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ACTION 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

November 27, 1987 

MEMORANDUM FOR COLIN L. POWELL 

FROM: JAMES A. KELLYr-

8590 add-on 

SUBJECT: Responses for Written Presidential Interview 

At Tab A are responses drafted by the Department of State to 
written questions from five Asian and Pacific journals. Relevant 
NSC staffers have reviewed the responses for policy and accuracy, 
and they are now ready for submission to the Chief-of-Staff 
through the press office. The press office will incorporate pen­
and-ink changes into the correct format. 

Dan HowtfkMarybel Batjer, Peter Ro~.:JPY, ~ritz Erm;~ t Steve~~ 
Steiner, Douglas Pa,Rand Richard ~ c o ncur. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you authorize Paul Stevens to send a memorandum (Tab I) to 
Dan Howard, submitting the written responses at Tab A to Rhett 
Dawson for White House staff approval. 

Approve __ Disapprove __ 

Attachments 

Tab I Memo Stevens/Howard 
Tab A Responses for Asian and Pacific journals 
Tab B Background material 

Prepared by: 
Douglas H. Paa1 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

8590 add-on 

MEMORANDUM FOR DAN HOWARD 
White House Press Office 

FROM: PAUL SCHOTT STEVENS 

SUBJECT: Responses for Written Presidential Interview 

At Tab A are Presidential draft responses to questions from five 
Asian journals. Prepared by the Department of State, the re­
sponses were edited and cleared by the NSC staff. They are now 
ready for submission to the Chief-of-Staff's office after refor­
matting in your office. 

Attachment 

Tab A Responses for Written Presidential Interview 
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Q 1: Do you envisage an expansion of the U.S. role in the Asia­
Pacific region? If so, how will the U.S. help ensure 
stability, security and prosperity in the region? 

A: The nations of East Asia are becoming increasingly 
prosperous and politically stable. This is in our interest as 
well as theirs, and our aim is to work with the region's 
nations as partners in promoting prosperity and stability. 

All partnerships require a balancing of benefits and burdens. 
For example, U.S. diplomatic efforts and military presence 
contribute directly to the region's peace and stability, which 
in turn foster economic prosperity. We look to our East Asian 
allies to share with us this mutually beneficial burden 
according to their means. Of course, we will maintain our 
commitments to defend their security. 

Likewise, East Asia's prosperity depends significantly on 
continuing the liberal world trading system we and our trading 
partners have enjoyed for the last twenty years. But there are 
threats appearing to this system. Some of our major trading 
partners still maintain restrictive trade policies, and there 
is rising protectionist sentiment in the U.S. My efforts to 
resist this protectionist pressure will succeed only so long as 
our major trading partners take some steps themselves toward 
structural adjustment of their economies. These steps include 
strengthening domestic demand, dismantling trade barriers that 
discourage U.S. exports, and adopting exchange rate policies 
that reflect their economies' underlying stre"gth. 

A 

I am confident your readers recognize that working together to 
keep the peace and promote everyone's prosperity benefits all 
of us. The United States has been active on the East Asian 
scene for more than 100 years, and we look forward to 
continuing our productive cooperation with friends and allies 
in the region. 



2. The newly appointed Prime Minister of Japan, Mr. Noboru 
Takeshita, plans to come to Washington in January 1988 to have 
his first summit meeting with you. In view of the ongoing 
serious bilateral · problems confronting our two nations, what 
would you expect out of that January meeting? And what kind of 
feeling do you have toward a new Japanese Prime Minister who 
has been almost unknown to the Western World? 

A: First, I am very pleased that Prime Minister Takeshita has 

accepted my invitation to visit Washington. I look forward to 

seeing him again, this time in his new capacity. I recall that 
w~ H?e.t-

the last tj~Q I saw him wa~ in January 1986, when he was 

visiting the United States to receive an honorary doctorate 

from Columbia University
1 
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To answer your second question first, I would like to point out 

that people who are "almost unknown to the Western World" do 

not normally meet with Western heads of state and receive 

honorary degrees from leading Western universities. I have 

known the Prime Minister for some time now, and I look forward 

to getting to know him~ better in his new position. 

I think that what we can all expect to come out of the January 

meeting is a reaffirmation of the importance of US-Japan 

relations, not only to our two countries but to the world, and 

a renewed commitment to pursue our many common interests and 

tackle our bilateral problems in the spirit of cooperation. 



Answer to Question from Yomiuri Shimbun 

Q: You have said that this INF agreement and the progress made 
towards a strategic arms reduction treaty would not have been 
possible without the strategic defense initiative. Do you also 
think it would have been possible without the change in the Soviet 
leadership? Realistically, what are the chances of reaching an 
agreement on strategic nuclear forces, reducing them by 50 per cent 
by next spring? 

