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THE PANAMA TREATIES: TO RATIFY OR NOT TO RATIFY 

SPEECH BY THE HONORABLE SPARK M. MATSUNAGA 

BEFORE THE 28th ANNUAL NISEI V.F.W. REUNION

SAN JOSE NISEI MEMORIAL POST 9970 

SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1978

Judge Kanemoto, Commander Okamura, fellow veterans, ladies 

and gentlemen, Aloha!

I FEEL VERY PRIVILEGED TO BE WITH YOU TONIGHT. THIS POST IS 

NOTED, BACK IN V.F.W. HEADQUARTERS IN WASHINGTON, FOR ITS 

PARTICIPATION IN THE VOICE OF DEMOCRACY PROGRAM, FOR ITS MOST ACTIVE 

INVOLVEMENT IN COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC ACTIVITIES AND OF COURSE FOR ITS 

CONCERN FOR VETERANS. I AM PROUD TO BE INVITED TO SPEAK TO AN 

ORGANIZATION SUCH AS THIS FOR I HAVE ALWAYS MAINTAINED A HIGH RESPECT 

FOR THE MAN WHO HAS SERVED IN THE UNITED STATES MILITARY UNIFORM. He, 

MORE THAN ANY OTHER, SYMBOLIZES OUR WILLINGNESS TO DEFEND OUR PRICELESS 

Herltage.

There are many aspects to our heritage, and the defense of 

THIS HERITAGE IS A CONTINUING OBLIGATION FOR ALL OF US WHO ENJOY THE 

LIFE OF FREEDOM AND OPPORTUNITY THAT IS A PART OF OUR GREAT HERITAGE.



After fourteen years of service in the House of 

Representatives, I come before you tonight as one who has had the 

great privilege of serving his first year in the United States 

Senate.

There's a big difference between the two legislative bodies. 

In the area of foreign policy, for example, the names of the two 

COMMITTEES ARE DIFFERENT. UNTIL THE RECENT REORGANIZATION OF THE 

House, its Committee was always called the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs, while in the Senate, its Committee has always been called 

the Committee on Foreign Relations. Somebody once asked Alben 

Barkley, who was Vice President under Harry Truman, why this was so. 

Barkley's response was that most House members are younger, so they 

CAN HAVE AFFAIRS; BUT BY THE TIME THEY GET TO THE SENATE, THEY'RE 

ONLY CAPABLE OF HAVING RELATIONS,

Tonight I want to talk about an important foreign policy 

PROBLEM — THE PANAMA CANAL TREATIES: To RATIFY OR NOT TO RATIFY.

AS YOU KNOW, THE TREATIES HAVE ALREADY BEEN SIGNED BY THE 

Heads of State of both Panama and the United States. They have been
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RATIFIED BY A 67 PERCENT MAJORITY VOTE OF THE PEOPLE OF PANAMA, BUT 

THEY MUST BE RATIFIED BY A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY VOTE OF THE U.S, SENATE 

BEFORE BECOMING LAW,

I support the Treaties and intend to vote for their ratification, 

I THINK IT WOULD BE DISASTROUS FOR BOTH PANAMA AND THE UNITED STATES 

if the Senate did not ratify, and I'll tell you why.

First and foremost, we must bear in mind that the Canal is 

WORTHLESS UNLESS IT CAN BE KEPT IN OPERATION AND WE ARE ABLE TO USE IT. 

The question then arises: In the event that the U.S. Senate rejects 

the Treaties and hostilities between Panama and the United States 

SHOULD ENSUE, COULD WE ADEQUATELY DEFEND THE CANAL AND KEEP IT IN USE?

In search of an answer, I went to Panama three months ago with 

the Senate Majority Leader, Robert Byrd, and five other Senators. 

While I was there, I inspected the Canal...I took a helicopter tour of 

the Canal Zone...and I visited a remote island province of Panama. I 

TALKED WITH AMERICANS WHO LIVE IN THE CANAL ZONE AND WHO LIVE IN 

Panama Proper...with American military and business leaders...and with
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Panamanian leaders, including General Torrijos and President Lakas, 

and with Panamanians who voted for and against the Treaties in their 

RECENT PLEBISCITE.

My first-hand observation of the situation in Panama convinced 

me that General George Brown, Chairman of the Joint of Chiefs of Staff, 

was right when he said that in the event of hostilities between the 

United States and Panama, he couldn't adequately defend the Canal to 

keep it in use, even if he were given a hundred thousand troops to do 

it. General Brown, of course, was speaking in the realistic 

EXPECTATION OF GUERRILLA TYPE HOSTILITIES.

As A FORMER INFANTRY OFFICER, WHILE HELICOPTING OVER THE CANAL 

AND VIEWING THE DENSE TROPICAL JUNGLE EXTENDING FOR MILES, RIGHT UP 

to the Canal on both sides, I came to the conclusion that any determined 

BAND OF GUERRILLAS COULD KEEP THE CANAL COMPLETELY SHUT DOWN OVER 

EXTENDED PERIODS OF TIME AND RENDER IT USELESS IN THE EVENT OF AN 

EMERGENCY.

Every Senator on the same trip agreed with me that the 

OPERATION OF THE CANAL WOULD BE INDEFENSIBLE IN THE EVENT OF
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HOSTILITIES BETWEEN THE U.S. AND PANAMA. The MAN-MADE FRESHWATER 

LAKES THAT SUPPLY THE CANAL'S WATER, THE COMPLEX LOCK SYSTEM, AND ITS 

ELECTRIC POWER ARE JUST TOO VULNERABLE.

A SINGLE BREACH IN THE LAKE GaTUN DAM, THE CANAL'S MAJOR WATER 

SOURCE, WOULD CLOSE DOWN THE CANAL FOR AS LONG AS TWO YEARS, WHILE 

RAINFALL COLLECTS TO REFILL THE LAKE. THE SINKING OF A SHIP IN THE 

LOCK SYSTEM — WHICH WOULD BE TECHNICALLY EASY TO ACCOMPLISH — WOULD 

bring Canal operations to a halt for a long period of time.

We are living in a world where terrorism runs rampant. And 

it won't take much terrorism to close the Panama Canal. Shipowners 

THEMSELVES WOULD REFUSE TO SAIL THEIR SHIPS THROUGH THE CANAL SO LONG 

AS A REAL THREAT TO THEIR SAFETY PERSISTS.

