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This Copy For

NEWS CONFERENCE #411

AT THE WHITE HOUSE
WITH RON NESSEN

AT 5:30 P.M. EST
JANUARY 8, 1976

THURSDAY

MR, NESSEN: This is a Statement by the President
on the death of Premier Chou En-lai.

"Premier Chou En-lai will be long remembered as a
remarkable leader who has left his imprint not only on the
history of modern China, but also on the world scene.

We Americans will remember him especially for the role he

played in building a new relationship between the People's
Republic of China and the United States, We are confident

that this relationship will continue to develop on the foundation
of understanding and cooperation which he helped to establish.,

"The United States offers its condolences to the
Government and the people of the People's Republic of China."

Q Do you know whether or not there will be a
funeral delegation?

MR. NESSEN: I don't know what kind of funerals
they have there, what the arrangements are. I think we will
have to wait and see how that works out before we know whether
it is appropriate or not.

Q Is the President sending any personal messages
to Mao?

MR. NESSEN: He will send personal letters of
condolence to the leaders of China,

Q Mao?

MR, NESSEN: I will have to check who they will
be addressed to, but he will send personal letters.

Q Will that be done this afternoon?

MR. NESSEN: The personal letters will go out,
I guess, as soon as they are drafted,

Q Do you know who they are going to in China?

Q Probably Teng and the widow,
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MR. NESSEN: Well, presumably to Mrs. Chou.
To Hsiao-ping and Madame Chou.

Q That is not the way her name is known.
MR. NESSEN: No, she has another name.

Q A separate name,

MR. NESSEN: Yes.

Q Ron, I asked you this morning if you cou}d get
some reaction from the President on the labor people quitting.
Did you get that?

MR. NESSEN: Well, you know by now that Fhe labor
members of the construction industry group did resign but
I don't have any comment on it.

Q Have you heard anything from Dunlop yet?

MR, NESSEN: No.

Q Are all those Republican labor people or are
they all Democrats?

Q Has he talked to Fitzsimmons today on
anything?

MR, NESSEN: As far as I know, he did not. In fact,
I know he wouldn't.

Q Why did he look so distracted today?
MR. NESSEN: Who, Fitzsimmons?

Q No, the President.

MR. NESSEN: He didn't look distracted to me,
Jim,

Q Let me double-check one point, The President
didn't meet Chou.

MR. NESSEN: Not on this trip but when he was a
Congressman,

You ought to know that when the President went to
China in 1972 as a Member of Congress that he did meet
Premier Chou En-lai. On this past trip, obviously, he did
not.

Q Ron, did the President get the word through
normal channels or any special message sent through somebody?

MR, NESSEN: I think I will just pass on that,
I knew about it through the New China ilews Agency that did
announce it, LA

/-
END (AT 5:35 P.M. EST) Lo







































MEMORANDUM 8319

‘ THE WHITE HOUSE '

“» WASHINGTON

SEGRET GDsS ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: BRENT SCOWCROFT

SUBJECT: Reply to Senator Goldwater on China Policy

Senator Barry Goldwater wrote to you on December 10 (Tab B) to
request clarification of the Administration's intentions regarding
continued relations with the Republic of China. He asked that you
affirm to him that there will be no change in U.S. relations with the
ROC under your Administration, and he cites previous statements to
this effect made privately to him by you and Secretary Kissinger. He
also expresses concern over the possible application of the Japanese
model to U. S. relations with Taiwan.

Attached at Tab A is a proposed reply for your signature prepared by

the Department of State and cleared by Secretary Kissinger. The reply
reiterates the importance which you attach to strengthening our ties

with the Peoples Republic of China and notes that some time will be

needed to bring the process of normalization to a final conclusion. The
reply also notes that there is no agreement on the timetable or precise
modalities for normalization. It concludes with the assurance that, as

we pursue our goal of a better relationship with Peking, we will continue
to be mindful of the interest of the Republic of China and to act re sponsibly
with respect to them.

Bob Orbin's office has cleared the proposed letter.
RECOMMENDATION:

That you sign the proposed letter at Tab A.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

LY

o Februafy 12, 1976

Dear Barry:-'
“Thank ydu for ygn-n- letter of December 10, in which you.
raise a number of questions concerning our China policy.

In my December 7 speech at the East-West Center of the
University of Hawaii, I discussed our approach to the
-Pacific region. I continue to believe that the strengthening
of our ties with the nearly one-quatter of mankind which
inhabits the People's Republic of China (PRC) should

.---continue to be an-essential element in our foreign policy.