A: The prospective INF Treaty -- the first agreement in 

history actually to reduce, not simply limit, offensive nuclear 

weapons -- is a direct result of U.S. and Allied unity and 

steadfastness in the face of unilateral Soviet SS-20 

deployments. It is inconceivable that th~ Soviets would have 
A 

considered eliminating their SS-20s had the U.S. not followed 

through with its deployments of cruise and Pershing II missiles 

in Europe. In addition, it is probably no coincidence that . :z:/1:. . . 
.-trA.clte-t" ~IMS ,., sh-ey,;, ?i1t-ilirt ~12m, ,,4+s 

Soviet willingness to reenter the GenevaAnegotiations~occurred 

subsequent to my declaration of our intent to pursue the SDI 

Cresear~ program. 

I cannot speculate on whether the change in Soviet 

leadership has affected the course of our negotiations~ ~ough 

So~et foreign policy seems generally to have been ma~ ective 

since Mr. 6orheehov became General Secretari] 

-/;wa-v~ ~l~ 11-'-

We have made considerable progress(µl bri"9ia9 the So¥ietG 

to accep{]our proposa~o reduce U.S. and Soviet strategic 

nuclear arsenals by 50%. We believe such an agreement can be 

7 

concluded next year if the Sovietsgre now r.dlli~apply 

themselves with the same seriousness as the U.S.:,- ~V\pL. if ~ ~~Anhk 
. . -+t.t ~ of' ~ -h, v.oi ~ he, s w.sl- -tt, 

. s+,l+~;~ )qt-<A.u r"-~1t.~1£~. 
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PHILIPPINES QUESTION FOR INTERVIEW WITH YOMIURI SHIMBUN 

Q: The congress mandates cutting off aid if there is a coup in 
Manila. Would you accept that such a cut-off include 
compensation for the bases in the Philippines? 

A: We fully support President Aquino and the Government she 
heads. We are unalterably opposed to any atti'!!ts to 
destabilize her government. The u.s. must cu off foreign 
assistance to any country whose duly elected eader is 
overth~own by a military coup. This is a matter of law. 
This provision of the Foreign Assistance and Related 
Programs Appropriations Act of 1987 came into effect in the 
case of Fiji this year. Foreign Assistance money r~ndered 
as part of our "best efforts" pledge for the Philippines is 
covered under this act. 

Q: At the forthcoming review of the Military Bases Agreement 
with the Philippines, Manila is certain to ask for a much 
larger compensation than currently allowed. In view of the 
shrinking foreign aid budget, how would you accom~date such 
a request? A 

A: The forthcoming review of the Military Bases Agreement will 
offer us the chance to go over security as well as economic 
aspects of the agreement. Both sides are well aware of the 
severe pressures on the U.S. foreign assistance budget. 
Nevertheless I am confident that in the review, as well as 
in the renegotiation which will follow the review and 
address the post-1991 period, we can work out arrangements 
which will be in our two countries' mutual interests. 



Q. Some in Congress and elsewhere are calling for the United 
States to scale down its armed forces strength in Japan and 
South Korea, as retaliation for their refusal to open their 
markets more to exports from the u.s. and elsewhere. Do you 
believe this would be an appropriate response to East Asian 
protectionism if other means of persuasion fail? 

A. Successive administrations have maintained our military 

presence in Japan and Korea because our mutual security 

interests are served by keeping a credible deterrent against 
::r;:.."t: ,:S ·,-p•v"'(.c. .. t -e.,. k~~/! ..,~c..44.-,'lr ✓~-1-r.,.,,t.1 ,~ ✓,,,~I(, a--' s.c~""'~ 

aggression in Northeast Asia. A Thus, it would not be in our ~ 
~/4" ,. ~ 

national interest toCpha~Q 0Y9our military strength in Japan ~ 
J..... _ ~ --,"' '-.. ~ 

W /rY ~,,;,; ~A4M1 IH&IIA.,LI~ AC " 

~South Korea ~ retaliation for difficulties in opening f 
~ . 

markets in those countries. We will, of course, continue to 

seek further opening of markets in Japan and South Korea. 

After all, open markets are also in our mutual interest 

are necessary to preserve the world's free trade system 

are a pillar of our strength. 

they 

and 

.. 



Q 6: What kind of steps would you take to counterbalance 
Soviet initiatives in the Pacific region? Do you think there 
is scope to renegotiate mutual reductions of armed force 
strengths in East Asia with the Soviet Union, as proposed in 
Europe? 