The new Treaties are the best guarantee — in fact, the only 

GUARANTEE — WE HAVE TO AVOID HOSTILITIES AND TO KEEP THE CANAL OPEN 

FOR OUR UNOBSTRUCTED USE.

Every businessman in Hawaii should be aware of how the closing 

of the Panama Canal could cripple U.S. Trade.
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Because bigger new ships can't fit into the Canal, the Canal is 

BECOMING LESS CRUCIAL TO OUR TRADE AS TIME GOES ON. BUT 16% OF 

American trade still goes through the Canal. In 1976, more than 

123,212,000 long tons of U.S. cargo was shipped through the Canal.

The Canal is also very important for business in the State 

of Hawaii, although it is becoming less so every year. Sixteen years 

AGO, 10% OF OUR TRADE WENT THROUGH THE CANAL. In 1976, THIS FIGURE 

HAD DROPPED DOWN TO 4.3%, OR 729,000 LONG TONS OF CARGO GOING 

THROUGH THE CANAL. SOME OF YOU MAY BE AWARE OF THE FACT THAT A TOTAL 

OF 16.7 MILLION LONG TONS WENT THROUGH HAWAII'S HARBORS LAST YEAR.

America needs to use the Canal. And there's every reason to 

EXPECT THAT WE WILL BE ABLE TO CONTINUE USING IT — IF WE RATIFY THE 

Treaties,

There is a further need for ratification of the Treaties. It 

WOULD SET RIGHT AN UGLY CHAPTER IN AMERICAN HISTORY. I_ET ME EXPLAIN.

Up until 1903, Panama was a province of Colombia. The United 

States had sought a Treaty to construct the Canal with Colombia, the 

country that owned the land. The Treaty was negotiated, But the
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Colombian Senate refused to approve it.

A Frenchman, Philippe Bunau-Varilla (Fee-Leap Boo-no 

Var-ee-ya) was the chief engineer for the French Company that had 

GONE BANKRUPT TRYING TO BUILD THE CANAL.

Bunau-Varilla, who was a great Entrepreneur, talked the 

United States into sponsoring a Panamanian Revolution against Colombia... 

IN EXCHANGE FOR THE RIGHT TO BUILD AND OPERATE THE CANAL.

Bunau-Varilla, the Frenchman, planned the revolution. He wrote 

THE ORIGINAL PANAMA CANAL TREATY OF 1903. AND HE SIGNED THE TREATY FOR 

Panama on November 3, 1903, even before the official Panamanian 

DELEGATION ARRIVED IN WASHINGTON TO BEGIN NEGOTIATIONS. WHAT IS EVEN 

MORE INCREDIBLE IS THAT NO PANAMANIAN HAD EVEN SEEN THE TREATY BEFORE 

IT WAS SIGNED BY THE FRENCHMAN AND PRESENTED TO THE UNITED STATES.

Then-President Theodore Roosevelt took credit for the 

REVOLUTION AND EXTENDED OFFICIAL AMERICAN RECOGNITION OF THE NEW 

State of Panama within three days after the revolution. The hastily 

drawn Treaty was ratified by the U.S. Senate on November 18, 1903, 

ONLY 15 DAYS AFTER THE REVOLUTION.

Here's what Bunau-Varilla told Secretary of State Hay just 
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BEFORE THE TREATY WAS SIGNED: "FOR TWO YEARS YOU HAVE HAD 

DIFFICULTIES IN NEGOTIATING THE CANAL TREATY WITH THE COLOMBIANS. 

Remember that (at that time) the Panamanians were still Colombians. 

You HAVE NOW BEFORE YOU A FRENCHMAN ,. DO IT NOW!"

Secretary of State Hay said the Treaty was "vastly 

ADVANTAGEOUS TO THE UNITED STATES, AND WE MUST CONFESS, NOT SO 

ADVANTAGEOUS TO PANAMA." BuNAU~VaRILLA MADE ONE THING CERTAIN — 

THAT INCLUDED IN THE NEW TREATY, JUST AS IT WAS IN THE PROPOSED 

Treaty rejected by Colombia, was a provision for the payment of 

$40,000,000 by the United States to the French for equipment and 

MATERIALS USED IN THE DIGGING OF THE CANAL BY THE FRENCH.

YOU CAN EASILY APPRECIATE WHY THE PANAMANIANS DIDN'T LIKE THE 

Treaty from the very beginning. In 1936 and 1955, the Panamanians 

PERSUADED THE UNITED STATES TO MAKE MINOR CHANGES IN THE TREATY. AND 

IN 1958, RIOTS BROKE OUT IN PANAMA WHEN NATIONALISTS ATTEMPTED TO 

raise the Panamanian flag over the Canal. Several Panamanians were 

KILLED IN THAT INCIDENT.

In 1963, IN AN EFFORT TO CALM THE SITUATION, WE BEGAN FLYING 

BOTH OUR FLAG AND THE PANAMANIAN FLAG OVER THE CANAL ZONE. But THERE 
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WERE MORE RIOTS. FINALLY, IN 1964, AFTER 23 PANAMANIANS AND 2 

Americans wer killed, we consented to renegotiate the Treaty. 

Renegotiation took thirteen years.

In trying to decide whether to support the new Treaties or not, 

WE NEED TO TRY TO UNDERSTAND THE PANAMANIANS' POINT OF VIEW. In OUR 

DIALOGUE WITH THE PANAMANIANS LAST NOVEMBER, WE VISITING AMERICANS 

WERE TOLD THAT WHAT THEY WANT MOST IS TO REGAIN THEIR "NATIONAL 

DIGNITY , They are hurt by the fact that a foreign nation has complete 

CONTROL OVER THEIR GREATEST NATIONAL RESOURCE AND PRIMARY MEANS OF 

TRANSPORTATION THROUGH THEIR COUNTRY.

The United States operates the Canal and controls a strip of 

LAND TEN MILES WIDE THAT RUNS RIGHT ACROSS THE MIDDLE OF PANAMA. THE 

Panamanians feel that only with the return of the Canal Zone to their 

CONTROL WILL THEY BE ABLE TO FEEL PROUD OF THEIR COUNTRY.

That *s why they rioted in 1959 and 1964. That's why they 

PUSHED SO HARD FOR RENEGOTIATION OF THE TREATY OF 1903. That's WHY 

THEY SUPPORT THE NEW TREATIES OVERWHELMINGLY,

IN FACT, ALL OF LATIN AMERICA RESENTS THE OLD 1903 TREATY.

