will enable these payments."

The Bush administration recognizes that action is necessary to slow recent rapid growth in the current account deficit, which has risen from about 1 percent of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) in 1990 to about 5 percent of GDP in early 2004, according to Taylor. GDP is the total market value of all final goods and services produced in a country in a given year.

Increased domestic saving in both the public and private sector is the first priority, he said. To achieve this, Taylor said the administration would work to reduce the U.S. fiscal deficit by controlling federal government spending, and would propose programs to encourage private savings for education, health care, and retirement. 

"Next year the budget deficit is projected to be less than 3 percent of GDP," he said.

Second, Taylor said, the administration is pursuing policies to increase global economic growth. "These will ameliorate the deficit by raising U.S. exports and increasing investment opportunities around the globe," he said.

Taylor cited several international initiatives that have already been undertaken or spearheaded by the administration, including the Agenda for Growth adopted by the Group of Seven most industrialized countries (G7), the U.S.-Japan Partnership for Growth, the Partnership for Prosperity between the United States and Mexico, the U.S.-Brazil Group for Growth, and continuing efforts to promote the Doha Development Agenda of the World Trade Organization. The G7 comprises Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom and the United States.

Third, the administration will continue to promote market-based flexible exchange rates to smooth the path of global adjustment to economic shocks, Taylor said. He singled out China in particular as a focal point for such efforts. 

"A flexible exchange rate is appropriate for China, not only in light of its growing international role but also in order to better manage domestic macroeconomic, particularly monetary, pressures," he said. "Regionally, the renminbi [Chinese currency] is an anchor currency and any movement toward flexibility should spread to other currencies."

While acknowledging that it will take time for a beneficial impact from such measures to be seen, Taylor stressed that there is no reason to expect that continued financing and adjustment will not be "adequate and smooth." 

"I think the policies [the administration is pursuing] are the correct ones both for increasing growth and reducing the current account deficit," he said. "As we think about the future, there is great promise that the current global expansion will be a long lasting one, and this alone is good for the world economy as well as for the current account statistics." 

Following is the full text of Under Secretary Taylor's remarks, as prepared for delivery:

(begin text)

The U.S. Current Account: Recent Trends and Policies

John B. Taylor, Under Secretary of the Treasury for International Affairs

Keynote Address

American Enterprise Institute

Conference on Policy Challenges of Global Payment Imbalances

Washington, D.C.

November 4, 2004

It is a pleasure to participate in this conference on the adjustment of global payments imbalances and I thank Desmond Lachman for the invitation.

Balance of payments adjustment has long been a concern for international economists and policy makers.  Indeed, 40 years ago, concerns that the balance of payments adjustment process was not working smoothly led to the creation of a special working party of international officials -- called Working Party 3 of the OECD [Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development] -- to address these concerns. Working Party 3 (WP3) still exists today, and, as its current Chairman, I can tell you that global payments adjustment is still a major topic for discussion among international policy makers.

In the 1960s, the current account deficit of the United States was a major focus.  The same is true today.  But the nature of the policy discussion has changed dramatically.  The Bretton Woods system of fixed exchange rates is gone, replaced by a smooth-working system of market-based flexible exchange rates among the major currencies, though fixed exchange rates are still being used in some large economies.  The policy analysis has also changed.  For example, thinking of payments imbalances as a gap between saving and investment was unheard of in the WP3 discussions in the 1960s.  In contrast, as I will emphasize in these remarks, the saving-investment gap is now the essence of both the explanations of the payments imbalances and the policy challenges today.

Today's Current Account Deficit

The U.S. current account deficit measured as a percentage of GDP has risen from about 1 percent in 1990 to about 4 percent in 2000 to about 5 in the first half of this year.

What explains this development?  In my view the best way to think about the current account is as the gap between investment and saving.  When investment in the United States is higher than domestic saving, foreigners make up the difference, and the United States has a current account deficit.  In contrast, if saving exceeds investment in a country, then that country has a current account surplus as its people invest abroad.

Consider the first half of this year for example.  The U.S. current account deficit was $594 billion (at a seasonally adjusted annual rate and on a national income account basis).  This $594 billion deficit equaled the gap between $2,246 billion in investment and $1,652 billion in saving [including the relatively small statistical discrepancy].  That is, U.S. domestic investment was $594 billion more than domestic saving with net foreign investment making up the difference.

Viewed in these terms, the $112 billion increase in the U.S. current account deficit in the four quarters ending in the second quarter of this year (measured on a national income account basis), corresponded to a $335 billion increase in investment outstripping a $224 billion increase in saving.  This increase in investment was a key factor in U.S. economic growth during this period.  Over a longer period the increase in investment will expand the capital stock, which will raise potential output and increase wages.  New technological processes are embedded in enhanced investment levels and will further raise productivity.

As this example indicates, the increase of the U.S. current account deficit over more than a decade has been linked to domestic U.S. capital formation increasing more than U.S. saving.  Perceived high rates of return on U.S. assets, based on strong productivity growth relative to the rest of the world, combined with an efficient and secure U.S. capital market attracts foreign investment.  Thus, sound, growth enhancing, economic policies are continuing to make the U.S. an attractive place to invest.  There are parts of the world that currently have large savings rates and limited domestic opportunities.  We would certainly not object -- in fact, we'd be very pleased -- if other countries strengthened their investment environment, their level of investment, and their economic growth performance.

A U.S. current account deficit implies that foreigners are acquiring more assets in the United States than Americans are acquiring abroad, and already foreigners own more assets in the United States than Americans own abroad.  So far, Americans are still receiving more income from abroad than they are paying abroad, but at some time in the future Americans will need to pay a net return to foreigners.  The larger capital stock at their disposal producing more income than would otherwise have been the case will enable these payments.

Economic Policy and the Current Account

In addition to helping to explain the trends, this view of the current account also tells us the kind of economic policies that will reduce the current deficit and at the same time keep the United States and the world economy strong.  So let me now describe three types of economic policies that the Bush Administration is pursuing and will continue to pursue which relate directly to the current account.

Saving in the United States

Let me first turn to policies aimed at increasing saving of the public sector and the private sector.  To be sure there is no one-to-one correspondence between the fiscal deficit in the United States and the current account deficit.  For example, the decline in the current account deficit as a percentage of GDP increased by more in the late 1990s when there was a fiscal surplus than it has since the start of the economic downturn in 2000 -- when the deficit increased in part as a consequence of well-timed tax-cut policies to help mitigate and end the recession.  Nonetheless, a reduction in the U.S. fiscal deficit now as the economy expands will reduce the current account deficit if private saving and investment do not change in a way to offset this reduction.

An important element of the Administration's fiscal policy is that as the economy continues to expand and the growth of government spending is contained, the fiscal deficit will decline substantially.  Indeed one can already see evidence of this in the fiscal year that just closed.  Because of the strong economic expansion, the federal budget deficit for fiscal year 2004 turned out to be less than either CBO [Congressional Budget Office] or the Administration forecast at the start of the year.  The deficit is $108 billion less than the Administration's forecast.  Next year the budget deficit is projected to be less than 3 percent of GDP, and continue to contract through the rest of the decade.

Likewise, increased private saving can play an important role in reducing the current account and also supporting long-term growth in the U.S. economy.  The adoption of education savings plans and health savings plans are two steps the Administration has already taken to promote private savings.  Increasing saving for retirement is more and more important as the population ages.  The Administration has made efforts to encourage and safeguard retirement savings in the workplace.

But more can and should be done.  The tax reform and social security reforms called for by President Bush -- including the introduction of personal savings accounts -- are an opportunity to further reduce the disincentives to save and provide long-term benefits to the U.S. economy.

Policies to Boost Global Growth

A second group of economic policies are those that will raise global growth.  These will ameliorate the deficit by raising U.S. exports and increasing investment opportunities around the globe.  And of course strong global growth has other benefits as well.  Indeed, the effects of recent policy efforts are already visible in increased economic growth and greater economic stability around the world.  Global economic growth is as high as it has been for 30 years and there are no major recessions or financial crises. 

Several international economic policy initiatives have been undertaken in recent years to promote growth.  Last year the G-7, under U.S. leadership, adopted the Agenda for Growth, which has emphasized structural, supply-side policies, especially in Europe and Japan, to increase flexibility and boost productivity growth and employment.  In 2001, the U.S.-Japan Partnership for Growth established by President Bush and Prime Minister Koizumi led to candid discussions on how to promote sustainable growth in Japan.  Early in the Bush Administration, President Bush and President Fox of Mexico created the Partnership for Prosperity, a private-public alliance to promote investment in parts of Mexico where growth has lagged.  More recently President Bush and President Lula created a U.S.-Brazil Group for Growth to review and assess strategies to raise productivity and employment in Brazil.  All of these initiatives aim to promote long-term investment opportunities in these countries and U.S. export opportunities.

The reduction of trade barriers through the Doha Development Round is vitally important for increasing economic growth but also for opening markets for exports from the United States and other countries.  And with the right policies there could be much more foreign private investment in the low-income countries.  Programs such as the recently created Millennium Challenge Corporation (MCC) and the World Bank's Doing Business initiative are keys to supporting low-income countries that are undertaking economic reforms to promote economic growth.

Market-Based Flexible Exchange Rates

A third area of policy relates to exchange rate flexibility.  For small open economies, a currency board, dollarization or being part of a currency union can contribute greatly to stable prices and sound macroeconomic management.  But exchange rate flexibility among currencies of major economies provides important paths of global adjustment to economic shocks.  We have discussed these issues extensively in meetings with G-7 finance ministers and central bank governors and in other international fora.  At the recent G-7 meetings in Dubai, Boca Raton and Washington, we achieved strong consensus in support of flexible exchange rates.  The Boca Raton G-7 communiqué, repeated in the Washington G-7 communiqué, emphasized that "...more flexibility in exchange rates is desirable for major countries or economic areas that lack such flexibility to promote smooth and widespread adjustments in the international financial system, based on market mechanisms."

China is a large and growing economy.  In 2003 it had a GDP of $1.4 trillion or $6.4 trillion adjusting for purchasing power parity.  China is continuing to grow strongly and has become an important source of global growth.  It has become a regional processing hub, finishing imported products from other Asian countries for final export.  Other Asian emerging market economies follow China's economic strides and exchange rate policy closely.  A flexible exchange rate is appropriate for China, not only in light of its growing international role but also in order to better manage domestic macroeconomic, particularly monetary pressures.  Regionally, the Renminbi is an anchor currency and any movement toward flexibility should spread to other currencies.

The Bush Administration has had an unprecedented level of engagement with the Chinese government on its exchange rate policy including a technical cooperation program.  We have broadened our diplomatic strategy to include China's major trading partners through the G-7.  In early October, G-7 Finance Ministers and Central Bank Governors met for the first time as a group with their Chinese counterparts and discussed these issues.

The People's Bank of China's recent moves to increase its one-year lending and deposit rates are the latest examples of China's more systematic management of monetary policy.  Such actions represent significant steps in support of China's move to a flexible and market based exchange rate.

Current Account Adjustment and Financing

In the last three-plus years, I have traveled throughout the United States and other countries meeting with a wide variety of international experts from the private and public sector to discuss the Bush Administration's economic policies.  Questions about the adjustment or the financing of the current account often surface in these discussions, and, as I mentioned, I am currently chairing an international group whose main purpose is to examine questions about the adjustment and financing of the current account.  I readily highlight the positive actions taken by the U.S. government, which will promote more growth throughout the world and reduce external imbalances.  And I recommend strongly against actions that would be detrimental to the United States economy or the world economy even if one could argue that they would reduce the current account deficit.  The beneficial impact of these positive measures may take time to materialize, but there is no reason to expect that financing and adjusting will not be adequate and smooth.

First, it is important to put the current account in the perspective of the total amount of financial flows crossing U.S. borders in large, open and flexible markets.  The scale and scope of these capital flows represent a critical link for understanding the resources to fund the current account deficit.

Let me use an example from the most recent balance of payments statistics in the first two quarters of this year.  From the first to the second quarter, the current account deficit increased from $147 billion in the first quarter to $166 billion in the second quarter, an increase of $19 billion.  How was this increase financed?  Net purchases of U.S. assets by the official sector actually fell by $54 billion; recall that intervention in exchange markets by Japan came to a halt on March 16.  What about private purchases of U.S. assets?  They declined too, by $126 billion from $317 billion to $191 billion.  So where did the increased financing come from?  The answer is a reduction in the purchase of foreign assets by U.S. residents, investors, and corporations.  The net purchase of foreign assets fell by $188 billion.  Note that in this example it was simply the reduction in the amount of purchases by Americans of foreign securities that did the financing.  The stock of U.S. owned assets abroad continued to increase.  Although data are difficult to obtain, our estimates indicate that the U.S. investment position represents a stock of capital of about $8 trillion.

This example also illustrates why certain ratios, such as "official sources of finance as a percentage of the current account," can be misleading.  In the first quarter of this year that ratio was 92 percent.  In the second quarter it fell to 50 percent.  Yet the financing of the current account proceeded smoothly.  Volatility in the markets remained low and long-term interest rates actually fell during the year.  Some ask about the econometric models that are used to estimate the size of a currency adjustment that would be associated with a given current account adjustment.  These models sometimes find large currency changes, but they sometimes also tend to look mechanically at the effect of an isolated exchange rate change.  In reality many factors change simultaneously because the dollar and other major currencies are determined in markets.  Further, it is important to keep in mind that, embedded within such model simulations, is an assumed U.S. current account at a certain given level.

Another question relates to a long-standing empirical observation that the U.S. income elasticity of demand for imports substantially exceeds trading partner income elasticity of demand for exports.  This gives rise to pessimism that equally rapid growth at home and abroad would lead to an increase in the deficit.  More recent research shows a significantly reduced asymmetry, however, particularly when data for the period since the 1990s are considered.  As the world evolves, elasticity asymmetries, which may have been prominent in the 1960s and 1970s, are less present in more recent times.  This more recent finding should not be surprising.  As foreign countries grow and undertake structural reform, their income elasticity of demand for imports may rise.  For example, Japan's import elasticity rose during the 1990s, confirming that the Japanese economy was moving to a more import-dependent structure than in the past.  This is a manifestation of a shift in the industry mix of the Japanese economy, from the "full-set" structure of the past to a structure based on division of labor with East Asia.  Structural reforms clearly had a role and will continue to have a role.

Conclusion

In sum, in these remarks I have tried to review the reasons for the recent current account trends in the United States, some of the related policies that the U.S. government is pursuing and will pursue in the future and some of the questions that people raise about financing and adjustment.  I think the policies are the correct ones both for increasing growth and reducing the current account deficit.  As we think about the future, there is great promise that the current global expansion will be a long lasting one, and this alone is good for the world economy as well as for the current account statistics.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Ex-Im Bank Finances Polystyrene Plant Sale to Russia

($14.4 million loan guarantee for sale to company based in Tatarstan, Russia) (480)

The Export-Import Bank of the United States (Ex-Im Bank) has approved a $14.4 million loan guarantee to support the sale of a polystyrene plant to Nizhnekamskneftekhim Open Joint Stock Company (NKNK), a private company located in Tatarstan, Russia.

The company is building the new plant to meet growing market demand for polystyrene, a polymer used extensively in refrigerator linings, food packaging and insulation panels, among other products.

Following is a November 4 Ex-Im Bank announcement on the loan guarantee:

(begin text)

Export-Import Bank of the United States 

Washington, D.C.

November 4, 2004

EX-IM BANK FINANCES POLYSTYRENE PLANT SALE TO RUSSIA

U.S. Small Business Suppliers In Okla., Ala., Tex. and La. To Benefit

WASHINGTON, D.C. - The Export-Import Bank of the United States (Ex-Im Bank) today approved a $14.4 million loan guarantee to support the export by Belleview Engineering & Construction Co., Plaquemine, La.; Fina Technology, Inc., Plano, Tex.; and numerous U.S. small business suppliers of a polystyrene plant to Russia.

Nizhnekamskneftekhim Open Joint Stock Company (NKNK), a private company located in Tatarstan, Russia, will license Fina's proprietary technology to build a plant with a capacity of 50,000 metric tons of polystyrene per year.  Belleview, a small business and the main contractor, will provide engineering, procurement and shipping services.

"I am particularly pleased that an estimated 75% of this transaction represents business for small U.S. companies," said Ex-Im Bank Chairman Philip Merrill.

Small business suppliers on the transaction include: FABSCO Shell & Tube, Sapulpa, Okla.;  Addison Fabricators Inc., Addison, Ala.;  SEPCO Industries Inc., Houston, Tex.;  Polymer Equipment Co., Inc., Ingram, Tex.;  General Ventures of Baton Rouge, Baton Rouge, La.;  Petrochemical Services Inc., Pasadena, Tex.;  Liberty Welding & Iron Works Co., Metarie, La.;  and Mixing and Process Equipment, New Orleans, La.

Also participating in the export sale are:  Viking Pumps Inc., Cedar Falls, Iowa; Reliance Electric Company, Greenville, South Carolina; Dresser Inc., Addison, Texas; and Conair Groupo Inc., Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.

Citibank, N.A., New York, New York, is the guaranteed lender on the transaction.

NKNK currently uses crude oil and associated petroleum gas as feedstocks to produce rubber and a wide range of chemicals, petrochemicals and other products.  The company is building the new plant to meet growing market demand for polystyrene.

