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Biographical Note

David Newsom was born January 6, 1918 in Richm@adifornia. He attended Berkeley,
graduating in 1938 with a B.A. in English, thentorColumbia for a graduate degree in
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Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs, wiis where he worked with Muskie, who was
Secretary of State at that time. He was U.S. Asdds to Libya, Indonesia and the
Philippines. He left the State Department in 188d became Director of the Institute for Study
of Diplomacy at Georgetown University. He is alBe awuthor of several books and a 2002
participant in an oral history project at the Umsity of California, Berkely .
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Transcript

Don Nicoll: ... we'’re at 2409 Angus Road, CharlottesvMgginia, interviewing Ambassador
David Newsom. The interviewer is Don Nicoll andsitMonday morning, October 30th, 2000.
Ambassador Newsom, would you state and spell yagirmlame and give your date of birth and

place of birth?

David Newsom: The last name is spelled N-, like Nancy, E-W-84A0like Mary, Newsom. |
was born January 6th, 1918 in Richmond, California.

DN: And you’'ve come close to Richmond, Virginia.
AmN: That's right, yes.

DN: Where did you grow up?



AmN: | grew up in Richmond, which is a town on San Erseo Bay in California, went to,
went all the way through high school there and thent to the University of California at
Berkeley, graduated from there in 1938 with a bbteedegree and major in English. Then,
my father was the part owner of a daily newspap&ichmond and | worked for a year on his
newspaper, and then went back to the graduate lsochparnalism at Columbia University
where | was for a year, got a master’s degreeilamreturned to the San Francisco area to
work on the SafrranciscaChronicle.

At Columbia | received a Pulitzer traveling felldws, which took me around the world in 1940
and ‘41 on, interestingly enough, on Japanese simge that was the cheapest way to go. So |
took leave from th€hronicle and left in July of 1940, got back in May of 194bnvinced that
war was imminent and applied for a job in the Namg then ultimately was commissioned as an
ensign in the Navy, in Naval Intelligence. | sptd first part of the war in the United States,
and the last year at the Joint Intelligence Ceait€&earl Harbor.

When | returned from the war, my mother and | bawgbmall weekly newspaper in Walnut
Creek, California. But | was, both as a resulthef fellowship and as a result of the war time
experience, more and more interested in the wajaibd our shores and in 1947 took the
Foreign Service examination and passed and wemthietForeign Service in late 1947. My first
post was Karachi, Pakistan right after the partitid India, and then | had subsequent posts in
Oslo, Norway, Baghdad, Iraqg, London, England, Tifjdobya, Jakarta, Indonesia. My last
overseas post was as ambassador of the Philippinesspersed between those assignments
were Washington assignments, officer in chargerabfan peninsula affairs, director of
northern African affairs, assistant secretary afesfor African affairs. And then finally my last
job, which is where | came to know Senator Muskias as undersecretary of state for political
affairs, the, at that time the number three pasitiothe State Department.

DN: Had, your family was involved in the publicatiohweekly newspapers.

AmN: Well, the Richmondndependent, which was, which my father was part owner, was a
daily newspaper. And it's no longer in existent&as bought out and then folded in to a very
dynamic East Bay newspaper chaontra Costa Times is the newspaper now. But the Walnut
CreekCourier Journal which we bought after the war was a weekly, whighturned into a

twice weekly and sold to the same chain that botlgiindependent, the Contra Costa Times

group.
DN: Was your family at all active politically, ordithey stick pretty much to the -?

AmN: No, my father was active as a Republican in Calitg was a member of the, | think he
was at one time a member of the Republican statg jwcentral committee?

DN: State committee or state central committee?



AmN: Yeah, state, yeah.
DN: Had your family been in California for some tinoe were they relatively recent arrivals?

AmN: My father was born in California so | have theque distinction of being a native son
of a native son. My mother was born in England eemtie over when she was very young. Her
father was in the Royal Navy and retired to theHdls of the Sierra Nevadas in California, a
place called Placerville, and then -

DN: It sounds as if he wanted to get as far as plgsaivay from the sea.

