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“PHILIP VAN $LYCK INC.
lo‘ﬂ THIRD AVENUE, NEW YORK 10021

2i2 759-4361 / CABLE SLYCKVAN NEW YORK |

PHILIP VAN SLYCK

. PETER W. NICHOLS ‘ _ ~ July 2, l9§9

Mr. Yoshiyasu Sato

Embassy of Japan

" 2514 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20008

- Dear Mr. Sato:

As I have already advised you by telephone, the "Okinawa
Surrender?" editorial appeared in all nine Hearst newspapers. Thus
it was a "must run" editorial initiated in Hearst headquarters in-
.. New York. We do not yet know what individual in the Hearst organl-
zation originated the editorial, but we are checking. ‘

. In any event, the v1ewp01nt expressed is quite consistent
‘ i+ wwith the Hearst organization's traditional hardline stand on defense
i . .+ and foreign-policy issues. The chain's appeal has long been to
|. ¢ [+ the blue- collar, less educated mass audience, and it has expressed’
" .. this appeal in s1mpllst1c editorials that emphasize patriotism,
- the dangers of appeasing the Communist menace, the unreeliability
. of foreign allies, the ingratitude of recipients of U.S. aid, and
:the muddle-headedness of State Department and other public servants
o who give away American largesse and fritter away U.S. security
b because they do not understand the "real dangers" as well as do
3( ;the Hearst papersS. and their readers.

¢ . The influence of the Hearst chain is drastically reduced
w7 from its heydey in the early decades of this century, when the
- empire was vastly larger and when William Randolph Hearst, Sr. was
-a national political power. (He broke with President Franklln D.
~Roosevelt, after warmly supporting him, on issues of "socialism"

+ is a far weaker executive with relatively little political influence-
in either party, and the Hearst press speaks to and for a mlnorlty.
‘(Polltlcally, it has represented a minority viewpoint on many major
. :issues since 1936, although it supported- the successful Presidential
- candidates in 1952, 1956 and 1964.)

- It is also useful to point out that this particular edltorlal,
while indignant in tone, is not hostile to Japan as such, but rather
'zs grudglngly ‘admiring and is crltlcal of Japanese clalms in llght

g

(vand "dlctatorlal" methods.) Today the empire is smaller, William, Jr. .

. Mr. Yoshiyasu Sato/2 -~ July 2, 1969

\

of Japan's failure to carry its share of the defense burden. There
is a possible "out" in the editorial: "Either we keep a strong base
under our own unhindered control on Okinawa, oxr Japan must take

over the cost and responsibility of its own defense." Theoretically,
in other words, Japan could redeem itself in Hearst's syes by
asserting a significantly larger role 'for its own self~defense, and
possibly by other concessions.

We will be exploring this matter confidentially in the
next week or two, to learn (if we can) how much flexibility there
may - be to the Hearst pos1tlon.

For your information we are enclosing summary of those

"newspaper chains and syndicate subscribers that have'so far taken -

an unfavorable stand on some aspect of Japan's Okinawa claims. The
other four chains (Copley, Thomson, Chicago TRIBUNE, and Central)

. tare ideologically more conservative than the Hearst chain. In-

" dependent papers such as the Atlanta JOURNAL and CONSTITUTION and
.. the Houston POST are better papers and more open-minded editorially -

7 than the Hearst papers, although the Post has close. tles w1th the
o ﬁRepubllcan "old guard L . ,

Sincerely, .

~ PVSigh
" . ec¢: Y. Noguchi

o
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OKINAWA REVERSION

o cited editorial position. Those newspapers owned by a
w0 . syndicate are not always required to print syndicate's

; position. These exceptions are noted under each syndicate
~title. : e : :

Newspapers

- The Copley Newspapers do not require its newspapexrs to
nfollow verbatim its editorials although the "sense" of
- the syndicate's policy is publishedw

. Pogition: .A. U.S. cannot relinquish its bases.
: B, While retaining absolute freedom
- of military action on Okinawa, in-
cluding storage of nuclear weapons,
U.S. should be willing to make some
administrative .concessions to protect
U.S.-American alliance.

C. "Thinking" Okinawans do not want U.S.
to leave. A

*Alhambra (Calif.) Post-Advocate

*Aurora (Ill.) Beacon-News

Burbank (Calif.) Daily Review

Culver City (Calif.) EQening Star-News .
Elgin kIll.) Daily Courier-News

Glendale (Calif.) News-Press o

Illinois State Journal, Illinois State Register
Joliet (Ill.) Herald-News 7

Monfovia (Calif.) Daily News-Post

*The Sacramento (Calif.)'Union e

LI
o A PR

. -g- u . ’

*the} Newspapers marked with an asterisk are known to have printed

*The San Diego (Calif.) Union and Evening Tribune <

:;12. ¥San Pedro (Calif.) News-Pilot
. 13. *(Torrance) South Bay Daily Breeze b
- l4. Venice (Calif.) Evening Vanguard

15. Westchester (Calif.) Star-News

on

Independent newspapers printing Copley Positions in'Editorials
(Probably taking C&pley Press News Service) ‘

1. *Albuguerque (N. Mex.) JournalAf
2. *Amarillo (Texas) News

3. *Everett (Wash.) Herald

4. *Greensboro (N.C.) Record

5. *Norfolk (Va.) Virginian Pilot

6. *Portland (Maine) Express-

7. *Scranton (Pa.) Tribune

8. *Warren (Ohio) Tribune Chronicle

9. *Wilkes Barre (Pa.) Record

" Hearst Newspapers

Hearst Newspapers "are required to print verbatim Hearst
oo Sk : _ ’ ,

editorials. _—

v

-’

‘Position: A. U.S. must keep unhindered control
o ‘ over Okinawa. :

Japan must take full responsibility for
its own defense. - , IREE .

