Wednesday, June 23, 1965
11:20

MR, PRESIDENT:

it looks to me as if Rusk's final revision
may not get here much before he goes to
give his speech, so I think you may wish
to lock at this next-to-last draft, which
he tells me is the same in substance as
what he now plans to say.

-MeG. B.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, June 22, 1965, 9:15 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: Senator Robert Kennedy's Statement on Nuclear
Proliferation,

At Mr. Bundy's request, I prepared the attached
comments for him on Senator Robert Kennedy's
Statement on Nuclear Proliferation, scheduled for
delivery tomorrow. I have read the main points to
Mr. Bundy on the phone, and he asked me to send
the memorandum directly to you for your evening
reading.

Spur geg Keetrf;?'
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

—CONFIDENTIAL June 22, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR
Mr, Bundy

Subject:  Senator Robert Kennedy's statement on nuclear
proliferation.

The proposals contained in Senator Kennedy's speech (attached)
have for the most part been widely discussed in disarmament circles
both inside and outside of government, Much of the material was in
fact included in Governor Stevenson's opening speech before the United
Nations Disarmament Committee. I have reviewed the texts of the
Gilpatric Report, Secretary Rusk's Memorandu.m to the President on
the San Francisco speech, and the ACDA"Memorandum to Secretary
Rusk on the San Francisco speech and have concluded that Senator
Kennedy's speech was not drawn directly from any one of these docu=
ments, At the same time, I believe that the author may well have
been familiar with the content of the Gilpatric Report and was almost
certainly aware of the current proposals being made in connection
with the San Francisco speech.,

I base the above conclusions on the following observations on the
contents of the speech:

l. The first proposal, calling for a non=proliferation treaty,
is fundamental to this entire subject as is the concept of guarantees
to non=nuclear countries against nuclear blackmail. However,
coupling the two ideas in a single package is somewhat distinctive,
While both suggestions were mentioned separately in the Gilpatric
Report, they were specifically coupled in both the ACDA and Rusk
Memoranda on the San Francisco speech, Although the subject is
frequently discussed in disarmament circles, it is significant that
none of these documents suggests that we modify our MLF plans to
overcome Soviet objections to a non=proliferation treaty as Senator
Kennedy's statement suggests.
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2, The second proposal, the concept of nuclear free zones,
is also fundamental to the problem and was emphasized by the Gilpatric
Report. Neither the ACDA nor Rusk Memorandum includes this point,

3. The third proposal, suggesting that the partial test ban
treaty be extended to underground tests presumably without on=site
inspection, is a new proposal that has very recently been pushed by
ACDA and was not contained in the Gilpatric Report., This proposal
was included in the ACDA Memorandum on San Francisco but was
dropped in the Rusk Memorandum, Although the concept of a threshold
treaty is very old and was at one time in fact the U,S, position, it has
recently to my knowledge only been discussed in inner government
disarmament circles,

4, The fourth proposal that suggests we couple reductions
in our strategic nuclear forces to our existing proposal for a freeze
on strategic nuclear delivery véhicles, has been discussed in dis=
armament circles inside and outside of government. However, it is
significant that this was the principal new proposal in both the ACDA
and Rusk Memoranda on San Francisco. This point was touched on
but was not central to the argument in the Gilpatric Report,

5, The fifth proposal that we should strengthen and support
the International Atomic Energy Agency is, of course, central to
present U,S. policy. The problem of the peaceful uses of atomic
energy and the IAEA was emphasized in the Gilpatric Report and was
not mentioned in either the ACDA or Rusk Memorandum, The speech
mentions one special aspect of this problem that has not been widely
discussed but was of considerable concern to the Gilpatric Panel,
namely, the fact that Euratom operates outside of IAEA safeguards.
It also repeats a rather specialized suggestion that was touched on in
the Gilpatric Report but was not mentioned in either the ACDA or Rusk
Memoranda, namely, that we consider IAEA controls for fabricating
and processing of all fuel for all peaceful reactors.

6. The sixth proposal that we continue our present efforts to
lessen our own reliance on nuclear weapons is a point generally not
included in lists of non=proliferation measures., It was emphasized,
however, in the Gilpatric Report. There is no reference to this subject
in either the ACDA or Rusk Memorandum or in any other recent dis=
cussions of this subject of which I am aware.
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7. The final reference to the desirability of involving
China in the disarmament negotiations has, of course, been
proposed by many groups. The subject was discussed in general
terms in the Gilpatric Report, Although a specific proposal along
this line was made in Harlan Cleveland's memorandum to Rusk
on the San Francisco speech, the subject was not discussed in the
ACDA or Rusk Memorandum,

Although none of the above items is in itself unique, the overall
package appears to be too close to the proposals for San Francisco
to be coincidental, The connection with the Gilpatric Committee
is much more tenuous but the overall organization and some of the
details certainly suggest familiarity with the findings of the Gilpatric
Committee.

Sptrg n Keeny
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Tuesday, June 22, 1965
6:55 PM
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Mr. President

Admiral Raborn has asked
me to pass on this report
in response to your request.

hp e

McG. B.
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SUBJECT: Estimate of Attitudes of News Media and General
Population in Certain Countries, to U.S. Policies as
Exemplified by our Actions in Vietnam and Santo Domingo

E0 12958 1. This is a narrative tabulation of the general thrust of the

34(b)1)>25Yrs responses received _to the question posed:
{H]

a. In Germany, Italy, The Netherlands, Thailand and the
Philippines, our policies, particularly on Vietnam, receive
general understanding and support. Our policies on Santo Domingo
are clearly of less interest and concern. The minority opposition
to our policies, where it exists in these countnes, takes full

3dvanta.ge of our domestic oppoa:thon as it finds expression in our
own news media. (This factor is prevalent generally, in varying
degrees, in the countries we queried.)

b. In England, Norway, Denmark and Sweden, reactions to
our policies are mixed and confused.

(1) In England, divided opinion among the population and
the major newspapers,which favored U.S. policies slightly a
few months ago,has shifted to a more pronounced attitude of
questioning and disfavor as a result of the bombings of North
Vietnam and the possibility of U, K. involvernent in a dis-
agreeable conflict of doubtful outcome. Here again, interest
is high on the Vietnamese situation and on a low order of
magnitude and declining on the Dominican question.

(2) In Norway, which is generally sympathetic to the U.S.
objectives, there is opposition to our policies both in the press
and among the people, caused mostly by concern over the
broader possible consequences of escalation, with particular
reference to the fact that Norway has a common border with

the Soviet Union and would not like to suffer the fate of Finland.
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(3) In Denmark, while our policies in Vietnam on the
whole receive general support, and are understood, our
position in Santo Domingo is not adequately understood and
is therefore criticized.

(4) In Sweden, although there is much ambivalence of
attitude and vocal criticism, the estimate is that strong
moves in Vietnam ar Latin America would ultimately be
viewed rationally by the Swedes and receive their political
support,

c. In Japan and Finland, the press and the public generally
are unsympathetic if not strongly critical of our policies, and in
France a measure of public support of our firm stand in Vietnam
is being eroded by De Gaulle's anti-U,S. position and press
criticisms of our policies in both Vietnam and the Dominican
Republic.

d. In Iceland, very little interest is shown in either Vietnam
or Dominican issues. The local government papers are generally
sympathic to the U.S. policy and difficulties, and the Communist

£0 12958 press highly critical.
34(b)(11>25Yrs
(4] B 2. On a world-wide basis, we can draw the following generalizations

¥
a. In many sectors of the populations there is a basic apathy

toward both Vietnam and the Dominican Republic, except as various
forms of local self-interest are affected, in terms of local elections,
‘present comrmitments in the areas concerned, or national survival.
The situation in Vietnam is far better understood and the issues

~ more clear, although there is doubt about the future. There is some
frustration over the fact that modern technology has not prevailed in

a jungle war. The most prevalent fear is that the bombings of North
Vietnam could lead to further escalation and perhaps a general war.

b. On the other hand, the Dominican questions are in many
instances too remote to stimulate any real concern, or are con-
sidered to be localized. The rationale behind the U.S. action is
often misunderstood, and our ''intervention' regretted or vilified.




c. Where there is strong opposition to U.S. policies, it is
often lead by the left-wing media and organized leftist or Communist
front groups. (France is an exception, where their role is secondary.)
A disproportionate advantage is taken of U.S. news media and news

services coverage of domestic U.S Hd&_s_sggt_!:g_‘t_l}_e_ :&dfx_qr{lg}_z:_ago_rls
£0 12958 Rohc:.es.
3AbI1>25Yrs

[l 3. The tenor “&uggests that in all our
policy statements, news releases, an guidances to receptive Journa.hsts
and editors, the U.S. must project the image of a nation mindful of and
willing to exercise its responsibilities as a Free World leader‘. The
U.S. must show that we are ready to take positive initiatives --
unilaterally or in concert with other nations as time and c1rcumstances

. e e e st S A S 2 S 41 %

permit -~ to expose the true character of Communwm, to oppose
Communist subversion and aggfandxzement in any form, and to employ
force judiciously when the ‘Communist side proves unreceptive to
negotiation and consultation and persists in its subversive efforts. The
U.S. needs frequently to reiterate its objectives and to express them in
terms understandable a.nd accegtable to the man in the street here ‘and
abroad. 'I'he U.S. must avoid giving t.he impression that it is we “who

are afraid of the Communist bogeyman; we must make clear the 1e impli-

cations of Communism and our ObJeCthES,tO each country ar region.
Above all, it is imperative that the other nations of the Free World
understand our policies, and retain full confidence in our 1nterests and
cagab1ht1es.
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WASHINGTON

L/‘\:\ THE WHITE HOUSE

Tuesday, June 22, 1965
6:10 P, M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: UAR PL480 announcement

John Finney of the Times got hold of the $37
million wheat sale today (we think through Con-
gressmen to whom we have been giving final
briefings). Dean Rusk has decided to go ahead
with the story for the morning papers on an

official basis, with a release for about 7 PM
tonight. The release is simple and straightforward.
I have called Manny Celler and Abe Multer to ask
them to keep the peace among Jewish members as
much as they can. They both see the point, although
they are both distressed.

We will be meeting in the next day or so with the
Jewish members of the House here, with Lee
White, Harry MacPherson and Bob Komer, to
remind them quietly of all the things we do for
Israel.

McG. B.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
Tuesday 4
June 22, 1965 ibﬁ-\q)/
12:15 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: Jap-ROK settlement

Dean Rusk, on second thought, feels that it
would be dangerous to attach your name to

the Japanese-ROK settlement in the statements
today, because of the possibility of backlash
from Tokyo. So, on his recommendation

I have agreed that the initial statement will be
made in the Department of State., We will

pick up the backgrounding in a day or so to show
your own deep interest in the matter and how

it has contributed to a settlement.

]{M’- AR

‘McG. B.



Tuesday
June 22, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: Reply to Macapagal on Sugar

Way back on June 2 Ambassador Ledesma brought
you a letter from Macapagal on sugar. The Depart-
ment has advised holding up an answer uatil we
could see just what our own proposal was going to
be. They have also wanted to hold back while
Ledesma pressed the matter of tropps for Vietnam.

Now the sugar plan is getting into shape. Instead of
giving the ¥ilipinos a share of the former Cuban
quota, we expect to propose that they participate in
the annual growth of U. S. demand for sugar. This
is not 80 good in the short run, but much more
dependable in the long run, and we think it can be
sold. At the same time, we want to keep you out of
the direct outcome, so this letter is phrased rather
generally.

The particular reason for timing it now is to get it
into Ledesma's hands as a kind of payment for his
own efforts on the troop issue. That is not finished
business yet, but it is making progress.

McG. B.

PR M L
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Jume 22, 1965 Te

Deng Wayas:

I want to thank you warrnly for yousr roemcrandum T
on the rolation Detween Vistnam asd ths Uaited ' S
Nations. Thiz le 8 2unjerct of great importance,

 sed yours is a theaghtful mevoraadun, 1 kave
. sahed that it De ziven careful stady. You can be

sure that if, 2 any time, wa thiak there is x real
prospect of progress throazh thn Bn.!ted Eauou.

" we will be tee first to move.

B
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The Hoasrabdle Wayne Mrrss
Walted S2ie8 Swaty
Waskiagion, D. &,

(note from mjdr: Pres has kept Sen. Morse's memo and
Mr. Bundy's covering note and 1 cy of this reply. 6/22/65)

- LBIMcGBinb
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT X

We have set in train the following actions to flesh out your new
tactical line designed to soften up the Paks and Indians, and make them
come to us:

1. Stalling on MAP, Though matters referred to you recently
have involved only economic aid and PL 480, we're operating on the
assumption that you want well-orchestrated action across the board.

So we've told DOD that, while not suspending everything, we should
delay action on certain key MAP and sales items to make both Paks and
Indians come to us. In India's case this means chiefly continued stalling
on F-5s; in Pakistan's case on F-104s, ammo, and perhaps armor.

Since there is a higher risk of a Pak/Indian flareup than any
time since 1947, our stalling on MAP makes sense as a warning here
too. A major risk, however, is that we're driving the Indian military
to get more from the Soviets, which doesn't serve our longer term interest.

i g;,t A HoA R
2. Intelligence. Since Ayub thinks the Peshawar facility is his 7-\
top card, we're looking at ways and means of incirig him it isn't all
that important to us. For example, we could halt new construction.
This would make the intelligence community scream, but is probably
worth it. We're also planning to use] Jto get across
indirectly to Ayub that we're close to giving up on the Paks.

3. Stalling on Pak Consortium. So far our hold-up on economic
aid is hurting the Indians more than the Paks (for the simple reason that
more Indian matters have been pending). But the next big occasion will
be the FY 1966 pledge to the Pak Consortium, due 27 July. We favor
telling the Paks now that we want to postpone this a month, ostensibly

. _rb}'y;' for economic reasons. Our thought is to have George Woods go to London
Tt Y75 | and tell Ayub. This will shake Ayub, and buy us more time to see
‘Y"W“f:(r“?;, whether our signals are getting through.

‘(};-.: A 4‘;-.‘\)_".,.7
ez Tmmmmmme
o ¥ Are we on the right track on the above? Our new tough-minded

Pak/Indian tactics are causing much anguish in the town,especially from
those who see their programs endangered. It would help if you'd tell
Rusk in particular (he missed the June meeting), so that we'll have State

with us, instead ofi/dragging its feet on such matters. /’/‘
g I Com - Iefl /I. |/§/WV
Yes ___,_l,/_ 4 ) R. W. Komer
12 n R

No

K
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June 21, 1965 =~

1:30 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Your June 8 memorandum to the Secretary of
State was circulated as an EXDIS paper in the
Department to:

Under Secretary Ball

Under Secretary Mann

Assistant Secretary Cleveland (action)
Ambassador Thompson

Mr. Walt Rostow

Mr. William Foster - ACDA

Mr. Lloyd Hand - Protocol

McG. B.
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Monday, June 21, 1965
10:50

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

This two -page summary of the African problem by Bob Komer is
well worth reading. In essence, he proposes a policy of friendliness
but eselness. He points out rightly that the furor over our Congo
operation has died down and that great big aid programs simply do
not do what we want them to do. (The whole Ghana project is a case
in point, although a backout now would have the kind of effect on a
smaller scale than came out of the Foster Dulles-Aswan decision).

My only reservation about Bob's proposal is its endorsement of
Presidential noisemaking about the Portuguese and the South Africans.
I think we have to be very careful with this and speak much more in
sorrow than in anger. In practical terms, both the Portuguese and
the South Africans have more of a case than our liberal attitudes find
it easy to recognize. And what is still more important is that
righteous noises from here do not make them more moderate. I
believe, therefore, that we should be very careful indeed in the way
we support African aspirations here -- though I do agree that in the
end, this is the side we should be on.

het 5.
McG. B.

Attachment
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—SEGRET- June 19, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE PRESIDENT

Our African Affairs., This responds to your request via Bill Moyers. First
off, we've recovered a good deal from the low point of the Congo paradrop last
fall. The back of the Congo rebellion has been broken, though cleaning up may
go on for months. More and more African states are beginning to do business
with Tshombe. Meanwhile, a surprising number of countries are adopting a more
pro-Western stance--Kenya, Guinea, Mali, Uganda, Sudan, Libya, Tunisia,
Morocco, and now perhaps Algeria. Our biggest problem at the moment is the
backlash from Vietnam and Santo Domingo, although our parochial African friends
are not too responsive to Communist propaganda on these affairs.

Problems on the Horizon. Looking ahead, what will mostly agitate Africans
over the next few years will be the ''liberation'' of the southern third of Africa,
which the new African countries regard as their chief unfinished business. In
Southern Rhodesia, the Portuguese colonies, Southwest Africa, and South Africa
itself white minority governments are sitting repressively on volcanoes.

These issues will provide the chief test of outside sympathy for African as-
pirations in 1965-70. So I'm convinced that the stance we take toward them will
have greater weight in determining our African image and influence than any
"Marshall Plan for Africa™ or similar grandiose schemes. The Soviets and
Chicoms have a big advantage in this competition; they preach violent revolution
while trying hard to pin on us guilt by association. This is true in a way. The
Azores base makes us chary of seeming too anti-Portuguese, and we and the UK
have major investments and trade ties with Rhodesia and South Africa. So we do
have assets we could lose.

Proposed US Stance. The more we can stay ahead of the game on southern
African issues, instead of being dragged reluctantly toward the inevitable, the
better we will get along with Africa. In any case we want to press the intransi-
geant white regimes to modify their repressive policies before there are ex-
plosions which the Communists will exploit. Ideally, we want evolution not revolu-
tion, which will minimize the likelihood of violence and of risk to our assets in
the area. The way to start is by a more forthright declaration of US policy,
initially in general terms. This can come best from the White House itself.

US Aid Policy. Soapy Williams and our country teams all tend to see the
African problem too much in terms of US aid. We are already investing about

DECL A“‘ﬁr:; D
E.Q. 12958 SQan

NSC Memo, 1/30/95, Siate IJWL Gu1dx,hnes

By cs _ NARA, Date 4- 14-9
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SEGRET - Page Two

$145 million in economic aid and MAP, and $150 million in food. I don't see

us going up very fast. Nor do I think we'd buy much. The new African countries
are mostly in such a primitive state of development, and are so hipped on inter-
necine quarrels that I doubt whether even a massive US investment now would
show a commensurate result. In any event, there are more profitable ways to
spend our aid money. So I'd argue for only a gradual increase in US aid, with
concentration on such dramatic impact projects as the communications satellite
idea (if it proves feasible).

Tactical Disengagement from the Bad Guys. Our Africanists tend to run too
fast after the radical Africans. They overstate the risks to us from a degree
of Chicom or Soviet influence in certain countries. Our experience to date has
been that most African states which have tasted the fruits of Communist support
in the first flush of independence have tended to get a stomach ache (Morocco,
Guinea, Mali and Kenya are cases in point). So I'm against rushing in too fast
to bail out radical regimes in trouble:. Let's keep a foot in the door everywhere,
and let's be decently responsive where opportunity offers, but let these wayward
countries come to us rather than courting them too eagerly.

—_— e e e e e e e e e m— o —

The above is the bare bones outline of what I see as a sensible new policy
toward Africa. I'd lay heaviest stress on deliberately showing greater sympathy
for the remaining independence movements, even if it breaks some crockery. A
few rousing speeches will buy us more than $200 million in aid.

AW K

R. W. Komer
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nl've got to read tha. memorandum tomorrow.

Take it off and let the letter go, and put
that on my desk tomorrow. " // 7,
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
Monday
June 21, 1965
10:00 A. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

I think Morse's memorandum is tightly
argued and complex, and if we answer it
point by point at this stage, we will be
almost sure to trip over ourselves as we

make tactical decisions in the coming months.

So it seems to me better to give him the soft
answer which is suggested in the attached
draft.

And just because his paper is so well argued,
I am sending a copy to Harlan Cleveland so
that in anything we do we can take account of
the possibility of flanking fire from Morse.

et s

McG. B.
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SECTION I

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT ON UNITED STATES POLICIES IN
VIETNAM

United States policies toward Vietnam should encompass at least
the following essentials:

(a) They should command widespread support and respect throuéﬁout
the world and throughout the United States. This is not presently the
case.

(b) They must contemplate the cost of "victory" as well as defeat.
The cost is already high and we have no sign of victory.

(¢) The United States will maske a profound error if we do no more
than prosecute the war. The longer it continues, the more likely it
will escalate, and we cannot escalate it ourselves without China and
Russia escalating their participation, too.

It would be a very serious mistake to think the American
people would support a stalemated ground war in Vietnam for a period
long enough to force the Communists into negotiating. They refused to
support that kind of wer in Korea. It became a choice between going
all out to win, or ending it on almost any terms.

We alone cannot stop the war in Vietnam. But the United
Nations could. The United States has more to gain from a U. N.-
imposed peace than from a continuation of the fighting, leading we
know not where.

It is frequently alleged that the United States has three
possible courses of action in Vietnam: +to escalate, to get out, or
to stalemate the issue until the other side gets tired.

But there is another course of action which is positive in
a world framework, even if the short range effects in Vietnam may be
difficult, embarrassing, and involve loss of face. This course is
for the United States to call on the United Nations to make the
Vietnamese war its business. More is involved than suggesting that
the Secretary General visit Hanoi and Peking. What is required is a
specific application of U. N. procedures.

If we have a desire and determination to use the United Nations
as prescribed in the Charter, there are many ways in which it can be
done. If we desire only to make a gesture to the U. N., there are
many ways in which we can meke sure our gesture is rejected.
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On the record, our unilateral action has served to spread both
the war and the degree of Communist control in South Vietnam. It is a
real question whether the United Nations could do more poorly than we
have done, if it is our objective to keep the peace and to forestall
Communism.

Because North Vietnam -- a non-member of the U. N. -~ said U. N.
action was "inappropriate" in no way affects the jurisdiction of the
Security Council or the General Assembly over any situation that
threatens the peace.

To give a veto to North Vietnam over this matter is a travesty on
the power of the United Nations.

Those of us who were here when President Truman rallied the United
Nations in 1950 to throw back aggression in Korea remember that even
the opposition of the Soviet Union did not stop us. She walked out of
the Security Council and in her absence it toock up the breach of the
peace in Korea. When Russia came back and used her veto on the imple-
mentation of the decision to intervene, the issue was taken to the
General Assembly, and it acted.

North Korea was not invited to teke part in the discussions, and
she did not ask to take part; that did not deter the U. N. from acting.
Like North Vietnam, North Korea was not a U. N. member.

North Vietnam, mainland China, and South Vietnam are not members
of the United Nations. None should be accorded a veto over prospective
United Nations action in Southeast Asia, either by declining to teke
part in its discussions or by opposing what is proposed.

We could request the Vietcong to join us, South Vietnam, and
possibly North Vietnam in negotiations. The use of acceptable mediators
and conciliators could be discussed.

The terms of the Charter provide certain steps to be taken when
breaches of the peace occur. The first is Article 33:

"1. The parties to any dispute, the continuance of which
is likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and
security shall, first of all, seek a solution by negotiation,
enquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settle-
ment, resort to regional agencies or arrangements, or other
peaceful means of their own choice.

"2. The Security Council shall, when it deems necessary,
call upon the parties to settle their dispute by such meens."
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Our offers to negotiate with North Vietnam and with China have
not been accepted. However, the Vietcong is & principal party to the
dispute in South Vietnam, and until we offer to negotiate with them or
undertake with them any of the other means of settlement above, we
have not really explored the possibilities of this Article. Mbreover,
China could be left out of arrangements under this Article since she is
not a party to the dispute.

Article 34 describes the jurisdiction of the Security Council:

"The Security Council may investigate any dispute, or any
situetion which might lead to international friction or give
rise to a dispute, in order to determine whether the continuance
of the dispute or situation is likely to endanger the maintenance
of international peace and security."

Obviously, the war in Vietnam qualifies for at least "investigation"
by the Security Council.

Article 35 continues:

"l. Any member of the United Nations may bring any dispute,
or any situation of the nature referred to in Article 34, to the
attention of the Security Council or of the General Assembly.

"2. A state which is not a Member of the United Nations may
bring to the attention of the General Assembly any dispute to
which it is a party if it accepts in advance, for the purposes of
the dispute, the obligations to pacific settlement provided .
in the present Charter.

"3, The proceedings of the General Assembly in respect of
matters brought to its attention under this Article will be sub-
ject to the provisions of Articles 11 and 12."

There is a considerable movement afoot among members of the British
Labor Party to induce the British Government to act under this Article
to put the Vietnam war before the Security Council. Article 99 of the
Charter also impowers the Secretary General to bring before the Security
Council a dispute he regards as a potential threat to peace. Since
members, non-members, and the Secretary General all have the right to do
it, the United States would be in the best position if it acts to seek
U. N. jurisdiction before someone else does it and, in effect, mekes the
United States a defendant in the matter.

If we fail to get discussions, we should invite the Vietcong,
North and South Vietnam to join us in laying the dispute before the
Security Council.
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Article 37 is a clear statement of American obligation if we
fail to settle the Vietnam problem by peaceful means of our own
choosing:;

"l1. Should the parties to a dispute of the nature referred
to in Article 33 fail to settle it by the means indicated in
that Article, they shall refer it to the Security Council.

"2. If the Security Council deems that the continuance
of the dispute in fact is likely to endanger the maintenance
of international peace and security it shall decide whether
to teke action under Article 36 or to recommend such terms of
settlement as it may consider appropriate."