Ratifying the new Treaties would be a major step indeed in improving
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OUR INTERNATIONAL RELATIONSHIPS IN OUR OWN HEMISPHERE,

Let us now take a brief but close look at the objections 

WHICH HAVE BEEN RAISED AGAINST THE TREATIES. I HAVE RESEARCHED 

THOSE OBJECTIONS — PARTICULARLY AS VOICED BY THE TREATIES' LEADING 

opponent, Ronald Reagan and his followers. Here's what I've found.

Mr. Reagan says, "We bought (the Canal) and paid for it ... 

it's OURS ... JUST AS MUCH AS THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE AND ALASKA ARE 

ours ...". He calls the Canal "our sovereign territory".

The truth of the matter is that we don't own the Canal. We 

NEVER DID. We ARE ONLY LEASEHOLDERS, HIGHLY-PRIVILEGED AS WE MAY BE.

The 1903 Treaty, under which we currently operate, says we are 

GIVEN THE "use" OF THE CANAL ZONE. It DOESN'T SAY WE OWN IT. It, 

IN FACT, STATES THAT "THE SOVEREIGNTY OF SUCH TERRITORY (is) VESTED 

in the Republic of Panama". The United States is only given 

AUTHORITY AS "iF IT WERE THE SOVEREIGN". THE LANGUAGE OF THE 1903 

Treaty makes it unmistakably clear that the United States is not the 

sovereign; Panama is.

For the use of the Canal and Canal Zone we have been paying
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AN ANNUAL RENTAL FEE TO PANAMA. UNTIL 1935, THE FEE WAS $225,000 A 

YEAR. FOR SIXTEEN YEARS THEREAFTER WE PAID $1.9 MILLION ANNUALLY. 

We now pay $2.3 million a year.

Evidence in other areas point to our own recognition that we 

don't own the Canal. For one thing, under our Federal Constitution, 

ANY PERSON BORN ON AMERICAN SOIL IS AUTOMATICALLY AN AMERICAN CITIZEN, 

regardless of parentage. However, a person born of non-American 

PARENTS WITHIN THE CANAL ZONE IS NOT A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES. 

As I'm sure you remember, when Hawaii was a Territory of the United 

States, a person born of alien parents in Hawaii automatically 

became a United States citizen.

For another thing, the Canal Zone's ports are considered 

FOREIGN PORTS FOR POSTAL MAIL PURPOSES. AND GOODS SHIPPED FROM THE 

United States to the Zone are considered a part of foreign trade.

Mr. Reagan and his believers are saying the Treaties propose 

a "give away" of the Canal. We certainly can't give away what's not 

ours!

Mr. Reagan and his believers call General Torrijos a
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"Tinhorn Dictator",

General Torrijos may be a dictator — but he is not a 

STEREOTYPICAL DICTATOR. He HAS THE FULL SUPPORT OF HIS PEOPLE. AND 

HE DOESN'T USE TERROR AND TORTURE TO GOVERN.

Panamanians may not have the same civil rights we Americans 

do. But their government doesn't systematically deny them their 

rights.

It's important to look, not only at Torrijos' failings, but 

AT HIS ACCOMPLISHMENTS ... NOT ONLY WHAT HE HASN'T DONE, BUT WHAT 

HE HAS DONE.

As a "Tinhorn Dictator", Torrijos has done exceedingly well 

BY HIS PEOPLE. SINCE HE CAME TO POWER IN 1968, HE HAS DOUBLED THE 

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS. He HAS IMPROVED MARKETING FACILITIES FOR SMALL 

FARMERS, AND BUILT HYDROELECTRIC PLANTS. AND HE HAS INSTITUTIONALIZED 

A LOW-COST HOUSING PROGRAM FOR THE POOR IN BOTH URBAN AND RURAL 

AREAS.

And HE PLANS TO DO MORE. As PART OF THE TREATY AGREEMENTS, 

WE HAVE PROMISED $50 MILLION IN FOREIGN MILITARY SALES CREDITS TO
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Panama over the next ten years. General Torrijos told our 

DELEGATION OF SENATORS THAT HE DOESN'T PLAN TO SPEND THIS MONEY 

FOR WEAPONS. He'll USE IT TO SEND PROMISING YOUNG PANAMANIANS TO 

COLLEGE AND TO MAKE THEM BILINGUAL AND TRILINGUAL SO THEY CAN TAKE 

OVER THE COMPLEX OPERATIONS OF THE CANAL IN THE YEAR 2000. AND HE 

PLANS TO BUY HELICOPTERS AND TRAIN PILOTS IN EACH PROVINCE OF PANAMA 

TO PROVIDE EMERGENCY MEDICAL AID.

Critics of the Treaties have floated the rumor that 

General Torrijos is a communist and that he plans to lead his 

country to communism, This is another fear tactic. No intelligent 

PERSON SHOULD BE TAKEN BY IT.

First, it is irrelevant. We have the use of the Canal no 

MATTER WHAT KIND OF GOVERNMENT PANAMA HAS.

Second, I see no reason to believe that there is any truth 

TO THE RUMOR. WHEN I WAS IN PANAMA, I SPOKE TO A CROSS-SECTION OF 

Americans and Panamanians. None of them seriously believed 

Torrijos is a communist.

During one of our conferences, General Torrijos was asked
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WHETHER HE MIGHT TURN THE CANAL OVER TO CUBA OR RUSSIA ONCE THE 

Treaties were ratified. His response was that he didn't want to see 

"Panamanian waters infested by communist sharks".

At another time, he told us he had strong feelings about the 

issue. "If I tried to lead my people into communism", he said, 

"They would throw me out, and if, despite my position on this issue, 

the people would take up communism, I would leave this country!"

The President of Panama, Texas-educated Demetrio Lakas, 

who talks and acts like a Texan, is well-known for his 

ANTI-COMMUNIST POSITION. WHEN ASKED ABOUT TORRIJOS, HE SAID HE WAS 

SURE TORRIJOS WAS NOT A COMMUNIST AND HE'D BE WILLING TO STAKE HIS 

LIFE ON IT.

Consider this fact, too, that under Torrijos' leadership 

Panama has not even recognized the Soviet Union or Red China. No 

DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS EXIST BETWEEN PANAMA AND THE TWO FOREMOST 

COMMUNIST NATIONS. In THIS RESPECT, WE AMERICANS MAINTAIN A 

FRIENDLIER RELATIONSHIP WITH THE COMMUNISTS THAN TORRIJOS DOES.

