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Mr, -Zablocki. We can come back to the real thrust
of ‘the purpose of these meetings, what the United States
“future role will be. ‘I think you touched on one .parti-
eular issue; that is, the emotional and political one.
There is no doubt in my mind, certainly, as to your views
son Okinawa, My question would be because I believe -there
Addg a tlmetable involved and before 1970.when_ the Mutual
Securitg,Eagtpmust conclude something must be done about
Olii-n~awa~. R T T ‘

T think it is going to be dlrectly 1nvolved w1th
'future _security treaty. What are your views_as. to_what
arrangementsmfor the,returnmgilthe~{sland to. Japan.should:
&€ madé prior._to-1970,. and realizing the domestic polltlcal :
problem, the acceptance of the public announcement at '
thls tlme or any time in the.future.

if Mr.. Relschauer. You are talking about this country?
i Mr. Zablockl.u ‘This country. °

“ - What gu1dance, what advice will you give this parti-
,cular period in question? .
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K _ Mr, Reischauer. Well, the Japanese -American POlathDr E
ship ‘is-the most important thing to us in that whole part -
~of the world Everything else in a sense depends upon -
that. Thére are two things that make that relationship
'dlfferent .One ig thé great ‘Japanese worry about our
§EEE§EEOH in - Vietnam, we paid a high pricé for. it. The.
other is the fact that we still have almost a million
Japanese under our: ‘semi- colonial control Wthh 1s not
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. Ynu,havewthewspec&frcvproblem o£,l979 belng a—time
Hat - oppositien—groups—in-—Fapan-have-always-aimed at-as -
a_yearlwg_break_xhe relationship..between-America- and..
Japan. ‘For this reason T think it is essential that

-in calendar 1969, after the Presidential election is
‘passed, it would be easier to do, we should solve the
iOklnawa problem.w .

The_solution. I-weultd—Iliketogoe I the returnof,
¢ Okinawa to Japan,. MAtdthemverywleast»weueanmgetma~elear
| date-for-its.returns it is tied. down but I don't see why"
o ;tmpanunotmbemreturned in 1969, * The problem 1s American . :
- bases on Okinawa., At the present time they do %.have i
_“the restrictions in Japan proper. with--regard.-to-t -
~-utilization of nuclear weapons or movement dlrectly 1nto ]
_Qcombat elsewhere. :

_ Actually, we are not in a pos1tlon where we could
carry out a ma jor military commitment in an area near-
Japan without Japanese cooperatlon and support. ;

_ Hence,té_seg’ggﬁdanger ~in puttlng the baies in Oklnawa .

¢ same restrictions, meaning that we need Japan s
- »suppg?t‘E?Torelﬁg“coula:EEally utllize it that we have C
;,\ for*thehbases~&n»Japan itself. D

Elther we have a close relatlonshlp with Japan, 1nclud
A ing: Oklnawa, or we run the risk of having ' no relationshi
« w1th Japan. e T

X7 : e s ' -

S Zablocki. But the Japanese also have a polltleal
_problem; The base agreements between the United States
(,and Jﬂpan on the Mainland of Japan. are. entlrely dlfferent

- v , Nr. Reischaver. They are dlfferent in only two
L Jrespects. That is, we have agreed you have prior consul-
., tation with the Japanese before we.utilize those bases
gffor d1rcct action mllltarlly anywhere,

-

/er.

: : Actually, two and a half years ’ ago when some B- 523
..did come out of the Okinawa bases and bombed Vietnam

(", there.was such strong polltlcal reaction we realized

. .we lost the possibility of using those bases as we saw

.~ f£it for.actions of that sort. This one is already

‘ qeroded ‘the remaining one is the nucleus. I think this

is somethlng that should be examined very carefully.
While I am not an expert in this field and therefore
should not really give you hard testimony on it, I
“suspect very' strongly that the American nuclear pos1t10n,
including defense of Okinawa, Japan and all the rest can
{pcrhaps be done as well without nuclear bombs.: This is
%true, the” problem can be solved very easily and it would
¢ 'a.great plus in our relationship with Japan, which
“is'a most 1mportant thing to all of us in that part of
4the world

Mr.-Zablockl o



Zablockl. But you are” sayin? your sccurlty

Oklnawa to Guam9

submarlne and the . 1ong—drstance~@nes that are in real-
uglg\r strlklngmpower for that_part of the worlds or.
anywhere ¢lse.  You have lots of other p0531b111t1es
C torage such. as Guam and cther places, so you
have ' to have 1t in- Oklnawa, I bellcve.

