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Senate Foreign Pelations Committee
Humphery Subcomnittez
Hearing iTranscript, 21 March 1977

LATIN AMERICAM SECURITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Question #23. It is the Committee's uvnderstanding that five Latin American
countries--Argentina, Brazil, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Uruguay -- have
either been denied security assistance or have rejected it in connection
with the new United States position on human rights, Please provide

the Committee with pertinent details of the diplomatic notes received
from these countries. What is the Administration's recommendation con-
cerning authorization of FMS credits for these countries In 19787 The
Administration has also requested special authorization for MAAG groups

for Brazil and Argentina in 1978. Why are these groups necessary If
all security assistance has been rejected?

‘Mrs Berson: The spécific implications of the various announcements made

by the countries are not entirely clear. Therefore, we hive entered
discussions with each of the governments in order to gain clarification

on how they intend their public statements to affect details of the
 security assistance relationships with the United States. We do not

intend to take any actions concerning recommendations on FMS credit
authorizations which will foreclose possibilities for maintaining our
historically close and mutually beneficial relationship. When it is
clearly established that the intent of any foreign government is to

refuse security assistance which we have programmed in the Fiscal Year 1978

budget, we will make appropriate program adjustments.

Since we do not have a clear understanding of the implications of the
announcements made by Argentina and Brazil we are unable to aécertaih
the resultant impact on our Military Groups in these countries. Certainly,
complete rejection of all FMS credit, International Military Education
and Training Program and FMS Cash Sales would require review and
revalidation of projected personnel requirements in the Military Groups.
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“yaever, as you are aware, our Military Groups in Latin Awerica have
traditionally functioned primarily in a representational role, emphasizing

the maintenance of friendly and cooperative relations with the armed forces

of the hemisphere. Most were established by Military Mission agreements pre-
dating the enactment of security assistance legislation, and their co;tinued
value to us is based more on defense and hemispheric military cooperation than
on security assistance per se. Apart from this of course, there will be a
near-term need fof continuing the operation of some security assistance manage-
ment élements. Personnel will be required to meet residual responsibilities
evolving from prior year programs. They will be responsible for performiné
such functions as administrative detalls on arrangements for previously funded -
training, equipment delivery schedulés, problems over prices on bills, and

inquiries about shipments as well as requirements for observation of end use

of MAP and FMS equipment.
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Senate Foreign Relations Committee
Humphery Subcommittee
Hearing Transcript, 21 March 1977

LATIN AMERICAN SECURITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

‘Question #23. It is the Committee!s understanding that five Latin American
‘countries--Argentina, Brazil, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Uruguay -- have
~either been denied security assistance or have rejected it in connection
with the new United States position on human rights. Please provide
the Committee with pertinent details of the diplomatic notes received
from these countries. What is the Administration's recommendation con-
.cerning authorization of FMS credits for these countries In 19787 The
Administration has also requested special authorization for MAAG groups

for Brazil and Argentina in 1978. Why are these groups necessary if
all security assistance has been rejected?

“Hrs Berson: The specific implications of the various announcements made

by the countries are not entirely clear. Therefore, we heve entered
discussions with each of the governments in order to gain clarification

on how they intend their public statements to affect details of the
 security assistance relationships with the United States. We do not

intend to take any actions concerning recommendations on FMS credit
authorizations which will foreclose possibilities for maintaining our
historically close and mutually beneficial relationship. When it is
‘clearly established that the intent of any foreign government is to

refuse security assistance which we have programmed in tﬁe Fiscal Year 1978

budget, we will make appropriate program adjustments.

Since we do not have a clear understanding of the implications §f the
announcements made by Argentina and Brazil we are unable to ascertain
the resultant impact on our Military Groups in these countries. Certainly,
complete rejection of all FMS credit, International Military Education

and Training Program and FMS Cash Sales would require review and

revalidation of projected personnel requirements in the Military Groups.
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‘However, as you are aware, our Military Groups in Latin America have

traditionally functioned primarily in a representational role, emphasizing
-the maintenance of friendly and cooperative relations with the armed forces
of the hemisphere. Most were established by Military Mission agreements pre-
dating the enactment of security assistance legislation, and their continued
value to us is based more on defense and hemispheric military cooperation than
on security assistance per se. Apart from this of course, there will be a
near-term need for continuing the operation of some security assistance manage-
ment elements. Personnel will be required to meet residual responsibilities
evolving from prior year programs. They will be responsible for performing
such functions as administrative detalls on arrangements for previously funded
training, equipment delivery schedu%és, problems over prices on bills, and

inquiries about shipments as well as requirements for observation of end use

of MAP and FMS equipment.
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, Senate Foreign Relations Committee
i Humphery Subcommittee
; Hearing Transcript, 21 March 13977

LATIN AMERICAN SECURITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Question #23. It is the Committee's understanding that five Latin American
countries--Argentina, Brazil, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Uruguay =-- have
either been denled security assistance or have rejected it in connection
with the new United States position on human rights. Please provide

the Committee with pertinent details of the diplomatic notes received
from these countries. What is the Administration's recommendation con-
cerning authorization of FMS credits for these countries in 19787 The
Administration has also requested special authorization for MAAG groups
for Brazil and Argentina in 1978. Why are these groups necessary if

.all security assistance has been rejected?

Mrs Benson: The specific implications of the various announcements made

by the countries are not entirely clear. Therefore, we hzve entered
discussions with each of the governments in order to gain clarification

on how they Intend their public statements to affect details of the
security assistance relationships with the United States. We do not

intend to take any actions concerning recommendations on FMS credit
authorizations which will foreclose possibilities for maintaining our
historically close and mutually beneficial relationship. When it is
clearly established that the intent of any foreign government is to

refuse security assistance which we have programmed in the Fiscal Year 1978

budget, we will make appropriate program adjustments.