AmN: Well, he had two choices for places of retirement was Egypt and one was
California, and he chose California, so. And nthéa had started life as a minister in the
Christian church and that | guess didn’t agree Withnervous system and he left that and went
into the real estate business where he met my mothe was a secretary in the office. And
then he left that to join a young man who was bagdip a newspaper in, Richmond was then a
very, a growing city, and that became the leadiegspaper for many years.

And | have to say that | grew up in a very politieavironment because that newspaper was sort
of the center of politics of Contra Costa Countijah at the time were rather flamboyant. And
so | grew up with dinner table conversations alwu were we going to support for supervisor
this year, and the chances of Governor Merriamare@or Olson getting reelected. And the, |
could tell many stories about Contra Costa countitips but it’s, suffice it to say that | got a
certain infection of politics in my blood. And diggnacy, as Senator Muskie used to say, is just
politics extended to an international level.

DN: So you felt at home when you entered the For8gvice.
AmN: Yes.
DN: With your mother’s background, was there mudérest in foreign affairs in the family?

AmN: Not, well, my father and mother went back to, @mivto Europe in 1938, they liked to
travel, but | don’t recall any more than normakngst in what was going on in the world.

DN: Now, when you graduated, or received your mastesm Columbia and took the Pulitzer
fellowship for travel, what was it that stimulatgou to do that travel?

AmN: The requirement of the Pulitzer willed that yduyau’re going to accept the fellowship,
you stay out of the country for nine months. Ananypeople, well there are three awarded
every year, and two of my colleagues felt thatvtloeld outside the western hemisphere was a
little too dangerous in 1940 so they went to L&tmerica, but | felt, why not see the rest of the
world as long as it’s still extant. | didn’t, math took me to Japan, to Indonesia, to India and
then down the west coast of Africa to Capetown, arrdss to Buenos Aires and up, | went
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across to Chile and then up to Panama and ultignatehe. Europe was already at war, So -
DN: On your trip, did you spend much time on sharthe various countries that you visited?

AmN: Yes. |spent, | guess, about three weeks in Japdnwo weeks in north China. We
weren’t, American citizens weren’t supposed toefanr occupied north China but | wasn’t an
official at that time. And | was, I'd met on thiig going over a fascinating man by the name of
Carl Koop, who was the curator of the Oriental bkt the New York Public Library. And he
was going to China to buy manuscripts and invitedtongo along, and that was not an invitation
| could turn down. So | spent two weeks in Beijamgd then came back through Manchuria on
the south Manchurian railroad, and then went, hspbout | guess ten days in Indonesia and
then six weeks in India, which awakened my interestat land and continent. And then two
weeks in South Africa, | guess about a month innLAtnerica at one place or another.

DN: Did you write articles while you were on the jpey?

AmN: Yes, | sent some things back to @ironicle. | had an interview with Gandhi when |
was in India, and there was great interest in Séifitica, in what was happening in India, and in
Gandhi who had started his career in South Afri8a.l made a little money writing for the
South African newspapers on India. So, no, | wasmot without my typewriter.

DN: When you came back and after the war, you jothedNavy and you were in Naval
Intelligence. Was your focus the Pacific?

AmN: Well the first focus was examination of the Jag@neompanies that had been taken
over after the war started, going through theasfilo determine what intelligence might be
gathered from them on Japan. The files were mdlefintelligence that the companies had
gathered on the United States than on what theyaiobut Japan. And then, then when | went to
Pearl Harbor, the Joint Intelligence command irthatPacific Ocean area, published a, | guess it
was a weekly Joint Intelligence bulletin which wémthe fleet and to submarines. And our job
was to digest combat reports and prisoner of wawrte and diaries, for intelligence to
disseminate to the fleet.

DN: And during that period you were relying, | asgymmn some Japanese language experts.

