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

for democracy and more open societies tiuroughout the region.

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

be a continued military presence. 1In 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 stationing our forces under-

scores 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 Jjoined 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



4 ** Draft #4; July 9, 1993 **
raises questions about its intentions. Ite 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 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 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 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 1s 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 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-
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, to fulfill its full-scope safeguards obligation to
the International Atomic Energy Agency, including IAEA

inspections of undeclared nuclear sites, and to implement



6 ** Draft #4; July 9, 1993 **
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
0of 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. 1In 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

togéther 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 only
with each other, but also with Japan and others who could bring
their influence to bear. Other arrangements may invplve 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 tc 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 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 argue democracy and human rights are somehow unsuited
to parts of Asia, or that they mask Western cultural imperialism.
My ear 1is 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 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 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 i1s more important than your consolidation of democracy with

o ~exh'a n
the election of£§ trué]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.

. SQ,«ﬁ‘ Kerea‘s &QM
When President Truman depleyed American troops to this—countr

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

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

W 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 wvalues. 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
secuy. o 120sein

our five bilateral ; -- with Korea, Japan,

Australia, the Philippines and Thailand.

Those treaties work because they serve the interests of each of
armsd forw s
the parties. They enable the U.S.Ato maintain a substantial

forward militagéréé;z;;gggt. 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. 1Its om%féps ?
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

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.

alog +0i Tuqgedy

We lost tens of thousands of America’s best i 1113
P—Q/YI;ASUJLW ’
mud_and_sﬁ% Korea lost millions. That sacrifice underscored

some old truths Vulnerability invites aggression. Deterrence 7
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We are not about to forget those lessons again.
(— L Nﬁ/muwﬂfl need one pre obaf renfenc ‘7
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 n

W) Aere Jor a? haef .

signs of disengagement. These are signs America 1ntends to st
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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 alxﬁagjjzg/;oo 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

Mduchenin :v/etﬂ;/ -

missiles &e—ary—ecustpy=aifc to Pay—ia-cash. 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
Ce®) {@uce NP

as well about China’s o=espect 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 Jjoined 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.

& reed F abvut
Nop- Mrect-¢»

The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the A
fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation, which is most Chack

G g P
affected by this threat, has an even more critical role to play.
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existing international agreements. Not only does it banish tﬁ%ﬁﬁc
7 N

T A

The North-South accord you negotiated goes even further than

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.

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, soO

we can adapt that institution to new times and new Challeniii;;%@”ﬂdﬂ

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary threat of Sovietigéhéﬁ?’
aggression has disappeared. In both regions, the end of the ColdV
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. 1In 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

o

mechanisms and new dialogues that can function like overlapping qdji
plates of armor -- individually providing protection, and AW%EQ:T

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

fm wrhe A befiweea . LD
we d not oniyfpur 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,
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

pnd

immediate opportunity to begin this kind of new dialogue. &ur

Beeitficregiomshoutd—atse—loock—Lfor other forums and

//L

e)spandéﬁrtile memoer ASEAN—ard—other—existing

organtratdons. 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

Vladivostok.



8 ** Draft #2; July 8, 1993 **
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

wald (héfo aee

announced in Japan that I wtil—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¢22£g%£§
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 1is 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 oy; 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 Z&’Z/D
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 Samn.

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. 1In 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 1s 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
%,—V/U\Jlf\\/"-af
the demilitarized zone -- continue to pose a threat. Its eminous-
Y o ey o [ Lot

nuclear program continuef to raise questions about its

intentions. Its—appreaching petiticat—suecessiomr—creates—
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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. The larger picture tells a different story.

)
(cnecks Walagien wias#5 ¢ hovit

Here in Korea, we have frozen American troop with

anti-air, and anti-missile defense technologigs.