Despite the controversy over the Treaties, it's clear to me
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THAT THE PEOPLE OF PANAMA ARE FOND OF AMERICANS. AND THEY TEND TO 

FOLLOW OUR LEADERSHIP. In FACT, MANY OF THEIR PRESENT LEADERS, 

including President Lakas and General Torrijos himself, are 

American educated.

Having said this about communism and the people's leanings 

in Panama, I don't want to leave the impression that there is 

ABSOLUTELY NO DANGER OF A COMMUNIST TAKEOVER. THERE IS.

I BELIEVE THAT A NEGATIVE VOTE BY THE SENATE ON THE TREATIES 

WOULD BE THE GREATEST POSSIBLE BOOST FOR COMMUNISM IN PANAMA. THE 

ENORMOUS FRUSTRATION THAT THE PANAMANIANS WOULD FEEL WOULD HELP THE 

COMMUNISTS CONVINCE THEM THAT THE UNITED STATES IS AN IMPERIALIST 

NATION, BENT ON EXPLOITING WEAKER NATIONS.

Right now the communists are the only ones in Panama working 

against the Treaties. Their one issue will disappear when the 

Treaties are ratified. Our voting down the Treaties would give the 

Panamanian communists new life.

Another argument frequently raised against the Treaties is the

LACK OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN PANAMA. LET ME AGAIN POINT OUR THAT THIS IS
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NOT REALLY RELEVANT TO THE TREATIES ... EXCEPT IN THE USE OF THE

Treaties to win concessions from Torrijos — and we have,

During our final meeting with Torrijos in Panama, last 

November, he committed himself to repealing the law that permits 

DETENTION OF POLITICAL PRISONERS WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW, ONLY A 

FEW WEEKS LATER HE ANNOUNCED ITS REPEAL. He ALSO PROMISED TO ALLOW 

MORE FREEDOM FOR THE PANAMANIAN PRESS, AND HE SAID HE WOULD ALLOW 

POLITICAL EXILES TO RETURN HOME AFTER THE TREATIES HAVE BEEN 

RATIFIED, I AM CONFIDENT HE WILL KEEP HIS PROMISES.

These are major concessions. He made them because he wants us 

TO APPROVE THE TREATIES. In FACT, HE EVEN SAID HE WOULD BE WILLING 

TO RESIGN FROM HIS PRESENT LEADERSHIP POSITION IF SUCH ACTION WOULD 

HELP IN GETTING THE UNITED STATES SENATE TO RATIFY THE TREATIES.

Did you know that Amnesty International, the organization 

THAT RECENTLY WON THE NOBEL PEACE PRIZE FOR ITS HUMAN RIGHTS WORK, 

WAS NOT SUFFICIENTLY CONCERNED ABOUT THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN 

Panama to mount an effort there? There were more human rights 

PROBLEMS IN OTHER LATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES. AND AMNESTY
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International found few prisoner violations in their investigation 

of Panama.

Amnesty International did find political exile violations.

But, as I mentioned earlier, General Torrijos promised Senator Byrd 

and the other visiting Senators that he would allow those exiles to 

RETURN TO PANAMA AFTER THE TREATIES HAVE BEEN RATIFIED.

Another criticism lodged against the Treaties is that we'll 

BE PAYING THE PANAMANIANS MILLIONS OF AMERICAN TAXPAYERS' DOLLARS TO 

TAKE THE CANAL OFF OUR HANDS. It'S JUST NOT SO.

The Canal toll rates will be increased to make up for the added 

payments. Otherwise, we will be paying the Panamanians for the 

military bases we maintain in Panama — just as we do in Greece, 

Spain, Turkey, and the Philippines. In fact, we haven't paid Panama 

A CENT FOR USE OF OUR MILITARY BASES THERE IN 74 YEARS.

We WILL BE SETTING UP A PACKAGE OF LOANS, LOAN GUARANTEES, 

AND CREDITS FOR PANAMA. BUT MOST OF THESE WILL PROMOTE TRADE AND 

INVESTMENT BY AMERICAN COMPANIES THERE, AND THE LOANS WILL BE PAID 

BACK TO THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT.
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The one legitimate question that has come up since the Canal 

Treaties were signed is a military one: does the United States have 

A RIGHT TO INTERVENE MILITARILY IF THE NEUTRALITY OF THE CANAL IS 

THREATENED? To CLARIFY THE LANGUAGE OF ARTICLE IV OF THE NEUTRALITY 

Treaty, President Carter and General Torrijos agreed to a "statement 

of understanding" that the United States will have that right. Also, 

THE STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING ASSURES US THAT OUR SHIPS WILL HAVE 

THE RIGHT TO "GO TO THE HEAD OF THE LINE" IN AN EMERGENCY.

To sum up; There's something in us as a nation that wants 

TO STAND UP AND SAY, "We'VE HAD ENOUGH. Let's SHOW THOSE 

Panamanians who's boss!"

We want to take pride in our country.

We don't want to feel that we're being pushed around as we 

were in Vietnam.
We may not be ecstatic over these Treaties. But we have two 

choices.

We can either ratify the Treaties, and guarantee our right to 

use the Canal, or we can vote them down and thereby virtually 

GUARANTEE OPEN WARFARE IN THE CANAL ZONE AND THE SHUTTING DOWN OF THE
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Canal.

We may not like the choice between these alternatives. But they 

ARE THE ONLY ALTERNATIVES.

I don't SAY THE EXISTING TREATY OF 1903 ISN'T VALID. It IS.

But we must recognize that colonialism is dead.

Since we signed that Treaty, many changes have occured in

THE WORLD. We MUST CHANGE WITH THE TIMES OR PAY THE CONSEQUENCES,

First and foremost, we need to keep the Canal open.

Second, we need to be concerned about how other nations see 

us. We need to be on good terms with the people of Panama. And we 

NEED TO GET GOING ON A NEW GOOD NEIGHBOR POLICY IN l_ATIN AMERICA.

But it's also important to be concerned about how we see 

OUR OWN SELVES.

This great country of ours was born of a revolution for the

RIGHT TO SELF-DETERMINATION. We HAVE FOUGHT FOR OTHER PEOPLES'

RIGHTS TO SELF-DETERMINATION. Let's NOT DENY THAT RIGHT TO THE 

Panamanians.