A: The Soviet Union's interest in the Pacific region has waxed 
and waned through history. Following a period of neglect under 
General Secretary Brezhnev and his immediate successors, the 
Soviets apparently have decided again to pay attention to this 
important area, one in which the United States has been 
actively engaged for more than 100 years. Unlike the United 
States, however, which has extensive trade, investment, 
cultural, political, and military links with almost all the 
countries of the Pacific, the Soviets need to create reasons to 
become involved. In the absence of solid relationships in most 
of the region, it is perhaps understandable that the Soviets 
have to fall back on high-sounding rhetoric and vague 
generalities; but that kind of thing does not meet the - concrete 
and pressing needs of the region. 

The United States and most Asian nations are firmly in 
agreement about what needs to be done on a large number of real 
issues like getting Soviet troops out of Afghanistan, stopping 
Soviet support for the Vietnamese occupation of Cambodia, 
stopping the Soviet buildup of military facilities at cam Ranh 
Bay, encouraging North Korea to talk sensibly to the South 
Koreans to reduce tensions on the Peninsula, ~resolving the 
Northern Territories dispute with Japan, The Soviets already 
know that they can do a great deal for eace and stability in 
Asia by resolving these important, t gible problems; and we 
take almost every opportunity to re ind them of that. 
Moreover, the United States is wo ing hand-in-glove with 
almost every country in Asia an the Pacific on real-world 
issues like economic developm t, collective security, the 
almost universal longing fo greater democracy, -a-R-6~gro~~h of 
trade in free market cond ' ions. We think that real~ 
contributions to human lfar~eat lofty phrases every time. 

~ p(. kt Jlll';,l '/Jv;'1-ill ~~l{e.j 

A~A ,,, .. u(,CA.~~ 1k<.. ~~hj 
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Q 7: Why did you not sign the protocols to the SPNFZ Treaty? 
Will you reconsider your decision, as the House of 
Representatives requested last month? 

A: A world free of nuclear weapons would be a much less 
frightened world, and I think that nothing is more important 
than working to make that goal a reality. But achieving that 

S,6..u!) goa~ demands a massive amount of work which cannot be 
,- short-circuited. Nuclear free zone treaties are at their best 

when they provide a bulwark against nuclear proliferation, as 
might be the case in South Asia or Latin America, for example. 
Where that is not the case, however, and I think that the South 
Pacific is not such a case, we have to be a little careful 
about encouraging growth of the notion that writing a treaty 
that would wall off a portion of the world from nuclear weapons 
somehow makes a contribution to world peace. It might do 

I I 

exactly the opposite. ... ~ a.,.d... ,tVkul., -frw,,,. w..,J~ 
~llt.4f; M#._ ~~C. -

Since the Soviet Union exploded its first nuclear w on in ..Pf.UI,~ 

1949, the world has been saved from nuclear warfare ~by the 
credible threat of the western nuclear powers to use (;-heir ew!9. ~II ~c:t 

l!;tlelear weapone if Pecessary agai ns:t the So·;iet ORi0!9. This 1s t'lice/..s' 
how deterrence works. An0hing that may <&Jue.teR R1.1cl0qQ..rvt,('111 "1tf~ 'ii(~ ~ 
deterrence does a disservice to the cause of world peace A ~e/~ 1-1.,( ~ . 

because it is on deterrence that~orJJLp~ce since the start of a,,~ ~,1115; 
~Eeld Ha'[] has been based. It f'tiQ l!W. of nuclear free zones --'::!Srt&r,;,..,, 

,;..e,rJ s.ta~ts to spread arollnd the worlg., the job of maintaining C::.....,.._ • 
""u. ~t.__ deterrence b'icom'i~ much harder0 ~f eotintries like the tlnit~d ~t: 

.> States because our open system J)t 9e·~er11111ent n,akco 1:10 eoHlply 
w.i-e-li oar treaty so1m1d tmen.t~.l} 

In regard to the resolution that has passed the House of 
Representatives, if it becomes a "sense of the Congress" 
resolution, of course we will give it careful consideration 
when it arrives here. From what I have said about nuclear free 
zones in general, however, it should be apparent that our 
reconsideration of the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone issue is 
unlikely, in current circumstances, to produce a change of our 
policy. 



Q 8: What do you think is the prospect for the democratization 
of South Korea? How will this affect the success of the Seoul 
Olympics in 1988? 

A: Korea is about to hold its first direct presidential 
elections in well over a decade. The campaign is being 
contested vigorously. This is a sign, I think, of a new, more 
open political system. Koreans have shown they are a "can-do" 
people -- look at their economic achievement. I believe they 
will be equally successful in their effortslie "democratise" 
~Cir pol it icv /\ ~f- ei( tV11>.'1C.i""~f<~ . fO ~;t<..to...{ cAev-l.(~f 1 

As for the Olympics, the Koreans are working hard to make the 
games a success. I am sure they will be. We hope that all the 
nations of the world will attend and make the games the 
international celebration they should be. 

f 2--
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. 8590 a/o 
United States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

November 24, 1987 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. FRANK C. CARLUCCI 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

Responses for Written Presidential Interview 

Attached are the proposed responses to written questions 
submitted to the President by five Asian and Pacific 
publications. 

