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~ OPINIONS OF ASIAN AND PACIFIC LEADERS

"Tﬁ‘g‘re is dangerous thinking in the
Westy, . . progressives of the West be-
believa that Communism will win and the
best that they can do is surrender peace-
ably to it . . . they are free to expound
their ide‘é‘s from remote positions., But
there are Wnillions of people in Southeast
Asia and 4 million people of Indiawho,
in spite of the basic defects in the struc-
ture of their s¥ciety, will not permitthem-
selves to be trided in the drawing rooms
and cabinets of \’E-he Western world. ...
e

“'If America cornp\iﬁpmises on this wvital
issue of freedorm in Agia, she will have to
pay the price dearly, % .. It is alarming
that [responsible comrﬂintators] of the
West should talk so ligh't{;irtedly about
leaving India’s eastern flahk open to the
dangers of Chinese invasion,™

“'\
““[The] counsel of retreat to the West is
certainly not what Asians want, We want
and need the preasence of the West onisia’s
land and sea. The West can provida the
power to balance Communist China until
such a time as democratic nations likg
India and Japan can provide it,’’

Rajmohan Gandhi
Editor of Himmat Magazine

February 1965

In any evaluation of the issues in Viet-Nam,
the attitudes of the countries of the Asia/Pa-
cific area must clearly be an important con-
gideration, These countries are best informed
about conditions in the area, are most keenly
aware of the stakes, and their leaders have
stated their views,

Obviously, opinions differ among Asian
leaders on various points of policy, There are
both optimistic and pessimistic interpretations
of almost every development inthe Vietnamese
war, But, on the central issue—the fundamental
commitment of the United States to the de-
fense of South Viet-Nam-—there is overwhelm-
ing support from the leaders of the region for
the American policy, This support comes not
only from countries allied with South Viet-Nam
and the United States, but alsofrom most of the
uncommitted countries, Nor is that support
limited to government leaders, The statement
quoted above of Rajmohan Gandhi, editor of

Himmat Magazine, while not offered as repre-
sentative of official Indian views, is an ex-
ample of a large body of unofficial opinion
among Asians,

This pamphlet presents some representa-
tive samples of Asian views on the following
principal aspects of the problem:

1, The basic U,S. commitment,

The nature of the war—civil war, or
aggression?

North Vietnamese involvement,
Chinese involvement.

The threat to neighboring countries,
U,S. bombing policy,

Peace efforts,

Regional goals beyond the war.
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BASIC U.5. COMMITMENT

Among non-Communist Asians in positions
of responsibility, the c¢ommitment of the
United States to help free Asians resist Com-
rmunist expansion is widely approved. Even
Prince Norodom Sihanouk of Cambodia, whose
views on Viet-Nam are well known, has in-
creasingly expressed his concern about de-

»_velopments in Viet-Nam which could present
“a Communist threat

_ to his own country.

Support of the U.S, commitment is expressed

not. only by those leaders whose nations are
™

;N

Lievienant General Lewis W. Walt confers with o U.5. Marine
company commander duting combat operations in South Viet-Nam.



military allies of the United States and South
Viet-Nam, but by leaders of most neutral
countries in the area as well. For example;

—Prince Souvanna Phouma, Prime Minister
of Laos, in an interview published in U.S5,
News and World Report, November 6, 1967:

0. ‘‘Some critics of the war say the United
States should pull out of South Vietnam.
As the Premier of Laos, which has bor-
ders with both South and North Vietnam,
what do you think would be the effect of
such a withdrawal?’’

A, '"There would be a danger for the coun-
tries of East Asia—a very great danger.

‘‘Right now, South Vietnam alone cannot
face the danger of the North, Thus, ifthe
Americans andthe allies leavetomorrow,
South Vietnam would be Communist,

‘‘Should South Vietnam become Commu-
nist—that is to say, should all of Viet-
nam become Communist—it would be
difficult for Laos to exist, The same
goes for Carmbodia, the same for other
countries,

‘I have always said that if all of Vietnam
becomes Communist, we could donothing
but pack our bags and leave.”’

