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** Draft #4; July 9, 1993 ** 

REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is a great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and culture have shown themselves i11 many new ways. Your 

bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 

the election of a bold democrat, President Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is a friendship formed in blood, 

as our troops fought shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom. 

Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the Han," we 

built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Today Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our peoples. 

When President Truman sent American troops to Korea's defense 

forty-three years ago, he said he aimed to prove that, ''free men, 

under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good of all." Our efforts together since then have bene-

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

in the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

has made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, we must create a new vision of how our community 

of neighbors can live in peace. 

I believe the time has come to creatP a New Pacific Community, 

built on shared strer1gth, shared prosperity, and a shared 

commitment to democratic values. Today, I want to discuss the 

fundamentals of security for that New Pacifj_c Community and the 

role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, we intend to remain actively engaged in this region. 

America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritirne and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wrong. In truth, our global leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So long 

as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of weapons of mass destruction; third, new regional dialogues on 
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our full range of common security challPnges; and last, support 

for democracy and more open societies ti1roughout the region. 

The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, we need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm 

our five bilateral security agreements -- with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand. 

Those agreements work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable U.S. armed forces to maintain a sub­

stantial forward presence. At the same time, they have enabled 

Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a peaceful 

race toward economic development. The contribution Japan and 

Korea make to defray the costs of stati.oning our forces under­

scores the importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than ou~ alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter legacies. Our nation has 

always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's artificial 

division will end. We support Korea's peaceful reunification on 

terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone still 

traces a stark line between safety and danger. North Korea's 

million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of the DMZ 

-- continue to pose a threat. Its troubling nuclear program 
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raises questions about its intentions. Its internal repression 

and irresponsible weapons sales show North Korea is not yet 

willing to be a responsible member of the community of nations. 

So let me say clearly: our commitment to Korea's security 

remains undiminished. The Korean Peninsula remains a vital 

American interest. Our troops will stay here as long as the 

Korean people want and need us here. We lost tens of thousands 

of America's best in Korea's mountains and mud and sky. Korea 

lost millions. That sacrifice affirmed some old truths. 

Vulnerability invites aggression. Peace depends on deterrence. 

We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with tl1e 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop withdrawals and are 

modernizing Korean and American forces on the peninsula. We are 

pursuing increased access for our forces throughout Southeast 

Asia to facilitate our presence and, if necessary, to project our 

forces beyond the region. We have deployed to Japan the BELLEAU 

WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle group, the 

largest and most modern in the world. These arc not signs of 

disengagement. These are signs America intends to stay. 

The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 
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of delivery. We cannot J.et the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility is too real. North Korea appears 

committed to indiscriminate sales of tl1e SCUD missiles that were 

such a source of terror and destruction in the Persian Gulf. Now 

it is developing, testing and looking to export a more powerful 

missile with a range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North 

Korea to threaten Osaka or for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We 

have serious concerns as well about China's compliance with 

international standards against missile proliferation. 

The Pacific nations must develop new ways to combat the spread of 

biological, chemical and missile technologies, and in the coming 

weeks the U.S. will propose new efforts aimed at that goal. But 

no specter hangs over this peninsula or this region more darkly 

than the danger of nuclear proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now 

have joined to resist that threat through the Nuclear Non-

Proli feration Treaty, the most universally supported treaty in 

history. Now, for the first time since that Treaty was opened 

for signature, one of its members has threatened to withdraw. 

Our goals remain firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean peninsula 

and robust global rules against proliferation. That is why we 

urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non-Prolifera­

tion Treaty, to fulfill its full-scope safeguards obligation to 

the International Atomic Energy Agency, including IAEA 

inspections of undeclared nuclear sites, and to implement 
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bilateral inspections under the South-North nuclear accord. Our 

goal is not endless discussions but certifiable compliance. 

North Korea must understand our intentions. We are seeking to 

prevent aggression, not initiate it. And so long as North Korea 

abides by the UN Charter and international nonproliferation 

commitments, it has nothing to fear from America. 

The U.S. has worked to bring North Korea back within the fold of 

nuclear responsibility. But your nation has the critical role to 

play. The future of this peninsula is for you and North Korea to 

shape. The South-North nuclear accord you negotiated goes even 

further than existing international accords. It not only banishes 

nuclear weapons from the peninsula, it also bans the production 

of nuclear materials that could be used in those weapons. We 

urge full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, which can 

serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 

Even as we address immediate concerns such as proliferation, we 

must also have a vision of how we will meet the broader 

challenges of the era. That is what I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for example, by proposing new ways to 

focus on new problems, such as the slow pace of job creation in 

G-7 countries. It is why I have proposed a NATO summit, so we 

can adapt that institution to new times and new challenges. 

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of Soviet 

aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the Cold 

War has allowed a host of problems to emerge or re-emerge, such 
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as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees 

and the trafficking of deadly weapons and dangerous drugs. 

In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists. 

Moreover, since the Asian Pacific does not face a unitary threat, 

there is no need for us to create one single alliance. The 

challenge for the Asian Pacific in this decade is to develop 

multiple new arrangements to meet multiple new threats and 

opportunities. These arrangements can function like overlapping 

plates of armor -- individually providing protection, and 

together covering the full body of our common security concerns. 

Some new arrangements may involve groups of nations confronting 

immediate problems. This is the model we pursued to address 

North Korea's nuclear program; our two nations worked not or1ly 

with each other, but also with Japan and others who could bring 

their influence to bear. Other arrangements may involve peace­

keeping, such as the massive and promising UN effort to support 

reconciliation in Cambodia. Still others may pursue confidence 

building measures to head off regional or sub-regional disputes. 

We also need new regional security dialogues. This month's ASEAN 

Post-Ministerial Conference in Singapore, which the U.S. will 

attend, offers an immediate opportunity to further such dialogue. 

Korea can play a vital role in the region's new arrangements for 

it stands at the center of Northeast Asia, within two hours by 

air from Singapore, Tokyo, Beijing and Vladivostok. 
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The many economic discussions within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional 

security. That is why I welcome the new Dialogue for Economic 

Cooperation our two nations are launching on this visit. And 

that is why I announced in Japan that I would like to host an 

informal economic conference among APEC's leaders following the 

Ministerial meeting in Seattle this fall. 

The goal of all these efforts is to integrate, not isolate the 

region's powers. China is a key example. We believe China 

cannot be a full partner in the world community until it respects 

human rights and international agreements on trade and weapons 

sales. But we also are prepared to involve China in building the 

region's new security and economic architectures. 

Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to enter into regional 

security dialogues in Asia for fear it would seem like a pretext 

for American withdrawal from the region. But I see such 

dialogues as a way to supplement our alliances and forward 

military presence, not supplant them. These dialogues can ensure 

that the end of the Cold War does not provide an opening for 

regional rivalries, chaos, and arms races. They can build a 

foundation for our shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 

spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 
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not only are more likely to meet tl1e needs and respect the rights 

of their people. They also make better neighbors. They do not 

wage war on each other, practice terrorism, generate refugees or 

traffic in drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable 

partners in trade and in the kind of dialogues I have advocated. 

Today, some argue democracy and human rights are somehow unsuited 

to parts of Asia, or that they mask Western cultural imperialism. 

My ear is drawn to more compelling voices: to Chai Ling, who 

proclaimed democracy's spirit at Tiananmen Square; to Aung San 

Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition to repression in Burma has 

stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, who is leading Russia toward 

becoming a great democratic power on the Pacific; and to your own 

President Kim and others in this multi-party Assembly who have 

helped democracy flower here in the Land of the Morning Calm. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports; 

rather they flow from universal aspirations. 

Now we must respond to those aspirations throughout the region. 

We must support the non-governmental organizations that seek to 

strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such as open 

elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must deploy 

accurate news and information against Asia's closed societies. I 

have proposed creating an Asia Democracy Radio for this purpose 

and I look forward to its establishment in the near future. 
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Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 

This, then, is our nation's vision for security in the New 

Pacific Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new 

efforts to combat proliferation; new regional security dialogues; 

and vigorous support for democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

economic competition is vigorous but peaceful; where diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place as a guardian of our security. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision over~ight, nor 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at the 1992 Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. And so it shall be in the days ahead. Thank you. 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent ha 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and outgoing culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 
~-.e¥1r~n~ 

of~ tru~democrat, President Kim Young Sam. the election 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is a friendship formed in blood, 

as our troops stood shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom. 

Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the Han," we 

built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Now Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our people. 
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under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good of all." Our efforts together since then have bene-

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, we must create a new vision of how our community 

of neighbors can live in peace. I believe the time has come to 

create a New Pacific Community, built on shared strength, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security for that New 

Pacific Community and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, we intend to remain actively engaged in this region. 

America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritime and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wrong. In truth, our global leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So long 

as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, new regional dialogues on the full 

range of our common security challenges; and last, support for 

democracy and more open societies throughout the region. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, we need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm 
S.eC."'-r•'.J-. Lf'1Afl,• t f'~ 

our five bilateral mutual defelft::ie trea:tie-s with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand. 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable !:.Re 

forward mJ J it~ ct-6~e~t. 
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U.S.Ato maintain a substantial 

At the same time, they have enabled 

Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a peaceful 

race toward economic development. The substantial share that 

Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not only 

makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter and stubborn legacies. Our 

nation has always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's 

artificial division will end. We support Korea's reunification 

on terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone 

continues to draw a stark line between safety and danger. North 

Korea's million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of 

the demilitarized zone continue to pose a threat. Its omi(5Ps? 

nuclear program continues to raise questions about its 

intentions. Its approaching political succession creates 
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troubling uncertainties. Its internal repression and 

irresponsible weapons sales abroad show North Korea is not yet 

prepared to "~'f:! rJ'/1it~':Ja"J ~;;:/./;/'1;t' ei¥4-lio@d bel4a.JJ..ior. 

So let me state this clearly: our commitment to Korea's security 

remains undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of 

great powers and cultures remains a vital American interest. 