Very likely the Vietcong and North Vietnam will never Jjoin us in
referring the war to the Security Council. But they are not U. N.
members, and we are. They do not claim to stand for the rule of law
in the world, and we do. They could not muster anything like the sup-
port in the U. N. that we could.

Like North Korea, they probably would not appear at all. But it
is their objective to take control of territory they do not now con-
trol; and it is our obJjective to keep them out. A peace-keeping
mission of the U. N. could very likely do more to achieve our stated
objective than we are doing.

Public notice should next be served that we intend to lay the
Vietnam war before the Security Council under Articles 35 and 37.
Then we should engage in some realistic private talks with the
Russians over what kind of U. N. action they would support, making
it clear that if we fail to get Security Council action, we will go
to the General Assembly.

As with many legislative matters, this is one of whether we want
"an issue or a bill." If we want a "bill," in the form of U. N.
action, we would have to deal with the other powerful U. N. members --
chiefly Russia and France -- to work out a United Nations program
which they at least would not veto. After.all, the Soviet Union did
not veto the Cyprus peace force.

And there is every reason to think Russia is anxious to see the
Vietnam war brought under control so she will not continue being
forced to come to the support of a sister Communist state. It is
worth a great deal to us to find out whether Russia is interested in
a U. N. jurisdiction over the war in the form of a peace mission that
would stop it, or more interested in her rivalry with China over who
does more to aid wars of liberation.
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Some say that bringing it up in the U. N. would force Russia
to take China's part and drive them closer together. That is an
excuse, not a reason. The longer the war continues, the more in-
volved Russia must become simply because of her rivalry with China.

If we do find that Russia prefers the war to continue, or if
France or Nationalist China poses some insurmountable obstacle, we
can still go to the General Assembly. We have done it before, both
with Korea and the Congo.

There is nothing in such a policy that would be inconsistent
with our commitment of support to South Vietnam. Article 51 of the
Charter affirms the right of individual or collective self-defense --

"until the Security Council has taken the measures necessary
to maintain international peace and security. Measures tsken
by Members in the exercise of this right of self-defense shall
be immediately reported to the Security Council and shall not
in any way affect the authority and responsibility of the Se-
curity Council under the present Charter to take at any time
such action as it deems necessary in order to maintain or re-
store international peace and security."

We can help South Vietnam until the U. N. acts to restore peace.
Moreover, our 1954 commitment was from an American president to a
South Vietnamese president. It is not a treaty; but the American
commitment to the U. N. Charter is a treaty.

Our commitment to South Vietnam called for U. S. aid, meaning
foreign aid, and we extended it "provided your government is pre-
pared to give assurances as to the standards of performance it
would be able to maintain in the event such aid were supplied.”

The Government of South Vietnam was unable to fulfill its ob-
ligations. Yet we went infinitely beyond our obligation, into
co-belligerency. By so doing, we have become involved in a situ-
ation that brings us under those provisions of the United Nations
Charter to which I have referred.
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SECTION II
SUGGESTIONS FOR POSSIBLE WHITE HOUSE

POLICY STATEMENT ON VIETNAM

At the risk of being presumptuous, I respectfully submit the following
language for the President to consider using in his address in San Francisco..

"I stand here today to rededicate the United States of America to the
principles and purposes of the United Nations. I propose to do this not by
word, but by deed.

"Today there rages in Indochina an undeclared war. Some call it a civil
war. Others call it a war of aggression. Others call it a war of liberation.

"I care not what it is called. It is war. It can spread and destroy all
man has built. Men and wamen and children are dying. Passions are rising, un-
controlled.

"The United States is involved in this war. Let there be no mistake, the
United States can win it. We believe great and fundamental issues are involved
that may affect the future of mankind and the direction in which he grows. We
believe that the independence of all small states is involved in Vietnam.

"But we are ready to be judged by the conscience of mankind as represented
in the United Nations.

"I am, therefore, calling on the Security Council of the United Nations
(Articles 34, 35 and 37) to vest itself of the situation in Vietnam as a 'dispute
or situation. . .likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and
security..'

"I also take this occasfion to state that my government will abide by such
decision as may be taken by the Security Council. I go further and say that if the
Security Council should not be able to resolve the war in Vietnam, my government
will call for a Special Session of the General Assembly of the United Nations and
place the situation before that body of world conscience. We will abide by its
recommendations.

"Finally, I have ordered the military forces of the United States to
suspend all air and naval attacks north of the 1Tth parallel for a period of one

month while the Uniteg Nations considers the threat to the peace iuplicit in the
situation in Vietnam. -
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Dear Wayne:

i want to thank you warmily for your memorandum
on the relation between Vietnam and the United
Nations. This is a subject of great importance,
and yours is a thoughtful memorandum. I have
asked that it be given careful study. You can be
sure that if, at any time, we think there is a real
prospect of progress through the United Nations,
‘we will be the first to move.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Wayne Morse
United States Senate
Washington, D. C.

LBJ:McGB:ab
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(copy of VIENTIANE 2054, June 21, 19%5) e

In company with Air Attache, I spent all day Sunday with Royal Laotian

Air Force Commander General Ma. He first reviewed with us (at his
Savanna-Khet headquarters) action which he has undertaken in the course

of the past month meticulously tracing out routes which he believes North Vietnam
is using to support the 325th Division now located south of the 17th parallel.

This has involved literally hundreds of sorties, flown mostly at tree-top level,

to determine roads, way stations, and truck parks. He now believes he has

a fairly good fix on two principal toutes, generally moving eastward from

Muong Nong to the South Vietnam frontier. He has occasionally flushed out
convoys on these routes and has succeeded in destroying several trucks.

Nevertheless, all our Yankee team photo reconnaissance missions over this
area have failed to turn up a decent irace of a recognizable route, Moreover,
there have been two occasions during the past week when General Ma has
called for U, S, jet strikes (Bango mission) on these routes and jets, upon
arrival at the scene, have not, repaat not, been able to find the road, or
their target. In part, this has been due to dicey weather, but in even greater
measure, it has, I am sure, been due to impenetrable tree canopy which
high-speed, high-flying jets literally cannot, repeat not, see through.

In order to demonstrate significance of this latter point, General Ma and
Colonel Nouphet, Commanding GM 18, took us by helicopter to some forward
territory recently captured from Pathet Lao, which straddles a section of the
Ho Chi Minh trail. Both Air Attache and I, despite our several years' experience
in this part of the world, were astounded by what we found, The 'trail, " even
in this rainy season, was a thoroughly passable road., We drove two jeeps over
it for more than a mile. It would have easily accommodated 4x4 trucks. Yet
nowhere on this road, except for two very limited areas, was it open to the sky.
Even flying over it slowly with a helicopter, the road was not discernible from
above. The Air Attache took several photographs demonstrating the canopy
which he will submit through his channels.

It seems clear to me, from this experience, that significant quantities of
logistics can still be moving over routes which General Ma and his men have
so meticulously plotted out for us but which our strike aircraft are unable

to discern. This obviously poses a number of military problems, but it also
involves some fairly basic political decisions, Among them are questions

of massive employment of defoliants, bombing on infra-red rather than visual
controls, using saturation bombing tactics to create major choke points, etc,

Any decisBons on these matters, I realize, will require Washington discussion
at high levels, and will doubtless demand more detailed information than I
have provided in this message. By the same token, if Souvanna sticks to
DECLASSIFIED
Authority N¢2 83-253 —TEP-SECRET —
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original Algiers schedule, he will be leaving here tomiorrow morniag
and will, in any event, be leaving in the near future. I have undertaken
no significant military departures since I have been here without full and
frank discussion with “ouvanna. This is, in my opinion, a sound practice
both with respect to US and Royal Laotian Government interests. Tharefore,
if there {s to be any Washington inclination to move towards tactics suggested
in preceding paragraph, I believe I should have some guidelines soonest, so
that I can at least bs prepared to discuss this matter in principle with
the Prime Minister before his imminent departure. ‘

SULLIVAN
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THE WHITE HOUSE 2

WASHINGTON

Saturday, June 19, 1965
10:10 p. m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Pros and Cons of a June Pause

The Case for Such a Move

1. It will dramatize the good faith of our quest for a peaceful
solution.

2. It will further shift the onus for continued hostilities to
Hanoi and Peking, if they fail to respond with action.

3. It may allow the USSR increased leverage in pressing Hanoi
towards negotiations, if any such inclination exists within the Soviet
leadership. (Very doubtful, on the evidence of May).

4, It will permit a more careful testing of Hanoi's interest in
negotiations, if any such inclination exists.

5. It will meet one persistent demand of our domestic critics
and waverers.

6. It will ease the mounting domestic pressures on our allies
(primarily the British and the Japanese, but also the Australians and
Canadians) to stop their support of our Vietnam policy.

7. It will meet some persistent objections of unaligned nations
and leaders (primarily the Indians and U Thant).

8. It will somewhat de-fuse the Algerian meeting by strengthening
our supporters and putting the heat on our adversaries.
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The Case Against Such a Move

1. It may cause deep apprehension on US determination in
the already weakened Saigon Government.

2. It may allow Hanoi to catch its breath, repair damaged
communications, and increase its assistance to the Viet Cong.

3. It may appear to the Communist side to be an admission of
the ineffectiveness of the bombings and an indication of US despera-
tion for ''negotiations now."

4. It will arouse strong criticism among domestic hardliners --
particularly among Republicans who are looking for a way to make

capital out of any signs of our softness in Vietnam.

5. It might make a return to air-strikes difficult in the context
of inevitable international pressure to make the suspension permanent.

If US forces were to get hurt during a pause, we would be giving a
dangerous opening for Mel Laird; people just wouldn't understand it.

McG. B.
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10:05 p.m.*

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

I have made the additions that you suggested,
but I have not yet made the counterbalancing
subbractions, so that this is now a bit long. I
think we can squeeze several hundred words
out of it. But I do plead with you not to make
us chop it up too sharply. This is intended to
be more a document of record than a campaign
speech, and in one sense, the more compre-
hensive it is, the better the commentators will
like it. i

MeG. B.

Attachments (3)

Dictated, but not
read by Mr. Bundy

- f__--ww?,‘_;,r‘
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Friday

June 18, 1965

8:20 PM
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT:

Subject: Wayne Hays and the NATO Parliamentarians meeting in Norway

I agree that you ought not to hold out hope that you will address the NATO
Parliamentarians in New York. They are an interesting group, but they
are seldom able to agree, and the Parliamentary group is probably not
the most hopeful one for NATO at present. So I would suggest a message
to Hays along the following lines:

"I send you best wishes for the NATO Parliamentarians Meeting
in Oslo and hope that the meeting will be highly successful. Iam glad
to know that the Parliamentarians are coming to New York in October,
and I trust that you will make it clear to them, on behalf of all Americans,
that they will be most welcome guests among us then."

If you approve this message, we will get it to Hays with an explanation
that you simply cannot make a speaking commitment for October and

hope that no encouragement will be given to the Parliamentarians that any
such invitation could be accepted, simply because of the pressures on your
time.

ot
McG. B.
Vd

i
Send this message .~

Send no message
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Friday
June 18, 1965
12:45 P. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

These are the post mortems on the London
teach-in. I think they may be of interest
to you.

e s
McG. B.



CONFIDENFETL Friday, June 18, 1965
11:15 AM

Text of Cable from London 6060

Ambassador Lodge last night faced a strongly left-wing audience of
about 900 packed into Oxford Union Hall for the Vietnam '""Teach=-in."
Many attendees are not students and 80-90 percent was hostile to the
US Vietnam Policy by Ambassador's estimate. The audience was
clearly loaded with Communist sympathizers whose ''questions'' were
more often pro-Communist polemics than a serious effort to stimulate
discussion or elicit information. Many of the ''questions'' directed to
the Ambassador (and later to Foreign Secretary Stewart) bore the
unmistakable stamp of Hanoi-Peking propaganda. Hand-outs prepared
by the organizing committee included Ho Chi Minh's message to the
American people; the Embassy provided a USIS release on recent nego-
tiating efforts, which also was distributed.

During the Ambassador's presentation (25 minute speech followed by

20 minute question period), the Chairman made no effort to limit ''ques-
tions' or keep order amid foot stamping, boos, catcalls and hisses,
until the Ambassador was impelled to call upon him to do so.

The Ambassador's description of recent efforts to arrange discussions
with Communists on Southeast Asia was given the most serious and best
reception. During the remainder of the speech and question period,

the Ambassador was constantly interrupted by jeers, moans, groans,
rude remarks and foot stamping, even the Ambassador's reference to
British heroism during World War II drew catcalls and boos.

Despite the rough treatment during both the presentation and question
period, Ambassador Lodge feels his participation (which was essential
because of British request) was on balance worthwhile. It provided a
forum for getting the US point of view across to a wide audience through
extensive radio, TV and Press coverage given the "Teach-In.'" Although
none of those in the hall was converted, the reaction to the failure of the
US to participate would have been highly adverse.

There are some early indications that the TV audience was critical

of Oxford Union's rowdyism and unwillingness to give Ambassador Lodge

a fair hearing. A senior Foreign office official expressed the view that

the meeting was obviously rigged and that the response of the great mass

of British media audience would be far more sympathetic and approving than
what was manifested in Union Hall. Embassy agrees.

i s s
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Text of Cable from London 6067 Friday, June 18, 1965
12:27 PM

Foreign Secretary Stewart gave a brillant defense of US policy on
Vietnam and Her Majestys Government's support for it at the Oxford
"Teach-In" June 16.

5 a former President of the Oxford Union, Stewart was thoroughly at
home and prepared for the rigged and biased audience with which he had
to deal. During the acrimonious question period he fielded a series of
loaded and tendencious questions superbly countering hostile allegations
with cool, factual replies shot out without hesitation and avoiding pitfalls
with masterly skill. Throughout he gave the impression of having thought
out his positions after a careful study of the facts and arguments of his
opponents. His opening speech was outstanding for its lucidity, moder-
ation, fair-mindedness, command of fact, conciseness, logical structure
and exactitude of phrase., He presented a case which had been refined

to razor-sharp precision in the course of a gruelling series of encounters
on the floor of the House of Commons where the Foreign Secretary has
often been violently attacked by extreme left-wingers regarding the Govern-
ment's Vietnam Policy. As on these earlier occasions, the Foreign Min-
ister gave staunch and unswerving support to the US. Although Stewart's
performance may not have changed the views of many of his Oxford lis-
teners, it commanded wide public attention. It was broadcast on a third
program of BBC in full and was widely reported in British press. His
courage and forcefulness in defending Her Majestys Government's policy
in an academic forum have unquestionably enhanced his reputation.

The Embassy is transmitting the full text of the Stewart speech by pouch
in the belief that the Department may find its argumentation useful.

Stewart made forceful use of the argument of the refugee flow from North
to South as eloquent evidence of where political sympathies lay. He
explained it is impossible to hold elections in the present condition in
Vietnam. He repeatedly stressed the unacceptability of Viet Cong and
Chinese insistence that a settlement on Vietnam should be worked out by
the Communists in North and South Vietnam following the withdrawal of
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US troops. He pointed up numerous western attempts to open discussions
in Vietnam and asked critics of British Government Policy to consider
whether support of rigid Communist refusal to come to conference table
in the end can be in the interests either of the people of Vietnam, of the
great powers or of mankind itself. He pledged the British Government
would continue working for a Conference. Following the lines of his
statement in the House of Commons on June 3, the Foreign Secretary
adumbrated a possible sequence of events which might lead to settlement:
the holding of a Conference under whatever arrangement offered best
hope of success; ceasefire either before the Conference or as a result

of it; a guarantee against aggression for both North and South Vietnam;
subsequent withdrawal of all foreign troops and bases from South Vietnam
which should be tied to no military alliance. This should creat a situation
in which South Vietnam could move into situations where they could make a
free choice of their future form of government. In such circumstances
the UK would be willing to contribute to a program for economic aid and
reconstruction administered by the UN. Stewart rejected the possiblity
of having the Viet Cong represented at any Conference since only Govern-
ments should attend, but suggested North Vietnam might include Viet
Cong members in their delegation.

BRUCE
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k. WASHINGTON
CONFIDENTIAL Friday, June 18, 1965
9:00 a. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Murrey Marder's Dominican Republic Article

1. I finally decided to talk to Murrey Marder about his
Dominican Republic article because I had an appeal from Tap
Bennett to straighten him out on one charge -- namely, that
Bennett had sabotaged the Guzman solution after my return.
Marder took this correction, and indeed said that he had never
accepted the other view.

2. I then poked him a little about the nature of the story,
and I find his main theme is going to be the difference which
he asserts between what we said and what we did. He apparently
thinks that we have given different explanations at different hours
and that we have overstated the case unnecessarily. He is
particularly critical of the speech of May 2 on the ground that
we could not know that much about Communist control in downtown
Santo Domingo.

3. I told Marder that we had a very clear picture that all other
power groups had quit and that the Communists were more and
more in charge, but he insisted that our '""overstatements' had
brought great criticism and were unnecessary. It seems clear
to me that this will be his theme. Moreover, it sounds as if
the story will be a very long one and may make quite a splash.

4, My own reluctant conclusion is still that it is better not
to argue with Marder., Every time we open our mouths he
will compare our language of this week to our language of last
week (thus, for example, he hinted that we were now using the
death of Dominicans as a major justification, whereas earlier
we had used the danger of Communism).

5. This particular battle of words is not going to be won with
the Washington Post l'sophi's.tit';atneesf so I would be inclined to let it lie.
Vietnam is a different matter, and there I think we can turn them
all around by the right kind of speech. We are working on it in the
light of your guidance of yesterday.

PETERKINED TO B2 A4 hot 6.
ADMIRISTRATIVE MARKING McG. B.

“M"W’
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L5 V. THE WHITE HOUSE

i WASHINGTON

Thursday, June 17, 1965
3:55 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

I spoke to Dean Rusk about UPI 117 -- the story on

the British drive to "paralyze the UN financial crisis."
Rusk said that the British had given us no word what-
ever of any notion that we would drop our demand for
Russian payment under Article 19. He has agreed to
go to Pat Dean at once and see if we can get the

British to make it clear that their scheme for voluntary
contributions has nothing to do with our position, and
is designed simply to get the Russians to pay, by hook
or by crook., We will see how this works, and my
own view is that unless the damage is worse than the
ticker item suggests, we should still keep a free hand
to make our own judgment next week. We should also
make damn sure that everybody stonewalls against

any questions about possible U. S. concessions, and

I am speaking directly to Cleveland on that.

he &
i Jo
McG. B.



Thursday, June 17, 1965
2:30 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

I still think it is a mistake to signal specific staff duties
for Busby and Cater without a little moxe thought, and
I cannot promise to get it right off the top of my head.
Bat if you have to go today, I would sayithe following:

Busby: Space and certain aspects of defense.
Catexr: USIA and some aspects of the UN 1

These are areas which do not have known senior staff
officers working on them in my office or in any other
White House area,

You could also add that both of them have an important
role in the preparation of your speeches, statements
and press conferences, and that for this reason they
are kept fully informed on all major national security
affairs. The fact is that both of them have worked
closely with me on a whole serles of subjects ever since
they came into the White Housas.

McG. B.

st
-
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Thursday
10:20

Mr, President:
This is a polite answer to

a letter from Sato on a favor
you did for him.

e

GI B.
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Ll R el G s e




THE WHITE HOUSE 17 -Q"""‘L,

WASHINGTON
CONFIDENTIAL June 17, 1965
- MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Letter from Bolivian Co-Presidents

1. Attached at Tab 1 is a long letter from Bolivian
Presidents Barrientos and Ovando which was hand-
carried to Washington by a Bolivian economic dele~
gation at the beginning of June and which, among

- other things, notes that Bolivia requires ''solid fi-
nancial cooperation on the part of the Government

. of the United States. "

2. Attached at Tab 2, for your signature, is a re=
ply to the Bolivian letter. The reply is consistent

- with the line that we took with the Bolivian delega~
tion when it came to Washington. Among other

~ things, the letter (a) shows that we are thinking of
Bolivia, (b) demonstrates our interest in Bolivian
unity (which is a problem these days), and (c) re-

. assures the Bolivians without tying ourselves on to
any specific aid package.

McGeorge Bundy

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec, 3.5
NSC Merio, 1/30/95, State Dept. Guidelines
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 18, 1965
Excellencies:

I have read with great interest your letter of June 2, which
discusses the purposes and plans of your Government and
which the members of your special mission delivered dur=-
ing their recent visit to the United States.

I sincerely regret that an extremely heavy schedule prevent=-
ed me from receiving the members of the mission personally.
flowever, I have been kept fully informed on their economic
talks with United States officials, and I want you to know that
we stand ready, as we have in the past, to join with you in
efforts to solve Bolivia'’s social and economic problems. So
that we may move together rapidly in this area, I have di=
rected Ambassador Henderson and his staff to be ready to
examine and make recommendations promptly on any pro=-
posals that your Government may decide to put forward.

While I noted with sympathy your description of the formid=
able social and economic problems still facing Bolivia,
there is clearly reason for hope. Collective efforts under
the Alliance for Progress have already borne substantial
fruit in the Hemisphere and I am confident that your great
people, inspired by Alliance goals, will continue to share
in the benefits of our common effort. In this regard, I was
pleased to hear of the renewed solidarity of all elements
which support your Government for the purpose of achieving
these goals.

In closing, I want to convey my gratitude for the message
of President Barrientos thanking this Government for as=
sisting in the evacuation of Bolivian citizens during the

Lo,

Y



conflict in the Dominican Republic. I also want to express to

you both my best wishes for success in the great tasks whica
are now before you.

Sincerely,

General of the Air Force Rene Barrientos Ortuno
General of the Army Alfredo Ovando Candia
Co->residents o:i the Military Junta of Government
La Paz, Bolivia



June 17, 1965

In the Dominican Republic in the last two days there has been renewed,
repeated and heavy firing on the Inter -American force_’in ilagrant
sustained
violation of the ceasefire. This/firing has been accepted without reply
by the Inter-American forces for periods up to one-half hour, wxix before
the necessary replies were given under the orders of General Alvim
and General Palmer. In these actions three Americans have lost their
lives and 37 more Americans and five Brazilians have been wounded.
These unprovoked attacks on the Inter-American force appear to have
been premeditated by elements which seek to prevent the establishment
of peace in Santo Domingo. ©wky @ur forces there have no other mission,

and they will continue to observe the same soldierly restraint they have
In 1 et
shown,in the face of more than 900 ceasefire violations and in suffering
+though
almost 200 casualties it is plain that they could readily remove

A
+heir
all opposition on command|{ DBEut no one should mistake thts restraint

for weakness Er suppose that continued wanton violation of the ceasefire

can be permitted by the Inter-American force without a fitting reply. !
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During the last four and one-half years the United States has
made repeated attempts with Communist countries to reach
reasonable solutions in Southeast Asia. The results to date.have
in all cases been negative or unsatisfactory. '

(1) Bilateral Talks with USSR and Peiping. The United States
has frequently held bilateral talks with the Soviets and Chinese Com-
munists on these problems without finding any genuine desire on their
part to arrive at any settlement except Communist takeover.

(2) Geneva Conference on Laos. Only one agreement has been
reached, and that one has not been honored. In 1961-62 the United
States entered the Geneva Conference on Laos and accepted an agree-
ment to neutralize Laos. The United States withdrew all its military
personnel. But Communist North Vietnam did not withdraw its
thousands of combat military per sonnel, and these forces have
supported Pathet Lao offensives against the forces of the Laotian
Government. North Vietnam has also continued to use Laos as a
corridor for the infiltration of personnel from North Vietnam to
South Vietnam in violation of the Laotian agreement. Repeated attempts

to enforce the agreement have been frustrated by Communist obstruction.

(3) Cambodia. The United States has always supported the inde-
pendence, neutrality and territorial integrity of Cambodia. In 1964 the
United States and South Vietnam responded favorably to Cambodian call
for a conference, but the proposal came to nothing when Prince Sihanouk
formally withdrew it in March, 1964.

In 1965, following a renewed Cambodian proposal for a formal con-
ference on Cambodia, the United States and South Vietnam agreed to
such a conference, but the Chinese have opposed it; the Soviets have
now backed away from it; and the Cambodians too have changed their
position.

(4) United Nations. The United States raised the Tonkin Gulf events
last August in the Security Council. The President of the Security .
Council invited North Vietnam to furnish information relating to the
complaint of the United States, either through participation in the
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in the Security Council discussions or by other means. The Foreign
Minister of Communist China, in a letter of August 12 to the Foreign
Minister of North Vietnam, emphatically pointed out that the United
Nations had no right at all to consider the Indochina question. North
Vietnam then responded on August 19 to the President of the Security
Council, stating that the war in Vietnam does not lie within the
competence of the Security Council. ' '

In early April, 1965, the Secretary General of the United Nations,
U Thant, considered visiting Peiping and Hanoi on the Vietnam question.
Communist China through the medium of the People's Daily commented
on April 12 that U Thant was knocking at the wrong door and should
spare himself the trouble since '"'the Vietnam question has nothing to
do with the United Nations.'" The Prime Minister of North Vietnam,
Pham Van Dong, in a statement on April 8 said that ''any approach
tending to secure United Nations-intervention in the Vietnam situation
is...inappropriate."

(5) Exploration of a Vietnam Settlement. On February 20 the
United Kingdom, with our encouragement and support, proposed to the
Soviet Union that the British and Soviets undertake as Geneva Co-
Chairmen to explore the bases of a possible Vietnam settlement with
all the Geneva Conference countries. The Soviets -- obviously under
pressure from Hanoi and Peiping -- were not even prepared to cooperate
in seeking the views of the parties concerned regarding the grounds for
settlement.

