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(Top O' The Mar, Guam)
MR, ZIEGLER: May I have your attention, please?

: The President will be here shortly. As I mentioned
in Washington before we left, the President wanted to meet
with you on an irformal basis. What he will cover will be
his objectives for the upcoming Asian trip and also the trip
to Romania.

The President will give a rundown on the trip and then

be available to questions. He will take questions on the
trip only, on tae trip and those matters related to the visits
to the individual countries. :

what the President says will not be for direct quo-
tation, but you can attribute it to the President without
_quotation., -

Q Do you mean without guotation marks?

vR. ZIEGLER: Without gquotation marks, to be more
orecise. "The President said," "The President feels," "The
President's objectives of the trip are. . ."

Q For immadiate release?
MR. ZIEGLER: For immediate release.

THE PRESIDENT: As Ron Ziegler has already told
you, the remarks today will be for attribution but not direct
quotation, and for BACKGROUND. '

‘ For vour further information in that respecct, Mar-
shall Green will brief members of the press who desire to
have BACKGROUND on the Philippines and Indonesia. Ye will
be with us through those two stops. For the balance of

the stops, Henry Kissinger will be available to brief you if
vou desire him to do so. ' !

Insofar as the plans are concerned, theré are no
changes in the schedule to announce. I have seen some
speculation about changes in the scnedule. I have no present
plans to go to Vietnamu. I should say, however, that Ambas-
sador Bunker will bLe ceming to Bangkok along with the Ambas-
sacors from the other isian countries that we will not be visit-
ing, and I intend to aave a corversation with him there which
will be apart from the conversation 1 will have with the other
Ambassadors on the gencral situation in the area.
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There is also a possibility that General Abrams
will be able to come over with Ambassador Bunker to Bangkok
for that meeting.

Now, insofar as this phase of the trip is con-
cerned, and I will speak first to the Asian phase and then
later and briefly to the Romanian phase, I think that the
backgrounder that you have already had from Henry Kissinger
and the general statements that have been made from the State
Department have covered it pretty well. I think what would be
of greatest interest to you before we go to your questions is
to give you the Perspective that I have with regargd to
Asia and America's role in Asia,

As you know, my background here goes back a few
years. It was in 1953 that I first visited this area. That
trip was very, very extensive, with the usual four days in each
country, a so-called state visit in each country. It provided
an opvortunity to meet the leaders, but more than that to know
the countries in a very effective way.

In the 16 years that have“passed, however, since that
time, the changes have been very dramatic., I have returned
to Asia, as you know, on a number of occasions since then, and
particularly to the countries that we will be visiting on this
trip, Consequently, I have kept up with later developments
and also with the exception of President Yahya in Pakistan,
I know each of the Asia leaders that I will be meeting and will
-be able to snaak to them from that background.

Insofar as the general purpose of a trip like this,
I can understand some of the speculation to the e .fect that
"Why does a President of the United States think he learns
anything by spending one day each in ‘an Asian country?” or,
for that matter, as we did earlier, in a European country.

The answer is, and I might indicate what will be my
general policy for the balance of my service in the White House,
that I think a one-day trip is just as valuable as four days.

In other words, if you take a one-day trip, and concentrate,
as I do, on very little protocol, and a great deal of face-
to-face conversation, an individual, in meeting the leader of
the other country, will gain as much as if he stretches it
out over a period of four days. I have been through both
experiences and, therefore, am somewhat knowledgeable in that
respect. ' '

I feel, too, that when one considers the time that
1s available to a President in these periods, that it is
essential in order to cover all the ground that needs to be
covered to limit, first, the amount of travel and the amount
of time that is taken for each one of the stoms. I mention
that only as some of the reasoning that has gone into my deci-
sion with regard to covering a great deal of ground in a very
short period of time. In this case, going around the world
and, in the space of about eight days, after the moon shot,
covering a number of countries.
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Now, insofar as the individuals are concerned,
having met all of these leaders vreviusly, I suppose the
question could be raised, and with good reason, that once
you know a leader, then contact with Ambassadors would be
sufficient. However, I have found it, in my previous travels
in Asia and in Europe as well, that as the situations change,
it is vitally important to have a renewed contact with the
leader on each of the countries involved, a renewed contact
because his attitudes may change and in that way whén I read,
as 1 do read day after day, the cables that come in from all
over the world, I can have a much better understanding of
what those cables mean, the nuances, if I have more recently
had a direct contact, face-to-face, with the. individual in~-
volved, the individual leader involved.