Our troops will stay here as long the Korean people need us here. 
lP. ~ ·+c.L.., :-~9 9 {?cl: 

We lost tens of thousands of America's best i-H~ea's hilfs anCP-­
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mnd and s!&Y. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice underscored 

some old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Deterrence '-? 
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And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop withdrawals and will 

supplement your nation's military capability with new anti-tank, 

anti-air, and anti-missile defense technologies. We have sought 

increased access for our forces in Thailand, Singapore and 

Indonesia to facilitate our presence and, if necessary, project 

our forces beyond the region. And we have deployed to Japan the 

BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. These are nit / 
~ ~~*' ~ ~ l\at-R. 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America intenas to stay~ 
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The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 

of delivery. We cannot let the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility ~too real. We have already 

seen, in two Persian Gulf wars, what damage could be done by the 

nearly 1,000 SCUD missiles that have been supplied to Middle 

Eastern countries. Today, North Korea seems ready to sell those 
ttt"4~11'4rll~/ . 

missiles ~ 8111' eO'tlRtr} ab:tfe to pa~ ~--Pl-Ga.sh. Now it is 

developing, testing and looking to export a new missile with a 

range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North Korea to threaten 

Tokyo or for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We have serious concerns 
~I~{ tfA,i. c.-L ~ !}..... 

as well about China's ~8~~ ~g re.s.~e.Gt.. international 

standards against missile proliferation. 

The nations of our region must develop new ways to combat the 

spread of biological, chemical and missile technologies, and in 

the coming weeks my Administration will propose new efforts aimed 

at that goal. But no proliferation threat hangs over this 

peninsula or this region more darkly than threat of nuclear 

proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now have joined to resist that 

threat through the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the most 

universally supported treaty in history. Now, for the first time 

since that Treaty was opened for signature a quarter century ago, 

one of its members has threatened to leave it. 

Our goals remain firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean peninsula 

and robust global rules against proliferation. That is why we 
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urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non-Prolifera-

tion Treaty and to fulfill its full-scope safeguards obligation 

to the International Atomic Energy Agency -- including IAEA 

inspections of undeclared nuclear sites. Our goal is not endless 

discussions or verbal commitments but certifiable compliance. 

f 'A.l'r2-d 'ff ~ 
~"1'-~/-o 

The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the tJt< 

fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation, which is most ~c.J.... 
U/1¥uaP. 

affected by this threat, has an even more critical role to play. 

The North-South accord you negotiated goes even further than 
~dA 
~4 "'- fh.b,; 

Not only does it banish t/.'1,,{i;u:. ~ existing international agreements. 

nuclear weapons from the peninsula, it also bans the production .-n.,.. ~n..-
of the uranium and plutonium for those weapons. We urge you to 

press for full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, which 

can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 

Even as we address immediate concerns such as proliferation, we 

must also have a vision of how we will meet the broader 

challenges of the era. That is what I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for example, by proposing new ways to 

focus on new problems, such as the slow pace of job creation in 

G-7 countries. It is also why I have proposed a NATO summit, so 

we can adapt that institution to new times and new challen~dl'\ 

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of ~ov~ 
aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the Cold(" 

War has allowed a host of problems to emerge or re-emerge, such 

as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees 

and the trafficking of deadly weapons and dangerous drugs. 
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In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists, 

nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since the Asian 

Pacific does not face a unitary threat, there is no need for us 

to create one single alliance. Rather, the challenge for the 

Pacific region is to update our existng alliances and develop new 

mechanisms and new dialogues that can function like overlapping .. r.tt.. f 

T:n W" plates of armor -- individually providing protection, and ~~ 

together covering the full body of our common security concerns. 

Some of those new mechanisms may involve groups of nations 

dealing with immediate problems. This is essentially the model 

we have pursued to address North Korea's nuclear program -- for 

we~l~~ot ~~wn two nations, but als~~n and 

others in the region who could bring their influence to bear. 

Some of our new security mechanisms may involve peacekeeping, 

such as the current UN effort to support reconciliation in 

Cambodia. Still others may pursue confidence building measures 

to head off regional or sub-regional conflicts. 

This month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference offers an 

immediate opportunity to begin this kind of new dialogue. 

()ifgenh:at ions. can play a vital role in these new 

dialogues, for it stands at the center of Northeast Asia -- two 

hours or less by air from Shanghai, Tokyo, Beijing and 

Vladivostok. 
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional 

security. That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic 

Cooperation our two nations have initiated. And it is why I 
41r;rJ.l, ~lo A<.£, 

announced in Japan that I will seek an informal meeting of APEC's 

leaders following the APEC meeting in Seattle this fall. 

The goal of all these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate 

the region's powers. China is a particularly important example. 

We believe China cannot be a full partner in the world community 

until it respects human rights and international agreements on 

trade and weapons sales. But we also are determined to~ 
China, to the greatest extent possible, in building the new 

security and economic architectures of the region. 

Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to raise the idea of 

regional security dialogues in Asia for fear it would sound like 

a pretext for American withdrawal from the region. But I see 

such dialogues as a way to make our continued engagement even 

more effective. They can ensure that the end of the Cold War 

does not provide an opening for regional chaos. And they can 

build a foundation for our shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 

spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 

not only are more likely to meet the needs and respect the rights 
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of their people. They also make better neighbors. They are less 

likely to wage war on each other, generate refugees or traffic in 

drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable partners in 

trade and in the kind of security dialogues I have advocated. 

Today, some in this region argue that democracy and human rights 

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute 

Western cultural imperialism. My ear is drawn to more compelling 

voices -- to [xxxx] who sparked the democratic spirit at 

Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, 

who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power on 

the Pacific; and to your own President Kim, who has helped 

democracy flower here in the Land of the Morning Calm. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports; 

rather they flow from the aspirations of the Asian people. 

Now we must work to nurture those aspirations throughout the 

region. We must support the non-governmental organizations that 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must 

deploy our weapons of accurate news and information against 

closed societies such as North Korea. I have proposed the 

creation of an Asia Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look 

forward to its establishment in the near future. 
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Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 

This is our nation's vision for security in the New Pacific 

Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new efforts to 

combat proliferation; new regional security dialogues; and 

vigorous support for democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

economic competition is vigorous but o~y; where diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place as a guardian of the peace. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

? , 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at the 1992 Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. So it shall be in the days ahead. Thank you very much. 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and outgoing culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 

the election of a true democrat, President Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is a friendship formed in blood, 

as our troops stood shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom. 

Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the Han," we 

built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Now Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our people. 

When President Truman deployed American troops to this country 

forty-three years ago, he said he aimed to prove that, "free men, 

under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good of all." Our efforts together since then have bene-

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

in the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

has made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, we must create a new vision of how our community 

of neighbors can live in peace. I believe the time has come to 

create a New Pacific Community, built on shared strength, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security for that New 

Pacific Community and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, we intend to remain actively engaged in this region. 

America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritime and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wrong. In truth, our global leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So long 

as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, new regional dialogues on the full 

range of our common security challenges; and last, support for 

democracy and more open societies throughout the region. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, we need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm 

our five bilateral mutual defense treaties with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand. 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable the U.S. to maintain a substantial 

forward military deployment. At the same time, they have enabled 

Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a peaceful 

race toward economic development. The substantial share that 

Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not only 

makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter and stubborn legacies. Our 

nation has always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's 

artificial division will end. We support Korea's reunification 

on terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone 

continues to draw a stark line between safety and danger. North 

Korea's million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of 
-1--v/ LJ \.! h \--7 

the demilitarized zone -- continue to pose a threat. Its -Gminou.s--
Ql..l.•o' .. ..,li1; PJ i 2 .~ 

nuclear program continue~to raise questions about its 
~ 

intentions. ~ appl'-Qachj ng pelitieal Stleee~sion creates--
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~ bucertai11t±€!;;., Its internal tepfessioR """ 

i~po11sible weapons saleg. abroad shm: ~lorth Korea is not.- j 1 e.t._ 
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p.t:.Qpared to accept interuational norrns of civilized behavior. 
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So let me state this clearly: our commitment to Korea's security 

remains undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of 

great powers and cultures remains a vital American interest. 

Our troops will stay here as long the Korean people need us here. 

We lost tens of thousands of America's best in Korea's hills and 

mud and sky. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice underscored 

some old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Deterrence 

works. We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. a different story. ,1 ... ~) 

(~· ~~~ (d~~ 
' ~ 

The larger picture tells 

awals and will ~ 
' k ij anti- n .1 vk ~ 
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Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop 

supplement your nation's military capability 

anti-air, and anti-missile defense 

our forces beyond the region. And we have deployed to Japan the 

~ 

~~ 
BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. These are not 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America intends to stay_ -
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The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 

of delivery. We cannot let the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility already is too real. We have already 

seen, in two Persian Gulf wars, what damage could be done by the 

nearly 1,000 SCUD missiles that have been supplied to Middle 

Eastern countries. Today, North Korea seems ready to sell those 

missiles 1s-O any ooi:u:itl:-y able to pay in cash- ~10•.v J..t -is ~ ·~ 

developing, testing and looking to export a new missile with a 

range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North Korea to threaten 

Tokyo or for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We have serious concerns 

as well about China's commitment to respect international 

standards against missile proliferation. 

The nations of our region must develop new ways to combat the 

spread of biological, chemical and missile technologies 9 ~~ 
the coming weeks my Administration will propose new efforts aimed 

at that goal. But no proliferation threat hangs over this 
~ 

peninsula or this region more darkly than threat of nuclear 
~ 

proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now have joined to resist that 

threat through the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the most 
~ ~ 

universally supported treaty in history. Now, for the first time 
~ 

since that Treaty was opened for signature a quarter century ago, 
~ 

one of its members has threatened to leave it. 