2

B. .If U.S. does not have unhinderéd5control,_‘ 

PRSP




. *Albany (N.Y.) Knickerbocker News

. (Chicago) Tribune Company-Owned Newspapers

*Albany (N.Y.) Times Union .. Position: A. U.S. should maintain complete military

) S } . ) control over Ryukyus w1th some limitations
*Baltimore (Md.) News American | at a later time.

*Boston (mass.) Record American [ _ . B. gég;ntgtgggzxe control of the Ryukus handed
*Boston (Mass.) Sunday Advertiserxr ’ : , S ' -~

C. U.s. willlng to discuss limitations on _
- nuclear arms in the Ryukyus but restrictions
to come at a later date.

*Los Angeles'(Calif ) Herald-Examiner

) *San Antonlo (Texas) nght

) ) . . D. Japan to agree to rearm substantlally and
*San Franc1sco (Calif.) Examiner . . R L RIPE rapidly.

*Seattle-(WaSh.) Post—Intelligencer E. Japan to agree to join the U.S. and Taiwan,

o R . . in a mutual defense agreement aimed at
BT contalnlng ‘Red China. .

1. Chicago'sl(Ill.) American

- Thomson Newspapers (Brush-Moore Group) ) ' e ?ij'ﬁ * 2. Chicago (Ill.)'Tribene
o “Position 3 A. Admits U.S. recognition of Japan's "residual . B 3. *(N.Y.) Daily News'
B . sovereignty" over Okinawa and its eventual ' , ) :
(oo S return to Japan but implies return must not L 4. TFort Lauderdale (Fla.) News
A ‘ : . be now.) ; -

i : ' 5., Orlando (Fla.) Sen;iﬁel and Star
B. Compares Russian's failure to return Kurile ) o . i
Islands to Japanese with U.S. willingness .- 6. Pompano Beach (Fla.) Sun Sentinel
to.talk about Ryukyu's return. - :

1. . *East Liverpool (Ohio) Review : - Independent Papers following Sen. Harry Byrd's Line and Similar
2.‘.*Marion (0hio) Stag - . : : A - " to Chicago .Tribune Position.

. YT - : : ) ) ,( i
3. . *Postsmouth (Ohid) Times L } ' ‘ :" R L . :

_ Position: A. Japan must begin toAéhare cost of its defense.
"4, . *Steubenville (OChio) Herald Star - :

'B. U.S. has no obligation to discuss reversion. ..

P o . .+ C. _ Reversion cannot take place as long as Vletnam
i P . . . - War continues.

, Y ' o ' " D Rever51on at this time would impair military
o B ‘ R —_— ’ o secumty.




*Arlington North Virginia Sun

: " *Bakersfield Californian
*Birmingham (Ala.) News :

‘ f_Position:"A. Japan has no legitimate claim to the

*Lyndhburg (Va.) News - Ryukyus.

B. The U.S. should not give up the Ryukyus be : |

' - cause it would be a moral sellout to those.
who died in WW II and islands are for the
- defense of the “Free World" in Asia.:

4. *Shreveport (La.) Journal

5. *Yakima (Wash.f Herald Repubiic

Central Newspapers  *Charleston (S.C.) News and Courier
Reversion possible but U.S. should have
"rlght to store nuclear weapons on Oklnawa
after Japanese takeover.

" position: ' A. Agrees with Byr& position that Japan must e AL
i : begin to share cost of defense and that R R ‘
reversion at present time would destroy u. s.j‘A;ri S

nmilitary securlty.

> Position:

: ~ B. ' U.S. should retain use of airfields and other‘
.1, Arizona Gazette . 1nstallatlons on Okinawa. ,

" C. Japan should bedome more active partner in

. defense of the Pacific, if U.S. is. to give. -

up control of the Ryukyus.. R

2. .. *Arizona Republic
3. Indianapolis Star

4, Indianapolis News
. R . ; *Columbus (Ga.) Enquirer
(.o 5. Muncie (Ind.) Star
T o o Position: A. Okinawa must not be relinquished.
= . 6. Muncie (Ind.) Press -_—
i ‘ : B. Move to return Ryukyus to Japan is attempt
- by the U.S. left, of Russia, and Red China

7. Vincennes (Ind.) Sun-Cémmexcial
) to force U.S. to abandon Japan.

’

o v'*Houston (Texas) POST
Edltorlal stands from other Independent Newspapers

Position: A. U.S. defense of Japan is to the intereést of’

*Atlanta (Ga.) Journal and Constitution - both countrles. L

*:B.' Negotlatlons 90531ble but Japan must bear ilﬁ.”-:

-Positions kA. Reversmon of Oklnawa lS negotiable.
» ‘ larger share of defense cost.

" .. B. No llmltatlon on nuclear weapons.

. C. U.S. must have full control over mllltary
Lnstallatlons.
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Memo: Vice Consul Noguchi/2 July 10, 1969 .

) ‘PHII.'IP VAN SLYCK : ) . w7 ~.July' 10, 1969

*  PETER W. NICHOLS '
. paper is second of two dailies.

i , S o 2. Viewpoint of the Editori
MEMC TC: Vice Consul Yasuo Noguchi PO or the Bditorial

- The editorial assumes that the Administration has already
decided to "yield to the pressures" of Japan's nationalistic far
y right and its anti-American left" and, “"anxious to maintain good

_ ‘ : S = . . ; . : ) Lo n )
In response to your request, we submit the following : Lo ..'relations with Japan's pro-American government," will "return thé

evaluation of the editorial position on Ckirawa of the Hearst /,, .3 L terrlsor%es - PrODabl¥f9ffe°tlve in 1972.
( newspaper chain, as expressed in editorial appearing JSune &

1962, and an estimation of the probable future intentions of - .The editorial also assumes that the Administration - in
the Hearst organization regarding the Okinawa question.