That is one of the reasons vhy I am a great believer
in visits of this sort, where they are consistent with and
can be taken at a time that will fit in with other very
demanding parts of our schedule,
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17, 4 viord asout vhat is a very cansuming interest in Asiac
A cansuring interest, I sav, 'ecause it is one that I have had for
a rnwrher of vears, and ane that now, as I lock at the perspective of
history, even rore imperative.

The United States is going to pe facing, we hope Lefore too
long -~ no one can say how long, but bafore too long -~ a major- deci-
sion. What will e its role in Asia and in the Pacific after the end of the
©r{war in Vietnan? e will e facing that decision, but also the Asian
nations will be wondering amout what that decisiaon is,

*hen I talked to Prirme "inister Corton, for example, he indi-
cated in the conversations he Yad had with a nurber of MAsian leaders,
they all woncered vhether the United States, because of its frustration
over the war in Vietnam, because of its earlier frustration over the -
war in Morea -- vhiether the United States would continue to play a
significant role in Zsia, or whether tha United States, like the French
before, and then the British, and, of course, the Dutch == whiether we
would withdraw from the Pacific and play a minor role,

This is a decisicn that will have to Le rade, of course, as the
War comes to an end. But the time to develop the thinking vhich will
oo into that decision is now. I think that e of the Weaknesses in
#merican foreign policy is that too often we react rather precipitously
to events as they occur. e fail to have the perspective and the long
range view vhich is essential for a policy that will ke viable.

¢5 I see it, even though the war in Vietnam has been, as we .
all ko, a terribly frustrating one, ani, a5 a result of that frustration,
even thaugh there would e a tendency for many Pmericans to say, “After
w2 are through with that, let's not becare involved in Asia®; I am convinced
that the way to avoid becoming involved in another wvar in Asia is for
the United States to continue to play a sicnificant role.

I think the way that we could 'ecame involved would e to attempt
jvithdrawal, because whether we like it or not, geography makes us_a
i Pacific vower and vhen w2 consider, for exarple, that Indonesia and its
. Closest point is only 14 miles from the Philippines; whan we consider that
“Quam, where we are presently standing, of course, is in the hoart of
“sia, when we oonsider the interests of the whole Pacific as they relate
to Alaska and Kawaii, v can all realize this.

Also, as we lock over the historical versnective, vhile World .
War' II 'egan in Purope, for the United States it began in the Facific. It
came from Asia. The Korean war came from Asia. The Vietnamese war came
frem Asia, .

So, as e consider our past nistory, the United States involve-
ment in war so often has been tied to our Pacific policy or our lack of
Pacific policy, as the caso migat he.

As w2 look at Asia today, we see that the rajor world power
vhich adopts a wery aggressive attitude and a belligerent attitude in
its foreign policy, Communist China, of course, is in Asia, and we find
that the tvo minor vorid powers —- minor, although they do have
siomificant strength as we have learmed -~ that most greatly threaten the
peace of the world, that adopt the most belligerent foreign policy, are
in dsia -~ North Xorea and, of oourse, North Vietnam.

"hen we consider those factors we, I think, realize that if we
are thinking down the road dwm +he long road -~ not just four yaars, five
years, but 10, 15 or 20 -~ that if we are going to have peace in the

| world, that potentially the greatest threat to that peace will be in the
.\ Pacific. h T

I do not rean to sucgest that the lid-Fast is not a notential
threat to the peace of the worid on- that there are not problems in
Latin America that concemn W3, or in Africa and, of course, over it all,
we see-the creat rotential eooriflict betieen the United States and the
Soviet Union, the last-Thst conflict hetieen the two surer pokers.
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But as far as those other areas are concerned,
the possipbility of finding some kind of solution, I think,
is nctentially greater than it is in the Asian area.

Pursuing that line of reasoning a bit further,

‘then, I would like to put it in a more positive sense: “hen

we look at the problems in Asia, the threat to peace tnat
is presented by the growing power of Communist China, the

. belligerence of Horth Korea and uorth Vietnam, we should not
. let that obscure the great promise that is here.