—Eisaku Sato, Premier of Japan, November
14, 1967:

‘T wish to express my deep respect to
you, Mr. President [Johnson], for the
great efforts being made by the United
States under your able leadership tobring
peace and stability to the world; particu-
larly in Asia at this moment.”’

—Lee Kuan Yew, Prime Minister of Singa-
pore, addressing a meeling of the University
of Sinpapore Democratic Socialist Club, June
15, 1966, (From transcript distributed by
Singapore Government, June 22, 1966):

““Do you believe that the Indians are
stooges and lackeys of the Americans?.,.
There are the Burmese—they are thebest
neutralists in Asia, How is it that none
of them have really said that ‘this is a
crime against humanity committed by the
Americans’? Of course! Hundreds of Viet-
namese are dying every day—for what?
For Viet-Nam? No! To decide that Viet.
Nam shall not be repeated, That is why
they haven’t raised their voice in protest
with the same indignation and rage. But
whilst we buy time, if we just sit down
and believe people are going to buy time

forever after for us, then we deserve to
perish,”’ '

CIVIL WAR OR AGGRESSION

Another point on which there is wide agree-
ment in Asia is the nature of the war in Viet-
Nam:

—Philippine President Ferdinand E, Marcos,
Manila, 1966:

‘It is established beyond dispute that the
war in Viet-Nam is not a civil war, It is
a war on an international scale involving
masgsive aggression from Communist
North Viet-Nam withthe active encourage-
ment of Communist China.”’

The Manila Conference in October, 1964, brought together seven
allied leaders of the Asia-Pacific areo fo establish a common
policy on the war in South Viet-Nam. Here President Marcos of
the Philippines addresses the conference.

— Thailand Premier Thanom Kittikachorn,
Manila, 1966:

““Even though the war in Viet-Nam is be-
ing fought mainly between peoples of the
same race, it is in no way acivil war . ..
North Viet-Nam is waging an imperialis-
tic war of Communist expansion not only
in South Viet-Nam but also in other parts
of Southeast Asia as well, , ., ."”

—Korean President Pak Chung Hui, Korea,

1966:

‘*The forces which support and controlthe
Viet Cong in Free Viet-Nam today arethe
same forces which 16 yearsago supported
and controlled the southward aggression of
the Communist troops in Korea ... . the
situation in Viet-Nam is more than a
simple domestic problem of that country. It
represents rather a confrontation of the
free world with Communist tyranny,”’
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NORTH VIETNAMESE INVOLVEMENT

North Vietnamese involvement in the war in
South Viet-Nam is regarded among Asian
and Pacific leaders as a long-established fact,
as the statements cited above illustrate. As
long ago as 1962 the International Control
Commission reported that ‘‘there is sufficient
evidence to show beyond reasonable doubt'’
that the North Vietnamese Army was conducting
hostile operations against South Viet-Nam in
clear violation of the Geneva accords, Since
that time, Asian leaders have charged that
North'ﬁ\Vietnamese forces have also conducted
offensive operations against neutral Laos and
are training and equipping guerrillas in Thai-
land. Prince Norodom Sihanouk of Cambodia
also has, commented on North Vietnamese
operations. in Cambodia,

—Prime Minister of Laos, Prince Souvanna
FPhouma, November 2, 1967:

“We were, fully satisfied with the [1962]
Geneva acé‘qrds. We thought that the night-
mare of intérnal subversion and foreign
aggresssion ‘was over. But, alas, our
people were grievously deceived, The ac-
cords were immediately and shamelessly
violated . . , the“Pathet Lao , , ., valet
of the Hanoi Goveérnment, continued its
sabotage., War, instéad of stopping, grew
more intense, Today, ¥ve years after the
signature of the Geneva accords, we can
count about 40,000 North Vietnamese sol-
diers in our territory, They are fighting
beside 15,000 Pathet Lao, armed, paid,
trained and encadred by North¥iet-Nam,
Development of our countryis Paralyzed.
Thousands of refugees stream intq Gov-
ernmental zones. Hundreds of villages are
abandoned. Only half of the soil is culti-
vated, The Ho Chi Minh trail has becom

an active transit route for North Viet- N\

namese forces, . , , But, the most dis.
tressing aspect is to think that this use-
less, bloody, tragedy could not have oc-
curred if some ideological, greedy nations
had not come and interfered directly or
indirectly in our internal affairs, By what
right, what moral, dothey assume the right
to ‘liberate’ us?”’

