- disinformation about fictive events. . -
Undocumented allegations and anonymous
sources link private ambitions to public policy
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Pardon Me, But Am I That "
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20 June 1983

STAT

‘Hard-Liner’ the Anonymous

Sources Are

Time was ] believed o leak was the unau-
thorized disclosure of confidential information
about actual events—such as, for example,
conversations within the executive branch.
That was before I understood that a leak is
the weapon of choice in Washington's unend-
ing internal wars—ideally suited-to spreading

-

in labyrinthine webs of personal and political
relations. Two or three well-placed “sources”
working with two or three well-placed journal-
i<~ can create an issue, shape an interpreta-
Jon. buiid or destrov a reputation. From the
perspective of political <cence. it is fascinat-
inz. Frinn the perspective of public office, it is
trusirating bevond beliet.

Hew du vou correct the record when the
discussions are all confidential” My interest is

“In my memorandum to
the president . .. [ took a
verv ‘*hard line” on
hunger. malnutrition.
infunt mortality,
illiteracy, economic
underdevelopment.”

more than academic or personal. The paper
triangle that links svmbiotically anonymous
and interested bureatcrats and politicians
with dependent journalists is as much & threat

to an informed public as the “iron triangle” of

bureaucrats. politicians and the “Interests” is
te¢ honest government. . o
During the past month or two, much of the
1" national media have relied on undocu-
mented ieaks and unidentiiied sources to con-

strucs o political melodrama in which some

hatt ctvs—the  “hard-liners"—are  pitted

azuint some good guvs—the “moderates”—

Jeane Kirkpatrick

in a contest for comrol ¢f U.S. policy toward

. El Salvador and thé Central American Tegion.
'Arcording to this sceriario, the good guys sup-
.port political solutions, negotiatians,. regional
dinlogue dipartisaticonsensus. and are deeply

_ concerned_about “underlying economic -and

social sproblems.” “Hard-liners.” we are told,

.oppose these good things::they advocate mili-

tary solutions, and are dead set against ne-
gotiations, regional dialogue .and bipartisan
consensus-building. Hard-liners prefer politi-

“¢cal polarization.

In the current scenario, hard-liners are fre-
quéentlv.named Clark and Kirkpatrick, though
sometimes they are called Casey. Weinberger,
Stone or. even. Reagan. Their principal ac-
Tivity 18 giving bad advice to the president.
Because my name is also Kirkpatrick and 1
hold almost none of the views attributed to
that Kirkpatrick. I desire to clarify just what
kind of advice | have given in the weeks after
the president asked me to visit-Central Amer-
ica. 1 understand that it i¥ not considered
sporting to introduce into these Washington
games verifiable facts or on-the-record state-
ments of participants; but, then, I am not a
thoroughly seasoned plaver and have not lost
the predilections of my regular profession.

Obviously. 1 speak only for myself. 1 -have
not been present in most of the conversations
of other participants. However, since 1 have
often been cast by “sources” as the “hardest”
and “most militant” of the hard-liners, my

role seems relevant to ‘the whole- dramatic

production, and the fact that my actual views
and recommendations bear almost no relation
to those attributed to me undermines, I
should suppose, the credibility of this melo-
drama.

Interested persons might want to know that
instead of opposing attention to economic and
humanitarian dimensions of Central Amer-
jca's problems, bipartisan participation in
policv-making, the Contadora process and the
hroadest possible participation in Salvador's
elections, 1 have consistently made opposile
recommendations. 1 have advocated greatly
expanded humanitarian and economic assist-

Talking About?

ance; bipartisan participation in formulating a
new policy: unambiguous support for the Con-
tedora process and regional dialogue: @nd
maximum eflorts 10 secure the broadest pow:-
ble participation-in Salvador's elections.

In my memorandum 10 the president on re-
turning from Central America 1 took a verv
“hard line” on hunger, malnutrition. infant
mortality, illiteracy, economic” underdevelop-
ment. )

$Congress.” I wrote, “has net provided the
resources or support needed in part. at least.
because we have not worked with them to de-
velop a bold, imaginative program which goes
bevond preventing Communist victory in the
very short run, to produce tor the chronicaliv
deprived people of the area the reality of pre-
sent progress and the promise of more to
come.”