We must try to understand the Panamanians' yearing for

SELF-DETERMINATION AND NATIONAL DIGNITY.
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That kind of understanding is the spirit of liberty that was

ONCE DESCRIBED BY JUDGE LEARNED HAND AS FOLLOWS:

"The spirit of liberty is the spirit which is not too sure 

THAT IT IS RIGHT; THE SPIRIT OF LIBERTY IS THE SPIRIT WHICH SEEKS TO 

UNDERSTAND THE MIND OF OTHER MEN AND WOMEN; THE SPIRIT OF LIBERTY 

IS THE SPIRIT WHICH WEIGHS THEIR INTERESTS ALONGSIDE ITS OWN..." 

Thank you very much.
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After fourteen years of service in the House of 

Representatives, I come before you tonight as one who has had the 

GREAT PRIVILEGE OF SERVING HIS FIRST YEAR IN THE UNITED STATES 

Senate.

There's a big difference between the two legislative bodies, 

In the area of foreign policy, for example, the names of the two 

COMMITTEES ARE DIFFERENT. UNTIL THE RECENT REORGANIZATION OF THE 

House, its Committee was always called the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs, while in the Senate, its Committee has always been called 

the Committee on Foreign Relations. Somebody once asked Alben 

Barkley, who was Vice President under Harry Truman, why this was so. 

Barkley's response was that most House members are younger, so they 

CAN HAVE AFFAIRS; BUT BY THE TIME THEY GET TO THE SENATE, THEY'RE 

ONLY CAPABLE OF HAVING RELATIONS.

Tonight I want to talk about -an important foreign policy 

PROBLEM — THE PANAMA CANAL TREATIES: To RATIFY OR NOT TO RATIFY.

AS YOU KNOW, THE TREATIES HAVE ALREADY BEEN SIGNED BY THE 

Heads of State of both Panama and the United States. They have been
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RATIFIED BY A 67 PERCENT MAJORITY VOTE OF THE PEOPLE OF PANAMA, BUT 

THEY MUST BE RATIFIED BY A TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY VOTE OF THE U.S. SENATE 

BEFORE BECOMING LAW.

I support the Treaties and intend to vote for their ratification. 

I THINK IT WOULD BE DISASTROUS FOR BOTH PANAMA AND THE UNITED STATES 

if the Senate did not ratify, and I'll tell you why.

First and foremost,, we must bear in mind-that the Canal is 

WORTHLESS UNLESS IT CAN BE KEPT IN OPERATION AND WE ARE ABLE TO USE IT. 

The question then arises: In the event that the U.S. Senate rejects 

the Treaties and hostilities between Panama and the United States 

should ensue, could we adequately defend the Canal and keep it in use?

In search of an answer, I went to Panama three months ago with 

the Senate Majority Leader, Robert Byrd, and five other Senators. 

While I was there, I inspected the Canal...I took a helicopter tour of 

the Canal Zone...and I visited a remote island province of Panama. I 

TALKED WITH AMERICANS WHO LIVE IN THE CANAL ZONE AND WHO LIVE IN 

Panama Proper...with American military and business leaders...and with ■
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Panamanian leaders, including General Torrijos and President Lakas, 

and with Panamanians who voted for and against the Treaties in their 

RECENT PLEBISCITE.

My first-hand observation of the situation in Panama convinced 

me that General George Brown, Chairman of the Joint of Chiefs of Staff, 

WAS RIGHT WHEN HE SAID THAT IN THE EVENT OF HOSTILITIES BETWEEN THE 

United States and Panama, he couldn't adequately defend the Canal to 

KEEP IT IN USE, EVEN IF HE WERE GIVEN A HUNDRED THOUSAND TROOPS TO DO 

it. General Brown, of course, was speaking in the realistic 

EXPECTATION OF GUERRILLA TYPE HOSTILITIES.

AS A FORMER INFANTRY OFFICER, WHILE HELICOPTING OVER THE CANAL 

AND VIEWING THE DENSE TROPICAL JUNGLE EXTENDING FOR MILES, RIGHT UP 

to the Canal on both sides, I came to the conclusion that any determined 

BAND OF GUERRILLAS COULD KEEP THE CANAL COMPLETELY SHUT DOWN OVER 

EXTENDED PERIODS OF TIME AND RENDER IT USELESS IN THE EVENT OF AN 

EMERGENCY.

Every Senator on the same trip agreed with me that the

OPERATION OF THE CANAL WOULD BE INDEFENSIBLE IN THE EVENT OF
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HOSTILITIES BETWEEN THE U.S, AND PANAMA. THE MAN“MADE FRESHWATER 

LAKES THAT SUPPLY THE CANAL'S WATER, THE COMPLEX LOCK SYSTEM, AND ITS 

ELECTRIC POWER ARE JUST TOO VULNERABLE,

A SINGLE BREACH IN THE l_AKE GaTUN Dam, THE CANAL'S MAJOR WATER 

SOURCE, WOULD CLOSE DOWN THE CANAL FOR AS LONG AS TWO YEARS, WHILE 

RAINFALL COLLECTS TO REFILL THE LAKE. THE SINKING OF A SHIP IN THE 

LOCK SYSTEM — WHICH WOULD BE TECHNICALLY EASY TO ACCOMPLISH — WOULD 

bring Canal operations to a halt for a long periodof time.

We are living in a world where terrorism runs rampant. And 

it won't take much terrorism to close the Panama Canal, Shipowners 

THEMSELVES WOULD REFUSE TO SAIL THEIR SHIPS THROUGH THE CANAL SO LONG 

AS A REAL THREAT TO THEIR SAFETY PERSISTS.

The new Treaties are the best guarantee — in fact, the only 

GUARANTEE WE HAVE TO AVOID HOSTILITIES AND TO KEEP THE CANAL OPEN 

FOR OUR UNOBSTRUCTED USE.

Every businessman in Hawaii should be aware of how the closing 

of the Panama Canal could cripple U.S, Trade,



Because bigger new ships can't fit into the Canal, the Canal is 

BECOMING LESS CRUCIAL TO OUR TRADE AS TIME GOES ON. BUT 16% OF 

American trade still goes through the Canal. In 1976, more than 

123,212,000 long tons of U.S. cargo was shipped through the Canal.