—Foreign Minister of Thailand, Thanat Kho-
man, April 20, 1967, the ‘‘Today’’ show,

Q. ““The war that’s going on now in the
northeast provinces of yYour country,
where is the direction for this insurrec-
tion coming from, Peking or Hanoi, or,
perhaps, Moscow?”’

Foreign Minister Thanat: '‘Oh, I think,
from both, You see, in general when it is
the question of—of instigating troubles,
and disorders, and insurrection in non-

= g . £, i B B

North Yietnomese army regulars, coptured bythe U.S. 1st Cavalry
Divisian, are interrogated by o “'sky trooper."

Communist countries, Communist powers
generally join hands.

‘“But, I would say without hesitationthat,
at the present time, direction, and sup-
port, and training, and equipment are
coming primarily from North Viet-Nam,
and also from Communist China,”’

—Prince Norodom Sihanouk of Cambodia,
May 9, 1967:

“They launched theseattacks because they
want to create civil war, , . .

“'If we fail in our operations against them
and if the Khmer [Cambodian] Viet Minh
emerge victorious, they can transform
the nation into a Communist country, If
not they must continue toaccept independ-
ence and neutrality , , , ,

{‘The masters of the Khmer Viet Minhare
€ Viet Minh and the Viet Cong,”’
AN

—Malaysian Minister of Home Affairs and
Acting Foreign Minister Tun Dr, Ismail bin
Dato Abdul Rahman, Jahore Bahru, 1966:

“I do not intend to make an anti-Com-
munist speech. But I feel it is useful to
stress that it is not South Viet-Nam which
seeks to annex North Viet-Nam, but vice
versa, This has been officially admitted
by Hanoi, and Peking is giving Hanoi every
encouragement. Peking’s and Hanoi’'s in-
volvement in the Communist offensive in
Laos is also well known, And since early
lastyear, Peking has repeatedly threatened
Thailand, Malaysia and Singapore with so-
called People’s Wars to be launched by
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local Communist movements againstthese
three countries, ...’

— Ambassador of the Republic of China to
the United Nations, Mr, Liu Chieh, October 12,
1966:

“‘What is happening in Viet-Nam is not a
local rebellion caused by internal dis-
content, It is a war of aggression con-
ducted from across the northern border of
the Republic of Viet-Nam. The Viet Cong
guerrillas arethe creatures of Hanoi, They
are trained, armed, supplied and directed
by the Communist North with the support
of Peiping, Their mission is to destroy
the Republic of Viet-Nam'’s will to resist,
to erode its faith in the future, toparalyze
its social, economic and political prog-
ress.”’

1n an interview with Associated Press, 1966,
Lao Premier Prince Souvanna Phoumna gaid:

“‘North Viet-Nam has never respected
the 1962 Geneva agreements. Evenduring
the conference, the Pathet Lao denied the
presence in Laos of troops from North
Viet-Nam. But we were there also and we
know positively that there were Vietnam-
ese units with the Pathet Lao, After the
signing of the Geneva agreements, they
were still there in flagrant violationofthe
terms of the agreements.”’

INVOLVEMENT OF COMMUNIST CHINA

The war in South Viet-Nam is regarded by
most Asian and Pacific leaders as part of the
larger struggle against domination by Com-
munist China of all Southeast Asia, They
realize the outcome of the conflict in Viet-
Nam is likely to have an important effect on
the intentions of Communist China and North
Viet-Nam toward other countries in the area.
For example:

—Tun Dr. Ismail bin Date Abdul Rahman,
Minister of Home Affairs and Acting Foreign

Minister of Malaysia, Jahore Bahru, June 23,
1966:

““The power vacuum left over fromthe re-
retreat of western colonial rule atill poses
a grave threat to the independence of
Southeast Asian states. ...