Ex-Im Bank this year marks its 71st year of helping finance the sale of U.S. exports, primarily to emerging markets throughout the world, by providing loan guarantees, export credit insurance, and direct loans. In fiscal year 2003, Ex-Im Bank, an independent federal agency, authorized financing to support $14.3 billion of U.S. exports worldwide.  For more information on Ex-Im Bank visit http://www.exim.gov.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: NASA and Partners Create New Worldwide Coral Reef Library

(Collection could improve monitoring of changes in reefs worldwide) (950)

A collection of almost 1,500 coral reef images has become the basis for a new Internet-based library for the Millennium Coral Reef Project, according to a November 4 NASA press release.

NASA, international agencies, universities and other organizations created the library to give natural resource managers a comprehensive world data resource on coral reefs and adjacent land areas. Partners include the U.N. Environment Programme's World Conservation Monitoring Centre and the World Fish Center's ReefBase Project.

Knowledge about coral reefs' total area and locations worldwide is not adequate to see changes that occur in them. To fill that gap, NASA contributed funding and satellite data to the project, whose purpose is to develop global reef maps as a base for future research. The project also will serve as a library for the coral reef remote-sensing data.

Final map products are due for release in early 2005. The raw archive is available on the Internet at http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi/landsat.pl

An overview of NASA's collaborations, projects and products on global remote sensing of coral reefs is available at http://eol.jsc.nasa.gov/Reefs/

The Millennium Coral Reefs Landsat archive is available at http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi/landsat.pl

Information on the Institute for Marine Remote Sensing (IMaRS) Millennium Coral Reef Mapping Project at the University of South Florida is available at http://imars.usf.edu/corals/index.html 

Text of the NASA press release follows:

(begin text)

NASA

Press release, November 4, 2004

[Washington, D.C.]

New Worldwide Coral Reef Library Created

A collection of 1,490 coral reef images has become the basis for a new Internet- based library for the Millennium Coral Reef Project. It was created in a partnership with NASA, international agencies, universities and other organizations to provide natural resource managers a comprehensive world data resource on coral reefs and adjacent land areas.

The integrated Remote Sensing of Coral Reefs and Millennium Coral Reef Mapping projects have many partners including NASA, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and the University of South Florida (USF), which are providing funding, data or manpower.

The current knowledge about the total area and locations of coral reefs worldwide is not adequate to see changes that occur in them. "Remote sensing of coral reefs has been a rapidly developing research area," said Julie A. Robinson, the scientist who managed the project for the Earth Observations Laboratory at the NASA Johnson Space Center (JSC), Houston, Texas.

NASA has contributed funding and satellite data to the project, whose purpose is to develop global reef maps as a base for future research. The project will also serve as a library for the coral reef remote sensing data.

From 1999 to 2003, the Landsat 7 satellite took the 1,490 images of coral reefs to complete the required global coverage. Landsat is managed by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS).

The images and data were assembled by the Institute for Marine Remote Sensing (IMaRS) at USF, St. Petersburg, Fla. "There has been amazing cooperation at all levels to assemble this data together," said Frank Muller-Karger, of USF. The Landsat 7 Science Team specifically scheduled observations of many reef areas for the first time.

The final map products are due for release in early 2005. Currently, the raw archive is available on the Internet at http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi/landsat.pl. The archive and online data interface were developed by the SeaWiFS Project at NASA's Goddard Space Flight Center (NASA/GSFC) in Greenbelt, Md.

"The archive is our first completed product and will immediately provide data to improve local assessments of reef resources around the world," Robinson said. "This data archive provides access to a reliable global satellite dataset for mapping coral reefs. It will serve as a source of data for projects around the world," said Serge Andréfouët, who led data collection and mapping at USF and is now with the French Institut de Recherche pour le Développement (IRD) in New Caledonia.

USF in collaboration with JSC is characterizing, mapping and estimating extent of shallow coral reef ecosystems in the Caribbean-Atlantic, Pacific, Indo-Pacific and Red Sea using the Landsat images. The archive highlights similarities and differences between reef structures at a scale never before considered by traditional field studies.

Image to right: Coral Reefs in the Red Sea -- The Red Sea coast of Saudi Arabia northwest of Medina is a very arid place in which little grows.  By contrast, coral reefs just offshore support diverse life forms. In this Landsat-7 image of the region, reefs appear as brownish ribbons set amid aquamarine carbonate banks. Click on image to enlarge. Credit: NASA/USGS

Other partners include the United Nations Environment Programme's World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC), and the World Fish Center's ReefBase Project.

"Current estimates of the extent, health and even the location of the world's coral reefs are completely inadequate to answer the key question about the how reefs and the fragile ecosystems that they support are adapting to a changing environment. This newly released data set will help provide the baseline against which future observations can be compared," said Gene Carl Feldman, SeaWiFS Project manager, NASA/GSFC.

Related Links:

For an overview of NASA's collaborations, projects and products on global remote sensing of coral reefs, visit: http://eol.jsc.nasa.gov/Reefs/

To directly access the Millennium Coral Reefs Landsat archive, visit: http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi/landsat.pl

For more information on the SeaWiFS Project at GSFC, visit: http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/

For more information on the Institute for Marine Remote Sensing (IMaRS) Millennium Coral Reef Mapping Project at the University of South Florida, visit: http://imars.usf.edu/corals/index.html

(end text)
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Text: United States Announces Record-Setting Supercomputer Performance

(Energy Department, IBM partner on BlueGene/L to ensure nuclear stockpile safety) (780)

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has announced that a supercomputer developed for the nation's nuclear Stockpile Stewardship Program has attained a record-breaking performance of 70.72 trillion floating-point operations per second.

According to a November 4 DOE press release, the BlueGene/L (BG/L) supercomputer will ensure the safety, security and reliability of the U.S. nuclear weapons stockpile.

Floating point is a way to encode numbers within the limits of precision available on computers. Using floating-point encoding, computers can handle extremely long numbers relatively easily. The number of floating-point operations per second is used as a unit for measuring the speed of computers.

"The delivery of the first quarter of the BlueGene/L system to Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory this month shows how a partnership between government and industry can effectively advance national agendas in science, technology, security and industrial competitiveness," said DOE Secretary Spencer Abraham.

Scientific problems in chemistry, physics and materials science require an immense computer-processing capability. For DOE, the BlueGene/L machine is essential for understanding pressing scientific issues including, most prominently, weapons aging.

The supercomputer is a product of a multiyear research and development partnership between DOE's National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) and IBM.

Text of the DOE press release follows:

(begin text)

Department of Energy

Press release, November 4, 2004

Secretary Abraham Announces Record Breaking Supercomputer Performance

DOE and IBM partnership on BlueGene/L breaks record on way to full Capability

WASHINGTON, DC  --  U.S. Secretary of Energy Spencer Abraham today announced that a supercomputer developed for the nation's Stockpile Stewardship Program has attained a record breaking performance of 70.72 teraFLOP/s (trillion floating point operations per second) on the industry standard LINPACK benchmark. Though the supercomputer is running at one quarter its final size for the Department of Energy, the BlueGene/L (BG/L) beta-System is already asserting US leadership in supercomputing.

A product of a multi-year research and development partnership between the Department of Energy's National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) and IBM, BG/L will support the Stockpile Stewardship Program's mission to ensure the safety, security and reliability of the nation's nuclear weapons stockpile without underground nuclear testing.

"The delivery of the first quarter of the BlueGene/L system to Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory this month shows how a partnership between government and industry can effectively advance national agendas in science, technology, security and industrial competitiveness," said Secretary Abraham. "High performance computing is the backbone of the nation's science and technology enterprise, which is why the Department has made supercomputing a top priority investment. Breakthroughs in applied scientific research are possible with the tremendous processing capabilities provided by extremely scalable computer systems such as BlueGene/L."

Scientific problems in chemistry, physics, and materials science require an immense processing capability but frequently present relatively modest memory requirements. For NNSA and its Advanced Simulation and Computing program, the BlueGene/L machine is essential for understanding pressing scientific issues including, most prominently, weapons aging. Additionally, understanding material properties, higher resolution representations of physics in three-dimensions, and achieving a tighter coupling of computational science with experimental science are all issues that the BG/L architecture is uniquely qualified to support through large-scale calculations.

Secretary Abraham added "BG/L will reduce the time-to-solution for many computational problems, allowing DOE scientists to explore larger, longer, and more complex problems than ever before. For example, a heroic thirty-day calculation on what was the Number 3 supercomputer on the Top 500 list in summer of 2003 would now be completed on this quarter-size BG/L system in about three days."

The final BG/L system will exceed the performance of the Japanese Earth Simulator by a factor of about nine while requiring one-seventh as much electrical power, and one-fourteenth the floor space. These factors are important because they will make it possible for more American university, governmental, and industrial researchers to procure, operate, and use effective supercomputers in the future.

Founded in 1952, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL) is a national security laboratory managed by the University of California for the National Nuclear Security Administration/Department of Energy. For more information on LLNL, visit www.llnl.gov.

For more information on the Department of Energy, visit www.doe.gov.

IBM is the world's largest information technology company, with 80 years of leadership in helping businesses innovate. Drawing on resources from across IBM and IBM Business Partners, IBM offers a wide range of services, solutions and technologies that enable customers, large and small, to take full advantage of the new era of e-business. For more information about IBM, visit www.ibm.com.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Transcript: State Department Noon Briefing, November 5

(Secretary Powell's Travel/Mexico Bi-National Commission, Deputy Secretary Armitage Travel/South Asia/United Arab Emirates, Policy on Public Disclosure of Department Officials' Travel, Assistant Secretary Burns' Travel, Status of U.S. Representation to the IAEA, India, Israel/Palestinians, Greece, Macedonia, Afghanistan, Iran, Iraq, Cuba, Uzbekistan, Syria, Qatar) (7160)

State Department Spokesman Richard Boucher briefed reporters November 5.

Following is the transcript of the State Department briefing:
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MR. BOUCHER:  Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.  I don't have any statements or announcements, so I'd be glad to take your questions.  

QUESTION:  Wait.  Really?  You have no statements or announcements?  The Secretary is going to be in Washington on Monday and Tuesday?  

MR. BOUCHER:  What?  (Laughter.)

QUESTION:  Maybe I missed it, but have you made an announcement about the Secretary's travel next week?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.  

QUESTION:  Oh, okay.  Sorry.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, the Secretary is going to -- 

QUESTION:  Okay, never mind.

MR. BOUCHER:  -- the Mexico Bi-National Commission meeting next Tuesday.  It's a major event.  We announced it well in advance so that everybody would know about it.  (Laughter.)

QUESTION:  I must have missed it.

MR. BOUCHER:  And he very much looks forward to the trip.  He'll go down Monday afternoon, the meeting's Tuesday, and there will be six additional members of the U.S. cabinet working down there with him with his Mexican counterparts on all the various issues.  

QUESTION:  Can you give us a -- 

QUESTION:  See, now I get to ask the first question.

MR. BOUCHER:  George.  (Laughter.)

QUESTION:  Can you give us a succinct description of the issues he's going to discuss in Mexico?  

MR. BOUCHER:  No.  (Laughter.)  And the reason is -- 

QUESTION:  You disappoint me.

MR. BOUCHER:  I know.  (Laughter.)  These meetings are of a very unique nature in that our relationships with Mexico and Canada as well are so deep, so broad and involve so many things.  You know, water, bridge crossing, trucks, trade, energy, strategy, Latin America, democracy in the hemisphere.  I mean, it's from the biggest of the regional issues to the smallest of the cooperation issues, and that's why we do something as unique as bringing six or seven cabinet members from each side together once a year to try to just go over all these issues in great detail direct with our counterparts.

And so what we're going down there for is to move forward a very deep and broad agenda with Mexico, to talk about the issues that are important to us and them in order to deepen the relationship and to talk about everything from the hemispheric to the very local and specific.

QUESTION:  Well, you didn't mention -- I'm sorry George.  Go ahead.

QUESTION:  The issue, I think, on the minds of both, more than others, is migration.  The President announced the proposal last January --

MR. BOUCHER:  Exactly.

QUESTION:  -- about which almost nothing has been heard.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  And now we're after the election --

MR. BOUCHER:  I meant not to say yeah to that part of it, but he announced the program in January and --

QUESTION:  All right.  And is the Secretary --

MR. BOUCHER:  Certainly migration is a very important issue for these discussions.  It's an issue that the President has made a proposal; the President wants to move forward on his proposal.  We'll be working with the Mexicans, working with the Congress, to see how we can move this forward.  And that's something they'll certainly be discussing with the Mexican counterparts next Tuesday.

QUESTION:  And just on the other issue that has cropped up in the last two of these is a big, kind of a -- a problem, which -- is the water debt issue -- has that been settled?  I know last year here there was talk of tentative agreement to work on it.  Is that something --

MR. BOUCHER:  There has, indeed, been progress on water and the Secretary has regularly discussed it with Minister Derbez in their conversations.  I don't have the actual accounting to know if we have resolved all backlog issues.

QUESTION:  Do you know if you expect a final resolution at this meeting or any time in the -- or more progress towards reaching -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  We'll certainly discuss water, but I don't know exactly whether it's at that point or not.

QUESTION:  Could you take the question, which would help those of us who --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll see if I can get you some water this afternoon.

QUESTION:  Great, and if they're in arrears, and, if so, how much.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  South Asia?

MR. BOUCHER:  Ready to move on?  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Richard, one, Deputy Secretary Mr. Armitage is in South Asia, or going to be there.  Any reason that this time that he is going to make a trip to India or something to do with the Kashmir issue or the new Administration and a second term?

MR. BOUCHER:  The Deputy Secretary, as you know, has regularly kept in touch with leaders in South Asia and elsewhere, and he's doing that through his trip this time.  There are always a lot of issues on the agenda, including the progress that the two nations have been making with each other and starting to address things like the Kashmir issue.  And so I'm sure that in his discussions in the region, he will be encouraging that progress and looking for ways the United States can continue to support it, as well as dealing with very important bilateral relationships that we have individually with each country in the region.

QUESTION:  And second, Richard, do you have any comments to reports that Usama bin Laden may have sneaked in India or on the border?  One report is saying that he may have sneaked to India, and another report is saying that according to the Pakistani officials that he may be in Afghanistan.  But as far as tapes are concerned from him, as recent as a few weeks ago, they are all delivered to the Al Jazeera offices in Pakistan, either in Karachi or Islamabad.  So what do you read from all of these messages and reports?

MR. BOUCHER:  I guess we read that we don't know exactly where he is.

QUESTION:  I mean --

MR. BOUCHER:  And the general tenor of the reports has been that he is in that area, in the Afghan-Pakistan border, but I don't have any further information on his location for you.  

QUESTION:  And if Mr. Armitage tiptoeing there, it could be a discussion about if Usama bin Laden may be in India or -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  The war on terrorism is always part of his discussion with countries in the region, but I don't say -- that's not the reason why he's making this trip.  

QUESTION:  Richard, you may not know where bin Laden is, but perhaps you can enlighten us as to where the Deputy Secretary is and where he will be, at least in stops that are not so sensitive as to be classified.  

MR. BOUCHER:  I know you've asked me to do that yesterday.  Our inclination, I have to say, is just to put out the stops as he makes them.  He is in -- 

QUESTION:  UAE.

MR. BOUCHER:  -- UAE, United Arab Emirates, today.

QUESTION:  Can you tell us -- 

QUESTION:  Well, this is interesting.  So is it just -- is it the regions that he's going to or are these trips -- are trips by senior officials now going to be routinely kept secret?

MR. BOUCHER:  They're not routinely kept secret.  

QUESTION:  No, I'm asking you if they're going to be. 

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm up here talking about it.  I talked about it yesterday, talked about it today.

QUESTION:  But you're not telling us where -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm just not putting it out in advance.  I'm putting it out when he gets there.  There's nothing secret about the fact that he's there.  Where he's going, his itinerary, calculating various stops at various moments, is something that, unfortunately, we don't really feel comfortable doing in this context, this particular trip.  It's not a rule -- 

QUESTION:  Okay, because -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  -- but I think you're aware that sometimes when our travelers go out, we don't put out the schedule in advance.

QUESTION:  Okay.  Is that because of South Asia?  

MR. BOUCHER:  No.

QUESTION:  Is there -- is there a security problem in India, Pakistan, Sri Lanka that would prevent you from saying that he's actually going there?

MR. BOUCHER:  I -- no.

QUESTION:  If, in fact, he is going there?

MR. BOUCHER:  I will put out what information we have when we can, but it's not a single destination, it's not a single trip.  He's going to two regions, and whether the sensitivities are in one or the other, the more we provide about onward destinations, the more we have to deal with the issue of intermediate ones that we may not wish to talk about for security reasons.  That's as much as I can tell you at this point. 

QUESTION:  Richard.

MR. BOUCHER:  Sir, please.  

QUESTION:  If I could follow up on Matt's question.  I mean, I guess what I don't understand is you seem to be very forthcoming with the Secretary's schedule and here you have somebody --

MR. BOUCHER:  Thank you.  

QUESTION:  -- who is below him -- yeah, I try and say something nice.  But when it comes to the Deputy Secretary, you're much more secretive.  That seems counterintuitive to me that for somebody who is actually, you know, a lower ranking position, that you would be more secretive.  And I guess what I'm trying to figure out is, is that -- was that decision made at the Deputy Secretary's request or did the Secretary request this?  How did this come about?  

MR. BOUCHER:  It has been our practice that with all travelers of whatever rank to certain locations and destinations that we're very careful about putting out information in advance as to when they might be there.  When you have a trip that involves those destinations, then each trip you have to look at sort of the total itinerary and decide whether, by putting out all the other stops, you just let people decide, okay, well, then on Tuesday he's going to be in Location X because you've listed where he's going to be Monday, Wednesday, Thursday and Friday.  And that doesn't depend on a single region.  There are a couple destinations like that and so our tendency in those cases has been to err on the side of caution.  