~\,J.~ 
Melvyn Levitsky 

Executive Secretary 

Attachments: 

Tab A: Proposed answers 
Tab B: Green-Levitsky memorandum of November 20, 1987 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2050e 

November 20, 1987 

MEMORANDUM FOR MELVYN LEVITSKY 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

8590 

SUBJECT: Request for a Draft Response for a Written 
Presidential Interview 

The White House has agreed to provide Presidential responses 
to written questions from five Asian and Pacific journals in 
advance of the US-USSR summit. The eight questions are at 
Tab A. The NSC requests that the Department of State provide 
written answers to · the questions by noon, Tuesday, November 24. 

Attachment 

Tab A 

e Sec 

Questions from Asian and Pacific journals 

S/S•2 
S/S•ISUl'f. 

PENDING 



QUESTIONS FOR PRESIDENT REAGAN 
FROM The Yomiuri Shimbun 

WASHINGTON BUREAU 
NATIONAL PRESS BLOG. 

SUITE 802 
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20045 

The Far Eastern Economic Review 
The Hankook Ilbo 
The Melbourne Age 
The Singapore Straits Times 

Telephone: (202) 783-0363 
783-0186 

1. There has been a lot of talk about the growing importance of the Asia-Pacific 
region to the United States. Yet, the U.S. is in dispute with friendly countries 
like Japan, South Korea, Taiwan, ~onk Kong and Singapore over trade matters. 
The U.S. also wants Japan to contribute more for the defense of the region. 
Despite these problems, do you envisage an expansion of the U.S. role in the 
Asia-Pacific region? If so, how will the United States go about helping to ensure 
the political stability, strategic security and economic well-being of the region? 

2. The newly appointed Prime Minister of Japan, Mr. Noboru Takeshita, plans to 
come to Washington in January, 1988 to have his first summit meeting with you. 
In view of the ongoing serious bilateral problms confronting our two nations, 
what would you expect out of that ··January meeting? And what kind of feeling do 
you have toward a new Japanese Prime Minister who has been almost unknown to the 
Western world? 

3. You have said that this INF agreement and the progress made towards a 
strategic arms reduction treaty would not have been without the strategic 
defense initiative. Do you also think it would have been possible without the 
change in the Soviet leadership? Realistically, what are the chances of reaching 
an agreement on strategic nuclear forces, reducing them by 50 per cent by next 
spring? 

4. The Congress mandates cutting off aid if there is a coup in Manila. Would 
you accept that such a cut-off include compensation for the bases in the Philipines? 
At the forthcoming review of the military base agreement with the Philipines, 
Manila is certain to ask for a much larger compensation than currently allowed. 
In view of the shrinking foreign aid budget, how would you accomodate such a 
request? 

5. Some in Congress and elsewhere are calling for the United States to scale down 
its armed forces strength in Japan and South Korea, as retaliation for their 
refusal to open their markets more to exports from the U.S. and elsewhere. Do 
you believe this would be an appropriate response to East Asian protectionism if 
other means of persuasion fail? 
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THE YOMIURI SHIMBUN 

6. There is a growing susp1c1on in Asia that after reaching an arms control 
agreement with the United States, the Soviet Union's next move, particularly in 
1988, will be to increase her influence in the Asia-Pacific region by using 
such attractive public relations schemes as "The Asian Comprehensive Security 
Concept." As President of the United States, which has a great stake in 
the Pacific region, what kind of steps would you take to counter-balance this 
Soviet initiative? And do you think there is scope to negotiate mutual reductions 
on armed force strengths in East Asia with the Soviet Union, as proposed in Europe? 

7. You have spoken eloquently of your desire to see a nuclear-free world. Why 
then have you refused to help this become reality by signing the South Pacific 
Nuclear-Free Zone Treaty, which covers the most peaceful part of the world, and 
was carefully drafted to accommodate American interests and uphold the freedom 
of the seas? Will you reconsider your decision, as the House of Representatives 
requested last month by a bipartisan vote? 

8. You are becoming more confident that the world is becoming increasingly 
democratized. In South Korea, the campaign to elect the next President is ongoing 
with increasing vigor. What do you think is the prospect for the democratization 
of South Korea, and how do you believe this process will affect the success of 
the Seoul Olympic Games in 1988? 

/7 
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