(6) Gordon Walker Mission. The British then undertook to send
Gordon Walker to visit interested countries and explore the bases for
a Vietnam settlement. Gordon Walker visited South Vietnam, Cambodia,
Laos, Thailand, and Burma in April. Peiping, however, informed the
British Government that he would not be welcome. Hanoi also declined
to receive him.

(7) United States Readiness for Unconditional Discussions. On
April 7 President Johnson stated that the United States remains ready
for unconditional discussions with the governments concerned. He noted
that we have stated this position over and over again to friend and foe
alike. Hanoi and Peiping have refused to respond, calling the proposal
'"a hoax," '"a big swindle," 'a lie covered with flowers." .




(8) - Appeal of Seventeen Nonaligned Nations. In responding
April 8 to an appeal of seventeen nonaligned nations for a peaceful
solution through negotiations without preconditions, the United
States reiterated President Johnson's statement that it remains
ready for unconditional discussions.

‘But through the medium of the People's Daily Communist -China
rejected unconditional negotiations. Marshal Tito and other unspecified
backers of the 17 -nation appeal were labeled '"monsters and freaks."
North Vietnam likewise rejected the nonaligned appeal through an
authorized statement by the Vietnam News Agency.

(9) Indian Proposal on Vietnam. The Indian Government has
proposed (a) the cessation of hostilities by both sides, (b) the policing
of boundaries by an Afro-Asiangpa.trol force, and (c) the maintenance
of present boundaries so long as the people concerned desire it. The
United States has publicly noted this proposal with interest and is giving
it very careful consideration. The United States is continuing discussions
of this proposal with the Indian Gove rnment.

Communist China has denounced the Indian proposal as a plot to
use Afro-Asian countries to serve US aggression against Vietnam, and
accuses the Indian Government of betraying the Afro-Asian stand against
"imperialism" and '"colonialism.' Hanoi has also rejected the Indian
proposal.

(10) Bombing Pause. During the period May 13-17 the United
States suspended bombing operations against North Vietnam. This fact
was known to Hanoi, but there was no response indicating an intention
to move toward a settlement. The Vietnam News Agency in Hanoi
called the suspension ''a worn-out trick of deceit and threat.' The New
China News Agencyin Peiping characterized the suspension as "'a pé_;*ce
swindle,' "an American hoax,"' and “"war blackmail."

(11) Canadian Approach to North Vietnam. At the end of May the
Canadian representative on the International Control Commission in
Vietnam went to Hanoi to learn the North Vietnamese reaction to this
pause. On the basis of his report, Canadian Foreign Minister Martin
has concluded that North Vietnam and Communist China are not
receptive to peace overtures at this time. They are not ready for
n egotiations.




/ THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

—CONRFIDENTIAT— Tuesday, June 3, 1965
9:30 a. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Letter from Juan Bosch

Here is the letter from Juan Bosch, which has

been on its way for two days. It was drafted by
Benitez, who read a first draft to me over the phone,
and at my suggestion some of the sharper language
about the OAS and Mora was removed. There are
other things I might have criticized, but I did not press
because of the last sentence which assures us that he
will keep it private unless we decide otherwise.

I have acknowledged receipt of the letter and said
that it would be delivered to you. I think probably
you should not answer directly, but I will draft an
answer in my own name for consideration in the
light of Bunker's mission,

e, 6.

McG. B.

fiﬂ&&i 4
:.ICJ). 5 ’

By i NARA, DaseL-Z7






THE WHITE HousE
WASHINGTON

Wednesday
June 16, 1965

6:35 et bl ¥4p

Mr. President:

Will you let me know if this

does not give you what you
want?




RECENT HISTORY OF NEGOTIATING

EFFORTS IN SOUTHEAST ASIA

During the last four and one-half years the United States has
made repeated attempts with Communist countries to reach
reasonable solutions in Southeast Asia. The results to date have
in all cases been negative or unsatisfactory.

(1) Bilateral Talks with USSR and Peiping. The United States
has frequently held bilateral talks with the Soviets and Chinese Com-
munists on these problems without finding any genuine desire on their
part to arrive at any settlement except Communist takeover.

(2) Geneva Conference on Laos. Only one agreement has been
reached, and that one has not been honored. In 1961-62 the United
States entered the Geneva Conference on Laos and accepted an agree-
ment to neutralize Laos. The United States withdrew all its military
personnel. But Communist North Vietnam did not withdraw its
thousands of combat military per sonnel, and these forces have
supported Pathet Lao offensives against the forces of the Laotian
Government. North Vietnam has also continued to use Laos as a
corridor for the infiltration of personnel from North Vietnam to
South Vietnam in violation of the Laotian agreement. Repeated attempts
to enforce the agreement have been frustrated by Communist obstruction.

(3) Cambodia. The United States has always supported the inde-
pendence, neutrality and territorial integrity of Cambodia. In 1964 the
United States and South Vietnam responded favorably to Cambodian call
for a conference, but the proposal came to nothing when Prince Sihanouk
formally withdrew it in March, 1964.

In 1965, following a renewed Cambodian proposal for a formal con-
ference on Cambodia, the United States and South Vietnam agreed to
such a conference, but the Chinese have opposed it; the Soviets have
now backed away from it; and the Cambodians too have changed their
position.

(4) United Nations. The United States raised the Tonkin Gulf events
last August in the Security Council. The President of the Security
Council invited North Vietnam to furnish information relating to the
complaint of the United States, either through participation in the




in the Security Council discussions or by other means. The Foreign
Minister of Communist China, in a letter of August 12 to the Foreign
Minister of North Vietnam, emphatically pointed out that the United
Nations had no right at all to consider the Indochina question. North
Vietnam then responded on August 19 to the President of the Security
Council, stating that the war in Vietnam does not lie within the
competence of the Security Council.

In early April, 1965, the Secretary General of the United Nations,
U Thant, considered visiting Peiping and Hanoi on the Vietnam question.
Communist China through the medium of the People's Daily commented
on April 12 that U Thant was knocking at the wrong door and should
spare himself the trouble since '"the Vietnam question has nothing to
do with the United Nations.' The Prime Minister of North Vietnam,
Pham Van Dong, in a statement on April 8 said that ""any approach
tending to secure United Nations intervention in the Vietnam situation
is...inappropriate."

(5) Exploration of a Vietham Settlement. On February 20 the
United Kingdom, with our encouragement and support, proposed to the
Soviet Union that the British and Soviets undertake as Geneva Co-
Chairmen to explore the bases of a possible Vietnam settlement with
all the Geneva Conference countries. The Soviets -- obviously under
pressure from Hanoi and Peiping -- were not even prepared to cooperate
in seeking the views of the parties concerned regarding the grounds for
settlement.

(6) Gordon Walker Mission. The British then undertook to send
Gordon Walker to visit interested countries and explore the bases for
a Vietnam settlement. Gordon Walker visited South Vietnam, Cambodia,
Laos, Thailand, and Burma in April. Peiping, however, informed the
British Government that he would not be welcome. Hanoi also declined
to receive him.

(7) United States Readiness for Unconditional Discussions. On
April 7 President Johnson stated that the United States remains ready
for unconditional discussions with the governments concerned. He noted
that we have stated this position over and over again to friend and foe
alike. Hanoi and Peiping have refused to respond, calling the proposal
""a hoax," '"a big swindle," "'a lie covered with flowers."




(8) Appeal of Seventeen Nonaligned Nations. In responding
April 8 to an appeal of seventeen nonaligned nations for a peaceful
solution through negotiations without preconditions, the United
States reiterated President Johnson's statement that it remains
ready for unconditional discussions.

But through the medium of the People's Daily Communist China
rejected unconditional negotiations. Marshal Tito and other unspecified
backers of the 17-nation appeal were labeled '"monsters and freaks."
North Vietnam likewise rejected the nonaligned appeal through an
authorized statement by the Vietnam News Agency.

(9) Indian Proposal on Vietnam. The Indian Government has
proposed (a) the cessation of hostilities by both sides, (b) the policing
of boundaries by an Afro-Asian patrol force, and (c) the maintenance
of present boundaries so long as the people concerned desire it. The
United States has publicly noted this proposal with interest and is giving
it very careful consideration. The United States is continuing discussions
of this proposal with the Indian Gove rnment.

Communist China has denounced the Indian proposal as a plot to
use Afro-Asian countries to serve US aggression against Vietnam, and
accuses the Indian Government of betraying the Afro-Asian stand against
"imperialism'" and '"colonialism." Hanoi has also rejected the Indian
proposal.

(10) Bombing Pause. During the period May 13-17 the United
States suspended bombing operations against North Vietnam. This fact
was known to Hanoi, but there was no response indicating an intention
to move toward a settlement. The Vietnam News Agency in Hanoi

called the suspension "'a worn-out trick of deceit and threat.'' The New
China News Agencyin Peiping characterized the suspension as ''a peace
swindle,'" "an American hoax,' and "war blackmail."

(11) Canadian Approach to North Vietnam. At the end of May the
Canadian representative on the International Control Commission in
Vietnam went to Hanoi to learn the North Vietnamese reaction to this
pause. On the basis of his report, Canadian Foreign Minister Martin
has concluded that North Vietnam and Communist China are not
receptive to peace overtures at this time. They are not ready for
negotiations.
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\IQJ‘?&?}\ THE WHITE HOUSE
I /_; WASHINGTON

Wednesday, June 16, 1965
3:00 p. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Cable from Bohlen

Raymond Aron is much the best political

commentator in France, and the attached
cable from Bohlen is worth reading as a

corrective to what Lippmann has been

saying.

Imed 6,

McG. B.

L
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(LIMITED OFFICIAL USE)
(Copy of PARIS 7054, June 13, 1965)

Those who may be led to believe that Walter Lippmann report entitled
""As Others See Us' (Paris Herald Tribune June 11) represents
completely balanced view of informed French opinion re US foreign
policy should read column by Raymond Aron in Figaro June 12-13,
last two paragraphs of which follow:

"Cost of war in Vietnam is enormous in human suffering, but
it is easier to criticize American strategy than to suggest one to take
its place. A few months ago US no longer had any choice between
giving up struggle -- which would have led to extension of Communism
in Southeast Asia -- and escalation. First alternative would have meant
an American disaster with consequences felt in all Asia, or even in
entire world., Bombardments of North Vietnam are no more or no less
contrary to international law than support given by Hanoi regime
to Viet Cong. I do not pretend to know which regime peoples of South
Vietnam would freely choose, but to prevent oneself from making
categorical judgments, it is sufficient to remember number of those who
emigrated from the north in 1954,

""Will these bombardments convince the leaders of Hanoi ?
At present not at all, but up to now objectives have been very limited.
In any case, a decision one way or another will not be taken before
military operations planned for the rainy season. As for France,
which fought Vietnam for more than 7 years, I do not see why she
would have an interest today in victory of Viet Cong, heir of Viet Minh,
The US has force necessary to win, and all depends on its resolution.
The Sino-Soviet quarrel is weakening and paralyzing the Soviet Union,
The loosening of ties between Europe and the US hasﬂﬁe policy of the latter
an exactly opposite effect. After all, the US too can affirm its right to
an independent diplomacy. "

Comment: There is a tendency under fifth republic to forget that adage

"Two Frenchmen, three opinions'' may still have validity.

BOHLEN

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

A )
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Wed. June 16, 1965 9:40 a.m.
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Secretary Rusk has recommended that you sign the attached
letter to Chancellor Erhard, stating our continuind and abiding
interest in the German problem, on the occasion of the
anniversary of the East German uprising of 1953, now cele-
brated as German Unity Day on June 17,

The letter covers two purposes, It not only emphasizes our
continuing close relations with the German people and govern-
ment, but also puts us firmly on record again on the reunifica-
tion issue,

The Secretary of State has recommended that you sign such
a letter and I strongly support his recommendation,

4
hy. 4.
H-'—

| MCG' B'

|
Attachments
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THE WHITE HOUSE
~ WASHINGTON

June 17, 1965

. Dear Mr, Chancellor:

I want to tell you how thoroughly I enjoyed seeing you
again and what a personal pleasure it was, I was grati-
fied to find once again how closely we agree on the goals
to be pursued and the means to achieve them, The -
visit was, in fact, still another manifestation of how
harmoniously our two governments continue to work
together,

I want also to convey to you on the occasion of the Day

of German Unity our determination to keep the goal of
German reunification in the foreground of those purposes
we seek to achieve, The commemoration of this day in
Germany makes us all keenly aware of the fact that until
the problem of divided Germany is resolved, we will not
have just and lasting peace in Europe or elsewhere,

 With warmest personal regards,

cerely

i

W

-
] !\ i
His Excellency Il <}
Dr, Ludwig Erhard, &
., Chancellor of the Federal Republic ' i
fr ¥
. _ of Germa.ny, _ |
| : \JI ' : 3 :: i
g !:;_:’_[
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_CONFIDENTIAL oo, June 16, 1965  +F .30 wu

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

P
T

We join Rusk in recommending that you see
Sadat. For obvious reasons we have rarely had :
any top UAR officials here, while the Soviets LM
go out of their way to invite Nasser and his
people to Moscow {Nasser is going again in
September). As a countermove President AT
Kennedy approved in principle a Nasser visit, \.’ :
but the time never seemed ripe.

Your seeing Sadat for even 20 minutes is less

important for reasons of substance than as a
gesture to show that the door is open.

R, W. Komer

McG. Bundy

Attach. Rusk Memo to President 6/11/65, subj.

United Arab Republic Parliamentary Delegation
GONFIDENTIAL—

Yes

No

I would make this a straight Protocol visit, and go through it in 10 minutes --
5 of them in a quick private talk with Sadat -- this would be easy to explain
and would get small but good notices.




_SEGRET wM) . duneib, ives i
H? ‘-.. -
//
MEMORANDUM FOR ‘L/

THE PRESIDENT _~ }l

Planes for Israel. Our Israeli friends are typically pressing us
to enrich the secret arms deal as much as possible. Since we've
done even better than they originally expected on tanks, they're now
zeroing in on aircraft.

When I was out there, they talked about an old light bomber like
the B-66, which they thought they could buy for peanuts. We agreed
to help them get up to 24 "combat'' planes {not necessarily bombers}
either in Europe or here. Since then we've convinced them that the
B-66 is not available as surplus so now they're asking for the F-4,
our fanciest current operational model.

The F'«4 is {a) simply outside the spirit of our understanding; {(b)
would cost them a mint; and {¢) would raise hob with the Arabs. Rusk
is very strongly opposed; he doesn't even want to sell old planes.

This memo is to (a) inform you so you'll be ready for any backdoor
approaches; and (b} ask you to let me say I've confirmed our negative
position at the highest level~-hopefully this will fob off further useless
talk. We can always take another look later. The alternative is not
to bring your name into this yet, but I fear the Israelis won't look
seriously in Europe unless I can do so. I already have Feldman on my
neck. -

Approve

Keep me out of this as yet

R. W. Komer

BYM}J .E\‘"_ILL ;'."?u _@:

1
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Mr. Bundy

Wed. June 15, 1965 9:15 a.m.

—GCONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Appointment for Ambassador Marshall
Green {Indonesia)

In the present uneasy state of Indo~U. S.
relations, it would be very helpful if you were
to meet briefly with Ambassador Marshall Green
before July 1, as State requests in the attached
memorandum.

Green is succeeding a man who has been on
the job for seven years, and he will need all the
Presidential buttressing we can give him in order
to get off to a good start in Djakarta.

James C, Thomson, Jr,

Yes

No McGeorge Bundy

This can be 2xx
3 minutes and a picture

—GCONFIBENTIAL—
DECLASSIFIED

y Ny ¥3-a2 Y :

Date_7.-72 -&3

Avihori
s, NALS,

Att: File #2516

70
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June 16, 1965

. —GCONFIDENTIATL"

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: East German Helicopters Over Berlin

The East German Communists have started to put helicopters into the
air in Berlin along the sectar and zonal boundaries and inside the
Western sectors, They have also armed these craft with . 50 calibre
type machine guns. These flights not only vioclate the Berlin air agree-
ments {the East Germans have no right to fly in the Berlin area); they
also represent a hazard to regular allied trafficc in and around Berlin
gince they fall outside of allied control, Oral protests to Soviet
personnel in the Air Control Center have been to no avail, and clearly
some action on our part is required, both for reasons of safety and
political posture. {The fact of these flights is a matter of public
knowledge, )

The French Ambassador, who will be calling upon his Soviet counter-
part in Berlin, plans to raise the issue with him, pointing out that the
flights and guns are provocative and will not be tolerated,

Coming up for consideration i{s the matter of the Western counter-
moves, Proposals include putting small Western aircraft and/or
helicopters into the air to chase off the Communist helicopters, as

well as the use of arms to deal with possible East German gunfire,

Any of these actions could produce a chain reaction. 1 would not under-
estimate the seriousness of this possible development, and therefore

I have arranged for contingency plans to be looked at here before they
are put into effect.

This matter does not require any White House action at this time, but
will, if the problem becomes more serious,

McQG, B,

4-:_4_‘?"? B
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT Wednesday June 16, 1965 9:00 a. m.

Saudi Arms Talks, Given the occasional press flurry, I want to
keep you briefed. This is quite unlike the Jordan arms deal: {a) there's
no problem of pre-empting the Soviets; (b) there's little real threat to Isyrael
involved-«Saudi Arabja is too far away and too incompetent; (¢} we're not
running after this business«-~it's the Saudis who are coming to us,

The Baudi desire for modern air defense is aimed at the Nagser
threat from Yemen, not at Israel. The issue arose way back to early 1963,
when as bait for the Bunker mission effort to get a Yemen disengagement,
we offered to help the Saudis develop an air defense system. We gave them
our views in Septembeyr 1963, and they've been hemming and hawing in
typical Arab style ever gince. Meanwhile the British, French, and two
US companies have been actively seeking the business, so at Saudi request
we're sending yet another survey téam to help them make up their minds,

Our goal is to keep our oil-rich Saudi friends happy and to insure
that if they finally do buy anything we get the sale. We've recommended against
fancy aircraft and HAWK because Saudis couldn't handle them; but we're
willing to sell if they insist. The total package could range from $110-210
million over several years, but we think Faisal will end up buying only
the lower figure, if that.

we've made other sales to Saudi Arabia. In 1957 we offered a $100
million credit to facilitate extension of our Dhahran air base rights. Since
1961 we've extended two small credits totalling $18 million. The Saudis
also bought feur C»130s for $15 million cash this spring.

The Isyaelis have never objected to these sales, since they recognize
the Saudis are too far away and too ineffective to be a threat. The one
problem in the current deal is that if we sell F~104s, the Jordanians and
then the Iaraelis might press for them. 7This ie one reason {the other
ig that F~104s are just too complex for Saudis) why McNamara wrote
recommending the F-5. I personally doubt the Saudis will make up their
minds soon on anything.

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.6
NL) _77-/39%

. e R. W. Komer
By <o ,NARADate/p-SD-‘?) o

SEGRET____ U [ ,[ i\‘:‘“
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(%,u\ THE WHITE HOUSE
" rﬁ, WASHINGTON
June 14, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Southeast Asia $89 Million and $700 Million.

Before he left, I had a message from Mac to send
you a note on where the $89 million stands in the
Congress,

The authorization request is now part of the Senate
bill, It is not in the House bill, which was passed
before the June 1 Message, and hence will have to be
dealt with in conference. (Rusk/Bell offered to testify
before the House Committee, but Doc Morgan thought
it unnecessary.)

Regarding the appropriation , we have asked
Passman to add the $89 million to the bill. As you
know, he has not yet begun mark up, but Bill Gaud
expects him to begin late this week or early next.

I am not clear whether you also had a question
about the $700 million supplemental. Following
passage, and your approval of the apportionment
proposed on May 14 by Bob McNamara, he has
already released the money to the services and

they are busy committing it,
{7

Francis M. Bator




Monday
June 14, 1965
9:30 A. M.

MR. PRESIDENT:
I would recommend approval of the attached

two requests.

McG. B.

Seaborg and Halaby trips
June 23-25- Ontario
Tare 17-20 - Paris Air Show




746

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY
Washington 25, D.C.

OFFICE OF
THE ADMINISTRATOR June 11, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Survey of European Aviation Program

Congressman Oren Harris has urged me to accompany him
and 15 members of the House Commerce Committee and House
Appropriations Committee to Paris next week so as to arrange
meetings with the British and French on the Concorde.

Traditionally, the FAA Administrator has attended the Paris
Air Show to reconnoiter the state of civil aviation in France, U, K.,
USSR and other European countries who display their talents and
products there every two years. The United States is exhibiting its
aerospace products and a Defense Department jet transport with a
number of Senators and Congressmen will depart on June 17th.
The show is next week and the last three days, June 17-20 {over .
the weekend), would permit me to accomplish the following purposes.

In addition to assisting the Harris Committee, it should be
possible to fulfill the recommendation of your Advisory Committee
on Supersonic Tranaport to prepare an intelligence estimate of the
relative merits, timing and competitive position of the U. S, SST
vs. the Concorde.

Finally, it may be feasible, in view of their reportedly
spectacular display, to analyze the Soviet progress in aviation since
you sent me to Moscow in December 1963.

From a personal point of view I am not anxious to go, but in
view of the request of the Congressmen, the opportunity to wind up
work on the estimate of the Concorde and Soviet aviation, and taking
into account the likelihood that General McKee's nomination will not
have been confirmed prior to June 22, I would appreciate your

approval of this mission.
PP (Sigued) deeP

N. E. HALABY
Administrator



Monday, June 14, 1965
8:45 a.m.

MR. PRESIDENT :

These two cables give a good
perspective on the Mayobre problem.
In this instance I think Stevenson has
the right prescription -- which is

to bury both Mayobre and the Secretary
General with information and reports
from the OAS itself. We will keep
pressing in this direction.

75
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HIS GVN VIEWS WERE VERY STRONGLY IN FAVOR GUZMAN SQLUOTION,

AS YOU KNOW FROM HIS DETAILED PRESENTATIGN TO HE (USUN 48(7).
I THINK BUNDY MADE I{PRESSION ON HIM AND ON SYGEN ESPECIALLY
AGAINST HIS VIEW GUZHAN SOLUTION WITH THEN PREVA(LING DETAILS
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EXPRESS HIS OWM VIEWS PRIVATELY. ON OTHER HAND SNG DOES NGT
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asanL EXPANSIGNiI FEAR VE- uILL BP“UNAS 1

PAGE THR?E RUEHDT 133 = e GRS 5
BEST DEFENSE AGAINST UNHELPFUL. L A”“TVITILS PNDER ‘THESE -4 3
. " CIRCUMSTANCES WILL BE TG CCRNTINUE TO INCREASE FLG OF. oerCIAL
itz .7 INFO FROYM 0AS-TO UN-BOTH TO SYS DIRICTLY AND THROUEH, M AYOBRE. FE
. Bt ;wHEuEVER THERE ARE TELS TO UM FROM CURY OR OTFZIR FORMAL ceaFLAIM?s
* vt S PROMPT ACTION BY GAS END PROMPT REPCRTS TO MAYQ3RI, . .
- BEGIN UNDESLINZ VITH RIQUEST THET KEZ REPORT THEW CFFICIALLY
'TO SYG, END UNDERLINE WGULD BE VaLUa3LZ. AIM SHLD BI TO MAKE :
'REPORTING BY MAYO3RZ ccwrazn VERY .HIGY PROPCETICH CF 0AS WATERIAL |

Co7e s o AND THUS BRING 0AS MGORE PROMINENTLY BEFJRE SC THRCUGH UN'S
S5 QN SREPORTS. ‘IN OTHIR "c<ns, WE HUST DO GUR EEST TC MAKE

“H et szrua:xom NOT OF OUR CHOGSING HELP US &5 MUCH 45 POSSIBLE.

41 'MIGHT MENTION ONT OTHER LONGGARUN CONSIDERATION WHICH I
“ “THINK YE NEED XEEP IN MIND, THAT IS, THE RELATICNSHIP OF. RECIONAL '
"ORGANIZATIONS AND UM, ASIDZ FRO¥ CAS CASES YE ARE MOST LIXELY..TO -
“ NANT:.TO.HAVE UN XEEP PRETTY STRCNG HAND IN PICTURE AGAINST = .~ = °
% MILITARY.STEPS THAT MIGMT BE TAXEN BY. REGIONAL AGENCIESS Y ..o - L0 [ ¢
“POSSIBILITY OF MILITARY -ACTIONS 3Y CAU AND. 2R3 Lrasu:,-:;ﬂ_.f Rt Ry
WHICH SYG RECENTLY -REFERRED TO PUBLICLY, ARE. GOOD hXAMPLES,-PQPJ]'JJ
AS  MOST: OF: WHAT THEY' MIGKT WANT TO DO 1§ LIKELY TO BE . ey S
UNSATISFACTORY FROM OUR ‘POINT OF VIEW. CONFIRMATION OF concunnswr“-rgﬂ_
“LEGAL JURISDICTION: AND POSSIBILITY OF UN ACTING AT SAME TIME™ s . . '
_AS_REGIONAL‘AGENCY IS DOING SO, WHICH HAS RESULTED FROM. THIS Ak
.SITUATION, MAY:THEREFORE IN LONG RUN BE MORE’ B?NErICIAL Y
' TO:US:  THAN DIscomFITURr WE ARE Facrua wow.., i
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DESPITE MAYOBRE® VOLUBLE PROTESTATIONS TO COMMITTEE THAT HE -
DETERMINED AVOID SUBSTANCE OF PROBLEM AND INTENDED LIMIT A
ACTIVITIES TO OBSERVATION, I LEARN THROUGH SALVADORAN REP,

70 YHOM MAYOBRE CONFIDED, THﬁT HE HAD LONG TALKS JUNE 7. WITH
EOTH IVBERT AND CAAMANO.

\YOBRE APPARENTLY CONTINUED TO DISCUSS UITH CAAMANO FORMULAS

FOR SETTLEMENT AND COWFIDED TO SALVADORAN THAT HE HOPEFUL, -

AS RESULT, THAT CAAMANO®S INFLEXIBILITY ON 63 CONSTITUTION MAY

koW BE SOWEWKAT SOFTENED AND HE MAY BE PREPARED EXEHPT

CERTAIN (UNSPECIFIED) PROVISIONS FROM IMMEDIATE ENTRY INTO ,
FORCE ALTHOUGH WILL CONTINUE TO_INSIST ON “INTEGRITY™ OF
CONGRESS AS PRESENTLY CONPOSED. MAYOBRE ALSO REPORTED ’
“CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT™ HAS NAMED SPECIAL COMMITTEE' COMPOSED..