We're glad to say when he gets there.  We're glad to say what he's doing there.  We all know certain arrangements have to be made on the ground at each of these stops including, sometimes, press arrangements.  And so some of your colleagues in the field may know, but we don't think it is in our interest or the security interest of the traveler to start publicizing in advance the stops of a trip because if there's a hole, somebody is going to figure out where it's going to be.

QUESTION:  Can we move on?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Do you have any information on Yasser Arafat's health?  And do you take any position on where he ought to be buried?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I don't have any further information on his health.  We're following the bulletins and the information that's coming out.  We're certainly in touch with Palestinians on the questions there.  And as far as funeral arrangements, that's something for the various parties to work out.

QUESTION:  Can I ask a -- 

QUESTION:  Can I follow on that?

MR. BOUCHER:  Sure.

QUESTION:  While I understand it's something for the parties to work out, since there is currently a dispute between the Palestinians and Israelis, have any American diplomats, either at the Consulate General or the Embassy, gotten involved at all or been asked to get involved by either side?

MR. BOUCHER:  As I said, it's something for the parties to work out.  I'm sure we keep in touch with the Israelis, Palestinians and others on -- just to keep track of what's going on and who is talking to whom, but our view at this point is that it's for them to try to work out.

QUESTION:  Can I just go back to the travel issue that's somewhat related?  Is Assistant Secretary Burns accompanying the Deputy Secretary on his mystery tour?

MR. BOUCHER:  Assistant Secretary Burns is accompanying the Deputy Secretary on his much-discussed travel to the Middle East.  He won't go on to South Asia with him. 

QUESTION:  Okay.  And then just on another travel thing, yesterday you talked about the Secretary going to the EU-U.S. ministerial in Europe in early December and the NATO meeting.  I'm wondering if he might like to take that opportunity to finally travel to Greece, where I'm sure he would be very welcome now since he's canceled three trips there in the last two years.

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have anything new on the Secretary's travel and we're not ready to put out an itinerary yet for his future travel. 

QUESTION:  Is there any discuss at all underway of a possible trip to Athens?

MR. BOUCHER:  As you know, the last time the Secretary decided he was unable to go to Athens, at that point we did say we'd try to make a trip at some future date, but there is no discussion now of setting that date.

Sir.

QUESTION:  Mr. Boucher, the Prime Minister of Greece is -- was furious today.  He even said that your action is not a friendly act.  Any comment?

MR. BOUCHER:  Oh.  There is a question.  No.  I think we explained our action yesterday.  It's not directed against any other country.  We very much value our relationship with Greece.  We are very much committed to working with Greece on all aspects that our two nations as allies and friends have in common and that the question of what we call Macedonia is not something that's in any way directed at Greece.

QUESTION:  The Greeks are saying, Richard, on this that they will veto any -- or oppose any -- I don't know if they can actually veto -- any attempt for Macedonia to join the EU or NATO until the resolution -- until this name issue is resolved.  What's your feeling about that?  Do you think that the Greeks --

MR. BOUCHER:  I didn't see a statement like that and I'm, frankly, not quite sure where they stand on some of those things.

QUESTION:  Well, your Greek counterpart said that.

MR. BOUCHER:  The -- I think the important thing is that we, too, believe that it's important for the parties -- for Greece, Macedonia -- with the help of the United Nations to try to come to a positive solution on this and we'll continue to encourage that.

QUESTION:  But are you of the opinion -- is the United -- not personally, but is the United States of the opinion that Macedonia should now join under its name to become a third partner in that?

MR. BOUCHER:  Our view has been that Macedonia, you know, is part of Europe, is part of the transatlantic community, and we have all been working with Macedonia.  Where exactly they stand on this track towards the EU, I don't know, and it's probably not good for us or anybody else to start speculating at this point on, you know, "what if" and "when they're ready" kinds of questions.

QUESTION:  Well, let's leave aside the EU since you're not a member of it, although you have opinions on it, and talk about NATO.

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll check where they are. 

QUESTION:  No, well what's -- do you have any position on this?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think, as I said, we don't think it's useful to start speculating at this point on, you know, "what if," "when they're ready."

QUESTION:  Oh, okay.  Well, if you don't think it's useful to start speculating on that, is it useful for the Greeks to threaten to veto -- to try and stop Macedonia's entry into various multilateral institutions?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not -- we'll see what happens when it comes.

QUESTION:  Can I go back to the Middle East?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Have Arafat's health problems triggered anything on this end with respect to future U.S. steps with respect to Middle East peacemaking?

MR. BOUCHER:  George, I think the U.S. commitment is very clear.  We -- the President stated again yesterday at his press conference the United States is committed to trying to help the parties move forward on peace in the region.  The President is committed to his two-state vision that he enunciated two years ago to try to achieve a democratic and peaceful Palestinian state that can live side by side with Israel.  

To get to that point we have developed and stuck with the roadmap as the best means to get there.  It has very clear obligations for both sides, practical obligations that can help us move forward.

And furthermore, as the President said, we see the Israeli disengagement plan from Gaza and from some of the settlements on the West Bank as being a step that can lead us in that direction.  So I'd say the United States commitment is very clear and the kind of steps that have been identified to get there are the steps that we think that we'll continue to encourage by the parties.

Yeah.

QUESTION:  Richard, may I go back quick on Usama bin Laden, please?  Let's say now we have a new government in Afghanistan and Afghans are now living under democracy first time in their lifetime.  And Usama bin Laden was, or had a brutal regime there, so he must be very unhappy and so he may be now in the area --

MR. BOUCHER:  I hope he is.

QUESTION:  So that's why maybe he's in the area so try to disrupt again the democracy in Afghanistan.  Any comments he may try or be there?

MR. BOUCHER:  I have no idea what's in Usama bin Laden's mind.  I certainly do believe that he has been trying to disrupt the lives of the people of Afghanistan and that the Taliban and al-Qaida brought multitudes of hardship and suffering to the people of Afghanistan, and we're very glad that he is no longer in a position with the others to do that sort of thing to the people of Afghanistan.  And it's a fact that the Afghan people turned out in record numbers -- 8 million people -- to vote, I think, is a sign of their very clear rejection of that history and their very clear embrace of a different future for their country.  

QUESTION:  The EU-3 is meeting with Iran today.  Now, I know that you're not directly involved in the negotiations, but you do keep in touch with the Europeans.  Have you, prior to this meeting, reinforced your view that there shouldn't be any kind of compromise with Iran given that it's negotiations; it's give and take?  

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, we do keep in touch with the Europeans and for that reason we know the EU-3 meeting is still going on with the Iranians.  I think we have made very clear our view, they have made very clear their view and the Board of Governors has made very clear its view at the International Atomic Energy Agency that Iran needs to comply with the requirements of the Board.  The Europeans are talking to Iran about how Iran can do that, should do that, must do that.  The proof will be whether Iran does it or not.  So that's what we're looking for.

QUESTION:  So is it fair to say that you wouldn't accept any deal that fell short of the Iranians indefinitely suspending enrichment --

MR. BOUCHER:  I think it's clear to say what the Europeans have said, what we have said, what the Board of Governors have said:  that Iran must meet all of those requirements.

QUESTION:  Related to this, what's the status of your representation at the IAEA now that the Senate scotched Mr. Cunningham's nomination?

MR. BOUCHER:  I, frankly, don't know who's out there as chargé, but I'll check.

QUESTION:  So that as far as you know, there hasn't been a new nomination?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll have to check.

QUESTION:  And also on Iran, yesterday you were asked about -- I believe it was a question having to do with a lawsuit that Shirin Ebadi filed about translation of her book.  Did you get an answer to that?

MR. BOUCHER:  No.

QUESTION:  No?

MR. BOUCHER:  We didn't get an answer on that, did we?

A PARTICIPANT:  What's that?

MR. BOUCHER:  The translation, the question of the translation of the Ebadi book.

QUESTION:  It's really, it's a Treasury thing, but --

MR. BOUCHER:  You might check with Treasury.  It might be faster.

QUESTION:  Well, but the reason that I'm asking is because a while ago, several weeks ago, I asked and there was a taken question or taken, there was an answer given about an OSC -- an OSCE letter to the Secretary complaining about restrictions on --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry.  I didn't get an answer yesterday.  I'll check more today and see if I can.

QUESTION:  No, no, no, well, I'm not asking you for an apology.  I just want -- can you look and see, when you do get an answer, or if you do get an answer, if it has anything -- if there is any relation to the OSCE complaint?

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.  I couldn't get an answer to the simple question.  Now I'll try to get an answer to the more complicated one, but maybe I can do both.

QUESTION:  Often that's the best way to get a response from the government, right?

MR. BOUCHER:  This is a test.  Yeah.  Okay.

David.

QUESTION:  A different subject?

MR. BOUCHER:  Sure.

QUESTION:  Another one on Iran, please.  With your effort in Iran and nuclear bomb is concerned, according to a report I have seen, one, it's a pretty dangerous regime there in Iran and they can have a nuclear bomb within a year.  Do you have any comment on that?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have any estimates for you, but we certainly expressed for many years now our very strong concern about Iran's nuclear programs as well as many other dangerous behaviors that they have engaged in.  And we are, I think, gratified the international community has come together over the last year or two to make clear to Iran that they have to stop these covert nuclear programs, that they have to abide by the requirements of the International Atomic Energy Agency.

QUESTION:  But are you satisfied that IAEA and the UN is doing whatever the best they are --

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, we're working with all of the countries that are involved and I think various countries are trying in various ways.  We have made the point, again and again, the international community needs to be very clear on these requirements, as it has been now, and needs to take the appropriate action if, at the end of November, we find that Iran has not come into full compliance.  That appropriate action, as we have said many times, is to refer to the United Nations Security Council and have the Council then take up the issue.

Yeah, David.

QUESTION:  Officials up at the UN have made it known that Secretary General Annan has sent a letter to President Bush, Prime Minister Blair, Prime Minister Allawi, essentially cautioning the parties that an assault on Fallujah would disrupt the election process.  And I was wondering if that's your understanding of the case and what your response might be.

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't want to speak for the Secretary General, but I would say that he has conveyed his concerns about the situation in Fallujah and the steps that are being taken to restore the security and stability throughout Iraq.

In this regard, frankly, we differ.  The Iraqi Government has made very clear that they do have a strategy for resolving the problems of these towns like Fallujah.  It's a strategy that has worked in some cases already in Najaf and Samarra and a few other places.  It's a strategy of reaching out politically to local leaders, of reasserting Iraqi Government control and of moving militarily where that needs to be done, Iraqis and coalition forces together.

The situation in Fallujah remains difficult and unstable.  Restoration of peace in Fallujah and other towns is very important to them and to us, and it needs to be done soon for the sake of the people who live there, for the sake of the people who live there who deserve a chance to participate in the political process, who deserve a chance to participate in the elections, who deserve a chance to participate in Iraq's future and not be held hostage by terrorists and thugs.

And that is a strategy that the Iraqi Government has that is being supported by the United States, and we think that while there may be all kinds of different factors that enter into these decisions that these difficult places need to be dealt with for the sake of the people who live there.  And I think if you look, for example, at the reporting out of places like Najaf, after the government control was reasserted, you saw what had happened in that town while the town was outside of government control:  deaths and persecutions and other difficulties for citizens who live there.

And that demonstrates, I think, once again, why these problems need to be dealt with.  And the Iraqi Government has a strategy for dealing with them.  The coalition is working with the Iraqi Government on that strategy and it is one that involves negotiation.  Prime Minister Allawi and the government have been in discussion with people in Fallujah, but nonetheless, it's been a -- it's remained a stronghold for those who propagate violence and terror.

QUESTION:  Has the Secretary responded in any way to the -- I mean to this? 

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't think there has been a formal letter back.  The Secretary, though, has talked with the Secretary General, frequently talks to him about Iraq, among other subjects, and has made -- has talked to him about our views.

QUESTION:  Today?  Since the letter?

MR. BOUCHER:  When did he last talk to him?  Over the weekend, right?

QUESTION:  So since the letter was --

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, since the letter was received, he's talked to him about the letter.

QUESTION:  And does the United States read anything other than a concern about Iraq into the contents of the letter?

MR. BOUCHER:  That's what the letter was about.  I don't see any reason to read anything else into it.

QUESTION:  Because there are some who think that it was intended to affect the election here.  You don't have any reason to think that?

MR. BOUCHER:  I wouldn't speculate at all.

QUESTION:  So is it the opinion of the U.S. that should the strategy fail, these people in Fallujah wouldn't be able to take part in the elections?

MR. BOUCHER:  No.  It's the strategy -- first of all, it's our intention to make it possible for all Iraqi citizens to take part in the elections and to reassert government control in these cities.  I don't want to speculate exactly where we'll be at the moment of the elections, but the elections -- I think it's the intention of the Iraqi Government, the Iraqi Election Commission, which is -- excuse me -- preparing for the elections, as well as the coalition, to make it possible for all Iraqi citizens to participate.  That's certainly what we encourage and welcome.  

QUESTION:  So is the aim of the planned assault to free up the citizens so that they can vote or just to remove the intimidation, meaning that were there not to be an assault, they could still vote but they may be intimidated to vote a certain way?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think it's speculative to say exactly at what point we'll be when it happens and I don't quite know how to describe it.  The aim of the operations that have been conducted and are being conducted against various -- at various places in Iraq is to reassert government control, to put the cities firmly back under civilian control, to let the people of those cities participate in the life of Iraq -- the political life and the future of Iraq -- and get out from under the violence and terror that have prevailed in those cities, to give them a chance at the new life that all Iraqis deserve, including voting in elections.  

QUESTION:  New subject.  Yesterday, Richard, a statement was released from here in your name that, again, denounced Cuba and their human rights violations.  And I'm wondering if -- why, since there didn't really appear to be any particular reason or any particular event that this statement was tied to, why it was put out yesterday or if you figure that just any time is a good time to bash Castro.  

MR. BOUCHER:  Any time is a good time to express our continuing concerns about Cuba, about the people who have been jailed there, about the people who are being mistreated there, and, in particular, it related to the people who were rounded up about a little more than 18 months ago now.  And so we felt it was an appropriate time to restate those concerns.  

QUESTION:  Did it have anything to do with the visit of a delegation of European parliamentarians to Cuba?

MR. BOUCHER:  That is one of the issues we mentioned in the statement.

QUESTION:  No, no.  You mentioned the ones that got -- who were thrown out.  There was another visit by some -- from the European parliament that ended yesterday who are apparently a little bit more sympathetic to Castro than the United States is.

MR. BOUCHER:  I would not tie it to that particular visit.  I would just say that the question of Cuba is one that we're -- we know various governments are always considering, and from time to time we feel it's important to remind people of the facts.

QUESTION:  Are you concerned at all that the European Union might -- might ease its recent -- its policies --

MR. BOUCHER:  I think you have to ask the European Union what they may or may not do, but we do think --

QUESTION:  No, I'm asking if you're concerned that they might.

MR. BOUCHER:  I think it's important for everybody to remember the facts as they consider policy towards Cuba.

QUESTION:  But are you concerned that the EU might waver in its --

MR. BOUCHER:  I think it's important for everybody to remember the facts as they consider their policy towards Cuba.

QUESTION:  Richard, the big question.  Yesterday after the cabinet meeting, Secretary Powell, who is a most famous person around the globe as far as diplomacy and foreign policy is concerned, if any decision has been made by the Secretary if he is going to stay, which mostly the foreign governments want him to stay.  What mind do you think he has made up so far or if President ask him or not?

MR. BOUCHER:  We discussed this yesterday.  One of the things that I said is I don't think it's very useful for us to discuss it every day.  And since there's nothing to say, I think the best thing to do is to say nothing.  There's no news, nothing new.  

QUESTION:  Thank you. 

QUESTION:  I have two brief ones.  One, can you elaborate at all on your Public Announcement yesterday in Uzbekistan and potential imminent terrorist threat there?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think the simple answer is no, but we did -- you've seen the statement, and I think that's as much as we can say of the threat and the possibilities.

QUESTION:  And --

MR. BOUCHER:  We did say -- I want to make sure I saw the final version. 

QUESTION:  Yeah, in the near future.

MR. BOUCHER:  What was the first sentence?

QUESTION:  Near future.

QUESTION:  The near future.  (Inaudible).

MR. BOUCHER:  We did say where the information came from.  Did we say where the information came from?

QUESTION:  No.  Would you like to say that now?  (Laughter.)

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I don't think I would, sorry.  (Laughter.)  But we did have information that indicated that there was a threat against U.S. interests in --

QUESTION:  Was or is?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, there was when we issued and there still is today.

QUESTION:  Okay.

MR. BOUCHER:  Against U.S. interests in Uzbekistan in the near future, and we felt it was important as we evaluated that and as we, ourselves, took appropriate steps working with the government to counter it --

QUESTION:  Okay.  The reason -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  -- for people to know.

QUESTION:  Okay.  The reason I ask is because the day before, Wednesday, the Embassy in Tashkent had put out a Warden Message talking about possible violence in bazaars and shopping areas having to do with protests or demonstrations against a new law on how people can sell imported goods.  This doesn't have anything to do --

MR. BOUCHER:  This is a different thing, yeah.

QUESTION:  It doesn't have anything to do with that?

MR. BOUCHER:  Not that I'm aware of, yeah.

QUESTION:  Okay.  And on a related issue, has the Embassy in Syria assessed its -- reassessed to its satisfaction their security posture?

MR. BOUCHER:  I, frankly, didn't check because they're closed today anyway because of the weekend, so we'll have to check on Sunday when they would normally open up.

