American
NEWS & VIEWS

A Daily Newsletter from Public Affairs, American Embassy

November 10, 2004

President Bush Asks Americans TO HONOE U.S. VEIEIANS ........ccoiiiiiiiiiieiees et 1
President Bush Will Attend APEC Leaders’ IMEETING .........oviiiiiiiiieieeeie sttt ene s 1
President Bush Reaching Out to Friends and AES IN EUFOPE ...t 2
Global War on Terror Is Top U.S. Priority, Secretary POWEIl SAYS ..........cooiiiiiiiiiiiicee s 3
Secretary Powell Outlines Progress, Challenges in U.S.-MeXico Relations............cooeviviieiiiiiiieie e 4
Secretary Powell Defends President Bush’s Foreign PoliCies in FirSt TEIM ..o 5
U.S. General Says Assault on Fallujah Is Ahead of SChedule.............ccooiiiiiii 11
Seventeen Countries Eligible for New U.S. Aid Program FUNGS..........cccooiiiiiic e 12

Judge Rules that Guantanamo Trial Violates U.S., INternational LaW............cccccviiiiiiiiieie e 13



American News and Views

AT TR

President Bush Asks Americans To Honor U.S. Veterans
Proclaims November 11 to be Veterans Day

President Bush proclaimed November 11 to be Veterans
Day and urged Americans to observe the occasion through
ceremonies and prayer.

According to a November 9 White House press release,
there are more than 25 million American veterans,
including those who served in major conflicts such as
World War II, Korea, Vietnam, in the Persian Gulf and in
the war on terror.

"They have fought for the security of our country and the
peace of the world. They have defended our founding
ideals, protected the innocent, and liberated the oppressed
from tyranny and terror. They have known the hardships
and the fears and the tragic losses of war," Bush said.

Following is the text of President Bush's proclamation:

THE WHITE HOUSE
Office of the Press Secretary
November 9, 2004
VETERANS DAY, 2004

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA

A PROCLAMATION

Americans live in freedom because of our veterans'
courage, dedication to duty, and love of country. On
Veterans Day, we honor these brave men and women who
have served in our Armed Forces and defended our Nation.

Across America, there are more than 25 million veterans.
Their ranks include generations of citizens who have risked
their lives while serving in military conflicts, including
World War II, Korea, Vietham, the Persian Gulf, and the
war on terror. They have fought for the security of our
country and the peace of the world. They have defended
our founding ideals, protected the innocent, and liberated
the oppressed from tyranny and terror. They have known
the hardships and the fears and the tragic losses of war.
Our veterans know that in the harshest hours of conflict
they serve just and honorable purposes.

Through the years, our veterans have returned home from
their duties to become active and responsible citizens in
their communities, further contributing to the growth and
development of our Nation. Their commitment to service
inspires all Americans.
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With respect for and in recognition of the contributions our
service men and women have made to the cause of peace
and freedom around the world, the Congress has provided
(5 U.S.C. 6103(a)) that November 11 of each year shall be set
aside as a legal public holiday to honor veterans.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GEORGE W. BUSH, President of the
United States of America, do hereby proclaim November
11, 2004, as Veterans Day and urge all Americans to
observe November 7 through November 13, 2004, as
National Veterans Awareness Week. I urge all Americans to
recognize the valor and sacrifice of our veterans through
ceremonies and prayers. I call upon Federal, State, and local
officials to display the flag of the United States and to
encourage and participate in patriotic activities in their
communities. I invite civic and fraternal organizations,
places of worship, schools, businesses, unions, and the
media to support this national observance with
commemorative expressions and programs.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this
ninth day of November, in the year of our Lord two
thousand four, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and twenty-ninth.
GEORGE W. BUSH

President Bush Will Attend APEC Leaders' Meeting

Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation Forum to be held in Santiago
Nowv. 20-21

President Bush will attend the 12th Asia-Pacific Economic
Cooperation (APEC) Leaders' Meeting in Santiago, Chile,
on November 20 and 21, the White House announced in a
November 9 statement. APEC is the premier forum for
facilitating economic growth, cooperation, trade and
investment in the Asia-Pacific region.

The president will remain in Santiago after the APEC
meeting for an official visit with Chilean President Ricardo
Lagos.

the full the White House

Following is text of

announcement:

THE WHITE HOUSE
Office of the Press Secretary
November 9, 2004

STATEMENT BY THE PRESS SECRETARY
President Bush will attend the 12th Asia-Pacific Economic

Cooperation (APEC) Leaders' Meeting in Santiago, Chile
from November 20-21. APEC is a unique forum that
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bridges the Pacific and links the world's most dynamic and
fastest growing economies. President Bush looks forward to
working with APEC Leaders to promote free trade,
economic growth, and deepen our security cooperation to
ensure our continued prosperity.

Following the APEC Leaders' Meeting, President Bush will
remain in Santiago for an official visit with Chilean
President Lagos. The two presidents, who last met on July
19 in the Oval Office, will discuss important regional and
bilateral issues and explore ways to deepen cooperation,
strengthen democratic institutions, and promote free trade
in the Americas.

President Bush Reaching Out to Friends and Allies in
Europe

A re-elected president sees common enemies, common duties
By Jeffrey Thomas
Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- Since his re-election November 2, President
Bush has said that U.S. foreign policy in his second term
will continue to focus most importantly on the struggle
against terrorism and to spread freedom and democracy;
indeed, in his view the two struggles are bound up
together.

And Bush has said repeatedly that he will renew his efforts
to reach out to friends and allies in Europe.

"Every civilized country also has a stake in the outcome of
this war. Whatever our past disagreements, we share a
common enemy. And we have common duties: to protect
our peoples, to confront disease and hunger and poverty in
troubled regions of the world," said Bush in his first press
conference after the election.

"Il continue to reach out to our friends and allies, our
partners in the EU and NATO, to promote development
and progress, to defeat the terrorists and to encourage
freedom and democracy as alternatives to tyranny and
terror," he said.

Sounding what has long been a major theme in U.S. foreign
policy and his own thinking, Bush said he strongly
disagrees "with those who do not see the wisdom of trying
to promote free societies around the world."

He cited the recent successful election in Afghanistan as
validating what he calls a "central part" of his foreign
policy: "The Afghan people, by going to the polls in the
millions, proved that this administration's faith in
freedom to change peoples' habits is worthy."
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Bush sees his meeting at the White House November 11-12
with British Prime Minister Tony Blair as an opportunity to
discuss "priorities and ways that we can work together with
our European friends."