Since we do not have a clear understanding of the implications of the
announcements made by Argentina and Brazil we are unable to ascertain

the resultant Impact on our Military Groups in these countries. Certainly,
complete rejection of all FMS credit, International Military Education

and Training Program and FMS Cash Sales would require review and

revalidation of projected personnel requirements in the Military Groups.
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However, as you are aware, our Military Groups in Latin America have
‘traditionally functioned primarily in a representational role, emphasizing
‘the maintenance of friendly and cooperative relations with the armed forces
-of the hemisphere. Most were established by Military Mission agreements pre-
dating the enactment of security assistance legislation, and their continued
value to us is based more on defense and hemispheric military cooperation than
on security assistance per se. Apart from this of course, there will be a
near-term need for continuing the operation of some security assistance manage-
ment elements. Personnel will be required to meet residual responsibilities
evolving from prior year programs. They will be responsible for performing
such functions as administrative details on arrangements for previously funded
training, equipment delivery schedules, problems over prices on bills, and

inquiries aboyt shipments as well as requirements for observation of end use

of MAP and FMS equipment.
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Senate Foreign Relations Committee
Humphery Subcommittee
Hearing Transcript, 21 March 1977

LATIN AMERICAN SECURITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

fuestion #23. It is the Committee's understanding that five Latin American
xountries--Argentina, Brazil, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Uruguay =-- have
.either been denied security assistance or have rejected it in connection
with the new United States position on human rights. Please provide

the Committee with pertinent details of the diplomatic notes received
from these countries. What is the Administration's recommendation con-
-zerning authorization of FMS credits for these countries in 19787 The
Administration has also requested special authorization for MAAG groups

‘for Brazil and Argentina in 1978. Why are these groups necessary if
all security assistance has been rejected?

Mrs Benson: The specific Implications of the various announcements made

by the countries are not entirely clear. Therefore, we hzve entered

discussions with each of the governments in order to gain clarification
on how they intend their public statements to affect details of the

security assistance relationships with the United States. We do not

intend to take any actlions concerning recommendations on FMS credit

authorizations which will foreclose possibilities for maintaining our

historically close and mutually beneficial relationship. When it Is
clearly established that the intent of any foreign government is to
refuse security asslstance which we have programmed in the Fiscal Year 1978

budget, we will make appropriate program adjustments.

Since we do not have a clear understanding of the implications of the
announcements made by Argentina and Brazil we are unable to ascertain
the resultant impact on our Military Groups in these countries. Certainly,
complete rejection of all FMS credit, International Military Education

and Training Program and FMS Cash Sales would require review and

revalidation of projected personnel requirements in the Military Groups.
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However, as you are aware, our Military Groups in Latin America have

teaditionally functioned primarily in a representational role, emphasizing
“the maintenance of friendly and cooperative relations with the armed forces
.of the hemisphere. Most were established by Military Mission agreements pre-
dating the enactment of security assistance legislation, and their continued
value to us is based more on defense and hemispheric military cooperation than
on security assistance per se. Apart from this of course, there will be a
near-term need for continuing the operation of some securityAassistance manage-
"ment elements, Personnel will be required to meet residual responsibilities
evolving from prior year programs. They will be responsible for performing
-such functions as administrative detalls on arrangements for previously funded
training, equipment delivery schedules, problems over prices on bills, and
Inquiries about shipments as well as requirements for observation of end use

of MAP and FMS equipment.
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;4 Senate Foreign Relations Committee
: Humphery Subcommittee
Hearing Transcript, 21 March 1977

LATIN AMERICAN SECURITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Question #23. It Is the Committee's understanding that five Latin American
countries--Argentina, Brazil, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Uruguay -- have
either been denled security assistance or have rejected it in connection
with the new United States position on human rights. Please provide
the Committee with pertinent details of the diplomatic notes received
from these countries. What is the Administration's recommendation con-
cerning authorization of FMS credits for these countries in 19782 The
Administration has also requested special authorization for MAAG groups
for Brazil and Argentina in 1978. Why are these groups necessary if

all security assistance has been rejected?

Mrs Benson: The specific implications of the varlous announcements made

by the countries are not entirely clear. Therefore, we have entered
discussions with each of the governments in order to gain clarification

on how they Intend their public statements to affect details of the
security assistance relationships with the United States. We do not

intend to take any actions concerning recommendations on FMS credit
authorizations which will foreclose possibilities for maintaining our
historically close and mutually beneflicial relationship. When it is
clearly established that the intent of any foreign government is to

refuse security assistance which we have programmed in the Fiscal Year 1978

budget, we will make approprliate program adjustments.

»

Since we do not have a clear understanding of the implications of the
announcements made by Argentina and Brazil we are unable to ascertain

the resultant impact on our Military Groups in these countries. Certainly,
complete rejection of all FMS credit, International Military Education

and Training Program and FMS Cash Sales would require review and

revalidation of projected personnel requirements in the Military Groups.
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“However, as you are aware, our Military Groups in Latin America have
=traditionally functioned primarily in a representational role, emphasizing
+he maintenance of friendly and cooperative relations with the armed forces
of the hemisphere. Most were established by Military Mission agreements pre-
dating the enactment of security assistance legislation, and their continued
.value to us Is based more on defense and hemispheric military cooperation than
on security assistance per se. Apart from this of course, there will be a

near-term need for continuing the operation of some security assistance manage-

ment elements. Personnel will be required to meet residual responsibilities

evolving from prior year programs. They will be responsible for performing

such functions as adminlistrative detalls on arrangements for previously funded
training, equipment delivery schedules, problems over prices on bills, and

inquiries about shipments as well as requirements for observation of end use

of MAP and FMS equipment.
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