I cited Congressman Mike Barnes pro-
posed “‘one-percent solution” to the region’s
problems (using one percent of the reguested
defense budget to finance an adeguate eco-
nomic effort). ] recommended for inclusion in
the speech to the joint session a program "o
beneficial to the terribly poor. malnourished
people of the recicn that the American peopls
will be proud to support 1t . .7 and also
recommended the establishment of “u 1.
tional bipartisan commission |which would’
examine how we should apply our taient and

resources to foster health. growth. securitv
and demaocracy among our neighbors in Cen-
tral America and the Caribbean. .. ." I further
explained to, the president that this was an
approach | had discussed with Sen. Jackson
and other Democrats.

Though current mythology suggests other-
wise. new broad. bipartisan initiatives were re-
sisted hy the “good guvs™ themselves. So were
efforts by the governments of Central Amer-
ica and the Contadora Four 1o get under wav
& process of negotiations for Latine only.
President Merrera Campins last week de-
scribed to the Venezuelan press the message
he asked me to deliver 10 President Reagan:
“Don't let vour government torpedo our con-
ference.”

. EQNTIVUED
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Reasonable people may feel the chances of
«uccess would be enhanced by our presence
among the Contadora negotiators; they may
think democracy would be better served by
sticking with the San Jose approach. But the
fact remains that Venezuela. Mexico, Pana-
ma. Colombia, et al., have desired an all-Latin
conference, and our Central American friends
have supported their effort. So have 1. Far
trom believing that “The very mention of ne-
gotiations'in El Salvador appeared .a sign of

weakness” (as charged by an anenymous.

source in The Post June 12), against consider-
able official resistance, 1 argued ‘from Latin
America and in Washington that the United .
States should pose no-gbetadies 1o theiCenta- .
 dora negofiations; shoiild make no-demands -
¢that we e mchlded and should, nmstead
stand.asﬂel)ffenngsuppﬂ‘bﬁﬁ’ﬁppm aéite.
.- On allthe above issuesithére has: beenaeer-
tain amouht of disagreement within {OUrgov-
ernment:sthough the sides are not those popu-
- Jarly perceived. Oniather’ important dssues
there ds a-clear publlc record-to prove there.
-has been no disagreement at-all. No-oneshas
proposed sending U.S. troops into combat in
Central America, no one has proposed aban-
doning Central America. No government offi-
cial has supported a “two-track” approach

where one_track leads to negotiated -power

sharing in” El Salvador; everyone has sup-
ported conversations to ensure elections with
broad participation and security for all.

| have also’advocated continued military
assistance’ at levels adequate to meet and
match -guerrilla arms, but then so have all
other “participants in the' executive depart-
ment’s policy dialogue.

Above all, ] have argued in print and in per- -

son from well betore President Reagan invited
me W join his government. that the people
and governments of Central America, the

Caribbean and, indeed. South America are
important to the United States; that our se-
curity and history bind us to the Americas
‘just as surely as they bind us to Europe; and
that it makes no sense at all for us to perceive
and protectvital national interests in Europe,
the Middle East,.the Far East and Africa
(where we provide large, continuing amounts
of economic and military assistance .and in
some cases U.S. troops and trainers) while ig-
noring and neglecting friends and interests on
our own borders. I have. moreover, insisted
that the fact that the Central American peo-
pies have suffered under-dictators in the past
i« not a reason to consign them to repressive
new dictators sponsored by the‘Soviet Union:
it is. instead, a reason to help them escape to
freedom.
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What du all these views have in common

with the struggle hetween.the “hard-liners”

and the “good guys™ An interesting question.
The fact is that “hard-liner” has become an
all-purpose term of political abuse. In popular
pqlit.ical mythology the hard-liner is the miss-
ing link between political Neanderthalx und
.medern man. It is shorthand for a mindiess.
heartless approach 1o public policv. Along
with other abusive terms, “hard-liner” should
“be eschewed in serious political discussion in
Havor of more meaningful ways of categorizing
.-polit}cal actors—such as, for example, active
and passive innovative and conventional;
smartand dumb;:effective..and ineffective:
&onest and dishonest; “straightforward and
pdevioug;. .generous-and miggardly; . ambitious
andcontented; prudent:and recklms political
@andhmaumtnc,andmﬁonhm S

:3’Meanwhlle it s worth’ noting that if ‘the |

“goirces” were as good atmanagmg public af-
"falrsms ‘they are -at managing thé:news, the
‘aworld-would be bett®r-governed; and that if
:<journalists were as suspicidus of their favorite
~anonymous sources as 'thev :are of. sav. the

president, we would be better informed.

The writer. « member of President
Reagan's Cubinet, is U.S. representu-
twe to-the United Nations.
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