AmN: Yes. We had some very good Japanese languagdexppicked up a little Japanese
so that I could at least read, tell what documessise, but yes.

DN: After the war you, and your joining the Forefgervice, your first posting was to Karachi.
AmN: Yes.

DN: Was that because of your interest in that pattieworld, or was it the luck of the draw?



AmN: No, it was because of my interest in that pathefworld. | had, after taking the exam,
| had a fortuitous meeting with a man, who at tirae was our consul general in Calcutta and
then who later came back to be the director of IS@sian affairs in the State Department, and
told him of my interest in that part of the worldnd so he asked for me when I, after | passed
the exam. And | had every intention of being atB8@sian expert, but things don’t always
work that way.

We, | went to Karachi as a regular officer, butvaad there just as the U.S. Information Service
was organized, which was our overseas propagamdaee And they were looking for someone
with journalistic experience to start the progranfPekistan, so | was seconded to the
Information Service. We were sent to Norway fidirad of rest cure because Karachi was not
the healthiest place in the world at that time, idause of my information officer experience |
was then, after fifteen months in Oslo, asked ke tan the job of public affairs officer in the
embassy in Baghdad. So | was there for three dnadf gears, and then, but then came back into
the department as a political officer dealing wrtg and the Arabian peninsula and have
remained in the political field since.

DN: From then on. Had you encountered Senator Musikiing those years before he became
Secretary of State?

AmN: No, | don't think so. I'd encountered a numbeptifer members of the Congress, but
not Senator Muskie as | can recall.

DN: And you had not been involved in testimony befitre Senate after he joined the Foreign
Relations Committee?

AmN: | may have been but | don’t remember him distinctlremember some others very
distinctly.

DN: Now, when was the first time you met him thatiyan recall?

AmN: | guess it was when he came on board in the Stpartment in, let's see, it would
have been in, it was March of -

DN: Nineteen eighty.

AmN: Nineteen eighty, and since | was the, sort ofr#imking Foreign Service officer and
Warren Christopher was the deputy, was heavilyliredwith the Iran hostage crisis.

DN: When had you been appointed undersecretary?
AmN: In April of ‘78, so I'd worked with Cyrus Vancend so | was, it was my job really to

introduce the senator to the department and tsthes, and so | worked very closely with him
from then on.



DN: And you've indicated you played an active raighe negotiations for the release of the
hostages. Was that in direct negotiations or ppaily as an advisor?

AmN: Well, no, I, Warren Christopher, the deputy semetthe number two, was really, after
Mr. Vance left, Warren sort of assumed the sevéatr responsibility while | took care of a
few other issues that were on our plate at the, tand -

DN: What were those issues?

AmN: Well, there was what to do with Samosa and Niazaathere was, let's see ... There
was a whole series of questions with the Europesamnss control questions. Poland was getting
a lot of our attention at the time because of ckang that country. The, but Central America
was taking quite a bit of our time. Libya, becaakthe, not only because of [Muammar]
Kaddafi but because the president’s brother goethixp in trying to deal with Libya.

And | discovered that the undersecretary for pm@itaffairs, one function of that position is to
be awarded the issues that no one else wantsémtakAnd one of the issues was to testify
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee ty Barter, and I've forgotten whether this
was after Muskie came on board or, | think it wag, | was designated the point man to go up
on that.

DN: Had you had similar assignments under Secr&tange? Not Billy Carter necessarily,
but -

AmN: Not quite like that. | had done quite a lot dftifyying on the, way back in Mr. Dulles’
time | was director of North African Affairs in tHesenhower administration. And Dulles, or
after, well, no, it was during Dulles’ time, Senaidames William “Bill”"] Fulbright wanted to go
after what he called some of Mr. Dulles’ routinersnitments that had been made without
senatorial confirmation. And several of these wenay area, dealing with Morocco and
Ethiopia and maybe Libya, too, so | was asked tagand explain Mr. Dulles’ routine
commitments. That was one of my early introducitmfire on the Hill. Maybe some of the
other issues that | was dealing with and introdgi¢ire senator to, will come to me, but he was
of course interested in the Polish problems ankdiea counterpart in the NSE of Polish origin,
we used to say poles apatrt.