Our goals remain firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean peninsula 

and robust global rules against proliferation. That is why we 
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urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non-Prolifera-

~ 
tion Treaty/a.ri..d to fulfill its full-scope safeguards obligation 

to the International Atomic Energy Agency -- including IAEA 1 inspections of undeclared nuclear sites Bur ~ssl ia ~ot,endles 
~--------------------_:J ~t.J-~~~~) 
~ discussions,G-£ verbal comwitwe~ts bu~ certifiable compliance. 
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-~l14: ~~~~ _ t ~ The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the 

fold of nuclear responsibility. But~~ur nation, which is mos 
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~~ affected by this threat, has en ..Qven m0Pe{'Cr1t1cal role to play. 

ti\ j' s·~-nJ~ " ~ ~ The Nertfi 3oat1i. accord you negotiated goes even further than 

~ ~ existing international agreements. Not only does it banish 
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nuclear weapons from the peninsula, it also bans the production 

of the uranium and plutonium for those weapons. We urge Jl-GH eo ( 

P*GSS fEH? full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, which 

can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 'T~ 
~Tu,\.P_ o-{ -~ fe1~ ~ r~(),1.,~ 11)~/T~ (rodo#ft'"k ~fk,, 

Even as we address immediate concerns such as proliferation, we 

must also have a vision of how we will meet the broader 

challenges of the era. That is what I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for example, by proposing new ways to 

focus on new problems, such as the slow pace of job creation in 

G-7 countries. It is-also why I have proposed a NATO summit, so 

we can adapt that institution to new times and new challenges. 
~.~AA .j::"t- ;.,, bd" :I: ctat "°v=ta:Ci£!i CJtt/*6'\JJ ~· Qa.u Jl_'6· c B{ IH' t!e ¢\5 ?kei't ~g·~~ 

_L__ ~ #- ; Az :ilr ~ ' ~ 'ii ,, . ~ swc:.-01 ev l' ~XQ:pt:D1Zveo>=V f->t'Oj'fW>oot/ ~ 1c::c:wwe & c+arvv:s~ 

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of Soviet 

aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the Cold 

War has allowed a host of problems to emerge or re-emerge, such 

as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees 

and the trafficking of deadly weapons and 

~ k ~ ·~ ~ -(~ ~ CANL ., 

~ ~ ~/Vfrlfh rTC"\Pef\, 

dangerous dru s. 
lj-o ~Md-o~-~ 

(~~~"-~ ~C-61/~) 
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In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists, 

nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since the Asian 

Pacific does not face a unitary threat, there is no need for us 

to create one single alliance. ~he challenge 

Pacific region is to i-rdat0 ou~ existng allianec3 ene develop 

mechanisms and new dialogues that can function like overlapping 

plates of armor -- individually providing protection, and 

dealing with immediate problems. This is essentially the model 

we have pursued to address North Korea's nuclear program -- for 

we mobilized not only our own two nations, but also Japan and 

others in the region who could bring their influence to bear. 

Some of our new security mechanisms may involve peacekeeping, 
~~ ;v.. 

such as the eklrreftt UN effort to auppert reconciliatieA in W~ (y 

Cambodia.~'fstill othe~;;;;; p~confidence building measures 

~\ s~ to head off regional or sub-regional conflicts. _ ~ o¥ ;_.U _ 

-------------~ . -~S~~.~-- ~·~~ - oJU-" 
,.,..., ~----~~~~--~ 

·This month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference~ fers an #-
,immediate opportunity to .#,.,this kind of new dialogue ./our 

Pacific region should also look for other forums 0 and coneideP 
~ e-fl f\) 'lMNil!lf ~ 

expand~ ae membership,©£ A~KAH ainQ.. ldther existing 
{'- ~d--MW~. 
organizations~ Korea can play a vital role in these new 

dialogues, for it stands at the center of Northeast Asia two 

hours or less by air from Shanghai, Tokyo, Beijing and 
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional 

security. That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic 
.f/W;t 

Cooperation our two nations have initiated. And j,.e' is why I 
~ ~~ ~,;Jt .. f!Jh,5 ~ ~ ~#&. 

announced in Japan that ~1 see}~ an informal meeting of APEC's 
w~ /\ 

leaders following the~ meeting in Seattle this fall. 

The goal of all these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate 

the region's powers. China is a particularly important example. 

We believe China cannot be a full partner in the world community 

until it respects human rights and international agreements on 
~ -.€-INI"~ ~ ~cd vw.J;u.;:. · ~ Cf1A. ~ ~! ~,, ~7, £ ~ a~ 

and weapons sa ?t~._,.:t; 

China,--t:o the greatest eHtent poosisJe, in building the new 

security and economic architectures of the region. 

~/\_~~ 
Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to I?-a.isQ tho idea of 