I visited Peking last December to build on the dialogue
begun nearly four years ago. During my talks with PRC
leaders and after my return from China, I reaffirmed
the determination of the United States to complete the
prbcess of normalization of relations with the PRC on the
basis of the Shanghai Communique. It is clear that some

time will be needed to bring the process of normalization
to a final conclusion. ' .

Press speculation about the "Japanese model" probably
derives from the fact that the Chinese have said for some
time that their preferred formula for normalization is
something similar to the pattern followed by the Japanese.
As Secretary Kissinger has made clear, however, there
is no agreement on the timetable or precise modalities for
normalization, - _ "
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. Smcerely,

LY

Let me assure you that, as we pursue our goal of a better
relationship with Pekirg, we will continue to be mindful
of the interests of our friends and allies, 1nc1udmg the
Republic of China on Taiwan.

Ba.rry, thank you for sharing your views and concern with
me,

“Honorable Barry Goldwater R ’

United States Senate ' o
Washington, D. C. 20510




BARRY GOLDWATER
" ARIZPNA

/A//)

COMMITTEES:
‘ AERONAUTICAL AND SPACE SCIENCES
ARMED SERVICES
’ PREPAREDNESS INVESTIGATING SUBCOMMITTLE
’D . TACTICAL AIR POWER SUBCOMMITTEE
’J tnt{eh ’%{a{eg &ena{e INTELLIGENCE SUBCOMMITTEE
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION SUBCOMMITTEE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT SUBCOMMITTEE

December 10, 1975

The President
The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

At lunch yesterday with Secretary of State Kissinger,
I asked a question concerning vour administration's
position on the Republic of China and I asked it
because of statements in the press to the end that
your administration was considering the same approach
to Taiwan as we use with Japan. The Secretary assured
me, as he has on numerous occasions, that this admin-
istration would never call for the dropping of. formal
recognition of the government of Taiwan in favor of
the government of Peking.

The press has either misinterpreted your broad state-
ment made on the area of the Pacific or they have
interpreted Dr. Xissinger's remarks, or both, or the
truth could be that the administration is tending
toward the non-recognition of the government of Taiwan.
I think it is very essential that you clear this up
because you have told me the same as Henry has told
me, that under your administration there would be no
change in the attitude of this country toward Taiwan,
and certainly if we are going to appnly the Japanese
approach this would mean a radical change, so could I
have a word from you on this subject?

Wi%i/;espect,
rry/zﬁzdwater
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Washington, D.C. 20520

January 12, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. BRENT SCOWCROFT
THE WHITE HOUSE

Subject: Senator Goldwater's Letter to the
President of December 10 on China
Policy (NSC #7508319)

Senator Barry Goldwater wrote to the President
on December 10 to request clarification of the
Administration's intentions regarding continued
diplomatic relations with the Republic of China (ROC) .
He asks that the President reaffirm to him that there
will be no change in U.S. relations with the ROC under
his Administration, and cites previous statements to
this effect made privately to him by the President and
the Secretary. He also expresses concern over the
possible application of the "Japanese model" to U.S.
relations with Taiwan.

It is possible, if not likely, that the Senator
will provide the text of a Presidential reply to the
ROC Embassy, and that it will find its way 1nto the
press.

A suggested reply by the President to Senator
Goldwater, based on recent public statements by the

President and Secretary Kissinger, is attached. It
has been cleared by the Secretary.

c.mQ

Geoxrge S. Sprlngsteen

Executive Secretary
Attachments:

1. Suggested reply.
2. Letter from Senator Goldwater.

DECLASSIFIED —SECREZ-
E.O. 12058, SEC. 3. SES ~Gbs
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We did some hard bargaining on SALT, and there were some

significant changes in the Soviet position: On the Backfire bomber,
the Soviets continue to resist counting it as an intercontinental weapon,
but they offered written assurances on the bomber's characteristics and
on not upgrading its capabilities in the future. Though this represents
some progress, the issue remains to be resolved.

On cruise missiles, they moved toward our position and accepted our

proposal that air launched cruise missiles on heavy bombers would be
counted in the MIRV total. Other cruise missile issues -- naval and on land —-
remain unresolved.

The Soviets accepted our proposal on defining heavy missiles in a manner
which helps on the issue of throw weight.

