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{iR. BUCKLEY: We're in ifanila, standing in front of a historic building. It
is the palace that was occupied by the Spanish viceroys, subsequently by the
governors-general representing the United States including William Howard Taft
and.Douglas !cArthur. During the war a Philippine president occupied it suv-
ject to the Japanese administration. It is now the home of the president of
the Philippines, Ferdinand lfarcos, with whom we'll spend the next hour.

wohkkk

MR. BUCKLEY: Ferdinand Edralin Harcos is the president of the Pailippines,
elected to that office in 1965, reelected in 1969, and--so to speak--institu-
tionalized in power by a series of military, political, and juridical acts
that followed the promulgation of martial Taw on September 22, 1972. Although
in recent weeks President Marcos has said that there will be free elections or
a referendum perhaps a year from now, there is no surviving constitutional
mechanism that requires him to call them. The existing situation--his phrase--
is called constitutional authoritarianism.

Ferdinand Marcos was born in 1917 and by the time the Japanese invaded tne
Philippines after Pearl Harbor he had acquired a reputation as a brilliant
young lawyer, first in his class at tie university, fluent in several languages.
During the Occupation he distinguished himself by successive acts of ingenuity
and heroism that brought him more decorations than any other Filipino, includ-
ing two Silver Stars from the U. S. Army and a recommendation for the Congres-
sional Medal of Honor. He survived the Bataan Death March, escaped a Japanese
death camp, helped organize the Resistance, and ended the war as a colonel in
the Philippine Army. He turned to politics and was elected to the House of
Representatives and subsequently to the Senate. In 1954, he married his famous
wife, the former Imelda Romualdez, who is now governor of Greater Manila and--
in the description of Foreign Secretary Carlos Romulo--de facto vice president
of the Philippines. He acceded to the presidency when he defeated the incumbent
Diosdado Ilacapagal by a heavy margin. In his foreign policy President Marcos
has recently sought to stress the Asiatic connection of the Philippines re-
sulting, some say, in a detachment from the traditional closeness with tihe
United States, the strategic consequences of which are imponderable, which
leads me to suggest that we should ponder them.

I should like to begin by asking President ilarcos whether it is his
opinion that the failure of the United States to secure the independence of
South Vietnam is largely responsible for the readjustment of your foreign
policy?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Ho. Actually the foreign policy of the Philippines is
dictated by many factors, one of which is the fact that the Philippines has
been identified before the war as a colony of the United States. It passed
through a commonwealth period. And having gone through 400 years of Spanish
subjugation and conquest and anotner 50 years of American occupation, the
Philippines had somehow lost its original and indigenous culture. It became
necessary for the Philippines, therefore, in order to reestablish its identity
and for the Filipinos--especially the Filipino who was educated in Western
ways--to retrace his roots, and retracing his roots, of course, he discovered
that he was Asian. More than anything else, the alluvium of Western culture
was there, and so the Pnilippines became some kind of a melting pot of many
cultures and many races. These varied inflows of not only cultures but also
influences established the basis for much of what the Philippines is doing

now.

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, is there any sense in which the apparent retreat of the
United States after the fiasco in Vietnam catalyzed what you are speaking about?
Is there any sense in which it served as a cultural reminder that your natural
affiliations lay to the West rather than to the East?
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PRESIDENT MARCOS: Well, yes and no. Security is another thing. The witn-
draval of the United States from not only Vietnam but also Thailand and now
the withdrawal of ground troops in Korea, plus the repeated announcements to
the effect that the United States might be compelled to withdraw from the
Pacific, of course required a reassessment of the position of small countries
like the Philippines. Remember, the United States has a mutual defense pact,

a military assistance pact, and a military bases agreement with the Philippines.