QUESTION:  Back on Uzbekistan.  Was the information about the threat the same sort of information as you got for the last Travel Warning in August, then you specified there might be problems in late September, or was there some kind of lull where you weren't getting this information in October and now it's back, that there is a new threat?

MR. BOUCHER:  I can't really describe the kind of information we're getting in that much detail other than to say that we do have information that indicates there is a threat now.  There was information about threats in September.  That period, as we know, has passed.  Unfortunately, there have been some incidents in Uzbekistan in recent months and we do have information that there is a threat at this point.

QUESTION:  Again, the warning that was issued in Qatar for hotel -- a threat against hotels in Doha has been rescinded now.  Is that because the potential threat was thwarted or it just never materialized?

MR. BOUCHER:  Thwarted.  The Warden statement they put out in Doha today and from our Embassy in Qatar was that, "We are rescinding the warning to avoid major hotels.  We note that the Qatari Government was responsive in providing increased security measures."

QUESTION:  Well, right.  But responsive in providing increased security measures, but did they actually prevent a planned attack from happening or do you not -- or is it just --

MR. BOUCHER:  I think we feel that the security measures that have been taken are adequate to prevent against the kind of attack that might have been anticipated, and that's --

QUESTION:  So you are not aware of any actual arrests or kind of, you know, actions --

MR. BOUCHER:  I hadn't checked into it at that level.  You'd have to ask them in any case.

QUESTION:  May I have one more, please?

I know it's an old story.  But if Secretary ever made any statement or what are you thinking about that when the comments were made by the former Foreign Minister of India, Mr. Jaswant Singh, about the Secretary's taking credit in an interview and all that about, as far as most of the people are concerned in India and here, the Secretary was the one and the President, who played the key role as far as India-Pakistan's relations or the talks and dialogues were concerned.  But Mr. Singh was saying that the Secretary was not the one or he made very unpleasant comments and all that.  So do you think Secretary knows about this or what he thought about it?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think we've discussed this at the briefing before.  I stand by what we said, which is the Secretary's account was accurate and the Secretary does indeed know about the situation, yes.

QUESTION:  Because Mr. Singh made it -- announced again after what you said, so that's why I'm saying this.  Why all these things are going on when two countries are on the table talking and -- India and Pakistan -- and still all these negative comments?

MR. BOUCHER:  All I can say is the Secretary gave an accurate account, and if you want to know why others are saying things, you'll have to ask them.

QUESTION:  I'm sorry.  This just popped into my head again.  On the security threats, in Afghanistan a day or so ago, there was a Warden Message talking about information that you guys had that terrorists might try to infiltrate NGOs and other organizations, befriend staff and then use them, and then use their contacts to attack.

Do you have any evidence that this actually happened?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know.

QUESTION:  It came out yesterday.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, I don't know about that one.  

QUESTION:  Thank you.

QUESTION:  Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER:  Hold on.  We've got one more in the back.  

QUESTION:  Mr. Boucher, in this coming the referendum in Skopje this Sunday, in case of instability, who will be in charge for the security of this state?

MR. BOUCHER:  The Government of Macedonia is responsible for security.

QUESTION:  Any involvement by U.S., NATO, any other force vis-à-vis to the area since you have a lot of forces -- 

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not going to speculate on instability.  The United States is -- NATO and the European Union have helped out when the Macedonian Government felt it was appropriate and necessary for us to help out, but they have the responsibility there and I'm sure we'll continue to help them if it's necessary.  

QUESTION:  You asked me yesterday to get in touch with the European Union, who I did gladly.  And they told me that they do not recognize FYROM as "Republic of Macedonia," as you told us yesterday more than 40 times, but only in those talks in New York City -- you are laughing, of course, it's a matter for laughing -- only if in New York City those talks are going to succeed.  

Why the U.S. Government has decided to make that vice-versa because with this way that you decide yesterday, it totally as blow-up for the efforts in New York City under Matthew Nimetz.   

MR. BOUCHER:  For all the reasons that I explained yesterday.  The simple answer to why.  

QUESTION:  Why your Ambassador to Greece, Tom Miller, what's necessary to brief first the leader of the opposition, George Papandreou, and not the Greek Government under Kostas Karamanlis?  

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know that he did.  You'd have to check with the Embassy as to who he reached and when he reached them.

QUESTION:  Well, can you take this question because he has been advised to make those contacts on a diplomatic level because of the --

MR. BOUCHER:  You'd have to check with the Embassy as far as when he was able to reach people in terms of the people that he wanted to talk to.

QUESTION:  And also, Mr. Boucher, can you take this question on this map of the DOD, because inter alia sayings of which a diplomatic word is coming from the State Department, "Challenges have been made that the Macedonians originate from the Greeks in the south, the Bulgarians in the east, the Albanians in the west, and the Serbians in the north.  The clearly Macedonian area occupies a sector of the original Macedonia that dates back to Alexander the Great and his being with country with regard to its history.  It has become increasingly important.  The Greeks contest the names, the Bulgarians protest the language, and the Albanians, the Serbians threaten the survivability of this new nation.  And also, however the Macedonians and Albanians are extremely passionate about the language, (inaudible) was given first to the ethnic groups."

Could you please take this question because I was told specifically this text, it was drafted by the Department of State and not by the Department of Defense?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry, but I am not going to try to explain somebody else's Marine Corps Manual.  And I'll stand by State Department products, but I'm not here to explain somebody else's product.

QUESTION:  But Mr. Boucher, but the other day, on October 14, you said me specifically here, when I asked you if any Secretary is doing something, and specifically the Secretary of Defense, Mr. Rumsfeld, who was in Skopje on October 11th and made an agreement, signed actually the documents as Republic of Macedonia, who specifically told us yesterday.  And you told us that you had the last word in many diplomatic exchanges vis-à-vis even to the Pentagon.  

So in this particular case --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry.  But I can't characterize a Marine Corps Manual as a diplomatic exchange.

QUESTION:  But about, but who drafted this?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know.

QUESTION:   No, no, I'm saying, it's a diplomat text.  I was told it was a diplomat --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry.  I'm not here to explain a Marine Corps training manual.

QUESTION:  But can you take this question --

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I'm sorry.  I won't.

QUESTION:  Thank you.

(The briefing was concluded at 1:15 p.m.)

(end transcript)
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MR. BOUCHER:  I'd like to begin with one note, welcoming note, on the -- Georgia's decision to deploy additional troops to Iraq to provide security for the United Nations' presence in Iraq.  The United States warmly welcomes this deployment.

This latest deployment by Georgia will increase the total number of its troops in Iraq from 159 to 850.  It underscores Georgia's commitment to partnership with the people of Iraq and their friends around the world in pursuit of peace, prosperity, and democracy in Iraq.  The United States will offer additional training to help Georgia sustain this deployment following an assessment by the U.S.-European command of their needs.

QUESTION:  A couple of questions about it.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yep.

QUESTION:  I assume, it's like you to say it, but you're continuing to try to solicit support from other countries, yes?

MR. BOUCHER:  We're working with other governments.  This is one.  As you know, the question of protection for the United Nations has been something that we have worked on, that the United Nations has worked on, and that the Iraqi Government has worked on.

I think you remember that not long ago we were able to confirm the Fiji's Government decision to send people there for protection and for some of the locations for protection in that way.  The Georgians have now committed a substantial number of troops to help the United Nations with protection.  And of course, we've always said the coalition will do what's necessary to make sure the United Nations can operate in safety.

QUESTION:  And just save a little research on a busy day, the ones that are there now, are they part of the coalition forces, or are they like, for instance, the Hungarians, in that they're not actually engaged in, whatever you want to call it, military operations, or do you happen to know?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know the exact status of their troops over there now, so I just can't.

QUESTION:  But the new ones are all for UN protection?

MR. BOUCHER:  The Georgian contingent is going to be committed to UN protection, yes.

QUESTION:  Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.  Okay.  Questions on this or other things?  Let's start down here.

QUESTION:  What do you know about Yasser Arafat's health, if anything?

MR. BOUCHER:  We are following reports, keeping in touch with people, but I don't have any other information for you or confirmation of any of the variety of stories that are out there.

QUESTION:  All right.  Well, then, just now that that's out of the way, can you explain your decision about Macedonia?

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.  Do we want to finish with --

QUESTION:  Yes.

MR. BOUCHER:  There may be questions on the first topic, first.

Yes, ma'am.

QUESTION:  Yes, since news is conflicting about his status, would the Secretary go to attend his funeral if he dies?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't want to speculate on that.  We don't know what his condition is at the present moment.  We'll just have to see what happens.

QUESTION:  And would there be a written statement as a reaction on his health, whenever you learn about it?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not going to answer questions that start with "would" and "if" and things like that.  It's just not appropriate for us at this time to start talking about what might happen if he passes away.  I think it's certainly something that we will follow closely and see.

QUESTION:  No (inaudible) nothing, except that it comes to mind that I'd like to know what you can tell us about the dinner tonight.  Maybe you've already --

MR. BOUCHER:  Well --

QUESTION:  No, the Iftaar Dinner.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  What I want -- it's a Pal -- it's an Arab issue.

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.

QUESTION:  What I want to know is --

(Laughter.)

MR. BOUCHER:  At some point we'll get back to the Macedonia question as well.

QUESTION:  Sure.  And is he here?

(Laughter.)

MR. BOUCHER:  Your colleague down here in the front row asked about you.

QUESTION:  No, I think this can be fairly brief.  How many people do you expect, and how did you go about making up your guest list?  Are these all -- are all these nice people considered friendly folk, or what?

MR. BOUCHER:  As you know, I think, every year for the past several years at least --

QUESTION:  Right.

MR. BOUCHER:  -- the State Department has hosted an Iftaar Dinner during the Month of Ramadan.  The Secretary of State's done this, and he has invited a variety of people from different Muslim communities in the United States, sometimes some visitors.  The Secretary's emphasis has always been on young people, and I think this evening there's a strong emphasis on young people and women participating in the Iftaar this evening and coming to the State Department.  And these -- like his overall commitment to young people that he has, you see it in his work around the world, you see it in his -- what he did in his private life, and that's where, indeed, he puts some emphasis in hosting the Iftaar Dinner.

QUESTION:  Any diplomats mixed in?  Any prominent educators or --

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have the guest list with me.  I'd say that's the emphasis, but I don't have the whole list.

QUESTION:  So you don't know if it's mostly -- is it fair to say it's mostly American Muslims or you just don't know the answer?

MR. BOUCHER:  It's mostly American Muslims.  I'm not quite sure if we have any prominent visitors coming.

QUESTION:  If you would not mind, would you care to return to Matt's question?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll be glad to return to Matt's question, if the rest of you don't mind.

QUESTION:  Well, just before you do that, just can you say that it would be -- would you say that it would be a waste of time to ask you more questions about Arafat?

MR. BOUCHER:  I can confirm that, yes.

(Laughter.)

QUESTION:  Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER:  Now, what was the question?  Macedonia.

QUESTION:  After you read the guidance, could you tell us why you've decided to do it?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll explain why we've decided to do it and tell you what we decided to do and why we decided to do it.

First, what we decided to do.  We have now decided to refer to Macedonia officially as the Republic of Macedonia.  By recognizing Macedonia's chosen constitutional name, we wish to underscore the U.S. commitment to a permanent, multiethnic, democratic Macedonian state within its existing borders.

The United States, the European Union and NATO have been working for years to bring lasting stability to the Balkans.  The key to Macedonia's future remains the Ohrid Framework Agreement signed by Macedonia's major political party leaders in 2001.  Macedonia's multiethnic government coalition has worked to finish implementing this agreement and the final pieces are now being put into place.

Macedonia's leadership has made a courageous decision to carry through with decentralization, as mandated by the Framework Agreement.  We want to support its efforts to that end as part of our support for Macedonia moving closer to Europe and to NATO and EU membership.

Macedonia's success is in our interest and in the interest of all its neighbors.  Macedonia is an important and steadfast partner of the United States in the global war on terrorism, contributing troops to coalition efforts in Iraq and Afghanistan.

We have taken our decision on Macedonia's name without prejudice to the negotiations under UN auspices that have been ongoing since 1993 on differences between Macedonia and Greece over the name.  We hope those talks will reach a speedy and mutually agreeable conclusion.

QUESTION:  Okay.  I thought you said you wanted to.  No, no, no, it's okay.  Go ahead.

QUESTION:  I'll catch him later.

QUESTION:  I guess I'm just not sure.  Why did you decide to take this decision or to make this?  I understand it was made by the Secretary yesterday.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Why now?  Does it have anything to do with the referendum on Sunday?

MR. BOUCHER:  It was day before yesterday.

QUESTION:  Does it have anything to do with -- does it have anything to do with --

QUESTION:  It was made on Election Day?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, it wasn't, sorry, yesterday.

QUESTION:  Yesterday?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yes.

QUESTION:  Does it have anything to do with the election there, the referendum on Sunday?  Are you trying to --

MR. BOUCHER:  We think that this is the appropriate time to make this step.  It's something that we have obviously kept under advisement for a long time, something that, as you know, has been in the air, under discussion, people encouraged us to do or not to do.  The fact that the referendum is coming up is part of the equation.  We are certainly looking for ways to support the full implementation of the Ohrid Agreements, including the decentralization that's so important to that, and we felt therefore this was the appropriate time to take the step.

QUESTION:  And was it worth the wrath of Greece to do this right now?  I mean, the timing of this is the first foreign policy decision since the reelection of the President would seem to indicate that you really have no qualms at all about antagonizing a NATO ally that -- in a situation which had been stable with the status quo, and, you know, this decision -- it's really a symbolic decision, it doesn't really affect your relations with Macedonia except that they're happy, but it does affect your relations with Greece.  And given the fact that the Secretary has canceled now three times trips to Greece, I'm just wondering if -- was the equation made that it was worth it, it was worth -- it was in the interests of the United States to really infuriate Greece over this at the current time?

MR. BOUCHER:  First of all, the United States understands Greek feelings about the matter.  We have pointed out, as the Secretary pointed out in his conversation this morning with the Greek Foreign Minister, that the decision is not a turn against Greece, it's not linked to the U.S. election in any way, it's not the first -- it's not designed to be the first decision after the U.S. election or anything like that.

It's a moment where we thought it was important to find ways to express our support for the full implementation of the Ohrid Agreements, for the continuation of the process that has brought stability to Macedonia and to its neighbors and that this was one way of doing that at this juncture.  And that's what we decided to do.  It's not directed against any other country.  It's not timed in any fashion to relate to the U.S. election or anything that some other third party is doing.  It's just we felt what an appropriate and correct step at this juncture to express our support for the implementation of the agreements that Macedonia has reached.

Okay.  We'll work from the back.

QUESTION:  Before we do that, can we do one other substitute one?

MR. BOUCHER:  Let's slow down.  We'll do here and then we'll go to the two gentlemen in the back.

QUESTION:  Can you go back to your statement that the upcoming referendum in Macedonia was indeed part of your calculus?  Can you just make clear what exactly you are trying to do with that?  Are you essentially trying to strengthen the government's argument that the projections for minorities within Macedonia should be maintained and extended?  Is that what you're trying to do simply put?

MR. BOUCHER:  We're trying to demonstrate, we're trying to express our support for the full implementation of these agreements including the decentralization that's an important part of it, and that is one of the subjects covered in the referendum.  We're trying to show that the path that the government has followed brings stability, brings acceptance and brings recognition in the world for Macedonia and support for the path that it's been following in terms of implementation of the Ohrid Agreements, and so this is one, the step that we thought was appropriate to demonstrate that.

QUESTION:  There is no way you can say that without reference to the sort of jargon of the Ohrid Agreement, I mean, so that the average person understands what you're talking about?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think, first of all, the average person in Macedonia probably, and in the region, probably does understand these agreements a lot better than I do.  But the point is to show support for a multiethnic society in Macedonia as they proceed in a direction that we feel contribute to their own stability and the stability of the region, and by taking this step in terms of recognizing Macedonia under its chosen name we feel that we bolster that progress.

Barry.

QUESTION:  I was going to ask you how this supports multiethnic understanding by choosing a name that the populace and a next door neighbor thinks is the wrong thing to do?

MR. BOUCHER:  This is the name that Macedonia, the government and the people of Macedonia have chosen for their country and that's the name that we will recognize them under.

QUESTION:  Did the Foreign Minister call the Secretary, or is it reversed?

QUESTION:  Do you know if there have been calls related to this?

MR. BOUCHER:  The -- our ambassador in Greece has talked to the Foreign Minister and then this morning the Secretary talked to the -- called the Foreign Minister as well to talk to him.  We've been in touch with the Greek Government at other levels, people with their counterparts, principally through the embassy.

We've also obviously been discussing the matter with the Government of Macedonia, our Ambassador of Macedonia in Skopje met with the Macedonian President this morning and just told him of the decision and then we've been in touch with other people who are interested on the Hill.  I think we've been in touch with Javier Solana in the European Union, people like that, NATO Secretary General and others who might be interested in our decision.

QUESTION:  Richard --

MR. BOUCHER:  Can I get a gentleman in the back who have been anxious --

QUESTION:  Any representation prior to this decision with the European Union?

MR. BOUCHER:  We've certainly -- this is a topic that we've handled over a long period of time in conjunction with the European Union and we've had a lot of discussions with the European Union about the Macedonia name, the Greek question of Macedonia and Greece, so it is certainly a subject that both they and we are familiar with.  In terms of the actual decision to do this, we had been in touch -- we were in touch with the European Union to tell them of the decision.

QUESTION:  Otherwise, the European Union is agreeing with your policy?  Excuse me?

MR. BOUCHER:  You'll have to ask the European Union what their position is on this issue.

QUESTION:  You made the statement.  You said you have discussed this matter a long time and you give account of detail, so I would like to know what is-what is the European Union statement about this.