The Soviets are contemplating reduction in the agreed ceiling in principle
of 2,400. This would mean a significant reduction in existing Soviet
strategic forces, while not affecting our own.

(The Chinese requested clarification of the term "agreement in principle."

Mr. Lord recalled the agreement in principle of just over a year ago /reached at
Vladivostok/ to limit the number of delivery vehicles to a ceiling of 2,400. He
indicated that now the Soviets had indicated a willingness to lower this ceiling.
Mr. Lord indicated that the U.S. has not reached this level in its own strategic
forces, hence a lowered ceiling would primarily have a restraining effect

on the Soviets, who would have to reduce their present force level, while

it would not have any effect on the U.S. until we had reached such a

level.)

Mr. Lord: The President and the various agencies are now examining
this new situation and determining the U.S. position. We will continue to
insist on an agreement that fully preserves our strong strategic position
vis-a-vis Moscow. If we work out an acceptable agreement, this would
restrain some Soviet programs, as well as allowing us to put our money
in conventional forces and regional defense where it will do the most
good. But as I said, some significant issues remain to be resolved.

You will have noticed the large increase that the President has proposed

in our defense budget, despite the tight constraints we have on spending
elsewhere. This reflects the President's determination, as he explained .-

to your leadership, to maintain a strong defense. /@5“;""7 ¥
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On Angola, Secretary Kissinger was very blunt with the Soviets privately
and in the plenary meetings. He spoke along the same lines as his state-
ment to the Senate Subcommittee yesterday. In fact, I thought you might
be interested in a copy of what he said regarding Angola for your infor-
mation. (Mr. Lord hands the Chinese a Department of State press release
of the Secretary's testimony.)

The Secretary warned Secretary Brezhnev of the consequences of this
kind of expansionism and of the potential impact on our bilateral relations.
The Soviet response was evasive and unsatisfactory. In any event, as
the Secretary made clear, we will continue to resist this sort of action.

The MBFR negotiations were touched on very briefly. The Soviets made
modest suggestions and are presenting their position formally in Vienna.
There does not seem to be any prospect for early movement on this issue.

Foreign Minister Gromyko raised the Middle East briefly. There was
nothing new in his discussion.

With regard to other stops on the trip: In Copenhagen, the Secretary
primarily discussed the dangers of Moscow-oriented Communist parties
gaining influence in European governments.

The Brussels-NATO briefing reflected the good cooperation and solidarity
among the NATO countries. All Foreign Ministers, except for two who
could not make it, came to Brussels especially to meet with the Secretary --
except those from Iceland, which is engaged in a fishing dispute, the "cod
war" with the British; and Greece, whose Foreign Minister was in the
Middle East. The Secretary briefed the ministers on his Moscow trip and
stressed the need to maintain a strong NATO regional defense.

Finally, in Spain we signed a good treaty and base agreement. This will
strengthen Western defenses in Europe against the Soviet Union.

That is all. I will be glad to answer any questions.
Ambassador Han: About the Angola issue, I just wanted to make a

comment: The development of the situation in Angola increasingly bears
witness to our position. Adoption of a policy of appeasement will only

whet the appetite of the Soviet Union for expansionism.
£
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Mr. Lord: I agree with your view on Soviet expansionism. I don't
agree —- at least as far as this country is concerned -- that there is any
policy of appeasement.

Ambassador Han: I don't need to repeat our position, as our leaders
made this clear (to President Ford and the Secretary in their discussions
in Peking).

Mr. Lord: Yes, our leaders made their position clear. We have tried
to get other countries to help; and we will resist Soviet expansionism.

Ambassador Han: Since I have come to Washington, on almost every
holiday occasion, during the Spring Festival or New Year we have some
meeting. (Laughter)

Mr. Lord: This is the year of the dragon?

Ambassador Han: Yes. We have four days of holiday. This is our longest
holiday period.

(There followed some light discussion about the number of national holidays
in China and the United States, and their timing.)

Mr. Solomon: Let me raise one final issue. Ambassador Han will recall

that during the Secretary's visit to Peking last October it was agreed that

there would be one Congressional visit this year. While we have not specfically
formed a delegation, we would like to begin to do so and would like to reach agree-
ment with you on a time period for this visit. It is our view that the best

time would be during the spring or Easter Congressional recess. Thus,

we would propose that a delegation arrive around April 16 or 17 and remain

until approximately April 28.