DN: Were the, was the division or the separatioween [Zbigniew] Brzezinski and Muskie
any greater than the separation between BrzezamekMance?

AmN: There was an incident that occurred very soom Mteskie came into the department
that | think drew a line in the sand, in a senskeiskie was going to make his first major address
as secretary of state on east-west relations. thischad been a, and the attitude to take toward
the Soviet Union had been a bone of contention &etvthe NSE and the State Department all
through Vance’s time, and still was. But the spetbat Muskie was going to give was largely
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drafted in the State Department and I'm sure it, waes White House had seen it and may not
have liked all parts of it.

So we were seated in a staff meeting on the morhiamigMuskie was going to give this speech
and one of his staff people brought in an AP ticket remember it. And Muskie looked at it,

got kind of red in the face, got up and went out bguess telephoned. Later we discovered that
what the ticker had said was that Brzezinski hagmyia backgrounder on how the press should
interpret Muskie’s speech. And | wish I'd heardtttelephone conversation, and | have the
feeling that after that there wasn’t much doubtutlveho was in charge on foreign policy issues.

I’'m sure that Mr. Vance left in part because he been cut out of the loop on the military
planning for the rescue mission, and because heswfgering from a kind of very painful gout at
the time. But I'm sure also because his relationsonly with Brzezinski but with Carter, had
been very difficult through the last year or sdisf time. And, but I think Muskie established
the fact that he was going to be in charge. Adidih’'t ever get a sense of what his relations
were with Carter, but | had the sense that he hame persuasiveness if you will, with Carter,
than Vance had.

DN: How did the two men, that is Muskie and Vana#edin their styles within the
department?

AmN: Vance worked to a very large extent through aaesind him and sort of through the
delegation and communication down through the aegdion. Muskie started something when
he came in which was unique in my experience irSia¢e Department. He, well | should say
that Vance had staff meetings with assistant segestand others, but they were sort of
reporting meetings and show and tell and with #@etary bringing them up to date on what
was going on.

Muskie started Saturday morning sessions withfahe principal officers of the department and
said, “I'm not here to tell you what I’'m going t@d I’'m here to hear what you think we ought to
do.” And that was a hard concept for a lot of deap the department to get, and you had the
feeling that a lot of them were sitting around weyjtfor Muskie to speak so that they could get
some idea of what line they should take. Butmklsome others who welcomed the chance, and
| think Muskie welcomed the chance, to say, “Wil Secretary, on this, this is where we are
but I'm not sure this is where we should be, an® la@e some of the issues that we face.” And
Muskie loved this, he loved the interchange, awdbis the difference between the lawyer and
the legislator. And I've said to many people titatprobably a number of disappointing aspects
of Carter’s loss, but | think the fact that Muskieuld not have continued on as secretary was
one of them, because | think he would have madea gecretary.

DN: You indicate that that style was something yadrtit observed in any prior secretary.

AmN: Not the ‘tell me what you feel, what you beliewdat you think we ought to do’. This
isn’t that other secretaries weren’t open to, oam thhat did that in a way with a smaller group
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was a man who was treated brutally by Richard Nix&iith Rogers. And he used to hold weekly
lunches with the assistant secretaries with ainéaichange, but Muskie broadened it. And
having it on a Saturday morning where it wasn'triatized as a staff meeting brought kind of a
different tone to it. | don’t remember how long4#e lasted because Muskie, like every secretary
got busy, but for several weeks these sessions hvedde

DN: Did that have an effect from your perspectivehow you and other senior people in the
department interacted with him over time, evenrafte Saturday morning sessions ceased or
became less frequent?

AmN: Well, in the sense that it was easy to interath Wim, and he had a marvelous sense of
humor and shared a fatal temptation to puns, s@som®es | used to go in and see him and would
be greeted by his latest.

