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Mr. Cesar rellano 
Chair a , 1~ovement for a Free 

Phil ' ppine s, Midwest 
985 Lauren Lane 

i es, Illinois 60648 

ar .. r. Arellano: 

Lnited States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

November 9, 1984 

-~ank you for your telegram to President Reagan concerning 
e ecision by COMELEC to remove Assemblyman Aquilino Pimentel 

=ro the seat to which he was elected in the parliamentary 
e ections of May, 1984. 

\e understand that the Philippine Supreme Court announced 
o ove mber 2 it would recount - the ballots in Mr. Pimentel's 
e_ection , with a view to deciding once and for all this case, 

• :ch h as been contested by one party or the other since May. 
=n aking this unprecedented action, the Court set aside a 
recent COMELEC decision to invalidate some 29,000 votes in 
t h at election. The Court also decided to bar Mr. Pimentel 
=ro returning to his Assembly seat until the matter has 
been resolved. Both COMELEC and Mr. Pimentel have protested 
iffe rent aspects of the Court's decision; however, 

~r . Pimentel indicated that he would agree to the court's 
recount if representatives of his party were permitted to 
acco pany the ballot boxex from his home constituency in 
Cagayan de Oro City to Manila. 

This is a political question of great interest in 
the Philippines. Our Embassy in Manila has spoken with 
~r . Pimentel about the matter, and will continue to follow 
developments in the case closely. 

Sincerely, 

John F. Maisto 
Director 
Philippine Affairs 
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United States Department of State 

Assistant Secretary of State 
for East Asian and Pacific Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

Novembe r 26, 1984 
Mr. Jaime N. Ferrer 
Metro Manila Council Chairman 
Filipino Democratic Party 
Cojuangco & Sons Bldg. 
De la Rosa Corner Alvarado 
Legaspi Village, Makati 
Manil a, Philippines 

Dear Mr. Ferrer: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 25, 1984, which 
contained the statement of the Filipino Democratic Party 
regarding President Reagan's remarks on the Philippines during 
the presidential debate. Your letter has been referred to this 
office for a reply. 

Before commenting on the President's remarks as cited in 
your letter, I believe it would be fair to look at the 
President's remarks about the Philippines in their entirety. 
The President's central message was first of all that the 
Philippines is a very close friend and ally of the United 
State s, and that we have good relations with the present 
government, as we have had with past Philippine governments and 
as we expect to have with future governments. He also sought 

o convey the idea that it is preferable to work closely with 
friends and allies, as the Philippines has been and continues 
to be, to assist them in righting wrongs where we can, and that 
this implies keeping our lines of communication open with all 
responsible elements of the society, not just the government. 
As I explained in an interview on National Public Radio in the 
.s. on October 26: 

" Th e President said, 'We' re better off trying to retain our 
friendship and help them right the wrongs that we see, 
rather than throwing them to the wolves.' In other words, 
h e ' s saying, let's work with this government, let's not try 
to undermine it, but at the same time let's put very strong 
advice, even in appropriate cases pressure, to produce 
change. There's a lot of change we need to see there. I 
was with the President when he met with Cardinal Sin of the 
Philippines. The Cardinal told him about his view of the 
situat ion , and it's certainly different from those of 
President Marcos. President Reagan knows that there is a 
strong, moderate, democratic element in the Philippines." 

E 
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In addressing the question concerning the potential for 
violent revolution in the Philippines, which had been posed by 
one of the interviewers, the President was focussing on what 

ight happen if the growing communist insurgency there is not 
checked and an anti-American communist regime were to come to 
power. The President did not wish to imply that there are not 
other moderate, democratic elements in the Philippines which 
are see king peaceful change in that country. On the contrary, 
he indicated that by retaining our friendship with the 
Philippines -- and this includes those moderate, democratic 
forces such as the Filipino Democratic Party-Lakas ng Bayan as 
well as the government -- and by helping Filipinos deal with 
their problems, there is the best chance of forestalling the 
possibi lity of a violent revolution in which Philippine and 
Americ an interests would both surely suffer. 

In the view of the Unit ed States, the reinvigoration of 
democ ratic institutions in the Philippines is an essential task 
which faces all Filipinos today. U.S. officials have 
repeatedly made this point in statements before the U.S. 
Congres s and in public remarks in Washington and Manila. While 
thi s task may not be an easy one, the United States continues 
to engage in an active dialogue with the Filipino people and 
ith responsible Filipino leaders of all political persuasions 

to make clear our view that the future health of the 
Philippines lies in greater openness and competition in both 
the poli tical and economic spheres. We plan to continue that 
policy as the Filipino people themselves make the hard 
decisions to restore confidence and resolve their problems. 

I have taken the liberty of enclosing a copy of the October 
26 add ress of Ambassador Stephen Bosworth to the Makati West 
Rotary Club. Because the Ambassador of the United States is 
he personal representative of the President, this speech has 

s pecial significance. It clearly and eloquently expresses the 
.s. view on democratic institutions and U.S. relations with 

the Philippines. 

I a pleased to have had this opportunity to clarify the 
Ad inistration' s policy in this most important area. Do not 
hesita e to communicate with me if you have further questions 
or co ments . I hope to have the opportunity to discuss this 
and other is s ues with you the next time I visit Manila. 

Enclosure 
As Stated 

Since 
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Bosu:c;rth, Ambassadm- to the Philip- . 
pines, befc;re th Rotary Cluh of Makati 
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1984. 

Our confidence in democracy and in the 
rule of law in our approach to the rest 
of the world is, of course, a projection of 
our own national experience. Beyond 
that however it has proven to be an ef
fective force_'.perhaps the most effective 
force-in our foreign policy. We em
phasize our support for den:ocracy _not 
only because our own experience gwes 
us great sympathy for the democratic 
aspirations of other people; we have also 
become convinced through hard ex
perience that our own national interests 
are best served through the creation and 
strengthening of functionin&' pluralistic 
democracies in other countries. 

Democracy serves as the essential 
link between our view of ourselves as a 
nation and our concept of our respon
sibilities as a global power. Global power 
and the responsibilities that go with it 
are still relatively new experiences for 
the United States. These are burdens 
which we assumed reluctantly. Indeed, 
for the first 150-odd years of our ex
istence sheltered by two oceans, we 
concentrated almost exclusively on the 
development of our own nation. But the 
relentless advance of technology, with 
all its implications for global peace, and 
the irreversible interdependence of the 
world economy drew us permanently out 
of our isolation. 

Realism and Constructive Engagement 

Our approach toward the :est of the 
world is based on the reahty that our 
own security and prosperity require our 
constructive engagement in the world 
beyond our own frontiers. Realism com
pels us to recognize that we are locked 
in a global competition with forces 
whose objectives and methods are 
diametrically opposed to the values on 
which our own society is based. Yet 
realism and concern for the future of 
humanity also compel us to search ~o: 
ways to manage that global competitwn 
peacefully, while we maintain the . 
strength necessary to deter aggression 
by our adversary. . 