- OF CAQNALO, ARISTY, CURY, GUZMAN, CAMPAGNA (SENATE PRES)

AND BLAUCO AS SOLE AND CDRPORATE BODY TO NEGOTIATE WITH

+ CAS. FAYOBRE ALSO BELIEVES (AND NO DOUBT TOLD CAAMANO) I_.‘

THAT THIRD FORCE, NON-POLITICAL GOVERNMENT POSSIBILITIES OF

MHICH COMMITIEE NOW EXPLORING IS NOT VIABLE RHD HAS NO CHANCE

SUCCEsS.,

A

- REGARDLESS HIS HOTIVATIDN, IT INCREASINGLY APPARENT ' THAT HE
. “CONSTITUTIONALLY™ UNABLE TO REFRAIN FROM BECOMING INVOLVED

NIy

.1 REFAIN CONVINCED HIS COHTINUED PRESENCE HERE UHHELPFUL 10

IN SUBSTANCE OF PROBLEM OR EFFORTS AT MEDIATION, TO DETRIMENT
COMMITTEE®S EFFORTS. IT WILL CLEARLY BE TOO RISKY FOR COMMITTEE .
TO REPEAT OPEN DISCUSSION WE SOUGHT TO HOLD WITH HIM JUNE 6, '

ACCONPLISRUENT OF MISSIOH VE SENT HERE 10 CQRRY ouT. a

GP-3. BENNZTT

BT A

Note: Advance copy to S/S-0 at 2:50 'p.m. 6/8/65 " s .
Passed to White House, DOD, CINCSO, CINCLANT, -
and CIA at 3:15 p.m, 6/8/65 ' '

—CONFIDENTTAL - REPRODUCTION FROM THIS COPY IS
, . PROHIBITED UNLESS “UNCLASSIFIED"”

“PRESERVATIONGOPY
—
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SECRET" June 12, 1965
1 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE PRESIDENT

Perhaps the best way to move along, your thought of getting an informed
outside appraisal of the India problem is to suggest a list of useful names,

The following are the type of man whom we think might be considered for the
job you have in mind:

Doug Dillon would be first dass. He has a lot of background in the
problem besides being toughminded.

George Woods would also be excellent but there's a problem in asking
the World Bank head to undertake a straight USG task, He'd be a
good man to consult on the side however,

Ellsworth Bunker would perhaps be best of all given his long experience
as a first class ambassador from us to India, not from India to us.
The problem here of course is whether we could break him loose
from Santo Domingo in time.,

Gene Black knows the India problem in general but is proba.bly too
heavily engaged on Southeast Asia,

Clark Clifford has the combination of brains, energy, and toughness
to give you a good reading.

Abe Fortas would do the same in my judgment,
Phil Potter knows India as well as anyone, hut he hes Ihle policq cupertence.

Bob Anderson might be good‘ %.N.JA. 4&_“ & Lt Le dajmkz‘vh abhouttf Ha (‘h"lvt‘t

6*.:.4..- t

.

David Rockefeller has gotten to think too much like a banker but might
be considered.

Lucius Clay was strongly in favor of massive aid to India when he headed
the Clay Committee but would certainly take a hard new look, Buk he

A v'l-“"l R‘-"Iﬁ.k‘u;u and net & C.Doll *ur-. r;lnblt_r.

R. W, Komer

DETERMIGED T0 €% "4 11 c{;

ADMIKISTRATIVE LAanlEQy

o DA onf[5=52— McG. Bundy




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Saturday, June 12, 1965
9:55 A. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Buzz asked me to check over the report of his conversation with
Herve Alphand (attached).

Alphand makes a business of arguing that there is no real dif-
ference between us and France. I honestly don't know how far he
persuades himself and how far this is a deliberate game. 1
suspect it is more the former than the latter, just as I believe
Walter Lippmann is sincere in his quite similar conclusions.

I do not think that Alphand is making any authorized overture, but
I do think he would dearly love to have cozy relations with you. I
can imagine nothing more foolish than for us to give special atten-
tion to him at this time -- one has only to imagine what the
Ambassadors of real friends would think,

If Alphand ever tries this line on me, I think I will give him a touch
of what Couve is telling foreign diplomats -- or even what de Gaulle
told Lippmann -- that the United States is more dangerous than

Russia or China.
W
W het 6.
McG. B.

TRANSFERRED 10 HARDWRITING

FILE
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P THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 10, 1965

1:45 p. m. quﬂy’r ﬁk”“JA1 Lﬂ~£ g Y-

o "

SUBJECT: Conversation, Ambassador Alphé.nd

FOR THE PRESIDENT

I am sure you will be interested in various comments made to
me within the past several days on his own initiative by the Ambassador
of France, who has just returned from a visit to Paris.

1. Alphand says the '"poor relations between France and America
are a figment of the journalists in both Washington and Paris. " He
says that among the people, outside Government, he finds no anti-
American sentiment in France and little other than pro-France
sentiment among Americans. '"All of this, " he says, 'is salon talk
among a limited number of people in or on the fringes of our Governments. "

2. Alphand says, '"Whatever is said in Paris, France will always
be with you when we are needed. The average Frenchman knows
this, just as the average American knows it. Your President is
being misrepresented by his press, so is my President -- except
that my President has more trouble with cartoonists in both countries
than your President has in either country. The journalists want to
keep alive the fight that was started before your President became
President -- and President DeGaulle knows that President Johnson
has discouraged the people in your Government from keeping that fight

alive. "

3. Alphand says, '"Mir. Martin made a speech that has been badly
reported in this country., If you will read it carefully, he is only
saying that the Western countries should look at the international
monetary situation and its problems and do some things about that
which have not been done all through these post-war years. What
Mr. Martin says ~- if you forget his remarks about 1929 -- is only
the same thing that General DeGaulle and Mr. Reuff have been saying
too., When General DeGaulle talks about gold standards, he doesn't
have a Council of Economic Advisors guiding him on what he says --
he just has Mr. Reuff. The General does not know much about gold
or international monetary matters. What he has asked for, I believe,
is not a return to the Gold Standard as much as he has asked the allies

DRCIE%“FTED )

. Guidelines TRANSFERRED TO HANDWRH‘H&\F““E

MJ\}.\ ﬂ}'&{ ?i

!

i




to look for a better standard than what we have now. I think many

people in your Government feel the same way, although they would

not follow the same way that General DeGaulle suggests. President

Johnson has a fine opportunity to take leadership in this field that _
has been neglected by too many people in my Capital and your Capital, too."

Comment: I am not sufficiently informed to make judgments about
this, but some of the Ambassador's observations, made on and at his
own initiative, seem to be in the nature of an overture. Perhaps
others could explore this more usefully and more intelligently than I.

HoYafg Busby

TRANSFERRED TO HANDWRITING FILE~ |




Saturday, 9:30 AM
June 12, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

The attached paper irom: Joe Fowler represents a real achievement
by Joe and Francis Bator. What Joe is now asking is that you

should {nstruct him to do what everyone really wants him to do --
nsamely, take the lead in an important, quiet study of the next steps

on the monetary front. A Presidential instruction is needéd simply
because while everyone agrees in principle that the Treasury should
do this job, they will not pitch in energetically except with a
Presidential summons. The paper is carefully drawn #o0 as to com-~
mit you to nothing and yet to force a broad-gauged study of the problem
as a whole. As Joe Fowler points out in his covering memorandum,
this plan has so far been held between his office and mine. Before we
ask for your final signature, we would like your permission to talk
about it with Gardner Ackley and George Ball. Bator assures me
that they would be favorable, bat we would not wish to go outside the
immediate White House- Treasury circle unless this is something
which you think well of at least in principle.

McG. B.

OK to check with Ball and Ackley

CK for Joe Fowler to check with
the panel of consultants proposed
on page 4 of the memorandum

\ )
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

—SECRET~ Friday, June 11, 1965
s Am.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Dominican Republic

1. Abe Fortas thinks less than nothing of the Bunker-Mann plan,
He just does not think that a government of technicians can do the
job, and his belief is that this phrase covers an intent to have a hard-
nosed right wing government. He believes that there is no real
middle -of-the -road here, and that we have to be for progress, or
against it right from the start., That is why he strongly urges that
we go back to the task of constructing a political government which
would have the support of '"constitutionalists'' and which would not
be violently opposed by the others.

2, Abe drew my attention to the fact that you and I together
had changed the Department's draft on four critical points:
the treatment of the Communists, the treatment of the Constitution
of 1963, the role of the military, and the shape of the government
(this last was a change which I had put into the telegram before you
saw it). He thinks we are trying to get our principles with Tom
Mann's practices and that it won't work.

3. I told Abe that we were trying to get agreement and not
disagreement among the President's advisers, but he stood his
ground.?( He told me he was going to Texas with you, and no doubt
you can pursye/the argument then.

4, That lgaves the question whether you want to have this cable
go out in the fheantime. Here it is in its currently revised form.
Perhaps we fquld change the introductory paragraph and simply
authorize BynRer to explore this possibility rather than tell him

that we agrde with it,

het B
DFECLASSIFIED McG. B.

By ol NARA Date\3-9¢
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By ol s NARA Date 1386

FOR BUNKER

We are in substantial agreement with ideas in your 2323.

(1) We conclude it would be extremely difficult to hold general
elections within time available this year, but we await your best
judgment on best target date both for possible elections for constituent
assembly and elections of constitutional government.

(2) Establishment of interim government at the earliest possible
date is of highest priority. Ecénomic problems of DR compounding at
accelerating rate. Meaningful progress towards solution of economic
problems impossible until political solution has been achieved. Positions
of both USG and OAS (within DR and in world opinion) can be expected to
become increasingly difficult as time passes and no political solution
evolves. Danger of rapid emergence anti-US nationalistic sentiment in
DR increases as time passes and no generally acceptable political
solution is found. Same is true to lesser extent with respect OAS.

(3) Our preference at this time, like yours, would be for an apolitical
government of technicians if this could be achieved. Most important slot
would of course be candidates for single or plural executive. Names
wﬂich occur to us offhand as well known to Embassy are Alejandro Gruillon,
Rafael Herrera, Nicolas Pichardo, Bishop Polanco and Tomas Pastoriza.
You will undoubtedly have other individuals in mind as well. In reference
to cabinet, there may be some advantage in moving toward a consensus

—ECRET~EXDIS
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R
in selecting names which are respected by all groups even though they do
have some political affiliation. At time Guzman formula was considered,

following names appeared to fit this category:

Here again you may have other individuals in mind.

(4) Composition of either type government at cabinet level and below will
present obvious difficulties given human resources on which Dominican
nation may call. Many of these officials will probably require technical
support, regardless of type of government which eventually eme rges.
Question: Should USG offer and/or attempt to provide this technical support
or should other OAS member governments be called upon? We tend towards
latter course because: (a) if USG technicians are provided, USG will bear
ultimate blame for inability to ''solve'f long list of insoluble problems DR
faces; and (b) a truly OAS 'solution'' to current crisis should have as much
OAS flavor as possible.

(5) The 1962 Constitution was reinstated at the time of the 1963 coup and
is now in effect. However, one of the major conditions Bosch has established
for political solution is reinstatement 1963 Constitution. This condition is
unacceptable various Dominican groups including GNR. On the other hand
Hune ans

itis obvious advantages from several points of view in using as much of

1963 Constitution as is feasible.

(6) We do not see how 1963 Constitution could be accepted in toto for simple

reason it would not work in present situation without considerable improvisation

=SEGRET -EXDIS
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and twisting of some articles.

(7) Possible alternative solutions would be (a) reinstate 1963 Constitution
and then suspend all articles which are not applicable in present situation or
which would present effective action against Communists, or (b) prepare
basic law under which provisional government would operate until constituent
assembly or group of experts could prepare new constitution which would
become effective when promulgated,- when approved by newly elected Congress,
or approved by people in plebiscite. Request your comments on these
alternatives. In meantime we will draft possible basic law using 1963
Constitution as point of departure.

(8) Since Dominican military and police will have responsibility for law
and order in country, adequate safeguards will be required to insure that
Dominican military police establishment will be apolitical and under control
of and responsive to will of interim government and elected government
which succeeds it. Individual officers will require special treatment such as
assignment or leave outside country. Query: Should efforts towards re-
structuring of Dominican military establishment be held in abeyance pending
inauguration of elected government, or will it be feasible to begin this task
earlier?

(9) OAS presence would presumably continue in DR in some form until

elected government is inaugurated. OAS supervision of elections taken for

granted.
SECSREF-EXDIS
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(10) We continue to believe Imbert must step down. Once Dominican
military establishment has acceptable alternative which it can rally, Imbert
should be much easier to deal with. FYI. We continue ready to o fer and
help provide safeguards for Imbert and his family, provided he goes along
with us when time comes. END FYI.

(11) We agree that it is highly unlikely that Bosch and rebel group will
accept solution mentioned above. Hopefully, once provisional government
is established, non-Communist elements in the rebel group will find solution
sufficiently attractive to cease organized resistance. We should be thinking
now of proposals that can be made to non-Communist rebels to encourage
them to accept provisional government including guarantees against reprisals
if they remain in country, and safe departure for those who wish to leave.
Best argument with rebels will be that they will have their chance to participate
in free and fair elections. It will also be helpful to be able to show clear
path to constitutional government and respect for as much as possible of
1963 constitution. We also believe there should be room in provisional
government for non-Communists who have been sympathetic to rebels if they
wish to serve,

(12) Provisional government should be committed to deal effectively with

Communist problem. The most important single safeguard for dealing with

Communists is solid agreement on cooperation between provisional government

SEGREF~EXDIS
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and OAS experts with whom in turn our experts could cooperate. This

close cooperation in identification and surveillance of Communists is an

indispensible requirement for us. Within this cooperation, two steps are

involved: (a) agreement should be reached on the definition of '"a Communist";

and (b) agreement should be reached on method of dealing with individuals

so identified. On question of definition, we tend towards identifying

Communists as members or known collaborators with MPD, PSPD, and

extreme left wing of 14th of June r;lovement. Provisional government should

consult with OAS and USG on this. On question of disposition, our position

is that Communists should be allowed to depart country voluntarily. We

also believe those unwilling to go voluntarily should be rounded up and

deported to a country of their choice provided arrangements can be made

for their entry into country of choice. Otherwise, they should be sent
preferred

wherever they will be accepted. But we repeat that this particular/solution

is less important than basic pattern of cooperation on this problem.

(13) Once interim government installed and recognized, USG stands
ready and eager to seek agreement with it on program aimed at relieving
short-term economic problems and promoting rapid long-term development.
We expect OAS-CIAP to play leading role.

(14) Finally, we are anxious for your current estimate of prospects for
formation of interim government and time frame within which you believe

it will be possible to get agreements necessary for its installation.

i
SECRET-EXDIS




Friday, June 11, 1965
11:45 A, M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

1 spoke to Adlal, who is here for the NSC meeting, and he agrees
entirely that there should be no advance speculation on your pos-
sible speech in San Francisco, and he has undertaken to get the word
to the Mission in New York in no uncertain terms.

When I read through the UPI notice Ialso called Butch Fisher in
ACDA because this particular story looks to me more like the
Disarmament Staff than Adlai's people. It is even posgsible that it
could bave come from Bill Foster in a misguided effort to show that
we are still interested in disarmament while we try to steexr people
away from 2 General Disarmament Conference. Butch also took
the point right away and hae agreed to sound the alarm with all his
people, from Foster down.

On all the evidence I am inclined to withdraw my initial suggestion
that this might have come from Stevenson's office.

MeG. B.
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—CONFIDENTIAL— Friday, June 1}, 1965
9:20 a. M. ;

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Irving Davidson

This is all I have on Irving Davidson. I will be
glad to look into it further if you will give me
guidance as to what you need. These papers
came to me via Kennedy Crockett, who may be
dumb but is completely straight. [ feel sure

that he used Davidson simply as a meaans of putting
a little distance between himself and Balaguer

at a time when Balaguer was not a man who could
be seen on the record.

‘McG. B.

DECLASSIFIED
£.0. 12958, Sec. 3.6

9-276
ll:r.N..dz-L'l ,gARA Date 2720
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THE WHITE HOUSE

June 9, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. BUNDY

- L e el B A T et A 4

L

SUBJECT: Irving Davidson and the Washington Star

1. Attached at Tab 1 is a letter from Irving:David-
" son to Justice about Davidson's messenger work be-
The '""Star' has the

tween Belaguer and Ken Crockett.

story and will print it today.

2. Attached at Tab 2 is a first draft of State's
press guidance. We will be asked to clear the final
version later in the day.

3, The draft guidance looks sensible to me. How

about you?

cC

Gordon Chase
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gl b : -'f‘-: , e I. IrviNng DaviDsSoON
RS o DR e R R ST o Svite 306 CiTy BUILDING
P GE R T S d CE hE m 1812 K STREET, N. W.
e AP e N WasminoTon 6, D. G,
AT e ik N DlsTRioT 7-3400 b : |
o LR A T May 17, 1965 . °
N il i i £
B s T : " Mr. Nathan B. Lenvin, Chief "
ST et el TR0y 7 T Registration Section :r . 2
Pala e e T a0 U, 8, Department of Justice : it 27 RS
Y SR e . 'Washington, D. C, : : e j
: -0 . Dear Mr, Lenvin: 8 . Wt sty i
L% ey b xl.;1_,', \‘_ A ST . 1 : X ]
100 S T S S DO : : I have been a close personal friend of Dr, Joaquin ©
P . Balaguer, former President of the Dominican Republic for the TRy g ;
. last several years. Our friendship has not been politicalor . - SR
.. ‘commercial in any way. . 3 5 T e o j

My purpose in writing this letter is to advise you TNEE ‘

‘that over a number of months and during the recent and current .

1. Dominican crisis and up to this very day, I have been called R

1 ..:.__{_- upon by Mr. Kennedy Crockett, Director of Caribbean Affairs, ' ;
+- Dominican Task Force, U. 8. Department of State, RE-7-5600 ° = &
extension 3602, to carry messages-to and from Dr. Balaguer. ; '.‘. -

e 2 i

i have never received remuneration from either qroup i

_‘and Tam glad to be of service to my government in any way I - R

.. .can, However, I wish you would advise me if I am obliga.ted e g b B

*‘ta register under any phase of the Forel.gn Agents Registration 1S ;-

Act for these activities. AR ARSI R JTIL i

/-){ ‘ Sincerely, .' ‘,‘ £y
':' N ¥ d :
.i“_.,.'re s It
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Mr. Nathan B. Lenvin

‘Chief, Registration Section
Internal Security Division . ¢
Dapartmcnt of Justice w pa o SV

INR/DDC - Gene F Caprio

e Y

Forciwn Agents Registration Act'

i This is in response to your memo of 5/18!65
asking for any comment which the State Department
< might wish to make with respect to the veracity of .
' the assertions made in the letter, dated 5/17/65,
*“addressed to you by I, Irving DAVIDSON, as well as
. any detalls whih we might be able to furnish re the
nature and extent of Mr. DAVIDSON's aaivicies in: 2"

;;4«.aconnaction wtth Dr. Balaguer-

TR
o

.‘I. Irving DAWIDSON, Dominican Rapublic

Iéﬁier affirms that the ststements made in the sacond'
paraaraph of Mr. DAVIDSON'B lattar are correct.w_
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FIRST DRAFT 6/9

QUESTION: Is there anything to the report in the Evening Star that Irving

Davidson was used to get z_nessages to Joaquin Belaguer, former President

pf the Dominican Republic?

ANSWER:I Mr. Davidson is known to the Department of State. It was

also known to the Department of State that he was a friend of J'oaquin-

Belaguer, The Department did ask-Mr., Davidson for help in making ar=-

rangements in contacting br. Be’léguer and getting a message to him.

The Depa.rt_ment wanted to maintain contact with Dr. Belaguer just as it

has mainta.ineci contact with all poiitical elements in the Dominican Re=-

public.. 1
If pressed on the question of compensation for Mr. Davidson's

services,' you may state that Mr, Davidson is an Americajn citizen who

was able to perform a useful service in an emergency. He was not com=-

pensated for this incidental service.
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COCNFIDENTIAL Friday, June 11, 1965

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Petition for re-hearing on the Medal of Freedom
procedure

1. I am sorry to say that I doubt very much if we can geta
group of outstanding men to award a "Preaidential Medal of
Freedom’ {f the Presideut himgelf will have nothing to do with
the results. Morgover, I am very much afrald that we would
get criticism that would have some justification if the President
were to take no interest in citizens who have given s lifetime of
service, while he is able to take ths time to congratulate college
freshmen. It seems to me that we would be giving the snipers a
fat target for no purpose.

2. 1 beleve that if we move the responsibility for selection
entirely outside the White House and the Executive Branch, your
own role will be that of simple ceremonial in which both the
President and the Presidency will be immune from criticism
or from complaint. If an award is criticized, it will be the
committes that gets the criticiam. If a particular winner
misbehaves, bis behavior will have only a very marginal relation
to you -« because it will simply make no sense to.turn down an
award that comes from this kind of committee just because he does
not like our policy toward Lower Slobbovia.

3. If we can't keep the President in this affair at all, I would
think we would do better simply to let the whole process wait for a
year on the ground that we had made large numbers of awards last
year and the year before, and that we wantad time out for a breathing
spell. Such a procedure couid be readily understood and explained,
and you could make a fresh choice next year when we will know bettar
where we are in our dealings with angry artlsts.

McG. B.
Let's wait a year

All right, I will join in the award ceremonies

Proceed as I indicated earlier, by getting
a committee to give this Medal in its own way,
and on its own time, and somewhere elae

DEEREIRED 10 rx 4u
mma TIVE MaRking

o A o /(-3




CONFIDENTIAL

AGENDA

NSC Meeting - June 11, 1965 - Noon

1. Report on Developments in Viet-Nam - Ambassador Taylor
2.. U.S. Political Planning for Viet-Nam - Secretary Rusk
3. U.S. Military Planning for Viet-Nam =- Secretary McNamara

4, Discussion.

CONEIDENTFHATL DECLASSIFIED
E.O, 12353, Sec. 3.,4(b)
White }éouse Guidelines, Feb. 2‘% 1983

By ©C4  NARS, Date_Z—( -8 3




ATTENDANCE LIST FOR THE 552th NSC MEETING
JUNE 11, 1965, AT 12:00 IN THE CABINET ROOM
OF THE WHITE HOUSE

The President of the United States, Presiding
The Vice President of the United States

AID
David E, Bell, Administrator

CIA
Admiral William F. Raborn, Director

DEFENSE
Robert S. McNamara, Secretary
Cyrus Vance, Deputy Secretary
John McNaughton, Assistant Secretary (ISA)

JCS
General Earle G. Wheeler, USA, Chairman

OEP
Buford Ellington, Director

STATE
Dean Rusk, Secretary
George W. Ball, Under Secretary
Llewellyn E, Thompson, Ambassador-at-Large

William P. Bundy, Assistant Secretary for Far Eastern Affairs

Adlai E, Stevenson, U.S. Representative to the UN
Ambassador Maxwell Taylor

TREASURY
Henry H. Fowler, Secretary

USIA
Carl T. Rowan, Director

WHITE HOUSE
McGeorge Bundy
George Reedy
Bill Moyers
Douglass Cater
Bromley Smith

ATTORNEY GENERAL
Nicholas DeB. Katzenback




June 11, 1965
To: Mr, O'Brien
From: McGeorge Bundy
Larry:
The President would like to
have this memorandum sent from

your office to Fulbright, Mansfield,
and Dirksen,




MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT June 8, 1965

SUBJECT: Rebuttal of Congressional Attack on $89 Million for
Southeast Asia

1. Why Extra Economic Money Now in Such a Hurry?

(Senator Aiken: '"Mr, President, I am not now in a mood to be very
obliging when the Administration asks for $89 million which it does
not need at the present time. The Administration does not need it
now any more than it will need the money on the lst of July, It can
get it on the 1st of July., What it now desires is to propagandize

the world into believing that the Congress is unanimously behind any
move which the Administration chooses to make. For that reason

I am voting for the amendment and against the substitute. ")

a. Vietnam ($56.5 million).