DN: The worse the better. That's something he gdiin from an early age. Now, you have
described earlier the number of issues other tharran hostage issue that were on the
department and the administration’s plate. Arakktit that you were actively engaged in trying
to juggle those. You were, | take it, responsiblguggling a number of those issues and acting
almost like a traffic cop, | suspect at times.

AmN: A traffic cop and a utility endfielder.
DN: How was it to deal with those issues and witha®er Muskie?

AmN: Well he, he was not a micro manager, he deleghateds to you, or sometimes he
didn’t even delegate, | mean you just assumedtiigse were things that you could deal with,
that he should perhaps be informed but didn’t nedze much involved. He had two, and this is
all recollection now, | haven’'t gone back througed, but | remember he was a relatively short
time in the job and so he was heavily involvedum elations with the Soviet Union and with
Eastern Europe, and connected with that, in relatidhat, was defining the U.S. position in
NATO. One of his first major tasks was to represba United States at a NATO ministerial
meeting in Ankara, Turkey. I've forgotten how sabwas, but it was fairly soon after he got in,
so much of his early time there was spent in ggtiicquainted with all the nuances of our
NATO relationship.

And then we had the arms control negotiation, theTSagreement. My chronology is a little
vague, | mean, this was something that Carter e\atidf but probably more in Vance’s time than
Muskie’s, but there were still overlapping probletiat . . . . So my job was to determine what
other issues in the world | should bring to higation or ask his guidance on, or make a
decision on our own, with Warren Christopher anthuwhe assistant secretary. So it was a busy
time with, in which he dealt with really only theost critical issues, those that were on the
president’s desk and Brzezinski’'s desk.

DN: Was there anything that struck you about the meyeacted to or responded to new issues
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or some of the nagging issues that he had to cot¥ro

AmN: Well, other than that first incident that | mem&al, | never saw any indication of the
temper that we were all dreading when he came tipet&tate Department. His approach to
problems was, | would say a studied political applg political in the, both in the legislative
sense and in the broader sense. He had, as heaided to say that politics is just, or that
diplomacy is just an extension of politics, andhaiim that was very true and very helpful
because in a way that Mr. Vance to some extentcaes, but in a much greater way because of
his legislative experience Muskie could understidaedpolitical problems of others.

| remember his saying to me once, | think we walerig about some problem that the president
of Turkey was having, “Well | can understand higljpem because he’s got this constituency
and this constituency, and he’s got to fit the tagether.” It was, and I've often felt that, |

mean one of the problems that American diplomatg explaining other societies to many in
the Congress and elsewhere who are not open tgneaoag that other societies have politics,
too. And Muskie understood that, and so he loakdtie men and women he was dealing with
in their political context and | think it made fan understanding and it made for an effective
dialogue with them, which was very helpful to Anvam diplomacy.

DN: How did he apply that in the negotiations witlin, which must have been particularly
troublesome?

AmN: Well he was, he came in late on the Iran hostages@nd pretty well left that to
Warren Christopher. Warren, who is a consummatgda and negotiator and, you see, after,
Muskie came in in March, no, he must have beewrahnee in right after the rescue mission and
the rescue mission was in early April.

DN: So it was later than | thought.

AmN: It was later, yeah, so he came in in the end ofl Apaybe. By the end of April, and the
failure of the rescue mission, things were pretticmat a standstill on the hostage crisis until
about August, | guess. As you said earlier, chimmmogets a little mixed up, but we got a
message to the Germans about an Iranian envoy edmoes] to have a conduit to the Ayatollah.
We’d had so many false leads of people promotiegdelves as envoys that we were
suspicious, but this one looked genuine. And lsgudal Saunders, who was the assistant
secretary for NEA, who worked with Warren Christepand maybe Warren, too, went to
Germany and they met this man and that opened dalgdava series of secret negotiations which
ultimately resulted in the adoption by the Iranjemodulus?) of a set of principles, and then the
extended negotiations in Algiers, which resultethim hostage release. So Muskie was not
much involved because it was all proceeding any merch in Warren’s hands.