Realism also compels us to recogmze 
that our own economic well-being can be 
threatened by disruption of oil supplies, 
by debt crises in countries which have 
borrowed in our c::i.pital markets, or by a 
contraction of the world trade on which 
a large and grov·ing number of 
American workers and farmers depend 
for their livelihc-od. 

But we have also learned that for 
us because of our own national ex
pe~ience, an approach toward the .rest of 
the world based only on a calculatwn of 
our own self-interest is inadequate. We 
are for better or for worse, a product of 
our' own national experience. Our coun
try was settled by people seeking . 
religious and political freedom: Our m
dependence was won by Americans . 
seeking self-government and determmed 
to control their own future. The struggle 

7 
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The Democratic Ideal 
and U.S. National Security 

October 25, 1984 

United States Department of State 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
Washington, D.C. 

Following is an address by Stephen W. 
Bosworth, Ambassador to the Philip- _ 
pines, before the Rotary Club of Makati 
West, Manila, Philippines, October 25, 
1984. 

Our confidence in democracy and in the 
rule of law in our approach to the rest 
of the world is, of course, a projection of 
our own national experience. Beyond 
that however it has proven to be an ef
fective force_:perhaps the most effective 
force-in our foreign policy. We em
phasize our support for den:ocracy _not 
only because our own experience g1"'.es 
us great sympathy for the democratic 
aspirations of other people; we have also 
become convinced through hard ex
perience that our own national interests 
are best served through the creation and 
strengthening of functioning pluralistic 
democracies in other countries. 

Democracy serves as the essential 
link between our view of ourselves as a 
nation and our concept of our respon
sibilities as a global power. Global power 
and the responsibilities that go with it 
are still relatively new experiences for 
the United States. These are burdens 
which we assumed reluctantly. Indeed, 
for the first 150-odd years of our ex
istence sheltered by two oceans, we 
concentrated almost exclusively on the 
development of our own nation. But the 
relentless advance of technology, with 
all its implications for global peace, and 
the irreversible interdependence of the 
world economy drew us permanently out 
of our isolation. 

Realism...and Constructive Engagement 

Our approach toward the rest of the 
world is based on the reality that our 
own security and prosperity require our 
constructive engagement in the world 
beyond our own frontiers. Realism com
pels us to recogniz_e _ that ~e are locked 
in a global competit10n with forces 
whose objectives and methods are 
diametrically opposed to the values on 
which our own society is based. Yet 
realism and concern for the future of 
humanity also compel us to search ~o~ 
ways to manage that gl?bal_compet1t1on 
peacefully, while we mamtam the . 
strength necessary to deter aggress10n 
by our adversary. . 

Realism also compels us to recognize 
that our own economic well-being can be 
threatened by disruption of oil supplies, 
by debt crises in countries which have 
borrowed in our c;,,pital markets, or by a 
contraction of the world trade on which 
a large and grov·ing number of 
American workers and farmers depend 
for their livelih c-od. 

But we have also learned that for 
us because of our own national ex
pe~ience, an approach toward the _rest of 
the world based only on a calculation of 
our own self-interest is inadequate. We 
are for better or for worse, a product of 
our' own national experience. Our coun
try was settled by people seeking _ 
religious and political freedom. Our m
dependence was won by Americans _ 
seeking self-government and determmed 
to control their own future. The struggle 



for the independence of the United 
States was, in a sense, a rebellion 
against the elitist principles of 18th
century Europe. That same egalitar
ianism continues to mark our society to
day, and it inevitably shapes our ap
proach toward the rest of the world . 

We are a curious tribe. We have a 
profound-some would say exorbitant
faith in the perfectibility of man. Yet we 
are intensely suspicious of the concen
tration of power, either economic or 
political. We place our faith , therefore, 
in a system of accountability which is 
based on the openness and transparency 
of government, the zeal of a free press, 
and the integrity of an independent 
judiciary. 

At the same time, we are committed 
to a process of change: technological 
change, economic change, and, 
unavoidably, political and social change. 
For us it is not a question of how to 
avoid change; it is rather a question of 
how change can best be managed and 
absorbed. It is our acceptance of change 
that perhaps most distinguishes us from 
the other nations of Europe and which 
most identifies us with the newer, 
vibrant societies of the developing 
world. We have no commitment to a 
blind, relentless defense of the status 
quo. We are realistic enough to accept 
the inevitability of change and confident 
enough to believe that change can be 
managed so as to bring benefits to the 
bulk of the population. 

Fundamental Values and 
U.S. Foreign Policy 

Our approach to the rest of the world is 
based on these same principles and con
cepts: 

• Having ourselves struggled to 
gain our independence as a nation, we 
have been a consistent champion of na
tional independence for other countries. 

• As perhaps the most pluralistic 
and diverse society the world has ever 
known, we have a strong bias toward 
pluralist democracy as a unifying system 
of government in other nations. 

• Intensely suspicious of elitist 
pretentions and the concentration of 
power, we are unwavering believers in 
the need for transparency and accounta
bility in government. 

• Ourselves the beneficiaries of 
change, we are convinced that change 
cannot be resisted. We are confident 
that, when it is accommodated in an 
open, competitive system, change is a 
positive process. 
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• As a nation committed to the rule 
of law and the peaceful settlement of 
disputes, we are opposed to the use of 
violence and subversion as instruments 
of political change. 

Pluralism, competition, change, and 
accountability have worked for us. We 
do not ee ourselves as unique. We 
believe these same principles work for 
others. 

We have also learned that, because 
of our particular national experience, 
our approach toward the rest of the 
world cannot be divorced from the fun
damental values on which our own socie
ty is ba ed. Thus, our foreign policy en
compa se an extra dimension, giving it 
a far more profound content than some 
narrow calculation of our own national 
intere t. ecretary of State George 
Shultz put it well in a recent speech on 
the objectives of American foreign policy 
when he said: 

Finally, and most importantly, among the 
broader objectives of American foreign policy 
in the coming years are goals that are not 
technical or material, but moral. The United 

tate has always stood for the rule of law as 
a ci\;Jizing force in international relations; 
our foreign policy has always embodied a 
commitment to foster democracy, freedom, 
and human rights. 

We have learned the hard way that, 
if we lo e ight of these fundamental 
value in our foreign policy, we will not 
ucceed. An American foreign policy 

which i not grounded in our own "demo
cratic values will not be supported by 
the American people and cannot be sus
tained. 

The Record of Democracy 

Skeptics and critics argue that our 
stress on democracy is either a reflec
tion of hopele s naivete, with no hope of 
realization in any but a very few coun
tries, or a cynical shield behind which 
we exercise some sort of realpolitik. But 
let's look at the facts. They show quite a 
different reality. They show that the 
democratic ideal is a powerful and effec
t ive tool of our foreign policy. 

First, it is a matter of historical 
record that democracies offer little 
threat to their neighbors. Democracies 
are able to resolve differences with one 
another through diplomacy and com
promise, without the threat or use of 
force . Thus, the promotion of democracy 
contributes directly to our interest in the 
peaceful settlement of disputes among 
nations. 