SUBJECT: Hearst Newspapers and Ckinawa .
ez’ X . /‘

‘ ,‘iﬁs "conciliatory"” and "amazingly benevolent attitude" - is also
r , prepared to accept mainland restrictions on postreversion use of
- the bases. . : : ‘

l. Distribution of the’Editorial

; The editorial argues, "There is absolutely no legal reason
why we should do this," since the status of Okinawa is governed by
the 1952 Treaty of Peace and has no connection with the 1960 Mutual
Security Treaty, under which the United States guarantees Japan's
"freedom and safety."” Complaining that "a threat not to renew
[the MST] is one of the pressures being exerted on Washington for
the return of Okinawa," the editorial accuses: Japan of taking "a

- free ride in defense matters," and calls full reversion "an absurd
proposition from any viewpoint but Japan's." : :

The identical editorial (with minor changes in headlines)
appeared June/Z orv3 in all Hearst markets, in the following seven X
dailies;(copies attached): .

' "'Los Angeles, Calif (pop: 3 million) HEARLD-EXAMINER (cir:540,793)

San Francisco, Calif. .(pop:814,348) EXAMINER (circ: 208'923)1 u

( . . Baltimore, Md. (pop: 915,500) NEWS-AMERICAN (circ: 216,949)
| Boston, Mass. (pop:~603,b75) RECORD AMERICAN (circ: 433,372)
- Albany, N.Y. (pop: 126,872) TIMES-UNION (circ: 71,675)

San Antonio, Tex. (pop: 851,900) LIGHT (circ: 116,829)

 seattle, Wash. (pop: 592,184) POST-INTELLIGENCER (circ:206,733) |

g The other Hearst papers, in which the editorial did not
. appear, are either evening (Albany KNICKERBOCKER NEWS) or Sunday
. (San Francisco EXAMINER & CHRONICLE, Boston SUNDAY ADVERTISER)
editions of the principal local Hearst publication.

. ‘The combined circulation of the dailies in which the o
editorials appeared is 179,437. The combined population (1969 estimates)
of the -cities where Hearst.dailies are published is 6,907,879. 1In
two of these cities (Baltimore and San Antonio) the Hearst paper
is the larger of two dailies: in one (Boston) it is the largest of

" -four{~in another (Albany) it is the only daily: in the remaining

three markets (Los Angeles, San I-‘ranc_i.sgo and Seattle) the Hearst

<

4T e st

('

Acknowledging the importance of maintaining "friendly
relations," the editorial suggests, "Either we Keep a strong base
under our own unhindered control on Okinawa, or Japan must take over
the cost and responsibility of its own defense."

: The following pdints should be noted in any analysis of
this editorial viewpoint: C

" as The editorial in' not anti-Japanese per se, nor

~does it @ppose political reversion of Okinawa. - A

b. It acknowledges that the Japanese Government is T
"pro-American,' and blames Tokyo's terms on "explosive" ¥x |
internal political pressures. ’ L

€. It blames the U.S. Government's presumed Y"conciliatoxry"

L .- position on a softheadedness which the Heaxst papers = .

. . considexsto be normal for U.S. bureaucrats and . -
. politicians. S Van o .

an L (Moze) T

L
L



July 10, 1969

Memo:

_Vice Consul Noguchi/3

d. The editorial is piqued with the one-sided benefits
Japan has presumably enjoyed under the MST.

e. The editorial implies that all would be well if

Japan were to pay the costs and accept responsibilities

for its own derense, although it is not clear
whether this is considered a realistic possibility.

. In short, the edltorlal is a petulane complalnt about an

- "absurd" settlement it assumes will be reached, rathexr than a determined

o call for a different settlement. Thlsxthe voice of resmgnatlon, A
(" rather a‘%Empalgn to influence the negotidtions. As such, it is : %

) an appeal to the prejudices of the leadership, rather than to White

House and State Department negotiators.

3. Estimate of Hearst Probeble Future Intentions

Partly on the basis of +he above analy31s, we do not’
consider this editorial to be the forerunner in a serious Hearst
campaign to influence the terms of the Okihawa settlement. It is
perhaps to be expected that the Hearst chain may run another edi-
torial on the subject, when negotiations are again in the news.

If so, it seems likely that the base-use issue and the issue of
Japan's self-defense effort would again be featured. Possibly,
as the negotiations continue, the Hearst organization will call for
( a compromise such as reversion with or without nuclear w1thdrawal,
", .but with the United States retaining unrestricted rights in use
‘- of the bases. This would be a logical follow up to its recent
editorial.

The tone of the recent editorial suggests, however, that
the Hearst organization is.already resigned to what it considers an
*"absurd" settlement. If so, it may not bother to speak out again
-on the subject, unless the negotiations become, at some future date,
major news, with widespread discussion of alternative settlement
formulas. We should guéss the odds to be about 50-50.

, The important point is that, &ven. though this was a "must

run" editorial fxom Hearst's New York headquarters, there is no

internal evidence that the Okinawa questlon has any slgnlflcant priority
in the publisher's mind. . It is not, in fact, the kind of issue that X
the  current Hearst manegement,usually,seizes for a sustained editorial

b

(More)

Memo: Vice. Consul Noguchi/4 July 10, 1969

campaign. These hlgh—prlorlty issues are, for the most part, more
"popular" lower-middle-class issues - morallty, crime-control,
restoring prayers in the schools, reducing taxes, respect for the
. flag, respect for private property, etc.

Finally, the contemporary Hearst organlzatlon has virtually
abandoned the tactics of the late William Randolph Hearst, Sr. who
regularly seized on (and at .times even 1nvented) emotional publlc
tissues for clrculatlon-bulldlng edltorlal crusades and news exposes.

“@onspiracy““Theory o

ot

' :4}"The

We have been concerned, however, that a conserxvative
"conspiracy" might be forming which would use the Okinawa question
for its own attention—getting purposes - the modern right wing's
equivalent of o0ld Mr. Hearst's 01rculaelon—bulldlng crusades. Our
concern was based on The American Legion's antlré?verSlon resolution

- adopted at its national convention last September and the rumor that
-a similar resolution would be introduced at the next national conven-
tlon, in August; on the cons;derable nubllclty and editorial approval
. given to Sen. Harry F. Byrd, Jr's. antireversion speech in the
Senate; and @n evidence that the Naha MORNING STAR had contrlbuted
. to Sen. Byxd' ,"research.“ e

This evedence suggested the p0351b111ty of a tie-in of
-right-wing and veter%is organizations with conservative politicians
‘such as Mr. Byrd, and concelvably with conservative publications
such as the Hearst organlzatlon and other papers that have recently

{ - taken an editorial stand opposing reversion or, at a .minimum, urglng

unrestr:.cted base use following reversion.

