Uploaded to the VFC Website

»» 2020 « «

This Document has been provided to you courtesy of Veterans-For-Change!
Feel free to pass to any veteran who might be able to use this information!

For thousands more files like this and hundreds of links to useful information, and hundreds of
“Frequently Asked Questions, please go to:

Veterans-For-Change

Note: VFC is not liable for source information in this document, it is merely
provided as a courtesy to our members & subscribers.

Riverside County, California




INDOCHINA ARCHIVE
UNIV. CALIFORNIA

VIETNAM

Mr. ATKEN. Mr. President, on Thurs-
day, July 13, in anmouncing the de-
cisilon to send more troops to Vietnam,
President Johnson told the American
people that— |

We are generally pleased with the progress
we have made militarily., We are very sure
that we are on the right track.

The day before, Secreiary McNamara,
according to the Washington Post nsald:

Substantiel ptogress had been achieved
oh virtially all fronts—political, economle,
and military—since my previous visit to
Vietnem last September,

According to the Post news story:

He polnted to “tremendous
the political area, as reflecied by the caming
presidentinl electlon; a very substantial im-
provement in the economy, which 18 no
longer in danger of being overrun by in-
flation, and a *“dramatic change” at the Port
of Baigon, no longer jainmed with tohs of
undelivered goods.

This optimistic assessment ol' the sit-
uation brought to mind a long.serles of
rosy predictions about Vietnam by Sec-
retary McNamara and other Presiden-
tlal advisors over the last 4 years. Mem-

_ bers of the Committee on Fortizn Rela-
‘tlons, and the public, have heard that
song before and the tune 15 no longer
cateliy. The track record of the Presi-
dent’'s advisors on Vietnam policy leaves
rhuch to be desired. It certainly provides
ample reason to review this latest assess-
ment with something less than total
credibility.

In order to refresh the memory of my
colleagues on the various optimistic
statements made by administration offi-
clals along the pathway to the present
morasg in, Vietnam, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the Recorp a

» in

not believe, that large-scale mttodmﬂu: ot
rp- N woopc into South Vieitnam would bhe
necessary. Statementa by President Konmdy
by Secretary of Btate Rusk and

Defense McNamara indicated that the Buuth
Vietnamese would be able to handle the stt-
ustion themselves, that U.8. troops would
not be needed in more than an advisory and
training role, and that ever those 1n a train-

ing role could begin. rehrnlns .hunn in late
1963 and in 1084, °

Beveral statements by Secretary McNamara

were optlm!stlc about the termination of
the US, milt A
statement on - 2, 1963 included the
followlng: “Secretary McNamara and Gen-
eral Taylor reported thelr judgment that
the major part of the U.8. military tesk can
be completed by the end of 1985 Several
statement= were made by Presldent Kennedy
and by Setretary MeNamara dealing with the

"Wremova.l of a certsin number of U.8. wroops

vy the end of 1968, Bome tToops wWere re-
moved, a Iarge number ¢f whom had eomn-
pleted thelr task of tmining South Viet-
namese !I.‘lcemen The impression remained,
however. that this signified the beglnning
jof the end of tha US. training mission.

Becretary McNamars in 1863 and 19684
mepda other statements that could be classi-
fled as optimistic. On Fehruary 19, 1863, he
indicated he thought it would take “mayhe
3 or 4 yoars” to defeat the Viet Cong. In
February 1064 he sald that “I personally be-
leve this ls & war the Viethamese must fight.
I don’t belleve we can take on that combst
task for them.” By 1085, Secretary McNamara
Wid more cautious in his statements on the
duration of the war. In November 1966, he
did say after returning from a trip to Scuth
Vietnam that “the most vital impression
I'm bringing back s that we have stopped
losing the war.”

A statement by President Johnson in
March 1864, made clear that a large portion
of those military advisers who returned had
been training guards and policemen in South
Vietnam, ‘President Johnson stated that
others might return when thelr task was
completed, but that additional men would
be sent as required. Some early statements
by President Johnson indicated that the Ad-
ministration was still hopeful about the

war’s coming to an end: On January 1, 1064,

in a New Years message to the chairman of

the Military Revolutionary Council in South

Vietnam, he wrote: “As the Yorces of your
government becoms Inoreasingly capabls of
dealing with this aggression, American mili-

tary personrel In South Vietnam can Be
progreaaively withdrawn.” The statement he

made in March indicated a graduslly chang-
ing assessment of the situation. However, In
September 1964, durlng the election cam-
palgn, President Johmson did not give the
impresglon that U8 troops would be used
in combat. He sald: “We don’t want our
American boys to do the fighting for Asian
boys, we don't want to get tied down In a
land war in Asia.” Other statements by ad-
ministrative officials in 1964, In 1865, 1046
and 1967 indicated a cautious assessment of
how soon the war might he over. However,
the Adminjsiration did make an arbitrary

mpﬂaunn prmd by the Lib assumption in drawing up the fscal 1967
ous m budget “that the conflict would end by June

ln the REcomp an edi-
torial from fhe July 14 Washington Post
on the credibllity question.