He said he agrees with Blair that peace in the Middle East
"is a very important part of a peaceful world."

"My hope is that we will make good progress," Bush said,
noting that he is committed to the two-state vision he
enunciated two years ago, which envisions a democratic
and peaceful Palestinian state living side by side with
Israel.

In remarks November 5 to the president of the European
Council, Dutch Prime Minister Balkenende, Bush expressed
his intention to work with the European Union (EU),
"building on our shared values and interests, to promote
development and progress, defeat terrorists, and encourage
freedom and democracy around the world."

Bush especially welcomed the EU's reaffirmation of its
commitment to assist in the emergence of a stable, secure
and democratic Iraq.

The EU has pledged financial and personnel support for the
upcoming national elections in Iraq to be held in January
2005, as well as financial contributions for the "middle ring"
of the U.N. Protection Force and an expert team for
planning a mission to Iraq on police, rule of law, and
civilian administration.

"These steps are all important investments in Iraq's future.
We look forward to working with the EU, the Iraqi
government, and the Iraqi people to ensure continued
progress in the economic, social, and political
reconstruction of Iraq," the president said.

The Bush administration expects to continue working with
its European allies on the problem posed by Iran's nuclear
program. The United States and Europe "agree on the
fundamentals," according to State Department Spokesman
Richard Boucher, who addressed the question November 8.
"Iran needs to cooperate fully with the International Atomic
Energy Agency; it needs to meet its nonproliferation
obligations; and it needs to suspend fully and immediately
all enrichment-related and reprocessing activities," he said.

"Ultimately it's what Iran does that matters, not just what
they might agree to," Boucher added.

On global issues, Bush has also spoken since his re-election
of "an obligation in this country to continue to work with
nations to help alleviate poverty and disease."
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He said he will continue to press forward on his HIV/AIDS
initiative and on his Millennium Challenge Account, which
links aid to a receiving country's commitment to
democracy, the rule of law, the end of corruption, and
human rights.

President Bush is "not going to trim his sails or pull back"
during his second term, Secretary of State Colin Powell said
in an interview published in the November 9 Financial
Times. "It's a continuation of his principles, his policies, his
beliefs."

"Where we have had disagreements [with Europe], we will
try to get beyond those disagreements," Powell said.

Global War on Terror Is Top U.S. Priority, Secretary
Powell Says

Secretary of state outlines Bush's second term foreign policy
priorities

The global war against terrorism, strengthening alliances
and resolving regional conflicts are foreign policy priorities
of the Bush administration's second term, according to
Secretary of State Colin Powell.

Briefing reporters November 8 en route to Mexico City,
Mexico, to attend the 21st meeting of the U.S.-Mexico
Binational Commission, Powell, in response to a question,
outlined foreign policy priorities for the second Bush term.
"First and foremost, the Global War on Terror will remain a
priority of the administration," said Powell.

This includes close cooperation with Pakistan to defeat the
al-Qaida and Taliban elements that are working in the
frontier areas of Pakistan, as well as continuing to fight
those elements in Afghanistan that are trying to stop
Afghanistan's progress toward democracy, Powell said.

"We will continue to consolidate the success that we have
seen in Afghanistan as manifested in the presidential
elections and get Afghanistan ready for the parliamentary
elections next Spring," Powell said. He added that the
United States will continue to support Afghanistan's
reconstruction activities and efforts to resettle Afghan
refugees who have returned to the country.

Calling Iraq a "major priority" for the second term, Powell
said the United States is looking forward to the Iraqi
elections in January 2005. Noting recent developments, he
said U.N. Secretary-General Kofi Annan has agreed to
increase the size of the U.N. presence in Iraq and that voter
registration packages are being distributed.
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"And, as you know, we have begun an operation in Fallujah
today to take back Fallujah and to defeat this hornet's nest
of insurgent activity and terrorist activity [in Iraq]," added
Powell.

On the Arab-Israeli conflict, Powell said: "the United States
stands by to work very actively to get the Road Map
moving forward."

Powell said the second Bush administration will continue to
work to strengthen U.S. alliances in Asia and Europe and
enhance U.S. relations with India and Pakistan. Through
having good relations with both India and Pakistan, the
secretary explained, the United States aims to "serve a
useful role as a friend" to both countries as they continue to
reach out to each other and work on the difficult issues
outstanding between them.

Powell said President Bush wants to have a "strong
relationship with all of our European friends and allies and
notwithstanding any disagreements we have had in the
past."

Noting cooperation such as NATO support for training of
Iraqi security personnel, France's commanding of
multilateral forces in Afghanistan and in Kosovo, and the
European Union's recent financial commitment for Iraq,
Powell said he will be in Europe in the coming weeks to
attend EU, NATO and Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe meetings, as well as other bilateral
meetings.

Powell also said the second Bush administration will
continue to press in Africa to resolve regional conflicts, in
Sudan, Liberia, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, and
Cote d'Ivoire.

On Sudan, the United States is "doing everything we can" to
expedite the arrival of the 5000-member African Union
force into the Darfur region, said Powell, adding that he is
concerned the force in not being introduced as rapidly as
necessary. Powell said the U.S. is watching very carefully to
make sure the Sudanese government does not "back off" or
"start backsliding" on any of the openings they made to
allow free movement of goods and humanitarian supplies
into the Darfur region. "So yes, we are concerned. It's
always a subject to be taken up again by the [U.N. Security]
Council, but it's a very difficult issue," he said. "We will
continue to press it."

"But there is a lot going on, and so much of it is positive and
really is evidence of the president's National Security
Strategy of reaching out, of partnerships, of open trade, of
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fighting disease, of fighting poverty, of increasing
assistance to nations around the world," said Powell.

"Yes, I understand the importance of Iraq; I understand the
overhang that that and the Middle East have on how we are
viewed in the world and the impression that some people
have of us," he said. "But, it's an impression that will change
as we start showing our success such as the kind of success
we showed in Afghanistan [recently]."

A transcript of the Powell press briefing is available at
http:/ /www.state.gov/secretary /rm/37926.htm

Secretary Powell Outlines Progress, Challenges in U.S.-
Mexico Relations

Cites progress on security issues and challenge of immigration
reform

The United States and Mexico have enjoyed particularly
productive relations during the past four years, but there is
considerable work ahead, including comprehensive
immigration reform and efforts to make North America
more globally competitive and secure, according to
Secretary of State Colin Powell.