‘“This vacuum has not been filled by the
growth and consoclidation of indigenous
power, On the contrary, taking advantage
of the situation, a giant outside power, the
Pecople’s Republic of China, seems benton
a long-range program of expanding its

HANO! parade poster shows Ho Chi Minh shaking hands wit
one of his principal suppnrters, Party Chaiman Moo T se-tung.
of Communist China.

power and influence through its proxiesin
Southeast Asia, ...

‘““We do not oppose the Communist system
in Mainland China, so long as it confines
itaelf within its own borders, But we call
upon the People’s Republic of China to
keep its hands off our region and to adopt
a policy of peaceful co-existence towards
its fellow Asians in Southeast Asia.’’

—Singapore's Prime Minister Lee Kuan
Yew—‘Meet the Press,’”’ October 22, 1967:

Q. "Can you make an estimate or a puess
as to the future of China? Do you think in
the near future it will become again a
unified country, a strongly unified coun-
try that might represent some kind of a
danger to Southeast Asia?"

Mr. Lee: ** , ., . 1 don’t believe ... the
simple theory that they are just going to
send their armies across and eat up
Southeast Asia. It is too simple, and it
is too simple for you, for the Americans,
and for us, because then it is naked ag-
gression; the whole of Southeast Asia will
jell together and meet an incoming invader.,
But you have this ‘make it yourself’ kind
of revolution, Wars of national liberation,
you know, Here is the text, ‘We have an
instructor. He will teach you how to or-
ganize and will slip you a few guns and
more if necessary and, if it gets more dif-
ficult, well, surface-to-air rissiles and

so on.” "’

—President Ferdinand E, Marcos, Republic
of the Philippines, September 15, 1966:

‘¢ . ..for thepresentandthe years ahead,
Communist China’s neighbors cannot ex-
pect, singly or together, to ‘balance’



China’e crucial margin of nuclear power
without the assistance of non-Asian coun-
tries like America., There is in conse-
quence a new dispositiontc regard Ameri-
ca's deterrent power in Asia as a neces-
sity for the duration of time required by
the Asian nations to develop their own
system of regional security supported by
what they hope would have become a greatly
strengthened United Nations,”’

-~ Joint Communiqué issued by Prime Min-
ister Eisaku Sato of Japan and President
Johnson, November 15, 1967:

‘““The President and the Prime Minister
exchanged frank views onthe recent inter-
national situation, with particular empha-
sigs on developments in the Far East. They
noted the fact that Communist China is
developing its nuclear arsenal and agreed
on the importance of creating conditions
wherein Asian nations would not be sus-
ceptible to threats from Communist China,
The President and the Prime Minister
also agreed that, while it is difficult to
predict at present what external posture
Communist China may eventually assume,
it is essential for the free world countries
to continue tocooperate among themselves
to promote political stability and econom-
ic prosperity in the area. Looking toward
an enduring peace in Asia, they further
expressed the hope that Communist China
would ultimately cast aside its present
intransigent attitude and seek to live in
peace and prosper alongside other nations
in the international community,"’

THREAT T0O NEIGHBORING COUNTRIES

Asian and Pacific leaders recognize that it

is easier to wage the new forms of massive
politico-military warfare if the aggressor can
stage his operations out of territory adjacent
to the target country, Obviously, it would be
easier for Communists to develop a ‘‘war of
national liberation’’ against Thailand and Ma-
laysia, for example, if they first control the
Indochinese peninsula. As each country falls,
it becomes the staging area for politico-
military aggression against the next:

—Singapore Premier Lee Kuan Yew, May 6,

1965:

“1f the Communists are able to advance
their frontiers to envelop South Viet-Nam
it will be only a matter of time before the
same process of emasculation by military
and political techniques will overtake the
neighboring countries,’’

—Thai Government announcement, January

3, 1967:

““Thailand is situated near Viet-Nam and
it will be the next target of the Commu-
nists, as they have already proclaimed.
This is why Thailand realizes the neces-
8ity to send military units to help oppose
Communist aggression [in Viet-Nam] when
it is still at adistance from our country.’’