There belng na objection, the com-
pilatlon and editorial were ordered to
be printed in the Rlz:onn. as follows:
[From the Library of Congress, Legl.slut.lvo

Reference Service, Jume @,
To:, Bamtn Forelgn Relations Gommlttee

Bubject. Belected statements b:y members of
ihe executive branch on victory tn 'Vist-
nam and removal of U.S. troops, -

Statemsends by President Kennpdy @l Tild: -

1m;ummmwww

1967

Statementis by Presldent Johmson during
the past year indicate uncertalnty about how
long the war might continue. In December
1964, he sald: “Just how long they will be
requifed to do so, I em not able to predict.
If I did predict it, I would have no doubt but
what I would lve to regret it.” In March
1847, he sald, “I think we have a difficest,
gerlous, long, drawn-out, em
that we do not yet have the “for.”

Thaough Secrétary. Rusk appumntly Las
not made any specific references, with dates, .
%8 to when the UA might withdraw from
Sotith Vietnam, he did in 1963 show aomhe 0p
timiam over developments there, On m-

White House

At T

g
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DATE SUB-CAT.
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On January 1, laﬂ'lhenotedmtthq i
Com"mmm,nwmmm .
are not going to succeéd ity seixzis
Vietnam by force ... If I am:
1t Is slmply because we have not
indication from the other side tiaf
prepared to glve up their ides’.s
South Vietnam by ‘!oree." on A.p;u
Becrotary Rusk stated that “I think
seen some very favorable signs that
maxing headwaye on the military sidis, but
that does not “mean that the war s just.
about over.,” ’

SELECTED EXECUTIVE STATEMENTES ON 'mr-

IN YIETNAM ANT WITHDEAWAL OF 7.4, TROOFS

John F. Eennedy_

May 22, 1963: “I hope we could—we could
withdmw the troops, any number of troopd,:
any dme the govermment of South Vietnsm -
would suggest it. The day afber 1t was wag-
gested, we would have some iroops on. their
way home. We are hopeful that the situition: .
In South Viet Nam would petmit some: withe
drawsls In any case by the end of the yo&r,
but we can't possibly make that judgment .
at the present time, There 12'ati111 & long, hurd

struggle to go . . . I couldn't say that; vodxy .
the altuation ls such that we could look for
& brightening in the skies tha

the end of the year, but we couldn'tmnke any
final judgment at all until we see the cotrse
of the struggle the next few months” -

September 2, 1869: *I don't think that un-
lemn a greater effort 1s made by the Govern
ment to win pépular support that the war -
can be won out there. In the final analynin,
it I8 thelr war. They are the cnes who Bave
to win it or lose it. We can help. them, we can
Blve them equlpment, we can send out men -
out there as advisers, but they Have to win'.
it, the people of Viet Nam, againat the Cori-
mumnists.”

Ocitober $1, 196$: "When Secretary Me-
Namare and General Taylor came back from
Viet Nam, they announced that we would
expect 0 withdrew a thousansd men from
South Vistham before the snd of the yosr aiwl
there has been some reference to ﬁat_
General Harkins. If we are ahble to
that would be our schedule, I think
‘unit or Airst contingent would be
who are not involved In ‘what might
front-Iine operations, It wonld be -
lessen the number of Americans ﬂ:m ’by .
1,000, as the training intensifies aiad 38 oar-
ried on in South Vietnam_ As far as other "
units, we will have to make our fudgment..
hasadonwhntthemjllla:rymﬂ. 8.-0f
forces may be.”