Singapore\ an

o
Indone31a 0 tacilitate our presence and, if necessary, project ‘{lf
our forces beyond the region. And we have deployed to Japan the M&M*A
BELLEAU WOOD amphibious group and the USS INDEPENDENCE battle v
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 wo—any—ecountry -able to pay—in cash.—New—it—is- duﬁJ!kﬂ
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 technologiesg anéjgg
the coming weeks my Administration will propose new efforts aimed

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

peninsula or this region more darkly than threat of nuclear
\/\/\J

proliferation. Nearly 160 nations now have joined to resist that

threat through the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, the most
—N\A N

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

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

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 Treatyland to fulfill its full-scope safeguards obligation

to the International Atomic Energy Agency -- including IAEA

- —

inspections of undeclared nuclear sitai_l} endles

our—goal—is-not
& uf vl st ongeg e mg

discussions, i certifiable compliance.
Q O—QJLﬂL . , ’\
(and do fuplonerd Tho Soulb- Nt doruclearon fia
rgreenisbe
The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the -

g . v
A2
Butugour nation, which 1is mos

Wik brar tha
affected by thlS threat, hee~an—e¥€ﬂ—morq7€?TETCal role to play.
The NGf%h-ﬁUUfﬁ accord you negotiated goes even further than

fold of nuclear responsibility.

existing international agreements. Not only does it banish

nuclear weapons from the peninsula, it also bans the production

AfSW¥

We urge y-e-u—t-o( /\So’ﬁ‘)

of the uranium and plutonium for those weapons.
press—fer full implementation of this pathbreaking accord, which
can serve as a model for other regions of nuclear tension. Tl<
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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-alse why I have proposed a NATO summit, soO

we can adapt that 1nst1tutlonlto new times and new challenges.

threat of Soviet

In both Asia and Europe, the dominant, unitary

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.Aag;;hsr,’fhe challenge for theé

Pacific region is to develop new
mechanisms and new dialogues that can function like overlapping

plates of armor -- individually providing protection, and

rity

Lol e saiies Lvodd
i B fidun mq@m@ﬁ,

Wm”
<—2¥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 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,

Marz e v
such as the eurrent UN effort

% fmo

Still othe ? may confidence building measures
N
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A
immediate opportunity to.ﬂ%ggﬁzthis kind of new dialogue./ Our

Cambodia.

to head off regidnal or sub-regional conflicts.

Pacific region should also look for other forums,and-consider

EAN vl &
As expanding tﬁ% membership,@f_ASEAN—~andfather existing
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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, BeijingAEEE’//,/’~—’~—:E;—-~_»
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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 Jjobs, ease regional tensions, and thus enhance regional
security. That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic

Cooperation our two nations have initiated. And,jt is why I
o M\Mk«q vtz cﬁms o W 2e

announced in Ja5EH—EHEE‘T}Fi$$:§€€¥TEH/1nformal meeting of APEC’s
Wanitor gl A

leaders following the &PE€ 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
We 3o Lnege Hrek Onted VOB At o1 Mvze nnel 88RON nooiy , L o o

trdde and weapons sa et ue
China in building the new ' L;_‘%
security and economic architectures of the region. e d
evton o -
Some in the U.S. have been reluctant to raise the—idea—of .
L~

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

wpplement; net . o alligus ond fovivened winddzes, (2roseier,

more effective. =y Can ensure That the end of the Cold War

A ond s Aaces.
does not provide an opening for regional chaos] And they can
fa

build ﬂ 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



9 ** Draft #2; July 8, 1993 *x*

drn ¥

of their people. They also make better neighbors. They are—tess
. ' Jerwusuna ) o
JHkelw +0 wage war on each other, generate refugee@ or traffic in
e
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‘B

are somehow unsuited to parts of Asia, or thgtffﬁey constitute
Western cultural imperialism. My ear is/a;;wn to more compelling

ceowndders (Aunez, e Mmoms ~
voices -- to fmeent 0 sparked the democratic spirit atlwg

~

Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition
to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin,
who 1s 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;

onironl Alrevaed feq

rather they flow from £he aspirations ﬁ{ the Asian people. € o

LQAku¢eQu o Cobocba Te people fome dﬂeﬁﬁbeL Sahed (e Lanin,
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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, sucirasRoreh—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 1s 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.



** Draft #1; July 7, 1993 **
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 1s 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. 1In 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. 1Its 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 i1s 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 1is 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. In a period of change, we need
to preserve what has been reliable. Today we therefore reaffirm
our five bilateral mutual defense treaties -- with Australia, the

Philippines, Thailand, Japan and Korea.