Second, it seems to us undeniable 
that democratic countries are much 
more successful in absorbing 

technological and societal change. Their 
institutions give them the internal flex
ibility and resiliency needed to accom
modate pressures from shifting internal 
constituencies. Through a process of 
pragmatic political compromise, these 
countries readjust and redefine their 
social compact, forging and reforging 
national consensus. As we have seen in 
recent years, most notably perhaps in 
Iran, those countries in which power is 
concentrated in the hands of a few and 
which lack institutional mechanisms to 
assist internal compromise are less able 
to accommodate pressures for change. 
Change may be resisted, but when it 
breaks through-as it inevitably will-it 
disrupts societies and even tears them 
asunder . 

Third, pluralistic systems are most 
effective in stimulating and sustaining 
economic growth. Because they en
courage competition and provide a proc
ess of self-correcting accountability, 
democratic societies are better able to 
avoid rigidities in economic markets and 
are better able to "deliver the goods" to 
their citizens. 

Fourth, democracy is the only truly 
effective guarantor of human rights. 
Only when those doing the governing 
are fully accountable to those being gov
erned through regular, open elections 
and an independent judicial process can 
human rights be fully secured. 

And finally, functioning democratic 
systems have proven to be a strong 
defense against communist penetration 
and subversion. People who live within a 
democratic system with individual 
freedom and guarantees of justice are 
not susceptible to the blandishments of 
Marxism-Leninism. In effect, democracy 
has proven to be the most effective doc
trine of national security. This is being 
demonstrated in El Salvador, where a 
still fragile but rapidly growing 
democratic process is cutting the ground 
from under a major communist in
surgency. 

The record of democracy in recent 
years is an encouraging, even an ex
hilarating one. In Latin America, for ex
ample, more than 90% of the population 
now live in countries which are either 
fully functioning democracies or are 
countries which are well along the road 
to democracy, with popularly elected 
governments. Five years ago, only 35% 
of Latin Americans lived under 
democratic systems. But Argentina, 
Honduras, Brazil , Bolivia, Panama, and 
El Salvador have now joined Venezuela, 



Colombia, and others in the democratic 
column. Credit for the success of 
democracy must go to Latin Americans 
themselves. They are the ones who 
worked, sacrificed, and risked. But U.S. 
support for their efforts has been 
unrelenting, and we take great satisfac
tion in the surge of this democratic 
wave. 

Democracy and the Philippines 

Our support for the establishment and 
strengthening of democratic institutions 
is not, of course, limited to Latin 
America. Here in the Philippines, the 
democratic ideal strikes deep chords of 
resonance. Democracy has a long hi tory 
in this country. We American ome
times forget that the struggle for 
democracy began well in advance of our 
own arrival here. 

The writings of Filipino patriots
like Marcelo H. Del Pilar, Jo e Rizal, 
Emilio Jacinto, and tho e of the great 
theoretician of the Philippine revolution, 
Apolinario Mabini-expound a number 
of concepts which are very familiar to 
Americans. 

• All men are born ";th unatural 
rights" which no one may usurp· 

• Governments are e tabli hed to 
protect these "natural righ ., of their 
citizens; and 

• Governments derive their power 
from the consent of the governed. 

Thus, the Filipino democratic tradi
tion is homegrown. It i not simply some 
transplanted American hybrid. 
Nonetheless, we do take ome sati fac
tion in having helped to give life and 
substance to longstanding aspirations 
for democratic government in the Philip
pines. During the early years of our co
lonial presence here and, most impor
tantly, during the commonwealth period, 

the Philippines acquired practical ex
perience in the democratic system, a 
system which continued to flourish after 
your independence. This experience with 
functioning democracy, with its roots in 
the uniquely Filipino democratic thought 
of the 19th century, constitutes a fun
damental part of your national heritage. 

It is not surprising, therefore, that 
there is now such a strong national ef
fort to revitalize your democratic institu
tions and to assure that they function 
fully. It is similarly not surprising that 
the United States, by reason of our own 
values, our unique experience here in 
the Philippines, and our unwavering 
faith in the strength of democracy, fully 
and unswervingly supports this Filipino 
effort. 

It is clear, I believe, that a process 
of political change is underway in this 
country. It is not necessary or, indeed, 
appropriate for us to express our views 
on each issue as it arises. That is the 
responsibility and prerogative of the 
Filipino people, speaking and acting 
through their own institutions and ex
pressing their judgment in free , open 
elections. 

But as friends and as passionate 
observers of events here, we do conclude 
that the process of change is healthy 
and constructive. There i:; a greater 
degree of pluralism in the political 
system. There is an increasing 
transparency in the process of public ad
ministration. And there is, just this 
week, new, dramatic evidence of prog
ress in the strengthening of a process of 
accountability. These are all trends 
which can only add to your national 
strength, to the international credibility 
of your nation and government, and to 
the reconciliation of national differences. 
We recognize that many Filipinos are 
concerned about the pace of change. 
Some consider it too slow and some fear 

it may be too rapid. That is a balance 
you will strike yourselves through the in
terplay of your political process. 

Conclusion 

One final point: we remain convinced 
that here in the Philippines, as in many 
other countries, a vigorous, functioning 
democratic system is not only feasible 
but must, and, indeed, will be achieved. 
Here in the Philippines, democracy can 
be your national security doctrine. 

In his classic work, El 
Filibusterismo, Jose Rizal wrote: 

Governments are established for the 
welfare of the people, and in order to ac
complish this purpose they have to follow the 
suggestions of the citizens, who are the ones 
best qualified to understand their own needs. 

That thought is the linchpin of the 
democratic ideal. It is the concept on 
which our own government is based, and 
it is clearly the preferred concept of 
government of the overwhelming majori
ty of the Filipino people. 

You can count on our firm, unwaver
ing support. We do not seek to 
substitute our judgment for yours, but 
we consider ourselves activists in the 
struggle for democracy. As President 
Reagan put it when he addressed the 
British Parliament in 1982: "We must be 
staunch in our conviction that freedom is 
not the sole prerogative of a lucky few 
but the inalienable and universal right of 
all human beings." ■ 

Published by the United States Department 
of State • Bureau of Public Affairs 
Office of Public Communication • Editorial 
Division• Washington, D.C. • November 1984 
Editor: Cynthia Saboe • This material is in 
the public domain and may be reproduced 
without permission; citation of this source is 
appreciated. 
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Plliplno•X.ABAN . 
.31 v PILIPINO DEMOCRATIC PARTY - LAKAS NG BAYAN 

~ ~ October 25, 1984 

His Exce 11 ency 
The President of the United States 

Of America 
The White House 
#1 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, District of Columbia 
U. S. A. 

Dear President Reagan: 

8430122 

Following is a statement the Pilipino Democratic Party-Lakas ng Bayan 
(PDP-LABAN) is releasing to media 26 October intended to address your position 
regarding the Philippine situation during your second debate with Democratic 
Party nominee Walter Mondale: 

(start of statement) 

In last Sunday's televised debate between Republican Party 
President Ronald Reagan of the United States of America and 
Democratic Party nominee Walter Mondale, President Reagan 
in reference to the Philippine situation categorically 
stated that despite some reservations, the United States 
must maintain its support of Filipino Presideot Ferdinand 
Marcos because the only alternative at this time is a 
communist takeover. 