DN: I'm going to change the tape.

End of Sde A
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SdeB

DN: This is the second side of the first tape, therview with Ambassador David Newsom,
October 30, 2000. We were talking, Ambassadoryatie Iran hostage negotiations and you
had pointed out that Warren Christopher was cagrgim those negotiations prior to and during
Senator Muskie’s tenure as secretary of state. foeh involved was the secretary in at least
guiding through advice and response those negmimtor were they so much on a track that
they didn’t require major adjustments?

AmN: I'm sure that Warren Christopher briefed the seeyeand, but as | say, | was only
tangentially involved in the, in those negotiatio&ut at the very end Muskie got involved, and
the hostages were released just on the eve ofduguration and Muskie retired for reasons that
had something to do with his Senate pension. Bigmed as secretary on the 18th of January.
And he, | remember seeing him off into the elevalwe secretary’s elevator, he and Jane as they
went out, but he was still, I, was the acting stecye

Warren was still in Algiers. And we felt that ie®, and again these are distant recollections that
may need correction, but we felt that it was imantthat the outgoing administration brief the
press on the details of the Algiers agreement,usscthere was a lot of misunderstanding. And
misinformation was in the new administration thaiat\Warren Christopher had been doing in
Algiers was negotiating a ransom, when what heaat iad been doing was negotiating the use
of frozen Iranian assets to pay American claims.

And we felt it was important to get this out, aned wanted to use the State Department
auditorium on the afternoon of the 20th, afteritreuguration, to brief the press. And Dick
Allen, who was the point man of the new administratand Al Haig who was the secretary
designate, said, “No, we’re in charge now. Youtase that auditorium.” And Muskie’s last
rebuff in his time as secretary was that, and lietbal think he was leaving by plane to go back
to Maine, and he briefed the press out at Andrews$érce Base. He was really angry about
that, but it was, and it was so petty on the path® outgoing $ic incoming] administration. 1,
then | was the transition to the new administrgtaomd that was an experience.

DN: You have seen a number of administrations.
AmN: | have. Never quite seen a transition at thatlleefore, but -

DN: During the period between the election and Jan2@th, were you actively involved in
briefing representatives of the new administration?

AmN: The Republicans appointed a, right after the mledhe Republicans appointed a group
of about forty people as a transition team, ang there given offices down in the bowels of the
State Department. They had on that team a nunilpEople whose main interest was not
transitioning to a new administration but in diggiior dirt in the files of the State Department
that they had been long eager to get their handsTbere was a man named Carbol, who used to
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work for Jesse Helms for example, who wanted targgd all the files on Rhodesia. So much of
that period | was involved in trying to defend ler's say follow what we considered appropriate
procedures in briefing the incoming administration.

Well, I will say this for Secretary Haig: when hasvinally, it was finally certain that he was
going to be the secretary of state, he realized wha going on and he dismissed that whole
team. And he appointed three people, three veod geople, Paul Willetts, Rick Burt, and Ken
Adelman to be the real transition. And so | spaath of the latter part of December and early
January briefing those three on the key issued.ti) so the senator, Muskie was pretty well
out of that.

DN: Did he have many dealings with Haig during t{hetiod?

AmN: Well they met. I'm not sure how, the Reagan grbag a feeling that they didn’t want

to hear from the outgoing Democrats, they hadhallanswers that they wanted and so there was,
there wasn’t much direct contact. At one point th out of the Muskie story, but in mid-

January we got an order from Dick Allen that nosptential appointee of the outgoing
administration was to be at his or her desk omtbening of January 21st. So | went to Al Haig
and said, “You know, sir, you're not going to bdeato run the State Department because all of,
there are many professional assistant secretahesave presidential appointees but they are
running the apparatus.”