These agreements, of course, have been the basis for much of the security
decisions made by the Philippines in the past several decades. If the United
States was reviewing these agreements with its allies--not only here in the
Philippines, but also elsewhere in the world--then it was necessary for us to
review our agreements. y
1IR. BUCKLEY: Well, now you mentioned to a journalist early this year that to
a considerable extent your future policies would depend on whether President
Carter was prepared to guarantee the security of your homeland. You didn't go
furtner than to say just that, but a lot of Americans have been curious as to
the exact meaning of what you mtgnded to say there.
PRESIDENT MARCOS: HNo, actually what I meant was would the United States comply
with its obligation under the mutual defense pact in case we were attacked,
and 1 do not refer to any specific country, of course. It's our theoretical
situations which every leader must prepare for, and I realize, first of all,
that there was conflict between tne authority and power of the president and
your Congress--and the American Congress--and that the American people too
had felt there was a need to constrict your _hnes as it vere and lessen your
role as a policeman throughout the world. This, of course, raised the
possibility that tne United Stages in reviewing its military agreements might
be more interested in, say, giving countries like the Philippines an oppor-
tunity at self-reliance and increasing its capability to defend itself instead
of depending on the United States.
MR. BUCKLEY: The Guam Doctrine, in effect.
PRESIDENT MARCOS: I have always felt that tiis doctrine did not start with
Guam. But that's another matter.
IR, BUCKLEY: Well, let me ask you tiis, !r. President. Would it effect your
reasoning or your projections if the United States were to abrogate its
defense treaty with Taiwan?
PRESIDENT MARCOS: It probably would.
IR, BUCKLEY: That is to say, if we were to do that, it would be one more
suggestion to you that what you speak of as this constraint of American power
vas going one further step and that perhaps the next day--tomorrow or day
after tomorrow--it would be the turn of the Philippines?
PRESIDENT MARCOS: MNo. This would be a reflection of some modifications of
the basic policy in the Western Pacific. Although I believe the American
political leadership has repeatedly stated that it needed, say, to maintain
its presence in the Western Pacific, I cannot speak for the United States.
I don't know what presence imeans. The American Congress and the presidency
of the United States would have to define what that presence is. However,
vie should be ready for any contingency and, as you have said, withdrawal from
Taivan vwould be another manifestation of a lessening of presence of the United
States, and there must be a corresponding effort on the part of small
coun%:ies like the Philippines to fill up any gap, any hiatus, that would
result.
!R. BUCKLEY: I am aware that you are engaged, even as we speak, in negotia-
tions involving Subic Bay and Clark Air Force Base. Were you disturbed by
?falte:i;:vilgiregorts by American agencies recommending the discontinuation of those
es?
PRESIDENT MARCOS: 1 am not aware of any official recommendation to this
effect. 1 did read some reports of some individual officers--
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MR. BUCKLEY: Yes.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: --who felt that these bases in tie Philippines are no longer
necessary. We ourselves have prepared for the eventuality that the United
States would withdraw from such bases. If the United States does, then we
would have to take over, but as I nave said, the negotiations on the military
bases are premised on the statement of the United States that they need those
bases not only for the protection of, say, the metropolitan area of the
Philippines under the mutual defense pact but as a part of a defense sciieme
for the entire r_'egion of Southeast Asia and of the world. How if this is
true, and I believe it is, then the military bases and their continuation
would be a part of our contribution to world peace and the peace of the region.
HR. BUCKLEY: You were quoted in a story in Time magazine a few months ago as
follows. It was a rather arresting quotation. Time magazine wrote, "The
contemporary world figure admired most by boti Harcos and Imelda is China's
Chairman Mao Tse-tung. Reason: Mao, as the president puts it, united '8C0
million volatile and historically disparate and separated people.'" I
remember it was almost ten years ago that Marshall Ky was quoted as saying
that the figure he admired most was Adol1f Hitler. He intended by that a very
narrow construction. Ilany Americans are curious whether your alleged admira-
tion for Hao Tse-tung is an admiration in any sense of his philosophy, of his
techniques for staying in power, or is it purely a narrow construction of
what he accomplished that commends him to you?

PRESIDENT [1ARCOS: Ah, the latter. Actually China will always be a concern
of any small country close to the mainland, and every leader in Southeast Asia
studies what happens in China. We all know that China will oe the center of
almost everything within a decade or two. Right now it's consolidating, and
a leader does disservice to his people if he does not know wnat is happening
in China. We--almost everybody--admires Chairman Mao Tse-tung for the
accomplishment of what many Chinese leaders have failed at. This is the
unification of the Chinese people, a people divided, isolated, degraded,
colonized, a people that was marked as a sleeping giant even by liapoleon,