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry.  If you want to ask what the opinion of the European Union is, you'll have to ask a spokesman for the European Union.

QUESTION:  No, I'm saying is your presentation on your part --

MR. BOUCHER:  You can ask 20 times.  If you want the European position, you have to ask a spokesman for the Europeans.

QUESTION:  Why did you totally --

QUESTION:  Did you ask the European Union whether they agree about it, with it, or did you just notify them what you're doing?

QUESTION:  Exactly.

MR. BOUCHER:  As I said, we told the European -- we were in contact with European Union to tell them of our decision.

QUESTION:  In advance?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah, I'm pretty sure it was in advance.

QUESTION:  What did you totally agree on the UN talks and proceeded unilaterally yesterday (inaudible), any communication, consultation with the UN negotiator Matthew Nimetz prior to that?

MR. BOUCHER:  I know we were in touch with him.  I don't know the exact timing on it, but the point I think we make, this is a decision the United States made because we believe it's the appropriate decision at this time for a policy that we want to pursue, that we want to show support for the path that is being followed by the government in Macedonia towards more stability and a multiethnic society.

The uh -- at the same time, we would certainly welcome any progress that can be made in the UN discussions and would accept the outcome of those discussions if Macedonia agrees and the UN work out -- you know, can work things out, and we certainly would hope those talks would reach a speedy and a mutually agreeable conclusion.

QUESTION:  Do you recognize the so-called "Macedonian ethnicity nationality language?"

MR. BOUCHER:  Those issues are, I think, dealt with in the agreements.  I don't have anything different to say here.

QUESTION:  Did you have consultation prior with -- besides with Greece -- Bulgaria, Albania, Serbia and Montenegro?

MR. BOUCHER:  Not that I'm aware of, no.

Sir.

QUESTION:  According to the Greeks, you didn't tell them that you are ready to recognize FYROM, that you didn't have any consultation with them.  It seems to me that you consulted with everybody except the Greeks.

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't think I've described any particular -- I mean, it depends on how you -- what you describe as consultations.  I think I've tried to be frank with you and say that this is certainly a subject where we've talked many times with many people, and people know our views, we've all discussed the pros and cons of this kind of step, and certainly the Secretary is personally very familiar with the issues, has been dealing with it for many, many years.

And so I think we all sort of know the pros and cons.  We balance the views.  But this was a decision that the United States took because we felt it was the appropriate decision to us.  And for those who we've been in touch with in the last 24 hours or so, we've really been telling them about our decision, not engaging in some further consultation.

QUESTION:  Not before the 24 hours.  For example, did Secretary discuss it with the Foreign Minister of Greece in New York in September?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I don't think it came up there.

QUESTION:  There is a feeling in Greece that you want to punish them.

MR. BOUCHER:  I think I've said, and I'll make absolutely clear once again, as the Secretary did in his phone call with the Greek Foreign Minister this morning, that this step is being done because we think it's the right thing to support a path of stability and openness and democracy in Macedonia.  It's not a decision that's made in any way with reference to neighbors or other countries, but we do think it's a decision that can help support a path that has brought more stability to Macedonia and to the region.

QUESTION:  How long has it been being batted around?  I notice that as recently as October 14th you were up here on the podium saying that the name is the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and that any references to it in official -- U.S. official documents or otherwise to it as simply Macedonia or the Republic of Macedonia were mistakes or errors.  In fact --

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I didn't say they were errors.  I said they were --

QUESTION:  Well, you said it was shorthand.  You had --

MR. BOUCHER:  It was shorthand, yeah.

QUESTION:  You -- in response to the question, you said that the Department had gone back and corrected the transcript of the briefing --

MR. BOUCHER:  That was a transcript that said "formerly known as" instead of "formally known as," an index.  So that was a mistake.  It was not consistent with the policy at the time.

QUESTION:  Okay.  Well, so, as a -- on October 14th, when you said that the official name was the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, was the review underway?

MR. BOUCHER:  This is not the product of some formal committee review process.  This was a policy recommendation that was arrived at by consultations with different people in the Department.  In -- I don't know exactly when they started discussing it, but the decision was just made in the last few days -- yesterday.

QUESTION:  Was it a wise decision to make?

MR. BOUCHER:  It was, as any decision, it has a lot of factors that have to be weighed.

QUESTION:  So I assume there were people who thought maybe you shouldn't do this, is that fair?  You've been very candid, but can you go that one step further and say there were people who thought --

MR. BOUCHER:  No, I can't because I'm not aware of anybody who said don't.  They just looked at it and said, is it -- should we do this now, and they discussed the pros and cons and reached agreement on doing it and made a recommendation to the Secretary.

QUESTION:  When was the first time Greece was told of the decision, and at what level?

MR. BOUCHER:  Our Ambassador told the Greek, I think, Foreign Minister, if not his of fice, if not him then his office, yesterday afternoon, our time.

QUESTION:  Well, is this -- were these discussions that you did a preemptive notification of them:  this is what we're planning to do?  Or did they hear that you had done this and then they called you, and you gave them an explanation?  I mean --

MR. BOUCHER:  We called people up and said we've made a decision, here's what we're going to do.

QUESTION:  The Greeks?

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  Richard, your reference to your weighing different factors in response to Barry's question, can we not necess -- assume from that that you decided that the anger and the hostility that you're facing right now from the Greeks was more than overcome by whatever benefit you think this is going to give to the Macedonians?

MR. BOUCHER:  It's not just a two-part equation so I can't really phrase it the way you did.  I tried to phrase it earlier in my own way by saying we were certainly aware of the likely reaction in Greece.

QUESTION:  And --

MR. BOUCHER:  And we have, I think, tried to go out of our way to make clear to the Greek Government and the Greek people that this is not a decision that's any way directed at them or intended to offend them; it's what we thought was the right thing to continue a progress of stability in the region.

QUESTION:  Okay.  And as you have said, this is a U.S. decision.  It's a unilateral decision, which, of course, is completely contradictory with all of your multilateral efforts in every other area of diplomacy for the past four years.  And I'm wondering what does this mean, if anything, for how the country is referred to, not at the UN where the negotiations are underway, but at NATO, for example, where everything has to be footnoted or asterisked to refer to Macedonia as FYROM.

Do you envision trying to bring NATO around to -- or do you just think that that's hopeless because the Greeks, who have been in NATO for a long time and were supposedly your good friends, would object?

MR. BOUCHER:  This is not a decision intended to disrupt our very positive work with Greece in -- bilaterally as well as multilaterally.  It's not a decision intended to in any way disrupt the smooth workings of NATO.  And I expect that we'll continue cooperation there, as appropriate, with the Government of Greece, which remains one of our best allies.

QUESTION:  And --

MR. BOUCHER:  Exactly how we will handle questions of language and footnoting in other documents, I don't have an answer for you at this point.  But the United States, when we refer to this country, will refer to it as the Republic of Macedonia.

QUESTION:  But you do acknowledge that while it's not intended to disrupt the relationship that it has.  Don't you?

MR. BOUCHER:  I would say what I've said before.  We understand there are some strong feelings about this and that's why we have tried to make very, very clear it's not directed against any other nation.

QUESTION:  Well, you may have tried to make that clear, Richard, but there are a lot of angry people in Greece.

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, Matt, I'm trying to make it clear right now, and I'll do it again through you, the able representatives of the press, who I'm sure will report to the people in Greece, that this is not directed in any way against them.

QUESTION:  Yeah, but that's all well and good for you to say that, but I just want to make sure that you understand, you've taken into account, the Greek reaction to this, what you knew would be the Greek reaction to this --

MR. BOUCHER:  We understand the feelings in Greece, yes.

QUESTION:  -- and decided that it was still the right thing to do so --

MR. BOUCHER:  We understand the feelings in Greece, and for a variety of reasons we decided this was the right thing to do.

Sir.

QUESTION:  According to a map in my possession, appearing in the U.S. Marine Corps Country Handbook November 2003, under the title "Macedonian Occupation," includes unfortunately the entire Greek Macedonia with a very, very provocative and undiplomatic front-page text against the territorial integrity of Greece.  I was told yesterday by a DOD source that this map was drafted during the era of Richard Holbrook when he was Under Secretary for European Affairs in 1999 and it's still valid even today.  And it was also verified by Ambassador Nicholas Burns to a group of Greek Americans who (inaudible) to the departure from Athens to Brussels and it was also confirmed to the same group by DOS official -- I have his name -- saying to them specifically, "Nothing has been changed."

Any explanation since the text of this language is a diplomatic one and you told us the other day that you, as the Department of State, has had the last word in many diplomatic exchanges?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think you just had the last word.  This is a Marine handbook?

QUESTION:  Yes, it's --

MR. BOUCHER:  With a map --

QUESTION:  That's correct.

MR. BOUCHER:  -- that you think was drafted by Mr. Holbrook?

QUESTION:  It's Country Handbook Macedonia United States --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm sorry.  I can't account for something in a Marine handbook.  I assume almost every map I've seen that the U.S. Government produces has a footnote on it saying this is not the definitive statement of borders or recognition issues.  I don't know if there was such a footnote on it or not, but I'm not going to be able to account for every map in a Marine handbook.

QUESTION:  Well, I'm saying when the Department of Defense is drafting a document, something like that, I know it's coming from --

MR. BOUCHER:  I, frankly, don't know --

QUESTION:  Who is in charge?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know who the author of the map is.

QUESTION:  Who did the diplomatic language, you or the DOD?

MR. BOUCHER:  It could be from the Defense Mapping Agency.  I don't, frankly, know where they get their maps.

QUESTION:  And why they are saying, "Macedonia Occupation" --

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not going to tell you about the Marine Corps Handbook.  You're going to have to ask the Marine Corps about that one.

QUESTION:  One more, Mr. Boucher.  How do you explain the fact that the U.S. Government totally ignored the policy expressed by the former Secretary of State once upon the time, Stettinius, December 26, 1944, who first opened our eyes, saying inter alia, "The Department of State has noted (inaudible) apprehension that (inaudible) Macedonia with the (inaudible) intention and Greek territory would be included in the Baltic state.  The U.S. Government considers talks part of Macedonian nation," "Macedonian motherland," "Macedonian nation (inaudible)," to the unjustified demagogues representing (inaudible) insists that is a possible cloak for aggressive intention against the territorial integrity of Greece."

Any comment, since you are making this decision today?

MR. BOUCHER:  First, what date was it in 1944?

QUESTION:  It was December 26, 1944.

MR. BOUCHER:  Okay.  Almost six years -- 60 years, right?

QUESTION:  So what?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well -- (laughter).  First of all, I would note there have been some changes in Europe --

QUESTION:  World War II, you mean?

MR. BOUCHER:  There have been some changes in Europe in the last 60 years.  There is a nation known as Macedonia which we have decided to call by the name that they have chosen for themselves, as the Republic of Macedonia.  And you are as familiar as I am of the fact that this nation, these leaders, this government, have expressed many, many times that they have no territorial aspirations, their use of the name Macedonia for themselves does not have any implications for any neighbors or neighboring territories or peoples.  That is certainly a policy the United States has maintained, that they have maintained, and we don't see that those factors that were discussed 60 years ago come into play in any way with our decision today.

QUESTION:  Was there any reference to the Greek territory in the Ambassador's discussions and the Secretary's discussions?  You obviously don't think there's any need to --

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't think the issue -- the issue does not arise.  This is merely a question of how we will call a country, whether we call this country by the name they have chosen for themselves in their constitution.

QUESTION:  So the Greeks have no basis for any anxiety about the Greek Macedonia?

MR. BOUCHER:  As we have said, we think that the process underway in Macedonia has been a very positive one, not only for that nation, but for the region, and that, in fact, it has brought stability to the region.

We have more back there or not?

QUESTION:  One --

MR. BOUCHER:  Moving right along?

QUESTION:  What was your response to the Greek protest which has been defined today by the Greek Foreign Minister Petros Molyviatis, to your Ambassador, your esteemed Ambassador to Greece, Tom Miller?

MR. BOUCHER:  Our Ambassador has spoken to the Greek Foreign Minister twice, once yesterday, once today, and then the Secretary spoke to the Foreign Minister again today.  We understand Greek concerns, but we also explained why we think this is the appropriate decision at this time, and, second of all, we explained that this is a not a step that's directed against any third country.

QUESTION:  Regarding the Macedonia, as you call it, received yesterday the recognition that they wanted from the United States.  Why, in your opinion, they are going to continue the talks with Greece to change their name?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think we're all interested in stability and harmony in the region.  To the extent that these are issues that different people in the region feel strongly about, we would hope that they can be worked out, and we think that they would too.

QUESTION:  (Inaudible) was closed for security reasons, I believe.  Do you have anything on that?  Do you know how long it will be closed for?

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, they closed yesterday and then again today in order to review their security posture.  They have reiterated, I think, in a message to Americans that the overall situation for Americans in Syria has not changed.  We do have a -- they said the general threat level to American citizens in Syria remains unchanged.  We do have a Public Announcement on the Middle East and North Africa and the Worldwide Caution, of course, that do cover that region as well.

But the Embassy decided that they needed to close yesterday and today in order to reassess their security posture, and so they've done that, and then they'll be closed Friday, I think, for the normal weekend -- Friday, Saturday -- weekend in Damascus.

QUESTION:  Is there a particular threat to the Embassy, then?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not able to go into the reasons for which they decided they wanted to look at their security posture, but that's essentially what -- they're looking at their own security posture at this moment in time.

QUESTION:  Well, you know, they've done that quite frequently.  In fact, it's an ongoing review all the time in all embassies everywhere.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yeah.

QUESTION:  So --

MR. BOUCHER:  We have also made clear in public announcements and elsewhere that, from time to time, embassies may decide it's appropriate for them to close their public functions in order to assess their posture, and that's what this Embassy has decided it has to do.

Sir.

QUESTION:  Richard, a second bin Laden tape has been embargoed.  Is that under U.S. pressure?  And has the government in Qatar been forthcoming with respect to the operation of Al Jazeera?  And do you think they're still biased in always getting and showing captives and beheadings and such?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't have anything for you on the possibility of a second tape, nor do I really have any new assessment of Al Jazeera.  We've, I think, expressed ourselves in the past and don't really have anything new.

QUESTION:  But don't you still feel that way?  You asked them not do to it.  You asked the government there to try to withhold the tape.  And that's a standing concern, is it?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'd stick to what I said before.  I'm not -- don't have anything on some additional tape.

QUESTION:  Okay.

QUESTION:  Richard, this is somewhat related to Macedonia issue but not -- doesn't involve Macedonia.  I'm just curious.  Does the Administration have any plans to unilaterally take other measures, say, I don't know, again, if it's a dispute between Spain and Morocco over the Parsley Islands, is the United States going to come down on one side or another, Taiwan recognition?  Do you know, given the President's new political capital, is he prepared to start being a little bit more multi -- unilateral in his foreign policy?

MR. BOUCHER:  Matt, first of all, this decision is not related to the election or the political capital from the election.  Second of all, it doesn't have implications for any other area of the world.  Third of all, you know to what great lengths the Secretary of State personally went to try to help Spain and Morocco resolve their dispute over certain islands.  And fourth, I wouldn't want to speculate.  I would point out that the United States, as any country, from time to time, makes its own decisions about policy.  Sometimes we make those in conjunction with others.  Sometimes we make those according to what we think is necessary and right for us.

QUESTION:  Okay, and on that -- along those lines, and I realize this doesn't have anything to do with United States, but perhaps you can offer us your general feelings about this, about should -- whether countries should establish or not diplomatic relations with Taiwan.  Does the United States take any position on whether Taiwan has diplomatic relations with other sovereign states?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll go find you the standard answer on that.

QUESTION:  I was going to ask you this, but I was afraid it would keep us here all day.  You know, because I thought -- I think you're saying today that -- or you're reaffirming today -- that what we call a country is based on our policy views and also the wishes of the people there.  We go through this all the time.  Is it Burma or isn't it Burma?  You know, Taiwan functions -- you know, I mean, I can go on and on.  Next you'll probably call Gaza Palestine when the Palestinians take it -- take control of it.  Why not?

But do you see what I'm saying?  Is there a rule here or is it ad hoc?

MR. BOUCHER:  I find it hard to deal with fruit salad questions that kind of throw 17 different things into the mix and then ask for a general rule.

QUESTION:  Well, the naming game -- what's -- is there a rule, please?

MR. BOUCHER:  I can't give you a general rule because each of the issues that you cited -- some correctly, some not -- is different.  And yes, we do look at policy considerations.  Generally, we tend to go with a name that people choose for themselves.  If you decide to call yourself Barry, we'll call you Barry.  (Laughter.)  But it's not -- it's not a hard and fast rule.  There are, from time to time, policy considerations that enter into these discussions.

QUESTION:  Well, nobody is going to want to call themselves Burma --

QUESTION:  You agree -- exactly.

MR. BOUCHER:  And we take it under due consideration.

QUESTION:  You use it as sometimes as a weapon when you disapprove of the government there.  You don't choose to go along with them and use the name they want used.

MR. BOUCHER:  I mean, first of all, we tend to speak English.

QUESTION:  Yeah.

MR. BOUCHER:  And so, we tend to use names in English.  There's -- you know, there is a formal structure in the government for determining geographic names that we use on publications and maps and there are also sometimes policy considerations that relate to how we call something because some people feel strongly one way and some feel the other way and sometimes we have to make a decision.  All I can tell you is that each of these cases has different factors involved, a different balance of factors involved.  What people call themselves is one of the factors.  But it doesn't -- you know, how each individual case comes out depends on the individual case.