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 1s 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 @&t 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 1it.

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 traffi?/
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 elogquent opposition
to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin,
who 1s 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,
v Bl
Hwang Young-cho, who endured -yss that final steep hill to

\4a2 A
capture the gold in the marathon at the Bareetema 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. 1 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 [C{@ ﬁli)
Korean National Assembly — .
Seoul, Korea-- July 10, 1993 &L&kéﬁ
Y Covret
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It is great honor to speak to you here in this magnificent hall 45;—
N

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

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea’s energy
andE%ﬂagﬁ{%aculture have shown themselves in many new ways. f?—
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 1s 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 peopleg, <~

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<a?w vision of how our community

pept

of neighbors can live in peacey//; 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 1s 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 Jjoined 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. 1Its troubling nuclear program

raises questions about its intentions. . SEs—SPREreGCHITTT—PO-ti-bdth

SreeesTIiTTTeraaee—urroestainties 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
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
0ld 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. WHe—are—pursuing

inereased accegss—for—our rorees—ita~Thailand, Singapore and
W-mwwdﬁm =
IndonesiaA_o facilitate our presénce , 1f 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 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-
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 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.

OQur 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 Jjob 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 S$haaghesd, Tokyo,
Beijing and Vladivostok. / M ﬁ
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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 regiocnal tensions, and thus enhance regional

how .
security. That is why I welcome the Dialogue for Economic an
| e | B Al ot | 75
Cooperation our two nations SR And that is why I N
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announced in Japan that Fweuwtd—would like to.see-an informal
ool
economic conference among APEC’s leaders following the @éﬁMs
Ministerial meeting in Seattle this fall. (!ﬂe'WN@Alﬁﬁfwﬁdw vauﬁwaﬂ
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The goal of all these efforts should be to integrate, not isolate UV%%)
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 Getermined to involve
China , —te—+the—greatest—extent—possihle, 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 reilpn. EEELI see such
dialogues as a way to supplement ourﬁforward military presence,
not supplant iza“'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 kanawma] who proclaimed democracy’s spirit PYSN
Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Suu Kyi, whose eloquent opposition
to repression in Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin,
who i1s 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 ous—weapons=e+ 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 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 Pécific 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. 1Its 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
wart™

troops will stay here as long the Korean people’gged 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
addanced

supplement your nation’s military capability with new—anti-tank,
anti—gir,—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
epoar
Korea to threaten Egkgg'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-
tion Treaty'@uui{%ﬁe;%eﬁ%h—Neff+rfmxﬁH§§?\énd to fulfill its full-
scope safeguards obligation to the International Atomic Energy
Agency, including IAEA inspections of undeclared nuclear sites and

A0 itmplement bLilateral Tnspechions Gnder Hwe Soott -No—H Jcc.bfA
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. [énd so long as North Korea G%iaﬁa
abides by the UN Charter and international nonproliferation AL32&521VC>
oo

commitments, it has nothing to fear from America’s arsenals;} (@wk‘

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

noa ~ nuclecr
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. 1In 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 quarantee 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. T oboo

SHamd X CICKM/O'V\/ w v\a,aJ ad'ﬁJ-’*-’
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EFEach of our nations must retain the best of our cultures. But

Korea proves democracy and human rights are not Western imports;
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Now we must work to respond to those aspirations throughout the °7

rather they flow from universal aspirations.

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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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. 1Its 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
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 1is 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
A o @XJHGA

it is developing, testing and looking to export amn—even—stronger
missile with a range of 600 miles or more -- enough for North

O sedac
Korea to threaten Tokye 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\cammitment to the Non-Prolifera-
e

tion Treaty and the South—Nortgjgccord, 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 ATD\'b_ \
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The U.S. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the Q@fm

fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation is most affected v\ o
and haﬂ;ﬁf? critical role to play. The future of this peninsula ;VA0~
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,

Al oA gl Uy e
it also bans the production of nuclear materials £ew 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. 1In 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

el \oC‘[w\t Y
others in the region who could bring their influence to bear.

AN

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 1s 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 Calnm.