As I have often said, the fastest rate of growth
in the world is occurring in non-Communist Asia., Japan, in
the last ten years, has tripled its GNP; South Korea has doubled
its: GNP:; 7Taiwan has doubled its GHP; Thailand has doubled

its GNP. The same is true of Singapore ahd of Malaysia.

The record in some of the other countries is not as
impressive. But consider the Philippines, where there are
very grave problems, as you will learn when you are there, pol-
itical problems and others., One of the brighter spots
iz that wilen I was in the Philippines in 1553, it was a
major importer of rice. Today, as a result of miracle rice,
it no longer has to import it, Some progress is being made
in areas like that.

Yhen we look at India and Pakistan and the
terribly difficult and traumatic experience they have had
because of their conflict with each other, more than with
the problems they have had from the outside, that picture
tends to pe rather black.

But India's rate of growth as a result of two
good crop years, and a reasonably good one this year, has been
at six percent. If we can get the population problem, if they
can, under better control, the promise for the future, of
course, is rather bright.

As far as Pakistan is concerned, they are
emphasizing growth in manufacturing. They are growing at the
rate of ten percent per year in manufacturing and from
17265 to 1970, their agricultural productions will go up
21 percent,

when you visit these two countries, even in the brief
visits we have, when you see the poverty which strikes you
in the face, if you have not seen it before, with a tremendous
impact, you will wonder whether there is a great deal to hope
for. But all I can say is that having seen what it was
in 1953 and seeing what it was again in 1957, the amount of
progress that has taken place, even in those countries where the
rate has not been as high as others, is a very, very formidable
thing to see.
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. So, what I am trying to suggest is this: As we
flook at Asia, it:poses, in my view, over the long haul,
; looking cown to the end of the century, the greatest
[ threat to peace of the world, and, for -that reason the United
| sStates should continue to play a significant role.
; It also poses, it seems to me, the greatest hope
| for nrogress in the world -- progress in the world because
of the ability, the resources, the ability of the people,
the resources physically that are available in this part of
the world, and for these reasons, I think we need policies
| that will see that we play a part and a part that is
i\appx‘o;;»riate to the conditions that we will find.

One other point I would make very briefly is
that in terms of this situation as far as the role we
should play, we must recognize that there are two great,
new factors which you will see, incidentally, particularly,
when you arrive in the Philippines -- something you will
see there tnat we didn't see in 1953, to show you how
quickly things change -- a very great growth of nationalism,
nationalism even in the Philippines, vis-a-vis the United
States, as well as other countrie€s in the world. And,
also, at the same time that national pride is becoming a
majox factor, regional pride is becoming a major factor.

The second factor is one that is going to, I believe,
nave a major impact on the future of Asia, and it is something
that we must take into account. Asians will say in every
country that we visit that they do not want to be dictated to
' from the outside. Asia for the Asians. And that is what
' we want and that is the role we should play. We should

)

! assist it, but we should not dictate.

At this time, the political and economic plans
Ethat they are gradually developing are very hopeful. We
lwill give assistance to those plans. We, of course, will
ikeep the treaty commitments that we have.

But as far as our role i5 concerned, we nust avoid
’that kind of policy that will make countries in Asia soO dependent
"upon us that we are dragged into conflicts such as the one that
i we have in Vietnamn.

This is geing to be a difficult line to follow. It
is one, however, that I think, with proper planning, we can
develop. ' :

One word about Romania. Let me just answer some
of the speculation about Romania by pointing out that this
trip to Romania is not directed toward the Chinese or toward
the Russians, but toward the Romanians.

, T do not believe that the President of the United
States should be able to accept an invitation to visit a
Western European country, but should automatically have to
decline an invitation to visit an Eastern European country..
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I have said that this is an era, I hope, of
negotiation rather than confrontation. It will be more
difficult, of course, to develop the communication with'
Eastern European Communist countries than with the
Western Eurcpean countries, but I think it is time that
a beginning be made,

We will have discussions of bilateral issues with
President Ceausescu, the problems of Europe, East-West
relations.

But this trip under no circumstances should be
interpreted as an:affront to the Soviet Union or as a move
toward China.

It will, if it works out, I trust, set the
.gtage for more openings of this type with countries in
Eastern Europe where it would be mutually beneficial to the
Unztea States and the other countries involved.