regional security dialogues in Asia for fear it would sound like 

a pretext for American withdrawal from the region. But I see 

such dialogues as a way to make our continued engagement even 

f ~~~~~~~~~ce::=:~1~~~t:d~~~·~~,~~~~~~~~~~-~·~~~~O-V;::;?{';~~;~~1 
ey can ensure a e end of e War 

~~~"":".~.-'.?, 
does not provide an opening for regional chaos1 And they can 

f\ 

build I foundation5 for our shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 

spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 

not only are more likely to meet the needs and respect the rights 
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of their people. They also make better neighbors. 
~.µ~) 

1ikely to wage war on each other, generate refugee~ 
I' 

They .il-t'e le5s 

or traffic in 

drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable partners in 

trade and in the kind of security dialogues I have advocated. 
• 
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Today, some in this region argue that democracy and h 
----------~---

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or tha~/fhey constitute 
_/ 

Western cultural imperialism. My ear .:j,.~wn 
(ft'W~ tAM-vu ~---' / • 

voices -- to [HH~~~he democratic spirit .«t:. ~ 

to more compelling 

" Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, 

who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power on 

the Pacific; and to your own President Kim, who has helped 

democracy flower here in the Land of the Morning Calm. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports; 
c~ ~P~1 c 

rather they flow from .1::-fre aspirations -erf the Asian people. r '1.,..C1..-l' 

1/Vl,~iJM- f-0 Cft._~t,.:,,,. hAl rie~ ~ ~,;; R.""" e.& ~-eJ J:t-e~ c1.a1-~ 
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Now we must work to nurture those aspirations throughout the 

region. We must support the non-governmental organizations that 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must 

deploy our weapons of accurate news and information against 

closed societies,stteh as North Horea. I have proposed the 

creation of an Asia Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look 

forward to its establishment in the near future. 

~/\ 
o-f 

(A,<-OtYJ~1t) 
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Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 

This is our nation's vision for security in the New Pacific 

Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new efforts to 

combat proliferation; new regional security dialogues; and 

vigorous support for democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

economic competition is vigorous but orderly; where diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place as a guardian of the peace. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at the 1992 Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. So it shall be in the days ahead. Thank you very much. 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and outgoing culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. Your 

people have established new ties to Russia and China. But no 

achievement is more important than your consolidation of demo-

cracy with the election of a civilian President, Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is friendship first formed in 

blood as our troops stood shoulder to shoulder in defense of 

freedom. Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the 

Han," we built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 

billion in well-balanced trade. Now Korea's democratic progress 

adds yet another bond of shared values between our people. 

When President Truman deployed American troops to this country 43 

years ago this summer, he said we needed to prove that, "free 

men, under God, can build a community of neighbors, working 

together for the good of all." Our efforts together did benefit 

all -- not only the people of our own two countries, but all in 

the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

helped make them more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and change sweeping the region, we 

must define anew what our community of neighbors means to 

achieve. I believe the time has come to create a New Pacific 

Community, built on shared security, shared prosperity, and a 

shared commitment to democratic values. Today, I want to discuss 

the fundamentals of security for that New Pacific Community and 

what role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, our nation intends to remain actively engaged in this 

region. America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here 

in this century. We have no desire to fight another. The best 

way to prevvent regional conflict, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth, and secure our maritime and other interests here 

is to remain an active presence. We must continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. I disagree. In truth, America's global leadership 

has never been a more indispensible or worthwhile investment. So 

long as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade; 

so long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a 

fractious world -- that is how long we must continue to lead. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, support for democracy; and, last, new 

regional dialogues on the full range of our security challenges. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. Today we reaffirm our five 

mutual defense treaties with Australia, the Philippines, 

Thailand, Japan and Korea. In a period of change, we need to 

preserve what has been reliable. 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable the U.S. to maintain a substantial 

forward military deployment. At the same time, they have enabled 

Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a peaceful 

race toward economic development. The substantial share that 

Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not only 

makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter and stubborn legacies. Our 

nation has always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's 

artificial division will end. We support Korea's reunification 

on terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demiltarized zone 

continues to draw a stark line between safety and danger. North 

Korea's million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of 

the demilitarized zone continue to pose a threat. Its 

troubling nuclear program continues to raise questions about its 

intentions. Its internal repression and irresponsible weapons 
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sales abroad show North Korea is not yet prepared to accept 

international norms of civilized behavior. 

So let me state this clearly: our commitment to Korea's security 

remains undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of 

great powers and cultures remains a vital American interest. 

Our troops will stay here as long the Korean people want us here. 

We lost tens of thousands of America's best in Korea's hills and 

mud and sky. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice underscored 

some old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Deterrence 

works. We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen our troop withdrawals and provided 

better weapons. We have sought increased access for our forces 

in Thailand, Singapore and Indonesia in order to facilitate our 

presence and project our forces beyond the region, if necessary. 

We have replaced the USS MIDWAY in Japan with the USS 

INDEPENDENCE battle group, the largest and most modern in the 

world. And we have newly deployed the Belleau Wood amphibious 

group into Sasebo. These are not the signs of disengagement. 

[concluding line for section] 
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The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weaopns of mass destruction and their means 

of delivery. We must not let the terrorizing diffusion of these 

deadly weapons replace the nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility already is too real, and the Asian Pacific 

already figures too large. Two wars in the Persian Gulf have 

shown what damage could be done by the nearly 1,000 SCUD missiles 

already supplied to middle eastern countries. Today, North Korea 

seems ready to sell those missiles to any country able to pay 

cash. Now it is developing, testing and looking to export a new 

missile [whose name shall go unmentioned] with a maximum range of 600 

miles -- enough for North Korea to threaten Tokyo and for Iran to 

threaten Tel Aviv. We also have very serious concerns about 

China's commitment to respect international standards against 

missile proliferation. 

But no proliferation threat hangs over this peninsula or this 

region more darkly than threat of nuclear proliferation. Nearly 

160 nations now have joined to resist that threat through the 

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the most universally supported 

treaty in history. Now, for the first time since it was opened 

for signature a quarter century ago, one of its members has 

threatened to leave it. 

Our goals remain constant. We seek a non-nuclear Korean 

peninsula and a robust international nonproliferation regime. 

That is why we urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty, and to fulfill its full-scope 
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safeguards obligation to the International Atomic Energy Agency, 

including the obligation to permit inspections of undeclared 

nuclear facilities. Our goal is not simply verbal commitments, 

but certifiable compliance, and we are adamant for results. 

My Administration has taken an active posture in trying to bring 

North Korea back within the fold of nuclear responsibility. But 

your nation ultimately is most affected by this threat, and you 

have an even more critical role to play. The North-South accord 

you negotiated goes even further than existing international 

agreements. Not only does it banish nuclear weapons from the 

peninsula, but it also bans the production of the uranium and 

plutonium materials for those weapons. We urge you to press 

quickly for full implementation -- including challenge 

inspections -- of this pathbreaking agreement, which stands as a 

compelling model for other regions of tension. 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and outgoing culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 

the election of a great democrat, President Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is friendship first formed in 

blood as our troops stood shoulder to shoulder in defense of 

freedom. Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the 

Han," we built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 

billion in well-balanced trade. Now Korea's democratic progress 

adds yet another bond of shared values between our people. 

When President Truman deployed American troops to this country 43 

years ago this summer, he said we needed to prove that, "free 

men, under God, can build a community of neighbors, working 

together for the good of all." Our efforts together did benefit 

all -- not only the people of our own two countries, but all in 

the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, we must create a new vision of how our community 

of neighbors can live in peace. I believe the time has come to 

create a New Pacific Community, built on shared security, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security for that New 

Pacific Community and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, our nation intends to remain actively engaged in this 

region. America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here 

in this century. We will not squander that investment. The best 

way to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our maritime and other interests here 

is to remain an active presence. We must continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. I disagree. In truth, America's global leadership 

has never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So 

long as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade; 

so long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a 

fractious world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, new regional dialogues on the full 

range of our common security challenges; and last, support for 

democracy and more open societies throughout the region. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. 

to preserve what has been reliable. 

In a period of change, we need 

Today we therefore reaffirm 

our five bilateral mutual defense treaties 

Philippines, Thailand, Japan and Korea. 

with Australia, the 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable the U.S. to maintain a substantial 

forward military deployment. At the same time, they have enabled 

Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a peaceful 

race toward economic development. The substantial share that 

Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not only 

makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter and stubborn legacies. Our 

nation has always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's 

artificial division will end. We support Korea's reunification 

on terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone 

continues to draw a stark line between safety and danger. North 

Korea's million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of 

the demilitarized zone continue to pose a threat. Its 

troubling nuclear program continues to raise questions about its 

intentions. Its approaching political succession creates grave 
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uncertainties. Its internal repression and irresponsible weapons 

sales abroad show North Korea is not yet prepared to accept 

international norms of civilized behavior. 

So let me state this clearly: our commitment to Korea's security 

remains undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of 

great powers and cultures remains a vital American interest. 

Our troops will stay here as long the Korean people need us here. 

We lost tens of thousands of America's best in Korea's hills and 

mud and sky. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice underscored 

some old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Deterrence 

works. We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop withdrawals and will 

supplement your nation's military capability with new anti-tank, 

anti-air, and anti-missile defense technologies. We have sought 

increased access for our forces in Thailand, Singapore and 

Indonesia to facilitate our presence and, if necessary, project 

our forces beyond the region. And we have deployed to Japan the 

BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. These are not 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America intends to stay. 
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The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 

of delivery. We cannot let the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility already is too real, and the Asian Pacific 

already figures too large. Two Persian Gulf wars~ suggested ~ 
what damage could be done by the nearly 1,000 SCUD missiles 

already supplied to middle eastern countries. Today, North Korea 

seems ready to sell those missiles to any country able to pay in 

cash. Now it is developing, testing and looking to export a new 

missile with a maximum range of 600 miles -- enough for North 

Korea to threaten Tokyo and for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We 

have serious concerns as well about China's commitment to respect 

international standards against missile proliferation. 

The nations of our region must develop new ways to combat the 

spread of missile, biological and chemical technologies, and in 

the coming weeks my Administration will propose new efforts aimed 

at that goal. But no proliferation threat hangs over this 

peninsula or this region more darkly than threat of nuclear 

proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now have joined to resist that 

threat through the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the most 

universally supported treaty in history. Now, for the first time 

since it was opened for signature a quarter century ago, one of 