but a people with potentialities and this is, of course, as I said, an admi-
ration that is limited to the mere achievement of unification of that people.
HR. BUCKLEY: Well, Hr. President, I was two days ago with Premier Chiany
Ching-kuo. He maintains that he, too, for the same reasons is greatly con-
cerned with what's happening on the mainland, and he believes there are more
indices now of a disunification than there have been for years as witnessed
the instibility of the question of the success of Mao Tse-tung. He maintains,
as do certain other observers, that the signs that China is unified are very
superficial. Have you allowed yourself to meditate on that alternative?
PRESIDENT MARCOS: Well, yes, actually. The first few decades of unifica-
tion of any people will always be ticklish. China is no exception. They
would have problems, and there are critical moments in any nation's life. I
am certain they have passed through many. They may pass through some more.

I am not ready to judge exactly how correct the assessments of Premier Chiany
Ching-kuo may be, but the way I look at it-- When I visited China in 1975,
the leadership seemed to be in control.

MR. BUCKLEY: Yes, but most of those leaders are now either executed or out
of pover or dead.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Yes, but Teng Hsiao-p'ing is still there.

MR. BUCKLEY: That's right. This is his tnird resurrection.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: I cannot say how deep the symptoms are that are referred
to by Premier Chiany Ching-kuo, and I would rather not be a judge of it.

MR. BUCKLEY: Of course. Well, let me ask you then a philosophical question.
In my country we fought a very bloody war to prevent secession just over a
hundred years ago, and Abraham Lincoln, in a famous letter to a new York
editor, said that he sought to preserve the Union above all things. Is it
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your judgment that any means are tolerable--including the repression used by
Mao Tse-tung on such a vast scale--to bring about the unification of a national
abstraction? y

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Yes and no. I myself am of the belief that authority must
be utilized by government to obtain certain noble objectives, but that autho-
rity must be circumscribed.

MR. BUCKLEY: Mao's never was.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Pardon?

MR. BUCKLEY: Mao Tse-tung's never was circumscribed.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Well, I seriously doubt if there was ever any effort to
conscribe his powers.

MR. BUCKLEY: But you admire him just the same?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Ho. I admired the manner in which--notwithstanding the fact
that the Chinese people have never been used to a single leadership--they
accept that single leadership. Yes, he may have used, of course, repression.
I concede that. However, as I have said, the fact is he united these people.
One of the things that I have always maintained is that repression is not
necessarily a means to unity. Repression can backfire. Repression can cause
rebellion, revolution. Repression, say, among the people like the Philippines--
Filipinos--would result in immediate revolution.

HR. BUCKLEY: Well, but isn't it true, Mr. President, that the 20th century has
shown us that the techniques of repression are so refined that, for instance,
a single dictator like Stalin could force a unity, however synthetic, among
the disparate peoples that lie within the borders of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics? Japan, through the exercise of maximum repression,
governed your country for five years notwithstanding the heroism of such people
as yourself,

PRESIDENT MARCOS: First of all, Stalin was not exactly too refined, and
secondly, the Japanese--

MR. BUCKLEY: That's right. Yes, but he refined the techniques of repression.
PRESIDENT MARCOS: Well, yes.

IR, BUCKLEY: By refinement I mean being prepared to kill five or ten million
people if necessary.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Well, he and some other leaders whom I know, but with
respect to the Japanese, you remember that there was an underground here which
immobilized about 200 to 300 thousand of their men in the Philippines which
probably prevented the occupancy of Australia. And we flatter ourselves in
believing that this was our contribution in the underground after our regular
forces surrendered in Bataan and Corregidor.

IiR. BUCKLEY: It was a very real contribution like Tito's in Yugoslavia who
held down a quarter of a million Germans there. However, the question I'm
asking you is isn't it one of the great questions of the 20th century whether
one is justified in using totalitarian means to effect a particular end as

ao Tse-tung, whom you professedly admire, did in mainland China?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: 1 wouldn't hold the paper for the use of repression to
obtain unity, but I would certainly maintain that this problem is not modern.
It goes all the way back to two thousand, five hundred years ago. One of my
favorite quotes is that of Heraclitus of Ephesus who maintained that two
thousand, five hundred years ago in one of his writings that precisely the
question is to combine the exercise, or the use of law, with the individual
rights of persons you rule without which law individual rights would become
anarchy but to such an extent that the law does not become tyranny, and such