-
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Q Ar. President, when you speak of internal
threats, do you include threats internally assisted by a
country from the outside, such as we have in Vietnam?

THE PRESIDENT: Generally speaking, that is the kind
. of internal threat that we do have in the Asian countries.

For example, in Thailand the threat is one that is indigenous
to a certain extent to the northeast and the north, but

that would not be too serious if it were not :getting the
assistance that it was from the outside. The same is true

in several of the other Asian countries.

Q “4r. President, you mentioned that you hoped
that your meetings in Pomania would open the way. to the other
meeting involving Eastern Europe. 1Is it your hope that you
would eventually be invited to Moscow to talk with the Russians
perhaps within the next six months or so?

v

THE PRESIDENT: As far as any meeting with the Soviet
Union is concerned, summit meeting, I have stated my position
previously. I think it would be well to restate it again.

I do not believe that any summit meeting with the
Soviet Union is useful unless a subject of major interest to
both powers is to be discussed with some promise of finding
a solution or at least making progress on that particular
problem. '

I believe, for example, as I look ovér the history
of summitry with the Soviet Union, that while, in all admin-
istrations, Wwe have had the best of intentions, that summitry
has not been particularly helpful. I would say this with
regard to the spirit of Geneva, the spirit of Camp David, the
spirit of Vienna and the spirit of Glassboro.

. I feel that were the Soviet Union is concerned, for
example today, there are three major areas where a summit
meeting could be useful. If, for example, the time had come
when we could make a breakthrough in the Mideast, and a
summit meeting with the Soviet Union would nlay a significant
part, I think that could be considered. I do not anticipate
that, incidentally. We are too far apart at this time to
suggest that that is on the way.

The second area, of course, is in the field of arms
control., I had, as you know, a long discussion with Hr,
smith just a few days ago, just before leaving, the day before
leaving. BAs far as arms controls are concerned, at this time,
the place and the forum in which the discussion should take
nlace is at the Ambassadorial level. ' There may come a time
when a summit meeting may be the device which will make the
breakthrough that we need to make in arms control. In that
case, I, of course, would favor arms control.

Then at the top of the list, of course, I would put
the problem of Vietnam where, if a summit meeting would serve
a useful purpose insnfar as Vietnam is concerned, naturally we
would welcome that opnortunity. That poses, as we all know,
however, a very significant problem hecause, whether the Soviet
Union can be of assistarce in Vietnam is somewhat dependent on
'its evaluation of whether such assistance should be so publicly.
i proGided as .a summit, of course, would indicate.

v
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Q Mr. President, it has been suggested that we
nave relaxed trade and travel restrictions to China as a
backdrop to your Asian trip, and that this may cause some
disguiet in those countries which fear Communist China. Can
vyou say whether there was any connection between your trip
and those relaxations, and what accounted for the timing of
tinem?

THE PRESIDENT: No. As a matter of fact, suqgestions
for relax1ng restrictions vis-a-vis Communist China --
1nc1dentally, suggestions going considerably beyond those that
I adopted -- have been before the National Security Council
for the vast three months. As far as these two matters that
you refer to, one, of course, as you know, dealt simply with
the purchase by ‘tourists of commodities of $100 or less -- the
more significant one dealt with the travel restrictions =--

I have always felt that with Communist China or with any coun-
try in the world, that an exchange of persons is verv valuable
for us, and I would trust also for them.

This is a policy I have announced previously and
it is one that I was simply implementing at this time. It had
no relationship with the timing of this trip. I see no reason
why any of the countries should be concerned.

Q Mr. President, as a background to your thinking
on Vietnam, even though we recognize it is not to be a major

subject of discussion, could you tell us, what sort of reports

you had from General Wheeler about the prospects for additional
replacement of American troops, and on the question of whether
the fighting has eased to the p01nt where we can make some
de-escalation move ourselves?

THE PRESIDENT: I would rather not comment on that
at this time. If, after my conversations with Ambassador
Bunker and possibly with General Abrams, I feel that some com-~
ment would be appropriate, I will make it then. But I should,
Mr., Scali, correct one impression which I should not have left,
and that is that Vietnam will not be a major topic for discus-

- sion. In each of the 2sian countries I am qolng to raise with

the Asian leaders the question '‘of the extent to which thej

would be willing to participate in the international supervisory |

bodies for elections in South Vietnam and for the policing of,
cease fireé'provided we are able to get any kind of acceptance
on the part of the North Vletnamese and the VC on our May l4th
proposal.