We are now satiSfied that no "conspiracy” of this kind
has yet been forxrmed. Our reasons are the following" .
4 . o ' S
a. We have confirmation from the National Adjutant
© that the American Legion considers its 1968 re-
solution to be a matter..of record, and has no plans

to rev1ve the issue at lts next convention.

b. Although the Byrd soeech was w1dely publlClZed
- and received favorable editorical notice in-a .
. number of papers, the commentary was diversified,

ir

St f ‘appeared on widely ‘'separated dates, and provides no

n**J




Memo: Vice Consul Noguchi/5 - Juiy 10, 1969

lnternal evidence that it was inspired by any- - ff 3§_

thing but the text of the speech as reported by
the wire services or, possibly, as distributed SN
by the Senator's own office. - I

.C. There is no persuasive evidence so far that the

o ..picked up directly by any U.S. oape:s. (It would~
be useful to discover, if this is possible through
. Japanese CGovernment channels, whether the MORNING:
STAR conducts any large.and regular mailing to
American newspapers, Congressmen or citizens
organizations.). ,

'd. " We have so far zcund absoluuely no ev1dence that 7
. any of the conse:vatlve organizations normally
'in league with each other (the‘John Birch Socmety
constellation) is concerned with the oklnawa '
‘question. .

Oon thlS matter, our confidential informant, Gordon Hall, :
made an extensive check of the literature, the 68 boo;hs of 0art1c1natlng
organizations, and the conference agenda of the Birch-sponsored "New
England Rally .for God, Family and Country" conducted last week in
Boston. He found no feference at the Rally to .the Okinawa question.
: (An article by Mr. Hall on the rally is scheduled to appear sometlme

. next week on the edltorlal page of ehe WASHINGTON POST.) o

. 'Conclusibns'and Recommendations

. @&. There is so far no evidence of an organized
. campaign of citizens organizations or publlcatlons o
.. to influence the Okinawa negotiations in a dlrectlon”
. unfavorable to Japan's interests. : :

b. Such a campaign could get under way, either on
" an organized or a spontaneous basis, if the
‘negotiations should receive significant and
sustadined publlClty, including wide public
dlscu551on o: alternatlve settlement formulas.

*Ce It would be very much contrary to Japan s 1nterests
T T ﬂf;‘,for news coverage of the negotiations to emphaSLZe‘w
SRR _3“;1any bzcker;ng over details of the settlement, or.

»(More)w

oo

: | Vice Consul Noguchi/6 - July 10, 1969

- unwilling to accommodate the United. States on re=-

editorial views of the-Naha MORNING STAR are being ff P
' L ~No public relablons camoalgn should bé mounted

'ﬁ‘argumentive”line, (2) display an honest if &on-~
i cerned hope that the issue will be resolved to
“oomutual benefit andawgaulsfactlon, (3) be w1111ng

- Government's views, and (4) avoid hypothehlcal

for Japan to appear in the news to be inflexible, =

lated issues (including economic issues), or
unwilling to provide adequate reassurances on,
for example, postreve551on security of the bases
and viability of “he "priox. consultatlon" formula.‘

in an effort to influence U.S. media in support.
of Japan's objectlves on_this issue.

In encounters w1th~memoers of the U.S. press,
Japanese diplomats should (1) avoid a rigid or

to provide detailed analysis of various reversion
problems - and full information on the Japanese

discussion of -alternative settlement formulas and
" their possible’ 1mp11catlons or consequences. '

Japanese diplomats should, at the same,tlme,’ :
encourage free, friendly and.natural encounters
with a widening circle of both news medla ‘re=
presentatlves and polltlcal leaders. :
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' lT\\'enty~fotiL years ago,, 12,500
United .States fighting men died to
capture ].lp‘ms 72-island RyuLyu
chain and. its strategic big prizc, the .
‘60-mile-long island of Okmawa in
the East Chma Sea. Since then, under
continuing American control, Oki-

ingle most important military'b.xsc
omplex in the Far East—a vital,
multx-bxlhon-dollar staging. area for
operations from Kotea to Vietnam.’

Japan now is pressing for return’
.of Okinawa and ‘the other Ryukyu
‘islands. Intense campaigns both by -

" American left have made such return |
an explosive political issue. And the
Nixon = Administration, -

nd return the temtorxcq——probably
ffective.in 1972. ' .

This coucduuoxv attxtudc is
; the latest demonstration of Uncle
Sam’s amazingly benevolent attitude
oward defeated- formér enemics.
Surrender of our control over Oki-’
nawa will not mean dismantling of
our 91 military installations there.
But it would mean we- could- no

4clear weapouns, . or as an opezatmu

. miore e would lmve to get Japan's

Cdtself.
;’I‘here 1s abaolutely no lcgal fea-

e L

nawa hds been developed as our”

its nationalistic far right and-its anti- -

anxious- to -
maintain good relations with Japan’s
¥ :pro-z\nmeficml government, has indi- -
ated it wvill yield to the pressures
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son why we should do this. Thc ’

status of Okinawa and the other

Ryukyus was fixed by the Treaty of "}
- Peace signed by Japan in 1952. Nor™

" does their status have anything to do.
with the U.S.-Japanese Mutual Se-
curity Treaty of 1960, under which:

“the U.S. guarantees- the freedom and, :
 safeiy of ]apdn Yet a threat not to .:

“renew that {10-year treaty in 1970,
~ironically, is one of the pressures

. being exerted on Washington for
- the return of Okinawa. g

Under that heaty, Japan, in ef-.
“fect, has been given a free ride in .
defense matters. Because we are its ;

"
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plOLeCtOLS, only one per cent of its .