At the November 9 inaugural of the 21st U.S.-Mexico
Binational Commission (BNC) in Mexico City, Mexico,
Powell said that the United States and Mexico have
deepened and broadened law enforcement cooperation --
particularly counter-narcotics cooperation -- as well as
intensified and expanded counter-terrorism and border
security efforts.

The secretary of state said that the Partnership for
Prosperity, a public-/private-sector alliance launched by
President Bush and Mexican President Vicente Fox, is also
creating important economic opportunities in Mexico.
These accomplishments notwithstanding, "there is
considerable work ahead," Powell said.

He explained that too many immigrants living and working
in the United States have no legal status. Powell noted that
early in 2004, President Bush proposed a temporary worker
program to match willing foreign workers with U.S.
employers. He said comprehensive immigration reform is a
high priority for Bush's second term and that the Bush
administration will work closely with the U.S. Congress to
achieve this goal.

Powell indicated that the United States and Mexico must
also work together to make North America more globally
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competitive, in part by working cooperatively to improve
education and infrastructure on both sides of the border.

As the United States and Mexico work to meet the needs of
people and commerce along the two countries' shared
border, Powell said that innovative efforts must continue to
ensure that the common border is not abused by terrorists
or by traffickers in drugs or human beings.

"We need to get on with the work of tomorrow, working
together today to increase economic opportunity and to
defeat common threats," Powell said.

Following is a transcript of Powell's remarks:

SECRETARY POWELL: Good morning, ladies and
gentlemen, Secretary Derbez and your colleagues and all of
my colleagues present. We're so pleased to be joined
together to begin the 21st Binational Commission meeting
that our countries have held. And it is the fourth BNC that I
have been privileged to co-chair.

I'm pleased to be joined here by so many of my Cabinet
colleagues, Secretaries Ridge, Mineta, Paige and Jackson,
Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Leavitt,
and Peace Corps Director Vasquez and many other officials
representing my country. The caliber and scope of our
delegation reflects the importance that President Bush
attaches to our relationship with Mexico and the
importance he attaches to the work of the Binational
Commission.

We are always glad to see Secretary Derbez and his
distinguished colleagues from President Fox's cabinet.
Above all, it is a pleasure for me and my colleagues to once
again be in Mexico and, particularly, in this historic and
vibrant city.

I look forward to co-hosting with my Mexican and U.S.
colleagues the working groups on foreign policy, border
security, and cooperation on migration and consular affairs.
Other working groups will focus on law enforcement,
economic development, agriculture, energy, education, the
environment, labor, health, housing, and transportation.

Whether guarding against terrorists, stopping drug
traffickers, arresting those who prey on migrants, or
moving our vast commerce, our two governments are
engaged every day in a cooperative effort on behalf of our
peoples. The Binational Commission is an important
expression of that daily work in service to our citizens, and
our work together delivers results that benefit both nations.
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The last decade of Mexican-U.S. relations has been
momentous, marked by visionary initiatives such as the
North American Free Trade Agreement. I believe that the
past four years have been particularly productive. Let me
just cite a few examples. I might note at the beginning that
in the ten years of the North American Free Trade
Agreement, trade between our two countries has tripled,
benefiting both nations so, so richly.

We have deepened and broadened our law enforcement
cooperation and especially our counter-narcotics
cooperation. We have intensified and expanded our
counter-terrorism and border security efforts. The public-
private alliance we call Partnership for Prosperity, that
partnership launched by Presidents Fox and Bush, is
already creating important economic opportunities in
Mexico. Under the Partnership for Prosperity, the Peace
Corps' first volunteers are in Mexico. They are beginning to
work in the areas of information technology, small business
development, and environmental technology.

Last year, the Overseas Private Investment Corporation
committed more than $40 million in financing, financing
that would go to small U.S. businesses operating in Mexico,
and we anticipate providing hundreds of millions more in
the coming months.

Together, we have accomplished very much, but there is
considerable work ahead, and the citizens we serve are
leading the way. We in the government need to keep up
with our citizens.

Entrepreneurs, workers, and consumers in both of our
countries have made Mexico the second largest trading
partner of the United States. Over a million people cross
our borders every day. Mexico is the top foreign destination
for US. travelers. Nearly 16 million U.S, citizens visit
Mexico each year, and nearly ten million Mexicans visit the
United States. Ten million Mexicans live in the United
States. Over 400,000 U.S. citizens live in Mexico, and 25
million of my fellow citizens are of Mexican origin.

The United States is proud to be a nation of immigrants, but
too many of those immigrants living and working in our
country today have no legal status. Early last year,
President Bush proposed a temporary worker program to
match willing foreign workers with U.S. employers and to
offer legal status to immigrants who contribute to our
economy as they work to support their families. But the
President remains committed to comprehensive
immigration reform as a high priority in his second term,
and we will work closely with our Congress to achieve this
goal. Together, we can work together to make North
America more globally competitive.
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How best do we do that? By working cooperatively to
improve education so that our citizens can be successful in
a 21st century world by improving the infrastructure on
both sides of the border to meet the needs of people and
commerce while making it easier to start new businesses in
both of our countries. At the same time, we must also be
innovative in our efforts to stop those who abuse the
openness of our societies along the border, who would use
this openness to harm our citizens through trafficking in
drugs or trafficking in human beings or by committing acts
of terrorism.

And so, the challenge for the governments of Mexico and
the United States today, and every day, is to do what
ordinary Mexicans and Americans seem to do so easily. We
need to get on with the work of tomorrow, working
together today to increase economic opportunity and to
defeat common threats. As our citizens well recognize,
those shared aims -- our open system with mutual respect
for national sovereignty, working in partnership to help our
citizens become prosperous and secure is exactly what our
fellow citizens expect us to do, and what our Binational
Commission is all about.

And so, on behalf of the United States delegation, I want to
take this opportunity to thank Secretary Derbez and his
colleagues for so graciously hosting this year's meeting. We
look forward to a day of intense and productive
discussions, which I am sure will further improve the close
relations that our two countries already enjoy.

Thank you very much.

Secretary Powell Defends President Bush’s Foreign
Policies in First Term

In interview with Financial Times, Powell comments on Irag,
Iran, Mideast peace

Secretary of State Colin Powell has defended the Bush
administration's foreign policy during its first four years in
office, calling it a policy of "reaching out."

"It has been aggressive in terms of going after challenges
and issues that needed to be dealt with by the nation with
the most power in the world," Powell said in a November 8
interview with the Financial Times. Powell said that Bush's
approach for the next four years will be "a continuation of
his principles, his policies, his beliefs."