It is difficult for a country with per capita income of $100 to
fight a war, and at the same time to maintain a growing
civilian economy to support the essential long-term task of
nation building. During 1965, there is a massive build-up

of the Vietnamese' own war effort. (Vietnamese spending

for military purposes will rise by the equivalent of about

$100 million. Military and para-military forces are scheduled
to increase by about 160,000 men.) We have just completed
detailed planning for FY 1966, Itis now clear -- as we said it
might be in the Aid message in February -- that without sub-
stantial new resources from the U, S., the local Vietnamese
military build-up would result in (i) an appreciable cutback

in the already meager standard of consumption; (ii) a sharp
reduction in basic economic investment; (iii) run-away inflation.

If we were concerned only with the short-run military effort,
we could say: '"Shift resources to defense from investment, "
But since we are in this for the long pull, that would be short-
sighted.

$45 million is explicitly earmarked to cover additional industrial
and construction materials and consumer goods which we don't
think the local economy can supply; $5 millionis reserved for
important village electrification projects; $5 million for improved
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3.
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medical services; and $1.5 million for feasibility surveys
to map out further nation building investment.

b. Baltimore Follow-Up, $19 million (Nam Ngum Dam $13.5
million; Laos-Thailand transmission lines $0, 5 million;
feasibility/engineering studies of other Mekong project;,
$5 million. ) '

The Nam Ngum is the International Mekong Committee's highest
priority project. On the basis of his diplomatic explorations
following the' Baltimore speech, Eugene Black strongly recom-
mended that we make a commitment now to support half its

cost. In Black's judgment, if we had_d-:_'agged our feet on

this -- or on financing of the feasibility and engineering studies -~
the momentum generated by the Baltimore speech would have
been lost.

c. Other Regional: Laos/Thailand, $13.5 million

Police Program, $4.5 million

Medical, $2 million _
Village Public Works, Equipment and Training, $6 million
Agricultural Development, $1 million

The $4.5 million extra for the police program in Northern Laos
and Thailand reflects a reassessment of security needs in the area.

The other $9 million is a proof that the President meant business
in Baltimore, and that we really care about peaceful development
in the entire area. Health, agriculture, and village public works
are the fields in which we can move both quickly and productively.

Will this commit us to unlimited economic spending on the Mekong

(Hickenlooper, Williams, Gruening, and Ellender)? No

Not a dime will go to support the war effort (Williams).

Wrong: The large increase in Vietnam's own defense effort would

be impossible without such help. It would result in run-away inflation

in the short run, and stagnation over the longer run.

Why not spend it all in Vietnam '"on the bull's eye' (Mundt)?

The President meant what he said in Baltimore about the peaceful
development of the entire region. i
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Any of it to be spent in North Vietnam (McClellan)? No.

This will help the VC, which really controls the country (Morse)

No: funds will be spent in and in support of secure areas.

Take it out of original MAP appropriations (Morse Azlnendment,
22 votes in favor)

This is an attack on the FY '66 MAP request, and has nothing to do
with the merits of the $89 million,

They tacked it on the aid bill ''as a whip to make us vote for the
whole package' (Cotton) Not so.

Is this part of a comprehensive plan, or an emergency palliative (Cooper)?

It is both an emergency measure and a first step in a larger plan,



MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT June 8, 1965

SUBJECT: Rebuttal of Congressional Attack on $89 Million for
Southeast Asia

1. Why Extra Economic Money Now in Such a Hurry?

(Senator Aiken: '"Mr, President, I am not now in a mood to be very
obliging when the Administration asks for $89 million which it does
not need at the present time. The Administration does not need it
now any more than it will need the money on the 1st of July. It can
get it on the lst of July. What it now desires is to propagandize

the world into believing that the Congress is unanimously behind any
move which the Administration chooses to make. For that reason

I am voting for the amendment and against the substitute. ')

a. Vietnam ($56. 5 million)

It is difficult for a country with per capita income of $100 to
fight a war, and at the same time to maintain a growing
civilian economy to support the essential long-term task of
nation building. During 1965, there is a massive build-up

of the Vietnamese' own war effort. (Vietnamese spending

for military purposes will rise by the equivalent of about

$100 million. Military and para-military forces are scheduled
to increase by about 160,000 men.) We have just completed
detailed planning for FY 1966. Itis now clear -- as we said it
might be in the Aid message in February -- that without sub-
stantial new resources from the U, S., the local Vietnamese
military build-up would result in (i) an appreciable cutback

in the already meager standard of consumption; (ii) a sharp
reduction in basic economic investment; (iii) run-away inflation.

If we were concerned only with the short-run military effort,
we could say: ''Shift resources to defense from investment, "
But since we are in this for the long pull, that would be short-
sighted.

$45 million is explicitly earmarked to cover additional industrial
and construction materials and consumer goods which we don't
think the local economy can supply; $5 million is reserved for
important village electrification projects; $5 million for improved
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medical services; and $1.5 million for feasibility surveys
to map out further nation building investment.

Baltimore Follow-Up, $19 million (Nam Ngum Dam $13.5
million; Laos-Thailand transmission lines $0. 5 million;
feasibility/engineering studies of other Mekong projects,
$5 million. )

The Nam Ngum is the International Mekong Committee's highest
priority project. On the basis of his diplomatic explorations
following the Baltimore speech, Eugene Black strongly recom-
mended that we make a commitment now to support half its

cost. In Black's judgment, if we had-a?agged our feet on

this -- or on financing of the feasibility and engineering studies --
the momentum generated by the Baltimore speech would have
been lost.

Other Regional: Laos /Thailand, $13.5 million

Police Program, $4.5 million

Medical, $2 million

Village Public Works, Equipment and Training, $6 million
Agricultural Development, $1 million

The $4.5 million extra for the police program in Northern Laos
and Thailand reflects a reassessment of security needs in the area.

The other $9 million is a proof that the President meant business
in Baltimore, and that we really care about peaceful development
in the entire area. Health, agriculture, and village public works
are the fields in which we can move both quickly and productively.

2. Will this commit us to unlimited economic spending on the Mekong
(Hickenlooper, Williams, Gruening, and Ellender)? No

3.

Not a dime will go to support the war effort (Williams).

Wrong: The large increase in Vietnam's own defense effort would

be impossible without such help. It would result in run-away inflation
in the short run, and stagnation over the longer run.

Why not spend it all in Vietnam '"on the bull's eye' (Mundt)?

The President meant what he said in Baltimore about the peaceful
development of the entire region.
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Tuesday, 7:15 p.m.
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT June 8, 1965

SUBJECT: Rebuttal of Congressional Attack on $89 Million for
Southeast Asia.

1. Why Extra Economic Money Now in Such a Hurry?

(Senator Aiken: '"Mr. President, I am not now in a mood to be very
obliging when the Administration asks for $89 million which it does
not need at the present time. The Administration does not need it
now any more than it will need the money on the 1st of July. It can
get it on the 1st of July. What it now desires is to propagandize

the world into believing that the Congress is unanimously behind any
move which the Administration chooses to make. For that reason

I am voting for the amendment and against the substitute. ')

a. Vietnam ($56.5 million)

It is difficult for a country with pezcapita income of $100 to
fight a war, and at the same time fo maintain a growing
civilian economy to support the essential long-term task of
nation building. During 1965, there is a massive build-up

of the Vietnamese' own war effort, (Vietnamese spending

for military purposes will rise by the equivalent of about

$100 million, Military and para-military forces are scheduled
to increase by about 160,000 men,) We have just completed
detailed planning for FY 1966. It is now clea;ﬂas we said it
might be in the Aid Message in February -- that without sub-
stantial new resources from the U.S., the local Vietnamese
military build-up would result in (i) an appreciable cut-

back in the already meager standard of consumption; (ii) a
sharp reduction in basic economic investment; (iii) run-away
inflation.

If we were concerned only with the short-run military effort,
we could say: '"Shift resources to defense from investment. "
But since we are in this for the long pull, that would be short-
sighted.

$45 million is explicitly earmarked to cover additional industrial
and construction materials and consumer goods which we don't
think the local economy can supply; $5 million is reserved for
important village electrification projects; $5 million for improved
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Any of it to be spent in North Vietnam (McClellan)? No,

This will help the VC, which really controls the country (Morse)

No: funds will be spent in and in support of secure areas.

Take it out of original MAP appropriations (Morse Amendment,
22 votes in favor)

This is an attack on the FY '66 MAP request, and has nothing to do
with the merits of the $89 million.

They tacked it on the aid bill "as a whip to make us vote for the
whole package' (Cotton) Not so.

Is this part of a comprehensive plan, or an emergency palliative (Cooper)?

It is both an emergency measure and a first step in a larger plan.
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Any of it to be spent in North Vietnam (McClellan)? No

This will help the VC, which really controls the country (Morse)

No: funds will be spent in and in support of secure areas.

Take it out of original MAP appropriations (Morse Amendment,
22 votes in favor)

This is an attack on the FY '66 MAP request, and has nothing to do
with the merits of the $89 million.

They tacked it on the aid bill "as a whip to make us vote for the
whole package' (Cotton) Not so.

Is this part of a comprehensivé plan, or an emergency palliative (Cooper)?

It is both an emergency measure and a first step in a larger plan,

"
»

. 5

McG. B.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

SECRET Thursday, June 10, 1965

9:45 a, m,

3 g}lé,g/
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Agenda for Meeting on Vietnam
at 10:30 a. m.

We will be ready to talk about these items at
our 10:30 meeting. In addition, General
Taylor has said to me privately that he hopes
to have a word alone with you at the end of
the meeting -- I think he wants to talk about
his personal affairs, Since you are still
deliberating on this matter, you may want

to make a date with him for later today or
Friday morning, and have a talk with Bob and
Dean and me in between.

. A

McG, B.

DECLASSIFIED
Authority NL 3 ¥ 3-25°
By_A<o/ _ NARS, Date_6-19-F%




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

SECRET

1.

Agenda for meeting on Vietnam, Thursday,
June 10, 1965

Review of planned deployments

Review of Congressional relations and possible
Congressional Resolution

Review of political proposals to the Quat Government
(the Acheson Plan)

Review of international propaganda position before Bandung II
in Algiers at the end of June

DECLASSIFIED _
T [f&__ }1; ks )- Tg "{\f'l__'&{:__ 1O~ ¢ KL )
By Q4 _NARS,Date 7 3§D
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Tuesday, June 8, 1965

12:30 p. m.
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Bernie Gwertzman's story on Czech advice to us

1. Gwertzman's story seems accurate, but very one-sided, Itis
outrageous that American officials should have spoken to him as they
apparently did. What they have done is to translate an extreme case of
localitis into public criticism. But I have no doubt some Czechs said what
Gwertzman says they said.

2. The fact is that in our policy toward Eastern Europe we have to walk
a tight rope between talking too much and talking too little. If we overdo it
we can get serious backfires -- though this one is trivial. But if we never
suggest that we are interested in the erosion of the Iron Curtain, we cannot
possibly get public support for the kind of practical actions which the Miller
Report recommends. The public policy of bridge-building is a necessary
part of the democratic conduct of foreign policy on this very sensitive issue.
A man as friendly to these countries as Averell Harriman thinks we should
make much more nolse than we do.

3. The language of your last statement was very carefully constructed.
It reads as follows:

"First, we must hasten the slow erosion of the iron curtain.

By building bridges between the nations of Eastern Europe and the
West we bring closer the day when Europe can be reconstituted
within its wide historic boundaries. For our part, after taking
counsel with our European allies, I intend to recommend measures
to the United States Congress to increase the flow of peaceful trade
between Eastern Europe and the United States, "

This language was cleared by Tommy Thompson, who watches very closely
on just this issue., It is in no sense provocative. It lays a necessary basis
for the practical actions we hope to take as time goes on.

4. This type of wiseguy criticism is normal and not very important.
It is a very different thing from what Lippmann is about to do. So the real
trouble with the Gwertzman story is not that he should have written it, but
rather that it should be given front-page play in a paper like the Star.
This kind of narrowly based nitpicking does not deserve that kind of treatment.
I will needle Crosby Noyes on this the next time he calls, which he does
quite a lot. :

MeG, B.


https://criticl.sm

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
June 8, 1965 Tuesday
12:15 PM

Memorandum to:

Skcretary Rusk

Undersecretary Ball

Ambagsador Stevenson

Assistant Secretary Cleveland
In approximately fifteen s I am §€h€auied to speak
at the 20th anniversary of the United Nationg. I would
like, by the beginning of nex week,| to have some pos-
itive and constructive proposaly for restoring and
strengthening the United Nations.\ I domot believe
I can make such a speech -- given the current condition

of the UN ~-- unless we have some imaginative and realis-

tic initiatives.

I :*r::'.';mrms FILE:




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, June 8, 1965
11:15 a.m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Memorandum to Secy Rusk

Something like this would, I think, have a
stimulating effect in the Department. I know
that some good men are hard at work, but this
will give them a much stronger mandate.

he. 6.
McG. B.



June 8, 1965
MEMORANDUM TO: The Secretary of State

As you know, I have etated that "It is my hope and plan
at this time to be in San Francisco™ during the commeme
orative seasions of the General Assembly on June 24,

25 and 26. I do not wish to make a final decision about
this visit untl]l I am convinced that the occasion can be
used for a truly ussful statement of our policy.

Accordingly, I would itke to have by next Monday, June 14,
a full set of the most {maginative and constructive proposals
that you and your colleaguse can suggest for inclusion in
such & statement., You and I will need to review thase
proposals in the following daye before final dectsions are
made on them, but what I would like in the first instance

fs a set of idenn widely and boldly conceived.

1 should add that I am not {ntereated {n empty flattery or
in naglecting the fact that there are real issues to be met
in the future work of the United Nations, Any statement
we maks on this occasion should be ons which éombines
practical good sense with cur desp and proven concern
for effective international cooperation.

LBJ McG:Bmz

g7s
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Monday, June 8, 1965
7 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Here is Komer's background paper on the
Pak/Indian Aid Decision. I think he makes

a very good case for authorizing the immediate
public decisions, while insisting on a hard new
look at our Indian/Pak policy. We can turn
this around much better in private than in
public in the first stages.

-

MeG. B.

SECRET-. ATTACHMENT
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

—SEGRET-EXPIS— Monday, June 7, 1965
7:15 P, M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

The attached report of a conversation with Balaguer
is interesting.

My own feeling is that his solution is very near to what
we should come out with., I would throw in a substantial
dash of "constitutionalism' precisely in order to be
forthcoming to the Caamano forces, even though they
did not accept it, My object will be to leave them as
the dogs in the manger while the country goes about its
business.

On another subject, I talked with Abe this afternoon
and he will do his best with Munoz and Benitez. He
thinks both of them can be made to see the point, but
he doubts if Bosch can -- I am afraid I agree with
him.

DECLASSIFIED
Authority NLy 83-205

By_<ica’__ NARS, Date_S~/S-8Y¢
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June &4, 1965 I
SUBJECT: Dr. Joaquin Balaguer's Views as of June 4, 1965

I met with Dr. Balaguer for several hours this evening.
I gave him our line. I heard and discussed his views., The
bare bones of the conversation can be summarized as follows:

Balaguer believes:

1. 3(a)(5)

2. Despite the risks involved, an electoral
solution offers the only apparent way out
at this time.
3. An apolitical interim government capable
of winning general national support must
be formed and installed as quickly as
possible -- preferably w1th1n the next few
days.
4., Such a government will not be supported by
. Bosch or the Caamafio crowd in Ciudad Nueva.
5. It will not be possible to talk Caamafio and
his crowd out of Ciudad Nueva =-- it would be
a mistake to shoot them out. :
6. During the interim period, they should be
left alone, but contained in Ciudad Nueva.
Time, attrition and the people will dissolve
them in a matter of weeks once an interim
government of national consensus is installed
and has gained recognition. .
7. At best, any interim government will be weak
and capable of holding office for only a
limited period -- a year at the outside, but
.~ . perhaps no longer than six months.
E + 8. Elections should be delayed until the cllmate
' is more propitious -- at the same time, elections

SECREZ-~ EXDIS
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must be held as soon as possible. The

- trick is to delay the holding of elections .

for a period which can be gauged as the
probable effective life expectancy of the
interim government.

There can be no assurance who will win when
elections are held, but it seems highly
unlikely Bosch will run. Barring a sudden
and extreme surge of nationalism, the eventu
winner will probably be someone capable of

. heading a government not unacceptable to

10.

. 11,

Balaguer

the US.
Although ‘illiterate and unsophisticated in

al

politics, the Dominicans can learn and have °

learned a good bit from their unhappy experi
ences since Trujillo's death. _This is
reassuring. ;

The military establishment must be greatly

reduced in size and completely restructured.

This should be accomplished, to the extent
possible, during the tenure of the interim
government and while the IAF is still in the
Dominican Republic.

will take the followlng actions: -~

Urge his contacts and followers to establish
liaison with like-minded groups and come to
the OAS committee with concrete proposals,

including a slate of names from which a single

interim Chief of State might be selected.
Impress upon all of those with whom he is in
contact that they should make their views
and proposals known to the 0AS committee,
regardless of whether they are able to agree
on a common plan of action.

" @ECRET - EXDIS S
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When and if a national consensus is judged .
by the OAS committee to have emerged, Bala- .
guer will fall into line if it is at all
possible for him to do so, regardless of
whether his supporters have at the point in
time thrown their lot in with the group '

~heard by the OAS committee.

Balaguer estimates:
1. Viriato Fiallo is no longer the power he once
: was, in the Cibao or elsewhere. He might @
o capitalize on a wave of nationalism. . ;
2, Bonnelli is an elder statesman -- heard but
no longer heeded. .
"Youth" in the Dominican Republlc is restive

and looking for a change. They want work

- and stability just as much. Both ends can-

not be achieved fully and-simultaneously --

 but the problem must be recognized. One way

of partially dealing with it would be to
include young, progressive but non-communist-

elements in both the interim and elected

governments to the extent reasonably competent
individuals can be identified and recruited.,

‘Augusto Lora, who ﬁeads Dr. Balaguer's party in the
Dominican Republlc is now in the. . U.S. He will carry
Dr. Balaguer's message'to the Partido Reformlstaxfalthful

and other sympathetic groups in the D.R.

Copies to:

Mr. Read - 8/S - 4

‘Mr. Vaughn - ARA - 1

Ambassador Bunker - 1 (by telegram through Mr Vaughn){f

Mr Allen - RPA -1

-’

_GEGREP - EXDIS
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Monday, June 7, 1965
$00 £ A,

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: CIA Estimate, "Soviet Attitudes
Toward the UsS"

1. The attached CIA estimate is uwnusually
interesting, aand I think you will want to read at
least the first page and perhaps the whole thing.

2. The net of it is that the Soviets made a
policy decision to mend their Communist fences
even at the expense of good relations with us.

This is a point which is worth making publicly,
and I will be making it to newspapermen who listen,
unless you object.

McG. B.

SECRET attachment
SNIE 11-11-65 26 May 65




g/c’] THE WHITE HOUSE
( : WASHINGTON

Monday, June 7, 1965
3:45 PM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Dean Rusk gave me two pieces of information after the
Menzies luncheon ended:

1. Senator Dirksen has agreed not to press his Free
China military assistance amendment.

2. Senator Fulbright has agreed not to press for my
appearance at hearings on the Dominican Republic unless
I ask for an invitation. I told Dean I could be counted on
not to crash that particular party.

. s

McG. B.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

g\

Monday, June 7, 1965
3:45 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Shooting of Civilian Vietnamese in

Saigon by US Sentries

Alexis Johnson takes a fairly serious view of this

matter and says that it may have political repercussions.

Since the shooting occurred on a public street and not
on US territory, it is a violation of Vietnamese law.
Preliminary investigations suggest that the sentry was
hasty at least, and since the man killed was a Catholic,
there may be some ugly reaction. The Embassy is
watching closely and will obviously do what it can.

I attach a copy of Johnson's reporting cable.

b A

McG. B.

CONFIBENTHAEL ATTACHMENT
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NOUGH' OF. I_ATTER"TO GUARD ‘ALL" us, INSTALLAT]’.ONS) saii:

NOT

£ DECLASSIFIED
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FOUR MEN COMING TOWARDS HIM DOWN ALLEY, HOLLERED "HALT,™ = 5"« 5 sersn o
AND WHEN THEY KEPT ON HE THEN FIRED WARNING SHOT OVER THEIR ..+ - 7= =0

HEADS. VIETNAMESE THEN BROKE INTO RUN. TWO US EM ON_ - = :
GUARD AT FRONT. OF BEQ PURSUED VIETNAMESE FROM DIFFERENT DIRECTIONS
THROUGH ONE OR MORE ALLEYS, -FIRING FIVE SHOTS IN-AIR, AND THEN.wlw;
SEVEN AT -THEM. POLICE STATE: MP'S WERE, BLOCK AWAY FROM BEQ: -

WHEN VIETNAMESE STUDENT, .17, WAS KILLED,'hND *16- YEAR-OLD. f
r‘YC‘-!..O DRIVER -WAS SERIOUSLY WOUNDED IN: STOMACH. POLICE _SA

TQSSH
1 _VEl\kI,..OF*EVIDEN
< THREEG UARD S¥ INVOL!
Mmg:rwssnsarm@oﬁuucm: ;%;ﬁo_m
HARGES' UNDERZARTICLES OF%

PAGE '3 RUMJIR "3895A~€—6- - : :
VIETNAMESE .L AW - YOU ‘MAY NOT*® INJURE OR KILLEVEN- AN -INTRUDER
OR TRESPASSER. UNLESS HE. THREATENS YOU WITH BODILY INJURY AND'.
: YOO MAY DO SO THEN ONLY IF HE IS WITHIN CONFINES YOUR Z\ﬂu?*
| CWN PROPERTY. KILLING IN PUBLIC STREET IS CONSIDERED MURDER
. OR MANSLAUGHTER. VIETNAMESE.IN THIS CASE WERE NOT  INTRUDING .~ . o«
{'ON US FACILITY AND PUBLIC REPERCUSSIONS CAN BE EXPECTED. '\j}"l
| ACCORDING TO POLICE UGLY RUMORS OF MEANING OF INCIDENT. ARE < g
IALREADY CIRCULATING AMONG CYCLGuDRIUERS AND CATHOLICS, BOTH

F?ESENTLY UOLATILE GROUPS;J

AT REGULAR PRESS BRIEFING""TODAY:.;INITIAL REPORT OF' INCIDEN
HICH$HAD- BEEN'BROADCAST -OVER “AFRS, 'WAS -ISSUED .TO PRESS,
CORRECTIONS BASED .ON: LATERZINFORMATION. (RELEASE. DOES “NOT:
_INCLUDE INFORMATION ON’ SLIPPOSED RELI‘GION 0
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LIMITED OFFICIAL USE June 7, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Letter from Prince Bernhard of The Netherlands
on Whale Conservation

Attached at Tab A 18 a letter fxom Frince Bernhard of the Netherlands
asking your assistance in securing international agreement for con
servation measures to protect declining whale rasources,

The principal problem has been gotting the Russisns and the Japsnese,
the major whalers in the Antavctle, to accept o system of quotas.
Preliminary agreement has been reached to put such quotas into

effect by the 1967/68 season, Prince Bernhard would Mke them
implemented sooner. Our negotiators ars convinced we could only

get Russian and Japanese agreemen? to & guota arrangement if we
were prepared to compromise on the timetable, and an agreement to
this effoct is now in the making. Berahard's proposal could undo the
package, and we see no gain in this,

Given these considerations, 1 am inclined to go along with our nego-
tlators and have had a reply to Bernhard prepared indicating our
support for his purposes, but making it clear that we were preparaed
to accept a slippage in the timetable in return for a workable arrange~
ment,

The proposed reply o Priace Eernhard is attached at Tab B,

McG. B.

Attachmonts

Approved and signed
Disapproved

Discuss ,
LIMITED OFFICIAL USE
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June 7, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Re: John Chancellor Broadcast

Jake Jacobsen last week asked me to give you a comment on a

May 14 broadcast of John Chancellor {attached). On the whole

it seems to me that Chancellor has given a pretty accurate 3
description of the problem we have in the Caribbean. He nit-

picks on the question of what we might do about a freely elected
Communist regime (John Cakes raised the same question with me

in New York last week), but then he goes an to agree that we have

to use our influence to avoid such a result, and refexring to the Cuban
missile crisis, he says we would not wish to wait so long again in

a crisis situation for the exercise of American power.

This cornmiiment against Commmunism in the Caribbean is a
development of our foreign policy, but it is a development which
goes back at least four years. In yowr speech of May £ you guoted
what President Konnedy said in 1963, You could also have quoted
what he said in 1961:

“But let the record show that our reatraint is ndt inexhaustible.
Should it ever appear that the inter-American doctrine of non-
interference merely conceals or excuses a policy of nonaction -

if the nations of this Hemisphere should fall to meet their commit-
ments ageinst outside Communist penetration <~ then I want it
¢clearly understood that this Government will not hesitate in meeting
its primary obligations which are to the security of our Nationl

“Sheuld that time ever come, we do not intend to be lectured on
“intervention™ by those whose charactdr was stamped for all time on
the bloody streets of Budapest!” MeG. B.
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Saturday, June 5, 1965 -
7:50 p.m. -

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Ch'en Yi message on Vietnam

In view of the importance which some of us

have attached to the Ch'en Yi message via the
British, you may be interested in this rather
cooler assessment by a bright guy named George
Denney in the State Intelligence bureau. Itis
well written and persuasive, except that I think
the actual transmitision of the message has a
little more meaning than he gives it.

MCG. Bi

CONFIDENTIAL attachment




Saturdaf, “une 5, 1965
6:35 p.m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

Here is Bob McNamara's memorandum
about the views of our leading people
in Europe on the IL-28. The delay

on this one is my fault.