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, 1is 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 'YILLIAM J. CLINTON
Korean Nationsl Assembly
Seoul, Korea-- (uly 10, 1993

It is yreat honur to speak to you nere in this magnificent hall

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

I first visited Seoul five years ago. Since then, Korea’'s energy
and outgoiny culture have shown themselves in many new ways.

four bustling capital has continued to grow. Your economy has

Y ay - ha

continuea to erpandr ~Your naticn has-hosted_rthea _0Nlvmpics and
taken its place as a full member ¢f the United Nations. You

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

. e )
3 tant than

ment is more impor your consolidation of democracy with

the election of a true democrat, l'resident Kim Young Sam.

Geography placed our two nations ian ocean apart. But hisctory has
drawn us close together. uurs 1s a {rlendship formed in hlaod,
ag our troops stood shoulder to shoulder in defense of freedom,
Then, as Korea’s economy became the "miracle on the Han,™ we
bullt 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 pecple,

When President Truman deployed American troops to this country
fortv-three vears ags, s said he aimed ro prove that, “free men,
under God, can build a community of neighbors, working together
for the good of all." Our efforts together since theu Lave benc-

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

Tocifie wha ceek to live in peace. Our relatjionship
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How, with the Cold War over and prctound changes sweeping this
Populous regicn, we must create a new vision of how our community
of neighbois can live in peace. I believe the time has com; 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 for that New

Pacific Commynity 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 interescts

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 t:uth, our global leadership has
never been a more indispensable or worthwhile investment. S0 long.
as America remains bordered by oceins and powered by trade -- so
long as our flag is a symbol of demnocracy and hope to a fractious

world -- the [mperative of our leaiership 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 prolliferation
92 naags iﬂuﬁ*‘»- P

of [d_eadly}weapon ¢ third, new regional dialogues on the full

range of our common security challenges; and last, suppoert for
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The bedrock of America’s security zole in the Asian-Pacific must
be a continued miilitary presence. In a period of change, we need
L0 preserve what has been reljable. Today we therefore reaffirm
our five bilateral mutual defense .reaties -- with Korea, Japan,

Australia, the Philippines and Thalland.

Those trealies work because they sa2rve the jinterests of each of
the parties. They enable the U.S. to maintain a substantial
forward military deployment. At tie same time, they have enabled

Asla to focus less energy on an arns race and more on a peaceful

oV lr/ but-i an’

race toward economic development. Th at

€ Lo
Japan and Korea nek t :Afstacm.tng of U.5. forces mefeui»‘l
I Nertheast Ao adsty
underscores the

importance of that presence to botn 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. Wwe éupport 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 demilicarized zone -- continue to pose a threat. Its ominous

nuclear program continues to raise questions about its
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troubling uncertainties. Its internal repression and
lrresponsible weapons sales abroad show North Korea is not yet

-

prepared to accept international norms of civillzed behavior.

So let me state this clearly: ou: 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 iavites aggression. Deterrence

works., We are not about to forge: those lessons again.

Ang s0 it is throughout tLhe reylyun. Our commitment to an active
military presence remains. Our matual agreement with the
Philippines to close our bases thare should not be cause for

Asian alarm. The larger picture .ells a different story.

we have frozen Amecican t oop withdrawals,

Here in Korea,
_‘.?f:':f'.‘.';__ﬁ__st&m e, A5 fo oo Ly ey

JPEETTVT  awrvpe

“CAe Penrisub. J
a .} Wa have sought
increased access for our forces in Thalland, Singapore and
Indonesia to facilitate our presence and, if necessary, project
our forces beyond the region. Ani 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 rass destruction and their means
of deiivery. We cannot let the ¢xpanding threat of these_deadly

of moass destvaahion
weapons replace the Cold War nightmare of nuclear annihilation.

Today that possibility already i&¢ too real. wWe have already
seen, in two Persian Gulf wars, vhat 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
migsiles to any country able to pay in cash. 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
as well about China‘'s commitment to resgpect internacional

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 Aduminlstraticn will propose new effarrs aimed
at that goal. But no proliteratioh 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 & non-nuclear Korean peninsula

¢ - e e Laall LR N i -~ L o N DN
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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

Lo the International Atomic Energy Agency =-- including IAEA

inspecticns of undeclared nuclear sites. Our goal is not endless

discussions or verbal commitments but certifiable compliance.