its members has threatened to leave it. 

Our goals remain constant and firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean 

peninsula and robust global rules against proliferation. That is 
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why we urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non­

Proliferation Treaty and to fulfill its full-scope safeguards 

obligation to the International Atomic Energy Agency, including 

the obligation to permit inspections of undeclared nuclear sites. 

Our goal is not endless discussions or even verbal commitments 

but certifiable compliance -- and we are adamant for results. 

The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the 

fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation, which is most 

affected by this threat, has an even more critical role to play. 

The North-South accord you negotiated goes even further than 

existing international agreements. Not only does it banish 

nuclear weapons from the peninsula, it also bans the production 

of the uranium and plutonium for those weapons. We urge you to 

press for full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, which 

can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 

While North Korea's nuclear program remains deeply troubling, the 

region's response has been encouraging. The U.S. and Korea not 

only worked closely with each other, but also with Japan. And we 

urged other critical powers in the region, such as China and 

Russia, to bring their influence to bear as well. 

This kind of flexible and adaptive response to new threats 

suggests a third element of our regional security vision. Just 

as the U.S. last month called for a NATO summit to adapt that 

institution to Europe's post-Cold War challenges, so we need to 

spin a web of new cooperative efforts to address the post-Cold 

War challenges of the Asian Pacific. 
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As with Europe, the Asian Pacific no longer faces Soviet 

aggression as its dominant, unitary threat. That danger has been 

replaced by ones that are smaller but in many ways more complex. 

Weapons proliferation is one example. Cambodia's fragile process 

of reconciliation is another. Others include drug trafficking, 

refugee flows and environmental degradation. And throughout Asia, 

the Cold War's end has altered the character of many regional 

relationships, such as those among Cambodia, Vietnam and China. 

We can start weaving a new regional security web by updating our 

existing security alliances. For example, the U.S.-Japanese 

treaty was aimed principally at containing the Soviet Union. Now 

we should start exploring ways to use that alliance and others to 

address the region's new challenges. The purpose will be not to 

reduce our treaty commitments but to re-enforce them. 

In this era, security will increasingly revolve around economics. 

By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can generate 

jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional security. 

That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic Cooperation our 

two nations have initiated. And that is why I announced three 

days ago that I will seek an informal meeting of APEC's leaders 

following the APEC meeting in Seattle this fall. 

Ultimately, we also need to explore new mechanisms for regional 

security dialogues. Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to 

raise such an idea for fear it would sound like a pretext for 

American withdrawal from the region. But I see such dialogues as 

a way to make our continued engagement even more effective. This 
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month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference offers an immediate 

opportunity to begin such discussions. Other forums may include 

different members, and can focus on both confidence building and 

problem solving. Korea at the center of Northeast Asia and 

within two hours by air from Shanghai, Tokyo, Beijing and 

Vladivostok -- can play a central role in these dialogues. 

The goal of these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate the 

region's powers. China is a particularly important example. We 

believe China cannot be a full member of the world community 

until it respects human rights and international agreements on 

trade and weapons sales. But we also are determined to involve 

China, to the greatest extent possible, in building the new 

security and economic architectures of the region. 

This new web of security efforts can bind our Pacific nations 

closer together. It can ensure that the end of the Cold War does 

not provide an opening for regional chaos. And it can build a 

foundation for our shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 

spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 

not only are more likely to meet the needs and respect the rights 

of their people. They also make better neighbors. They are less 

likely to wage war on each other, generate refugees or traffic/ 

in drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable partners in 

trade and in the kind of security dialogues I have advocated. 
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Today, some in this region argue that democracy and human rights 

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute 

Western cultural imperialism. My ear is drawn to more compelling 

voices -- to [xxxx] who sparked the democratic spirit at 

Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, 

who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power on 

the Pacific; and to your own President Kim, who has helped 

democracy flower here in the Land of the Morning Calm. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports; 

rather they flow from the aspirations of the Asian people. 

Now we must work to nurture those aspirations throughout the 

region. We must support the non-governmental organizations that 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must 

deploy our weapons of accurate news and information against 

closed societies such as North Korea. I have proposed the 

creation of an Asia Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look 

forward to its establishment in the near future. 

Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 
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This, then, is our nation's vision for security in the New 

Pacific Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new 

efforts to combat weapons proliferation; new mechanisms for 

regional security dialogues; and a vigorous commitment to the 

spread of democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

the economic competition is vigorous but mutually beneficial; 

where a diversity of cultures lives with each other and learns 

from each other; where nations work as partners to improve their 

shared security; and where democracy as well as balanced military 

strength takes its place as a guardian of the peace. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 
\~ (1 <JS v-<-e. l J.r--t. 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured ]Ii.£ e- that final steep hill to 
\t\l\L. '\ 

capture the gold in the marathon at the Barcelona Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. So it shall be in the days ahead. I appreciate this 

opportunity to speak with you. And I look forward to 

strengthening this remarkable partnership between our nations and 

our peoples. Thank you very much. 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

o..,, 
It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall ~ 

/\. 
of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and~ culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 

the election of a bold democrat, President Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is a friendship formed in blood, 

as our troops fought shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom. 

Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the Han," we 

built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Today Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our peoples;. 

When President Truman sent American troops to Korea's defense 

forty-three years ago, he said he aimed to prove that, "free men, 

under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good of all." Our efforts together since then have bene-

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

in the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

has made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, 

of neighbors can 

we must create a aew vision of how our community ~~ 

live in peace. ~ believe the time has come to ( ~/11__ 
/ I ;2,AM.,~) 

create a New Pacific Community, built on shared strength, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security for that New 

Pacific Community and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, we intend to remain actively engaged in this region. 

America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritime and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wrong. In truth, our global leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So long 

as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, new regional dialogues on the full 

range of our common security challenges; and last, support for 

democracy and more open societies throughout the region. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, we need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm 

our five bilateral security agreements -- with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand. 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable U.S. armed forces to maintain a 

substantial forward presence. At the same time, they have 

enabled Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a 

peaceful race toward economic development. The substantial share 

that Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not 

only makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter legacies. Our nation has 

always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's artificial 

division will end. We support Korea's peaceful reunification on 

terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone still 

traces a stark line between safety and danger. North Korea's 

million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of the DMZ 

-- continue to pose a threat. Its troubling nuclear program 

raises questions about its intentions. 

~ee~:u;io11 eEoate:! ar1ceF1iaiAt i"» Its 
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irresponsible weapons sales abroad show North Korea is not yet 

willing to be a responsible member of the community of nations. 

So let me say clearly: our commitment to Korea's security remains 

undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of great 

powers and cultures -- remains a vital American interest. Our 

troops will stay here as long the Korean people need us here. We 

lost tens of thousands of America's best in Korea's mountains and 

mud and sky. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice affirmed some 

old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Peace depends on 

deterrence. We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop withdrawals and will 

supplement your nation's military capability with new anti-tank, 

anti-air, and anti-missile defense technologies. ~e are pyrsuing 

.i,ncreased access for 6ur force~ in Thailand, Singapore and 

~ ~ -~ ~~"" ~ 1;;;;-0 
IndoneSia?ro facilitate our p?esence a,-if necessary, to 

A 

project our forces beyond the region. We have deployed to Japan 

the BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. These are not 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America intends to stay. 

The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 



5 ** Draft #3; July 9, 1993 ** 

of delivery. We cannot let the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility is too real. North Korea appears 

committed to indiscriminate sales of the SCUD missiles that were 

such a source of terror and destruction in the Persian Gulf. Now 

it is developing, testing and looking to export an even stronger 

missile with a range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North 

Korea to threaten Tokyo or for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We 

have serious concerns as well about China's compliance with 

international standards against missile proliferation. 

The Pacific nations must develop new ways to combat the spread of 

biological, chemical and missile technologies, and in the coming 

weeks the U.S. will propose new efforts aimed at that goal. But 

no specter hangs over this peninsula or this region more darkly 

than the danger of nuclear proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now 

have joined to resist that threat through the Nuclear Non-

Prol i feration Treaty, the most universally supported treaty in 

history. Now, for the first time since that Treaty was opened 

for signature, one of its members has threatened to withdraw. 

Our goals remain firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean peninsula 

and robust global rules against proliferation. That is why we 

urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non-Prolifera­

tion Treaty and the South-North accord, and to fulfill its full­

scope safeguards obligation to the International Atomic Energy 

Agency, including IAEA inspections of undeclared nuclear sites. 

Our goal is not endless discussions but certifiable compliance. 
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North Korea must understand our intentions. We are seeking to 

prevent aggression, not initiate it. And so long as North Korea 

abides by the UN Charter and international nonproliferation 

commitments, it has nothing to fear from America's arsenals. 

The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the 

fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation is most affected 

and has the critical role to play. The future of this peninsula 

is for you and North Korea to shape. The South-North accord you 

negotiated goes even further than existing international agree­

ments. It not only banishes nuclear weapons from the peninsula, 

it also bans the production of nuclear materials for those 

weapons. We urge full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, 

which can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 

Even as we address immediate concerns such as proliferation, we 

must also have a vision of how we will meet the broader 

challenges of the era. That is what I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for example, by proposing new ways to 

focus on new problems, such as the slow pace of job creation in 

G-7 countries. It is why I have proposed a NATO summit, so we 

can adapt that institution to new times and new challenges. 

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of Soviet 

aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the Cold 

War has allowed a host of problems to emerge or re-emerge, such 

as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees 

and the trafficking of deadly weapons and dangerous drugs. 
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In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists, 

nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since the Asian 

Pacific does not face a unitary threat, there is no need for us 

to create one single alliance. Rather, the challenge for the 

Pacific region is to develop new mechanisms and new dialogues 

that can function like overlapping plates of armor --

individually providing protection, and together covering the full 

body of our common security concerns. 

Some of those new mechanisms may involve groups of nations 

addressing immediate problems. This is the model we have pursued 

to address North Korea's nuclear program -- for we have worked 

not only between our own two nations, but also with Japan and 

others in the region who could bring their influence to bear. 

Some of our new security mechanisms may involve peacekeeping, 

such as the massive and promising UN effort to support 

reconciliation in Cambodia. Still others may pursue confidence 

building measures to head off regional or sub-regional conflicts. 

This month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference in Singapore, 

which our Secretary of State will attend, offers an immediate 