. budget goes for defense. As a result
it has been able to develop an annual

“ gross naticnal product of over $120 )

. billion—third in the avhole world :
and to*aped only .by the “U.S. and
"Russia. .

What the Okinawa situation

- boils down to, in" other words, is a+ :

* ‘demand that we give: Japan a. veto

-over futire U.S. military operations

". on the island. At the same time, the

longer use the island for' storing ny-
base for our B-52 bombers. Further-’
; ".pemnssmn for launching any mtll-

148 bases we mamtmn i Ja‘mn '

* Japanese would continue to enjoy

“the benefit of the hundreds of mil-’

" lions.of- dollars we spend there every
.yeat. ‘
It istan absurd proposition from

‘my vn.wpomt but Japan’s. Naturally |

we want to maintain friendly rela-
t tions, but a clear choice must be

. made. Either we keep a strong basc

-under our own unhindered control

’

dcfenac.

on Okinawa, or Japan must take over’
~the cost and 1c>pon51b1hty of xts own

i
1
4
i
3,
?
'

a

..v,..',,..n“.v Lo

|

Fw-

Busted

i

E&@ m**cmu@
,@*p Okt %Nv7819 |

TWENTY-FOUR YEARS AGO, 12,500 United
States fighting men died to capture Japan’s 72-
island Ryukyu chain and its strategic big prize, the
60-mile-long island of Okinawa in the Tast China
.. Sea. Since then, under continuing American con-
~trol, Ok'~awa has been developed as our single
. most iniyo'rtant military base complex in the Ori-
“ent — “yvital, multi-billion-dollar staging mea for

; operations from Korea to Vietnam.
[

Ja“an now is pressing for the return of Ol\ma-
wa anu the other Ryukyu islands. Intense cam-
paigns both by its nationalistic far right and its -

. anti-American leff have made such return an ex-
?’plosive 'political issue. And the Nixon Administra-
‘uon, anxious to maintain good relations with Ja-
i pan’s pro- -American government, has indicated it
. will yield to the pressures and return the territo-
ies — probably effectivein 1972, :

This conciliatory attitude is the latest demon-
! stration of Uncle Sam’s amazingly benevolent atti-
tude tf
i of our ¢~ntrol over Okinawa would not mean dis-
/ mantlm\ Jf our 91 military installations there. But’

s
.
!
i
i
|
|

or stormg nuclear weapons, or as an operating

: i base for our B-52 bombers. Furthermore we would ..
«1 - have to get Japan’s: permission for launching any .

v rmh(ary operations, as-we do now at the 148 bases
we mamtam in Japan xtbeh.

There is absolutely no legal reason why we -
* should do this. The status of lelllaWd and the oth-
ier Byukyus was fixed by the treaty of peace mgnea
. by Japan in 1952. Nor does their status have any-
“thing to do with the U.S.-Japanese mutual secuuty
+treaty of 1960, under which the U.S. guarantees -’
"'the freedom and safety of Japan. Yet a threat not
“to renew that 10-year treaty in 1970, jronically, is ;
i one of the pressures being exerted on Washmc;ton .;
i Ior the return of Okinawa.

Under that treaty Japan, in effect, has been ;}

Ty _given a free ride in defense matters. Because we "}

“are ils protectors, only 1 pereent of its budgct goes

i
i

n annual gross mtsond) product of over $120 bil- |
dion — third in the whole wmld and top ped only
bvﬂw U S. ath zssm : )
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it woy ymean we could no longer use the island 8

or defense, As'a result it has been able to develop ..
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WHAT ’Y‘*ZE OKINAWA. SIT UA'i‘IO\I boils
down to, irc other words, is a demand that we give -+
‘Japan a veto over future U.S. military ops’ra‘uions i
* on the-island. At the same time,. the Japancse
. would continue to enjoy the benefit of the’;

hundrcds of millions of dollars we spend there ev-, 7
-ery year, plus the immense savmg afforded by our ;

continuing protection.: -

1tis an absurd proposition 1rom aiy viewpoint
but Japan’s. Naturally we want to mainfain friend-:
» “1y relations, but a clear choice must be made. Ti-
ther we keep a strong base under our own unhin-;
dered control on Okmawa, or Japan must take over |

the cost and responsibility of its own defense.

_ Anyuun;, else would he a foolish, d’mgmmw, ; .
- inexcusable betrayal of Lhe ullimate'sacrifice made #-..°
by 12,500 Awmerican men in the bloody battles of -

zy j.,jty-f»fiy deal oo« I hold 1, /ou pay for zt :
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- Ukinawa Surrender? o

Lo TWENTY-FOUR years ago, 12,500 United States
" fighting men’ died to capture Japan's 72-Island
i,Ryukyu chain and its strategic big prize, the 60-mile- -
ilong island of Okinawa in the East China Sca, Since -~
%t -Ithen; “under continuing American .control, Okinawa -
. -lhas been developed as our single most important mili- .
‘ritary base compiex in the Far-East — a vital, multi-
" billion-doliar staging arca for operations from Korca

[ to, Vietnam. ! - ) :

oo Japan now is pressing for return. of Okinawa
!~and the other Ryukyu islands. Intense campaigns - |
.. ; both by its nationalistic far right and its anti-Ameri~
i. *+ can leit haveimade such return an explosive political -
" issue. And the Nixon administration, anxious to main~ .
--tain good relations with' Japan's pro-American gov-
.ernment, lias indicated it:will yield to the pressures

.and return the territorics — probably effective in -

1972, ~

) I This conciliatory attitude is the latest demonstra- *
s+ .tion of Uncle Sam’s amazingly benevolent attitude |
. “toward defeated former enemies. Surrender of our
" control over Okinawa will not mean dismantling of -
* our 91 military installations there. But it would mean -
‘we could no longer use the island for storing nuclear
weapons, or as an operating base for our B-52 bomb-
:ers. Furthermore we would have to get Japan’s per~
+ mission for launching any military operations, as we
"-do now at the 148 bases we maintain in Japan itself,