I helieve, for example, that the international super-
v150ry bodies which, as you know, Mr, Thieu has also agreed to,
that they should primarily be made up of and come from Asian
nations and the Asian nations that I visit I know will all be
interested in this subject. I want to get their views on that.

Q Mr. President, do you anticipate in that connec-
tion that during vour talks with the Asian leaders you are
going to have to spend any significant amount of time perhaps
convincing them that vour plan for withdrawal of American
forces from Vietnam will »0se no threat to their security?

. THE PRESIDENT: One of the reasons for this trip
is to leave no ddubt in the minds of the leaders of non-
Communist Asia that tli¢ United States is committed to a policy
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-in the Pacific -- a policy not of intervention but one

which certainly rules out withdrawal, apd regardless of what.
happens in Vietnam that we intend to continue to play a role
in Asia to the extent that Asian nations, bllaterallj and )
collectively, desire us to plav a role..

. I think that some reassurance is needed because
Vietnam is on the minds of all the Asian leaders. I believe,
incidentally, that 7 will not have difficulty in providing
that reassurance because, from the report that I did get from
General iheeler, he tells me that the troop withdrawals have
been accepted by the Thieu Government and by the militarv in
South Vietnam with not only very good grace, but that they have
responded very effectively in meeting their own requirements,
in handling their own defense. I think that I can give some
reassuring comments to those Asian leaders who might raise
the question.

Q Ar. President, you mentioned that yvou felt that
perhaps five years or ten years from now the Asian nations
could collectively take care of their regional security prob-
lems. What is our policy to be in the meantime if a Vietnam~
type situation does occur?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I would rather not swneculate
about one occurring. Each of these gountries, as you, of
course, know from your studying the background materials and as
you will note when you visit them, poses an entirely different
question. I would simply say we are going to handle each
countrfy on a case~by-case basis.

But attempting to avoid that creeping involvement
which eventually simply submerges you =-- incidentally, I don't
say that critically of how we got into Vietnam, but I .do know
that we can learn from past experience and we must avoid that
kind of involvement in the future.

Let me put it this way: I recall in 1964 some advice
that I got from Avub Khan, who was then the President of
Pakistan. This was before the United States had any signifi-
cant troop commitment in Vietnam. I asked him what his view was

"as to what our role should be. He said, "Well, the role of

the United States in Vietnam or the Philippines, or Thailand

or any of these countries which have internal subversiocn,

is to help them f;ght the war but not fight the war for them,"”
That, of course, is a good general principle, one .which we would
hope would be our policy generally throughout tHe world
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| o Ar. I'resident, the last time we met with you
you mentioned that it was your nope that we might be able to
withdraw all our combat troons, ground combat iroops,

in South Vietnanm by the end of next year. In the light

of fhat, I woader if you have any plans for withdrawing

the troops that we now have, or some percentage of then, from
‘Thailand, and could you tell us what you are going to
tell the Thais about that?

THE DPRESIDINT. “Well, I would tell the Thais
first. But it iz, of course,a proper question.

We are reviewing, as you know, not only our
civilian personnel abroad, where I announced a cut a
few weeks ago, but our military personnel abroad, including
Thailand.

rhis is a matter, however, which will be discussed
with the Thais, but it would not be appropriate to make any
announcement as to what we were going to do until we have
discussed it.

Q “r. President, in looking at the situation
post~Vietnam, and in countries .other than Vietnam, would it
seem to you that in terms of our military strength, the
military men that we put into these other countries to help
them, or military assistance or econonic assistance, that
in Asia, generally, we would have more or less of this
type of assistance and aid in the years down the road than
we have now. » .

THE PRESIDENT: Less. Yes. If I get your guestion
correctly, you mean more or less a military type of
assistance?

Q Both in military and non-military. There
are really two parts to this assistance problem, the economic
part and the military part. I was wondering from your
discussion whether you would see us having a greater
expenditure and a greater involvement in those respects
or a lessened involvement as we look down the road.

| THZ PRESIDENT: What I would see would be that

; the military involvement, the military assistance, the
military aid programs and the rest, and particularly the
commitments of military perxsonnel, that that type of
program would recede.