opportunity to further this kind of new dialogue~rea can play) 

a vital role in these dialogues, for it stands at the center of 

Northeast Asia -- two hours or less by air from $'asg~a~, Tokyo, 

Beijing and Vladivostok. /' 
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional 

security. That is why I welcome th~alogue for Economic 
. {\ ~~ 

C , .~. ' .~ I ' h 
(·rr~ 

ooperation our two nat1ons1t13ted. And that is w y I 
(\ ~-~~ 

announced in Japan that I would uonld like to soo an informal 

economic conference among APEC's leaders followi~ 
Ministerial meeting in Seattle this fall. ( l;>f€ Vf,~ ~f va(,M 

~11) 
The goal of all these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate 

the region's powers. China is a particularly important example. 

We believe China cannot be a full partner in the world community 

until it respects human rights and international agreements on 

trade and weapons sales. But we also are ~e~a to involve 

China, te tfie ~re~te3L exteftt pessible, in building the new 

security and economic architectures of the region. 

Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to enter into regional 

security dialogues in Asia for fear it would seem like a pretext 

for American withdrawal from the reg~~n. But I see such 
~~ 

dialogues as a way to supplement our forward military presence, 
~ti'-/ (' 

not supplant .i:t;=;. These dialogues can ensure that the end of the 

Cold War does not provide an opening for regional rivalries, 

chaos, and arms races. They can build a foundation for our 

shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 
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spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 

not only are more likely to meet the needs and respect the rights 

of their people. They also make better neighbors. They do not 

wage war on each other, practice terrorism, generate refugees or 

traffic in drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable 

partners in trade and in the kind of dialogues I have advocated. 

Today, some in this region argue that democracy and human rights 

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute 

Western cultural imperialism. 
.. ~ 

voices -- to ~-~~) who proclaimed democracy's spirit~ 4'V'-

My ear is drawn to more compelling 
(~~ 

Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, 

who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power on 

the Pacific; and to your own President Kim, who has helped 

democracy flower here in the Land of the Morning Calm. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports; 

rather they flow from universal aspirations. 

Now we must work to respond to those aspirations throughout the 

region. We must support the non-governmental organizations that 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must 

deploy .Q\U '•J8etf'9R8 e:f accurate news and information against 

Asia's closed societies. I have proposed the creation of an Asia 

Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look forward to its 

establishment in the near future. 
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Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 

This, then, is our nation's vision for security in the New 

Pacific Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new 

efforts to combat proliferation; new regional security dialogues; 

and vigorous support for democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

economic competition is vigorous but peaceful; where diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place as a guardian of our security. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at the 1992 Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. And so it shall be in the days ahead. Thank you. 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and outgoing culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 

the election of a bold democrat, President Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is a friendship formed in blood, 

as our troops fought shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom. 

Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the Han," we 

built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Today Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our people. 

When President Truman sent American troops to Korea's defense 

forty-three yea rs ago, he said he aimed to prove that, "free men, 

under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good of all." Our efforts together since then have bene-

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

in the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

has made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, we must create a new vision of how our community 

of neighbors can live in peace. I believe the time has come to 

create a New Pacific Community, built on shared strength, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security for that New 

Pacific Community and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, we intend to remain actively engaged in this region. 

America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritime and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wrong. In truth, our global leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So long 

as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, new regional dialogues on the full 

range of our common security challenges; and last, support for 

democracy and more open societies throughout the region. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, we need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm 

our five bilateral security agreements -- with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand. 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable U.S. armed forces to maintain a 

substantial forward presence. At the same time, they have 

enabled Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a 

peaceful race toward economic development. The substantial share 

that Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not 

only makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter legacies. Our nation has 

always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's artificial 

division will end. We support Korea's peaceful reunification on 

terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone still 

traces a stark line between safety and danger. North Korea's 

million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of the DMZ 

-- continue to pose a threat. Its troubling nuclear program 

raises questions about its intentions. Its approaching political 

succession creates uncertainties. Its internal repression and 
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irresponsible weapons sales abroad show North Korea is not yet 

willing to be a responsible member of the community of nations. 

So let me say clearly: our commitment to Korea's security remains 

undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of great 

powers and cultures -- remains a vital American interest. Our 

1...0nnr- l\ 
troops will stay here as long the Korean people~ us here. We \ 

lost tens of thousands of America's best in Korea's mountains and 

mud and sky. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice affirmed some 

old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Peace depends on 

deterrence. We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop withdrawals and will 
a .d J" a n c.. e. cf 

supplement your nation's military capability with ~ew anti tank, 

a-n-e-i air, and anti-missile defense technologies. We are pursuing 

increased access for our forces in Thailand, Singapore and 

Indonesia to facilitate our presence and, if necessary, to 

project our forces beyond the region. We have deployed to Japan 

the BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. These are not 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America intends to stay. 

The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 
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of delivery. We cannot let the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility is too real. North Korea appears 

committed to indiscriminate sales of the SCUD missiles that were 

such a source of terror and destruction in the Persian Gulf. Now 

it is developing, testing and looking to export an even stronger 

missile with a range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North 
•:£ 

Korea to threaten ~r for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We 

have serious concerns as well about China's compliance with 

international standards against missile proliferation. 

The Pacific nations must develop new ways to combat the spread of 

biological, chemical and missile technologies, and in the coming 

weeks the U.S. will propose new efforts aimed at that goal. But 

no specter hangs over this peninsula or this region more darkly 

than the danger of nuclear proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now 

have joined to resist that threat through the Nuclear Non-

Proliferation Treaty, the most universally supported treaty in 

history. Now, for the first time since that Treaty was opened 

for signature, one of its members has threatened to withdraw. 

Our goals remain firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean peninsula 

and robust global rules against proliferation. That is why we 

urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non-Prolifera­

tion Treaty .Qnd ~e South Horth aceor~nd to fulfill its full­

scope safeguards obligation to the International Atomic Energy 

Agen~y, includin9: IAEA in_spectio_ns of undeclared nuclear sites\ a"'d 
-1'0 l""'\J\erneo~ bi\a.-\-era\ 1ns~c:.-\-io"~ llnaer ~ S'c-:.0-tL-No..-1-l-. dccc:'lrc\ 
Our goal is not endless discussions but certifiable compliance. · 
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North Korea must understand our intentions. We are seeking to 

prevent aggression, not initiate it. [And so long as North Korea ~~eJ 
,.;-1..~<" abides by the UN Charter and international nonproliferation .'\ 

Seo•.:'·) 
commitments, it has nothing to fear from America's arsenals~ (fr~· 

The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the 

fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation is most affected 

and has the critical role to play. The future of this peninsula 
Y\Ofl - n1..1.de.ur 

is for you and North Korea to shape. The South-North/accord you 

negotiated goes even further than existing international agree-

ments. It not only banishes nuclear weapons from the peninsula, 

it also bans the production of nuclear materials for those 

weapons. We urge full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, 

which can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 

Even as we address immediate concerns such as proliferation, we 

must also have a vision of how we will meet the broader 

challenges of the era. That is what I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for example, by proposing new ways to 

focus on new problems, such as the slow pace of job creation in 

G-7 countries. It is why I have proposed a NATO summit, so we 

can adapt that institution to new times and new challenges. 

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of Soviet 

aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the Cold 

War has allowed a host of problems to emerge or re-emerge, such 

as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees 

and the trafficking of deadly weapons and dangerous drugs. 
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In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists, 

nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since the Asian 

Pacific does not face a unitary threat, there is no need for us 

to create one single alliance. Rather, the challenge for the 

Pacific region is to develop new mechanisms and new dialogues 

that can function like overlapping plates of armor -­

individually providing protection, and together covering the full 

body of our common security concerns. 

Some of those new mechanisms may involve groups of nations 

addressing immediate problems. This is the model we have pursued 

to address North Korea's nuclear program -- for we have worked 

not only between our own two nations, but also with Japan and 

others in the region who could bring their influence to bear. 

Some of our new security mechanisms may involve peacekeeping, 

such as the massive and promising UN effort to support 

reconciliation in Cambodia. Still others may pursue confidence 

building measures to head off regional or sub-regional conflicts. 

This month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference in Singapore, 

which our Secretary of State will attend, offers an immediate 

opportunity to further this kind of new dialogue. Korea can play 

a vital role in these dialogues, for it stands at the center of 

Northeast Asia -- two hours or less by air from Shanghai, Tokyo, 

Beijing and Vladivostok. 
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional 

security. That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic 

Cooperation our two nations have initiated. And that is why I 

announced in Japan that I would would like to see an informal 

economic conference among APEC's leaders following the 

Ministerial meeting in Seattle this fall. 

The goal of all these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate 

the region's powers. China is a particularly important example. 

We believe China cannot be a full partner in the world community 

until it respects human rights and international agreements on 

trade and weapons sales. But we also are determined to involve 

China, to the greatest extent possible, in building the new 

security and economic architectures of the region. 

Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to enter into regional 

security dialogues in Asia for fear it would seem like a pretext 

for American withdrawal from the region. But I see such 

dialogues as a way to supplement our forward military presence, 

not supplant it. These dialogues can ensure that the end of the 

Cold War does not provide an opening for regional rivalries, 

chaos, and arms races. They can build a foundation for our 

shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 



9 ** Draft #3; July 9, 1993 ** 

spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 

not only are more likely to meet the needs and respect the rights 

of their people. They also make better neighbors. They do not 

wage war on each other, practice terrorism, generate refugees or 

traffic in drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable 

partners in trade and in the kind of dialogues I have advocated. 

Today, some in this region argue that democracy and human rights 

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute 

Western cultural imperialism. My ear is drawn to more compelling 

voices -- to [name] who proclaimed democracy's spirit at 

Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, 

who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power on 

the Pacific; and to your own President Kim, who has helped 

d;,mocracy flower here in the Land of the Morning r~f lm. 
>~ -~_UM.-).. ae-.~~ ~ C\iptf?,..he,±. 0 ~ 
'101<.Q.a yv--fU-vt ~-p~ ~~ uj~ ~CMo.ii. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western im orts· 

rather they flow from universal aspirations. 

Now we must work to respond to those 

.bn; tel ~ );ore.~\ 1
.S 

S i.t cc ~ tv-t- ~c cro. V.-, 

aspirations throughout the I 

region. We must support the non-governmental organizations that 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must 

deploy our weapons of accurate news and information against 

Asia's closed societies. I have proposed the creation of an Asia 

Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look forward to its 

establishment in the near future. 
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Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 

This, then, is our nation's vision for security in the New 

Pacific Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new 

efforts to combat proliferation; new regional security dialogues; 

and vigorous support for democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