.
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There is absolutely no legal reason why we
.should do ‘this.- The status of Okinawa and the other -
- . Ryukyus was fixed by the Treaty of Peace signed by
JapdAn in 1952, Nor does their status have anything
ot do with the U.S.-Japanese mutual security treaty
. of 1980, uades which the U.S. guarantees the freedom "
i .and safety of Japan. Yet a threat not.to rencw that
" -10-year treaty in 1970, ironically, is'one of the pres- i
- sures being ‘exerted on Washington for the return
. of Okinawa. . A

3

v Under that {reaty Japan, in effect, has been given

} ! a free ride in defense matters. Because we are its. ':

A protectors, ‘only one percent of its budget goes for

i~ .. .defense. As a result it has been able to develop an

.+ . annual gross national product of over $120 billion — *
. third in the whole world and topped only by the

© . U.S. and Russia. . :

" words, is a. demand that we give Japan a veto over

* . future U.S, 'military operations on the island. At the
- same time, the Japanesc would continue to enjoy the ,
..V 'benefit of the hundreds of millions of dollars we
i . spend there every year, plus thé immense saving af- .
1" ., forded by our continuing protection.” '~ -

!

Tt is an absurd proposition from any viewpoint
. but Japan’s, Naturally we want to maintain friendly
.. relations, buta clear choice must be made. Eitlier ch
.o keep a strong base under_onr.own.amhindered_con-
TATOLOb_vro et or Japan must take over the cost i
and Tesponsibility of 118 owildiTense, .

Anything ‘else wonld 'be a-foolish, dangerous,
. incxeusable betrayal of the ultimate sacrifice made
7 by 12,500 American men in the hloody battles, of. 1945,
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-. What the Okinawa situation boils down to, in other . .
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! TWENTY-FOUR YEARS AGO, 12,500 Uniied
"I Slates fighting men died to capture Japan’s 72-island
.+ Ryukyu chain and iis strategic big prize, the G0-mile- .-
: long island of Okinawa in the Fast China Sea. Since. -
i; then, under continuing- American conirol, Okinawa .
~ has been developed as. our single most jmportant
- military base complex in {he Far East—a vital, rauitl-
... billion-dollar staging area for operations frorn Korea
* to Vielnam. G e S
' Japan now is pressing for return’ of Okinawa :
and the other Ryukyu islands. ‘Intense campaigns
both by its nationalistic far vight ang its anti-Ameri-
can Jeft have made such return an exp]psi\{e political
issue, And the Nixon Administration, anxious to”
i: mnaintain good relations with Japan’s pro-American
I government, -has indicated it will yield 1o the pres-
sures and return the territories—probably effective
in 1972, - e } ! - o
. This conciliatory aititude js the latest domonstra-
ilon of Uncle Sam’s amazingly benevolent attitude :
toward defeated former enemies. Surrender of our
control over Okinawa will not mean disrnantling of
s our 91 miljiary installations there. But it would mean
we could no longer use the island for storing nuclear
weapons, Or as an operating base for.our B-52 vomb-.
ers. Furthermore we would have to get Japan’s per-
mission for Jaunching any military operations, as we . ;
do now at'the 148 bases we mainain in Japan itself.
There is absolutely no legal reason why we ’
- should do this. The stalus of Okinawa and the other
Ryukyus was fixed by the Trealy of Peace signed bty
- Japan in 1952.- Nor does. their staius have anything
1 1o-do with-the U. S.-Japanese mutual security treaty .
~-of 1960, under which the.U. S, guarantees ihe free- ..
- dom and safety of Japan. Yet a thrcat not 16 renew
that 10-year treaty in 1970, ironically, is one of the
-.pressures veing exerted on Washington for the return
‘of Okinawa. S TR T
P Under that treaty Japan, in effect, has been given
~"a free ride .in defense .matters. Because we are ils
i.‘protectors, only one percent of its budget goes for
o defense, As a resuit it has been able to develop an .
i+ annual gross national product of over-$120 - billicn—
third in the whole world and topped only by the U. 8.
¢ and Russia. - BE T T R
5 What the Okinawa situation boils down- 1o, in .
. other words, is a- demand that we give Japan a veto -
c.over Tuture U, S. military operations on the island.
* At the same time, the Japanese would continue io ;
i enjoy the benefit of the hundreds. of millions of dol-"
i~ lars we spend there every year, plus .the immense -
: "saving afforded by our continuing protection. o
It is an absurd- proposition from any viewpoint -
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; rclations, but a clear choice must be made, Either we
keep a strong base under our own unhindered confrol
voon Okinawa, or Japan must lake over the cost and
= responsibility of s own defense, C

o excusable betrayal of the withnate sacrifice made vy
7 12,500 American: mign in Tha blopdy hittlels of 1945,

.. but Japan’s. Naturally:we want 1o maintain friendly

- Anything else would be a foolish, dangerous, in- 3
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The Imcmaéserw Seﬁ enes

Twenty - four _years. ago,. 12,500
‘ United States fighting men Gicd fo.-
" capture Japan's 72-island Ryukyu

60-mile-long island of Okinawa in the
‘east China Sea. Since, then, under‘
continuing American - control Ok-

SRy
e
i

Ty complex in the Far.East—a" v1tal,_

} operat.lons from Korea to Vxemam..f'

_--Japan now is pressmg fof retmn
! of Okinawa and the othér’ Ryukyy |

g i"; its nationalistic far right and its anti-
L American leff have made such return
an explosive political issue. And .the
Nixon - Administration, = anxious 3

| pro-American government, has indi-
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4 effective in 1972, -
Iy
3

This concmatory emtude is’ the
i latest demonstration -of. Uncle Sarn’ 5
amazingly benevolent ottxtude toward-
b defeated former “enémies: Sur“enuer'
-of our control over Olunawa will not -

i \ . mean dismantling of our.gl military -
{.; installations there. But'it would mean