The secretary highlighted the administration's funding for
development assistance, its efforts to combat HIV/AIDS, its
clean water initiatives and its free trade agenda as evidence
of its positive engagement in global issues.
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He said that the administration's National Security Policy is
not a policy of preemption but rather a policy of
partnerships.

Specifically addressing the United States' European allies,
he said, "Europe will find the United States engaged,
listening, consulting, working with our European friends,
those who have disagreed with us in the past on certain
issues, and those who have fully agreed with us in the past
on certain issues."

Powell said that he hopes the international conference on
Iraq, to be held in Sharm El-Sheikh, Egypt, later this month,
will result in a greater commitment from European, G8,
Arab and Asian countries to achieving stability and security
in Iraq.

The secretary said that the current campaign against
insurgent forces in Fallujah is an important step toward
reestablishing security. "I wouldn't say that this is the final
battle or only battle or single defining moment. There will
be many defining moments... but it is part of a process of
restoring control of the Iraqi Interim Government over all
the cities of Iraq," he said.

Turning to Iran, Powell said that the United States is willing
to allow the EU-3 (France, Germany and Great Britain) to
try to reach an agreement with Tehran regarding its nuclear
program, but he added that these discussions must lead to
"an agreement that really does solve the problem."

"There's a basic question here," Powell said. "Do you believe
or not that Iran is moving toward a nuclear weapon? Do
you believe that they are doing all this and sort of hiding
things and moving things around simply because they
want to have civilian nuclear power?"

He said that any agreement must address the problem of a
government that seems to be committed to obtaining a
nuclear weapon.

Powell refused to speculate about what might transpire
within the Palestinian leadership given Yasser Arafat's
health situation, but he said he hopes that opportunities for
peace will come out of this transition period.

Following is the transcript of Powell's interview:

QUESTION: If we could begin with Fallujah, which is the
story of the day, Prime Minister Allawi has given the
authorization. And I'd like to see, well, does this make or
break for the Iraqi process? I mean, it's a defining moment
that will set the tone for the elections and the elections are
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held successfully or not. How do you see Fallujah in them?
So why the contacts?

SECRETARY POWELL: Fallujah has become a hotbed of
the insurgency, a magnet for terrorists and a source of
instability in the Sunni Triangle, and so it was time to deal
with Fallujah. And as you know, Prime Minister Allawi has
put in place emergency powers and used his emergency
powers and has given the political go ahead from the Iraqi
side for actions in Fallujah, and the United States and other
coalition forces and Iraqi security forces will be moving into
the city to clear the insurgents, former regime elements,
terrorists, and place it back under the control of the Iraqi
Interim Government.

I wouldn't say that this is the final battle or only battle or
single defining moment. There will be many defining
moments. We had a defining moment in Najaf a few weeks
ago. We had a defining moment in Samara. And as you see,
we've subsequently had additional action in Samarra but it
is part of a process of restoring control of the Iraqi Interim
Government over all the cities of Iraq: south is reasonably
stable; the north is stable; Sunni Triangle is a problem and
Fallujah is the center of the problem in the Sunni Triangle.

QUESTION: But are you afraid that if the bloodshed in
Fallujah reaches a level that, say, it did last April when
there was a great concern about civilian casualties that you
might have a situation where Sunni political parties boycott
the elections or the elections can lose their credibility
through excessive use of force?

SECRETARY POWELL: Well, obviously, we're going to do
everything we can to minimize loss of civilian life and a
good part of the population has left the city because they
were in fear of the insurgents and in fear of an attack
coming. And so, I wouldn't go into hypotheticals as to what
might happen with a high level of civilian casualties, since
we're not planning on a high level of civilian casualties and
we're doing everything we can to avoid it.

Needless to say though, it is not a simple mission to go into
a city. We don't know what the level of resistance will be.
We don't know how many of the insurgents may have
decided to go elsewhere to avoid battle and some will be
there and fighting. We will know in the days ahead but I
would not start to hypothesize on the consequences of high
casualties when we don't know if there will be high
casualties or the consequences of Sunnis not voting, we
don't know yet how the battle will turn out.

QUESTION: Later this month, you will be in Egypt for the
international conference on Iraq. I have heard, this may
well be wrong, that the U.S. is going to call for some broad
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international support for the Iraqi Government in the troop
process. But will you be going with specific requests to
governments like France and Germany and others which
haven't been very forthcoming in supporting that
government? Will you be asking for specific?

SECRETARY POWELL: Of course, we'll be asking for all of
Iraq's neighbors, the principal attendees at the conference,
as well as the G-8 -- and it will also turn out to be Perm 5 if
the Chinese attend -- ask for their support for Iraq. As you
know, NATO has prepared itself to give support in the
training of individuals. The EU, when they met with Prime
Minister Allawi last week, put forward some financial
support. We'll ask them all to do more. Other nations are
prepared to help with the training of election officials. The
UN is going to increase its presence in Iraq, and we
certainly want to see all of Iraq's neighbors and the
industrialized nations reflected -- represented by the G-8
and the Perm 5, to do everything they can to help Iraq.

I'm not going into this conference with the expectation that
the French and the Germans are now suddenly going to do
more than, you know, start moving in the direction of
providing troops because they've made clear that's not
what they would be doing. They are helping in other ways
now through NATO and through the EU.

QUESTION: And is there maybe anything more specific on
France and Germany you would like them to do outside the
troop area?

SECRETARY POWELL: Any additional financial
contributions, expressions of support for the Iraqi Interim
Government, working to put the NATO mission in place as
quickly as possible, and support of that NATO mission, and
political support for the election process that's upcoming, I
think all of these things would be helpful.

But there's no reason to believe that France and Germany is
going to change its position with respect to troops
(inaudible). So there's no point in arguing that point.

QUESTION: I guess I'm not telling you secrets if I say that
probably a lot of European -- or part of the European
governments would have liked a different outcome of the
election and would have preferred to deal with a different
president from January on. What would your advice be to
these countries to -- how to deal with the second Bush
Administration?

SECRETARY POWELL: Well, I could -- the beginning
premise of your question, I can probably name you just as
many, if not more, that are quite pleased with the outcome
of the election. Be that as it may, we have an outcome of the
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election. The President has won handedly. It turned out not
to be as close as people were suggesting it would be. He
won the popular election, he won the electoral election, and
if you look at our famous county map it was quite
impressive and he will continue to reach out to all of our
European friends.