(The Chinese showed some discomfiture at the particular time period

suggested for the trip. There followed a discussion of possible alternative
periods of time. Mr. Solomon pointed out that because of the elections in

the fall and the campaigning during the late summer, most Congressmen

would find it difficult to get away during the summer recess in August; and
most important leaders in the Congress would find it difficult to get away

while Congress was in session which left the spring recess about the only
convenient time before the elections. The Chinese inquired about the ﬁ’{m P
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Lincoln birthday holiday and it was pointed out that this was a very brief
period which would not do for a lengthy trip of several weeks to China.

The Chinese tentatively mumbled something about the end of the year.

Mr. Solomon replied that the President was interested in sustaining interest
in China and wanted important leaders in the Congress to have a chance to
visit. Hence, we viewed it in our mutual interest to have a trip before the
campaign season reached its peak in the summer. Ambassador Han finally
concluded by saying that he would study the situation and report our
request for a visit in April back to Peking.)

At this point the meeting concluded. Mr. Lord bade farewell to the
Chinese at the door to his office (as a sign of displeasure for their comments
about "appeasement"). Mr. Gleysteen escorted them to the elevator.
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

PARTICIPANTS: Han Hsu, Deputy Chief, Pcople's Republic of
China Liaison Office in Washington
Shen Jo-yun, First Sccretary, PRCLO
Yang Yu-yung, Notetaker :

Winston Lord, Director, Policy Planning Stail,
Department of State
William H. Gleysteen, Deputy Assistant
Secretary of State for East Asian and
Pacitic Affairs
Richard H. Solomon, Senior Staff Member,
" National Security Council ;:(z)

DATE AND. TIME: ' Friday, January 30, 1976

- 5:00 - 5:30 p.m.
PLACE: - Department of State (Mr. Lord's Office)
SUBJECT: - - . Brief on Secretary Kissinger's Recent

Visit to Moscow

Mr. Lord: At the outset let me again express my condolences
on the death of Premier Chou En-lai.

Ambassador Han: Thank you also for attending our service (on January 15).

Mr. Lord: The Secretary has asked me to see you on his behalf to give you
a rundown on his trip to Moscow and Europe.- He had planned to do this
personally, but because of his extremely heavy schedule this week he asked
me to do it rather than to lose more time. He looksforward to seeing his
Chinese friends in the future.

.. s ¢ . The Secretary's trip was at the Soviets' initiative and was based on their

AR ~ prior assurance that they would have a new position on the SALT negotiations,
one which would modify their previous proposal. We seriously considered
postponing the trip because of Angola, but went ahead on the basis that the

_ Secretary explained in his press conference before the trip. "
T A \BRAR,
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We did some hard bargaining on SALT, and there were some
significant changes in the Soviet position: On the backfire bomber,
the Sovicts continue to resist counting it.as an intercontinental weapon,
but they offered written assurances on the bomber's characteristics and
on not upgrading its capabilities in the future. Though this represents
some progress, the issue remains to be resolved.

i
On cruise missiles, they moved toward our position and accepted our
proposal that air launched cruise missiles on heavy bombers would be
counted in the MIRV total. Other cruise missile issues -~ naval and on land --
remain unresolved.

The Soviets accepted our proposal on defining heavy missiles in 2 manner
‘which helps on the issue of throw weight.

The Soviets are contemplating reducton in the agreed ceiling in principle
of 2,400. This would mean a significant reduction in existing Soviet
strategic forces, while not affecting our own.

(The Chinese requested clarification of the term "agreement in prin'ciple .

‘Mr. Lord recalled the agreement in principle of just over a year ago [reached 2t
Vladivostok/ to limit the number of delivery vehicles to a ceiling of 2,400. He
indicated that now the Soviets had indicated a willingness to lower this ceiling.
Mr. Lord indicated that the U.S. has not reached this level in its own strategic
forces, hence a lowered ceiling would primarily have a restraining effect

on the Soviets, who would have to reduce their present force level, while

it would not have any effect on the U.S. until we had reached such a

level.)

Mr. Lord: The President and the various agencies are now examining
this new situation and determining the U.S- position. We will continue to
insist on an agreement that fully preserves our strong strategic position
vis-a-vis Moscow. If we work out an acceptable agreement, this would
restrain some Soviet programs, as well as allowing_.us to put our money
in conventional forces and regional defense where it will do the most
good. But as I said, some significant issues remain to be resolved.