QUESTION:  The Secretary has said in interviews over the last few months that after the election he'd have to have a conversation with the President about his future.  Has he had that conversation?

MR. BOUCHER:  First of all, it's not a question I can answer because if I start answering it, we're going to answer it every single day.

Second of all, on the matter of the Secretary's service, he serves at the pleasure of the President.  If he and the President should decide to have a conversation about that, I would suggest that the matter will be known to the Secretary and the President, and I would not really -- certainly I wouldn't engage in speculation, nor -- and I would discourage you from taking anybody else's word for it, except for mine, if I have information for you.  (Laughter.)

But this is not a matter that is going to be reported on every day.  It's not a matter that's going to be known to anybody outside of the President and the Secretary, and when they have something to tell people, I'm sure they will.

I would emphasize to you that at the staff meeting this morning, at the -- actually, the staff meeting yesterday, the staff meeting this morning, the cabinet meeting this morning, the Secretary briefed his staff and his colleges in the cabinet on a very active upcoming agenda of foreign policy that he and the President have planned, and that it will be our duty, along with the Secretary, to implement.

As you all know, we have the Bi-National Commission Meeting with Mexico next Tuesday.  The Secretary will be going down to Mexico for that, along with, I think, six of his cabinet colleagues.

A week or so after that, the President goes down to Chile for the APEC meeting.  That's an opportunity to work with the nations of Asia and some of the nations of Latin America on important economic issues where we want to make progress and the President wants to make progress.

The Secretary goes from there to the Sharm el-Sheikh meeting with Iraq, the G-8 and some of the neighbors.  Again, an important step along the way towards stability in Iraq and the Iraqi election.

A few weeks after that, we've got -- not even one week after that, two weeks after that, maybe -- we've got NATO meetings, consultations with the European Union, and the meeting in Morocco that is one of the President's high priorities to encourage -- support  modernization and reform in the Middle East, the Forum for the Future meeting in Morocco.

So, there are a whole series of things, you know, just in the next four weeks.  Then we go on into, after the holidays, you know, we go on into the Iraqi election, we go into an Afghan election in the spring.  The Secretary is briefing -- working on his staff to plan this agenda, to work this agenda and make sure it all works out positively in the upcoming months and that it moves us forward on the big agenda, the full agenda of the President's foreign policy.  And that's where his mind is, that's where his effort it, and that's where his energy is.

QUESTION:  Richard, when you say that the -- and the Secretary always says that he serves at the pleasure of the President -- I mean, that indicates that the Secretary has absolutely no opinion of what he wants to do, it's completely up to the -- if the President wants him to serve, he'll serve, but he has absolutely no pleasure of his own and he's just a completely selfless individual?

MR. BOUCHER:  I'm not going to start pretending to psychoanalyze --

QUESTION:  No, but I'm saying --

MR. BOUCHER:  -- anybody in this.  The way our system works is that these decisions, as most decisions do, fall to the President, and what the President wants, the President gets.

QUESTION:  Isn't there a formal -- isn't there a formality of submitting resignations?  I'm not implying anything --

MR. BOUCHER:  I think -- I suggest you look at Scott McClellan's briefing today.  That issue came up with him and he noted that that is done sometimes.  It has not been done at this point, that political presidential appointees have not been asked to submit resignation letters, but the White House will keep you informed if there's any difference or change.

QUESTION:  Well, you would tell us if he did submit a letter, wouldn't you?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, probably not.

QUESTION:  All right.  Now, let me ask you something about Iraq, or can we get into policy?

QUESTION:  Actually, could I just ask one question on this?  Just to clarify, all those trips you mentioned, the Secretary is, in fact, planning to go on all of them?

MR. BOUCHER:  The Secretary is planning to carry out this agenda on behalf of the President, yes.

QUESTION:  A follow-up?

QUESTION:  Can I ask you about Iraq?

MR. BOUCHER:  Ken.

QUESTION:  Richard, it's no secret that the Secretary helped build morale in this building when he got here and it's no secret that people are worried about him departing.  Is he hearing from people in this building or people in the Foreign Service who are posted overseas who are urging him to stay?

MR. BOUCHER:  I don't know.  There certainly is a lot of commitment to the Secretary, to the full agenda, the big agenda that we have been carrying out for the Secretary and the President.  There's a lot of appreciation for the way that the Secretary has been able to get us resources in terms of personnel, having time for training, having computers on desktops, having the tools and the security that we need to carry out our jobs.

So I think yes, there is a tremendous support for the achievements over the last several years that the Secretary has helped bring to this Department and a determination to carry forward the agenda that we have together.

But, again, what and when and if, ever, the Secretary and the President decide or determine something, it's going to be determined by the Secretary and the President, not on well-wishers and other supporters.  Ultimately, as the Secretary also said, he serves at the pleasure of the President, and that's the only thing that matters.

QUESTION:  May I ask about Iraq?  I was reminded, frankly, by your reference to the election.  This morning at Brookings, Martin Indyk, who had a pretty serious job here, and elsewhere on the Foreign Service, thought that there's some question about the Sunnis getting full opportunities to have a voice in Iraq's future -- and I don't want to misrepresent what he said, but I think I'm pretty sure he said this, that he thought maybe the election should be postponed.  They're holding it on time, holding it as anticipated, without assurances that everybody will be able, you know, to have a say, may not be the best idea.

Now, the Secretary, every time he's asked, says we hope and intend and would like and, you know, always late January for sure.  Is that still the firm view here?  Has Indyk got a point, do you think?  You didn't hear him, but I wonder.

MR. BOUCHER:  It is still our firm view, and I think more important than that, it's the firm view of the Iraqi Government, that this commitment to have elections in January is a very important one and that we all need to do everything possible, we need to work towards that end, that is a commitment that we're all working to keep.  And at the same time, it is also a commitment that the election needs to be open to every citizen of Iraq to participate in.

As the Iraqi Election Commission goes forward -- and they already have -- what is it, 13 or 14 million people on the preliminary voter rolls, and they've already started their outreach activities, and they've already started their educational activities.  So as they go forward into their election with our support and UN support and support of others, I think all of us will do everything we can to ensure that the election is one that every citizen of Iraq has a way of participating in.

QUESTION:  And are you hearing similar -- are you hearing from Sunni governments in that area, there being several of them, but the Sunnis are the predominant people, that they, too, think it's on track and you should proceed?

MR. BOUCHER:  I think you have to ask individual governments what their opinions are.  There is certainly a strong commitment in all segments of the Iraqi Government, people of various ethnic groups and various responsibilities, to moving forward on this, with this commitment to have elections in January.

QUESTION:  Richard, there's a big exposé in today's Washington Post concerning Darfur, and the situation is getting precipitously worse.  Is there, for all intents and purposes -- I know the President before called North Korea and Iran axis of evils, and Iraq as well -- is there, for all intents and purposes, something that can be done against the government in Khartoum, stopping military shipments and all types of other commercial contacts with them?

MR. BOUCHER:  The -- first of all, there are a lot of restrictions already and that we have made clear the kinds of benefits and relief that the government in Khartoum might have expected from concluding north-south accords, which we have worked very long and hard with them on.  They can just not expect to get those benefits and that kind of relief unless they take appropriate action to help the situation in Darfur.

We have been very, very concerned about the situation in Darfur.  We're currently in very close touch with the United Nations, with the European Union, about the current situation, particularly the expulsion of people from -- the removal of people from camps to other camps by the government in recent days.  We have been working now, we're working today in the Security Council, consulting with other nations on this matter.  We're hearing a briefing from the UN representative, Jan Pronk, up there today.

Second of all, we and the United Nations and the European Union have been trying to see what action we can take to try to make sure that -- look after the welfare of the people who were removed from these camps, and indeed the African Union is now sending people to the sites, to the locations where these people are, and to check on them and try to look after their welfare.  This is one of the benefits of the kind of expanded African Union presence that we have been working hard at and that we have facilitated with the flights that we have been conducting to bring in Nigerian and Rwandan soldiers.

We are talking directly with the government in Khartoum.  We've been in touch with Vice President Taha of the Sudanese Government about the matter of the removal and our strong concerns about those people, urging the government not to do this again and indeed to return these people to the locations that they were removed from.

We are, together with the European Union, we're making more formal and continuous approaches to the government in Khartoum, again, on this matter.  So this is something that we have been working very hard on to try to get it to stop.

Today, I think I'd say the situation is we hadn't seen any further removals of people from camps but we have not seen the people who were moved be able to come back to the camps, where we think they're better taken care of, and that is something we'll keep pressing for, the UN will keep pressing for.  They have a Joint Implementation Meeting coming up with the Sudanese and we will continue to work with the EU and others to try to get the government to change its course on that matter.

QUESTION:  Richard, two very brief but very disparate questions.  One is that you mentioned the Secretary going to the Forum of the Future meeting in Morocco, and I'm just wondering, a hop, skip and a jump away from Morocco, where the Secretary visited Tunis not so long ago, have you seen these reports that  there have been a bunch of Islamic fundamentalists have been pardoned?

MR. BOUCHER:  In Tunisia?

QUESTION:  In Tunisia.

MR. BOUCHER:  I'll have to check on that and see if I can get you anything.

QUESTION:  All right.  And my second disparate question is: do you have anything to say about the situation today in the Ivory Coast?

MR. BOUCHER:  A little bit, yeah.  And I think we'll probably have a slightly more formal statement on it later because these aerial attacks that were carried out by the government's aircraft near the city of Bouake are very much a matter of concern to us.  We condemn the aerial attacks.  We've seen reports now of three different aerial attacks, one at 7:15 a.m., one at 11:15, one at 3 p.m. local time.  At this point, we don't have any reports of deaths resulting from the bombings.

Our government in Abidjan -- our Embassy in Abidjan is in frequent touch with the Americans in the area.  We have no reports of injuries in the attacks today to Americans and we have issued a Warden Notice to American citizens in Cote D'Ivoire advising them to avoid crowds and defer nonessential travel.

We are urging all the parties to exercise restraint, to continue to work together to decrease tensions and to pursue the peace process in accordance with their commitments to the Linas-Marcoussis accords.

QUESTION:  Can you tell us where Deputy Secretary Armitage is today, who he talked to, and where he's going tomorrow?

MR. BOUCHER:  He is in the building today.  He's talked to a variety of people.

The Secretary and the Deputy Secretary, shortly after noon, went by the Embassy of the United Arab Emirates to sign a condolence book for Sheikh Zayed and to express their feelings on behalf of the United States.

The Deputy Secretary will be leaving for the Middle East and his first stop, indeed, will be the United Arab Emirates.  So he'll leave later today for the Emirates and his first stop would be to go there and express personally his -- the condolences of the United States on the death of Sheikh Zayed.

QUESTION:  They went together to the Embassy?

MR. BOUCHER:  They went together, yeah.

QUESTION:  And do you have where he's going from the UAE?

MR. BOUCHER:  No, you can't.  But --

QUESTION:  I didn't --

MR. BOUCHER:  Well, you can certainly ask, but I can't answer.

QUESTION:  Obviously, I can't because I don't know. I said can you tell us?

MR. BOUCHER:  You can ask where he is going from the UAE, but I don't have his itinerary at this point.  I'll get it -- we'll get stops to you as they proceed, I think.

QUESTION:  Yeah.  But recognizing your reluctance to talk about certain stops, how about the less -- the South Asia stops, at least?  Can you --

MR. BOUCHER:  Again, I don't know.  The schedule has been reworked somewhat in order to allow the Deputy Secretary to make this first stop in the United Arab Emirates, and so I don't have the onward schedule at this point.  But he is going to several stops in the Middle East and several stops in South Asia.

QUESTION:  (Inaudible) Colombo?

QUESTION:  Can you tell us what the stops are, in South Asia, at least, where there's not -- or maybe there is.  Are there security concerns for India, Pakistan and other countries in South Asia that would prevent you from talking about what his stops are?

MR. BOUCHER:  I can't talk about what his stops are because I don't know exactly what they are at this point.

QUESTION:  (Inaudible.)

MR. BOUCHER:  Yes, he has.  He's mentioned some of them.

Sir.

QUESTION:  On Cyprus, Mr. Boucher.

MR. BOUCHER:  Yes.

QUESTION:  Why the Development Associates, Incorporated across Arlington, Virginia has prepared a report on Cyprus submitted to the United States Agency for International Development for the $6.4 million?  Why a private company did the job for the USAID?

MR. BOUCHER:  We do that all the time.  We ask outsiders to evaluate our programs in various ways.  This was a private contractor.  The opinions in the study, as we've discussed before, are the opinions of the contractor, but it's a fairly common practice in the U.S. Government to have somebody on the outside look at our programs and tell us how they can be improved.

QUESTION:  I was told by the UN and by the U.S. Congress that the $6.4 million is not coming from Congress, not from the U.S., it's coming directly from Department of State.  Could you please once again to explain what is this amount exactly and how it is being split?

MR. BOUCHER:  This is an amount that was spent over five or ten years, I think --

A PARTICIPANT:  Since 1998.

MR. BOUCHER:  Since 1998, so six years -- on bi-communal programs in Cyprus.  It's been part of the regular assistance budget, the amount that's allocated by Congress every year and spent by the Department of State for bi-communal activities.

The report, I think, contrary to some impressions that might have been left in some minds, the report is actually quite positive about the bi-communal programs and the efforts that we've been making in that regard, including the activities, education activities and others things that we've undertaken in recent years.

QUESTION:  You are again said the point that -- you said that since 1998.  I read the total (inaudible) pages.  There's nothing about the 60.2 million has been given for bi-communal programs, something like that.  Are we focused only the $6.4 million, which have been spent in (inaudible) specifically for the referendum --

MR. BOUCHER:  No, $6.4 million has been spent over six years -- total -- on bi-communal activities, not 6.4 million in some recent time period.

QUESTION:  Thank you.

MR. BOUCHER:  Thank you.

(The briefing was concluded at 2:10 p.m.)

(end transcript)
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Transcript: Powell Hosts Iftar for Guests from Across the Muslim World

(Secretary speaks of U.S. efforts to be hospitable, helpful) (2950)

Secretary of State Colin Powell welcomed Muslim students, professionals, clerics and diplomats from across the Muslim world to an Iftar celebration at the State Department November 4. He said that America strives to embrace Ramadan's spirit of hospitality and concern for others.

"As the Iftar welcomes all in a spirit of brotherhood, so America has been open to all, welcoming to all -- as we can see in the diverse and thriving Muslim community in America today," Powell told his guests.

The secretary noted that new security measures have inconvenienced many people wishing to travel to the United States but said, "I want to assure all of you here this evening and all who may watch this or hear these words that we're doing everything we can to make sure that we strike the right balance between our security and our openness."

Powell spoke of the United States' many efforts to play a positive and helpful role in the Muslim world. He mentioned the U.S. military's engagement to protect and assist Muslim populations in Africa, the Balkans and the Middle East and to remove tyrannical regimes in Afghanistan and Iraq.

He also recalled President Bush's support for an independent state of Palestine and reaffirmed the president's commitment to work toward peace in the Middle East.

The secretary spoke of U.S. efforts to support and encourage people within the Muslim world who are working to realize greater freedom and democracy. "We believe that reform will ultimately be successful because freedom and democracy are powerful universal values, not just Western or American values," he said.

He mentioned several programs related to the Group of Eight's (G8's) newly established Forum for the Future and the State Department's Middle East Partnership Initiative, which open academic and professional training opportunities to people from numerous Muslim countries. The G8 includes Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom, the United States, and Russia. 

"Many unkind, and untrue, things are said about the United States in the Muslim world by some people. But I think the facts speak for themselves," Powell said. "The truth is that America wishes all people well." 

He added, "America will be with those in need around the world, regardless of race or religion."

Following is the transcript of Powell's remarks:

(begin transcript)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

November 4, 2004

REMARKS

Secretary of State Colin L. Powell

At The 6th Annual State Department Iftar Dinner

November 4, 2004

Benjamin Franklin Room

Washington, D.C.

(6:20 p.m. EST)

SECRETARY POWELL:  Ramadan Kareem, ladies and gentlemen.  I wish you a warm welcome to the State Department and to our annual State Department Iftar celebration.

We gather here this evening at a special moment, just a very short time after our presidential election. And I've been discussing with my young friends here at the table how our election went and what it was like on Election Day as we watched the ups and downs of the polls and the results come in.  And those of you who aren't familiar with our election system and process, it must look very confused, looking from the outside in.

But you saw American democracy in action in the best possible way.  You saw the clash of ideas.  You saw the clash of personalities.  You saw attacks and counterattacks.  You saw defensive moves and offensive moves.  It almost sounds like a military battle.  (Laughter.)  And in some sense, that's what it was.

What was its purpose?  Its purpose was to persuade the people in one direction or another, to show the American people what the two candidates stood for.  And this is a process that we have been through 55 times since we started this, without interruption, since 1788.

And all of this noise that you hear, the press arguing and the commentators going on and criticizing everything that takes place on all of the television channels and in the print, and when you watch this noise, it might be troublesome, make you wonder what this is all about.

But the noise has a very simple name.  The noise is called democracy.  A democratic system where there is supposed to be noise, where there is supposed to be the clash of ideas and personalities, where the two candidates are doing it for one single purpose, not just to gain an office, but to find out what the American people want; to draw from them their hopes and dreams; to gain from the American people inspiration as to how they wish to be led.

And as we saw this unfold on Tuesday and then waited through the night for the results that came on Wednesday morning, there was a lot of discussion, a lot of debate.  But then on Wednesday morning, Senator Kerry made his announcement of his concession, in a very dignified, gracious way, speaking about the nation and speaking about coming together again as a nation.  And then you heard President Bush yesterday afternoon urging everyone, welcoming Senator Kerry's remarks and welcoming everyone to join the cause of coming together again.