a balancing between individual right and the law will always be a question,
not whether in the olden days or now. Presently you have the problem of
terrorism in the Western countries--West Germany, Italy, France, Holland,

and 1 suppose in the United States. People are now asking to what extent

can government utilize authority in order to prevent terrorism. Terrorism
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js just another term for the individual or perhaps widespread utilization of
violence and force to maintain what they claim is individual right. In many
instances, however, in the developing countries terrorism, anarchy, is just
another word for rebellion and while in the Western world apparently there is
commendation for effective counteraction against terrorism, we in the smaller
countries that have to confront insurgency--which actually means daily
terrorism--and must institutionalize and recognize effective counteraction
by the use of authority are condemned. This is, of course, something which
puzzles many of us.
MR. BUCKLEY: RNo, well, of course I understand that, but the dilemma of
Heraclitus was hardly discharged with success by Mao Tse-tung. Chairman ilao
Tse-tung probably eliminated this dilemma with the statement power comes out
of the barrel of a gun. That's not exactly the kind of authority that I am
referring to. , i
MR. BUCKLEY: No, but you see when you brought up-- (clock chimes) This is
Manila time, right?
PRESIDENT MARCOS: Yes. (laughter) y
MR. BUCKLEY: When you brought up the problem of terrorists, I think you
engaged the universal sympathy of mankind, but the kulaks, for instance, who
vere slaughtered by Stalin or their equivalents in China were hardly terrorists.
The dissidents in the Soviet Union who are subjected to the tyranny of the
current regime are hardly terrorists. You have faced terrorists with the
Huks and now with the Moros, and I think there is universal §ympathy with an
attempt to control them. But again I say Americans are fascinated by the
development of your mind during the past few years. You were known as one
of the stoutest defenders of democracy and civil rights in all of Asia. You
faced certain problems in the Philippines, and all of a sudden before long
you were publicly saying that the man you admired most was Mao Tse-tung and
you can understand why this confuses a lot of Americans who began so sym-
athetically to you and your aims. f
BRESIDEHT HXRCOS}:, We have definite proper perSpecgive for this man Mao Tse-
tung for uniting a volatile, disparate, and histqnca!]y separgteq people.
Now those words are exactly what I meant. I admire him for bringing them
together because no matter what anybody says, before all these programs--this
killing, this elimination of opposition--he attracted the peasantry to his -
cause, and perhaps later on in the maintenance of his pover he did commit a
these excesses vhich I do not condone. That is another matter.
MR. BUCKLEY: Well, do you in the course of cultivating fr!end1y relations
with the People's Republic of China and with the §oviet Union-- Do you modify
in any particular your well-known, historic positions that both of these 4
powers are expansionary powers whoiscek to umvcrsalgﬁﬁt:;g’ir ideology an
t have helped terrorists in your own try?
‘SRES}BEFJ!FI-IK;EOS: First? the second premise about helping terrorists in our
country. We have never accepted this as a fact. Yes..there were guns be}n%
brought in here from outside. We cannot prove that this came frole Com{mntis
China. I have the promise of the Communist leaders that they won't he g e
Communist movement here. I don't have any reason to distrust their wor :
because from the time in 1975 when I visited China to the pre:ent ‘t::?re sl
no evidence of any support for the Communist r{‘.oyement cqming ronf1 - ng.]d
am aware, of course, that the traditional position arising out o1 . th 0
War was to deny any basis for any reproachment, any relations, w tb . e] 5
Communist giants, the two Communist giants, but not only degenFe.‘t; h:v: n
the realities of life that this thing will pass, and naturally we e
maintain relations with the biggest nmation in the vorld. We cavao 1gno€e
this. This is the reality of 1ife. China is as big as life. You canno
ur eyes to it.
ﬁ;(‘.)sgu{zl.ﬂ:y Well, let me ask you this, Mr. President. Why should the
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Philippines be immune from intervention by the Communist powers on the side of
insurgencies? We know they are doing it all over Africa. We know they did it
all over Latin America. We know that they are doing it right now in Thialand.
We know that they conquered by such means-- They tried to conquer South Korea.
They did conquer South Vietnam. What makes the Philippines sacred?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: It's not sacred, but we are protected first by the China Sea.
Secondly, it would not be profitable for them to come here. As far as I'm
concerned these are the two basic facts of life.