The U.S5. has worked actively to bring North Korea back within the

fold of nuclear responsibility. But your nation, which is most
atfected by this threat, has an a2ven more critical role to play.
The North-South accord you negotjated goes even furcther 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 ac¢cord, which

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

Even as we address immediate con:terns such as proliferation,. we
must ald»u have & vision of how wa will meet the hroader
challenges of the era. That is ~hat I sought to create during
this week’'s G~7 talks =-- for exanble, by proposing new ways to
focus on new problems, such as taie slow pace of job creation in
-7 countries. It is also why I have proposed a NATO summit, so

we can adapr rhat institution to new times and new challenges,

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

aggression has disappeared. In Joth regions,

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

the end of the Cold

as ancient ethnic rivalries, regional tensions, flows of refugees



s MAT.CNAL MILITARY COMMANDG CENTER “TH a7, 928 93 9o MO, 1TAEDV T 445 PAGE
TN . . 1Y . Q. YA€y T K A L

07/08/93 08:238 B202 458 2560 NSC EXEC. SEC @0 -
o . IXEC. SEC. 08
_ TOKYO. JAPAN Caon CIR ST R UL S 1115 FG.gm
7 ** Draft #2; July 8, 1993 =-

In Europe, these changes require us to adapt an existing security
institution, NATO. 1In the Pacific, no such institution exiscs,
nor is one likely to be created soon. Moreover, since ché Aslan
Pacific does not face a unitary chreat, there is no need for us
Lo create one single alliance. 3ather, the challenge for the
Pacific regjion is to update our 2xistng alliances and develop new
mechanisms and new dialogues tha: can function like overlapping
plates of armor -- individually >roviding piotection, and

together covering the full body >f 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 pursuved to address North Korea’s nuclear program -- for
we mobilized not only our own tw> 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,
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 monch’s ASEAN Post-Ministerial Conference offers an

immediate opportunity to begin tnis kind of new dialogue. OQur

Pacific reglon should also look for other forums and consider

-

expanding the membership o0f ASEAN and other &xistd

"y
viyg

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, Belijing and
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The many economic dialogues within the region also can play a
role. By lowering barriers to trade and Lnvestment 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
announced in Japan that I will seek an informal meeting of APEC’S

leaders following the APEC meetir.g in Seattle this fall.

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

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

We bslieve China cannot be a full partner in the world community
until it respects human rights ard international agreements on
trade and weapons sales. But we also are determined to involve
Chira, to the greatest extent possible, in building the new

security and economic archlitectures 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 1like
a pretext for American withdrawa) from Ttnée regidin. Sut I see
such dlalogues as a way to make ouf 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 a2 foundation for our shared security into the next Century.

rha ‘quarantee Of our security must rest in the

character and intentions of the region’s nations themselves.

why our final security priority must be to Support the

spread of democracy throughout the Asian Pacific. Democracies
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& .
OL 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 unsujited to parts of Asia, or that they constitute
Western cultural imperialism, My ear is drawn to more compelling
voices -- Lo [xxxa] Who sparked the democratie spirit at
Tiananmen Square; to Aung San Sui Kyi, whose eloquent opposition
to repression {n Burma has stirred the world; to Boris Yeltsin,
who is leading Russia toward becoming a great democratic power of
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 aspirat:ions of the Asian people.

Now we must work to nurture thosa éspirations throughout the
region. We must support the nop-governmental organizations that
seek to strengthen Asia’s bullding blocks of civic society, such
as open elections, trade unions iand a free press. And we must
deploy our weapons of accurate nuws and information against
closed socjieties such as North Konrea. I have proposed the
creation of an Asia Democracy Radio for this purpose and I look

forward to its establishment in 'he 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 soll, let us together reaffirm
that declaration, not only as an article of faith, buC as a
sturdy building block in our region’s shared security.

" . n
This {s our nation’'s vision for security in the New Pacific
Community: a continued U.S. military presence; new ettorﬁs 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 ics

place as a guardian of the peace.

We will not realize every aspect of that vision overnight, noz

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

But neither of our nations is a stranger to hard work. 1[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 endurec but prospered through a long,

hard and challenging history. We respect that spiric. Wwe honor

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