November 14, 1063: “We are gomg to
back meveral hundred (trcops from °
Vietnam) before the end. :

l

chairman of y
Council ##; Aﬁﬁt VIetn.a.m
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panies of MP's out there, sfter they have . ) ]
Mwmmmmw- can take on thai eombat task for them, I do
form the duty equally sa well. I think that a belleve we can carry owk training . . . The |
mmmmmrmmm- tralning, by the wery najure of the work,
wammm_bm--mmmmunmm. -
- d:aw:n_'h-nmyue-'athdrswn;nnd who 1s May 14, 1564: "I firmly believe that the -
sent out, and whan they are sent ant . . . - paristent execution of the political-mitliary
When his report ia 1n, we will carefully eval- plans which thie Goverament of Vietnam has
uate It, and if additional men are needed, we developed to carry out thed war with cuar
will pend them, If others have compieted asslgtance will lesd to suecesa”
their mission, we Wil withdrasr them ™ Armwer to questlon on pumber of UB {ralfi-
Mareh I7. 19684, on MriMamsars and Taylor lngpmomdneededmm“lthinlm
mmwwmm'mm balancs the number is not lkely to increase

substan A
Gtates personuel where their roles cam be March 3, 1965, reply o question on length
- of war: “I really can’t say. I think the peried
- 1 of time required to counter effectively a sub-
States to . stantlelly guerrilla efort of the kind that
furnish assistance and suppors t0 Sooth Viet currently exista in South Vieinam s grest,
. Nam for as long a8 it I required to  and whether it ia 1 year, 2 years, or mare, I
Communist aggrasdon arl termorism . really can't say, but & long period of time I8
ennirol®. - required o reintroduea effectively pease and
Beptember 25, 1064 “Fhare are those that skablility lmte a natiom that has heen tarn |
nymmmpmmwmhn, -apart.as pas heen Sonth Vietnam. . . . It ia dif-
o try to wipe o the supply lines, and they flgult for me to forecast the course of events
think that would escalate the war. We dan't . in Scaihesst Asla, but I wan4 to repeat what
- o the fAghting I sald a moment ago: an effective opposition
for Astan boys. We don' want to pet n- 1o a guemrllle campalgn reguires an extended

volved In & nation with 700 miflion peopls period of time for the resilts o be clear. I
th & lar war In Asla, don’s believe that we ean be effective 1In Scuth

to go Weinam in « short period of time. We ex-

out and come bome, bak we pandeé our eZorts s the emd of 1861 We

don't ke 0 break our tzestles and we don't have heen there now 3-plus years oan an £X-
| are. ponded basis. We have been there pursuing

searchilng for treedom, and muffering to ob-  these objeeilves—the same. objectives we
tain it, and walk out on them.™” have today—for 10 or 11 years, and I think

Decomber 31, 1066, reply to news com- that ii will be moro before we achieye them.”
ference question om war stradegy: “I thimk May 0, 1965: “Let me fay that 1 think i%.i8
that we are making the pians that we be- - Perfestly ¢ that the situation in Vietnam
Deve are 1n the hesk mtarext of this country. has deteriorated during ihe pest year ef o

g:.;eﬁl; a.nd'ia. Lalf, bothpaﬂtleaﬂy aml
cision when the peate ealference Wil came. tarily.
We are prepasing peop y protect o July 20, I99S, 1 Satgon: “In many aspects

: by le to :rd thers Bas beer deteriorstton since I was here

be last—15 months oge.’

July 21, 1665; “Tha altuation 18 serious to- -
day, I think, in several respects, It has de-
tertoraked over the past I3 months. Vistcong

Increased

b
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1 . drawn-cut, agoenizing peoblesa that we °
:;Emt yet have the answer ior.” soidters—now regular ermy personnel from -
; . Worth Vietnaan, That Incressed stretigth hos
Robert 5. McNamard - - sliowsd the Viwtcong 0 expand and Intensify
Pebwuary 19, :1568: “I hope for & graduel thelr sttacks on the poiitieal structure of
of the coniral of the Gavern- South Vietnem and in particular o Increase
ment over the activitles of that patlon, and  thelr campaign of terror against the clvilian

October 3, 1069, White Holwe staiement: Minkh loked Into the future, and he asld 1t
- “Secrotary McNamara and Guneral Taylor re- might take 30 years fov them to win.”
ported thelr judgtment thai the major part of _October 26, 1865, miarview question: One
the TS, miitary task can be completed by of the generals in the fleld fa quoted as say-
‘the end of IP6S, althougle there may be & fng that he once thought it was going to
continuing reguiressent fox & limiterd nium- be & 10 year war, bul now he I8 optimistic
ber of UA. trainiog pessosmel. They reported and leaning towwd 0% yeaaw. - K
that by the etut af ¢his yesr, the TS pro- . Seeretary McNemavs: “T wouldn™t male a
gram for training Vieinamess showld ha¥e prediction as to ihe dwmfion of the war. 1
progressed to the poink where 1000 U.8. mil- think 1§ is Importsnt to teoogize that preg-
_tary personnel assigned ta South Vietnam  Zees has been made during ihe SONMeET . - oIy v
can be wWiAdremD. o 4 | Hevember 35, 1065, plantelds interview at . eni 4

November 18, I963: Tt is cur objective to  Andrews AFE, miuming frem Sowih Viet- -

has requesicd of ws, Nmd w-ouugybim wAr
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. - preased )
. fectors from the other side.”