So he negotiated with the White House and boiledigh down to only three, and the three who,
two of whom were involved in Central American pglighich, where there was bitter division

and they were blamed for giving Central Americ#hi® Sandanistas, and then one who had been
the head of the executive secretariat but had beesidered by the incoming administration to

be too closely political. So it was, but Muskiesyaetty much out of that, that was -

DN: Dropping back to his period as secretary okesaad the issues other than the Iran hostage
crisis that he was involved in, were, do you hawe @articular recollections of his engagement
either with the Soviets or with the Polish issues?

AmN: No, I think he, I'm just trying to remember now &ther there was an application of
sanctions against Poland, but | think that occubefdre Vance left. He was obviously very
much interested in the Polish question. | dondoih’'t recall that he either went to Poland or met
with any Polish officials, although it's possibleat he did, | just, | don’t recall that.

DN: You alluded to his reported temper and saidybatnever encountered it. Had you ever
observed it in any situation?

AmN: | think that it was beginning to flare in the fisstuation, but | was out of the room

when it took off, | think. But, no, he was, he wamarkably good humored and kept people
entertained with his Maine jokes.
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DN: After he left the State Department and, you iometd an association with him. Could you
tell us about that?

AmN: Yes, after | left the State Department, | becamé&981, | became the director of the
Institute for the Study of Diplomacy which was pafthe School of Foreign Service at
Georgetown University, but it was a separate intgithat had its own board. And the chairman
of the board had been a distinguished Americarothpt named Ellsworth Bunker. Bunker
resigned or, and died shortly after in, | think,'834, ‘85, and so we were looking for a new
chairman of the board. And | thought that Muskimund be, having been secretary of state and
having, being interested in international affaingl @iplomacy, would be an excellent choice so
we, and he accepted that. So through the, le¢steedied in ‘94 was it?

DN: Ninety-six.

AmN: Ninety-six. | guess he remained chairman of tharth until very shortly before his
death. | left the institute in ‘91 to come downrdyebut | enjoyed that relationship very much.

He made it clear that if we thought that the, awvéf expected that the chairman of the board was
going to be a fund raiser, this was not his cufeaf And he would be glad to lend his presence
to the institution, give his advice, but others Vadoundertake the fund raising, and we were very
happy with that arrangement. And so my wife agdtito know the Muskies very well, we used
to have Chinese dinners together, which he enjogegmuch. And | would go and visit him in
his law offices from time to time to bring him update and get his latest take on politics in
Maine and surrounding territories.

DN: As you, during that period did you get any sewfdais stronger feelings about what was
going on in the current administration, or whatlagl been through in the State Department?

AmN: He was a fairly discreet man in many ways, butas clear that he was very much
disappointed that he hadn’t been able to contisusearetary. And | guess one didn’t need to
ask him how he felt about the Republican admintistna It was probably clear, but | don’t
recall his, my recollection of Muskie was that hedl to talk about, well particularly liked to
talk about legislative affairs and what was goingrothe Senate, appointments, who was
vulnerable, what committees were powerful. Thas Wia world. And | don't ever recall his
sort of using strong language to denounce the asdtration in power. He always talked in
terms of specific issues, individuals.

DN: As you think about his career and your own olet@wns of him in the office of secretary
of state, what qualities and what elements of fyie $mpressed you the most?

AmN: First of all he had the quality that | think vaggod both politicians and diplomats have
of listening to what people were saying and bemgrested in, clearly interested, so that people
could see that he was interested. And there \Wasg was an ego there, but it was not a
Kissingerian ego, so he was not afraid to turntb@is and ask for information or for advice.
And my impression is that, particularly foreign regentatives who went away from him, felt
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that they’d had a good hearing, if not always aggtinetic hearing, but that he listened to them
and he didn’t start out right away by saying, “Wlk is what our position is, well glad to see
you, and now tell me how you feel about this.” Tlwas my recollection.

DN: And you indicated that he followed the same apph in working with members of the
department.