: probably get along without it. Since this is
crucial: matter in our relationship with. Japan,
I's..al _ady in a tenuous p031t10n because of the
es - Vietnam bwlngs, thls 1s somethlng maybo we
t‘to concede.~'

....-..«._,,_ - - ww N st s

“Zabloekis But you are an;expert on politlcal
sy Mr. Relschauer. Do you-think that certain

An- th ;Unlted States will accept this. policy?
peak ng’o at the present’ time- there. are several
ans: d. What can

I dcubt 1f there 1s that much -
After .2ll, we lost men in Normandy
’ on‘t»clalm Normandy, and a lot of other places.
“obviously. an- invalid kind of argument :

Retrospect.”

Zablockl. LMf. Buchanan.

e e Mr., Buchanan./ I hate to dwell on the sthect but
I want to make sure I understand what you are saylng
You say on page 4 that while we ought
1thdraw from this kind of commitment, it .

vto seck "to

the outcome +in Vietnam is clear, but in any case, it
easy -or wise for ‘the United States to
commitments until satisfactory substltutes

1lab1e for the guarantees we have glven.

would.not be. endangcred if we movcd the. nuclear arm from'
. i ‘an 1nternationdl

s el
Relschaucr.. e After all you havo the Polarls fthat they do now exist and that there are not at nresent

s(I;sayk I am not an expert on this but T believe

elschauer.'”Maybe I should.not héve méntioned,j»"

would be imp0551ble to say how this can best be done until

Then you suggest maybe -a reglonal org anlzatlon or

Now given ‘the fact that we do have those commltncnts

substltutes, you do advocate that we honor those
ommltments°': . , :




C 2R 29 BRETRALERABRIAEALA
BESICHT 5 5 4 ¥ x 7 —55i%E b

il
(_;
A
X

(MHRICEIT B )

“Mr.'Zablocki. We can come back to the real thrust

. the' purpose of these meetings, what the United Stapes
future role will be. - I think you touched on one parti-
cular issues;. that s, the emotional and political one.
ThHere is no doubt in my mind, certainly, as to your views
on-Okinawa. . My question would be because I believe there .
s'a timetable involved and beforé 1970 when the Mutuval

awas .

I think it is going to be directly involved with
uture security treaty. What are your views as to what
angements for the return of the Island to Japan should

> made prior to'1970, and realizing the domestic political
roblem, the acceptance of -the public announcement at

his time or any time in the future. e

552ébib¢ki;w,ihis gountry.

" Yhat guidance, what adviee will you give this parti-
ular: period in question? " - : ~ .

.. Mr, Reischauier. Well, the Japanese-American relation-
‘ship 1s the most important thing to us in that whole part

fthe 'world. - Everything else in a. sense depends upon
hat.; Therc.are two things that make that relationship
ifferent.  One is the great Japanese worry about our

tua sin Vietnam, we paid a high price for it. The
the ‘fact that we still have almost a million
under our semi-colonial control, which is not .

. You have the specific problem of 1970 being a time
' ition groups in Japan have always aimed at as
+to. break the relationship between America and .
‘ For: this reason I think it is essential that
n calendar 1969, after the Presidential election is
a55¢ t would be easier to do, we should solve the .

‘prqblem.“

The

ity Pact must conclude somethirig must be done about

Mr;uReiééhéﬁef.~ You. are talking about‘this country?