You will have noticed the large increase that the President has proposed
in our defense budget, despite the tight constraints we have on spending
elsewhere. This reflects the President's determination, as he explained
to your leadership, to maintain a strong defense. .
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On Angola, Secretary Kissinger was very blunt with the Soviets privately
~and in the plenary meetings. He spoke along the same lines as his state-
ment to the Scnate Subcommittee yesterday. In fact, I thought you might
be interested in a copy of what he said regarding Angola for your infor-
mation. (Mr. Lord hands the Chinese a Department of State press release
- of the Secretary's testimony.) '

The Secretary warned Secretary Brezhnev of the consequences of this
kind of expansionism and of the potential impact on our bilateral relations.
The Soviet respornise was evasive and unsatisfactory. Inany event, as
the Secretary made clear, we will continue to resist this sort of action.

The MBFR negotiations were touched on very briefly. The Soviets made
modest suggestions and are presenting their position formally in Vienna.
There does not seem to be any prospect for early movement on this issue.

Foreign Minister Gromyko raised the Middle East briefly. There was
nothing new in his discussion.

With regard to other stops on the trip: In Copenhagen, the Secretary
primarily discussed the dangers of Moscow-oriented Communist parties
gaining influence in European governments.

The Brussels-NATO briefing reflected the good cooperation and solidarity
among the NATO countries. All Foreign Ministers, except for two who
could not make it, came to Brussels especially to meet with the Secretary --
except those from Iceland, which is engaged in a fishing dispute, the "cod
war" with the British; and Greece, whose Foreign Minister was in the
Middle East. The Secretary briefed the ministers on his Moscow trip and
stressed the need to maintain a strong NATO regional defense.

Finally, in Spain we signed a good treaty and base agreement. This will
strengthen Western defenses in Europe against the Soviet Union.

That is all. I will be glad to answer any questions.

Ambassador Han: About the Angola issue, I just wanted to make a
comment: The development of the situation in Angola increasingly bears
witness to our position. Adoption of a policy of appeasement will only
whet the appetite of the Soviet Union for expansionism.




Mr. Lord: Iagree with your view on Soviet expansionism. Idon't
agree -- at least as far as this country is concerned -- that there is any

. policy of appeasement.

]
‘Ambassador Han: I don't need to repeat our position, as our leaders
made this clear (to President Ford and the Secretary in their discussions

in Peking).

Mr. Lord: Yes, our leaders made their position clear. We have tried
© to get other countries to help; and we will resist Soviet expansionism.

Ambassador Han: Since I have come to Washington, on almost every
holiday occasion, during the Spring Festival or New Year we have some
mecting. (Laughter)

Mr. Lord: This is the year of the dragon?

Ambassador Han: Yes. We have four days of holiday. This is our longest
holiday period.

(There followed some light discussion about the number of national holida:)'s
in China and the United States, and their timing )

Mr. Solomon: Let me raise one final issue. Ambassador Han will recall

that during the Secretary's visit to Peking last October it was agreed that

there would be one Congressional visit this year. While we have not specfically
formed a delegation, we would like to begin to do so and would like to reach agrec-
ment with you on a time period for this visit. It is our view that the best
time would be during the spring or Easter Congressional recess. Thus,

we would propose that a delegation arrive around April 16 or 17 and remain
" until approximately April 28. .

(The Chincse showed some discomfiture at the particular time period
suggested for the trip. There followed a discussion of possible alternative
periods of time. Mr. Solomon pointed out that because of the elections in
the fall and the campaigning during the late summer, most Congressmen
would find it difficult to get away during the summer recess in August; and
most important leaders in the Congress would find it difficult to get away
“while Congress was in session which left the spring recess about the only
convenient time before the elections. The Chinese inquired about the
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Lincoln birthday holiday and it was pointed out that this was a very brief
period which would not do for a lengthy trip of several weeks to China,

The Chinese tentatively mumbled something about the end of the year.

Mr. Solomon replied that the President was interested in sustaining interest
in China and wantad important leaders in the Congress to have a chance to
visit. ‘Hence, we viewed it in our mutual interest to have a trip before the
campaign season reached its peak in the summer. Ambassador Han finally
concluded by saying that he would study the situation and report our
request for a visit in April back to Peking.)

At this point the meceting concluded. Mr. Lord bade farewell to the
Chinese at the door to his office (as a sign of displeasure for their comments
about "appeasement"). Mr. Gleysteen escorted them to the elevator,
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