AmN: Yes.
DN: And what about him and his staff, his immedtadf?

AmN: Well he had, his staff he brought from the Hillrergreat people who melded to some
degree into the State Department, Leon [Billingg] &arole [Parmelee], and they were, they
were clearly, | mean not to the exclusion of othbtd they were clearly the people that he liked
to hear from and listen to. But he never set thpmI’'ve seen other political figures come in to
the department who bring their staff with them &émeir staff, they see their staff as a kind of
bulwark protecting them from the rest of the deparit. |1 never had that feeling with Muskie,
that you had to go through Leon Billings before yould see the secretary, or Carole. They
fitted in quite well, | think.

DN: What do you regard as his significant contribusi to the department during that short
tenure?

AmN: In terms of the organization of the department thied~oreign Service, he didn’t really
try to make any because he came in after a pefisgjoificant organizational change, and
changes in the legislative basis for the ForeigwiSe. Vance had spent a lot of time putting
through a new Foreign Service act, the ForeigniSerkct of 1984, and, let's see, was it, let's
see, Muskie came -

DN: April of ‘80.

AmN: The Foreign Service Act of 197-, ‘74, it was, alaywt was a new act -

DN: It would have been after ‘76 for Vance, or wais & prior act that -?

AmN: Now maybe, ‘76, ‘77, ‘78, well it happened durivignce’s time so that the
organizational problems that confronted the Catininistration when they came in had been
more or less resolved. So | don’t recall that Meskas really caught up in, the short time, in
much of the organizational format of the departmeitd | think, | mean it probably stands to
reason that he had the idea that, I'm here nove&b with the foreign policy issues. If we get

another term | can deal with those issues then: but

DN: Did he spend much time on explaining the adrriai®n’s positions to the Congress
during that period, even though it was an elecyear?
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AmN: Oh, I think he did. He understood and he, | thinkowed faithfully the doctrine that
Cabinet members do not get involved in politicahpaigns. But he had good relations on the
Hill, although | remember once, I've forgotten wiia¢ subject was, he was trying, he was
talking to somebody on the Hill and after he’d hupghe said, “You know, when you leave, you
leave.” The implication was he didn’'t have as maldut as when he was there. But he, no, he,
and he always was conscious, very conscious aiebd to keep the Congress informed.

DN: In your, you've mentioned in your comments tyat went to the dedication of the
Muskie Archives. Had you spent any other time iaifé with him?

AmN: No, that was the only time.
DN: Do you remember any of the puns that he pulfegioau?

AmN: | should but I probably have gracefully forgotteem (nintelligible word). It was, but
they were there.

DN: Are there any other observations or recollectittrat you'd like to make on Senator
Muskie?

AmN: No, well | could say that after meeting, gettiogkhow Jane and seeing that
relationship and that family relationship, | couldderstand his anger at the attacks on Jane and
his, in the 19-, what was it?

DN: Seventy-two campaign.

AmN: Seventy-two campaign, yeah. What | didn’t fulppaeciate, until | went up to the
dedication of the memorial in Rumford, was the dbntion he’d made through the Clean Water
and Clean Air Acts. | think | recall him sayingaanthat they would be his legacy, but | didn’t
fully appreciate what that meant until | saw Rurdfand heard so much of what he’d done.

DN: Yes, you have to see it today and contrastth what it was in the 19-, well, from the
time he was born and was growing up there.

AmN: Yeah, no, |, | just have very fond but perhapthest distance imprecise recollections.
My recollection is that in the, and | don’t recgfiecific press conferences, but he was obviously
very good at dealing with the press, and | thin#d Agyood press during the time that he was
secretary. No, | -

DN: You could appreciate that as a former reporter.

AmN: Oh yes, yeah.
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DN: Well, thank you very much, Ambassador.

AmN: Well, 'm sorry that | may not have, may not ré@d much as | should, but maybe
some of this will be helpful to you.

DN: ltis, very helpful, thank you.

End of Interview
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