MR. BUCKLEY: What sanctions do you exercise?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: I beg your pardon?

MR. BUCKLEY: What sanctions do you exercise that they are afraid of?
PRESIDENT MARCOS: No, I don't think they are afraid of a small country like
the Philippines, but it's not worth the trouble. It would cause, first of all,
a rupture of our relations, and I don't believe that China considers that more
advantageous-- I mean, taking the Philippines more advantageous than, say,
maintaining mutual tolerance.

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, then you do believe that they have renounced their ambi-
tions for world revolution and the unified socialist world?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: They maintain that they have not--I mean the Communist Party.
But I also maintain that the new leadership is pragmatic. Being pragmatic,

it might moderate. I say might. I am not certain. I am not sure. Nobody is.
But by and large this basic premise and assumption seems to be accepted by the
great majority of thinkers in this part of the world.

MR. BUCKLEY: And you think that that pragmatism is something that developed
in the last few years as distinguished from those years during which you did
not recognize the government of Peking?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: No. Chou En-lai was pragmatic. Teng Hsiao-p'ing wasn't as
pragmatic. Teng Hsiao-p'ing is a symbol of continuity of the Chou En-lai
pragmatism. And so I would say that the idea of perpetual revolution of
Chairman Mao was previously dominant, but that now perhaps they may not be
that dominant any more. That's what I'm saying.

MR. BUCKLEY: I see. Mr. President, when you decreed martial law in 1972, you
gave as your reasons for doing so the decadence of what you called the old
order. Could you describe for the benefit of Americans what it is that you
found defective in the old order?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: The old order meant anarchy, disorder, rebellion. When I
became president in 1965, 1 had warned that we were slowly slipping into an
abyss from which there was no pulling out, and this was the corruptible ero-
sion of the authority of the government to enforce the law, to enforce existing
law, not any new system of order, but the old system or the old codes of law,
including the criminal code. Kidnapping was prevalent so much so that the
people never reported kidnapping any more. The leftists were in collusion
with the rightists--whatever those two terms may mean. 1 myself don't believe
in categorizing people. But there was a strange conspiracy between those whom
many of our writers branded as leftists and those whom they branded as con-
servative--each one supporting the other for a purpose and resulting in the
immobilization of our economy and the impotence of our government.

IR. BUCKLEY: Why should that have been? Why should democracy not have worked
in the Philippines?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: It was partially the government's fault. First of all, you
see, liberal democracy as the United States knows it was the result of a
growth of how many centuries? How many years in your country? All of a
sudden it's transplanted to Philippine soil. Have you ever attempted to
transplant an apple from the United States to a tropical country like ours?
Well, it just won't grow. The reason for this is it needs time to climatize.
This is a tropical climate.

HR. BUCKLEY: How much time?

PRESIDEAT MARCOS: Nobody knows. 1 don't. We tried to get used to it and we--
my predecessors--somehow convinced you that we vere democratic, but we all
knew that this was some kind of a mask which wa had put over our face. We
were trying to ape you and yet we didn't have the basic requirements--education,
distribution of wealth, ecconomic equality, equal opportunity, and the most
important, believing that. !Many of our people especially the rich, still
beliecve in democracy. They believe in maintaining their privileges and obtain-
ing favors frou government. They had private arnies, but the great number of
people had been used to a prototype democracy because in the olden days, even
before the arrival of the Spaniards in 1521, the chieftains--especially the
war chiefs--were elected by the tribes and so there was some kind of a profit
of it, the beginnings of a populist type of leadership, and so there was dis-
content--valid grievance--on the part of a great number of our people. But
there was nothing that they could do, and the only alternative was violence--
to bring about a radical restructuring and bring down, let us say, those who
had imposed their lcadership, taken over from the old Spanish grandees, and
joined up with the Chinese-oriented merchants to centrol both politics and
economy in the country. They were for the maintenance for the status quo,
and we all knew that we were sitting on top of a volcano, a social volcano.
Hobody knew when it would erupt, and there was no way of aborting it. It was
just a matter of time.

