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objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

This report is submitted pursuant to
1705(e)(6) of the Cuban Democracy Act
of 1992, 22 U.S.C. 6004(e)(6) (the ‘“CDA™),
as amended by section 102(g) of the
Cuban Liberty and Democratic Solidar-
ity (LIBERTAD) Act of 1996, Public
Law 104-114 (March 12, 1996), 110 Stat.
785, 22 U.S.C. 6021-91 (the “LIBERTAD
Act’”), which requires that | report to
the Congress on a semiannual basis de-
tailing payments made to Cuba by any
United States person as a result of the
provision of telecommunications serv-
ices authorized by this subsection.

The CDA, which provides that tele-
communications services are permitted
between the United States and Cuba,
specifically authorizes the President to
provide for payments to Cuba by li-
cense. The CDA states that licenses
may be issued for full or partial settle-
ment of telecommunications services
with Cuba, but may not require any
withdrawal from a blocked account.
Following enactment of the CDA on
October 23, 1992, a number of U.S. tele-
communications companies success-
fully negotiated agreements to provide
telecommunications services between
the United States and Cuba consistent
with policy guidelines developed by the
Department of State and the Federal
Communications Commission.

Subsequent to enactment of the CDA,
the Department of the Treasury’s Of-
fice of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC)
amended the Cuban Assets Control
Regulations, 31 C.F.R. Part 515 (the
“CACR”’), to provide for specific licens-
ing on a case-by-case basis for certain
transactions incident to the receipt or
transmission of telecommunications
between the United States and Cuba, 31
C.F.R. 515.542(c), including settlement
of charges under traffic agreements.

The OFAC has issued eight licenses
authorizing transactions incident to
the receipt or transmission of tele-
communications between the United
States and Cuba since the enactment of
the CDA. None of these licenses per-
mits payments to the Government of
Cuba from a blocked account. For the
period July 1 through December 31,
1997, OFAC-licensed U.S. carriers re-
ported payments to the Government of
Cuba in settlement of charges under
telecommunications traffic agreements
as follows:

AT&T Corporation (formally,
American Telephone and Tele-
graph Company) .....c..ccoceeeuneenes

AT&T de Puerto Rico

Global One (formerly, Sprint In-

$11,991,715
298,916

corporated) ......coocoieiiiiiiiiiiiennes 3,180,886
IDB WorldCom Services, Inc.

(formerly, IDB Communica-

tions, INC.) oo 4,128,371
MCI International, Inc. (for-

merly, MCI Communications
Corporation) .......cc.ceveveeiennennes 4,893,699
Telefonica Larga Distancia de

Puerto Rico, INnC. .......cccoceuieennns 105,848
WilTel, Inc. (formerly, WilTel

Underseas Cable, Inc.) ............. 5,608,751
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WorldCom, Inc. (formerly, LDDS

Communications, Inc.) ............ 2,887,684

$33,095,870

I shall continue to report semiannu-
ally on telecommunications payments
to the Government of Cuba from
United States persons.

WiLLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HoOuSsE, March 4, 1998.

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
IRAN—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 105-222)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, | have sent the enclosed notice,
stating that the national emergency
declared with respect to Iran on March
15, 1995, pursuant to the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50
U.S.C. 1701-1706) is to continue in effect
beyond March 15, 1998, to the Federal
Register for publication. This emer-
gency is separate from that declared on
November 14, 1979, in connection with
the Iranian hostage crisis and therefore
requires separate renewal of emergency
authorities.

The factors that led me to declare a
national emergency with respect to
Iran on March 15, 1995, have not been
resolved. The actions and policies of
the Government of Iran, including sup-
port for international terrorism, its ef-
forts to undermine the Middle East
peace process, and its acquisition of
weapons of mass destruction and the
means to deliver them, continue to
threaten the national security, foreign
policy, and economy of the United
States. Accordingly, | have determined
that it is necessary to maintain in
force the broad programs | have au-
thorized pursuant to the March 15, 1995,
declaration of emergency.

WiLLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, March 4, 1998.

CONTINUATION OF NEED FOR U.S.
ARMED FORCES IN BOSNIA AND
HERZEGOVINA—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 105-223)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message

March 4, 1998

from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and the
Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I hereby certify that the continued
presence of U.S. armed forces, after
June 30, 1998, in Bosnia and
Herzegovina is required in order to
meet the national security interests of
the United States, and that it is the
policy of the United States that U.S.
armed forces will not serve as, or be
used as, civil police in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

This certification is presented pursu-
ant to section 1203 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1998, Public Law 105-85, and section 8132
of the National Defense Appropriations
Act for Fiscal year 1998, Public Law
105-56. The information required under
these sections is in the report that ac-
companies this certification. The sup-
plemental appropriations request re-
quired under these sections is being
forwarded under separate cover.

America has major national interests
in peace in Bosnia. We have learned
from hard experience in this turbulent
century that America’s security and
Europe’s stability are intimately
linked. The Bosnian war saw the worst
fighting—and the most profound hu-
manitarian disaster—on that continent
since the end of the Second World War.
The conflict could easily have spread
through the region, endangering old
Allies and new democracies alike. A
larger conflict would have cast doubt
on the viability of the NATO alliance
itself and crippled prospects for our
larger goal of a democratic, undivided,
and peaceful Europe.

The Dayton framework is the key to
changing the conditions that made
Bosnia a fuse in a regional powder keg.
It is decisively in American interests
to see Dayton implemented as rapidly
as feasible, so that peace becomes self-
sustaining. U.S. leadership is as essen-
tial to sustaining progress as it has
been to ending the war and laying the
foundation for peace.

| expect the size of the overall NATO
force in Bosnia and Herzegovina will
remain similar to that of the current
SFOR. However, the U.S. contribution
would decline by about 20 percent, as
our Allies and partners continue to
shoulder an increasing share of the
burden.

Although | do not propose a fixed
end-date for this presence, it is by no
means open-ended. Instead, the goal of
the military presence is to establish
the conditions under which Dayton im-
plementation can continue without the
support of a major NATO-led military
force. To achieve this goal, we have es-
tablished concrete and achievable



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-02T14:01:36-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