President Reagan further stated and I quote 11 In the 
Philippines, the United States was better off ••• trying 
to retain our friendsh4p and help them right the wrongs 
we see, rather than throwing them to the wolves and then 
facing a communist power in the Pacific" unquote. 
Furthermore, President Reagan stated and again I quote 
"there is every evidence, every indication that that 
government (referring to his alleged alternative to the 
Marcos regime) would be hostile to the United States and 
that would be a severe-blow to our abilities in the Pacific." 
Unquote. 

Ladies and gentlemen, despite an attempted softening PR 
job by the US State Department to diffuse the American 
President's statement - the harm and the damage have been 
inflicted on the Filipino people and the Philippine 
Moderate opposition. And we of the Pilipino Democratic 
Party - Lakas ng Bayan, PDP-LABAN cannot allow the American 
President's statement to go unchallenged. 

For to let President Reagan's statement go unchallenged is 
to insult the clear cut majority of Filipino voters who 
opted last May to undertake a democratic exercise. 

For to let President Reagan 1 s statement go unchallenged 
is to belittle the many who have sacrificed their lives, 
their fortunes, the company of their loved ones in order 
to protect during that election the sanctity of the ballot -
the ballot 1 

- that very soul and essence of Democracy. 
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For to let President Reagan's statement go unchallenged is to 
discard totally the very foundations of Filipino values which 
continue to this date to be basically conservative, God
fearing, God-loving and still very family-oriented; values 
so firmly rooted that it will reject a communist ideology 
so diametrically opposed to it. 

For to let President Reagan's statement go unchallenged is to 
trample on the blood that Ninoy Aquino willingly shed - a 
supreme offering he made out of his faith in Philippine 
Democracy and the democratic tradition of his people. 

For to let President Reagan's statement go unchallenged is to 
forfeit the glorious tradition handed this nation by its founding 
heroes; a tradition of struggle and sacrifice so that this 
nation can be free. Not red, but free. 

For to let President Reagan's statement go unchallenged is 
to condone the sinister barter of Filipino freedom and 
democracy for American protection and interest. 

For to let President Reagan's statement go unchallenged is 
to annul and to void the very existence of this party -
the PDP-LABAN - a truly Pilipino and truly democratic party 
so founded on a five point ideology in order to offer this 
country an alternative to the totalitarian options given by 
the extreme right and the extreme left. 

The American President's statement - a classic Freudian slip 
if you prefer to call it a slip - is the synthesis of that 
over-simplistic American point of view that has allowed 
precisely the Vietnams, the Irans and the Nicaraguas that 
today it tends to associate with the Philippine situation. 

When the Buddhist monks in Vietnam were igniting themselves 
in protest, America preferred to call them communists. 

In Iran, America so desperately tried to prop-up a Shah 
that has lost the popular mandate of his people; in the 
end so pathetically attempting to replace the Shah with 
a moderate who had never had the chance, the time and the 
support to establish a solid po l itical base. 

We of the PDP-LABAN are committed to safeguard against 
a repeat of American miscalculations in this country -
not for the sake of American interest in this country but 
for the sake of the majority of the Filipino people and 
their aspirations. 

We of the PDP-LABAN are committed to safeguard against a 
repeat in this country of American failures in history not 
for the sake of the 220 million Americans 10,000 miles away 
but for the sake of the 52 million Filipinos who partonize 
neither extreme right nor extreme left dictatorships. But 
who merely aspire to enjoy their tradition of freedom and 
democracy. 



-3-

We of the PDP-LABAN ask that President Reagan look more 
closely into this country for there is more to this 
country than a few reds and one Marcos. 

We of the PDP-LABAN ask that President Reagan look more 
closely at this Mr. _ Marcos he so proudly patronizes and 
perhaps he will see the blood of Ninoy Aquino which is 
now upon Mr. Marcos. 

We of the PDP-LABAN ask: What of the American people 
and their vaunted tradition of freedom and democracy? 
Does the entitlement to those Jeffersonian principles 
confine itself strictly within American shores? 

Lastly, we of the PDP-LABAN ask that American intervention 
in Philippine affairs cease. We do not ask for American 
help to fight Mr. Marcos, only for America to cease 
aiding Mr. Marcos 1 

Mr. Marcos is a Philippine problem and can be solved with 
Philippine solutions. But if we must fight America too 
in order to be free of Mr. Marcos, then so be it. But the 
choice is America's as to whether Filipinos must also 
fight Americans in order to be rid of Mr. Marcos. 

(end of statement) 

It is to be hoped Mr. President that at the earliest you will reconsider your 
position in light of the fact that the dominant majority of the Filipino 
people remain opoosed to all forms of totalitarianism, be it that of Mr. 
Marcos or the communists. 

Thank You. 

Very truly yours, 

PDP-LABAN -==- -----

BER OF PARLIAME FERRER 
Metro Manila Counc Chairman 
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N ATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

September 27, 1984 

FOR SALLY KE~Y ...-.Afa'1,n. -fa\ 
~~RT~M. t~~Tlf" .. 

Response to Emilio Yap 

draft reply at Tab A from State Department is forwarded 
edification for dispatch to Mr. Yap. 

~ac ents 

_ab Draft State Response 
-ab Incoming Material 
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1;,{EMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

September 26, 1984 

ACTIO 

IBMORANDUM FOR BOB KIMMITT 

FROM : DICK CHILDRESS@ -

SUBJECT: Response to Emilio Yap 

Recommend you sign the memorandum at Tab I to Kelley. 

Gas t on Si~curs. 

Approve+ Disapprove 

Attachments 

I 
Ta b 
Ta b 

I I 

Kimmitt/Kelley Memorandum 
A Draft State Response 
B Incoming Material 
State Cover Memorandum dated 

cc: Gaston Sigur 

9/25/84 



SUGGESTED REPLY 

Dear Mr. Yap: 

Thank you very much for your August 10 letter to President 

Reagan. . 
u c... ,;0,A;.,..-., . ~ ~,~ ,,.., ~ ~ ~ ~ .. ~-.. , 

~oia are certa1 orrect in your Judgrnen~al Lhe United 
~ . ;· ';:-o -'..,. J;,,..-() J_ ~-t;~ ~ ~ J,~..p ,,,ti--/-,~ ~ 
·st":t 4oks fol'ward Lo the fun:/re establi sltnce'rfrof democl'at:4-c 
.t?-°--r-e.d, ~,-1. 
Htst1tut1ons in tbe PbiJippineE· The recent elections 

demonstrated the continuing faith of the Filipino people in the 

democratic system. It is our fervent hope that the Filipinos 

will continue to revitalize and renew these institutions as 

they face the political decisions of the future. As you know, 

Americans identify strongly with nations which share a 

tradition of democratic values. That is why our bonds with the 

Philippines are strong. 