" soine signs-of success of this strategy. The

(-~ Viet.Cong monsoon affensive, which we know
"7 from captured documents it waa thelr in-
- tentlon to carry out during the period May

to October, has not materlalized because of

- Westmoreland's tactics of carrying out spoll-
. ing operatlons based on intelligence he has
" received as to concentrations of Viet Cong
" +.. . The number of defections this year has

doubled compared to the past year. No doubt
this is 8 sign of eroston of marale.”

- -January 1, 1967, on the prospects for peace
in Vietnam in 1867: “I think there i» 5 pos-
aibility, The task of diplomacy 18 to proceed
on the baats of optimism, And I never close

- - the door to the posalbility that this situa-
- tion will change. I do believe that one basla

for optimtsm is that the other side must.
surely now understand that they are not

- - golng to succeed in selging South Viet Nam
- by force. Now, maybe that will bring about &
significant change In thelr poltical ap-

to this question.
But if I am pessimistic, 1t 1s simply because

- We havé not yet seen any indication from the
-other side that they are prepared to give up

thelr ides of seizing Bouth Viet Nam by
foree,” .

April 168, 1067: “I think we have seen
some very favorable signg that we are
‘headwry on the military side, but that does
not mean that the war 1s just about over . . .
I am reluctant to put dates on (winning con-
ventlonal warfare phase of the war), but I
would think we made very, very substantial
headway during 1066 cn the conventional
type of warfare, Now, the pacification effort

. against the guerrillas ig slmost by nature &

slower task . . . But that is beginning to

' ‘move now, and I think that behind the cover,

of the military success against the large units
oAl come an increased pace against the
guerrillag, I must eay that I have been Im-

by the doubling of the rate of de-

M. T. HAGGARD,
Analyst in Asian Affairs,

[From the Washington Post, July 14, 1967]

WeaAT's Gomg ON?

Once agaln, President Johngon has recelved
from his Secretary of Defense an on-the-spat
report on Vietnam at a time when confidence
about the course and conduct of the war is
faltering. And once again, & genuinsly con-
cerned American public 1s being suffocated
In optimistic generalities—progress 1a “tre-
mendous,” Improvement s “substantial,”

‘change 8 “dramatic” and current policy,

strategy and tactics are all beyond reproach,

It is tima to change this public relations
ritual—the confident briefings in the White
House Fish Rooimn, the capeule appraisals at
alrport arrivals, the echoes from congres-
slonal commitice rooms. It 18 time for the

_ President to tell us where things stand,

‘When our military chiefs in Salgon and the
Pentagon have been arguing for weeks, often
out loud, for large and gpecific numbers of
additional troops, and the public has been
lad to believe a declalon is lmminent, it is
not encugh to be told on Wednesday by Mr,
‘McNamara that ‘“‘some more” men will be
nseded but that “we haven't arrived at any
final conclusion and we don't know when we
will.” Fspecially when the President tells us
on Thursday that General Westmoreland will
get what “he peeds and requests and what
we find acceptable.”

When Premier Ky has just beem deposed

" aa 8 candidatq for president after abusing

the electoral procedures, and his replace-
ment, General Thieu, 1s giving no assurances
he dossn’t intend to go right on doing many

. of the same things, 1t 1s & bit much to claim
" that the farthooming elections reflect “tre-
‘mendous progress, when one looks back” to

“~the poliical shambles nhine 'months ago.
- “When one looks far enough

‘preesions agalnst political

back, one soes
the government of Presldant Diem, “freely”
elected and firmly entrenched untll its re-
ta began
the procetes which brought it down.

When most American citlzens can see
nothing but an expanding Unilted Statea
force tied down in s miltary stand-off, 1t
doee not reassure them much to be told that
the idea of s mllitary “stalemate” strikes
fleld commanders as “the most. ridiculous
statement they have ever heard.” Not when
United States casualties this past week were
the third highest on record and sizable
American units have been all but wiped out.