~Prime Minister Keith Holyoake of New
Zealand, July 23, 1966:

‘“The present war in Viet-Nam is a
wretched example of the waste of human
life and much needed resources which is
likely to be repeated if we cannot per-
suade the Asian Communist powers that
aggression will not be allowed to succeed.
That iz why the struggle in Viet-Nam is
of such critical importance, If the North
Vietnamese were to succeed in their at-
tempt to subjugate South Viet-Namm, the
stage would be set for a series of further
Communist encroachments,’’

—President Pak Chung Hui of Korea, June
25, 1966;

**Unless the superior combined forces of
the free world succeed indefeating theag-
gressive scheme of the Communiststhere
[in Viet-Nam)], the chances for the system-
atic Communist aggression of our neigh-
boring Asian states are sure to become
greater, The ceaselessagpgressive maneu-
ver of the Communists of the last twenty
years, and their recent pronouncements
of a provocative nature, are eloquent
proofs of their continued aggressive inten-
tion,’’

— The late Prime Minister Harold Holt of
Australia, January 12, 1967:

‘“But for massive and effective military
and civil assistance from {riendly coun-
tries outside the region, the countries of
Southeast Asia would either have to carry
a crippling defense burden, frustrating to
their plans of development and social
improvement, orliveunder constant threat
of external danger or internal subversion
and terrorism, The free countries of this
region want the Westernworldto knowthat
we regard the contribution made in par-
ticular by the United States to the secu-
rity and progress of this area as funda-
mental to our prospects of security and
national growth,”’



—Narciso Ramos, Philippine Secretary of
Foreign Affairs, before the U.N. General
Assembly, September 25, 1967:

““Of the gravest concern to us is the
situation in Viet-Nam, We are concerned
not merely because of the geographic
proximity of the Philippines to that coun-
try but because that land has become the
testing-ground for the free world’s de-
termination to resist acts of subversion
and agpression masquerading as wars of
national liberation. The triumph of Hanoi
and the Viet Cong in South Viet-Nam
would mean that movements of the same
nature could with impunity be started
anywhere in the world and pursued to
success, It would give a new and more
dangerous dimension to subversion and
aggression, and' no country anywhere
would be immune, In the interest of our
own national surv:.val we do not wish to
see this happen,”’

—Cambodian Chief of Staté Prince Norodom
Sihanouk, May 9, 1967:

‘‘Concerning the Communists, dear com-
panions, we say that we trust the Chinese
and Vietnamese, But when the moment
comes what will happen between us and
the Vietnamese?

I must tell you that the Vietnamese
Communists and the Viet Cong negotiated
with us three or four times but that ab-
solutely nothing comes out of the negotia-
tions. They did not signapledge of respect
for our present frontiers, That is the
first problem. The second problem is the
fact that the pro-Viet Minh Khmer [Cam-
bodians] have had the habit of permitting
the Viet Minh to come into our country.
Formerly, after I had expelled the French
and after the Frenchtroops left Cambodia,
the Viet Minh remained in our country in
order to conquer it, How can we have con-
fidence in the Viet Minh? Will we be able
to escape falling into their hands once we
turn Communist?

. .If we side with the Viet Minh, we will
lose our independence. . .”’

U.S. BOMBING POLICY

While there is overwhelming support among
Asian and Pacific leaders for the basic U.S.
commitment, some of our East Asian and
Pacific friends have urged the President to
try once again a suspension of the bombing;
on the other hand, a few have urged wider
bombing.

U.S, policy has been to bomb only to the
extent believed necessary to impede the flow
of men and materiel from the North to the

A )

Wearing G-suits, pilots of the attack aircraft carrier U.5.5. Coral
Seo prepare to take off for a mission over North Viet-Nam,

South, The President, at San Antonio on Sep-
tember 29, 1967, said: ‘‘The United States is
willing to stop all aerial and navalbombard-
ment of North Viet-Nam when this will lead
promptly to productive discussions. We, of
course, assume that while discussions pro-
ceed, North Viet-Nam would not take advantage
of the bombing cessation or limitation,”” The
absence of any indication of willingness by
Hanoi to restrict its own military effort if
bombing were halted leaves the United States
facing a difficult choice, as regional opinions
illustrate:

—Japanese Foreign Minister Takeo Miki,
1967

*'T do not subscribe to the thought that if
the United States would only stop bormbing,
something may come of it, It is not that
gimple, ., ..