Many thanks for your warm regards, and best wishes to you 

in your new position.as Cllairmaa of the Beare}< 

Sincerel~ you~ 

Mr. Emilio T. Yap, 
Chairman of the Board, 

Bulletin Publishing Corporation 
P. o. Box 769, 

Manila, Philippines • 
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Bob Kimmitt 
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Tom Shull 

Wilma Hall 
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Bob Kimmitt 

NSC Secretariat 
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I = Information 

National Security Council 
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(Classification) 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT 

RAN. TTAL FORM" 4 SEP 25 , J . S/S 8424177 

Date September 25, 1984 

For: Mr. Robert 
National Security Council 
The Whit e House 

Reference: 

To: The President From: Emilio T. Yap 

Date: 10 Aua 84 Subject: LTR TO PRES FM YAP RE -~---"-------------
ASSISTANCE I N FURTHERING PHILIPPINE/AMERICAN 

WH Referral Dated: 31 Aug 84 NSC ID# 8406477 
(if any)-

The attached item was sent directly to the 
Department of State. 

Action Taken: 

xx A draft reply is attached. __ ......,. 

e arks: 

A draft reply will be forwarded. 

A translation is attached. 

An information copy of a direct reply is attached. 

We believe no response is necessary for the reason, 
cited below. 

The Department of State has no objection to the 
proposed travel. 

Other. 

Executive Secretary 

(Classification) 
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REFERRAL 
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DATE: 31 AUG 8 

MEMORANDUM FOR: STATE SECRETARIAT 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION: 

KEYWORDS: PHILIPPINES 

TO: PRESIDENT 

SOURCE: YAP, EMILIO T 

DATE: 10 AUG 84 

MP 

SUBJ : LTR TO PRES FM YAP RE ASSISTANCE IN FURTHERING PHILIPPINE/ AMERICAN 

REQUIRED ACTI ON : RECOMMENDATIONS FOR DRAFT REPLY 

DUEDATE : 06 SEP 84 

COMME TS : 

(2'-.1tur},tz 
FOR ROBERT M. KIMMITT 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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ULLETIN PUBLISHING CORPORATION 
Muralla Cor. Recoletos Sts., lntramuros, Manila Philippines 

P.O. Box 769, Manila Phil ippines 

EMILIO T. YAP 
Chairman of the Board 

Cable Address : " BULLETIN" 
Telex o. 12325-0 · 
Tdephonc Nos.: 47- 15-51 to 55 

Persona l August 10, 1984 

Hon . Ronald Reagan 
President of e nited States 

Dear 

:>. C . 

e ident, 

-: e rig . Gen . Hans M. Menzi., my late partner and Publisher 
._e ·. '.:'oday, the Phil i ppines leading daily newspaper, visited 

:> .C. during President Marcos state visit, you kindly 
riva tely . Sometime before he passed away June 2 7, 1984 

Ge .. _ ~e. zi old me about your careful interest in the Philippines. We 
are !X>-. eassured to know that even though the Phili ppines is no longer 

.A . , you still consider the welfare and security of the 
blic crucia l to the future of democracy and peace in the 

ce I have succeeded Gen. Menzi as Chairman of the Board on 
J _9 . after 22 y ears as Director and Vice Chairman, I would like 

.. <. o that any time we can be of assistance in furthering Phili ppine/ 
:riendly relations and mutual well being we are always available. 
s here beli eve that the future of democracy depends most 
y upon the su premacy of civilian leadershi p . This fundamental 
~hich is enshrined in the American Constituti:on and in our own 

e Constitu tion deserves continuing emphasis by the World 
leaders, especially y our goods elf. 

·n the Bulletin wish you a long, healthy and effective life in 
your os important post. 

Ki dest regards . 

Very sincerely yours, 

Philippine 
panorama 



-
Emilio T. Yap 

Chairman of the Boa r d 

PHILIPPINE PRESIDENT LINES , INC. 
P.O. Box 4248 ,, Tel 50 9 p p . . · - 0-11 

United N· t· ' · L. Building .. , ions Ave. corner S M . . 

PHILTRUST BA I( 
PHILIPPINE TRUS 

Manila, Philippin"e~ a1cehno S t . 

P hi_ltrust Bank Bu.ildiT CO.\fP ANy 

Un1 t_ed Nal:i'?ns Ave..~ 
Ma nila. Pb1h1>1>ines rner San Marcelino St. 

Telephone : 
50-90-11 
57-39-61 ~ 

Emilio T. Yap 
Chairman of the ,Board CABLE ADDRESS: 

''PHILPRES'' 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO PoRT AuTHORITY 

Tales pleasure in presenting to 

'Emi!lo 'I: Yap 
In recognition of invaluable, unselfish and lasting 
contributions to the maritime industry and to the 
development of world trade through ocean commerce 

THE ORDER OF MARITIME MERIT 
with the rank of 

Done at the Port of San Francioco 
tt,;, Scvwtb, d•y of 

'n~ in the ,ear 1968 

Commander 

COMMIIIJONlal 

IAN ••ANCIICO roaT AUTIIOalTT 



NSC/S PROFILE UNCLASSIFIED 
• 

TO PRESIDENT FROM YAP, EMILIO T 

ID 8406477 

RECEIVED 28 AUG 84 16 

DOCDATE 10 AUG 84 

KEY\ OROS: PHILIPPINES MP 

SUBJECT : LTR TO PRES FM YAP RE ASSISTANCE IN FURTHERING PHILIPPINE/ AMERICAN 

RELATIONS 

COMME S 

REF 

FOR ACTION 

CHILDRESS 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

6478 y:- ~ 
WA:::HINGTO N -{!&/4 

ear r . Morton: 

October 15, 1984 
dL~3~ 
~ 

/?§tft:J6-/? 
e tter to President Reagan has been referred to me for/ c:!7/'CS-t}J 

The best way to respond to , your concern is to point /1,.£,, 
h a t a strain of anti-Americanism has been a consistent, 

a_~ gh decidedly minor, theme in PhiliP.pine domestic politics 
s · ce it s independence in 1946. Certain elements opposed to 
?resident Marcos are currently playing upon this theme as one 

weaken popular support for the present government. 
-e eo not believe the catch phrases such as "Reagan/Marcos 
ic atorship" represent a majority view among the Philippine 

_os ition groups, with whom we generally carry on a quite 
==ee ad o pen dialogue. 

of the c l ose and continuing bilateral relationship which 
o r wo countries enjoyed since the beginning of this century 
co si s t s of economic and military assistance. With regard to 
~.e =armer, most of this aid is used for projects directly 
be e fit t ing the Filipino people such as school construction, 

works, farm-to-market roads, public markets, water and 
s y stems and power generation plants. The military aid 
:ae e nables the Philippine armed forces, which are 

re a i e ly ill-equipped, to carry out their modernization 
prograra . .e ha v e also responded to the Philippines' economic 

F 
a 
d 

eeds b seeking , within the limits of United States law and 
o ma Ke a v ailahle to the Philippine economy the 

eede d t o help overcome its current economic problems. 

nited States has made it clear, both publicly 
diplomacy, that strengthening of the 

rocess ad institutions is the key to resolution 
proble s left i n the wake of the Aquino assas-

s ina :o . ro g s ccessiv e Administrations, the United 
States as bee a fr" e nd a nd ally of the Philippines and of 
the Fi: _eop e . e e xpect to continue this close relation-

o co e . 