When & wird service dispatch Is reporting
& new burst of inflationsary price increases

atd a new threst of economic trouble, it is

hard for Amerlcans to belleve that a “dra-

‘matic change™ In the efiolency of the Part of

Bialgon has brought a “very substantial im-
provement” in the economy,

This 18 the heart of the matter—not what
Mr, McNamara may genuiheiy belleve, but
what the American publie, at this point, can
realistically be expected to belleve. Mr., Mo-
Namara calls 1t & multl-faceted war and by
that test some facets can be found that are
doubtiess going- reasonably well. But 1t is
also a8 war of attrition, in Geheral Westmore-
land’s phrase, and 1t 18 quite unbelievable
that in the past year “we have achieved all
of our ohjectives while the enemy falled dis-
mally,” as the General contends. Attrition
must be measured not only by Vietcong andg
North Vietnamese dead but by the ebb and
fow of military-political-psychological

‘struggle for the alleglance of the populace.

And here 18 one “facet,” Mr. McNamara will
edmit, where progress 1s “very slow.”
That thig 1s also the key “facet,” which

will very likely determine the duration and .

the cutcome of the conflict, makes it all the
harder to credit the cacophony of “progress”
€] i

It ls time for a candid, forthright, report
on progress or lack-of-progress, that takes
frank accouht of difficuliles and shortcom-
Ings, that compliments the intelligence .of
the American public by acknowledging fail-
ures and efrors and that credits thelr ma-
turity by explaining how hard and how long
& struggle confronts the Nation,

COBT OF THE VIETNAM WAR—
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEES
REPORT IS CORRECT

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to be allowed to pro-
ceed for 6 minutes In the morning hour
50 that I may engage in a short colloquy
with the Senator from Mississippl [Mr.,
BreNNiIs] on the cost of the Vietnham war,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it 18 50 ordered.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr, President, the
Department of Defense has just sent me
8 letter over the slenature of Assistant
Secretary Anthony which raises a ques-
tion about the Joint Economic Commit-
tee’s report on the “Economic Effects of
Vietnam Bpending.” This report was filed
with the Senate on Friday, July T.

The Departiment of Defense a.l]udes‘

to the Joint Economic Committee’s con-
cluslon that there will be an appreciable
Increase over the. orlginal estimate in

‘spending for Vletnam for the coming

year. The report states that a $4 to 8
billion increase for the fiscal year 1968
seems probable and that even addi-
tional amounts may be required,

The. Department of Defense does not
contest these eonclusions but they ex-

July 18, 1987
‘press concern because of the impHeation,

‘10 use thelr words, in the commities

statement, that spending will tise by $4
to 8 billlon in fiscal 1968 independently -
of any changes in Vietnam plana., .

The letter refers to the fact that the
committee based its view largely on the

- excellent testimony of my distinguished

colleague, Senator Stenwis. They point
out that my distinguished colleague
based his estimate on a probable Increase
in treop commitments in Vietnam, ’

Mr President, that 15 true. My col-
league, who presented the committee
with a very reasoned and logical ex-
planation of the sttuation, expressed the
view that we would be forced to exceed -
the level of troop commitments approved
when the fiscal budget was submitted.
He indicated that he expected 1t would
be necessary to commit many thousanis
of additional men to Vietnam and that
the cost of the war in terms of materipl
would rise.

I am going to ask my distingiished
eolleague to verify his statement and ex-
pand upon it if he desires because It is
50 vitally !mportant to the whole ques-
tlon of economic policy. But, first, I
would also lke to mention another point
ralsed In Senator STENNIS’ testimony be-
fore our committee; namely, his refer-
ence to the fact that the fiscal year 1968
budget was tight and gave rise to doubts
about its adequacy—independently of
the issue of a step-up In troop commit-
ment in Vietnam. .

It s my impression, and I think It may
be Senator STENNIs’, that the budget is
overly tight even without reference to
the question of troop commitment.

I note that Dr. Arthur Okun, & mem-
ber of the President’s Council of Eco-
nomic Advisers, indicated 2 weeks pgo
that the military budget might be $3 bil-
Hon higher than the January figure, and,
if T understend it correctly as reported
in the newspapers, he was referring to
current troop commitments in Vietnam.
It is also to be noted that Secretary Fow-
ler, In testifying on the debt celling be-
fore the committees In both Houses of
Congress, indicated that Defense ex-
penditures would be $114 billion higher.
I presume that he was speaking of cur-
Tent commitments and not of prospec-
‘tlve Increases, ’

Mr. President, at this point I should
lke to yleld to the Benator from Missis-
sippl [Mr. Brennis] for his comments. -

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I thank
the Sensator for ylelding to me. Let me

- first highly commend him and the mem-

bership of the Joint Economic Commit- -
tee for what I think is very slgnal and
outstanding service that they are render-
iIng In probing into these very Impor-
tant problems.