And as he has indicated in his initial press conferences, he
wants to work with Europe. He specifically mentioned the
European Union and NATO in his opening statement to his
press conference last Thursday afternoon and he means it.
And he has been talking to various heads of state, as they
call in, and 1 will have the opportunity to convey this
message in greater fidelity when I attend not only the
Sharm el-Sheikh meeting, but after that I have a number of
meetings that are with my European colleagues.

There's a U.S.-EU meeting, there's a North Atlantic Council
meeting, there's an OSCE meeting that I hope to be able to
attend. And I think he will continue to convey a desire to
work with Europe in its many forms -- NATO, EU, OSCE --
to move our mutual interests forward, and that is to resolve
regional conflicts, to get over the disagreement of 2003 over
Iraq, and let's all come together in whatever way one can
contribute to the solution of the problem in Iraq.

Everybody, 1 think, now agrees that whatever you may
have thought in April of 2003, it is in everyone's interest for
the Iraqi people to be successful in defeating this
insurgency and in having elections. I don't know of a single
European leader that I deal with who thinks it would be in
their interest, in any way, for Iraq not to be a success, and
they're all now determining how best to make it a success.

But I think you'll -- my European friends will see a
President who respects partnerships, respects alliances.
He's demonstrated that over the first four years and he will
continue to demonstrate it over the next four years: the
expansion of NATO; working with the EU in so many
areas; working together to give the Afghanistan, the people
of Afghanistan an opportunity to vote for a president in an
exciting election a few weeks back; working with our
European colleagues in the Balkans.

So there are many things being done with Europe that
should not be overwhelmed because of the one
disagreement, major disagreement, not an insignificant, a
very significant disagreement that we had with some of our
European friends over Iraq last year.

SECRETARY POWELL: Look at the President's National
Security policy, which people tend not to read the whole
thing, but it's a policy and not of preemption, it's a policy of
partnerships. It's a policy of reaching out. It's a policy of
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working with others on opening up trade around the
world. It's a policy of dealing with the infectious diseases
that are really killing many more thousands of people a day
than any terrorist incident will. It's a policy of expansion of
alliances. It's a policy of working multilaterally to deal with
problems like the nuclear issue in Iran and the nuclear issue
in North Korea.

I sometimes get attention deficit syndrome when I listen to
people argue with me, why aren't you being more
unilateral in Korea and Iran? Why are you, quote, "working
with the Europeans or with the six-party framework, when
you ought to be doing it one-on-one or unilaterally, or
doing something?"

The President is very clear. He will work with the
international community to the greatest extent possible but
even the most multilateral approach requires a leader. And
we will always keep in mind what we believe is in our
national interests and the national interests of our friends
and partners, but the President wants to work with partners
and friends around the world and he's demonstrated that.

Europe will find the United States engaged, listening,
consulting, working with our European friends, those who
have disagreed with us in the past on certain issues, and
those who have fully agreed with us in the past on certain
issues.

QUESTION: Specifically on Germany, the German
Government has made it clear that they are interested in a
permanent seat in the Security Council. If it comes to a
point where there will be a vote in the General Assembly,
the UN Security Council reform and possible German
permanent seat, will the U.S. support this bid by Germany?

SECRETARY POWELL: At the moment, the position we are
taking, which we think is the sound position to take right
now, is to wait for this panel to finish its work and make
the recommendation. I've been in touch with the panel, and
I'm not sure what its recommendation will be. And if the
recommendation includes an expansion of the Security
Council and there are different ideas as to how to expand it
-- additional permanent members without veto, additional
rotating members -- I think it's best to wait to see all of that.

And obviously, if there is an expansion Germany would be
a candidate and there will be many other candidates as
well, and so it's best to wait for that panel to make its
recommendations before we start singling out particular
countries. Germany, I know, feels strongly about it, along
with India, Brazil and South Africa; the four kind of spoke
up, self-appointed four.
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QUESTION: On the transatlantic cooperation side, we have
the news this weekend of the EU-3 negotiations with Iran.
And it does appear that they've reached or are close to
reaching an agreement whereby Iran would freeze but not
for the moment indefinitely suspended uranium
enrichment program. The U.S. never seemed hugely
enthusiastic about this. They just had one press conference
that said the U.S. did not endorse this plan. What is your
response now to this partial agreement in the making?

SECRETARY POWELL: Well, we don't have an agreement
yet. | had conversations over the weekend with some of my
European colleagues and we're waiting to see exactly what
the agreement is. There are many reports about an
agreement. We haven't seen it yet. The only thing we are
enthusiastic about achieving is end to Iran's nuclear
weapons ambitions and over the last three years we have
done a great deal to put heat and light on this issue.

When we started three years ago, everybody thought we
were overplaying our hand and being very aggressive and
unilateralist about Iran's programs. Over the past three
years, the world has now seen that Iran is doing things that
surprised the international community and shouldn't have
been doing. And so we were able to get the Russians to be
more circumspect about providing fuel for the reactor at
Bushehr. We've gotten the IAEA more energized and our
European Union colleagues, in the form of the three foreign
ministers, began an active role in the fall of 2002 -- 2003,
excuse me, to try to see if they could find a solution.

When we met with the European Union 3, a few weeks
back, before they made their latest overture to the Iranians,
we said, fine, go ahead, you know, we believe it's time to
refer this thing to the Security Council, but if you want to
make another run at it, fine, go ahead -- without us putting
our name on the approach because it was an EU-3
approach, not a U.S. approach and not a total EU approach.
We thought it best for them to continue the work that they
were doing with our knowledge and with appreciation for
their efforts, but without an endorsement of the specific
proposal.

They have now gone forward and we'll wait to see what the
Iranian reaction is to the proposal. There are still some
outstanding issues, at least as of this morning, and we're
waiting to hear more.

QUESTION: I know it's slightly hypothetical, but if the
reports are true and they're close to an agreement, do you
think on the basis of your conversations that the U.S. would
accept and give up the idea of referring Iran to the Security
Council?
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SECRETARY POWELL: I can't say that yet because
everybody is talking about an agreement and there's a great
deal of press reporting about agreements and endorsements
of an agreement, but I haven't seen this agreement yet and
we're waiting to get more information back from the EU-3.
And after we've gotten it back, we'll make a judgment. I
think it has to be an agreement that really does solve the
problem and not another agreement that doesn't solve the
problem and gives the Iranians a way to slip away from
referral again.