I hooe ta ti s r espo ds fully to your concerns. I have 
enclosed a cop_ o= assador Stephe n Bo s wor t h's latest speech 
in the Ph~~ipp:nes o ~ .. e sub ' ect of Uni ted Stat es-Philippine 
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re_at·ons . I am sure that you will find this speech of use. 
a _~ ou for writing, and best wishes. 

E closure 

Mr . George H. Morton 

Sincerely, '--/} //'. ':ti t,__1/ · /,.,/A j \_,.-""vt--~ ~~/ 0,.,- ~ -

,,Rober~ C- 6~arlane · 

Central Luzon Media Association 
C/ O RAO 3rd CSG/CDR 
APO San Francisco, California 96274 
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ATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

FOR ROBERT C. MCFARLANE 

RICHARD CHILDRES@ 

September 13, 1984 

Letter from George Morton re the Philippines 

::I is a letter to the President from George Morton of 
e ral Luzon Media Association concerning the Philippines. 
ested a draft reply from State (Tab II) which required 
· imal change. 

~er provides us an opportunity to put some important 
on the public record. 

Karna~mall concur. 

_ a ou sign the letter at Tab I. 

pprove ____ _ 

ac ents 

McFarlane/Morton Letter 
State Response 

Disapprove 

.ab 
ab 
ab T ..... _ .... Morton Letter to the President dated 8/17/84 

cc: Gaston Sigur 
Karna Small 
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A draft reply will be forwarded. 
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cited below. 

The Department of State has no objection to the 
proposed travel. 

Other. 
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This is y first opportunity to address a Philippine audience 
since I assumed my responsibilities here as the United States 

bassador. I would like to take this occasion to talk a bit 
a bout U.S.-Philippine relations -- to try to place the 
relationship and my job in context. 

It wo uld be presumtuous of me to make any detailed observations 
abou t the Philippines after so short a time here. (In fact, I 
sen se that the American Ambassador takes some risk in 
c o enting on events in the Philippines no matter how long he 

as been here.) 

h erefore, today, I would like to concentrate primarily on the 
U.S. side of our relationship -- to place in focus the factors 
hi ch determine how we view the Philippines, our interests 

h ere, and our objectives. 

A GLOBAL PERSPECTIVE 

First, it is essential to stress that U.S. attitudes and 
policies toward the Philippines must be seen within the overall 
context of our global policies. Our policies here -- what we 
do, what we don't do -- are affected by unique bilateral 
factors, but they are also an integrated part of our global 
policies and global outlook. 

The U.S. is a global power with global responsibilities. We 
have accepted this role reluctantly over the past forty years. 
As a people, we had traditionally been most comfortable when we 
were able to occupy ourselves with our domestic concerns, 

\ 

heeding George Washington's advice to avoid foreign 
entanglements. We did not always follow that advice, of 
course. Indeed, our initial involvement in the Philippines was 
the result of one of our brief periods of extra-continental 
adventurism, an episode which was extremely controversial in 
the United States. The debate was in fact only resolved with 
the final decision to grant full independence to the 
Philippines. Moreover, the issues of that debate are ones 
which are still thrashed over in our national dialogue on U.S. 
foreign policy. There are forces in our society which continue 
to insist that the exercise of power by the United States is, 
by definition, interventionism and to be avoided. This 
nee-isolationist school was particularly potent in the years 
immediately following our unsuccessful effort to prevent a 
communist Vietnam. 

'-
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~ut in the four decades following World War II, there has been, 
for the most part, a consensus in the U.S. on the need to 
accept a heavy responsibility for the fostering of a more 
orderly world, the maintenance of peace, and the building of a 
prosperous world economy. We have not tried to shoulder that 

rden alone. We have allied ourselves with other free nations 
in Europe, Latin America, and Asia -- including, of course, our 
i portant treaty commitments with the Philippines -- to 
construct a network of common defense. And we have joined with 
these same countries to construct and maintain an international 
trading and financial system which accepts the reality of 
interdependence, the inevitability of change, and the benefits 
of co petition . This system, which includes the World Bank, 
t e IMF, the GATT, and other global and regional institutions, 
has in general served us all well. We have suffered brief 
periods of recession and hardship, but we should not lose sight 
of the fact that this international economic system has given 

s all, developing as well as developed countries, forty years 
of unparalleled economic growth in the world. 

he central role of the United States in the maintenance of 
this Post -World War II system for political order and economic 
advancement does, however, create certain constraints on our 
policies toward individual countries. While remaining 
attentive to special bonds of history and friendship, we mus~ 
recognize that what we do with_ any one country cannot be 
isolated from our relationships with others. For us, no change 
occurs in a vacuum, and any individual action by us has 
consequences elsewhere. We have learned that, in an extremely 
co plex and interdependent world, we cannot change just one 
thing. Each action has consequences. 

Si ilarly, there is a special requirement for consistency and 
constancy in our foreign policy. We cannot ~ngage in abrupt 
changes in our policies. Our friends must know where the 
United States stands now, and must be able to predict where we 
will stand in the future -- how we will react to unexpected 
events. It is perhaps even more important in this nuclear age 
that our adversaries know how we will react, what we will 
accept, and what we will not tolerate. 

AMER_ICAN VALUES 

This brings me to the second factor that shapes our relations 
with the rest of the world -- our own experience in 
nation-building and the democratic values on which our own 
society is founded. 



- 4 -

For us, economi c and political freedom are not merely handy 
instru ents by which we have become prosperous and politically 
vibrant. Economic and politial freedom are essential to the 
very existence of so vast and heterogeneous a nation as ours. 

e de ocratic idea unites us as a nation. The reality of 
freedo allows an incredible diversity of people to live 
together in unprecedented harmony but with the creative energy 
fro which our nation derives its strength. 

e have learned through bitter experience that America is 
nable to sustain a foreign policy that is inconsistent with 

its unifying notions about economic and political freedom. We 
can relate most effectively only to those countries which have 
basic values similar to ours and which practice similar 
politi cal and economic systems. While our feelings about 
de ocracy, fundamental rights of the individual, and economic 
systems may seem like the warm embrace of a bull elephant to 
so e of our friends, these feelings are derived from our own 
deeply held values and cannot be put aside. 

h ere are in effect two underlying concepts that are central to 
erica's world view -- accountability and change. One must 

understand how our concepts of change and accountability shape 
our society in order to fully understand our policies. We are 
a people that has lived with and benefitted from change as have 
few others. We spent the first century or so of our 
independence conquering a nearly empty continent so that change 

as erely a matter of filling up, spreading out, leaving 
behind and starting anew, rather that tearing down or 
rearranging. Change came to us with little pain. 