MR. BUCKLEY: If one grants that as an accurate of historical analysis and I
know that a lot of people do grant it, the second question then is in reestab-
lishing order has your regime done so by the use of a number of techniques
which throughout your career you have criticized? For instance torture. For
instance the denial of due process. Is this necessary to any rule by martial
law or is this--

PRESIDENT MARCOS: There is no need to torture anyone, and we don't. It's
not a policy. There may be exceptions, but they don't mean complicity,
conformity, or even conspiracy on the part of the political leaders. This we
disavow. ‘le condemn. We promise. We promise anyone, whether he be in the
armed forces or a follower of the leadership, anyone who utilizes his
authority of power to enforce by violence an acceptable violence except by
legitimate come by. But the important thing is, first of all, that while we
sought to maintain order by dismantling the apparatus of their rebellion, we
also sought to extricate the process of rebellion--the valid grievances that
may exist by economic, social, and even political reform. And this is the
rock, as you would put it, because the legalists of which there are many here
in our country--there are a great number of lawyers here--do not believe in
the use of martial powers for radical reform. They believe that we, or I,
should stick to the old classical concept of martial law which means consoli-
date the status quo. I[laintain it as it is. It may have its deficiencies.

It is not for martial law to correct it. It is for another institution to
correct it, and I maintain that it's not so. For if the purpose of martial
law is to eliminate rebellion and maintain order, then one must eliminate

the cause of rebellion and the cause of rebellion may be economic and social
inequality, injustice.

HR. BUCKLEY: Well, what in the way of a reduction of that inequality has
your regime accomplished?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: They have given to every man the right of equal opportunity.
Now, equal opportunity means greater libe-ty, greater freedom. For instance,
there's the man who is held in bondage to the soil. He's not the equal of
the man who has his own house, his own business, source of income. By no
means can anybody say that he is the equal or can anybody say that he has an
equal opportunity. His children would never be going to school. Well, we
have given him the chance to send his children to school, make them pro-
fessionals--doctors, lawyers--whatever they may be able to attain, but we give
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them tie opportunity nov to develop tieir God-given and God.endox-'led facul-
tias, and we also give them the opportunity to dec$nt and dignified title of

a life. We give him life, but that's not all. It's not just a mere doling
out of land and turning men into beggars. !ﬂe turn them into respectable and
dignified and self-respecting men. We teach them how to use the land, to pro-
duce income, and produce decency, and produce dignity.

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, I think a lot of people who have observed the Philippines
during the past several years join in complimenting you on your lanq reform
progran. They do not feel that much nas been accomplished if anything to help
the urban poor.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Well, I don't know about that. I don't know about tiat.

We have increased the minimum wage from four pesos to 13-15 pesos. Granting
the erosion of the value of pesos even up to 50 percent, we've doubled and
tripled the earnings of laborers. iiow how can that be so? At the same time
we have increased employment from eight percent down to four and a half percent.
MR. BUCKLEY: Unemployment. ¥

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Unemployment. The enenmy of the poor, which is inflation,
from 44 percent down to seven percent. low how can anybody deny all these
facts?

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, the specific charge is that in the last three years there
has been a net reduction in the real income of the Filipino working in tie ci-
ties.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: That's pure stupidity.

IR, BUCKLEY: It is?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Of course it is. It's ridiculous. They tirow tiiis around
without any basis whatsoever. I can't imagine people charging me with, say,
fascism and the use of authority to perpetuate myself, but I will say they may
have a reason because I have proclaimed martial law, but there is no reason for
anyone to say that the Filipino masses, including the urban poor, have not been
given a decent life. We are increasing our expenses for socialized housing,
socialized prices for the consumer goods. Our cost of living here is very much
lower than any other country in Southeast Asia, including our big neighbors.
ilow, at the same time, the more important thing is the Filipino, poor or not,
now has pride in his country and has the equal opportunity to be anything--be
president if he can. Before you could not become anything else except perhaps
remain as a janitor or laborer or a tenant. fow you can aspire for almost
anything.

IR, BUCKLEY: Why didn't he have an opportunity before?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Because he was held back by those who were in power including
those who controlled the economic wealth of the country. We have increased the
income of the lower classes of our people. We are creating a strong middle
class. Before I became president, there was no such thing as a middle class.
You were either very poor or very rich--no in-between. Well, we are creating
a middle class now and a dignified middle class--not the middle class dependent
on, say, favors from the government, but a middle class of small businessmen,
professionals, and civil servants.