'
L
$

Howaver, as far as economic programs are concerned,
and particularly those of a multilateral character -~
and here we have some new ideas that we will be expanding
on in the months ahead -- I would say that the level of
U. S. activity would be adequate to meet the chalienge
as it develops, because it is very much in our interest
in terms of economic assistance, economic assistance
"through loans and othex programs, to help build the
'economies of frce Asia. : |

Let us consider, for example, what has happened
to South Korea, what has happened to Taiwan, what has
happened to Thailand, what has happened to Japan, all of
whom we have assisted enormously economically. All of them
nows or,virtually all, are on their own feet, at least
from an econhomic standpoing, and are very good customers
of ours. '
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Let us consider Indonesia for just one moment.

Indonesia has been through a terribly difficult experience
as we all xnow.

Incidentally, I found in reading my statistics
here that in 1965 the rate of inflation was 635 percent

in Indonesia and it is zero now., I want to find out from
Mr. Suharto how he did it,

But, nevertheless, here is Indonesia with 117
million people, and the greatest, richest resources of
- any country in Asia. It isg very much in the interest of
the United States, which has a minimal economic pProgram in
Indonesia, to participate in some way in the economic
’development of Indonesia. That will give you an
“indication of my thinking,

MORE
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‘ 0 ‘. President, there has bean quite a hit of sneculation in
the papers lately -- both hare and in Washington and in Thailand -- as to
‘whether or not there exists sore sort of secret defense agreement between
the U. 8. and Thailand. X .

1 was wondering, could youished any light on the existence or
ron-existence of such a thing and whéthar we have any similar arrangerents
with any other countries that might commit us beyond what your hopes might
ba? ‘

UHZ PRESICENT: There is no secret defense agreerent with
Thailand. Ve, of course, as you know, have the SEATO Treaty. We will
keep our cormitments wndre that treaty. We had the Rusk-Thanat Xhoman
commnique vhiich simply spelled out the treaty.

We will, of course, keep out commitments set forth there as well.

But as far as any secret camitments are concerned, we not only
have nonz in any of these nations, I can assure you, and I will make nown —
incidentally, I tolcd Senator Pulbright that the otlier day, too.

0 dr. President, on the question of creening ‘involverent and
the advice that Ayub Khan ance cave you, could you tell us if there is any
future in Asia for an American ocounter-insurgency tactics as thev have
developed since 1960?

' T PRESIDENT: There is a future for Anerican counter-insurgency
| tactics, only in the sense that where one of cur friends in Asia asks. for
edvice or assistance, under proper circumstances, we will ‘provide it. But

i - where we must draw the line is in becoming involved heavily with ocur own
q . personnel, doing the job for them, rather than helping them do the job for
' i themselves.

; low, I know I hegged the question with that answer but I intend
b to do so. I intend to do it because I think that there is cne American
trait which we saw in Xorea, we have seen it in Vietnam, and we see it
pretty much around the world: Te do things we think rather well. 2and
particularly in the military field, vhere we are pretty advanced, we
g think that we can do it batter than to try to teach scmebody else to do it.
i

i . That may be the easy answer at the cutset, but it is the wreng

;] answer in the long run. I want to be sure that our policies in the future, °
fl all over the world, in Asia, Latin 2rerica, Africa, and the rest, reduce
{1 2merican involvement. One of assistance, yes, assistance in helping

i them solve some of their owa problems, but not going in and
\l just doing the job ourselves simply because that is the easier way to &
tit. :

; R, ZIEGER: This will have to bs the last question.

IORE
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Q Mr. President, could you give us your impres-

"sion or evaluation =~-

THE PRESIDENT: We will take another five minutes.

‘I don't mean the question will be five minutes. (Laughter)

Q I will make it very short.
THE PRESIDENT: That is all right.

Q Could you give us your evaluation of Red China's
economic~political capability of inspiring further wars of
liberation in the Asian nations? Are they able to continue
that?

THE PRESIDENT: Red China's capacity in this respect
is much less than it was five years ago, even ten years ago.
Because of its internal problems, Red China is not nearly as
effective in exporting revolution as it was then. I think
a pretty good indication of that is the minimal role that
Red China is playing in Vietnam as compared with the Soviet
Union.,

Three years ago, Red China was furnishing over S50
percent of the military equipment, the hardware, for the
llorth Vietnamese. WNow it is approximately 80-20 the other way
around. ‘ ' '

There may be other reasons for that coming about,
and part of it is that Red China has enough problems within.