The Canal is also very important for business in the State 

of Hawaii, although it is becoming less so every year. Sixteen years 

AGO, 10% OF OUR TRADE WENT THROUGH THE CANAL. In 1976, THIS FIGURE 

HAD DROPPED DOWN TO A.3%, OR 729,000 LONG TONS OF CARGO GOING 

THROUGH THE CANAL. SOME OF YOU MAY BE AWARE OF THE FACT THAT A TOTAL 

OF 16.7 MILLION LONG TONS WENT THROUGH HAWAII'S HARBORS LAST YEAR.

America needs to use the Canal. And there's every reason to 

EXPECT THAT WE WILL BE ABLE TO CONTINUE USING IT — IF WE RATIFY THE 

Treaties.

There is a further need for ratification of the Treaties. It

WOULD SET RIGHT AN UGLY CHAPTER IN AMERICAN HISTORY. LET ME EXPLAIN.

Up until 1903, Panama was a province of Colombia. The United 

States had sought a Treaty to construct the Canal with Colombia, the 

COUNTRY THAT OWNED THE LAND. THE TREATY WAS NEGOTIATED. BUT THE
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Colombian Senate refused to approve it,

A Frenchman, Philippe Bunau-Varilla (Fee-Leap Boo-no 

Var-ee-ya) was the chief engineer for the French Company that had 

gone bankrupt trying to build the Canal,

Bunau-Varilla, who was a great Entrepreneur, talked the 

United States into sponsoring a Panamanian Revolution against Colombia,, 

in exchange for the right to build and operate the Canal,

Bunau-Varilla, the Frenchman, planned the revolution. He wrote 

THE ORIGINAL PANAMA CANAL TREATY OF 1903. AND HE SIGNED THE TREATY FOR 

Panama on November 3, 1903, even before the official Panamanian 

DELEGATION ARRIVED IN WASHINGTON TO BEGIN NEGOTIATIONS, WHAT IS EVEN 

MORE INCREDIBLE IS THAT NO PANAMANIAN HAD EVEN SEEN THE TREATY BEFORE 

IT WAS SIGNED BY THE FRENCHMAN AND PRESENTED TO THE UNITED STATES,

Then-President Theodore Roosevelt took credit for the 

REVOLUTION AND EXTENDED OFFICIAL AMERICAN RECOGNITION OF THE NEW 

State of Panama within three days after the revolution, The hastily 

drawn Treaty was ratified by the U.S. Senate on November 18, 1903, 

ONLY 15 DAYS AFTER THE REVOLUTION.

Here's what Bunau-Varilla told Secretary of State Hay just
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BEFORE THE TREATY WAS SIGNED: "FOR TWO YEARS YOU HAYE HAD 

DIFFICULTIES IN NEGOTIATING THE CANAL TREATY WITH THE COLOMBIANS, 

Remember that (at that time) the Panamanians were still Colombians. 

You HAVE NOW BEFORE YOU A FRENCHMAN .. DO IT NOW!"

Secretary of State Hay said the Treaty was "vastly 

ADVANTAGEOUS TO THE UNITED STATES, AND WE MUST CONFESS, NOT SO 

ADVANTAGEOUS TO PANAMA." BuNAU"VaRILLA MADE ONE THING CERTAIN — 

THAT INCLUDED IN THE NEW TREATY, JUST AS IT WAS IN THE PROPOSED 

Treaty rejected by Colombia, was a provision for the payment of 

$40,000,000 by the United States to the French for equipment and 

materials used in the digging of the Canal by the French.

You CAN EASILY APPRECIATE WHY THE PANAMANIANS DIDN'T LIKE THE 

Treaty from the very beginning. In 1936 and 1955, the Panamanians 

PERSUADED THE UNITED STATES TO MAKE MINOR CHANGES IN THE TREATY. AND 

IN 1958, RIOTS BROKE OUT IN PANAMA WHEN NATIONALISTS ATTEMPTED TO 

raise the Panamanian flag over the Canal. Several Panamanians were 

KILLED IN THAT INCIDENT.

In 1963, IN AN EFFORT TO CALM THE SITUATION, WE BEGAN FLYING 

BOTH OUR FLAG AND THE PANAMANIAN FLAG OVER THE CANAL ZONE. BuT THERE 
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WERE MORE RIOTS. FINALLY, IN 1964, AFTER 23 PANAMANIANS AND 2 

Americans wer killed, we consented to renegotiate the Treaty. 

Renegotiation took thirteen years.

In trying to decide whether to support the new Treaties or not, 

we need to try to understand the Panamanians' point of view, In our 

DIALOGUE WITH THE PANAMANIANS LAST NOVEMBER, WE VISITING AMERICANS 

WERE TOLD THAT WHAT THEY WANT MOST IS TO REGAIN THEIR "NATIONAL 

dignity". They are hurt by the fact that a foreign nation has complete 

CONTROL OVER THEIR GREATEST NATIONAL RESOURCE AND PRIMARY MEANS OF - 

TRANSPORTATION THROUGH THEIR COUNTRY.

The United States operates the Canal and controls a strip of 

LAND TEN MILES WIDE THAT RUNS RIGHT ACROSS THE MIDDLE OF PANAMA. THE 

Panamanians feel that only with the return of the Canal Zone to their 

CONTROL WILL THEY BE ABLE TO FEEL PROUD OF THEIR COUNTRY,

That's why they rioted in 1959 and 1964. That's why they 

PUSHED SO HARD FOR RENEGOTIATION OF THE TREATY OF 1903. That's WHY 

THEY SUPPORT THE NEW TREATIES OVERWHELMINGLY.

In fact, all of Latin America resents the old 1903 Treaty. 

Ratifying the new Treaties would be a major step indeed in improving 
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OUR INTERNATIONAL RELATIONSHIPS IN OUR OWN HEMISPHERE,

Let us now take a brief but close look at the objections 

WHICH HAVE BEEN RAISED AGAINST THE TREATIES. I HAVE RESEARCHED 

THOSE OBJECTIONS — PARTICULARLY AS VOICED BY THE TREATIES' LEADING 

opponent, Ronald Reagan and his followers. Here's what I've found.

Mr. Reagan says, "We bought (the Canal) and paid for it ... 

it's OURS ... JUST AS MUCH AS THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE AND ALASKA ARE 

ours ...". He calls the Canal "our sovereign territory".