With regard to the military budget for
fiscal yenr 1868, when It was my privilege
to appear before the Senator and his
Joint commitiee on April 15 of this
year, I made the statement that I thought
that it was almost inevitable that it
would be increased. I based that reason-
Ing on two major points. First, I thought
the fiscal year 1968 military budget as
approved and presented to the Congress
by the Department of Defense was very
tight. I referred to military items Being
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received as to concentrations of Viet Gong

...mnnmherozdetecﬁomthlsyeathu
doubled compered to the past year. No doubt

this 18 & gign of ercslon of morale.”
N January 1, 1967, on the for peace
in Vietnam in 1967: “I think there ia & po&-
sibllity. The task of diplomacy 18 to proceed
oh the bagis of optimism. And I never close
t.hedonrtothepomlbmtythattmsutua-
tion will change. I do belleve that one basls
for optimism I1s that the other side must
gurely now understand that they are not
gomgtoaucceedinseiﬂngsouthmmam
by force. Now, maybe that will bring about &
significant change- 1n ,thelr political ap-

to this questlon.

Put If T an peesimistic, 1t 1s simply because
we have not yet scen any tnsieation from the
other side that they are prepared to glve up
_their ides of sslzing Bauth Vviet Nam by

force.”

April 18, 198T:
some very favorable signs that we are
headwsy on the militery alde, but that does
not mean that the war is just about over . . .
I am reluctant to put dates on (winning con-
ventional warfare phass of the war), but X
would think we made. very; very pubstantial
headway during 1966 on-the conventional
type of warfare. Now, the pacification effort
against the guerriilaa 1a almost by nature &
ﬂomm...nutthitubegmnmsw
move now, and I think that behind the cover
of the military success against the 1arge units
can coms &R increased page :
guerrillas, I must say that I have been im-
pnusedbyth‘edcuhlmgdthenteu!de-

. tectors from the other side.” .
. . M

~

. 'T'. HAGOARD, .
Analyst in Asian Affairs.
{From the Washington Post, July 14, 1967)

Wmar's Qoo ON? - -
Once agaln, Preeldent Johnson haa recolved
tromhlssec.retarjotnetensemon-t.he-sput

reportanﬂetnamutatlmwheneonﬂ.dme
about the course and

ties—progress

tmprovement 1s “gubstantial,”
1 “dramstic” and.current policy,
strategy and tactics are all beyond reproach.
Ituﬂmawchangetmapﬂbunrﬂaﬂm
ritual—the confident briefings in the White
House Fish Room, the capsuls appraisals &%
’ arrivals, the echoés from congres-
slonal committee ToOMS.-It 18 time for the

President to tell ua where things stand.
When our miittary chiefs In Salgon and the

Pentagon have been arguing for weeks, often

out loud, for large and gpecific numbers of
additlonal treops, and the public has besn
led to believe a declslon 18 imminent, i 18
not enough to be.told on Wednesday by Mr.

McNamara that ‘‘some more” men will be .

needed but that “we haven't arrived ai any
Anal conclusion and we don't know when we

get what “he needs

that the
mmdmpwmmm

* think we have peen

- the

econduct of the war Is

‘spending
-year. The

-
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CONGRESSIONAL REcoan__ ATE

‘When one

looks far enough back, one. s¢ed

statement they have ever heard.* Not when
United States casualties this past week were
the third on record and sizable
American unlts have been.all but wiped out.

Whgnawuemlcedmpntehisreporung -
.6 new .burst of inflationary price increases

and a hew threat of economic trouble, it 18
hard for Americans to believe that & "dra~-
matic change” in the efficiency of the Part of
Salgon hasbrought a “yery substantial lm-
provement” In the economy.
.Thhistheheartotthematm—notwm
Mr. McNamara may genuinely believe, but
what the Amarican public, at this point, can
reslistically be expected to belleve. Mr. Mc-
Namara calls 1t a multi-faceted war and by
thnttutaomatanetseanbetoundthnta’m

doubtless going reasonsbly well. But it 1s '

also & war of attrition, in General Westmaore-
land's phrase, snd it ls quite unbelievable
that in the past year “we have achieved all
of our objectives while the enemy tadled dis-
, Genernl contends. Attritlon
mustbemmurednotun]ybyﬂewongand

, North Vietnamese dead but by the ebb and

flow of military-political-psychological
struggle for the alleglance of the populace.
And here is one “facet,” Mr, McNamara will
admit, where is “very slow.”