economic competition is vigorous but peaceful; where diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place as a guardian of our security. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at the 1992 Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. And so it shall be in the days ahead. Thank you. 



(~v~~-) 
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REMARKS OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assembly 

Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 

It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

of democracy. Mrs. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and outgoing culture have shown themselves in many new ways. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

continued to expand. Your nation has hosted the Olympics and 

taken its place as a full member of the United Nations. You 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

ment is more important than your consolidation of democracy with 

the election of a bold democrat, President Kim Young Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations an ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. Ours is a friendship formed in blood, 

as our troops fought shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom. 

Then, as Korea's economy became the "miracle on the Han," we 

built an economic partnership that today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Today Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our people. 

When President Truman sent American troops to Korea's defense 

forty-three years ago, he said he aimed to prove that, "free men, 

under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good of all." Our efforts together since then have bene-

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

in the Asian Pacific who seek to live in peace. Our relationship 

has made the region more secure, more prosperous and more free. 
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Now, with the Cold War over and profound changes sweeping this 

populous region, we must create a new vision of how our community 

of neighbors can live in peace. I believe the time has come to 

create a New Pacific Community, built on shared strength, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security for that New 

Pacific Community and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, we intend to remain actively engaged in this region. 

America is a Pacific nation. We fought three wars here in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, perpetuate the region's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritime and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and many around the world fear, that 

America's global leadership is an outdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wrong. In truth, our global leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. So long 

as America remains bordered by oceans and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol of democracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leadership will remain. 

I see four priorities for the security of our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commitment to 

the region; second, stronger efforts to combat the proliferation 

of deadly weapons; third, new regional dialogues on the full 

range of our common security challenges; and last, support for 

democracy and more open societies throughout the region. 
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The bedrock of America's security role in the Asian-Pacific must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, we need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm 

our five bilateral security agreements -- with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand. 

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of 

the parties. They enable U.S. armed forces to maintain a 

substantial forward presence. At the same time, they have 

enabled Asia to focus less energy on an arms race and more on a 

peaceful race toward economic development. The substantial share 

that Japan and Korea pay toward the stationing of U.S. forces not 

only makes our presence cost effective, but also underscores the 

importance of that presence to both host countries. 

There is no better example of our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold War recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter legacies. Our nation has 

always joined yours in believing that one day Korea's artificial 

division will end. We support Korea's peaceful reunification on 

terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunification 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But that day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone still 

traces a stark line between safety and danger. North Korea's 

million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles of the DMZ 

-- continue to pose a threat. Its troubling nuclear program 

raises questions about its intentions. Its approaching political 

succession creates uncertainties. Its internal repression and 



4 ** Draft #3; July 9, 1993 ** 

irresponsible weapons sales abroad show North Korea is not yet 

willing to be a responsible member of the community of nations. 

So let me say clearly: our commitment to Korea's security remains 

undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- this crossroads of great 

powers and cultures -- remains a vital American interest. Our 

troops will stay here as long the Korean people need us here. We 

lost tens of thousands of America's best in Korea's mountains and 

mud and sky. Korea lost millions. That sacrifice affirmed some 

old truths. Vulnerability invites aggression. Peace depends on 

deterrence. We are not about to forget those lessons again. 

And so it is throughout the region. Our commitment to an active 

military presence remains. Our mutual agreement with the 

Philippines to close our bases there should not be cause for 

Asian alarm. The larger picture tells a different story. 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop withdrawals and will 

supplement your nation's military capability with new anti-tank, 

anti-air, and anti-missile defense technologies. We are pursuing 

increased access for our forces in Thailand, Singapore and 

Indonesia to facilitate our presence and, if necessary, to 

project our forces beyond the region. We have deployed to Japan 

the BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. These are not 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America intends to stay. 

The second security priority for our New Pacific Community is to 

combat the spread of weapons of mass destruction and their means 
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of delivery. We cannot let the expanding threat of these deadly 

weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation. 

Today that possibility is too real. North Korea appears 

committed to indiscriminate sales of the SCUD missiles that were 

such a source of terror and destruction in the Persian Gulf. Now 
{l ~(('. \-vc~Gv\ 

it is developing, testing and looking to export -an even stronger 

missile with a range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North 
0 ';:.<{_,;\.... 

Korea to threaten~- or for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We 

have serious concerns as well about China's compliance with 

international standards against missile proliferation. 

The Pacific nations must develop new ways to combat the spread of 

biological, chemical and missile technologies, and in the coming 

weeks the U.S. will propose new efforts aimed at that goal. But 

no specter hangs over this peninsula or this region more darkly 

than the danger of nuclear proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now 

have joined to resist that threat through the Nuclear Non-

Proliferation Treaty, the most universally supported treaty in 

history. Now, for the first time since that Treaty was opened 

for signature, one of its members has threatened to withdraw. 

Our goals remain firm. We seek a non-nuclear Korean peninsula 

and robust global rules against proliferation. That is why we 

urge North Korea to reaffirm its commitment to the Non-Prolifera­
r't'-A..\ el v 

tion Treaty and the South-NorthAaccord, and to fulfill its full-

scope safeguards obligation to the International Atomic Energy 

Agency, including IAEA inspections of undeclared nuclear sites. 

Our goal is not endless discussions but certifiable compliance. 
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North Korea must understand our intentions. We are seeking to 

And so long as North Korea 
0 

ycl 

A \ '\ '\ 

prevent aggression, not initiate it. 

abides by the UN Charter and international nonproliferation ,,-n. , ,\/ 
-~· \' ,.., .y ~~ fd 

commitments, it has nothing to fear from America's arsenals. (J'-11
, ,, \ .r \er 

,o.r\ \.~V_, le , 
,,,... ~--::: ,\ \ "'' 

.:_;i1 ' u'...-'-

yv '- t r~' }./' 
The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the (~~ 1 1 " ( ' '. _,./ 

fold of nuclear responsibility. 
~ C,Y:'.A-

~ y.\J 

But your nation is most affected ,..._~ '\.~'l. 
\; ,, 

and ha~/critical role to play. The future of this peninsula 

is for you and North Korea to shape. The South-North accord you 

negotiated goes even further than existing international agree-

ments. It not only banishes nuclear weapons from the peninsula, 
-·\C'~ \- c.)v\ ~ \yJ_ v'.t t , \' 

it also bans the production of nuclear materials ~ those 

weapons. We urge full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, 

which can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. 

Even as we address immediate concerns such as proliferation, we 

must also have a vision of how we will meet the broader 

challenges of the era. That is what I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for example, by proposing new ways to 

focus on new problems, such as the slow pace of job creation in 

G-7 countries. It is why I have proposed a NATO summit, so we 

can adapt that institution to new times and new challenges. 

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of Soviet 

aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the Cold 

War has allowed a host of problems to emerge or re-emerge, such 

as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees 

and the trafficking of deadly weapons and dangerous drugs. 

i \~. 
v._,,v' 
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In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists, 

nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since the Asian 

Pacific does not face a unitary threat, there is no need for us 

to create one single alliance. Rather, the challenge for the 

Pacific region is to develop new mechanisms and new dialogues 

that can function like overlapping plates of armor --

individually providing protection, and together covering the full 

body of our common security concerns. 

Some of those new mechanisms may involve groups of nations 

addressing immediate problems. This is the model we have pursued 

to address North Korea's nuclear program -- for we have worked 

not only between our own two nations, but also with Japan and 
( ~-, 2- \)C l {j{'' t ~ \ 

others in the region who could bring their influence to bear. 

/\ 

Some of our new security mechanisms may involve peacekeeping, 

such as the massive and promising UN effort to support 

reconciliation in Cambodia. Still others may pursue confidence 

building measures to head off regional or sub-regional conflicts. 

This month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference in Singapore, 

which our Secretary of State will attend, offers an immediate 

opportunity to further this kind of new dialogue. Korea can play 

a vital role in these dialogues, for it stands at the center of 

Northeast Asia -- two hours or less by air from Shanghai, Tokyo, 

Beijing and Vladivostok. 
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to trade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional 

security. That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic 

Cooperation our two nations have initiated. And that is why I 

announced in Japan that I would would like to see an informal 

economic conference among APEC's leaders following the 

Ministerial meeting in Seattle this fall. 

The goal of all these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate 

the region's powers. China is a particularly important example. 

We believe China cannot be a full partner in the world community 

until it respects human rights and international agreements on 

trade and weapons sales. But we also are determined to involve 

China, to the greatest extent possible, in building the new 

security and economic architectures of the region. 

Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to enter into regional 

security dialogues in Asia for fear it would seem like a pretext 

for American withdrawal from the region. But I see such 

dialogues as a way to supplement our forward military presence, 

not supplant it. These dialogues can ensure that the end of the 

Cold War does not provide an opening for regional rivalries, 

chaos, and arms races. They can build a foundation for our 

shared security into the next Century. 

Ultimately, the guarantee of our security must rest in the 

character and intentions of the region's nations themselves. 

This is why our final security priority must be to support the 
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spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies 

not only are more likely to meet the needs and respect the rights 

of their people. They also make better neighbors. They do not 

wage war on each other, practice terrorism, generate refugees or 

traffic in drugs and outlaw weapons. They make more reliable 

partners in trade and in the kind of dialogues I have advocated. 

Today, some in this region argue that democracy and human rights 

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute 

Western cultural imperialism. My ear is drawn to more compelling 

voices -- to [name] who proclaimed democracy's spirit at 

Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin, 

who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power on 

the Pacific; and to your own President Kim, who has helped 

democracy flower here in the Land of the Morning Calm. 

Each of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports; 

rather they flow from universal aspirations. 

Now we must work to respond to those aspirations throughout the 

region. We must support the non-governmental organizations that 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic society, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a free press. And we must 

deploy our weapons of accurate news and information against 

Asia's closed societies. I have proposed the creation of an Asia 

Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look forward to its 

establishment in the near future. 
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Two-hundred-and-seventeen years ago, America's founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-given and therefore 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together reaffirm 

that declaration, not only as an article of faith, but as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

* * * 

This, then, is our nation's vision for security in the New 

Pacific Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new 

efforts to combat proliferation; new regional security dialogues; 

and vigorous support for democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

economic competition is vigorous but peaceful; where diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place as a guardian of our security. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

will the New Pacific Community come to pass without great effort. 

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang Young-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at the 1992 Olympics. 

His energy and perseverance capture the spirit of the Korean 

people, who have not only endured but prospered through a long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spirit. We honor 

your values. We have stood shoulder to shoulder with you in days 

past. And so it shall be in the days ahead. Thank you. 
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REMA.Rl<S or PRESIDENT 'Ht.LIAM J. CLINTON 
Korean National Assemt>ly 

Seoul, l<oraa·- ~·u1y 10, 1993 

It is yreat honur to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 