I think the EU-3 realized that the commitments they got
from the Iranians in the fall of 2003 and the early part of
2004 didn't do the job because the Iranians essentially said,
well, we suspend it, now we unsuspend it. And so we have
to see what it is the EU-3 have been able to achieve in this
round. And so I'd be reluctant to hypothesize along with
you as to what might or might not happen later in the
month until we actually see the agreement. And I hope we
will have a little more information on it within the next 24
hours.

QUESTION: The next 24 hours?
SECRETARY POWELL: I hope.

QUESTION: One more question on the EU-3 proposal.
Would you say that it was helpful to the EU to make this
proposal, in the sense that it allows or might allow Iran to
drive a wedge between the EU and the U.S. and play the
two sides against one another?

SECRETARY POWELL: We have felt for a year that it
should go to the Security Council, but that was not a
consensus view or a uniform view within the IAEA. And to
the extent that the EU-3 wanted to continue to work the
problem and see if they could find a solution, we said, fine,
go ahead. But we have felt for a long time now, the last
seven meetings -- six meetings with the IAEA, that it should
have been referred to the Security Council.

Now, the Iranians have been doing everything they can to
avoid that referral, but what they need to do to avoid the
referral and to solve the problem is to come into complete
compliance with their obligations, stop hiding things, and
to make a firm commitment to the proposals laid out by the
EU-3. If all that is done, then we will have to examine then
to see whether, in our judgment, this resolves the matter.

There's a basic question here: Do you believe or not that
Iran is moving toward a nuclear weapon? Do you believe
that they are doing all this and sort of hiding things and
moving things around simply because they want to have
civilian nuclear power?
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Our judgment is they've been moving toward a nuclear
weapon. Not everybody shares that judgment. And we're
not going to abandon that judgment because we think it's a
well-supported judgment and we have to make sure that
anything that is done by the EU-3 or anyone else deals not
just with, you know, some potential nuclear power plant
problem, but the fact that this is a government that seems to
have made, in our mind anyway, a commitment to go
forward toward a nuclear weapon.

QUESTION: A quick follow-up on Iran. About a year ago,
Richard Armitage told Congress that regime change was
not U.S. policy. Do you think it's possible, in a second
administration, given that you're going to be sitting across
the table with the Iranians later this month at Sharm el-
Sheikh that a second, the next administration could talk
more directly to Iran on certain issues?

SECRETARY POWELL: Well, we'll have the first
opportunity to talk to the Iranians at the Sharm el-Sheikh
meeting and we'll see what develops. I think the nuclear
issue is an important one to resolve in one way or another,
but there are other aspects of Iranian behavior that are
troubling -- support for terrorist activity -- and we'll just
have to see whether or not there are openings here or not.

Regime change is not something that I've heard discussed,
although I hear it speculated about a great deal in the
papers. So what Mr. Armitage said is accurate.

What do I have? I have something. Yeah, I've got to go talk
to a large group of people in a minute.

QUESTION: Okay, I'll be very quick then. Is there a
possibility of new initiatives in the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict now that Yasser Arafat seems to -- I mean, there's a
definite change in the political equation now whether or not
the poor man --

SECRETARY POWELL: We stand ready to move forward.
We have been ready ever since the meetings at Sharm el-
Sheikh and Agqaba last year with the roadmap. The
roadmap is intact. The President is committed to the
roadmap. He is committed to a two-state solution. He
reaffirmed that again last week and I'm sure he and Prime
Minister Blair will be talking about it later this week.

What we have been looking for this whole period is
responsible leadership on the part of the Palestinians so that
we can get going. And we recognize that Israel has
obligations as well with respect to outpost elimination and
settlement activity. And in this period that we're in now,
waiting to see what transpires with respect to Palestinian
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leadership, we hope that opportunities will come out of this
transition period.

I don't know what Mr. Arafat's true medical status is.
Maybe we will learn more in the days ahead. But I think
there is an opportunity presented by, if there is a transition
-- not necessarily meaning he's dead, but if there is a
transition he might continue to live and the transition takes
place anyway, and Mr. Sharon's efforts towards
disengagement, I think, is an opportunity or we stand
ready to seize that opportunity, to seize it aggressively, just
as we had last summer when we had the Agaba meetings.
And I'm quite sure that's what the President will say to
Prime Minister Blair.

Anything else? You've got another minute or two.

QUESTION: Okay, let's ask a very quick one. It's a bit
theoretical. Four years ago --compared to four years ago,
the dangers facing the U.S. now seem to be rather greater
than they were in terms of problems in Iraq, the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, al-Qaida and everything, and yet the
constraints on your foreign policy are probably also greater.
You're debts are bigger and so are your deficits. The
military is stretched more. The credibility of the U.S. has
been damaged to an extent by not finding WMD, what's
happened in Abu Ghraib.

Qian Qichen, the Chinese former Vice Foreign Minister,
said these are all examples of imperial overreach. But do
you, as Secretary of State, feel that things are closing in on
you a bit in terms of conditions of the world that make it
more difficult for you to act in (inaudible)?

SECRETARY POWELL: No. No, and I think the American
people have, through this election, demonstrated to the
President that they expect him to keep acting in the manner
that he has been acting.

Well, how has he been acting? He's done more than any
President in recent history with respect to development
assistance and increasing aid to nations that are trapped in
poverty and ill health, a whole list of initiatives with respect
to development assistance, Millennium Challenge Account,
HIV/AIDS, money we're pouring into all of that, the clean
water initiatives, a variety of things, and he'll continue to
do that.

We have an excellent relationship with China, perhaps the
best in 30 years. We cooperate in so many areas. When we
have disagreements with them, we face those
disagreements, disagreements with respect to human rights
and proliferation. Mr. Qian Qichen's comments were
quickly pushed aside by the Chinese leadership as not
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reflecting their view at all, and it's not clear whose view it
reflected. It's a little murky as to what that article was all
about and where it came from. But I can assure you that my
conversation with Chinese leaders over the last several
days reaffirmed their desire to work with us.

Our alliances in Asia are strong. South Korea and Japan are
standing alongside of us in Iraq, and not only with troops,
but with a great deal of financial support. Our Australian
colleagues are doing likewise, so our situation is Asia is
quite good. We've succeeded in creating a relationship with
India and Pakistan that each one of those stand on their
own good U.S.-India and good U.S.-Pakistan relationship;
and, as a result of having two good bilateral relations, we
can help them as they reach out to one another.