That this 1s also the kKey “tacet,” which
will very likely determine the duration and
theuutcomaodtheoon.ﬂlct.mamltallthe
harder to ¢redit the cacophony of “progress”

reports. .

. Itmthneruraeandid,torthrlght,mport
on progress or -of-progrees, that takes
frank account of difficulties and shortcom-
ings, that compliments the intelligence of
American public by acknowledging fail+
ures and errors and that credits thelr ma-~
turity by how hard and how long
s siruggle- cenfronta the Nation. -

COST OF THE VIETNAM WAR—
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE'S
REPORT 18 CORRECT .

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous conzent to be allowed to pro-
ceed for 5 minutes in the morning hour
50 that T may engage in a short colloquy
with the Benator from Mississippl [Mr.

SteEnmis] on the cost of the Vietnam war. ’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, 1t 1s so ordered.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, the
Department of Defense has just sent me
@ Jetter over the signature of Assistant
Secretary Anthony which raises a ques-
tion aboat the Joint Economic Commit-
tee’s report on the “Economic Effects of
vietnam Spending.” This report was filed
with the Senate on Priday, July 7.

The Departmient of Defense alludes
to the Joint Economic Committee's con-
clusion that there will be an appreciab)
increase - over. the original estimate
for Vietnam for the coming
report states that a $4 Yo $4
billion iricrease for the fiscal year 1968
geems probable. 'and that even addl-

ﬂunaln.mmmta may be required.

_'The ] ,_entotDetenaedoeb'mt
contest these conclusions but they ex-

t of Pregident Ijem, “Sreely”™ .

" overly tight even

- bership of the

le
in .

based its view Jargely om the .-

‘planation of the situstion, expreseed the
view that- we would be fi to exeéed
the level of troop eommlhnents,appmg =
when the Pscal budget was su
Hs indicated that he expected it would
be necessary to commit many thousands
_of -additional men to Vietnam and that

thecostbtthewa.rintemso!mkteﬂel'
would rise. - : -
I am golng to ask my distinguish

Heague to verify his statement and ax-.

budget was tight and gave rise 1o doubls:
about Ita a_dequncy—mdependen :

ently. of
the issue of a.step-up in troop commit-- -
ment in Vietnam. - :

Tt is my impression, and I think 1 may 7

be Senator StENwg’, that the budget 15

the question of troop comimitment. .

" 1 note that Dr. Arthur Okun, & mem-
ber of the President’s Councll of Eco-
nomie Advisers, indichted 2 weeks -8go0
that the military budget might be §3 bil-

nonhigherthmthe-l_anuaryﬂgure;and,.: '

if I understand it correctly as reported
in the mewspapers, he was referring to.
current troop commitments in Vietnam.,
ItlsalsowbenotedthatSemtmmu :
Qler, In testifying on the debt celling be-
_ e committees in beth Hoiuses of
Congress, indleated that Defense ex-
penditures would be $13 billion “pigher
I presume that he was speaklng.
rent. commitments
tive Increases. - L
Mr. President, af this point X should
slppl [Mr, STENNIS] for bis commentd.
Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I thank -
the Senator for
_first highly commend him and the mems~ .
Joint Economie Commit-

ing in probing into these very mpor- -
tant problems. e T

With regard to the military budget for ..
fiscal year 1948, when it was.my privilege
to appear before ithe and:. his

nd

without reference to

and not of prospes- . .
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#asumed by South Vietnamese and of sand-
- ing additional men if they are needed. Tt will
remain the policy of the United Btates to
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- #d to the point where 1000 DS, mii-
-tary personnel easigned to South Tietnam

. can be withdrawn

:
:

roles ¢can be_
-stantlally guerritla
»really can’t say,

-Rpart 88 hag hesn Bouth Vietnam. .
ficult for me to farecast the course of events

is our objective to

T8, personnel will
0-ond of this year.” .

dlﬂtmmdmmmorements.lsﬂnm
hopeful of dolng that. We did, of course,
Mngbnckathmmndmentowhrdm

part of last year, T awm hopeful we can bring
back additional numbers of men, I aay this

.hacauselpermal-lybeueve‘tmnaa.mthe

Vietnamese must fight . . . I don't beleve we
can take on that combat task for them. I do
belleve we can carry out tralning .. . | The
training, by the very nature of the work,
comes £o ah end at a certain point.”.

May 14; 1064: “I firmly belleve that the
DPersietent execution of the political-mill
plans which the Government of Vistnam hes
developed o carry out that war with our
assistance will-lead to success.’”

Answer to question on number of USB train.
Ing personnel needed in Vietnam; “I think on
balance the number 18 not likely to Increase
substantially.”

