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JAPAN AS A "DEPENDABLE" PARTNER
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MOST IMPORTANT PARTNER OF THE U.S. IN ASIA
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(EVALUATING JAPAN-U.S. COOPERATION “EXCELLENT" OR "GOOD")
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(MUTUAL UNDERSTANDING BTN. BOTH NATIONALS AS "GOOD")
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(JAPAN-U.S. SECURITY TREATY CONTRIBUTES TO PEACE & STABILITY IN JAPAN & FAR EAST, "A GREAT DEAL" OR "A MODERATE AMOUNT")
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7.
) (THE IMPORTANCE OF JAPAN-U.S. SECURITY TREATY FOR U.S. SECURITY INTERESTS,
"VERY IMPORTANT" OR "SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT")
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(THE US SHOULD MAINTAIN THE CURRENT JAPAN-U.S. SECURITY TREATY)
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