This is quite an improvement from where we were two
years ago when they were on the verge of war that some
people were writing could go nuclear within a few days.
That's not the case now. Now, they're having soccer
matches and the buses are going back and forth. They're
even starting to deal with the difficult issues of Kashmir.
Afghanistan is no longer a threat to the United States.

You said we are in greater danger now. Not from
Afghanistan, we're not -- Usama bin Laden hiding in caves
and issuing taped messages from time to time. We haven't
been attacked in the United States since September of 2001,
and Afghanistan is having free elections.

With respect to Iraq, a regime that we determined was
dangerous is gone. We still have a difficult insurgency to
face, but there's no reason that Iraq cannot go down the
path that Afghanistan has gone down.

In terms of Europe, we had major disagreements over Iraq
with Germany, with France, and, to some extent, with
Russia. I think we can get over that because there is so
much that pulls us together compared to that which pulls
us apart.

Our relationships with the Eastern European nations, the
Central European nations are all good, Britain good, Italy
good. We had a disagreement with Spain, but we'll find
areas of cooperation. We are operating in Central Asia in a
way that we never could a few years ago. And the Russians
are working with us because we face common enemies of
terrorism, of smuggling, of illegal immigration.

We have been very successful with our free trade agenda.
So the President has had an active foreign policy that has
been controversial in the sense of, should we have done
what we did in Iraq? We did it. Now what we're going to
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do is complete the effort to give the Iraqi people a
democracy.

But in so many other parts of our foreign policy it has been
a reaching out policy. It has been aggressive in terms of
going after challenges and issues that needed to be dealt
with by the nation with the most power in the world. And
the President is going to keep moving in that direction.
Where we have had disagreements, we'll try to now get
beyond those disagreements.

And we recognize that the Middle East is -- the Middle East
peace process is one of the biggest overhangs on the -- our
foreign policy and the way in which we are perceived in the
world, and we want to do more about that. But we need
responsible partners on the Palestinian side.

So the President is not going to, as has been said, trim his
sails or pull back. It's going to be a continuation of his
principles, his policies, his beliefs. And I think people will
see that it is a foreign policy of national interests and the
interests of our friends and alliances, multilateral in nature,
willing, however, when necessary, to act if we have to act
alone or with a willing coalition to defend our interests and
our needs. And the President took that message to the
American people and the American people accepted that
message and gave him more than a marginal mandate to
keep moving forward.

I think you will see, as he has a chance to meet with
European leaders, that he will be able to convey this to
them and to explain it to them, and he is anxious to reach
out to them. He's spoken to almost all of them in the last
two days subsequent to the election.

U.S. General Says Assault on Fallujah Is Ahead of
Schedule

Defense Department Report, November 9: fighting in Fallujah,
PSI exercise

Washington -- US. and Iraqi forces fighting anti-regime
and terrorist insurgents in Fallujah are on or ahead of
schedule, says the commander of the Multinational Corps
in Iraq.

At a Pentagon briefing November 9, Army Lieutenant
General Thomas Metz, operational-level commander
responsible for the conduct of coalition military activities in
Iraq, said he expects "several more days of tough urban
fighting." So far, he said, U.S. and Iraqi forces have
encountered insurgent strength in numbers consistent with
a U.S. estimate of 2,000-3,000 fighters.
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"I'm very pleased at the position that we have the [coalition]
force in right now, and the situation that the enemy is
facing. He doesn't have an escape route, because we do
have the cordon around the city very tight," Metz said via a
teleconference from Baghdad.

The commander said that 48 hours into the attack, U.S. and
Iraqi forces are still encountering resistance, though the
insurgents' outer defenses have been destroyed. The
insurgents are fighting in small squads of three to six
people, Metz said.

Asked about casualties on both sides, Metz said U.S. and
Iraqi casualties are about 12, while enemy casualties are
higher than he had expected. He declined to give a casualty
count. Civilian casualties have been light, he said, because
50 to 75 percent of the civilians had already left the city and
the rest are obeying a curfew and keeping indoors.

Metz said he thinks the insurgents are "fighting hard, but
not to the death." He said they are either being killed where
they are or are falling back. In many cases, he said, it's
difficult to tell what is happening, "because of the
complexity of urban terrain." When insurgents fire from
inside buildings at U.S. forces and gunfire is returned by a
tank's main cannon or other weapon, he said, it's hard to
know whether the insurgent escaped before the return fire
or was killed by it.

"But there is not a sense that he is staying in particular
places," Metz added. "He is continuing to fall back or he
dies in those positions."

U.S.-trained and equipped Iraqi forces are performing well,
Metz said. Essentially light infantry troops trained at squad
and platoon level, Iraqi forces are operating in those
formations. The better battalions have been assigned sectors
to fight in, he said. "Some of the more elite forces ... have
done very, very well." Iraqi forces are being used to clear
out buildings, homes and mosques -- of which Fallujah has
77, he added.

U.S.-HOSTED PROLIFERATION SECURITY INITIATIVE
UNDER WAY

The U.SS. Coast Guard is hosting a Proliferation Security
Initiative (PSI) maritime interdiction training exercise
November 8-18 based in Key West, Florida, according to the
State Department.

The 13th PSI exercise is the first to show new legal
authority created by a recently signed bilateral boarding
agreement permitting rapid consent procedures for
boarding partner-flagged vessels. The exercise "is focused
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on unique operational issues and legal authorities
associated with interdictions in maritime chokepoints, such
as straits and canals," according to the release.

More than 20 countries are participating, and the United
States, France, the Netherlands, and Britain are contributing
operational assets. For additional information on the
Proliferation Security Initiative, see
http:/ /www.state.gov/t/np/c10390.htm.

Seventeen Countries Eligible for New U.S. Aid Program
Funds

MCC chief Applegarth says disbursals could begin by end of 2004
By Berta Gomez
Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- Seventeen of the world's poorest countries
are now eligible to compete for grants from the Millennium
Challenge Corporation (MCC), the new U.S. aid agency
designed to support developing countries' efforts to
eliminate poverty through pro-growth reform, says MCC
Chief Executive Officer Paul Applegarth.

Briefing reporters November 9 at the State Department's
Foreign Press Center in Washington, Applegarth said the
MCC -- the high-level group that administers Millennium
Challenge Account (MCA) funds -- is reviewing proposals
and concept papers submitted by potential partners and
could begin disbursing funds by the end of 2004.

Congress approved close to $1 billion for MCA for fiscal
year 2004, and the Bush administration is seeking another
$2.5 billion for 2005, Applegarth said.