; f we could no longer use the island for:.
% storing nuclear weapons, or as an
| operating base for our B-52 bombers.
Furthermore we Would have to get
" Japan's pemmssxon for launching any”
'-‘ military operations, as we do now at
g the 148 bases we. mamtam dn Japa1

why we should do this. The status
1" of Okinawa and the other .Ryukyus-
2, was fixed by the. Treaty’of Péace
signéd by Japan m 1952, Nor: does

Q' "’Eﬂu‘\/‘fe") ee re

i chain and its strategic big prize, the -

.. inawa has been developsd. as our,
single most iraportant’ mllxtary haseé |

multi-billion-dollar - staging: area forf'_:l- Under that treaty Japan, in ef{ect

- islands. Intense campaigns -both byv_-

maintain good relations with Japan’s

cated it will yleld 1o.the prcssures..
and return the temtemes-—probebly «-that we-give Japan a veto over fu-

©, It is:an absurd prop051t10n from

; L::' . A ) P
;:j';" | There is absolutely ne legal reason. . .
(‘ i

’ uf n €y o
their sta..us “have zmythmfy to do with ..;
-the U.S.-Japanese Mutual Security -
Treaty of’ ._1960 .undey’ _yvhleh the' U.S
guarantees the freedom or safety of
Japan. Yet a threat not to renew that- 3
lo-yeal treaty in 1970, 1romcally, is *
one ‘of " the- pressures bemg exerted :
on- Washmoton for ~the’ “Tetuin | of '
Okmawa.r 5 :

has been given a free ride in “defense
.. matters. Because -we are its protec-
‘tors; ‘only one per. cent of its budget
 goes for:deéfense.  As'a- result it has
“'been ablé to develop an annual’ gross
_national product of over $120 billion
—ithird i in the whole world and topped
only by ’Lhe U S. and’ Russxa

Wha(. the Okmawa situation beils
down to, in other words, is a demand’

ture U.S:"military operations on the 4
Island At the same time, the Jap- -
- anese ‘wold continue to enjoy the
“benefit of the hundreds of millions of
 dollars We- spend there every year,
plus-thé immense saving afforded by B
our centmumg protection.

~any v1ewpomt but Japan’s. Naturally .
" we wani ‘to’ maintain friendly rela- |
tions, but a- clear choice must be
made. Either we keep ‘a strong base
-under our own' unhindered control on 3
Okinawa, or-Japan must take over :
;the tost and responsxbxhty of its own -,
dcfense. R

Anythmg elsé would be a foolish; .
dangerous, “inexcusable betrayal of i

the ultimate sacrifice made by 12,500
"-American’ men in the bloody battles -
of 1945 . : L
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T WE\ITY FOUR years ago, 12, 500

» United States fighting men . died to

capture Japan’s 72-1slzmd Ryukyu chain

China Sea. .

can control, Okinawa--has been de-

military base complex in the Far East
— a vital, multi-billion-dollar staging

I;’area for operations from Kmea ’w,"
;' Vietnam,

Intense campaigns-both by. its na-

- tionalistic far right and its anti-Ameri-,
- can left have made such return an

explosive political issue.. And the Nixon'
administration, . anxlous to’ . maintain
good relations .with Japan’s pro-Amer-

¢ ican government, has indicated it will. ..,
 yield to the pressures and return the -
» territorfes — probably effectlve in’

1972. :

This conciliatory attltude is the_'
: latest demonstration of Uncle Sam's.

amazingly benevolént attitude toward

" defeated former enemles.

Sm‘render ‘of our control over 01\1-

‘nawa will not mean dismantling’ of
our 91 military installations there. But -

it would mean we could no longer use

¢7 the islanad for storing nuclear weapons, ..
" or as an operating base for our B-52
k bombers.

Furthelmme we would have to ffc; :

.Tapans permission for launching any
‘military operations, as we do now at’

d1]ef 148 bases we mamtam in Japan 1t~ o
, Sell, . N

There is absolute]y no leg'xl reason
why we should do ‘this, The status of

.and its strategic big prize, the 60-mile- -

~ have anything to do with the U.S.-:;
Tong island of Okmawa m the East

... 1960, under which the U.S. guarantees E

] X
Since then, under conhnumg Ameri- the fIGEdom and safety of Japan.‘

veloped as our single most important ™
Japan now lS pres-smg for return of '

4+ Okinawa and the other Ryukyu islands. -

: the :whole world and fnpped only by
“the U.S..and Russia.

-, U.S. military operations on the island.

. mense saving afforded by. our continu-

:Japan must take over the cost and .

' American men in the bloody Dattles of &

Okinawa and the other Ryukyus was A
fixed by the treaty of peace signed by i
Japan in 1952. Nor does their. status -*

PO

Japanese mutual security. treaty of k

Yet a threat not to renew that 10-
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year tieaty in 1970, ironically, is one % -
.of the pressures being exerted on ¢,
.Washmrrton for the return of Okinawa. )

Under that-treaty Japan, in cffect,
has been given a free ride in defense B
matters. Because . we are its protectors,
only 1 per-cent of its budget gocs for
defense. As a result, it has been able
to develop an annual gross national -
product of over $120 billion — third in -

.
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- What the Okinawa  situation boils

-downi to, in other words, is a demand .}

that we give Japan a veto over future .

" At the same time,. the Japanese
would continue to enjoy the benefit of -
ihe hundreds of millions of dollars we:,
spend there every year, plus the im-‘"

ing pr otectlon.

It is an absurd pr op0smon from any o
viewpoint but Japan’s. Naturally we

want to maintain friendly relations, but "
“a clear choice must be made. Either |,
.. 'we keep a strong base under our own
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unhindered - control "on Okinawa, or

1esponsxb1hty of its own defense.