McG. B.




THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

2 June 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

While I was in Europe for the meeting of the NATO Defense

* Ministers, I discussed with U.S. civilian and military representatives

the movement of IL28 bombers into Hanoi and possible U.S. responses.
Their views follow:

Ambassador Bruce: He does not believe that it is necessary
for either political or military reasons to strike the bombers now or
in the immediate future. Such an action would carry with it a high
risk of escalation. He suggests it would be well for the U.S. to
inform the Soviets, through appropriate private channels, that we view
the introduction of these airtraft with great concern, and if they are
used to strike our forces or military or civilian centers of the South
Vietnamese, we would find it necessary to respond with great force.

He emphasized the absolute necessity of "prior consultation" with the
British in the event we do carry out a strike on Phuc Yen. '

General Lemnitzer: So long as there are no more than a
small number of IL28's in North Vietnam (I reported to him that at -
present we estimate there are approximately 9 aircraft at Phuc Yen),
he would be inclined to defer a strike against them. When the number
becomes’ large and militarily significant General Lemnitzer would
strike to destroy them. In his opinion, the Soviets would not respond
to a U.S. strike against Phuc Yen with overt military action in Western

" Europe -- they might harass the corridors to Berlin, and in that event
. General Lemnitzer would suggest we harass their seaborne commerce.

Ambassador Bohlen: He does not believe the Soviets will
allow the bombers to be used initially sgainst Saigon or other civ-

"ilian targets in South Vietnam. For this and other reasons, he recom-

mends against attacking the IL28's until they move south of the 1Tth
parallel. If and when they do so, we should hit back hard. He said

it would be a tossup as to how the Soviets would react if we strike

the IL28's before they move south of the demarcation line. He pointed
out the Soviets are in a bad spot: They do not want to become involved
in the war in Southeast Asia, but they do have to protect their position
in the Communist world, and the current regime does not have the sta-
bility of Khrushchev's. In the event we did strike first, he doubts
that the Soviets would start any military action in Europe because they
would recognize that to do so "would be committing suicide for fear of
death." And he does not believe they would go to war in the Far East
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because they would think such action would lead to war in Europe. Their
military reaction would probably be slight, but the international reaction
‘to our move would be very bad, e.g., we would probably lose the support

of the British. He made exactly the same suggestion as Ambassador Bruce, ?
i.e., couldn't we get word to the Soviets that if the IL28's are used

against us or against the South Vietnamese, "we will blast you."

Gt

. McNamara

ce:  Secretary Rusk
Mr. McGeorge Bundy




Saturday, June 5, 1965
6:30 p.m.
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Bob McNamara's paper on
economic aid to Pakistan and India

Here is Bob McNamara's paper on aconomic
aid to Pakistan and India, which was mentioned
at lunch. Our yecords show that it was sent

to you at the Ranch, and returned from your
office after last weekend.

MceG, B.

$EJRET ttachment

(‘-a? ;zgecD
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TOPSECRET" 6:00 'p.m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: = George Ball's cable to Taylor

1. Here is George's outgoing of June 1, and
the answer from Taylor and Johnson. What they say
in essence is that they would like to maintain and increase
pressure by air attacks as well as by efforts in the
South. They would aveid the Hanoi-Haiphong area
except for an occasional selected target ~- and they
believe a little more than we do that pain in the North
will help bring a change of heart in Hanoi.

2. lshare Bob McNamara's view that we can
readily framne a specific program over the next month
that will be acceptable to the Embassy without unacceptable
risks of escalation. Imyself am more attracted than
Rusk and McNamara by the aotion of aa occasional
limited attack inside the Hanol perimeter -~ probably
in the Haiphong port area.

McG. B.
TQRSECRE Tattachments
JW;L by

Sl g ¥ 03~
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Saturday, June 5, 1965
5:00 p. m.

—SEGREFT—
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: FY 65 money for India and Pakistan -- again

l. I attach a memorandum which Bob Komer has
prepared at my request. He and I are acting here for
Dean Rusk and Dave Bell, both of whom feel that time
is running out on the India/Pak aid decisions affecting
FY 65. As<the—mrerre—shows, We had thought that this
could wait until the latter part of the month, but Dave
now has a problem with Otto Passman which makes it
important to get a decision in this coming week.

2. Komer has set out the alternatives, and
I myself strongly favor alternative A. I do not think
this month is the time for a sharp turn-around in aid
policy toward India and Pakistan, though Komer and I
both think that before we move ahead with any '66 funds
we should take the time for a badly needed review of
our whole policy with these two countries. Moreover,
I have had a preliminary talk with Don Cook, and he is
very much interested in doing this if you rate it as a
really serious problem (I have told him that I think you
do, and he is beginning homework on this basis).

hef. 1.

McG, B.

Whits Houss Guidetines, Fab. 24, 1
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SECERET June 5, 1965
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

I hesitate to bring this matter up again, but a new wrinkle
has developed on remaining FY 65 aid loans to India and Pakistan,
Otto Passman is pressing Dave Bell on how much money AID expects
to have left over at the end of this fiscal year, Bell seeks guidance
as he feels he can't delay answering Passman beyond next week ot the
latter will begin to smell a rat,

A lesser problem is that the Indians and Paks are beginning
to ask insistently how soon some of these loans will be released, They
are not aware to date of any hold order; instead we think the Indians in
particular are worried because their foreign exchange reserves have
dropped to a record low of $162 million (they've even been forced to
draw a $125 million standby from the IMF),

To recap, AID and State seek a go-ahead on three categories
of aid: (a) Some$227 million in loans to India and $18, 5 million to
Pakistan, which have already been approved, authorized, and announced,
and where only formal loan agreements remain to be signed; (b) some
$76 million in loan applications for India and $51 million for Pakistan--
AID would like to authorize those which pass muster; and (c) new program
loans of up to $100 million for India and up to $70 million for Pakistan
as a first installment on this year's pledges., All but the new $70 million
for Pakistan is covered by pledges already made,

Bell expects to obligate fully all other AID funds, so his answer
to Passman depends essentially on the India/Pak items above, There
seem to be three options:

A, Authorize Bell to proceed to the extent necessary to
obligate all FY 1965 aid funds before 30 June, but to continue holding
off on anything beyond. This is the course which State and AID
recommend on foreign policy grounds, and to meet existing commitments,
It would also permit Bell to meet the Passman problem,

B. Authorize proceeding on all previously announced loans
and other feasible project loans, but not the new program loans
for India or Pakistan, In this case Bell sees us falling short on
obligating FY 65 funds by about $125 - 195 million,

DECLASSIFIED
SECRET Authority 7)5¢ Lt 7-d5-s0

Bvﬂéff_, NARA, Date J- 25 72




SECRET -2 -

C. Hold off on all further loans to India and Pakistan, in

which case AID will have about $250-300 million in Development
Loan funds left over,

Approve Course A, B, C, (check your choice) or

Tell Bell to keep stalling Passman WW
until we can discuss the matter AR

further R, W, Komer

or " | (¢
Speak to me (_"')
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- THE WHITE HOuSE

4\ WASHINGTON
Sy ?R
VY
\ Saturday, June 5, 1965 12:30
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Corrections to USUN
account of conversation

Since the Situation Room sent you the
long and somewhat fuzzy USUN account
of my conversation with U Thant
yesterday, I think you may want also
to have this cable of correction which
I have just sent out.

hert)

McG, B.




—CONFIDENTIAL June 5, 1965 /024
TO: USUN New York
FROM: McGeorge Bundy DECLASSIFIED

E.O. 12356, Sec. 3.4
INFO: RUESSD/AmEmbassy Santo Domingo  NIJ /=233

Ref USUN 4872. By i NARA, Date L= 2273
Your 4872 gives thoughtful account of our talk yesterday with U Thant,

but I request the following corrections:

I. Telegram significantly understates degree of skepticism which
I expressed on present viability of Guzman solution. Whole object of
meeting was to tux‘*jn’;h;g,away from endorsement of this formula,
and I believe we succeeded.

2. Specifically, I emphasized that discussions with Guzman and
other rebels had failed to produce agreement on control of Communists,
control of armed forces, and parallel treatment for a limited number
of controversial leaders on each side. 1 also pointed out that elements
like Balagueristas were no longer in favor of this solution, which time
was pasaing by. I made it clear that in our view other solutions should
now be explored and that Mayobre rationale for imposed Gusman
solution was weak. I said we might have to lean on both sides, and
not merely on one.

3. The last sentence of paragraph 5 also needs correction.

I said that while we were not insisting on any single procedure for
dealing with Communists, the attitude of the rebels on this issue made

us feel that if their supporters were to dominate a new government,




VT Vg e
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we would need very specific guarantess. I made the further point

that with 2 more evidantly anti-Communist government, the question
| of specific procedures might present itself in a different form.

My object was to avold giving U Thant the impression that we were

insisting on any "impossible” conditions, while reserving a free

hand for Bunker.

o8




SANITIZED 1o
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.6
NLJ _G7-¢o5— |
SRR By o ,NARA Date 5.2.97 Friday, June 4, 1945

11:50 A. M.

MEMCRANDUM FCR THE PRESIDENT

Re: Toreign Policy over the weekend

1. Today, Friday, ls not a good day {or sericus talk on either Santo
Domiingo or Saigon. Bunker {s just beginning his work, and Taylor and
Johnson are still fully engaged in trying to keep the Quat Government glued
together. Moreover, intelligence estimates on the 11.-28s problem are
still under consideration, although they may be ready by the end of today.

2. Tomorrow will be different. We should know about the IL-28s, and we

will have had a day to thiak about the (D « i<t I seat to you
separately. It would be a good day for a quiset talk at Damp David, if you

should be going there. Such a talk ghould turn mostly on ths big choices in
Vietnam, but we could also catch up on other items. ;—:{g(‘}
3. Dean Rusk has a speaking engagement Ssturday morning and a reception
Saturday afternoon, both with the International Book Publishers. I think he

could cancel one or the other at your preferencs.

The membership of such a discussion, I think, should be Rusk, Ball,
McNamara and myself, with Red Raborn i yoa want him. (Bob is a little
wary about Raborn, who is quite belligereat om Vietnam and who takes care-
ful notes of our talks -- but I am sure he would treat such a meeting as totally
cff the record if you told him to).

4. Sunday is another altemnative, but not a good one from the point of view
of your advisers because Rusk, McNamara, and Bundy all have speaking
engagements at University commencements -- Rusk here, McNamara in
Chic, and Bundy at Notre Dame.)

5. There is nothing in all this that cannot wait until Monday, except that the
issues of choice in Vietnam are so serious that it seems a mistake to lose 3
days. At a minimum we need to decide whether to send a careful message to
the Soviets about the importance of avoiding provocation by effensive use of
the 11-28s. We should alsc be thinking right away of the appropriate shape
of an answer to the Chinese, bafithese later considerations suggest that yoa
might want to have Tommy Thompson at any Camp David meeting tomorrow.

McG. B.
Come to Camp David Saturday '

Invite: Rusk  McNamara Ball Raborn__ Thompeon
M. Bundy

Don'!t come
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MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
2 SUBJECT. Item in CIA da{iy brief

M

:mesaage from Chou en-lai to the U. S. Governn-ient
- This is so mteresb.ng that I think you will want to

‘read it yourself in the telegrams which have

‘been provided to us. The fu'ut two page’ "6f the atta.ched

2, Dean Rusk's first impress:.on is that th:s is
a relatxvely defensive message. My own feeling is
more mixed. The basic trouble with the message is
that it does not tell us at all at what point the Chmeee -
might move in Vietnam itself in a way which would '
‘force us to act against China hl-&' and that

e of course is the $64 question. RS

SANITIZED ’ i
Authority LT 019-003-3-§ ;P: .
By_?; NARA, Date/2-7-01
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1074
CYPHER/OTP /
FRoM PEK;HG ! TC FORLEIGN OFFICE //
TEL NO 720 De 1054 P& 31/5 _ ;
| DECLASSIFIED
DATED 31 MAY 1965 R« 7.52 PN 31/5 E.Q. 12958, Sec. 3.6
| . NLJ _97- %0e |
By i.s>_, NARA Date 8-22-78
CONFL

i

ADDED TO F O TEL NO 720 OF 31 MAY REFTD FOR INFNMN TC WTON 230 MOSCOW
SAIGON HANGIT AND SAVING TO PARIS UKMIS NEV YORK 27 UKDEL' NATO

Sr.aNGHAT HONG KONG BANGKCK AND SINGAPORE (POLAD).

CH'EN YI RECEIVED ME FOK OVER AN HOUR THIS MORMING. THE WHOLE TIME,
EXCZPT FOR TEM MINUTES OR SO DEVOTED TO BILATERAL SINO BRITISH
RELATIONS, YAS TAKEN UP BY HIS EXPOSITION OF THE VIETNAN
SITUATION. HE YAS COURTEOUS THROUGHOUT AND IN GOOD' HUMOUR.

2. MAIN POINTS ON BILATERAL RELATIONS WERE THAT ALTHOUGH NQT
NORNAL, RELATIONS YERE "NOT BAD" EITHER. USUAL OBSTACLES TO
|XPROVENENT WERE QUOTED, E G UN QUESTION, CONSULATE IN TAIWAN

AND OUR SUPPCRT FOR ANMERICAN POLICY IN VIETNAH.

3. MAIN POINTS OF INTEREST IN HIS VERY LONG EXPOSITION ON VIETNAN
WERE AS FOLLOYS. THE VIETNAMESE PRINE #INISTER HAD ASSURED HIF
RECENTLY IN BAKDUNG THAT THE VIETNAMESE PEOPLE WD CONTINUE THE
STRUGGLE AGAINST THE AMERICANS TO THE BITTER END WHATEVER
{APPENED. THE YIETNAMESE DID NOT AT PRESENT NEED MATERIAL

ASS [ STANCE BQT'ONLY_MORAL AND POLITICAL SUPPORT FM CHINA, CH'EN YI
SAID CHOU EN-LAI HAD ASKED PRES. AYUB KHAN' TO GIVE THE FOLLOWING
FOUR-POINT HESSAGE TO THE U § GOVT:=

" C1> CHINA WILL NOT PROVOKE VAR ¥ITH UNITED STATES;

CI1> WHAT CHINA SAYS COUNTS; |

CHANCERY CENERAL FETELD
Cucncery Action Plus

- UKATS New Yeork (27)
557:CllYias. —GQL DRI DN T LT, .

i i
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CI11D> CHINA IS PREPARED; AND,

CIVY IF UNITED STATES BOMBS CHINA THAT WD MEAN WAR AND THERE
WD EBE NO LIMITS TO THE WAR."

AS PRES. AYUS'S VISIT TO WTON HAD BN CANCELLED, PERHAPS THIS
MESSAGE HAD NOT GOT THROUGH. HE WD BE GRATEFUL IF THE DRITISH
GOVT WD PASS [T ON,

4. FCOR FULL REPORT ON CONVERSATIONS AND MY COMMENTS, SEE MY
THREE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING TELSw.

FOR F O ONLY,

I HAVE REPEATED ALL THESE TELS TO HANOl BUT PLEASE USE
DISCRETION.

CPASSED SAVING TO UKMIS NEW YORK. AS F O TEL NO 944)
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FROM:= PEKING TOs3~ FOREIGN OFFICE
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JUNE 1/1965 "~ Re12.27 P M. 1/JUNE"
—EONPHDERTTAL

ADDSD TO F O TEL NO 722 OF 31/5 REPTD .FOR INFMN TO WTON 23 Q.

MOSCOW SAIGON HANOI AND SAVING TO PARIS UKDEL NATO. HONG .KONG
SHANGHAT BANGKOK AND SPORE (POLADJ.

MI PT

FOLLG IS SUMMARY OF ‘CH'EN YI'S EXPOSITION ON VIETNAM.

———et

2. REFERRING TO INCREASE IN SCALE OF WAR AND U § INITIAL HOPES
OF MAKING NORTH VIETNAMESE SUBMIT AFTER ONE OR TWQ MONTHS OF

BOMBING CH'EN YI ASKED ME TO CONVEY TO YOU THAT VIETNAMESE PEOPLE
WERE DETERMINED NOT TO SURRENDER WHETHER -BOMBING LASTED THREE |
MONTHS OR THREE YEARS AND EVEN IF HANOI WERE ATTACKED. OVER LAST
TEN YEARS NORTH VIETNAMESE SOCIALIST ACHIEVEMENTS HAD BEEN

CONS IDERABLE BUT EVEN IF THESE WERE ALL LAID- IN RUINS BY U S
VIETNAMESE WD RESIST TO THE END. THIS MIGHT SEEN TO EUROPEANS

A SURPRISINGLY HIGH PRICE TO PAY BUT HO CHI MINH AND- PHAM VAN

DONG WERE DETERMINED, TO RESIST REGARDLESS OF COST o - FOR SAKS OF RE~
UNIFICATION OF THEIR COUNTRY VIETNAMESE WD GIVE UP MILLIONS OF
POPULATION AND MANY ACHIEVEMENTS. THEY WERE A NATION "WORTHY OF
RESPECT" AND WD HAVE THEIR DUE POSN IN THE WORLDe UI[S“TALK OF
ESCALATION WD NOT. MAKE -THEM .SURRENDER,

CZ:NCERY GENERAL £
Chancery Action

_ ~CONBIDFOTTAL
592:CHYtag, P



https://TME.�'.,WORi.ti

—CONTIDENTIAL
-~

3. — PHAM VAN DONG HAD MADE THESE VIEWS CLEAR DURING BANDUNG
CELEBRATIONS EXPLAINING THAT NEGTNS HELD NOW WD BE EQUIVALENT

TO ASKING NORTH VIETNAMESE TO SURRENDER. IN DISCUSSION WITH
HIMSELF SUKARNO AND AFRICAN (SICY REPVES PHAM VAN DONG HAD SAID
THAT IN 1962—3 VIETNAMESE HAD OVERESTIMATED U S STRENGTHe BY
GETTING TO KNOW U S THROUGH BATTLE IN 1964 THEY NOW KNEW (GRP
OMITTEDY WD BE | |
VICTORIOUS. SPEAKING,TO REPVES OF 13 AFRICAN CPERHAPSf“AFRO~v?
AS1AN" wAS,INTENDED).COUNTRIES‘lN DJAKARTA PHAM VAN DONG HAD

' CONCLUDED ‘WITH THESE WORDS: "WE DON'T NEED MATERIAL AID OR WEAPONS:
WE Z CQN DEFEAT THEM OURSELVES, BUT GIVE‘US POLITICAL SUPPORT AND .
CONDEMNvU,S AQGRESSION,THATPS ENOUGH". TH;SjSTATéMENT HAD BEEN

MUCH APPRECIATED BY HIMSELF AND THE AFRICANS PRESENT.

4. HOW STRONG WERE THE AMERICANS? THIS WAS AN OF. EXPERIENCE.
IF YOU HAD NOT FOUGHT THEM YOU DID NOT 'KNOW.  THE CHINESE HAD
'NEGOTIATED WITH AND, FOUGHT THE AMERICANS AND KNEW- THEM WELL:
SIMILARLY THE AMERICANS KNEW THE CHINESE. THIS WAS NOT A QN OF:
TAKING RISKS BUT OF UNDERSTANDING. - EUROPEANS AND ASIANS MIGHT .
HAVE A DIFFERENT OUTLOOK., FQRMER BEING RICH WERE INTERESTED
KEEPING THEIR ACHIEVEMENTS. LATTER BEING POOR’ HAD .NOTHING TO -

" LOSE BUT CD GAIN FREEDOM. WITHOUT 'STRUGGLE 'LIFE WD GET WORSE AND

WORSE.,

5. AMERICANS BRIT ‘AND SOME OTHERS HAD ‘AN ERRONEOUS VIEWPOINT IN
THINKING THAT THE WAR WAS BEING FOUGHT BECAUSE OF CHINESE SUPPORT.
THEY ALSO THOUGHT WRONGLY THAT IF GHINESE BROUGHT INFFUENCE TO

' BEAR ‘THERE.CD BE PEACE. IF :THE NORTH VIETNAMESE VANTED PEAGE, "WE
WD suppéRTﬂxriﬂ; IF THEY WANTED TO annr°oN;~rws WD EQUALLY

SUPPORTfTHlSﬁ;fTﬁEQEOJNIﬁQAS:THATfTHE5VJETNAﬁESE‘wDVNOTTNECES$ARILY‘

| GONPEDENEIAL. /LISTEN
W ‘ '


https://BEAR.THERE.CD
https://SPEAKING.TO

[aTathbda

"vvu FTDENTLAL

-3-

LISTEN IF THE CHINESE INTERFERED ON HIS RECENT DEPARTURE, A

NORTH EUROPEAN AMBASSADOR C(PRESUMABLY THE DANE) HAD ENQUIRED
WHETHER CHINESE CD NOT EXERT THEIR INFLUENCE. HE CCH'EN Y1) AGREED
THAT THE CHINESE CD ASK THEIR FRIENDLY CONTACTS TO TALK, BUT

THE VIETNAMESE LISTENED WAS UP TO THEM. THE VERY.ExiSTquE

OF THE COUNTRY WAS AT STAKE, AND THEIR HOPES FOR REUNIFICATION.
THE CHINESE THEREFORE HAD NO RiGHTfTo PLACE OBSTACLES IN VIETNAM'S
"PATH TO LIBERATION. 1T WAS ENTIRELY UP TO VIETNAMESE TO DECIDE
"UHETNER WE HELP OR NOT, THEY WILL STILL FIGHT."

6. AFTER FIRST WORLD WAR, A NUMBER OF NATIONAL LIBERATION STRUGGLES
HAD TAKEN PLACE,THE SOVIET UNION WAS ALUAYS BLAMED FOR THESE, .

BUT HOW CD THE RUSSIANS HAVE DIRECTED ALL THESE REVOLUTIONS?

EVER: SINCE THE ADOPTION OF REVISIONIST LINE IN sovch UNION AFTER:
1956, ALL THE BLAME FOR NAT IONAL LIBERATION STRUGGLES HAD BN
TRANSPOSED TO CHINA. BUT ‘THE CHINESE ONLY BECAME AwARE AFTER THE
EVENT,. FOR EXAMPLE, THAT THE REVOLUTION IN DON!NICA HAD HAPPENED. .
WHEN A NATION'FOUGHT FOR XTS»EXISTENCE IT WAS NOT SUBJECT TO

INTERFERENCE FROM FOREIGNERS. THE CREATION OF NATIONAL LIBERATION'
NOVENENTS EVERYWHERE WAS NOT DJRECTEDBY THE CHINESE, BUT UAS DUE_
TO AMERICAN POLICY. THERE SHOULP ‘HAVE BEEN PEACE IN CHINA AFTER
THE JAPANASE VAR. THE BRITISH, BEING SENSIBLE, HAD CONFORMED TO

TO REALITY' AND SAID THAT CGRP OMITTED) WDILEAVE CHINA ‘ALONE.

THE U S HOWEVER

1&315750 ON TAKIVG PLACE OF JAPANESE MILITARISTS AND SUPPORTED;
CHIANG KAL-SHEK. THE CHINESE SHOULD REALLY THANK THE AMERICANS.

THE COMMUNISTS HAD BN' MUCH WEAKER THAN CHIANG KAI~SHECK.

CHIANG AND THE AMERICANS THOUGH THEY CD SMASH MAQ AND HIS
‘”OLLowERs WITH TANKS, PLANES, ETC. BUT THEY HAD BN DEFEATED AND .
THE U § WENT HOME. THE SOVIET UNION HAD HAD'NOTHING TO 00 WITH 1.
'THEY HAD - PROVIDED"MORAL AND POLITICAL SUPPORT. BUTWNO

MATERIAL oR MILITARY ASSISTANCE OF ANY KIND. . t/7,,

f—;eeﬂrtbgwgﬁm&rag; '
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7. AMERICANS WERE IN "BOTTOMLESS PIT" IN VIETNAM. HO CHI MINH AND

PHAM VAN DONG HAD SAID THAT IF THEY DID NOT DEFEAT AMERICANS IN

THIS GENERATION, THEN THEY WD IN NEXT. U S GOULD NOT HOPE TO

DESTROY ALL FORESTS, HILLS, ETC. WITH MODERN WEAPONS. IT WAS

GREATEST LACK OF SENSE ON PART OF BRITISH LABOUR GOVT TO SUPPORT

U'S EVEN MORE THAN CONSERVATIVE GVT. EVEN FOR AN ALLY, THIS WAS

BAD POLICY. BRITISH GOVT SHOULD USE ITS INFLUENCE TO GET U.S.

TO STOP WAR AND TO WITHDRAW FM VIETNAM. OTHERWISE THERE WD BE TRAGEDY

AND. THERE WAS NO NEED FOR U K TO SHARE IN IT. IT MIGHT AS VELL BE

SAID THAT.IF BRITAIN HAD TO FOLLOW AMERICA, THEN CHINA HAD TO.

FOLLOW VIETNAM. BUT IF BRITAIN GAVE GOOD ADVICE TO AMERICA

PERHAPS CHINA WD BE ABLE TO ADVISE VIETNAM.

CLAST TWO SENTENCES WERE THROWN OFF WITH A LAUGH).