Another point I would make in that respect that bears
on this, how things have changed since 1953, in countrv after
country that I visited =-- and I was in every one that we are
visiting here and all the others as well, the ones that Secre-
tary Rogers is going to visit on that trip -~ among most of
the intellectual leaders and among many government leaders,
there was a real question as to what was the best path for
progress, a question as to whether communism, as it was
developing in Red China, a Communist system was a better way
to progress, or whe ther a non-Communist system was the better
way.

Now, one of the significant developments that has
occurred over these past 16 years, with all the bad things that
have occurred, including the war in Vietnam, has been that that

Situation has reversed itself. The appeal of the Communist

philosophy, for example, in Pakistan, in India, in Indonesia,
in Japan, in any one of these countries, is leuys today than
it was 16 years ago, 10 Years ago, 5 years ago.

On the other hand, I would have to gsay that the
effectiveness of subversive activities in many of these coun-~
tries has not abated to the same extent. It can be on the up-
grade. But as we look at the whole of Asia today, it is sig-
nificant to note that what we have going for us more than
anything else is this enormous rate of growth in non~Communist
Asia as compared to Communist Asia. You compare Eong Kong with
Communist China, you compare Taiwan with Communist China,
you look at Japan with 100 million people, with a greater GNP
than China with 700 million peonle, looking clear around the
perimeter, from Japan through India, we find that free Asia'sa -
record of growth is a very significant factor in affecting the
thinking of those who hava to make tha daterminatian aa +A whiesh
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Q Mr. President, sir, when you say ‘the

United States is going to continue to play a major role in

Asia and that this is one message that you intend to take with

you on this trip, my impression, from the thrust of your

remarks today, is that another message is no more Vietnams.

Is that impression correct, sir?

THE DRIRTDNND . Certainly the objective of any
American administration would be to avoid another war like
Vietnam any place in the world, You may recall =-- and,
of course, it was called campaign oratory, I said it and so
did my opponent, Mr. Humphrey, during the campaign --
that we should develop a policy that would avoid other
Vietnams, :

I realize it is very easy to say that, I will be
quite candid when I admit that to develop the policies
to avoid that is taking an enormous amount of ay time and
those of my associates.

But what we can do is to learn from the mistakes
of the mast. I believe that we have, if we examine what
nappened in Viatnam, how we became so deeply involved -- .
that we have a good chance of avoiding that kind of involvement
in the future.

Q r. President, do you intend to make it clear
to the Asian leaders that if the lull in Vietnam continues,
yYou will announce a substantial withdrawal of U. §. forces
in August?

THL PRESIDENT: No, I will not make any announcement,
and no decision on, troop withdrawals on this trip, and,
of course, I would not make any disclosures of plans in
that respect to Asian leaders prior to the time that we
had discussed it with the 3overnment of South Vietnam and
then made the announcement jointly.

As you do know, we are re-examining, as I indicated
we would, our whole troop commitment in Vietnam during
the month of August, and we hope to be able to make an
announcement sometime during the month of August with regard
to troop withdrawal.

3ut that is one of the matters that I have still
under study, under consideration, that I will be discussing
with Ambassador Bunker, that I did discuss with General
Wneeler and that I may discuss with General Abrams.

MORE
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0 ir, President, is there also a pending guestion as
o whether your Administration will change its policy of maintaining
maxiciam military pressure on the enemy in Vietnam?

TIE PRECILENT: Ve have kepn re-examining, since the time this
idministration came into office, our; military tactics in Vietnam, and onc
of the surjects that I have discussed at great length vith General Theeler
and General Abrems has been the character of cur comwiiment an? the tacticey
that should be-used. I defer, naturally, to military ren as to the
ccnduct of a war because thev are more expert than I am in this field.

However, when we are in the process of negotiations, then military
tactics decore part of the negotiations and, therefore, ve are re-evaluating
our tactics in Vietnam, having in mind the fact that we have a parallel

-

action going aleng in the neogotiating field.

If we have any changes in this respect, I, of course, will -
announce them.

DE PFESS: Thank you, I, President.,

g . | 2. S (At 7:22 Cuam Tire)