The truth of the matter is that we don't own the Canal. We 

NEVER DID. We ARE ONLY LEASEHOLDERS, HIGHLY-PRIVILEGED AS WE MAY BE.

The 1903 Treaty, under which we currently operate, says we are 

GIVEN THE "USE" OF THE CANAL ZONE. It DOESN'T SAY WE OWN IT. IT, 

IN FACT, STATES THAT "THE SOVEREIGNTY OF SUCH TERRITORY (is) VESTED 

in the Republic of Panama". The United States is only given 

AUTHORITY AS "iF IT WERE THE SOVEREIGN". THE LANGUAGE OF THE 1903 

Treaty makes it unmistakably clear that the United States is not the 

sovereign; Panama is.

For the use of the Canal and Canal Zone we have been paying
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AN ANNUAL RENTAL FEE TO PANAMA. UNTIL 1935, THE FEE WAS $225,000 A 

YEAR. For SIXTEEN YEARS THEREAFTER WE PAID $1.9 MILLION ANNUALLY. 

We now pay $2.3 million a year.

Evidence in other areas point to our own recognition that we 

don't own the Canal. For one thing, under our Federal Constitution, 

ANY PERSON BORN ON AMERICAN SOIL IS AUTOMATICALLY AN AMERICAN CITIZEN, 

REGARDLESS OF PARENTAGE. HOWEVER, A PERSON BORN OF NON~AmERICAN 

PARENTS WITHIN THE CANAL ZONE IS NOT A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES. 

As I'm sure you remember, when Hawaii was a Territory of the United 

States, a person born of alien parents in Hawaii automatically 

became a United States citizen.

For another thing, the Canal Zone's ports are considered 

FOREIGN PORTS FOR POSTAL MAIL PURPOSES, AND GOODS SHIPPED FROM THE 

United States to the Zone are considered a part of foreign trade.

Mr. Reagan and his believers are saying the Treaties propose 

a "give away" of the Canal. We certainly can't give away what's not 

ours!

Mr. Reagan and his believers call General Torrijos a
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"Tinhorn Dictator".

General Torrijos may be a dictator — but he is not a 

STEREOTYPICAL DICTATOR. He HAS THE FULL SUPPORT OF HIS PEOPLE. AND 

HE DOESN'T USE TERROR AND TORTURE TO GOVERN, 

Panamanians may not have the same civil rights we Americans 

do. But their government doesn't systematically deny them their 

RIGHTS.

It's important to look, not only at Torrijos' failings, but 

AT HIS ACCOMPLISHMENTS ... NOT ONLY WHAT HE HASN'T DONE, BUT WHAT 

HE HAS DONE.

As a "Tinhorn Dictator", Torrijos has done exceedingly well 

BY HIS PEOPLE. SlNCE HE CAME TO POWER IN 1968, HE HAS DOUBLED THE 

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS. He HAS IMPROVED MARKETING FACILITIES FOR SMALL 

FARMERS, AND BUILT HYDROELECTRIC PLANTS. AND HE HAS INSTITUTIONALIZED 

A LOW-COST HOUSING PROGRAM FOR THE POOR IN BOTH URBAN AND RURAL 

AREAS.

And he plans to do more. As part of the Treaty agreements,

WE HAVE PROMISED $50 MILLION IN FOREIGN MILITARY SALES CREDITS TO
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Panama over the next ten years. General Torrijos told our 

DELEGATION OF SENATORS THAT HE DOESN'T PLAN TO SPEND THIS MONEY 

FOR WEAPONS. He'll USE IT TO SEND PROMISING YOUNG PANAMANIANS TO 

COLLEGE AND TO MAKE THEM BILINGUAL AND TRILINGUAL SO THEY CAN TAKE 

OVER THE COMPLEX OPERATIONS OF THE CANAL IN THE YEAR 2000. AND HE 

PLANS TO BUY HELICOPTERS AND TRAIN PILOTS IN EACH PROVINCE OF PANAMA 

TO PROVIDE EMERGENCY MEDICAL AID.

Critics of the Treaties have floated the rumor that 

General Torrijos is a communist and that he plans to lead his 

COUNTRY TO COMMUNISM. THIS IS ANOTHER FEAR TACTIC. No INTELLIGENT 

PERSON SHOULD BE TAKEN BY IT.

First, it is irrelevant. We have the use of the Canal no

MATTER WHAT KIND OF GOVERNMENT PANAMA HAS.

Second, I see no reason to believe that there is any truth 

TO THE RUMOR. WHEN I WAS IN PANAMA, I SPOKE TO A CROSS-SECTION OF 

Americans and Panamanians. None of them seriously believed 

Torrijos is a communist.

During one of our conferences, General Torrijos was asked
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WHETHER HE MIGHT TURN THE CANAL OVER TO CUBA OR RUSSIA ONCE THE 

Treaties were ratified. His response was that he didn't want to see 

"Panamanian waters infested by communist sharks".

At another time, he told us he had strong feelings about the 

issue, "If I tried to lead my people into communism", he said, 

"They would throw me out, and if, despite my position on this issue, 

THE PEOPLE WOULD TAKE UP COMMUNISM, I WOULD LEAVE THIS COUNTRY!"

The President of Panama, Texas-educated Demetrio Lakas,

WHO TALKS AND ACTS LIKE A TEXAN, IS WELL-KNOWN FOR HIS

ANT I-COMMUNI ST POSITION. WHEN ASKED ABOUT TORRIJOS, HE SAID HE WAS 

SURE TORRIJOS WAS NOT A COMMUNIST AND HE'D BE WILLING TO STAKE HIS 

LIFE ON IT.

Consider this fact, too, that under Torrijos' leadership 

Panama has not even recognized.the Soviet Union or Red China.- No 

DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS EXIST BETWEEN PANAMA AND THE TWO FOREMOST 

COMMUNIST NATIONS. In THIS RESPECT, WE AMERICANS MAINTAIN A 

FRIENDLIER RELATIONSHIP WITH THE COMMUNISTS THAN TORRIJOS DOES,

Despite the controversy over the Treaties, it's clear to me
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THAT THE PEOPLE OF PANAMA ARE FOND OF AMERICANS. AND THEY TEND TO 

FOLLOW OUR LEADERSHIP, In FACT, MANY OF THEIR PRESENT LEADERS, 

including President Lakas and General Torrijos himself, are 

American educated.