8.CHINA ‘SUPPORTED VIETNAM UNCONDITIONALLY. AGGRESSION AGAINST

VIETNAM WAS AGGRESSION AGAINST CHINA. IF WAR WAS EXPANDED. TQ

CHINESE TERRITORY; CHINA WD TAKE PART. HALF OF CHINA CD BE

BOMBED, THE WHOLE OF CHINA CD BECOME A BATTLEFIELD, BUT CHINA

WD NEVER.ADOPT AN "OPPORTUNIST" POSITION. HE HOPED THAT .« CHINESE

DETERMINATION WD BE MADE CLEAR TO BRITISH GOVT. ONLY ONE YEAR
AFTER LIBERATION, CHINA ENGAGED IN KOREAN WAR. SHE WAS STILL

AS READY FIFTEEN YEARS AFTERWARDS. PEOPLE SAID THAT SOVIET UNION

WAS BEHIND CHINA THEN AND NOT NOW AND THEREFORE: CHINESE WD Nor,'
BE Ag RESOLUTE. Tﬁys WAS FUNDAMENTALLY MISTAKEN. IN FACT CHINA

HAD PARTICIPATED IN KOREA BECAUSE RUSSIA HAD REFUSED TO DO SO.

NOW THIRTY MILLION VIETNAMESE WERE INVOLVEDs THE cH:NEse-MAQE_
THEIR OVN REVOLUTION, SO WHY SHOULD THEY WANT PROTECTION OF SOVIET
UNION,'ﬁHrf$HOULp THEY WANT "KHRUSHCHEV 'S: PROTECTION"? LET THE.

.AMERrCANS;[JAPAnasﬁ-ANDQ;NQIANS ALL COME.. CHINA WD.SUFFER GREATLY.

| —GONBIDIILIIL Sk,
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IT MIGHT MEAN DESTRUCTION OF CHINA'S INDUSTRIES BUT SACRIFICE WD
BE WORTH IT TO HOLD DOWN AND DEFEAT U S. THE MANCHUS AND CH]ANG
KAL-SHEK HAD BEGGED FOR MERCY BECAUSE THEY HAD NO STRENGTH AND
WERE DIVORCED FM THE MASSES. TODAY IN CHINA ALL PEOPLE WERE ONE.
PERHAPS ONE OR TWO PER CENT OF THE CHINESE MIGHT HAVE DOUBTS ABOUT
RESISTANCE, ALTHOUGH EVEN THIS SMALL MINORITY AMCUNTED TO SOME
MILLIONS IN A COUNTRY AS LARGE As CHINA. THERE VERE CHINESE
"RIGHTISTS" AND WITHIN THE COMMUNIST PARTY ITSELF THERE WERE
REVISIONISTS. BUT THESE PEOPLE CD NOT MOBILISE THE MASSES. IF
UeS. DARED TO ATTACK EVEN THIS ONE OR TWO PERCENT WD CHANGE
THEIR MINDS AND THEY WD HAVE GOOD REASON TO RESIST.

9e CHINA.WAS NOT AFRAID OF U.S. EXPANSION OF WAR. 1F AMERICA
WANTED TO "BREAK DOWN LIMITS" OF WAR CHINESE WD HAVE RIGHT

. TO GO TO ANY LENGTHS., EVEN IF U S ATTEMPTED TO RALLY JAPANESE,
FIL IPINOS, THAIS AND INDIANS FOR A CONCERTED ATTACK, CHINESE

' WD BE READY FOR IT. THEY HAD NO ILLUSIONS. THIS WD IN FACT
PROVIDE THE SOLUTION. SITUATION CD ONLY BE RESOLVED IN "MAJOR

' STRUGGLE". CHINESE DID NOT USE EMPTY WORDS. IT HAD BEEN
'CHINA'S PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALIST DUTY TO HELP KOREANS,

"AND SO IT WAS IN CASE OF VIETNAM. KOREANS AND VIETNAMESE HAD
SPILLED THEIR BLOOD 'IN CHINAL'S REVOLUTION, SO HOW CD NOT CHJNESE
 SHARE SAME WEAL.AND;WOE? "WE ARE PREPARED. LET qothoN ESCALATE
IF HE'WANTS. WHEN HE ESCALATES TO THE LEVEL oF;CHINA_THEN'uEfLL
TAKE PART," EVEN:fF.DOQTRlNE OF "NO SANGTUARY?APPLyED‘cHlNESE Wp

RESIST. % /104
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(©' CHOU EN-LAI HAD ASKED PRESIDENT AYUB KHAN TO CONVEY FOUR
ENTENCES TO U $ GOVT. SINCE AYUB'S VISIT TO U'S HAD BN POSTPONED,

CHOU'S WORDS MIGHT-NOT HAVE GOT THROUGH AND PERHAPS BRITISH

GOVT MIGHT CONVEY .SAME MESSAGE. THE POINTS WERE:-

¢1> ~CHINA WILL NOT PROBVOKE A WAR WITH U.S.n |

AMPLIFYING'THIS CH'EN YI SAID THAT EeGe CHINESE HAD NOT

PROVOKED CLASH WITH U S SEVENTH FLEET, BUT WAS CONTENT TO WAfT_,

TILL TIME WAS RIPE FOR LIBERATING TAIuAN.'THERE'co,BE.REASONSjFOR

PROVOKING A W AR WITH U S.BUT CHINESE aovt;wOULo'NoT,f o
CI1> “WHAT WE SAY \COUNTS +v

IF WAR WERE THRUST UPON CHINA SHE WD RESIST AND WD NOT ADOPT

KHRUSHCHEV 'S "OPPORTUNIST LINE" |

Crin NCHINA IS PREPARED.w

VIETNAM wAR HAD' ALREADY GONE ON FOR TWO OR THREE YEARS,.SO OF

COURSE CHINESE HAD BN PREPARING. THEY DID NOT SLEEP AND DO NO

WORK. WHAT DID WE'THINK MINISTRY OF'NATIONAL{DEFENCE HAD BN

DOING ALL THIS TIME?

CIV) ~IF U.S. BOMBS CHINA, THAT WD MEAN WAR AND THERE WD BE NO

LIMITS TO THE WAR.w | ‘

IF WAR wERE FURTHER EXPANDED CHINA WD NOT SIT BACK. IF U S SENT

“TROOPS ABROAD WHY 'COULDN'T* CHINA? "SHALL WE SIT BACK AND BE |

BOMBED, OR SHOULDN'T WE BOMB OURSELVES?" CHINESE TECHNIQUE WAS

ADMITTEDLY BACKWARD BUT 'ALL ARMS OF THE FIGHTING SERVICES uo MAKF

THIS "UNCONDITIONAL SACRIFICE" FOR. MCTHERLAND. CHINA 1D FOLLOU

U.S. WHEREVER THEY WENT (EXCEPT oF couass, TO THE MOON HHERE

AMERICANS AND RUSSIANS WERE. NOU AIMJNG. SO PERHAPS THIS WAS NOT

QUITE UNCONDITIONALY: |

11, IN REQUESTING ME: TO ASK BRITISH GOVT TO INFLUENCE U.S. TO

WITHDRAW FM VIETNAM, CH’EN Y1 'REMARKED' THAT PEACE WD<PREVAIL4IN

THE ENDI IN CHINA'S HISTORY OF 5,000 YEARS THERE HAD ONLY BN

SOME HUNDREDS OF YEARS. OF WAR CHINA'S STRUGGLE WAS FOR THE GOAL

OF FINAL PCACE. THE " CHINESE WERE SAID TO BE . WARLIKE. BUT WAR WAS:

TEMPORARY AND CD-@E,PREVENTED, IT WAS UP TQ THE U S. IF THE VAR

LAsTED,oNE;HUNQBEb"YEARs PEACE WD COME IN THE HUNDRED AND FIRST

SEE M IF Tu | —GONPEDINEE AT ——
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Thursday
=SBETHE— © June 3, 1965
8:30 P, M.
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: Your meeting with Chancellor Erhard at 12:30 tomorrow

This is Erhard's last trip to Washington before the German elections
in September. Since Brandt succeeded in making the most of his
Washington stopover, the Chancellor is uader pressure to do at least
as well. (The latest German election polls indicate a fairly even split
between the two major parties, with the Christian Democrats probably
receiving & plurality.) Moreover, Erhard's visit this time precedes
his next meeting with General de Gaulle by about a week, and he hopes
his talks here will serve to bolster him for that round.

Since the Chancellor asked for a private meeting with you, our assump-
tion is that the 12:30 meeting will begin with you and him alone, while
the rest of us will be on hand as needed. Before coming to the White
House, the Chancellor will have already met with Bob McHNarmara and
Dean Rusk, sc that the more detailed questions will have already been
dealt with.

The principal subjects for your discussion are:

i. Dominican Republic and Vieinam. Erhard is anxzious to hear
your views on both problems and get your assessment of future develop-
monts. Schroeder bhas told me that the Germans are with us on both
issues. Erhard will offer a8 German coatribution to the proposed Asian
Development Bank. He is prepared to announce this publicly at the end
of the talks. (We asked him to raise it first with U Thant in New York,
80 that the Secratary General would not feel by-passed, and we think he
has done so.)

2. De Gaulle and NATO. The Chancellor is as concerned as others
about de Gaulle's future courss, particularly with reference to French
participation in NATO. But he evidently waats us and others to aveid
the kind of frontal attack which would give the General a plausible excuse
for kicking over the traces of the Alliance. The Germans recognize the
ased for contingency planning to deal with possible Gaullist antice, but
they strongly arge that unnecessary blowups be avoided, especially between
now and German election time. I think your own views on de Gaulle, as

DEGASSIFSE.!; P
E-Oa 123560 ‘ m_
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1 have heard them, will be most encouraging to Erhard; we may face
a fight with de Gaulle in the end, But we are not about te give him
the pleasure of seeming to be the aggressor.

3. The German Problem and Reunification. This subject is a
regular must for the Chancellor and a reiteration of our position will do
it. You can remind him that the firmness of the U. 8. was the main
cause of the satiafactory 3-Power Declaration of May.

4. The Near East, Israel, etc. We helped bail Erhard out of the Israell
arms mess, for which of course we were partly responsible., ¥drtunately,
in the end this affair actually produced a modest plus, precisely because
Erbard decided to recognize Israel, aad did not lose his Hallstein Doctrine
to Naseer. 5o you might also congratulate him on this. As the situation
stands, Germany is now over the bump with Israel. Three Arab States
did not sever relations with Boan. Several others will probably restore
them quietly and scon. Moreover, the experience seemed to have sobered
the Arabs a little, which is all to the good.

5. Indonesia. The Germans are concerned about Indonesia's
intentions to break relations with Bonn and recognize the East German
communist regime. In a semas the problems the G rmans face with
Sukarno are not unlike curs, and so Erhard may turn to us for advice.
The point you might make Is that both of us should try to kesp our feet
in the door as long as possible, without losing dignity, so as to keep as
many contacts a2 we ¢an and play for the long term.

Dean Rusk’s memorandum {(attachsd at Tab A) containg several other
items. Among them ayre two which we hope you will raise yourself, if
Erhard doesn't. These are (1) our regular reminder to the Germans

of their responsibilities for alding the developing countries {if you

leave it out, he will think we don't really care), and {2) a reiteration of
our intention to keep our forces in Europe, always on the understanding
that we expect the Germans to produce the necessary offset to help finance
this.

Finally, the Gérmans have asked for a joint statement to be released

at the end of the meeting. A draft {8 now in the mill. In its final form
it will contain a deglaration on the German question; Erhard's expression
of support for your policies in Vietnam a2ud the Dominican Republic; a
German pledge to contdibute o the Asian Development Bank; and a joint
declaration of support for the Atlsntic Alliance.

MeG. B.
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DONINICAN CASE o peINS M3z

SANTO DDﬂImGO 189 AND USUN 4873

THIS AFTERNOON BUWDY MET WITH SYG AND MAYOBRE DISCUSS DOMINICAN

SITUATICN, ALSC [“RESENT BUNCHE, ROLZ-BENNETT, NARASIMHAN, AMB .

YGST, CATES. WTG ARRANGED PRIVATELY WITHOUT ANNOUNCEMENT TO

;gggg AND SINCE INCCNSPICUOUS HMEANS, TAKEN ENTEH UN HOPE AVOID
COMMENT.

t

PAGE THO RUEHDT 726 6—0N—F—FPFEH-TFIA+
DUNDY, ON BASIS PREVIOUS USUN CONTACTS WITH MAYOBRE AND WITH
BENEFIT REFTEL, OUTLINED DIFFICULTIES INHERENT IN SITUATION FROM
US . POINT OF VIZY COVERING: POSSIBILITY IMPOSITION GUZMAN REGIME;
CONCERN RE CONTROL CF COMMUNISTS; VARYING OPINIONS :RE BASIC
SYMPATHY CAAMANO MOVEMENT AND US DEEP INTEREST ARRIVING VIABLE

DEMOCRATIC SOLUTION VIEW ALL DIFFICULTIES, YR
REACTIONS AND GUES?;OVS BRIEFLY AS FOLS:

IN RES?ONSE TO INQUIRY HOW LONG SITUATION COULD CONTINUE WITHOUT
EXPLOSION, BUNDY REPLIED THINGS LESS EXPLOSIVE THAN IN PAST. REF
NEW 0AS CG ITE, BUNDY STRESSED ADVANTAGES NOT HAVING "A MADE IN
USA™ GOVT AND bTHESSED INDEPENDENCE BOTH OF OAS AS INTERNATIONAL
COMITE AND OF DISCRETION GIVEN BUNKER"AS US MEMBER THIS COMITE.
REF QUESTICY RE PGSSIBI'ITY FAILURE MEDIATION AND POSSIBILITY
ELECTICNS WITHIN NEAR FUTURE, BUNDY COMMENTED DOUBTED ANY
SOLUTION WCULD BE Q”TWQCTIVE TO BOTH SIDES AND IN END MUST LEAN
ON ONE. SLTHCUGM PROSABLY HONEST ELECTIONS WOULD RESULT PRD
VICTORY, DIFFICULT IMPOSE SUCH SOLUTION. BUNDY QUERIED WHY IF
CAAMANO SO SURE HIS STRENGTH WOULD WOT AGREE ELECTIONS. ANSWER TO

—CONF TN AT — - REPRODUCTION FROM THIS COPY IS
PROHIBITED WUNLESS “UNCLASSIFIED”
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-2- 4872, Juhe 5, (SECTION ONE OF TWO), from New York

COMMENT DIFFICULT HOLD ELECTIONS UNDER CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES, .
BUNDY REFERRED TO SUCCESS OF OAS IN BUILDING ELECTION MACHINERY
FOR 1562 ELECTIONS AND STATED HE UNDERSTOOD MACHINERY STILL
AVAILABLE., AS TO QUERY WHETHER ELECTIONS WOULD BE HELD AFTER
CARETAKER GOVT ESTABLISHED, BUNDY COMMENTED PROBLEM WAS TO GET
CONSENT TO JUST SUCH ™A NON-POLITICAL GOVTI". EXPATIATED ON
DIFFICULTIES INHEREVT WHEN CIVIL WAR INTERRUPTED,

PAGE THREE RUEHDT 726

ChQ_N_E_I“D_E~N*¥—%—A—tr
MAYOBRE COMMENTED HE HAD RETURNED TO NY BECAUSE HOSTILITIES ANDJ
OTHER NEZGOTS UP IN AIR WAITING FOR POSSIBILITY BUNDY FORMULA. -
IF BUNDY FORMULA BASED ON GUZMAN GOVT FAILED, DANGER IS OF WAR - .~
EXTENDING TO COUNTRYSIDE. FURTHER DELAY IMPOSING SOME SOLUTION =
VILL FURTHER EMBITTER ALL PARTICIPANTS AND INCREASE ECONOMIC
DIquCULTIES OF CITY “LIVING ON CHARITY". '

EUNDY COMMENTED BOTH O0AS AND US WOULD CONTINUE IN EFFORTS. us
HOPED THAT BY HOLDING ELECTIONS WE CAN SHOW NOT ONLY OUR GOOD
FAITH BUT ALSO WHICH FACTION REALLY IN MAJORITY, SYG ASKED ABOUT
PROCEDURES HANDLING COMMUNISTS AND BUNDY REPLIED AFTER FULL
CONSIDERATION TACTICS AND PEOPLE INVOLVED THAT STRONG HAND
NEEDED., HOPED GUZMAN AND MORA WILL SUCCEED IN WORKING OUT
PROCEDURES BUT AS OF MOMENT PRD DOUBTFUL: AS TO NUMBERS, DANGER

. #ND IDENTIFICATION OF COMMUNISTS. GUZMAN APPEARS MORE DEDICATED

TO CONSTITUTIONAL PROCEDURES DEALING WITH COMMUNISTS THAN
CAAlANO. IN ANSWER YMETHER EFFECTIVE PROCEDURE FOR DEALING WITH
COMMUNISTS WAS CONDITION FOR SETTLEMENT, BUNDY REPLIED IN
NEGATIVE. v

IN RESPONSE TO QUERY WHETHER DELAY IN SETTLEMENT WAS DANGEROUS
OR WOULD IN FACT CONTRIBUTE TO SOLUTION, BUNDY STATED THAT
DURABLE SOLUTION NEEDED AND NO ADVANTAGE RUSHING INTO SOLUTION
FOR SOLUTICN 'S SaKE. PEOPLE MUST UNDERSTAND JUST BECAUSE US
COULD PREVENT CERTAIN SITUATIONS GETTING OUT OF HAND COULD NOT
FORCE SOLUTIONS ON PEOPLE.

PAGE FOUR RUEHDT 7261&4&4L4L4%Q~E-N~$qL~A—£ :

SYG INQUIRED WHAT WYOULD HAPPEN IF OAS FAILS AND VIOLENCE BREAKS

OUT, BUNDY REPLIED THMIS WOULD NOT CHANGE RESPONSIBILITIES OF OAS
WHICH WITH ITS IAF, WAS A FORCE IN BEING AND SHOULD BE EFFECTIVE

TO MEET IUMEDIATE SITUATION. '

——CONFEDENTEALT—
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WHEN YOST QUERIED SYG AS TO WHETHER HE HAD IN'VIEW UN DOING
MORE, SYG REPLIZD FUTURE UN ACTION DEPENDED ON 0AS., BUNDY
COMMENTED THAT VE ALL OUGHT TO KEEP AT IT THROUGH OAS; THAT PRES
JOHNSON DEDICATED SEEXING SOLUTION AND HAD APPOINTED FULLY ‘
RESPONSIBLE REP WITH GREAT DEAL OF DISCRETION. SYG.COULD BE
ASSURED US SAW NO ADVANTAGES IN FABIAN POLICY. '

WHEN MAYOBRE ASXED WHAT WOULD HAPPEN IF ELECTIONS DIDN°*T WORK,
BUNDY REPLIED THAT BUNKER IS LIMITED TO NO ONE PROGRAM AND THAT
BUNKER BOTH AS REP OF US AND AS MEMBER OF INTE?NATIONAL COMITE ‘
FULLY AUTHORIZED TRY ANYTHING.

REF EXPANSION MAYOBRE MANDATE OR OF UN INVOLVEMENT;”SYG NOTED
RIFA'I (JORDAN) SEEMED HAVE IDEAS OF FURTHER UN INVOLVEMENT.
INCLUDING POSSIBLY UN PEACEKEEPING FORCES. SYG DID NOT . B
INDICATE HE FAVORED SUCH MOVE BUT DID MAKE CLEAR SC MEMBERS
INTEREST IN DOMINICAN SITUATIOM CONTINUED AT HIGH LEVEL.

s

PAGE FIVE RUEHDT 726 6—6N—+—+DFENTFTF+ALb—
COMMENT: UN GROUP EXTREMELY RECEPTIVE TO BUNDY PRESENTATION AND
IMPRESSED BY HIS CANDOR, USUN HOPEFUL SYG AND STAFF LESS COMMITTED
TO VIEY THAT GUZMAN FORMUAL AS PRESENTED BY MAYOBRE ONLY
SOLUTION. WE RECEIVED NO INDICATION SYG INTERESTED EITHER IN '
ENLARGING MAYOBRE MANDATE OR STAFF NOR WOULD IT APPEAR SYG WOULD
RECOMMEND SUCH HMOVES IF HIS OPINION REQUESTED BY MEMBERS SC.
BUNDY INTEREST IN MEETING WITH SYG IN PRIVATE SESSION GIVING :
BUNDY OPPORTUNITY RENEW HIS PREVIOUS PERSONAL CONTACTS WITH SYG,
BUNCHE AND MAYOBRE, EFFECTIVE IN GAINING UN OFFICIALS INTEREST
AND CONSIDERATION, HOPEFUL ALSO MAYOBRE NOT ONLY IMPRESSED WITH -

JUDGEMENT AT VARIANCE HIS OuN BUT ALSO MAY TACTFULLY MAKE US o

RESERVATIONS XNOWN IN VARIOUS CIRCLES DR PARTICULARLY THOSE OF
CAAMANO GROUP. .

FOL ABOVE (ITG BETWEEN SYG ANMD BUNDY, LA ADV HAD BRIEF PRIVATE
CONVERSATION WITH MAYOBRE SUMWAﬁIZED AS FOLS:

IN ANSUER TO INQUIREIS, MAYOBRE,STA:ED HAD NOT EXPRESSED HIS
VIEZY RE GUZUAN FORMULA AND NECESSITY ITS IMPOSITION US TO
ANYONE OTHER THAM SYG AND IMMEDIATE STAFF. HIS PRESENTATION ONLY.
VERBAL aND HE HAD WRITTEN NOTHING ON SUBJECT. IN RESPONSE TO
INQUIRY 4S5 ToO DISCUSSIONS WITH OTHER REPS, MAYOBRE STATED HAD
TOLD FRENCH AND URUG SC REPS OF HIS BELIEF FOR "NEED OF A
POLITICAL SOLUTIOGN". HOWEVER, HE MADE NO ADDITIONAL COMMENTS AS
TO DETAILS OR AS TO HIS PERSONAL BELIEFS RE VARIOUS ASPECTS
SITUATIGN. PLIMPTON,

NOTE: Advance copy to S/S-O 2:20 a.m., June 5.
Passed White House 2:35 a.m., June 5.
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STATED HE HAD TALKED TO NO OTHER ME@BERS OF sC
EXCEPT US, FRANCE AND URUG.

LA ADV URGED MAYOERE GIVE SYMPATHETIC CONSIDERATION VIEYUS P
FORWARD BY BUNDY RE DIFFICULTIES YHICH US SAW AS INHERENT IgT
SITUATION AND EXPRESSED HOPE HE MIGHT IN AN INFORMAL APPROPRIATE
WAY IMPRESS CERTAIN VIEWS AND RESERVATIONS ON CAAMANO GROUP, WHEN
MAYOBRE STATED HIS MANDATE LIMITED, LA ADV NOTED FULL US

"AGREEMENT LIMITATIONS ON MAYOBRE MANDATE BUT SUGGESTED IN VIEW

giiggEng?ffETO*OUCSNV;nSATIONS CAAMANO ON WIDE RANGE SUBJEGT
RE SURELY COULD ARRANGE CONVEY TAESE VIEWS '
APPROPRIATE DELICATE . MANNER, . TO CAAIANO TN }

ANSHUER QanY, HAYCERE GAVE ASSURANCES HE HAD NO INTENTION
IMPLYING HIS MANDATE BE ENLARGED IN ANY WAY INCLUDING AUTHORIZA-
ION DEAL WITH HUMAN RIGHTS COMPLAINTS. REITERATED HE FAMILIAR

WITH AND HAD FAITH IN 0&S HR COMMISSION. "

CCH¥MENTe: RESULT OF VARICUS CONVIRSATIONS WITH MAYOBRE AS REPORTED
aND IN ADDITICON BRIEZF CONVERSATIONS THIS MORNING &ND AT BETANCOURT
DINNER LAST NIGHT BETWEEN MAYOBRE AND LA ADV, IMAYOBRE HAS HAD .
FULL CPPORTUNITY REALIZE BOTH SPOKEN AND UNSPOXEN US OBJECTIONS

TO MAYOBRE VERSION OF BEST SOLUTION A4S WELL AS DIFFICULTIES

WHICH HE PREVIGUSLY HAD WOT FORESEEN. HOPEFUL MAYOBRE DISCISSIONS,.
PARTICULARLY WITH STEVENSON AND BUNDY, WILL RESULT HIS
TAKING FRESH LOOX SITUATION. SEE SEPTEL (USUN 4873).

RE HUMAN RIGHTS MORA TEL TO U THANT CONTAINED IN SANTO DOMINGO
TEL 70 NY IMMEDIATE 191 TO WASH 2213 BEING DISTRIBUTED.AS UN DOC
THIS WEEKEND, T |

GP-4.,
E%IMPTON

N7

— -
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Friday
June 4, 1965
1:40 PM

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

If yox could have & quick look at this reply to Shastri, we ¢an
get a final decision on it, either by 2 word to Komer this after-
noon or by revision tomorrow. My brother Bill points out
that Shastri leaves on Tuesday for Canada, and therefore it
wauld be well to get this delivered to him in the next day or
two, A quick look suggests to me that the letter is & helpful
one, butl have asked Bob Komer to see if he can tighten

it a little.

The signed copy can be done later because this must go as a cable
in order to get there in time. .

MeG. B.

Ck

Ok as ravised

Komer or you speak to me

/03
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Kz ln)\"\ THE WHITE HOUSE
fﬂ“ WASHINGTON

Friday, June 4, 1965
1:30 p. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: My excessive speaking engagements in June

1. I have your message saying that you do not think I should
appear on Face The Nation, and I am delighted to stay off it.
As you know, I have done these things in the past only when you
have approved. Until this last week, you had asked me a number
of times to accept such TV chances to explain our policy.