So we are perhaps impatient and not as understanding as we 
ought to be when others seem less anxious to embrace the change 

e see as an inevitable and progressive process. Yet even as 
change has involved greater difficulty and dislocation for us 
in the post-war ·world, our view is constantly reinforced. The 
ore interdependent the world has become, the more powerful are 

its creative forces. That creativity has let loose relentless 
technologi cal and economic change. Societies that do not learn 
to anage that change will be either broken apart or left 
behind. Unfortunately, there are those who have become expert 
at preying on societies that do not learn to manage change 
peacefully. 
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The Ph1l1pp1ne D1mens1on 

Our global role, our fundamental values, and our own unifying 
national concepts are then major determinants of American 
foreign policy, and of our relations with other countries. In 
the case of our relations with the Philippines, there is, of 
course, an additional factor -- the unique closeness of our two 
countries. There exists the powerful historical reality of the 
colonial period and our shared suffering and common victory in 
orld War II. An ever-growing majority of our populations, 

however, have no personal connection with these bonds of 
history. But the dimming memories of the past have not 
resulted in erosion of our close ties. 

To the contrary, we now have what might be called an "invisible 
relationship" -- one which is often unnoticed in the bustle of 
our daily activities and one which may be even more powerful as 
a unifying force than flows of trade and investment and common 
security commitments. There are now some 30,000 Americans 
permanently residing in the Philippines -- more than twice the 
number here at the height of the colonial period. There are 
some 150,000 visits back and forth each year by Americans and 
Filipinos, and, in what one might call "Close Encounters of the 
Romantic Kind," some 4,000 Americans marrying Filipinos each 
year here in the Philippines. Above all, of course, there are 
almost one million Filipinos living in the United States. Some 
35,000 Filipinos immigrate to the U.S. each year, and Filipinos 
now make up the second largest, but fastest growing, 
Asian-American population in the United States. 

The implications for the future of the bilateral relationship 
of all these people to people ties are powerful. We are 
increasingly interlocked in a web of 
historical/personal/emotional ties which influence American 
attitudes and expectations for the Philippines and Filipino 
attitudes and expectations for the United States. In addition, 
I should mention that our attitudes toward the Philippines, are 
of course, influenced positively by the cooperative, mutually 
beneficial relations we have had with every government of the 
Philippines since your independence. 

Many countries in Latin American are having great difficulty 
managing change. Europe, at times, seems to be attempting to 
avoid change, but at great cost in lost income and 
competitiveness. Asia, on the other hand, has for the most 
part exuberantly embraced change and, as a - result, has become 
vibrant and looks to the future with confidence and optimism. 
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While the super economies in Asia are the most interdependent 
countries in the world, they managed to weather the 
international shocks of the past decade without great 
disruption. 

e other element in the American world view, one must 
nderst and to grasp fully our policies is our concept of 

accountability. Our views on accountability are products of 
or English heritage. The English left us the philosophical 
tradition of Bacon, Locke, Hume, Mill, and Burke -- devoid of 
ro anticism, but optimistic; trusting reason, but aware of 
h an limit s. We do not trust systems that do not assure that 
people are accountable for their decisions. We seek leaders 
·ho are accountable through democratic procedures, economic 

decisions that can stand the test of competition in the 
arketplace, and ideas that are subjected to free debate. 

So e relish change and competition and as a result are a 
revolutionary people in a revolutionary age. We are difficult 
friends to have. We recognize that. Greater economic and 
political competition doesn't make life simpler. But it does 
allo change to occur gradually rather than in large disruptive 
j ps. Change often hurts, transforms, rearranges power and 
opens up political and economic competition. These things are 
not always welcomed by those who are most comfortable under the 
status quo. 

For this reason anti-market, anti-liberal movements were born 
al ost simultaneous with liberalism. The most articulate 
anti-liberal was Marx, but anti~liberalism has appeared in many 
for s -- fascism, nazism, and in other forms of extreme 
nationali sm. The differences between the isms is in their 
rationali zations, not in their methods or objectives. 

Conclusions 

Despite the complexity of factors which shape United States 
policy toward the Philippines, the objectives of that policy 
can be stated quite simply. 

First, we support the efforts of the Philippine people and the 
Philippine Governmemt to revitalize the country's democratic 
institutions. Our attachment to the democratic ideal which is 
so important to our world view is even stronger here where we 
consider perhaps in our vanity we had a certain historical 
responsibility for the birth and nurturing of democratic values 
and institutions. While the pace of democratic revitalization 
and the precise shape of Institutions are the exclusive 
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sovereign responsibility of the Philippine people, we consider 
that we have a stake in your success. 

In a few days, the newly elected Batasan Pambansa will 
co vene. As an outsider, I should not and will not comment on 
any of the individual contests by which the members of the new 
national assembly were chosen. However, l think l can safely 
and fairly state that the elections were an unequivocal 
reaffirmation by the Philippine people of their commitment to 
de ocracy. l would be surprised if the assembly hall is not a 
far livelier place than it has been in the recent past. 
l portant, difficult issues will have to be addressed. But the 
elections themselves, and the process leading up to them, offer 
reason to expect that these issues can be tackled within a 
fra e ork of vigorous debate and democratic give and take. 
ibrant legislatures do not make governing easier, but they can 
ake it better. The democratic process creates accountability 

and provide s a way to manage change constructively. 

he process of democratic revitalization has been successfully 
launched. An important first step has been taken -- one in 
hich the only real losers were those who rejected democracy or 

had insuffi cient ~aith in the strength of democratic ideals in 
the Philippines. Clearly, more remains to be done. It can 
only be done by Filipinos, but we will be observing with 
interest and our own faith in the efficacy of the democratic 
syste will not waver. 

As a second element of our policy, we support the efforts of 
the Philippine people and government to overcome current 
econo ic difficulties and create a basis for stable, long-term 
gro th. Success in this effort will not come easily or without 
cost. The United States is prepared to provide in the future, 
as e have in the past, what material assistance we can. 

Overco ing the immediate financial problem will be difficult, 
but certainly not impossible. This is a country rich in 
resources and human talent and you will have the distinct 
advantage of going through your economic adjustment program 
when uch of the rest of the world, including your most 
important export markets, is expanding strongly. In fact, it 
sees to us that this is a time of major opportunity for the 
Philippines. We cannot help but believe that the Philippine 
econo y can turn around faster than even the most optimistic 
might predict. our world view and our national experience give 
us confidence that the turnaround will flow almost inevitably 
out of the release of individual creativity and entrepreneurial 
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spirit. If some of the constraints on the full exploitation of 
that potential are removed, the rational competition of the 
arket and the accountability it will provide can lay a 

foundation for the sort of stable economic growth so necessary 
for the well-being of your growing population. 

Finally, the solemn U.S.-Philippine mutual defense commitment 
re ains important to our policy here. Founded on a shared 
strategic outlook, this partnership continues as a major 
stabilizing factor in southeast Asia and beyond. Over the 
years, the evolutionary changes in U.S.-Philippine relations 
have been reflected in changes at Clark Air Base and Subic 

aval Base. The 1979 amendment to our military bases agreement 
una biguously established that Clark and Subic are Philippine 
bases under Philippine command. As you know, our governments 
carried out a successful review of the agreement last year. 