We air our differences openly.  Everyone states their case as best they can, both the presidential candidates and all the candidates for legislative office.  Our great Executive and Legislative Branches get back to work, the Supreme Court watches it all, and we have an aggressive media that keeps us all in check.

And the reason I love talking about this and watching this unfold is because it reinforces my belief in the democratic system.  And these rooms you are in are called the Diplomatic Rooms of the Department of State.  This particular room is named after Ben Franklin, the next room over Thomas Jefferson, and then there's another one for John Adams and there's one for Madison and Monroe, all of our founding fathers.

And when I see our system handle an election every couple of years, and I see the noise and confusion, and then I see the results as the American people come back together again, I sometimes wander up to this room and look around and think those gentleman are still somewhere up there looking down with admiration and kind of laughing:  That's the way we intended it; it's still working after all these years.

I am so pleased that all of you were here during this period, where you can witness it and perhaps help explain it to those of your fellow citizens when you go back home.

We have a wonderful group here this evening.  It's a terrific group, a very diverse group.  We have Muslims from Morocco to Indonesia and everywhere in between; we have high schoolers, we have elders; Fulbright scholars and businessmen, doctors, lawyers and even a few diplomats.

I always make a point -- it started last year -- to have young people at my table because it's fun to hear what they see while they are here in America and it's interesting to see what their observations are about their experiences here in America.  And I certainly had that reinforced again this evening as we had a terrific conversation at our table.

I thank all of you for sharing part of your Ramadan with us.

Over the years I've had occasion to learn from my Muslim friends what Ramadan is all about.

I've learned that Ramadan is a month set aside for reflection and renewal, deepened by the disciplines of fasting, prayer, and of giving zakat.

Ramadan is when Muslims rededicate themselves to cooperation, to compassion, and to community.

Of course, it is also a social season of open arms, in which no neighbor is turned away.

The tradition of Muslim hospitality has been accumulating for more than thirteen hundred years.  I want to express my thanks to the Imam for the beautiful expression of that spirit that he gave to us earlier in the evening.

In modern times, American diplomats and businessmen and women working in countries with Muslim communities have often been guests at dozens of Iftar dinners during their careers.

That's one of the many ways Muslims have made Americans feel so welcome in their countries, and we appreciate that spirit of Ramadan very much.

Just as Americans have been made to feel at home in Muslim lands, Muslims have come to feel at home, and to be truly at home, here in America.

As the Iftar welcomes all in a spirit of brotherhood, so America has been open to all, welcoming to all - as we can see in the diverse and thriving Muslim community in America today.

In fact, the conversation we were having before I stood up to speak was about people coming to America.  It was about immigration, using my own family's life experience as to the nature of this open and welcoming country that we have.

And despite our heightened concerns about the security of our nation and the security of the world, America remains an open and welcoming place: a place to visit, to work, to study in, to be healed in, to live in.

We want to have that light so shined before the world that we are that kind of a nation.  We want you to come and see Times Square and our musicals.  We want you to come and go to Disney World.  We want you to come to our universities.  It's what makes us who we are, to be that open and welcoming place.

I know better than anyone in this room that as a result of 9/11 and some of the things we have had to do to make sure that while we remain open we also are secure, we have caused inconvenience for many people who want to travel to the United States but have found it difficult.  But I want to assure all of you here this evening and all who may watch this or hear these words that we're doing everything we can to make sure that we strike the right balance between our security and our openness.  And you will see things improve, as they have in the last year or so, improve even more in the years ahead as we modify our visa policies and change the approach that we take to this so that we can be secure and fully open.

President Bush has been very clear that we will remain an open and a welcoming land.

And he's been equally clear that America will be with those in need around the world, regardless of race or religion.

We have a record.  There are facts, and the facts I'm going to relate to you are facts that I know well because events I'm going to touch on I have been personally involved in over the years.

American soldiers, along with the soldiers of both Muslim and non-Muslim allies, put themselves in harm's way to liberate Kuwait.

We led the effort to feed the Somali people.

We acted to stop the slaughter of Muslims in Bosnia and Kosovo.

President Bush is the first President to go before the United Nations to state his support for an independent state of Palestine living in peace and security alongside the state of Israel.  And he repeated that pledge at his news conference again this morning.

We have we labored and sacrificed to free more than 50 million Muslims from the tyrannies of the Taliban, the tyrannies of Saddam Hussein, in Afghanistan and in Iraq.

The United States has taken the lead to put an end to the crisis in Darfur that has been so tragic for the Muslim peoples of that region.  And we will continue to lead until that tragic situation is put right.

Many unkind, and untrue, things are said about the United States in the Muslim world by some people.  But I think the facts speak for themselves.

The truth is that America wishes all people well.

America is blessed to be a land that is touched by every other land, and in turn we touch every other land.

We have a strong desire now to reach out and to engage the Muslim world, especially to encourage trends toward freedom and democracy, trends that we see arising in the Muslim world and especially the part of the world we refer to as the broader Middle East and North Africa.

I don't have to explain to this Iftar gathering the history or the reasons for this desire for reform.  But I do want to emphasize that our engagement is shaped by certain principles.

And the most important of these principles is that the desire for reform and modernization has to be homegrown, and its achievements home-owned.

Reform and modernization can't be imposed or sustained from outside, but it can be helped if that help is tailored wisely to the conditions of each society, with full respect for the culture and history of each society, for the desires of the people of each of the nations that we will be working with.

We believe that reform will ultimately be successful because freedom and democracy are powerful universal values, not just Western or American values.

The truth of that proposition is clear in the fact that most of the world's Muslims already live in democratic societies, stretching from Indonesia to Mali.

And of course we approach our engagement in partnership with others -- not only with reformers and democratic leaders in the Muslim world, but with democratic governments and publics in Europe, East Asia and elsewhere.

That's what the G-8 Forum for the Future is all about: a new multi-continent partnership effort to support reform.  We launched the Forum for the Future in New York at the UN at the end of September, with the participation of 28 foreign ministers from all over the industrialized world and from the broader Middle East and North Africa.  We sat in New York and we talked about reform.  We talked about modernization.

What was so impressive to me was the words that came back to the G-8 foreign ministers who were there, from the ministers of the region talking about what they were doing and what their people had as expectations and how we could work together to meet those expectations.  And we dedicated ourselves to moving forward in this effort.

And I'm pleased that the first full meeting of the forum, with more nations involved, will be held in Morocco before the end of this year.

No matter how often we repeat the principles of our engagement with reform in the Muslim world, they're not always understood or credited abroad.  As Muslims who study or who live in America, we hope that you will serve as a bridge to help overcome the misunderstandings that slow the progress in which we all have such a great stake.

You won't be alone.  Through the Middle East Partnership Initiative, we've been producing ambassadors of change, ambassadors of change that have gone from their experience here back out in the region over the past several years.

In particular, MEPI programs, as we call them, concentrate on training youth with the skills to succeed, to enhance those skills, to empower women to become full participants and leaders in their communities and in their economies.

One MEPI youth leader from Syria is starting his own magazine at the University of Aleppo - the first student-run magazine of its kind.

This student, Ahmed, and his fellow student leaders from around the region, are learning essential leadership and civic engagement skills through MEPI's "Student Leaders" Institutes.

We're establishing a regional association for female legal professionals and are supporting literacy programs for women.

We've encouraged and financed female-only internet cafes, to meet the cultural needs of Muslim communities and to meet those needs in a respectful manner.

This winter, the "Meet Us" program for Arab businesswomen will bring established professionals to the United States to observe and actively participate in the management of leading businesses and to gain training in mini-M-B-A courses.

We've also set up internships with major multi-national companies for younger Arab business leaders, especially businesswomen - and 11 of those young businesswomen are here tonight with us.

Mayada, from Jordan, is doing an I/T internship at Corning.

Faten, from Lebanon, is interning in management at the Longaberger Company in Dresden, Ohio.

I had the opportunity to meet all of them a few months ago, and I hope to hear more about the projects they're working on before the evening is over.

Let me close by hoping that we all take to heart, take very much to heart, the dedication to cooperation, to compassion and community being renewed during Ramadan by Muslims all over the world.

I thank you for being with us this evening.  I assure you that President Bush, in his next four years in office, will be aggressively moving forward to deal with the concerns that are in your hearts and on your minds, with respect to the Middle East peace process, with respect to reform and modernization, with respect to solidifying democracy in places that have never known democracy before, with respect to fighting terrorism, and in the United States the nations you represent will find no better friend and partner.

So once again, let us rededicate ourselves to the values that the Imam spoke so movingly about, and may that dedication bring prosperity and peace to us, prosperity and peace to our brothers, sisters, and friends everywhere, Muslim and non-Muslim alike.

Ramadan Kareem.  Thank you.

(end transcript)
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Text: U.S. Urges New OSCE Commitment on Internally Displaced Persons

(U.S. delegate Thames addresses OSCE special meeting on IDPs) (1270)

The United States, concerned for the many Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) who live in refugee-like conditions, is advocating a new commitment by European governments. 

This new commitment for states belonging to the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) would reaffirm the fundamental right of IDPs "to be protected against forcible return to or resettlement in any place where their life, safety, liberty or health would be at risk," according to Knox Thames, who spoke for the United States at the OSCE Supplemental Human Dimension Meeting on IDPs in Vienna, Austria, November 4.

Knox, a counselor for the United States Helsinki Commission, said the United States supports reaffirmation by the OSCE of IDPs' right to be protected against forced return to an unsafe or insecure environment. "Forced returns and limitations on movement represent two serious infringements on the fundamental rights and freedoms of displaced persons," he said .

Knox mentioned the situation of those displaced by the conflict in Chechnya as a particular case in which the United States "strongly supports" the principles of voluntary return, freedom of movement, and alternative shelter. 

Noting the remarks of Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov welcoming "a contribution of the international community to the solution of specific problems" in Chechnya, Thames said the United States invites the Russian Federation to discuss ways to improve the delivery and distribution of U.S. assistance to IDPs outside Chechnya. "The United States is also willing to discuss with Moscow what role the OSCE can play in addressing issues surrounding those displaced by the war in that region of Russia," Thames added. 

He also mentioned Azerbaijan, citing the distribution of state oil funds to improve living conditions for IDPs as positive, but added that "authorities should allow IDPs to leave squalid camps, integrate locally, and begin building a new life."

The United States urged all OSCE states with IDP populations to seek "durable and voluntary solutions," and also urged the OSCE and participating states "to take necessary steps to prevent and avoid conditions that lead to internal displacement," Thames said.

Following is the text as provided by the United States Mission to the OSCE:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE

Vienna, Austria 

November 4, 2004

STATEMENT ON STATE RESPONSIBILITY TOWARDS INTERNALLY DISPLACED PERSONS - FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS OF IDPS 

As delivered by Knox Thames 

to the Supplemental Human Dimension Meeting on IDPs, Session 1 

Thank you, Mr. Moderator.  The phenomenon of internal displacement in the OSCE region occurs amid conditions of severe hardship for thousands, if not millions, of individuals.  Be it in the Balkans, the Caucasus, Southeastern Turkey or elsewhere, many OSCE participating States must daily manage significant numbers of displaced persons.  The responsiveness of countries and the international community to the affected populations can either ease or exacerbate the hardship of those displaced. The United States therefore welcomes this supplementary meeting on internally displaced persons.  We appreciate the Dutch bringing this topic to the forefront last year and the leadership of the Bulgarians in continuing the focus on IDPs during their chairmanship.  

IDPs have no special legal status under international law because they remain within their own countries.  Despite having similar needs to those of refugees, internally displaced persons are afforded no protection by the UN Refugee Convention and must rely on general norms of international human rights law and international humanitarian law.  Yet in many countries, IDPs exist in refugee-like situations, having fled violence en masse and relocated to camps or temporary shelters, unable to return to their hoFmes. Uprooted, they typically have limited access to health care, education, economic opportunities, and legal remedies.

Because of this reality, the United States welcomed the decision of participating States at the Maastricht Ministerial Council to recognize the UN Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement as a "useful framework for the work of the OSCE and the endeavors of participating States in dealing with internal displacement."  Building on this important statement, we believe more can be done; the United States advocates that the OSCE establish a new OSCE commitment based on principle 15(d) of the Guiding Principles.  This article reaffirms the right of IDPs "to be protected against forcible return to or resettlement in any  place where their life, safety, liberty or health would be at risk."  The United States supports elevating this article to a specific OSCE commitment, as it acknowledges the fundamental right of individuals to be protected against forcible return to an unsafe or insecure environment.  

We support this initiative because forced returns and limitations on movement represent two serious infringements on the fundamental rights and freedoms of displaced persons.  Some governments have limited the ability of IDPs to resettle, even temporarily, away from conflict zones by closing shelters and ending aid programs.  Trapped in a vulnerable position, IDPs are left with no alternatives but to return back to the area they fled. The UNHCR has correctly stated that the availability of alternative accommodations is one "litmus test" to determine if returns are truly voluntary.

Concerning the Russian Federation, the United States notes the remarks of Minister Lavrov welcoming "a contribution of the international community to the solution of specific problems" in Chechnya.  The United States strongly supports the principles of voluntary return, freedom of movement, and alternative shelter for those displaced by the ongoing conflict in Chechnya.  Through the UNHCR and a variety of humanitarian NGOs, the United States provides assistance to IDPs outside Chechnya, and we invite the Russian Federation to discuss ways to improve the delivery and distribution of this assistance.  The United States is also willing to discuss with Moscow what role the OSCE can play in addressing issues surrounding those displaced by the war in that region of Russia. 

Concerning freedom of movement, this right is limited in several countries where displaced citizens are corralled into refugee-like camps and prevented from resettling elsewhere, with few options for work or education.  The Guiding Principles are clear that IDPs have the right to liberty of movement and freedom to choose their residence, as well as the right to move freely in and out of camps and other settlements.  In Azerbaijan, for instance, while the distribution of state oil funds to improve living conditions for IDPs is positive, authorities should allow IDPs to leave squalid camps, integrate locally, and begin building a new life.  

The OSCE is involved in almost every IDP situation in the region.  We therefore would welcome further development and strengthening of the OSCE mandate in protecting the fundamental rights of IDPs, increasing engagement with governments and civil society when rights are limited, such as the right to vote or freedom of movement.  OSCE missions in participating States with IDP populations should pay particular attention to the unique problems faced by these individuals.  The OSCE should also promote national institutions protecting IDPs and work with governments to improve the legal situation of IDPs, while raising awareness about the UN Guiding Principles and OSCE commitments.

Often held captive to larger political controversies, we must not forget that these populations are more than numbers.  These are individuals and families who long to return to a sense of normalcy and get on with their lives.   The United States therefore urges all countries with IDP populations residing within their territory to minimize the human cost and strive to find durable and voluntary solutions.  We also urge the OSCE and all participating States to take necessary steps to prevent and avoid conditions that lead to internal displacement.

(end text)
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Text: OSCE States Called on to Help IDPs with Restitution of Property

(U.S. delegate speaks at OSCE conference on internally displaced persons) (1330)

The United States believes that no one, internally displaced or otherwise, should be arbitrarily deprived of property and possessions, and is urging governments to assist internally displaced persons (IDPs) with the return of their property or occupancy/tenancy rights. 

Marc Meznar, refugee coordinator of the U.S. Mission to the European Union, told a special conference on IDPs sponsored by the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) November 4-5 that the U.S. government has contributed millions of dollars to the establishment and operation of property claims adjudication bodies in the Balkans, Afghanistan and Iraq. 

He also pointed out that the OSCE "has played an important role in these issues" and said the United States would welcome the creation by the OSCE of a compilation of best practices and lessons learned on property return and repossession issues. 

Meznar outlined some of the hurdles to property restitution that IDPs often must overcome, and added that because "attempts to restitute or repossess property can reignite lingering ethnic or political tensions, these challenges must be overcome through sustained involvement by governments and the international community."

Among the U.S. recommendations:

-- If property recovery is not possible, governments should assist IDPs with obtaining appropriate compensation or other reparation. 

-- Authorities should work with IDPs to reissue property documents lost during conflicts, and should avoid hard deadlines for reclaiming property.

-- Assistance should be provided if needed to aid returning IDPs with rebuilding damaged property or businesses and damaged infrastructure. Government and international assistance should be distributed "according to need and not based on membership in a particular political, ethnic or religious group." 

Mezner said the United States welcomes Turkey's adoption of the Law on Compensation of Losses Resulting from Terrorist Acts and observed that Croatia "has started to become a positive example in assisting returning refugees and IDPs."

In Kosovo, lack of security prevents many IDPs from returning to their homes, even if their ownership rights have been restored, Mezner said, adding that "fair enforcement of property rights is essential to encourage returns and foster economic development, and will be a key indicator of Kosovo's progress toward developing a multi-ethnic society."

He said several OSCE states "have taken commendable steps in insuring IDPs are either able to reclaim property or be duly compensated," and he called on all governments with IDP populations "to expand their efforts to remedy property claims, regardless of whether the property was destroyed or confiscated by others."

Following is Mezner's statement:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE

Vienna, Austria

November 5, 2004

STATEMENT ON TOWARDS DURABLE SOLUTIONS: PROPERTY RESTITUTION AND REPOSSESSION 

As delivered by Marc Meznar 

to the Supplemental Human Dimension Meeting on Internally 

Displaced Persons, Session 3 

Property restitution and repossession is a serious and complex issue, and the United States welcomes this opportunity for discussion.  For individuals displaced from their property, a durable solution is critical if firm resettlement and reintegration are to successfully and sustainably occur.  While there has been progress, much work remains, and areas with IDP [internally displaced persons] populations on their territory must continue efforts to find a just remedy to these multifaceted problems.  