o! democracy. Hes. Clinton and I appreciate your warm welcome. 

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea's energy 

and out9oin~ culture have shown themselves in many new w&ys. 

Your bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has 

taken its place as a full member er the United Nations. ~ou 

have established new ties to Russia and China. But no achieve-

rnent. th!n your ~G0$9lidation of democracy with 

t.he elect 1on of a true democrat, i• resident Klm YouIHJ Sam. 

Geography placed our two nations cin ocean apart. But history has 

drawn us close together. vurs 1~ o r~lend3hip to~m•d in hlood, 

as our troops stood shoulder to shoulder in de!ense o! .freedom. 

Then, as l<orea' s economy becarne t:1e "miracle on the Ha.n, .. we 

built an economic partnership tha:·today exceeds $30 billion in 

well-balanced trade. Now Korea's democratic progress adds yet 

another bond of shared values between our people. 

When President Truman deployed American troops to this country 

!0!t~-~hree yeo£a aqo, h~ =~id he ~!m~d tQ prove that, "tree men, 

under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together 

for the good ot all." our efforts together since th.:u ~ benc­

fitted all -- not only the people of our own countries, but all 

·' & '·· ••• ~''"' c:.aP'< to 11 ve in peace. Our rel at ionsh1p 

Ci! 00 2 
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Now, with the Cold War over ana prcrouna changes sweeping this 

populous reglcn, we must create a r)ew vision or how our communit1 

of nei9hbo1s can live in peace. I believe the time has ~ome to 

create a New Pacific Community, bujlt on shared strength, shared 

prosperity, and a shared commitment to democratic values. Today, 

I want to discuss the fundamentals of security tor that New 

~~C~,l~ ~ommvnity and the role the United States intends to play. 

Above all, · ... e intend to remain act:.vely engaged ir. this reg.ion. 

America is a Facific nation. We !~1ught three wars nere .in this 

century. We will not squander that investment. The best way for 

us to deter regional aggression, pt?rpetuate the re91on's robust 

economic growth and secure our own maritime and other interests 

is to be an active presence. We must and will continue to lead. 

Today some in America say, and man:/ around the world tear, that 

America's global leadership is an •)Utdated luxury we no longer 

can afford. They are wron9. In t:uth, our 9lobal leadership has 

never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. so long 

as America remains bordered by oce!ns and powered by trade -- so 

long as our flag is a symbol ot denocracy and hope to a fractious 

world -- the imperative of our leajership will rem~in. 

I see four priorities for the security ot our New Pacific 

Community: first, a continued American military commi~mant to 

the region; second, stronge~s to combat the proliferation ,,,.,._ _.,, "'-
o t ~adly]weapon" third, new regional dialogues on the Cull 

~ange of our common security challen9es; and last, support !or 

.. ~ ,... -
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The bedroc.lt of America's security :-ole in c.t·1e Asian-Paci tic must 

be a continued military presence. In a period of change, "!e need 

to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore rea!firm 

our rive bilateral mutual detense :reaties with Korea, Japan, 

Australia, the Philippines and Thalland. 

Those trea~ie$ work bec~use they s·~rve the interests of each o! 

the parties. They enable the u.s. to maintain a substantial 

forward military deployment. At tie same time, they have enabled 

Asia co focus less energy on an acns race and more on a peaceful 

race toward economic development. The $~t"a~['fi'.q~~"":e~hat 
Japan and Korea ~~tt:JJlf•:'tif~ing,of u.s. torces 41-f.tai.~ 
ua~~~ ~,fJJKr~~n1f1~st ef foctiye, 011'5 1of e: ~~derscores the 

importance or that presence to botn host councries. 

There is no better example o! our commitment than our alliance 

with Korea. As the Cold war recedes into history, a divided 

Korea remains one of its most bitter and stubborn legacies. our 

nation has always joined yours in believin9 that one day Korea's 

artificial division will end. we support Korea's reunification 

on terms acceptable to the Korean people. And when reunirication 

comes, we will stand beside you in making that transition. 

But chat day has not yet arrived. The demilitarized zone 

continues to draw a stark line between safety and dan9er. North 

Korea's million men in arms -- most stationed within 30 miles or 

the demilitari%ed zone continue to pose a threat. Its ominous 

nuclear program continues to raise questions about its 

Qlllu4 
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troubli:"lg uncertainties. Its int1?r:nal repression and 

ircesponslble weapons sales abroad show North Korea is not yet 

prepared to accept international norms .::>f civilized behavior. 

So let me stat.e tlHs clearly: ou.: commitment. to Korea's security 

remains undiminished. The Korean Peninsula -- tnls crossroads of 

great powers and cultures .rema.ins a vital American inteI"est. 

Our troops will stay here as long the Korean people need us here. 

We lost tens of thousands of Amerlca's bast in Korea's hills and 

mud and sky. Korea lost million~. That sacrifice underscored 

some old truths. Vulnerability iavites aggression. Deterrence 

works. We are not about to !or9e·: those le:isons a9ain. 

Ana SO 1 t. 1 s c.tu:ou<;1huu\. l.ht! .&. ts'if liJ:-.. Our commi tmcnt. t:.o <an act i.ve 

military presence remains. Our m•Jtual agreement with tne 

Philippines to close our bases th•!re should not oe cause tor 

Asian alarm. The larger picture :ells a dif!erent scory. 

~005 

Here in Korea, we have frozen American t;Joop withdrawals~~ 
::.~:~t-;1.ll~~f?= ~1~li9''f!Cf1~r~~."~t1 ~. 
atJ.• .1:,:-('{,,{."f:::.i.i mluile defoAll .. eRuHgu""j we have soughc J 
increased access for our forces i1 Thailand, Singapore and 

Indonesia to facilitate our presence and, it necessary, project 

our forces beyond the region. Anj we have deployed to Japan cne 

BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle 

group, the largest and most modern in the world. Tnese are not 

signs of disengagement. These are signs America 1n~ends co stay. 
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The seco~d security priority tor our New Pacific communi~y 1s to 

COR1bat the spread of weapons of riass destruct ion and their means 

ot delivery. We cannot let the E!Xpanding threat o! these deadly 
-F ~ t:J...n.--""'~ 

weapons re pl ace the Cold War ni9t1tma re of nuclear ann i hJ. lat ion. 

Today that possibility already i~: too real. we have already 

seen, in two Persian Gulf wars, ~1hat damage could be done by the 

nearly 1,000 SCUD missiles that tiave been supplied to Middle 

Eastern countries. Today, North Korea seems ready to sell those 

missiles to any country able to E~ay in cash. Now it is 

developing, testing and looking to export a new missile with a 

renge of 600 miles or more -- enc1ugh !or North Korea to threaten 

Tokyo or for Iran to threaten Tel Aviv. We have serious conce~ns 

as well abo~t China'5 commitment to respect international 

standards against missile prol 1 ft: rat ion. 

Th~ nations of our region must dt:velop new ways to combat t.he 

spread of biological, chemical arid missile technologies, and in 

the coming week::t my l\um.Lol~t i:ot ic·n '"'ill propose nciw er rort .ct A imfl!d 

at that goal. But no proliferatton threat hangs over this 

peninsula or this region more da1·kly than threat or nuclear 

proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now have joined to resist t.hat 

threat through the Nuclear Non-ei·oli ferat.ion Treaty, the most. 

universally supported treaty in t11story. Now, for the first time 

since that Treaty was opened tor s19nature a qua~ter century ago, 

one of its members has threatenecl to leave it. 

our goals remain firm. We seek ~L non-nuclear Korean peninsula 
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urge North Korea to rea!!irm its commitment to the Non-Proli!era-

tion Treaty arid to fulfill its full-scope sa!eguards obli~ation 

to the lnternationai Atomic Energy Agency -- including IA.EA 

inspections o! undeclared nuclear sites. Our goal is not endless 

discussions or verbal commitments but certifiable compliance. 

The U.S. has worKed actively to oring North Korea bacK within tne 

!old o! nuclear responsibility. But your nation, which is most 

affected by this threat, has an aven more critical role to play. 

The North-South accord you negotiated goes even turther than 

existing international agree~ents. Noc only does it banish 

nuclear weapons from the peninsula, it also bans the production 

of the uranium and plutonium for those weapons. We urge you to 

press !or full implement•tion of this pathbreaK1n9 ~~cord, wn1ch 

can serve as a model ror other r~gions or nuclear tension. 

Even as we address immediate con:erns such as proli!eration, we 

mu~l dl~u have 6 vi~lon of how wa will meet the hrn~der 

challenges of the era. That is ~hat I sought to create during 

this week's G-7 talks -- for exanple, by proposing new way' to 

focus on new problems, such as t~e slow pace of job crea~ion in 

G-7 t:t)l_l!"!tri~~L It is also why I have proposed a NATO summit, so 

wo can 4"1d~pt r-.hat institution to new times and new challenges. 

In both Asia and Europe, the domLnant, unitary threat oc Soviet 

a99ression has disappeared. In Joth reqions, the end of the Cold 

war has allowed a host o! proble.ns to emerge or re-emerge, such 

as ancient ethnic rivalries, reglonal tensions, flows of refugees 

!lJ 00 i 
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In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing secut:ity 

institution, NATO. In the Pacific, no such institution exists, 

nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since the Asian 

eacif ic does not !ace a unitary threat, there is no need tor us 

to create one single alliance. ~ather, the challenge for the 

Pacific region ls to update our ?Xistn9 alliances and develop new 

mechanisms and new dialogues tha: can function like overlapping 

plates of armor -- individually ?roviding protection, and 

together covering the full body Jf our common security conce=ns. 

Some of those new mechanisms may involve 9roups of nations 
< 

dealing with immediate problems. This is essentially the model 

we have pursued to address North Korea's nuclear proqram -- for 

we mobilized not only our own tw) nations, but also Japan ano 

others in the region who could bring their influence to bear. 

Some of our new security lttechanisms may involve peacekeeping, 

such as the current UN ef !ort to support reconc111ation in 

Cambodia. Still others may purs~e confidence building mea&ures 

to head off regional or sub-regiJnal contlicts. 

This month's ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference offers an 

immediate opportunity to begin tnis kind ot new dialogue. our 

Pacific region should also look ror other torums and consider 

expanding the membersnip ot A$gAN and ...... ._ __ -··'-- .. 4-n 
01:.UC• ex'""''-•"~ 

organi2ations. Korea can play a vital role in tnese new 

dialogues, for it stands at the center of Northeast Asia -- two 

hours or less by air from Shanghai, Tokyo, Beijing and 
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a 

role. By lowering barriers to t1ade and investment we can 

generate jobs, ease regional ten~:ions, and thus enhance regional 

securit)·· That is why I welcome the Dialogue !or ~conomlc 

Cooperation our two nations have initiated. And it is why I 

announced in Japan that I will SE,ek an informal meetin9 ot APE;C' s 

leaders following the APEC meetir;g in Seattle this fall. 

The goal of all these efforts shc•uld be to integrate, not isolate 

the region's powers. China is a particularly important example. 

ne b.;li~-,,.~ China cannot t>~ a fulJ partner in the world community 

until it respects human rights ar,d international agreement.s on 

trade and weapons sales. But we also are determined to involve 

China, to the greatest extent po!sible, in building the new 

security and economic archltectu1·es of the region. 

Some in the v.s. have been reluctant to raise the idea o! 

regional security dialogues in A!ia for tear it would sound like 

a pretext for American withdrawaj from ~c1e ie9lvii. A11t- T !Ill"!~ ... ~,. - ---

such dtaloques as a way to make c•ur continued engagement even 

more effective. They can ensure that the end or the Cold war 

does not provide an opening for 1·e91onal chaos. And they can 

build a foundation for our shared security into the next Century. 

"' .. 4 .......... ,". "hA ·auarantee o! our security must rest in the 
U 4 \. .&. "'U. '-',... • ~ I - "'• - ~ - - - -

character and intentions oC the 1·e9ion's nations themselves. 

Tnis is ;.ihy o!Jr Un~l security pi·iority must be to support. the 

spread of democracy throughout tt1e Asian Pacific. Democracies 
. ' ... 

~009 
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of their people. They also make better neighbors. They are less 

likely to wage war: on each other. generate refu9ees or tra_~!ic in 

drugs and outlaw weapons. They ina:<e more reliable partners in 
f 

trade and in the klnd of securitJ dialogues I have advocated. 

Today, some in this region ar9ue tnat democracy and human r19hts 

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute 

Western cultural imperialism. My ear is drawn to more compelling 

voices -- Lu [xl'>A.l\j wh~ !~a1,.·k~d 1~he democ:rAt:.ie .:spil'!C. at 

Tiananmen Square; to Aun9 San Su11. Kyi, whose eloquent opposition 

to repress ion in Bur:ma has st 1 rr•!d the world; to Bor 1 s Yel ts 1n, 

who is leading Russia toward beC1lming a 9reat democratic power or. 

the Pacific; and to your own Pre:;ident Kim, who has helped 

democracy flower here in the Lan11 of the Morning Calm. 

tach o! our nations must retain '~he best of our cultures. Eut 

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not western imports; 

rather they flow from the aspirations or the Asian people. 

Now we must work to nurture thos•! aspirations throu9hout t.he 

region. We must support the non··9overnmental or9an1zations thar. 

seek to strengthen Asia's building blocks of civic sociec.y, such 

as open elections, trade unions and a tree press. And we must. 

deploy our weapons of accurate n11ws and 1n Co~mac. ion af1a inst 

closed societies such as North K•>rea. I have proposed the 

creation o! an Asia Democracy Ra1:1io !or this purpose and 1 look. 

forward to its establishment in ~:he near future. 

@oro 



, 1, .... I .,.,,JAi_ [-..,, J_. 1 1 ,...I"'.! 
l....v1•11•.,~,·4..., ·...., C.:\I IL.:. r-:". 

\'I"\ J 

071Q319J oa:JB -a-202 456 2560 NSC £.\EC. SEC. 

TOKYO, ~ co11M crn 
. .....__ ... -- ·-·-·- ··--·---- ~RT tll 1 JIJL 'j) 12 ; lj(1 F"13 • t- I ----

10 *- l.'Jrarc. #2; July 8, l99J • • 

Two-hundC'ed-and-seventeen ~·ears ago, Arner ica' s founders declared 

the rights of self-governance to be God-~iven ano there!or~ 

inalienable. Today, here on Asian soil, let us together rea!firm 

that declaration, not only as an article or !aith, but:. as a 

sturdy building block in our region's shared security. 

" • 

This is our nation's vision for security in the New Paci!ic 

Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new errorts tc 

combat proliferation; new regional security dialo9ues; and 

vigorous support !or democracy and democratic movements. 

These elements of security can help create a Pacific region where 

e~onomic competition is vi99rous but orderly; wnere diverse 

nations work as partners to improve their shared security; and 

where democracy as well as balanced military strength takes its 

place a~ A ~uarQian o! the peace. 

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, nor 

will the New Pacirtc Co1nmu'nity com.c :o pass withoY.Lgreat effort. 

But neither of our na~ions is a stranger to hard work. I think, 

in particular, of the image of your great long-distance runner, 

Hwang ~oung-cho, who endured that final steep hill in Barcelona 

to capture the gold in the marathon at tne 1992 Olympics. 

His ener9y and perseverance capture the spiric of the Korean 

people, who have not only entlurec but prospered through ~ long, 

hard and challenging history. We respect that spir1c. we nonor 

vour valuas. We have stood shoulde~ to shoulder with you in d~ys 

. ·-' 
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