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In reviewing the revised paper, "Department of Defense

Assessment of U.S. Strategic Interest and Objectives in

Micronesia and Ju_tificatlon for Military Land Require-

ments," I feel that the previously prepared Department
of State comments are still re%evant. I would, h_wever,

llke to offer the following observations and co_muents

with regard to the new additions to the Defense paper- _)

b. Page i$, subparagraph _b) and page 23 subparagraph (j);

"_biclute minimum basing options," "non-negotiable
minimmms" and "minimum requirements" @an be Jultifi_d as

_uch _nly in satlsflction of truly urgent I_es_ls. _t i_
diffi@ult to _nderstand the _gic that would oonsider as

an "_biolute, non-negotlable minimum" i requirement that

Is _ezely for a "contingency opt_on," particularly when

an attempt t3 satisfy that requirement could jeopardize
_ur morl important interests in Micromesia. In other words,

the terms "absolute, non-negotlable, minimum requirements"

are incompatible with the concept, "_ontingency option,"
as presented in the Defense paper.
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c. Page 15, subparagraph (g). The condescending
sentences "The Palauan's _nterest in these plans is

" should be deletedappreciated,
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