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D. South Asia 

The US should: avoid direct involvement in various manifestations 

of the Sino-Soviet dispute in the Indian area, but if forced by 

circumstances to take a position it should lean toward the PRC; respond 

favorably to any Indian initiatives for more cooperative relations with 

the US; maintain close relations with Iran and Pakistan; and 

encourage Iranian-Indonesian cooperation. 

E. Australia-New Zealand and the South Pacific 

Encourage Australia and New Zealand to retain the current level 

and nature of their military cooperation with l11alaysia an·d Singapore after 

the British withdraw their forces in March 1976. New Zealand and Australia 

can to some degree of psychological security in Southeast Asia 

by retaining their current links to Singapore and Malaysia. Both of these 

states want to retain their plura1istic societies and ties to 
11

the West" . , 

but not necessarily directly with only the United States. 

· Encourage Australia and New Zealand to continui and, if possible, 

expand their economic assistance programs in Southeast Asia, particularly 

with Indonesia and Malaysia . 

Attempt to induce New Zealand to abandon its proposal for a nuclear 
. ....--, 

1 
.. ?>· • o,.. 

·o free zone in the South Pacific. 
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This study assumes that probc.bly no pO\'t'er or alliance could 

and long retain hegemony in a heterogeneous, highly nationalistic Asia . .. ... -- ... ... ... ... - - ""' 
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( This assumption may understate the potential impact on US regional and 

global interests should the USSR and PRC achieve even a temporary coales­

cence of interests in Asia. US policy cannot rely 100% on an intermina-

ble Sino-Soviet rift. The assumption also that there is "scant prospect 

for the constructive employment of US forces in Asia" may prove to be in 

error. In sum, the overriding ?ecurity task in the Asian-Pacific area is 

assuring that the US both (a} retains the capability to exercise political 

influence and to projec.t military power where and when needed in the area 

and (b) conveys the perception of this capability and the will to selectively 

employ it. 

The nature and dep 1 oyment of the requisite mi 1 i tary po'ller wi 11 change 

with advancing technology. The levels of forces available will represent 

( a continuing compromise between the desires of military planners and 

Congressional wi11ingne~.s ~o supply military funding. Both planners and 

Congressmen will make their judgments on their perceptions of US trans­

pacific interests and the threats thereto. 

It is beyond the purview of this study to recommend what forces the 

US should deploy in the Western Pacific or to forecast what these are: 

likely to be. Yet the strategic concept art.iculated in this appendix 

( does provide a rationale that may help planners make their force level 

recommendations and Congressional representatives their modifications or 

endorsemen~ of these levels. 
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