MR. BUCKLEY: Well, in order to advance the program as you describe it, why is
it necessary to deny to the press the freedom to criticize?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Of course, this is one of those allegations without basis.
A1l we have done is at the beginning of martial law we imposed a bann on publi-
cations. Publications--all media for that matter--was controlled from Septem-
ber up to December of 1972, After that we lifted everything. Anybody could
write any story and they--the publishers, television owners, and networks, and
producers--organized their own media council without the participation of go-
vernment. HNow the secretary of public information, originally a member of the
media council, was asked to withdraw by me and for that matter the participation
of anybody in government was terminated. And we left it to the owners of media
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or those wio were in media--publishers, producers--to organize themselves and
to work out what they thought was necessary for the media. To say that we are
prohibiting any criticism is ridiculous. Tiere's no such bann. In fact, we
are criticized. I am criticized, and I accept it as a part of our growtii. I
grew up in the rough and tumble of politics and of trial law, and I am not that
sensitive, and I Tisten to criticism. If the criticism is well based, I take
action.

I1R. BUCKLEY: Well, what about the criticism of, using your figures, that there
are 14 hundred people in jail who have been tiiere in some cases for tiiree or
four years who have not been brought to trial.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Ho. There were 3 thousand who were in jail. I released the
3 thousand. Then subsequent to this the incidence in crime increase. Of course
correspondingly, there were increases in arrests, but not for political action
but for violation of the criminal codes. As far as we are concerned, and I
vould Tike to maintain this, we have not jailed anyone for political beliefs or
political faith, especially the oppositionists. The oppositionists are still
active here in the country. They have questioned my actions openly. They have
gone to courton every action I have taken. This referendum I am calling for--the
presidency on December 17--is now before tie Supreme Court. The opposition has
raised it to our Supreme Court. If it were true that I am curtailing criticism
here, then that would be the first thing to do--stop all of these options in
the Supreme Court because that has become a harassment.

"R. BUCKLEY: Well, are you saying, !ir. President, that there are not people

in jail now who have not been tried, who are there --

PRESIDENT MARCOS: Against whom there are no charges, no. [ beg your pardon.
Against whom there are no charges, formal chiarges. I have an order which is
being complied with to the effect that no one should be arrested unless he
commits a crime in the presence of the arresting officer or man--because we have
civilian arrest here, traditionally, from time immemorial--unless there are two
sworn statements about the commission of a crime, and inmediately after arrest
he mu?t go before an inquest officer and bring the accused--the arrested indi-
vidual--

IR, BUCKLEY: Well, under martial law vould it be a crime to challenge tie legi-
timacy of your government?

PRESIDENT MARCOS: No. They have done that. They have challenged it. They
have challenged it in elections or referenda I have conducted. There is a
statement to the effect that there are no elections in the Philippines. That's
not quite true. We elected the members of the legislative council, and the con-
tests about the legitimacy of my government was an issue that was raised in the
Supreme Court not just once but repeatedly. They questioned tne proclamation of
martial law; they questioned the legitimacy of the entire government. They
questioned the constitutionality of my actions--everything, even the expenditure
of public funds. This has been raised to tiie Supreme Court.

HMR. BUCKLEY: Would you say that there is in any sense a comparable--the crisis
of the third republic in France and the crisis of your antecedent government;
that is to say, when DeGaulle came to power, he came in with a new constitution
that allowed him to suspend the legislature.

PRESIDENT MARCOS: VYes, it is true, except that in my case the Constitution al-
ready provided for martial law authority. The 1935 decisions of the Constitu-
tional Convention provided in case of invasion, insurrection, rebellion of
inminent danger thereof and the public safety requires that the president may
suspend the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus or proclaim martial law
throughout the Philippines or any part thereof. This existed then, and I em-
ployed it. I had utilized first suspension of the privilege of the writ of
habeas corpus after I used the armed forces. They were unavailing, and since
they were inadequate to meet the crisis, I had to proclaim martial law. I

asked Congress to do it, and they said, "We don't have the power. The power's
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in your hands. You assume the responsibility because you are president." §
that was it.
HR. BUCKLEY: Thank you very much, President Ferdinand Marcos, of the Philip-

0

pines.
PRESIDENT MARCOS: Thank you.
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