The variety of property-related hurdles to resettlement in the OSCE region that individuals must overcome range from outright destruction of property or illegal inhabitation, to loss of ownership documents or title and bureaucratic delays to reestablish possession.  This can be complicated by the state-owned property being given to the current occupants and not the actual tenants.  Even when returns occur, there are ripple effects, as often other IDPs must vacate properties temporarily occupied without having a solution for their own housing needs.  Lack of reconstruction assistance to devastated areas can also impede returns, as much as a lack of information to displaced persons about return initiatives.  Considering attempts to restitute or repossess property can reignite lingering ethnic or political tensions, these challenges must be overcome through sustained involvement by governments and the international community.

The OSCE has played an important role in these issues, particularly in the Balkans.  Recognizing the linkage between settling property claims and the return of displaced persons, the USG [U.S. Government] has contributed millions of dollars to the establishment and on-going operation of property claims adjudication bodies in the Balkans, Afghanistan and Iraq.  Considering this wealth of experience, the United States would welcome the creation by ODIHR [OSCE's Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights] of a compilation of best practices and lessons learned on property return and repossession issues of IDPs and refugees.  This would be an invaluable tool in other portions of the OSCE region grappling with these issues or in the aftermath of future conflicts.  

Fundamentally, the United States believes that no one, internally displaced or otherwise, should be arbitrarily deprived of their property and possessions.  We therefore urge governments to assist internally displaced persons on their territory with the return of their property or occupancy/tenancy rights.  If recovery is not possible, the United States calls upon these governments to assist IDPs with obtaining appropriate compensation or another form of fair reparation.  

In this regard, the United States welcomed Turkey's adoption of the Law on Compensation of Losses Resulting from Terrorist Acts, which allows IDPs to receive compensation for material losses caused by the PKK conflict since the beginning of emergency rule in 1987.  While we find the criteria for accepting applications potentially too restrictive considering the scope of the law, we welcome the ability to seek judicial recourse.

Lack of documentation demonstrating legal title to property can also hamper returns.  Often these documents were destroyed in the same conflicts that forced IDPs to abandon their homes in the first place.  Authorities should work with IDPs to reissue these documents and avoid hard deadlines for reclaiming property, as artificial cutoff dates can unjustly terminate claims because of a lack of documentation or discriminatory bureaucratic delays.  In addition, respective authorities should seek the contribution of displaced persons and NGOs [non-governmental organizations] on restitution initiatives and strive to fully inform the displaced about these programs and procedures.

When possession is restored, the return process can be retarded when property is uninhabitable due to damage, looting and/or disuse and when the infrastructure of the region is destroyed.  Assistance is therefore needed to aid returning IDPs with rebuilding their property or businesses, as well as with repairing damaged infrastructure.  Government assistance or international aid should be distributed according to need and not based on membership in a particular political, ethnic or religious group.  Croatia has started to become a positive example in assisting returning refugees and IDPs.  While much work remains there, in particular to providing a welcoming environment for minority returnees, the OSCE Mission in Croatia reported that Croatian Serbs now constitute the majority of beneficiaries receiving reconstruction assistance from the government. 

In Kosovo, lack of security prevents many IDPs from returning to their homes, even if their ownership rights have been restored.  The Provisional Institutions of Self-Government (PISG) have made notable progress in rebuilding many of the houses damaged or destroyed during the March violence, but more remains to be done to ensure all people, regardless of ethnicity, have the right to return to their homes in safety and in dignity.  The fair enforcement of property rights is essential to encourage returns and foster economic development, and will be a key indicator of Kosovo's progress toward developing a multi-ethnic society.

The difficult challenge of property restitution and repossession for regions with IDP populations must be addressed thoroughly and equitably.  Several OSCE participating States have taken commendable steps in insuring IDPs are either able to reclaim property or be duly compensated.  The United States calls upon all governments with IDP populations to expand their efforts to remedy property claims, regardless of whether the property was destroyed or confiscated by others.

(end text)
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Text: Returns, Reintegration Can Help Plight of Internally Displaced

(U.S. delegate Thames addresses OSCE special meeting on IDPs) (980)

The United States believes that durable solutions to the plight of internally displaced persons (IDPs) involve enhancing the voluntary return, resettlement and reintegration process.

At a meeting on IDPs convened by the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) November 4-5, Knox Thames, a member of the U.S. delegation, used examples from Kosovo, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Turkey, Croatia, Serbia and Montenegro, and Georgia to illustrate ways governments can help IDPs return in safety and dignity.

"Governments should minimize bureaucratic obstacles that hinder IO/NGO [international organization/nongovernmental organization] communication networks, remove unwieldy administrative requirements, and endeavor to bring security back to the region in question," Thames told the conference in Vienna, Austria.

Thames is a counselor for the United States Helsinki Commission.

Following is the text of his statement as provided by the United States Mission to the OSCE:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE

Vienna, Austria

November 5, 2004

STATEMENT ON DURABLE SOLUTIONS: RESIDENCY, VOLUNTARY RETURN AND RESETTLEMENT

As delivered by Knox Thames, to the Supplemental Human Dimension Meeting on Internally Displaced Persons, Session 2 

Voluntary return, resettlement and reintegration are the three linchpins of any plan to create durable solutions and eventual self-reliance for internally displaced populations.  Yet often the response by governing authorities and the international community is inadequate or inconsistent.  The United States therefore supports comprehensive planning by governments, in consultation with IDPs, civil society and the international community, to enhance the return, resettlement and reintegration process.  Displaced persons should be offered a durable solution by which they can return in safety and in dignity.

For voluntary returns to occur, provision of protection and security must be a priority.  The United States was greatly troubled by the March violence in Kosovo, which has greatly impacted the perception of security for IDPs.  Kosovar authorities at both the central and local level must do more to create an environment that facilitates sustainable returns and provides protection to all communities in Kosovo, regardless of ethnicity.  Physical security also remains a concern in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Once satisfactory security conditions are established, resettlement is the next piece of a durable and lasting solution.  First, governments must ensure that their policies facilitate resettlement and remove any bureaucratic obstacles to return. For instance, the Government of Turkey is working with the international community and the UN Special Representative on IDPs to improve return mechanisms.  The United States hopes this cooperation with international organizations and local NGOs will continue, as future return programs would benefit by clarifying return, resettlement and reintegration options and circulating that information widely among IDP populations and local NGOs.

However, a significant obstacle to security and resettlement in southeastern Turkey is the continued presence of the village guard system.  As the European Commission documented, over 58,000 village guards remain on duty.  In addition, village guards continue to occupy the property of IDPs, blocking their ability to return home.  Human Rights Watch reported that village guards allegedly murdered six returnees in 2004, thereby increasing the fear of reprisals.  The village guard system should therefore be demobilized and dismantled, as it has proven to be one hindrance to large-scale returns.  The United States is willing to work with our Turkish friends to develop a plan of action.  

In the Balkans, bureaucratic obstacles continue to hinder firm resettlement.  In Croatia, bureaucratic procedures remain an obstacle to minority returns at the local level.  We urge all levels of the Croatian government to embrace the positive statements by Prime Minister Sanader and to create a welcoming environment for all returnees, regardless of ethnicity.  IDPs in Serbia and Montenegro must navigate complex and time-consuming procedures to apply for their personal documents and citizenship papers.  This can only occur through the relocated registry office overseeing their municipality of origin, rather than by government offices in their current area of residence.  If individuals in Serbia are without these documents, or were never officially registered, as is often the case with Romani IDPs, they are denied access to education, healthcare and welfare benefits. Re-registration of IDPs in Serbia and Montenegro and reform of administrative procedures may help overcome these obstacles.

Reintegration is the last component of any strategy to effectively reincorporate IDPs into society.  If this is to be sustainable, IDPs must consequently enjoy the full exercise of their civil and political rights, including recognition of their right to political participation, voting rights in particular, as well as access to education and employment.  Authorities should engage IDPs in planning and implementing programs in these areas and work to provide reconstruction assistance.  In this regard, the United States is pleased that the Georgian Government agreed to remove legal obstacles to IDP integration through the reform of the election code.  Georgia now allows IDPs to vote and run for office.

While the primary responsibility for the welfare and protection of IDPs lies with respective governing authorities, authorities should also facilitate the work of international and non-governmental agencies.  International organizations provide humanitarian assistance and work to empower IDPs to become productive contributors to the economic and social progress of their communities.  Governments should minimize bureaucratic obstacles that hinder IO/NGO communication networks, remove unwieldy administrative requirements, and endeavor to bring security back to the region in question.

The United States, for humanitarian reasons and in the interest of regional stability, therefore encourages all participating States with IDP populations to adopt laws and polices on internal displacement that are consistent with the UN Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement and OSCE commitments.  The United States also urges OSCE institutions to provide technical assistance.  To this end, the U.S. Government, through USAID, has developed a comprehensive policy to guide U.S. assistance towards IDPs, and is willing to play a constructive role to improve the protection of displaced populations.

(end text)
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Text: U.S. Praises OSCE's Efforts to Promote Democracy in Armenia

(Diplomat Paul Jones addresses Permanent Council on Office in Yerevan) (560)

The Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe's (OSCE) Office in Yerevan, under the leadership of Ambassador Vladimir Pryakhin, has demonstrated its continued dedication to promoting democratic principles in Armenia, U.S. diplomat Paul Jones told the OSCE Permanent Council in Vienna, Austria, November 4.

Pryakhin has strengthened the level of cooperation between the Armenian government, its political parties and various facets of civil society, Jones said, adding that the ambassador's "steadfast determination in fostering OSCE values while promoting the democratic development of the Republic of Armenia is impressive."

Other issues that the OSCE Office in Yerevan has dealt with effectively, Jones said, include promoting release of detained opposition supporters.

Following are Jones' remarks:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE

http://www.usosce.gov

RESPONSE TO THE REPORT BY OSCE HEAD OF OFFICE IN YEREVAN VLADIMIR PRYAKHIN 

As delivered by Charge D'Affaires Paul W. Jones

to the Permanent Council, Vienna 

November 4, 2004

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you also Ambassador Pryakhin for your informative report outlining the important activities and achievements of the OSCE Office in Yerevan.  

The United States commends the Ambassador and the OSCE staff in Yerevan for their continued dedication to upholding their OSCE mandate and embracing OSCE commitments with both enthusiasm and dedication.

Over the past year as Head of Office in Yerevan, Ambassador Pryakhin has ambitiously addressed all three dimensions in the fulfillment of his mandate.  Not only does Ambassador Pryakhin continue to promote implementation of OSCE commitments in the human, political-military, and economic and environmental dimensions, but he does so with dedication and resolve.

To illustrate, Mr. Chairman, we are pleased to highlight Ambassador Pryakhin's work in promoting Electoral Code reform, implementing anti-corruption strategies, elaborating a police assistance program, and developing anti-terrorism legislation.  These important areas of reform and development have contributed to the strengthening of democratic norms and principles.

The impact of these measures was further amplified by Ambassador Pryakhin's commitment to strengthening the level of cooperation between the government of the Republic of Armenia, political parties and various facets of civil society.      

The Ambassador's steadfast determination in fostering OSCE values while promoting the democratic development of the Republic of Armenia is impressive.   Based on a firm foundation of OSCE principles, the Office continues to support projects promoting freedom of information, expression, assembly and religion.

After several failed attempts, the Jehovah's Witnesses community has now received state registration.  In addition, a visit by Ambassador Pryakhin and his staff to the Procurator General on October 13 contributed to the release of detained opposition supporters.

We commend Ambassador Pryakhin's efforts to encourage amendment of the Law on Conducting Public Gatherings, Demonstrations and Marches to reflect the recommendations of the OSCE and Council of Europe.

We also highlight the Ambassadors recent support to the National Assembly, during which the Office successfully completed comprehensive training for the staff of the Parliamentary Standing Committees.  This useful training was then implemented during a practical experience exchange in the National Assembly of Hungary.

We encourage Ambassador Pryakhin to continue his hard work to promote reform and cooperation within the OSCE framework.  The United States continues to support his dedication to the OSCE mission and commends the Ambassador on upholding OSCE principles. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(end text)
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Text: Diversity Visa Lottery Registration Begins November 5

(State Department plans to issue 50,000 visas under annual program) (440)

The U.S. Department of State is launching the 2006 Diversity Visa Lottery with assurances of its capability to meet demand and warnings about the risks of fraud in the process.

The Diversity Visa Lottery is a program in which the United States awards 50,000 permanent resident visas annually to individuals applying from countries that historically have low levels of immigration to this country. 

Applications may be filed only online through a Web site especially created for and dedicated to that purpose. A State Department media note issued November 5 says the number of servers hosting the registration site have been tripled this year in order to accommodate all the applicants interested in the program.

Natives of countries that sent more than 50,000 immigrants to the United States within the past five years are not eligible for the 2006 visa lottery.

Full details and application instructions are available at http://travel.state.gov/visa/immigrants_types_diversity3.html

(begin text)

Media Note

Office of the Spokesman

Washington, DC

November 5, 2004

2006 Diversity Visa Lottery Registration Begins

Registration for the 2006 Diversity Visa (DV) Lottery opens today.  Persons seeking to enter the lottery program must register online through the designated Internet website during the registration period.  The website for registering for the 2006 DV Lottery, www.dvlottery.state.gov, will be available from noon November 5, 2004 through noon January 7, 2005.

In response to demand, the Department tripled the number of servers hosting the registration website this year.  In addition, persons submitting entries to the 2006 lottery will receive a notice of receipt now containing their name, date of birth, country of chargeability, and a time/date stamp when information has been properly registered at www.dvlottery.state.gov.

The Department continues to encourage persons who wish to enter the 2006 Diversity Visa Lottery to submit their information early in the two-month registration period.

There is no fee charged for entering the Diversity Visa Lottery.  The Department of State does not endorse, recommend or sponsor any information or material from outside entities.  The Department is aware that websites and email have masqueraded as official Diversity Visa Lottery facilitators. Registration for the Diversity Visa Lottery through the official, U.S. government website, www.dvlottery.state.gov is free of charge and notification of winning entries are sent by mail only.

The 2006 Diversity Visa Lottery marks the second year that electronic registration is required.  Paper entries and mail-in requests for Diversity Visa Lottery registration are not accepted.

2004/1198 [End]

Released on November 5, 2004

(end text)
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Text: U.S. Responds to Question of Third-Country Relations With Taiwan

(Other governments' decisions on relations are their own to make, U.S. says) (110)

Following is the text of a question taken on Taiwan at the November 4 regular State Department briefing; an answer was posted later in the day:

(begin text)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

November 4, 2004

QUESTION TAKEN AT NOVEMBER 4, 2004 PRESS BRIEFING

Taiwan - Diplomatic Relations With Third Countries

Question:  What is the U.S. position on diplomatic relations between Taiwan and third countries?

Answer:  Other governments' decisions whether or not to maintain diplomatic relations with Taiwan are for those governments to make.

(end text)
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Text: OSCE Urges Greater Effort to Aid Internally Displaced Persons

(Special conference in Vienna, Austria, addresses issue of IDPs) (510)

A European conference on internally displaced persons (IDPs) has called for better cooperation between countries, international organizations and nongovernmental organizations to find solutions to the plight of IDPs.

"Internal displacement remains one of the most pressing human rights, humanitarian and political problems facing the OSCE [Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe] region," said Walter Kälin, the new representative of the U.N. secretary-general on the human rights of internally displaced persons, during the November 4-5 conference sponsored by the OSCE in Vienna, Austria. 

Dennis McNamara, special adviser to the U.N. emergency relief coordinator, said the United Nations and regional organizations could play a valuable role "by taking time to ensure that the real causative factors [of displacement] are actively addressed as an integral part of the international response."

Following is an OSCE press release:

(begin text)

Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe

Vienna, Austria

November 5, 2004

OSCE CONFERENCE CALLS FOR GREATER CO-OPERATION TO HELP IDPS

VIENNA, 5 November 2004 - An OSCE conference on internally displaced persons (IDPs), held in Vienna on 4 and 5 November, called for pre-emptive action to avoid displacement and for better co-operation between states, international organizations and NGOs to find durable solutions to the plight of IDPs in the OSCE region.

"Internal displacement remains one of the most pressing human rights, humanitarian and political problems facing the OSCE region," said Walter Kälin, the new Representative of the UN Secretary General on the Human Rights of Internally Displaced Persons. "Approximately 3 million persons remain internally displaced in this region as a result of armed conflict and systematic violations of human rights."

Dennis McNamara, Special Adviser to the UN Emergency Relief Co-ordinator and Director of the Inter-Agency Internal Displacement Division, said: "By not addressing obvious causes earlier, we all pay much more both in financial and human terms in responding only when the humanitarian imperative becomes irresistible. The UN and regional organizations could play a much more valuable, pre-emptive role by taking time to ensure that the real causative factors are actively addressed as an integral part of the international response."

Two new reports on internal displacement in the OSCE region were released.

In a report titled Trapped in Displacement: Internally Displaced People in the OSCE Area, the Norwegian Refugee Council's Global IDP Project makes recommendations for improving state responses to internal displacement.

It calls on national authorities to ensure that IDPs can return freely in conditions of physical, material and legal safety to their home areas; that IDPs should be involved in the planning of durable solutions of their choice and that independent monitors should be granted access to IDPs and returnees.

A report by the Brookings Institution and Johns Hopkins SAIS Project on Internal Displacement, The Voting Rights of Internally Displaced Persons: The OSCE Region, calls on states to remove legal, political, and practical obstacles that prevent large numbers of IDPs in the OSCE region from voting.

(end text)
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