. The solution I would like to sece is the return of =
kinawa to Japan., At the 'very least we can get a clear ..
ate for its return; it is tied down but I don't see why
"it can not be returned in 1969. The problem is American - .
-bases on Okinawa. - At the present time they do. not have
. the ‘restrictions "in Japan proper with regard to the
utilization of nuclear weapons or movement directly into
.combat elsewhere, - - A :

Actually, we are not in a position where we could
.carry out a major military commitment in an area near
.. Japan without Japanese cooperation and support..
. Hence, I see no danger in putting the bases in Okinawa :
‘under the same restrictions, meaning that we need Japan's -
© support before we could really utilize it that we have

/- for the bases' in Japan itself..
_ Fither we have a close relationship with Japan, include

'inngkinawa, or we run the risk of having no relationship: .
. with Japan. ’ S SIS

= Mr.}Zabiockig But the Jépanesefélso have a political
-problem,: The base agreements between- the United States
.and Japan on the Mainland -of "Japan are entirely different.

.. Mr. Reischauer, They are different in only two -
"respects. That is, we have agreed you have prior consul-
~tation with the Japanese before we utilize those bases

~+for direct action militarily anywhere i :

1]

Actually, two and a half years ago when some B-52s

*.-did come out.of the Okinawa bases and bombed Vietnam

. :there was such strong political reaction we realigzed

~"we lost the possibility of using those bases as we saw

“fit for actions of that sort. This one is already
-eroded, the remaining one is the nucleus. I think this

is something that should be examined very carefully,

" While.I"am not an expert in this field and therefore

. X should not really give you hard testimony on it, I

{oor ..suspect very strongly that the American nuclear position, .

(oo ocdinecluding defense of Okinawa, Japan and a1l the rest can =

" perhaps-be done as well without nuclear bombs. This is

true, the ‘problem can be solved very easily and it would
-be a great plus in our relationship with Japan, which

~1s .a most.important thing to all of us in that part of

the “world. o Pl IR :

Mr;\Zablocki;f
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Mr. Zablockl. But you are saying your securlty

'oklnawa to Guam‘>

o Mr. Relschauer Yes, After all you have the Polarls
‘submarine and the long distance ones that are in real
uclear striking power for that part of the world or
nywhere else. You have lots of other p0551b111tlcs

for. storage such as Guam and other places, so you

,don}t have to have ‘it 1n Oklnawa, I belleve.

: As I say; I am not an expert on thls but I belleve‘
e,could probably get along without it. Since this is
such -a. crucial matter in our relationship with Japan, -
which is already in a ténuous p031t10n because of the,
ressures Vietnam bpings, this is somethlng maybe we
ught  to concede.

: Mr; Zablocki. But you are an expert on political
ences, Mr, Reischauer. Do you think that certain
ctions in the United States will accept this pclicy9
.am peaklnrr of at the present time there are several
eterans! organlzatlons declsﬂvely opposed What can

1 dcubt 1f there is that much
f After all, we lost m¢n in Normandy
Je d n‘t clalm Normandy, and a lot of other places. o
1ously ‘an 1nva11d kind of argument. -

Culver. Retrospect.

N
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,5Mn. Relschauer. Maybc I should not have mentioned

Mr. Zablockl. Mr. Buchanan.

. o Mr Buchanan. I hate to dwell on the suhject, but
I want" to make sure I understand what you are saying
‘about Thailand. You say on page 4 that while we ought
to. seck to: withdraw from this kind of commitment, it
+ would be: 1mp0331ble to say how this can best be done until
-the outcome in Vietnam is clear, but in any case, it 5
“would not be. easy.or wise for the United States to:
back out of .commitments until satisfactory substitutes
”are made avallable for the guarantees we have given.

Then.

. Then you suggest maybe a reglonal organ1Zatlon cr
an international. .

Now given the Fact that we do have those commltncnts,
that. they do now exist and that there are not at present:.

substitutes, you do advocate that we honor those
commitments?