““There aré.some who say try it anyway.
Even if you mtight be fooled, These advo-
cate that if, after waiting three or four
weeks, North Viet-Mam does not reduceits
scale of fighting, or skiows no willingness
to come to the conferenét~+table, then
resume the bombing of the North, . . .

‘“There are some Americans who hold
this view, . ..

*‘But, [ believe that todo soisa dangerous
gamble, I feel this way because this line
of reasoning contains the risk of further
escalating the war,’’

—New Zealand Prime Minister, Keith Holy-
oake, November 27, 1967:

H...while the Government accepts the mili-
tary necessity for the bombing of military
targets in North Viet-Nam, we have always
been anxious to work toward a mutual
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scaling down of military activities in Viet-
Nam, We have always recognized that
another suspension ofthe bombing could be
an important step inthis process, Itis well
known that the United States Government
is ready to stop the bombing the moment
North Viet-Nam gives a reliable signthat it
is prepared to undertake some reciprocal
step to reduce its military activity in the
South or to make some meaningful advance
toward a political settlement, This, how-
ever, the North Vietnamese Government
has consistently refused to do,’’

PEACE EFFORTS

The great range and variety of peace efforts
is described in detail in Viet-Nam Information
Note No, 2. All these efiorts, whether initiated
by the United States orinterestedthird parties,
have collapsed due to Communist intransi-
gence, The core of the problem is examinedin
these Asian statements:

~Indian President Radhakrishnan, Septem-
ber 28, 1966:

**But the U.S., has in recent days repeat-
edly made offers to halt the bombing pro-
vided North Viet-Nam will agree on its
side to reduce the temperature of the
war. . . . The question of whether the U.,S,
should not first stop its bombing cperations
in the North maynolonger be the most im-
portant. Cessation of bombing, ifitistobe
followed by its certain resumption in the
future, can hardly promote the cause of
peace in Viet-Nam, Nor does it seem that
the inclusion of Viet Cong at the talks is
a question that need present insuperable
difficulties, The ultimate obstacle is
traceable today to Hanoi’s consistently
stubborn insistence on full compliance
with its 4-point and the Viet Cong’s 5«
point proposals, an important element in
both of which is the demand for a uni-
lateral withdrawal of the U.S. from Viet-
Nam, . . .

‘*With Hanoi standing pat on its obdurate
position, there remains only one hopeful
and effective quarter to which peace ap-
peals may be directed: This is the Soviet
Union, The U.S. has recently made strenu-
ous and public efforts to callupon Moscow
to face up to its great power responsibili-
ties and exercise its undoubtedly growing
influence on North Viet-Nam with a view
to helping the latter adopt a more positive
response to peace proposals,...Sofar the
Soviet Union’s role has been to stand on
the sidelines and help stiffen Hanoi's will
to resist, A more positive interest on its
part to see that peace prevails in the
region is the objective towards which all
with influence in Moscow must now work,”’

—Japan's Foreign Minister Takeo Miki:

“‘Before urging the United States to halt
its bombing, I would like to verify the
possgibility of some meaningful reaction
to this move on the part of North Viet-
Nam. . . »

"I have sought to obtain some signs of
this possibility in Moscow, Warsaw andthe
United Nations, But there was noone will-
ing to act as ‘guarantor’.. ..