Having said this about communism and the people's leanings 

in Panama, I don't want to leave the impression that there is 

ABSOLUTELY NO DANGER OF A COMMUNIST TAKEOVER. THERE IS,

I BELIEVE THAT A NEGATIVE VOTE BY THE SENATE ON THE TREATIES 

WOULD BE THE GREATEST POSSIBLE BOOST FOR COMMUNISM IN PANAMA, THE 

ENORMOUS FRUSTRATION THAT THE PANAMANIANS WOULD FEEL WOULD HELP THE 

COMMUNISTS CONVINCE THEM THAT THE UNITED STATES IS AN IMPERIALIST 

NATION, BENT ON EXPLOITING WEAKER NATIONS.

Right now the communists are the only ones in Panama working 

AGAINST THE TREATIES. THEIR ONE ISSUE WILL DISAPPEAR WHEN THE 

Treaties are ratified, Our voting down the Treaties would give the 

Panamanian communists new life.

Another argument frequently raised against the Treaties is the

LACK OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN PANAMA, LET ME AGAIN POINT OUR THAT THIS IS
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NOT REALLY RELEVANT TO THE TREATIES ... EXCEPT IN THE USE OF THE

Treaties to win concessions from Torrijos — and we have.

During our final meeting with Torrijos in Panama, last 

November, he committed himself to repealing the law that permits 

DETENTION OF POLITICAL PRISONERS WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW. ONLY A 

FEW WEEKS LATER HE ANNOUNCED ITS REPEAL. He ALSO PROMISED TO ALLOW 

MORE FREEDOM FOR THE PANAMANIAN PRESS. AND HE SAID HE WOULD ALLOW 

POLITICAL EXILES TO RETURN HOME AFTER THE TREATIES HAVE BEEN 

RATIFIED. I AM CONFIDENT HE WILL KEEP HIS PROMISES.

These are major concessions. He made them because he wants us 

TO APPROVE THE TREATIES. In FACT, HE EVEN SAID HE WOULD BE WILLING 

TO RESIGN FROM HIS PRESENT LEADERSHIP POSITION IF SUCH ACTION WOULD 

HELP IN GETTING THE UNITED STATES SENATE TO RATIFY THE TREATIES.

Did you know that Amnesty International, the organization 

THAT RECENTLY WON THE NOBEL PEACE PRIZE FOR ITS HUMAN RIGHTS WORK, 

WAS NOT SUFFICIENTLY CONCERNED ABOUT THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN 

Panama to mount an effort there? There were more human rights 

PROBLEMS IN OTHER I.ATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES. AND AMNESTY
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International found few prisoner violations in their investigation 

of Panama.

Amnesty International did find political exile violations.

But, as I mentioned earlier, General Torrijos promised Senator Byrd 

AND THE OTHER VISITING SENATORS THAT HE WOULD ALLOW THOSE EXILES TO 

RETURN TO PANAMA AFTER THE TREATIES HAVE BEEN RATIFIED.

Another criticism lodged against the Treaties is that we'll 

BE PAYING THE PANAMANIANS MILLIONS OF AMERICAN TAXPAYERS' DOLLARS TO 

TAKE THE CANAL OFF OUR HANDS. It's JUST NOT SO.

The Canal toll rates will be increased to make up for the added, 

payments. Otherwise, we will be paying the Panamanians for the 

MILITARY BASES WE MAINTAIN IN PANAMA — JUST AS WE DO IN GREECE, 

Spain, Turkey, and the Philippines/ In fact, we haven't paid Panama 

A CENT FOR USE OF OUR MILITARY BASES THERE IN 74 YEARS.

We will be setting up a package of loans, loan guarantees, 

AND CREDITS FOR PANAMA. BUT MOST OF THESE WILL PROMOTE TRADE AND 

INVESTMENT BY AMERICAN COMPANIES THERE, AND THE LOANS WILL BE PAID 

BACK TO THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT.



The one legitimate question that has come up since the Canal 

Treaties were signed is a military one: does the United States have 

a right to intervene militarily if the neutrality of the Canal is 

threatened? To clarify the language of Article IV of the Neutrality 

Treaty, President Carter and General Torrijos agreed to a "statement 

of understanding" that the United States will have that right. Also, 

THE STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING ASSURES US THAT OUR SHIPS WILL HAVE 

THE RIGHT TO "GO TO THE HEAD OF THE LINE" IN AN EMERGENCY.

To sum up: There's something in us as a nation that wants 

TO STAND UP AND SAY, "We'vE HAD ENOUGH. Let's SHOW THOSE 

Panamanians who's boss!"

We want to take pride in our country.

We don't want to feel that we're being pushed around as we 

were in Vietnam.

We may not be ecstatic over these Treaties. But we have two 

choices.

We can either ratify the Treaties, and guarantee our right to 

use the Canal, or we can vote them down and thereby virtually 

guarantee open warfare in the Canal Zone and the shutting down of the
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Canal.

We may not like the choice between these alternatives. But they 

ARE THE ONLY ALTERNATIVES.

I don't SAY THE EXISTING TREATY OF 1903 ISN'T VALID, It IS.

But we must recognize that colonialism is dead.

Since we signed that Treaty, many changes have occured in 

the world. We must change with the times or pay the consequences.

First and foremost, we need to keep the Canal open.

Second, we need to be concerned about how other nations see 

us. We need to be on good terms with the people of Panama. And we 

need to get going on a new Good Neighbor Policy in Latin America.

But it's also important to be concerned about how we see 

our own selves.

This great country of ours was born of a revolution for the

RIGHT TO SELF-DETERMINATION. We HAVE FOUGHT FOR OTHER PEOPLES' 

..........................................................................\
RIGHTS TO SELF-DETERMINATION. Let's NOT DENY THAT RIGHT TO THE 

Panamanians.

We must try to understand the Panamanians' yearing for

SELF-DETERMINATION AND NATIONAL DIGNITY.
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That kind of understanding is the spirit of liberty that was

ONCE DESCRIBED BY JUDGE LEARNED HAND AS FOLLOWS:

"The spirit of liberty is the spirit which is not too sure

THAT IT IS RIGHT; THE SPIRIT OF LIBERTY IS THE SPIRIT WHICH SEEKS TO

UNDERSTAND THE MIND OF OTHER MEN AND WOMEN; THE SPIRIT OF LIBERTY

IS THE SPIRIT WHICH WEIGHS THEIR INTERESTS ALONGSIDE ITS OWN..."

Thank you very much.