- Anything clse would be a foolish, ,~
dangerous, inoxcusable betrayal of the -
ullimate s(xcmhce made by 12,500
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1w Okinawa Surrender? -

" Twenty-four years ago, 12,500 United '~ - have anything to do with the U.S.-Japa-"s

¢ States fighting men died to capture Ja-
.pan’s 72-island Ryukyu chain and its
“strategic big prize, the 60-mile-long is-
.land of Okinawa in the East China Sea.
.Since then, under continuing American

+control, Okinawa has been- developed .:

‘as our single most important military

-. ;base complex in the Far East'—'a vi- -
“#1al, multi-billion-dollar staging area

. for operations from Korea to Vietnam.
** Japan now is pressing for return of

* Okinawa and the other Ryukyu Islands. °

" Intense campaigns both by its national-
“istic far right and its anti-American left
.have made such return an explosive
. political issue. And the Nixon adminis-
.tration, anxious fo maintain good rela-

“f tions with Japan's pro-American gov- .

¢ ernment, has indicated it will yield io

i the pressures and return the territories .

1 — probably effective in 1972. -
+ . This conciliatory attitude is the lat-
»est demonstration - of Uncle Sam’'s

» amazingly benevolent attifude toward .

; defeated former enemies. Surrender of

; onr control over Okinawa will not mean -

i dismantling of our 91 military installa-
;* tions there. But it would mean we could

*: no longer use the island for storing nu- .
: clear weapons, or as an operating base .

; for our B-52 bo.mbers. Furthermore we

: would have to get Japan’s permission .

¢ for launching any military operations,
: as we do now at the 148 bases we main-
¢ tain in Japan itself. ~ .

¢ ° There is absolutely no legal reason

“y why we should.do this. The status of-

¢ Okinawa. and the other Ryukyus was

i’ fixed by the Treaty of Peace signed by .
+-Japan In ‘1952, Nor: does their status

10 co ' Friday, June 13,
./ dom and safety of Japan. Yet a threat
-not to renew that 10-year treaty in 1970, *

" matiers..Because we are its protectors, 3
-oniy one per cent of its budget goes for .;

. ultimate sacrifice made by 12,500 # "
_Ar};encan men in the bloody battles °,f ;
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nese mutual security treaty of 1960, un- 3
der which the U.S. guarantees the free- |

ironically,'is one of the pressures being
exerted on Washington for the return of
Okinawa, . R R :
~Under that treaty Japan, in effect,
has been given a free ride in defense % -

defense. As a result it has been ableto * =~ 7 7 ot
develop an annual gross national prod- : -
uct of over $120 billion — third in the i .
whole world and topped only by the ( ) e
U.S. and Russia. =~ - = d SR
What the Okinawa sifualion boils . ok
down to, in other words, is a demand j S 4
that-we give Japan a veto over future : s i
U.S. military operations on the island. i
t.the same time, the Japanese would
continue fo enjoy the benefit of the i
hundreds ~of -millions of dollars. we.;i -
spend there every year, plus the im- 7
mense saving afforded by our continus-,:
ing protection. * R .

IT IS AN absurd proposition from ..
any’ viewpoint but Japan’s. Naturally i
we want.fo maintain friendly relatious, g
but a clear, choice must be made. Ei-
ther we keep a strong base under our :
own unhindered control on Okinawa, or. ;
Japan must take over the cost and re-./
sponsibility of its own defense, "

Anything else would be a foolish, '
dangerous, inexcusable betrayal of the i
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" EX RICK‘SMLTH:. L ;jif {

e EVE'HPV CHVCAVD LNTO THE OKLNAWA VEGOTIAIIONS AVD THLNK\"‘F ;

“NEXT M 0ST LOGICAL PEC FOR A SLOQY UILL BE WHEN, ROGERS COLS TO JAPAN

~

'.NUCLEAR VEAPONS RE MAINS SOLID. BUT IT HAg CONPIICALFD THE UuSe ‘[f“ 4
.. NEGOTIATING TACTICS. . THE BIG ISSUES-~~NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND U.S¢ SPRCTAL

YE WILL - fALK THERE VI LTH TH J%DANLS“ QBOUT THE BASIC OALNAUA )
ISSU (EYE AM ASSURED OU1 SlO?Y ON THE V'KON DE CLSLON TO Q&MOVD_ C

DASE OPEQ NG QIG”fS-“ADH TEC ”NLCPL" NO" .LSOLV. BETWEEN ‘"THE Uo3. _ﬂ
AND JAPANVShg RLGA?DIVSS orF THE -NYTIMES 'STORY. - woqur:L:ssy THE -
JADANFsv REGARD OUR SLORY as QLCWT AND, IN EFFI ECT, HAVE POCKETED TH AT 5
GAlNo " Dick SNYDER Is BEING JTNL 0ﬂ“ "o TOKYO PERMANENTLY 'T0 STICK

' WITHTHE OKINAWA NEGOTIATIONS, POSSIBLY FOR AS LONG AS TVO YEARS. RE™
WILL HAVE TO GHASE THROUGK ALL THE GRUBBY DETAILS, FROM WHAT 7O o

(VITH THE.UeS. FINANCIAL BACKING ‘ROT THE OKINAVA cunqnmcyy HOW T0
" GET OUT THE CAPITAL OF AMERIGAN BUSIN SSMEN, JUST WHAT MILITARY
| INSTALLATIONS WE WILL KEEP AND WHICH OTHERS TURN OVER, .ETC. ETC., ETC..
. BUT SNYD«QQIS NOTNOT DUZ TO GO TO uoqx OUT THERE UNTIL ROGERS ARRI st;*
SO THE PROPER OPENING IS WHEN ROGERS AND THE: JAPAN"SthRV TO" ADD\ASS'
THE BASIC MILITARY ISSUES IN TOKY0, AND GIVEN THE FELP VE- “HVE’ vpoannu“

"~ THE JAPANLSE THEY OUGHT TO BE WLLLTVG TO HVLP,US OUT THER“ N *,f R

" OKINAWA VLITH ME;R;GHT,NowO:,"ff=‘

ALION», ODDLY PEOPLE HERE' SE
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