The MCC list of countries eligible for the 2004 money are
Armenia, Georgia, Mongolia, Sri Lanka, Vanuatu, Libya,
Honduras, Nicaragua, Benin, Mali, Madagascar, Ghana,
Lesotho, Mozambique, Senegal and Cape Verde.

On November 8, the MCC added Morocco to the list of
eligible countries for 2005 funds but removed Cape Verde
from the 2005 list because it had risen above the per-capita
income ceiling for MCA grants.

Applegarth stressed that Cape Verde nevertheless remains
eligible for 2004 funds and that MCC officials "are in the
midst of discussing with [Cape Verde officials] their
proposal for development."

The MCC chief said that he was not sure when the first
grants would be made from the 2004 funds and that his
office had so far received 14 of 16 expected proposals from
eligible countries. The MCC has notified Congress that it
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has begun compact negotiations with four countries --
Nicaragua, Honduras, Madagascar and Georgia -- and is
continuing to work with the others, he said.

The MCA grant proposals received thus far cover projects
ranging from rural development to education and micro-
finance, Applegarth said. The projects "show a remarkable
amount of thought and imagination by our partner
countries," he added.

Applegarth stressed that eligibility is no guarantee of a
grant for any of the countries and that MCC officials will
examine all proposals to see which promise the greatest
amount of poverty reduction and economic growth.

The MCC involves "an investment of a scarce resource and
so we want to get ... the highest return in terms of poverty
reduction," he said.

Applegarth said that the MCC also continues working with
so-called "threshold countries" that are moving in the right
direction but have not yet met MCA criteria. On November
8, the MCC announced that six countries -- Burkina Faso,
Guyana, Malawi, Paraguay, Philippines and Zambia -- will
be added to its threshold program, which already includes
East Timor, Kenya, Sao Tome, Tanzania, Uganda and
Yemen from 2004.

The administration set aside $40 million in 2004 for these
countries to encourage changes that could eventually make
them eligible for the larger fund program.

Providing background on the MCA, Applegarth told
reporters that the program grew out of the 2002
international development summit in Monterrey, Mexico, at
which developed and developing countries alike agreed
that development requires both the active participation of
recipient countries as well as measurable results.

"The deal that was struck at Monterrey was that for those
emerging countries that took greater responsibility for their
own growth and for their own poverty reduction and who
put good policies in place ... the developed countries would
provide additional foreign assistance," Applegarth said.
"And that's what Millennium Challenge is on behalf of the
United States: It's the delivery by the United States on the
promise that it made at Monterrey two years ago."

According to Bush administration plans for the MCA,
funding will reach $5 billion annually by 2006, at which
point it will represent the largest increase in U.S.
international assistance since the Marshall Plan helped
reconstruct post-World War II Europe, Applegarth said.
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Administration officials are "very concerned" that both the
House and Senate have approved bills that would reduce
MCA funding for 2005, and the administration has made
full funding of President Bush's $2.5 billion request "a
priority" for the coming weeks, Applegarth said.

The emphasis on the MCA is based in part on the Bush
administration's decision in 2002 to revise the United States'
long-standing National Security Strategy, which had long
identified defense and diplomacy as the two pillars of U.S.
security, he said.

Under the direction of President Bush and his top foreign
policy advisers, the strategy was amended "to add
development as the third 'D' and to state that it was in the
national security interest of the United States to promote
poverty reduction and growth and development in the
emerging world," Applegarth said.

To that end, he said, the MCA is part of a broad U.S. effort
to promote global development on a number of fronts. He
cited U.S. efforts to ease trade barriers with countries in
Africa and Latin America, and U.S. leadership in providing
debt relief for countries struggling under unsustainable
debt burdens. The United States' traditional official
development assistance has risen "quite dramatically" since
2001, Applegarth said, and he also noted the
administration's pledge to provide $15 billion in funding
for global HIV/ AIDS programs over five years.

The initiatives on trade promotion, debt relief and foreign
assistance all relate to U.S. national security and are all
representative of how the United States views its
international role, Applegarth said.

"This effort is a bipartisan effort," he added. "It is not
Republican, it is not Democratic. This is the United States
itself trying to do something."

Judge Rules that Guantanamo Trial Violates U.S.,
International Law

Halts pre-trial hearing of Bin Laden driver
By Alexandra Abboud
Washington File Staff Writer

Washington -- A federal judge in Washington ruled
November 8 that the Bush administration violated the U.S.
Constitution and the Geneva Conventions by forming
military commissions to try detainees at the U.S. Naval base
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Judge James Robertson of the United States District Court
in Washington halted the military commission's pre-trial
proceedings against Salim Ahmed Hamdan, a driver and

LN LS S

-13-

November 10, 2004

A

bodyguard of Osama Bin Laden, ruling that the
Department of Defense tribunal that the government used
to determine the enemy combatant status of the defendant,
a tribunal at which the defendant's lawyer was not in
attendance, was not a "competent" tribunal because it
offered insufficient protection of the defendant's rights.
According to the ruling, the military commission trial must
be halted until the status of the detainee is properly
decided.

In response to the ruling, Justice Department spokesman
Mark Corallo said that government officials "vigorously
disagree with the court's decision" and that the U.S.
government would seek an emergency stay of the judge's
ruling and would immediately appeal.

Under the Geneva Conventions, a detainee with prisoner-
of-war status is afforded specific legal guarantees that do
not apply to enemy combatants, such as trial by court
martial, a process that guarantees the defendant more
rights than if tried by military commission. The judge ruled
that the detainee may not be tried by military commission
unless "a competent tribunal determines that the petitioner
is not entitled to protections afforded prisoners of war
under Article 4 of the Geneva Convention."

According to Corallo, however, "the president properly
determined that the Geneva Conventions have no legal
applicability to members or affiliates of al Qaeda, a terrorist
organization that is not a state and has not signed the
Geneva Conventions." He continued, "We also believe that
the president's power to convene military commissions to
prosecute crimes against the laws of war is inherent in his
authority as commander in chief of the armed forces."

If Hamdan is determined to be a prisoner of war under the
Geneva Conventions, he will be entitled to trial by court
martial and will have the right to appeal any decision to the
Supreme Court of the United States. Although the judge's
ruling applies only to the current defendant, it could
possibly extend to all detainees if the ruling is upheld.

(Preceding items distributed by the Bureau of International
Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site:
http:/ / usinfo.state.gov)