2. This is also the June speech-making season, and I have
accepted a number of engagements which had particular appeal
from one point of view or another, I have been in Hyde Park in
honor of FDR on Memorial Day because I could not say '"no'" on
emotional grounds. I talked to some book publishers here on
Wednesday because of your standing suggestion that large Washington
audiences are useful. I am talking tonight off-the-record te m N.Y, t
the National Assembly of Councils of Foreign Relations, whichis a
'""leadership' audience that can be helpful to us. On Sunday, I am
going to Notre Dame because Father Hesburgh is an old friend.
That leaves only two further public appearances. One is the Phi
Beta Kappa speech at Harvard on June 15 -- which is very hard indeed
for me to turn down because this is the occasion which Ralph Waldo
Emerson made famous, and these are my home folks, The other,
which I am afraid you will not like at all, is my unfinished obligation
to talk back on Vietnam with some of our academic critics. My
current hope is that this can be done in a very dignified and carefully
arranged television program which would avoid most of the troubles
of the Teach-In and also do some good to our policy. I really believe
that much of the trouble we are getting from'intellectuals comes from
the feeling -~ to which I have contributed by my rude letter in TIME --
that we do not understand them and do not appreciate them. I think
it is possible to answer them and love them at the same time, and
this is what I will try to do.

3. After that, there will be total silence in the basement until

further orders.
>

McG. B.



Friday,June 4, 1965
12:15 p.m.

SECRET
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Cable from Taylor

This cable from Taylor says that the
immediate deadlock in Saigon appears to

be broken. This is good news, and while
Lasspect we should wait another 24 hours
before we count on it, I suspect it means that
Taylor will start home over the weekend.

It also means that we should begin to think
about next political steps in Saigon, and it
makes a meeting tomorrow even more desirable
(I have sent a separate memo through Jack
Valenti on that).

McG, B,

SEGCRETuttachment
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CINCPAC FOR POLAD;

LI M D I S

AT APDROXIMATELY 1903 BUI DIE“ CALLED MANFULL T0 SAY THQT THE
"CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS WAS SOLVED™ AND ASKED HIX TO CALL AT THE
PRESIDENCY FOR DETAILS. QUAT, DG &LD DIzM WERE IN GOOD SPIRITS
AND IN CONFIDENT HOOD. :

QUAT SAID MEETING couvauao AT: 1630 UNDER SUU'S- CHAIR“AMCH'P'Z
AND WITH PANTICIPATION OF TWO DEPUTY PRIME MINISTERS,
CHAIRMAN AND MAJORITY OF MEMBERS OF NLC. QUAT LATER JOINED.

jPAGE THO RUMJIR 268A SeE-BRET e i = N ;e el
 MEETING AT 178@. AGREEMENT. was REACHED ON TEKT OF NLC CGﬂWUNIQUE
~ CTEXT BY SEPTEL): STATIMG IN SUBSTANCE THAT': e i :

CA) CHIEF OF STATE, NLC. AND GOVERNMENT HAD AGREED ON A SOLUTION
FOR THE CASES OF THE TWO MINISTERS OF INTERIOR AND ECONOWY. -

(3) CHIEF OF STATE WOULD SEND REPRESENTATIVES TO CONTACT

PROPLAR AND RELIGIOUS GROUPS WHO 'HAD SIGNED JUNE 2 AND PREVIOUS
'RESOLUTIONS AGAINST GOVERNWENT IN ORDER FIND SOLUTIONS TO STABILIZE
SITUATION AND PROSICUTE WaR. : & _ | ot
QUAT SAID VITH RESPECT TO (A) ASOVE, IT WAS LNDERSTOOD

THAT AUTHORITY DISMISS TWO MINISTERS WAS LINITED TO THZIR.

SPECIFIC CASES PENDING AMENDHENT OF CHARTER. IN RESPONSZ To
'QUESTIONS, QUAT.SAID IT AGREED THAT NLC WOULD IN FACT PROCEED °
WITH AMENDMENT PROCEDURE. HOWEVER, NLC WOULD WAIT FOR FEW DAYS

TG ALLOW TEMPERS TO.CALM DOWN, BUI DIEM INTERJECTED THAT HE.
CONFIDENT GOVERNMENT HAD NECESSARY VOTES IN NLC TO CARRY

AMENDHENT. 4078 By XEROX FROM QUICK cop
QUAT SAID HE WOULD SEND TO SUU TOYORROW DECREE FOR SUU'S

SIGNATURE ON TWO. MINISTERS.'QUAT ‘AND DO  SAID THEN WOULD BE NO -
'PROBLEN WITH THEIR REFUSAL TO RESIGN SINCE QUAT'S RIGKT T0 CHANGE
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PAGE THREE RUMJIR 2687 S—E—ER—F<F !

NOT RISUBMIT HIS ORIGINAL CANDIDATE FOR MINISTER OF ECONDMY
EECAUSE OF CATHOLIC OBJECTIONS. RUAT INTENDS TO WAIT FOR AT
LEAST A4 WEEK BEFORE NOMINATING NEw MINISTERS AND IN MEANTIME
“ILL DESIGNATE OTHER OFFICIALS TO SERVE IN JINTERIM CAPACITY.

WITH REGARD TO (B) ABOVE, DO SAID SUU HAD FIRST PROPOSED 1IN
ZARLIER MEETING THAT HE, QUAT AND NLC SIT DOWN WITH OPPOSITION
GROUPS TO SEEK A SOLUTION FOR THEIR COMPLAINTS. DO REFUSED ON
QUAT'S CHARGES LEVELED AT QUAT. ALTERNATE PROPOSAL THAT SUU SEND
REPRESENTATIVES TO THESE GROUPS ADOPTED IN LATER SESSION,
MANFULL OBSERVED ALSO IMPORTANT THAT QUAT AND HIS ASSOCIATES

MET FREQUENTLY WITH THESE GROUPS AND WITH MEMBERS OF NLC.

THERE WERE NODDED ASSERTS ALL AROUND BUT. EXPRESSIONS OF DOUBT
AS TO WHEITER ANYONE COULD REALLY INFLUENCE REFUGEE CATHOLIC
LEADERS IN THEIR PRESENT FRAME 3F MIMD. ' -

COMMENT: IN VIEW OF LIMITATION OF CABINET CHANGES TO CURRENT
RECALCITRANT MINISTERS AND PCSSIBILITIES FOR MANEUVERING IN

NLC AN AMENDMENT OF CHARTER, QUAT ¥AY NOT EE COMPLETELY OUT

OF THE WOODS.” HOWZVER, IYMEDIATE DEADLOCX APPEARS BROKEN.

TAYLOR
BT

HNPN

XEROX FROM QUICK CoPY



LIMITED OFFICIAL USE June 3, 1965
Thursday, 8:45 P. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR

THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Exchange with Prime Minister Moro of Italy

Ambassador Fenoaltea {Tab A) and our Embassy in Rome (Tab B)
have reported in detail Prime Minister Moro's foreign policy
statement of May 14 to the Italian Chamber of Deputies in which
he spoke warmly of his meeting with you, and expressed firm
support for your policies, Moro not only cited and endorsed

the key sections of your May 7 address; he told the Parliament
that in Southeast Asia ''the United States is following a policy of
honorable and just peace and security' and that in the Dominican
Republic American intervention is justified ""partly for human-
itarian reasons and partly for the security of the American
Continent", pointing out that this action had to be evaluated in
the light of the implications of the 1962 Cuban missile crisis,

There is no question but that Moro's visit to Washington last
month strengthened his political hand in Rome immeasurably;
and that in the light of this development he has come out more
strongly for the courses of action we are taking than perhaps any
other Western leader,

The Secretary of State thinks {Tab C); and I wholly agree, it
would be politic to send Moro a note, expressing your appreciation
for his stand and support, I am certain he would not only appre-
ciate this for personal reasons; it would also be useful to him
politically,

A letter to Moro, assuming you concur, based on a State Depart-
ment draft, is attached at Tab D for signature,

iy
MCG, B,

Attachments
Tabs A - D,

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

&
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NLS #3-352 7 P. M.
By O _NARS, Date (-3 -4

DECLASSIFIED

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT Authority L Zonors Deed of Gt

BYShITH | NARA, Dage 6-11-
The British and Vietnam ., NARA, Dawe 6-11-9¢

On a number of occasions you have showed your skepticism when one

or another of us has remarked that the British have been very solid and
helpful on Vietnam. And of course you have recollections, which the
rest of us only have at second hand, of Harold Wilson's effort to telephone
his way into a fancy trip to the White House at just the wrong moment.
Moreover, you feel the wounds of what Home said about busses and what
Michael Stewart said about gas, although everyone else has long since
forgotten those particular episodes.

It remains a fact that every experienced observer from David Bruce on
down has been astonished by the overall strength and skill of Wilson's
defense of our policy in Vietnam and his mastery of his own left wing

in the process. The support of the UK has been of real value inter-
nationally -- and perhaps of even more value in limiting the howls of our
own liberals. It is quite true, of course, that we would get this kind of
backing more or less automatically from a Conservative government,
but support from Labour is not only harder to get but somewhat more
valuable in international terms.

The only price we have paid for this S pport is the price of keeping them
reasonably well informed and fending one ill-advised plan for travel.
This is not a very great cost. Moreover, we have had no leaks from
the British, and no public expression of worry about the length of the
pause. It is true that Gordon Walker has been making some moderately
foolish noises lately, but he is not a member of the government.

My own feeling is that it is well worth our while to keep the British on
board as long as it can be done simply by keeping them fully informed
and giving them the feeling that they are in the know as we go ahead.

To put it another way, I see no advantage at all in putting them at arms
length and thus increasing the risk that they will be tempted to criticize.
You have taught us all a great deal about the advantages of Congressional
consultation in the last year and a half -- I myself believe that the same

rulesapply in diplomatic consultation. After all, we are dealing with
human beings in both cases. L. &
y. Q.

I attach Bruce's latest cable on this subject. —
McG. B.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Thursday
June 3, 1965 - 6:25 P. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: Visit from Scotty Reston

Scotty Reston came in today at his request. He had a number of things
to say, none of them very agreeable.

He began with the question of academic attitudes toward the Administra-
tion. He says there is now a deep-seated distrust because of a feeling
that we are not fully and frankly explaining what we are doing. I asked
him for examples, and he took your press conference remarks on the
Dominican Republic as his text. He asserted that everybody with any
knowledge of the matter knows that we did not seriously consult with the
Latin Americans before we put the Marines in -- that there was no dis-
cussion of this possibility in the Peace Council or the OAS before our
decision -- to have mentioned the Dominican Republic problem to four-
teen different countries had nothing to do with consulting them about land-
ing the Marines -- and that while your explanation would be persuasive
to the mass of the people who did not need persuasion, it would only
increase mistrust among those who know better.

I told him that you were not saying that the decision to land Marines had
been discussed with the OAS, but only that we had been in continuing
touch with them, and that at each stage would had been eager to have them
take more responsibility than they were in fact ready to assert. Since

I myself believe the real record of consultation before Thursday is

weak, I did not press the case strongly -- and indeed I agree with Tom
Mann,who has more than once pointed out in our discussions that we

could not very well consult about landing Marines since we did not

expect it to be an issue,until Wednesday afternoon.

I went on to tell Reston that any President who was asked to choose
between understanding and support of the American people, and the
understanding and support of the intellectuals,would choose the people.

He said that he did not think we had to make an either/or choice, and

that we must somehow find a way of reopening communication with these
people. He gave me the impression, nevertheless, that on the substance
of policy he was more with us than against us, both in the Dominican
Republic and in Vietnam.
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He then shifted his fire to the process of decision-making and told me
that the Embassies were now reporting a kind of frantic disarray at the
White House. I asked him what he was talking about, and he said there
was talk of very long monologues with the press and about the press --
of an intensity of preoccupation with past events and justifying them,
which suggested a lack of calmness and confidence in the management --
and even worse questions about the sober good sense of our whole
approach. Itold him somewhat sharply that he had known you for so
many years that he must know that this was nonsense -- and he hastily
said he was not talking about realities but what the Embassies are
reporting.

He then shifted to the international scene itself and said that he thought the
heart of our problem was that we would not get anyone to help us in
peace-keeping until we stopped doing it all for them. We agreed on the
very great difficulty which we are having in getting any of our allies any-
where to do their share, and I found him quite steamed up about it. He
almost suggested that we should have let the Dominican Republic stew

in its own juice so as to serve the rest of Latin America right -- but

he agreed when I suggested that the American people would not have
applauded such a decision. He wondered then whether we had the strength
to carry the peace-keeping task alone. But he then went on to point out
that the one thing he thought the Communists were going to have to learn
is that the Johnson Administration was not going to be interested in
retreat or defeat. I agreed cheerfully with that and renewed my assertion
that it is not the White House but the academics who are currently out of
step with the main line of American conviction and purpose. This led

to a discussion of the two kinds of young men -- those who protest and
those who do the fighting -- and Scotty expressed his strongly held

belief that our draft processes as now organized encourage wholesale
evasion in the name of education and marriage. This being a view 1
share, Isaid so, and the interview concluded in a more harmonious

vein than it began.

ha. 4

McG. B.



Saturday, June 3, 1965 - 4:30 PM
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Re: Press contacts

Mary and I went to dinner with Kay Grazham on Thursday night and bad an
extremely interesting evening. The dinner was in honor of an Englishman,
Henry Fairlee, but he did almost no talking. Most of the talking was in praise
of the rent subsidy victory, and was led by Larry O'Brien, who did the best
Job of political education I have ever heard from him. Ag you know better
than anyone else, the country did not know what it was all about. Kay Graham
herself simply did not understand it. Bob Novak, of Evans & Novak, was
also there. He talked mainly about the problems of the Republicans. I had
not talked at length with bim before, and he is evidently a deeply conservative
type. The conversation was general, and there was no probing for hard news.
Kay Graham was hit pretty havd about the Herblock cartoon, and insisted

that Herblock himself had not intended it to have the kind of flavor it did.

The most important piece of conversation was one which Kay asked me to pass
on privately to you. She has decided to move Ben Bradlee from NEWSWEEK
to the POST. He is to be Al Friendly's deputy on the news side, and is to
move into Friendly's place in a couple of years {f all goes well. Kay knows
gou have reservations about Bradlee, but she also knows that he has the
respect of the professional press and she has had to go on her own best judg-
ment. She wants you to know this decision from her.

This may be as good 2 time as any for me to repeat my own judgment that
while Ben Bradlee is a very determined and inquisitive reporter, he is not
hostile to us or in anyone else's pocket. It is certainly true that he was a
great personal friend of Preeident Xennedy. But he has never been close to
Bobby -~ they are temperamentally opposites. What made Bradlee and
President Kennedy friends was a shared cooluess and irony and detachment,
which was the side of JFK that does not appear in his brother.

At the end of this same evening the WASHINGTON POST was delivered to Kay,
and Novak foolishly directed cur atteation to the Evans~-Novak column on Dean
Rusk and the B-52s8, and all. I read it and then tore into him. I peinted

out that most of the facts were wrong and that they did nbt prove the point, in
any case. Itold him that this was as bad a piece of reporting as I had seen

in the column, and Iwas so rough on Rowlie that Mary told me afterwards that
1 had overdone it.

ittt B, e B
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Yesterday I also talked with John Hightower, who had called about the TIMES
story on the Gilpatric report. I told hias the story was dead wrong, that the
report was not open to public discussion, and that the problems of disarmament
continue to get intense attention through the government. He kept boring in

on the specific question of the relation between nonproliferation sand the MLF,
and I told him that the question of choice was purely hypothetical at the moment,
both in practical and theoretical terms. Our position is that theze is no
inconsiatency between the two projects. And in any case,neither of them is
very hot in July of 1965.

Today I called Max Frankel, having heayd that he is going to do 2 piece on
Dean Rusk. I asked to see him, and he will be coming in next week. Itis
possible that you may want to see him yourself, because nothing would do more
to reinforce the Secretary's position as Frankel will describe it than a few
words direct from you.

McG. B,



https://throv.ah
https://anen&f.on

//( Ce iy mf/JWcﬁ_

F

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Thursday, June 3, 19 5
2:30 p.m," el 2 '

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: IL-28's

The State Department people did not get a

question on IL-28's in their one o'clock briefing.
McNamara, Ball, and I nevertheless believe

that we should get this news out in Saigon promptly.
The '"Periscope'' item attached (Tab A), and questions
from TIME, Lisagor and Maggie Higgins, suggest
that this matter is s a short fuse, The proposed
press guidance and follow-up makes sense to

us (Tab B).
h. 4.
McG, B.
Yes
No

Let's talk about it tomorrow
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THE PERISCOPE

AHEAD OF THE NEWS

U.S. Diplomatic Offensive

Western Europe can expect a full-dress U.S.
diplomatic offensive when the German elections
end—and before the French balloting in Decem-
ber. The new drive will stress goals like Eu-
ropean unity and the multination nuclear fleet,
with the aim of showing French voters that
only their country is out of step with the West.

Independence in Saigon

Washington officials were surprised by a recent
unpublicized speech by South Vietnam’s Premier
Pham Huy Quat in Saigon. Quat said that South
Vietnam was “master of its own house,” insisted
“we cannot accept foreign aid under coercion
or pressure” and “our destiny will be decided
by ourselves.” He also announced that his gov-
ernment was not bound by the 1954 Geneva
Treaty that split up Vietnam.

A Brake on Gold Losses

An idea for checking the outflow of U.S. gold
will soon be in the news. This plan would
have the U.S. Treasury announce that it would
buy only limited amounts of gold at the fixed
$35-an-ounce price. Such a move, proponents
say, would cool the desire of other govern-
ments to hoard gold as monetary reserves, en-
courage them to hold dollars instead.

Bundles for Britain

Without fanfare, Britain’s top economic officials
have asked for some American expertise. The
Labor government wants Gardner Ackley, LB]J’s
top economic adviser, Treasury Under Secretary
Frederick Deming and outgoing Budget Direc-
tor Kermit Gordon to spend a week in London,
probably in July, to show how budget, monetary
and economic planning work in the U.S.

OVERSEAS CABLES

Breakdown in Budapest

While Pope Paul has been reported ready to
visit Communist Poland, Vatican relations with
another Red government—Hungary—are dete-
riorating. Hungary and Rome worked out an
agreement some months ago, but the Hungarians
have not delivered. (For one thing, Josef Cardi-
nal Mindszenty, a virtual prisoner since 1956,
still has not been released.) Tipoff on the new
strain came when a Communist newspaperman
in Rome, who had been scheduled to visit Buda-
pest and report on the new era, suddenly had
the assignment canceled.

Newsweek, June 7, 1965

Berlin Blockade—With a Twist

The U.S. has passed the word that it will ap
prove no more sessions of the West German
legislature in Berlin. Bonn’s lower house, th
Bundestag, staged a special one-day meeting in
West Berlin in April. Now the upper house, thc
Bundesrat, wants to hold a similar one before
the September elections. Reason for the U.S.
turndown: in Washington’s view, the Bundest..-
meeting produced nothing but traffic slowdown..
buzzing by Russian planes and other forms of
Soviet reprisal.

Air Buildup for Hanoi

Peking seems to be building up Hanoi’s air fleet.
For the first time, Soviet-made II-28 light jet
bombers (with a 1,500-mile range) have been
spotted in North Vietnam, apparently moved in
from China. Until now, only one I1-28 was in
the area, on Hainan Island off the coast.

INSIDE_STORY

George Wallace's Future

Alabama’s Gov. George Wallace may quietly
drop efforts to get legislative permission to suc-
ceed himself or to run for the U.S. Senate next
year. (Both moves now are barred by the state
constitution.) Rather than have the legislature
filibuster his succession bills to death, Wallace
is now expected to let them expire in committee.
Last year, when the governor met resistance to
a similar plan, he abandoned the fight.

A Lady for Notre Dame

Notre Dame’s all-male faculty will soon have
its first regular woman member. She is Sister
Suzanne, a Benedictine nun from Tulsa, Okla..
who will teach history of science to junior class-
men at the South Bend, Ind., university. Un'il
now, women have taught only at summer ses-
sions, never on the regular faculty.

The FBI in War, Peace and Hollywood

The FBI is keeping a close watch on a new
TV series about the bureau, set for next f !
All prospective performers on ABC’s hour-li:
“FBI Story” (now going into production
Warner Brothers in California) must submi

their real names, place and date of birth for
an FBI check before getting the job.

A Rival for Pat Brown?

California’s Democratic Gov. Edmund (Pat)
Brown may not have the clear shot at renomina-
tion that he expects. Political experts now sec
Los Angeles’s Mayor Sam Yorty as an added

(Ne part of The Periscope may be reproduced without written permission) 11



THE PERISCOPE

starter in the 1966 primary. And Yorty, they
think, could give Brown a race. Reason: the
strong showing by Yorty’s candidates in recent
local races, his own big victory over Rep. James
Roosevelt, and his ties to California Assembly
Speaker Jesse Unruh (whose truce with Brown,
the experts say, could easily come undone).

New Negro Enterprise

Mississippi Negroes plan a million-dollar busi-
ness enterprise—a plant to make women’s shoes
—near Jackson. Some 180 Negro teachers and
businessmen organized the venture, have al-
ready sold $35,000 of stock to 2,000 investors
(100 of them white). Balance of the capital, it
is expected, will come from a Federal small-
business loan and from Mississippi banks. Ex-
cept for a half-dozen out-of-state manufacturing
experts and some salesmen, the plant will be
staffed and run by Negroes.

Thurmond the Invincible

Much as they would like to replace Democrat-
turned-Republican Sen. Strom Thurmond of
South Carolina with a real Democrat, Adminis-
tration experts see little use in an all-out effort
in 1966. White House aides recently showed one
would-be Democratic opponent of Thurmond a
poll indicating that the senator would wind up
with 76 per cent of the South Carolina vote.

Countdown for Calories

U.S. space officials are taking special pains to
keep corned-beef sandwiches and other contra-
band out of the Gemini 4 capsule. (Astronaut
Gus Grissom ate a smuggled sandwich on the
last flight and NASA dietary experts were ap-
palled.) This time everything in the capsule, in-
cluding personal effects carried by astronauts
James McDivitt and Edward White, will be
carefully catalogued before blast-off.

WHERE ARE THEY NOW?

They Also Sassed

The columnist who 30 years ago used ridicule
as a weapon against Hitler and Mussolini much
as Art Buchwald uses it against today’s dragons
(page 47) is watching Buchwald’s world from
the sidelines in Tucson, Ariz. He is Westbrook
Pegler, sportswriter-turned-Pulitzer-Prize colum-
nist and, for the past twenty years, the most
belligerent spokesman for the far right. Son of
a top Chicago reporter, Pegler was an office
boy for the United Press at 16, a Worid War I
correspondent, a syndicated sports writer during
the 1920s (which he christened “The Era of
Wonderful Nonsense”). His daily column, “Fair
Enough,” begun in 1933, aimed savage humor at
targets that ranged from Nazis to racketeers.
His Pulitzer came in 1941 for “Peglerizing” mob-
ster George Scalise. At 70, Pegler now spends
most of his time at home near Tucson with his
third wife, Maud, concentrating on a new book.
A vocal admirer of Buchwald, he says: “Buch-
wald is a unique specialist in a unique field.”

12

Another newspaperman with a sharp eye and a
sharp word for the world around him is New
Yorker Frank Sullivan, now retired to his native
Saratoga Springs, N.Y. After a $7-a-week job
on The Saratogian, college (Cornell) and Wood-
row Wilson’s invitation “to become a private
in his army” (actually a second lieutenant), Sul-
livan came to New York city rooms in 1919. He
left The New York World to freelance in 1931,
created his famous interviews with “Mr. Ar-
buthnot, the cliché expert” and turned out eleven
books (most recent: “A Moose in the Hoose”
in 1959). A bachelor, he lives alone in an eight-
room house a block from the Saratoga race track
and “ducks the social life.” At 72, he rises late,
spends most of his time reading. He also con-
tinues to write his annual Christmas poem for
The New Yorker magazine. Buchwald’s con-
sistently high-grade product amazes him. “I was
supposed to be funny three times a week at
the World,” Sullivan says, “and nearly ended
up in a nut factory.”

Newsweek, June 7, 1965
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During the past week some half-dozen IL-28 light subsonic jet

bombers have been obser ved in North Vietnam. We will continue to

watch the situation closely.

Q

A

» O » D

Who supplied the bombers?

Although the Soviet Union has been the chief supplier, a number
of Communist countries have had these bombers for some time.
What does the U. S. intend to do about them?

We do not speculate on matters of this kind,

Are they considered defensive?

These planes can carr-)r- bombs but it is not know" for what
purpose they are intended.

Does the U.S. consider provision of these aircraft to be
escalation by the other side?

This would depend on the use made of them.

What is the nationality of the crews flying them?

We do not know who will be flying them.
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—CONFIDENTEAL— ay, June 3, 1965
9:30 a. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Letter from Juan Bosch

Here i3 the lettor from Juan Bosch, which has
been on its way for two days. He read a first
draft to me over the phone, and at my suggestion
some of the sharper language about the OAS and
Mora was removed. There are other things

I might have criticized, but I did not press
because of the last sentence which assures ua
that he will keep it private unless we decide
otherwise.

I have acknowledged receipt of the letter and said
that it would be delivered to you. - 1 think probably
you should not answer directly, but I will draft an
answer in my own name for cousideration in the
light of Bunker's mission.

McG, B.

E.O. 12356, Sec. 3.4
Nu M _9- 7 3
By 42— NARA,
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