‘I believe that it is notunreasonable from
the standpoint ofthe responsible leaders of
the United States, that they should seek
some form of guarantee that if the bomb-
ing is stopped, North Viet-Nam would
respond by coming to the conferencetable
for productive talks,’’

— Minister for External Affairs FPaul Has-
luek of Australia, April 18, 1967:
‘*, . . there have been many efforts for
peace and many disappointments inthe lack
of response from Hanoi. In some quarters
there seems to be a disposition to believe
that one-sided action by the United States
Government could bring peace in Viet-
Nam, Some people appear to believe that
if it surrendered unconditionally, if it
abandoned those who have depended on it
and who are supporting its effort toresist
agpression, and if it was false to the sac-
rifice of those who for many long years
have painfully tried to maintain freedom
in Viet-Nam and have given their lives in
that cause, it would bring peace. It might
bring a sort of peace, But it would not be
a just peace, It would not be a peace
with which an honourable man could live.
It would not be a peace that would last
but would be only a prelude to further
aggression, Freedom is truly gone when
one is not even free to defend it.””

GOALS BEYOND THE WAR

In a broad sense, the U,S, and Asian goals
are identical: to speed development of inde-
pendent Asian nations in a pluralistic world
where the people in each country and each
region are free to solve their problems in the
light of their own needs and their own capa-
bilities, A variety of views of the future has
been advanced by Asian leaders:

—Singapore Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew,
April 22, 1966:

‘“There are people who believe that de-
colonization and the end of the European
era means that we all go back to what we
were. Ancient titles are resurrectedinthe
hope that ancient glory—which is believed



to have existed—will similarly be resur-
rected! , .,

‘I would choose to believe that the past
was never thus, and that the future will
never be like the past; and that we have it
now, in our hands, to helptodetermine the
shape of the future, Because it is not
altogether in our hands, There are bigger
forces. . . . :

““Assuming that the process of bleeding
and attrition goes on in South Viet-Nam;
that, despite all ‘the viciousness and the
brutality of conflitt, the Americans are not
defeated. , . and that therefore the battle-
ground cannot be shifted from South Viet-
Nam across Cambodja on to Thailand; and
that we in Southeast Asia havetimetosort
our little differences: What should we do?
How can we secure the future for our-
selves? . ., .

““We thought—at least, I thought—that we
would have secured it by 3 wider base—
a broader federation, a multi-racial so-
ciety—to rationalise what has happened
over a hundred and fifty years of empire
and the migration of peoples from China,
India, Indonesia into Malaya, Singapore
and the Borneo territories,”” .

-~ Thai Minister of Foreign Affairs Thanat
Khoman at the opening session of the First
Ministerial Conference for Asian and Pacific
Cooperation (ASPAC), Seoul, Korea, June 14,
1966:

‘““We do not claim to have succeeded in
building paradises on this earth, therefore
our people are free to leave theirland any
time they want, Only where terrestrial
Edens are claimed to exist, high walls
have to be built and armed patrols accom-
panied by police dogs have to be used to
Prevent the people within from escaping
from their unwanted paradises. Qur de-
gire, therefore, is to see those barriers
and obstacles which divide and separate

people of this world crumble downto makhz
way for free exchange and contact between
them for the sake of better understanding
and good will, . . .

**Ours will be a society where freedom
shall prevail, a freedom that will be en-
joyed not by one, not by a few, but by all,
freedom for the individual, freedom within
the family as well as within the national
community, It will be a freedom from
the dictatorial and tyrannical domination
by a class composed of a privileged few
who usurp the populace. It will also be a
society characterized by progressive evo-
lution not by a stagnant immutability or
by revolutionary jolts in which the lower
passions of men are let loose,”’

— Singapore's Foreign Minister S, Rajarat-
man, March 1966:

‘“Now the centre of political gravity has
shifted to the Pacific and it is interesting
to note that President Theodore Roosevelt
at the beginning of the century, foresaw
such a development,

** ‘The Mediterraneanera,’ he said, ‘died
with the discovery of America. The At-
lantic era is now at the height of its de-
velopment and must soon exhaust the
resources at its command. The Pacific
era, destined to be the greatest of all,
is just at its dawn.’

‘It may well be the greatest of human
eras if the world realises andunderstands
the implications of this shift in the centre
of world politics, In the Pacific region
there is, for the first time in human his-
tory, a spectacular meeting of the
world . . ., In the Pacific, the nations of
the world could learn how to build truly a
world civilization through cooperation and
peaceful competition, As Mr. Roosevelt
said this may be the greatest of allhuman
eras—the Pacific era,””
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