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STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR EXTERNAL AFFAIR S

ON THE MICHAEL DEAVER CASE

The Right Honourable Joe Clark, Secretary of State for
External Affairs, today rejected the attempt made b y

Mr . Whitney N . Seymour Jr ., U .S . Independent Counsel, in a letter

to Canadian Embassy Counsel of October 2, to have the Government

of Canada relinquish its sovereign rights under international law

and to allow Ambassador Alan Gotlieb to testify at the forthcoming

trial of Mr . Michael K . Deaver .

Mr . Clark said that in view of this extraordinary situation
he has decided to release Mr . Seymour's letter and the text of a
Note of protest sent to the State Department on October 9, 1987 .

(Copies attached) .
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OFFICE OF INDEPENDENT COUNSEL
llNT1 ED STATES COUR?MOt15F

OIJE MARSt{ALi. PLA(M WASHNGTON, DC 200M

October 2, 195 7

Stuart Pierson, es9 .
Verrier Liipiert B *rnhatd McPherson & Hand
1660 L Street NW, Sui tq 100 0
Washington DC 2003 6

Dear Mr . pi arson e

limited testioony by awbassador Gotli eb has forced u• to

it you •e• any sign that your client ■ight allov Mr . Cotliab

making it unnecessary for us to emphasize thes• othar •vents ,
please get in touch with us prorptlY .

As you may know, the )*aver trial in now ach eduled to eoi-
o•nco on October 19, 10-87- As you undoubtedly raalise, the
decision of the Government of Canada not to permit even

place such greater eaphaeia at trial on the unlawful acta
engaged in by D eave r when he was working for the Canadian
Gov ernment, including his various contacts with Drev Lew is
and the River Club meecing on October 2 5 , 1985, in which Mt .
Gotlieb and Mr . Doucet participated .

to give limit ed t estiaM )ny confirming the January 5 luncheon ,

MhitnaylRorth aey
in0epen ont Counse
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The Erlbaa8y of Canada prese.ate its coaplimonts

to the Departmertt of State and hao tha honour to forward

herewith a copy of a letter dated October 2, 1997 fr=

Mr . 11hitney North Seymour, Jr ., Zndapondart Counael in

United States v . Doaver, to isr . Stuart Pierson, an

attorney advisirg the Governtwnt of Canada in relation

to this mattes .

The gabaDsy drawa the Department's attention to

Mr . Soymour'e iQplied throat againat the Government of

Canada, to the effect that he will "placo euch qreater

amphaais at trial on the uulawful acte crlqaqed in by

Deavor when he was vork4rq for the Cenadian Govorn-mant"

unless the Goverrment aqroao to waiwo 1l=baDaador Gotlieb'a

i=unity and per nit hia to teetify at the trial in

relation to one 7f the counts against Mr . Deavor .

The Em3assy wishes to protest in the strongast

torms against this attQcptad intimidation of the govormment

of a savereigA a :ate exercising its aov+aroiga rights under

international lai + as recognised by the State Dapartrsnt
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itself and by Judge Thomas Ponlield Jackson in his Order

of J une 22, 1987 .

As the De>>artment is aware, the grand jur y

has not charged Mr . Deaver with any violation of the O .S .

Ethics in Governmeni . Act while under contract with the

Governiaent of Canada . As to the perjury charges that have

been laid against Mr. Deaver, these too do not relate to

his activities under that contract and in no way implicato

the Government of Gtnada . Nonatheloss, Mr . Seymour now

proposes to conduct the trial so as to foeus on "the

unlawful acts enqagcd in by Deavar when he was working for

the Canadian Goverrutent', even though Mr . Deaver doea not

stand accused of any such acts . Mr. Seymour obviously

cannot hope to conv:et Mr . Deaver on charges that have not

been laid. The roal object of his proposed shift of

emphasis appears to lie elsewhere . Thns, while the

conduct of the Goveinmont of Canada and its officialo

with regard to all i.specta of this matter is and has been

fully consistent with established norms of diplomatic

behaviour and with cinadian and U. S . law, Mr . Seymour

clearly expects that by throat©ning to 'convicts Canada of

non-existent offancs,s in the publicity surrounding a trial

in which Canada In tiot a party, he will succeed in

intimidating the Government of Canada and compel it to

give up its rights i-ncier international law .

This shoc} .ing and extraordinary tactic on th e
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part of Mr . Seymnw represents his latest attempt to bring

improper pressure to bear upon the Govarrs=ont of Canada .

It violat©s the ealrit if not the letter of Jtdge sackaon• a

Order of June 22, t .s it violatos the most-fundar.ental

principles of inte :national law and practiee and runs

counter to the or3i nary prinoipiQs of justica which Canada

and the United States hold in c(x=on .

The Etnb+ .ssy urgently requeats the Dapart=ent

of State to take a : .l necessary measures to put an and to

the throats and iaq)roper pressuras visicb Kr . Soyaour has

brought to bear upean the GovorrYaent of Canada . In partieular ,

the Embaasy reques+:s that this Mots and the attached

coacaunication from Mr . Seymour be brought to the attention

of the Attorney Goneral of the United States .

Given the extraordinary nature of the situation,

the E=sbassy reserv„Q the right to mako public this Note

and the attached cijaaunication from Mr . Soymour, if necessary .

The Smbassy of Canada availa itaelf of this

opportunity to ren-ew to the Departmnt of State the assurances

of i te highest con sidaration .

Washington, D .C .

October 9, 1987