For the Philippines and its partners in ASEAN, and for the 
United States, the real and growing Soviet military presence in 
the waters and airspace of southeast Asia is a matter of 
long-term concern. Fifteen years ago, ' Soviet warships rarely 
sailed so far south. Soviet reconnaisance aircraft were not 
aking use of facilities only 1,300 kilometers from Manila, and -

there was -no Vietnamese army occupying Kampuchea nor a Soviet 
army occupying Afghanistan. 

Our Mutual Defense Treaty continues to provide the overall 
framework for coordinating the U.S.-Philippines security 
relationship. We view our alliance as mutually beneficial. 
U.S. security concerns are global, and reach far beyond Clark 
and Subic. However, in today's increasingly interdependent 
world, the Philippines too must concern itself with its ability 
to use sea lines of communication to supply itself with oil 
from the Persian Gulf and for its otner imports and exports. 

While I believe that most Filipinos favor continued U.S. use of 
Clark and Subic, I am also aware that there are some in the 
Philippines who are concerned that the presence of military 
facilities might somwhow involve your country in "other 
peoples' wars." In fact, I am certain that the reality is 
otherwise. Not only do the facilities greatly reduce the 
danger of external agression against the Philippines, they 
also, as part of a worldwide network of U.S. strategic 
facilities, contribute to the deterence of conflict and 
avoidance of a miscalculation which could lead to a war in 
which all nations, including the 
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·Philippines, would suffer grave damage. If, working together 
in our mutual defense arrangements, we can reduce the 
possibility for such a catastrophe, we will make a major 
contribution to world peace and the well-being of our children. 

There is a brief and necessarily simplified description of the 
American perspective on the U.S.-Philippine relationship. 
Above all, we see this as a relationship between sovereign 
nations based on mutual respect and common values. It is 
occasionally a relationship which is difficult to manage, for 
us, as well as for the Philippines. As I said, we are 
sometimes difficult friends to have. But we are friends on 
whom you can count. We will honor our commitments, and we will 
be true to our values. 



s REPLY 

Jea r. orton: 

or letter to President Reagan has been referred to me 

for ep y . The best way to respond to your concern is to point 

o at a strain of anti-Americanism has been a consistent, 

o gh decidedly minor, theme in Philippine domestic politics 

ce its independence in 1946. Certain elements opposed to 
·,£.:{ M~.s 

~fl~ Mareea Ee9imQ are currently playing upon this theme as one 

ac ic to weaken popular support for the present government. 

e do not believe the catch phrases such as "Reagan/Marcos 

Jictatorship" represent a majority view among the Philippine 

opposition groups, with whom we generally carry on a quite free 

ad open dialogue.eR issl:ics of common ceRo4c.(ll. 

Part of the close and continuing bilateral relationship 

which our two countries enjoyed since the beginning of this 

Mr. George H. Morton, 

Central Luzon Media Association, 

C/O RAO 3rd CSG/CDR, 

APO San Francisco, California . 



ce ~ r, co sists of economic and military assistance. With 

reJ r o e former, most of this aid is used for projects 

enefitting the Filipino people such as school 

co on, public works, farm-to-market roads, public 

a~ ater and sewage systems and power generation plants. 

=~e ary aid we provide enables the Philippine armed 

: res,· hich are relatively ill-equipped, to carry out their 

zation program. We have also responded to the 

nes' economic needs by seeking, within the limits of us 

~a a ~ resources, to make available to the Philippine economy 

e ~ · q idity needed to help overcome its current economic 

ro .es. 

inally , the United States has made it clear, both 

c y and through private diplomacy, that strengthening of 

t e e ocratic process and institutions is the key to 

reso tion of political problems left in the wake of the Aquino 

assassination. Through successive administrations, the United 

States bas been a friend and ally of the Philippines and of the 

Fi ip · no people. We expect to continue this close relationship 

in the years to come. 

I hope that this responds fully to your concerns. I have 

enclosed a copy of Ambassador Stephen Bosworth's latest speech 



i 

r 

e ? . · . ippines on the subject of US-Philippine relations. 

s re that you will find this speech of use. Thank you for 

, ad best wishes. 

Sincerely yours, 
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President of the United States 
onald Reagan 

Executive Office of the President 
Washin~on, D.C. 20500 

Dear .r. President: 

I an A erican Citizen who is actively involved in the Philippine Media, 
haYing been writing for a provincial pa.per (THE VOICE) for .t,he 1past seven · 
yea.rs. I a also a member in good standing of the Central Luzon Media 
Associat on; The Angeles City Press and Radio Club (Vice President of Print 

ed ); and the Pampa.nga Press Club (Business Manager). 

Kr. Presi ent,__...llly: coJ.l.eagues-and_!_wexe_wonderin if it would be ossible 
for ou to co ent, within diplomatic reason, about the common phraseused 
in the Philippines, "The Reagan/Marcos Dictatorship." - · 

Many of the "opposition" are not only against President Marcos, but they 
are indignant about the aid given the Marcos government by the Unite~ 
ta s. t de onstrations and rallies, as I am sure you are aware, placards 

:procla ing "Down With American Imperialism•• , and "Down With The Reagan/Marcos 
Dictavorship." I don't a~e with this type of thinking but I must remember 

ha· I a thinking as an American and not a Filipino. 

At a . otarv Club eetin,; in November 19~3, former U.S. Ambassador to the 
Phili ,ic el Armacost was asked, "Why does the Reagan Administration 

os re~ when the United States is a free and democratic 

basically the U.S. "deals with duly 
, and in the Philippines the Marcos admin

os so the U.S. llllst deal with the duly 
e p sized to these in the Rotary here in 
rn nt did not have anything to do with 

It appears at present tha the "opposition" favors the Mondale ticket in 
Nove ber. ey see to think that the Democratic party will give the 
Philippines a better break. I suppose that means they feel tl'-1at there 
would be no "Mondale/Marcos Dictatorship", so to speak. The ruling party 
of President Marcos is behind your administration. 

Houm .;1)\1. I lu11 l·.th•·l,111 llldg. ( ;,.11 I lv,111 \\t ' llll(' 

~-Ill Ft•rn,111do. 1';1mp.111g.1 I', ·! :\,) ii I ;;.<-;.() I 
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M~; President, if there is any comment you could make at all on this subject, 
or any other concernin~ the Philippines, that we could use in print, it would 
be ~atly appreciated by e and my colleagues in Central Luzon. We realize 
th::i.t you are very busy these days, however, we also realize that forei~n 
polic is an. 1 . rtant factor in the Republican Platfora. 

On the ll~t.er side. I retired from the U.S. Navy in 1974 and have been 
liv~ :ere wit y wife since 1975. You can be assured that here in the 
Philip ines, nine out of ten retirees are for the Reagan Administration. 

Thank yo for yo tiae and trouble and good luck in November. 

~n16,J. 
Geor~e H. Mort~ 
Central Luzon Media Association 
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