March 2, 1965, reply to question on length
of war: “I really can‘ say. I think the period
of time required to counter efectively a sub-
effort of the kind that
currently existe in Bouth Vietnam is Breat,
and whether it Is 1 year, 2 ¥Years, or more, I
but & long period of time Is
reguired to reihtroduce effectively pence and
stability into a nation that has been torn
.. Itis Gif-

in Boutheast Asie, but I want to repeat what
I eald a moment agn: an effective opposltion
to a guerrilla campalgn requires an extenderd
perlod of time for the results to be clear. 1
dont belleve that we can be eflective in Bouth
Wetnamlnashortpeﬂodotﬂme.Weex-
pandadm_zre.ﬂomattheendo!mﬁl.Wa
have been there now 3-plus years oo An ex-
panded basls. We have been there y :

before we achieve them
May 6, 1965: “Let me say thet I think itis
that the attuntion in Vietnamn
has ‘deterlorated during the past year or g
year and e half, both politically and
militarly.”

July 20, 1965, n Salgon: “In many aspects
thu'arehaabeendetudoraunnsinmlmhm
last—15 months ago.”

July 21, 1065: “The situation ig sarlous to-
day, I think, in severas] respects, It has de-
terlorated over the past 13 months, Vietecong
hes ipcreassd dramatically during
od, primarlly as & result of the can-

population_ ., ;

“IL can't prediet the future with accuracy.
Idomthmenﬁmonethlng
Tuture, howe , that I think 19 very inter-

might take 20 years for them to win.”
_October 28, 1985, Interview question: One
of the generals In the fleld 18 quoted as say-
Ing that he once thought it waas

Becretary McNamara: T wouldn*t make a

‘prediction a5 to.the duration of the war, I

mnkh;ls:lmporhntm recoghize that prog-
reas has desn mmde quring the summer.”
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4 between Government
Cong torces,

ogTant,

1he incressingly effective work of the

montagnards along the border areas—all

turmng in the situs-

tlon. . . . I think that in such a sltuation

&8 we have In Viet Nam st auy one time

ﬁemnregulngmbehothptumandmimm
In the situation.” :

Februery 18, 19639: “The Totnentwn of the
Communist drive has bhean stopped. Com-
Diete victory for South Viet Nam i not just
around the corner, but the guerrilles are
lelng ground and the nmmber
: B has deellned significantly, Major de-

Intelligence

using it with

April 18, 1963:
themseelves are Bghting thelr own battie,
fighting weii.”

April 22, 1663 “The Government forces are
able to maintain the initiattve and, Increas-
Ingly, 1o achieve the advaniage of surprise,
The strategic hamlet Program 1s producing
excellent results. . . . The strategic hamilet
provides strength asgainst the Cornmunists
in the countryside. . . - The villagers are
fighting when attacked. - . . Rice production
- - Defections from the Viet Co:

-Balf the rate of January 1962, . . . The Vet

Cong has heert unable to carry out
to escalate to Iarger military units
more conventtoral warfare, . , .
promise, or

1ts plan

comradeship.” . .
November 8, Im:“Wewuealsoeoneemu_i
in May and June and July of this year when
; umsouthmetNam!.ndleated
that there was a Erowing gap between the
gavernment and pecple'orrﬂmtoount-y. and
thutmmedangerthattheaoudaﬂtyot
meeting this threat
would be undermined by T within
themnh-y..."ebelimthatm;resmt

'ruglnehn.smwedpmmpt!y'h‘

that they witl he able to re-

and the capabilil mﬂxﬂetogettmsjab
donemmemmtmmmmuw
the Vetnamese 80 that they themselves can
handle this problem primarily with thelr
own effort

July 1, 1084 : *T think they (the Viet Cong)
have very serious problems—not only 1n fact,
mmm1m.qm-upuom.mmmml
utmnrﬂa.ﬂo!amnotpessmnmenbmtthe”
sltustion. It 15 diffealt, # 1s golng 10 feke
wmeﬁme,ltisgud.ngwhkemoreorthe
hetdcjobbelngdmebyﬂmth_ﬂetnamesa
and Amegicans and dthers in that sitnaiion,
But I don’t‘reel any sense of despair what-
ever.”

June 18, 1985: “I think they (the Bouth
w ] have been encouraged by the
clear evidlences of the United States
and the clear evidence that we take our
comndtments and that they gre -

8 sericusty
‘getting mjwmmeetmmandMng
“asalgtancs

" guodqmto'dowlm sirengthening thetr’

“The Bouth Vietnamese °
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