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MEMORANDUM ’/ / ' )
THE WHITE HOUSE ‘"‘“”',

an § =)

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 31, 1965
8:00 p. m.

—GONTFIDENTIAL
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Sugar Lobbyists

1. I spoke to Nick Katzenbach and asked him for a prompt
legislative proposal on this, I also spoke to Tomm Mann and asked
him to be in touch with Katzenbach because Tom is handling this
matter in State and is talking with Cooley about sugar quotas
informally tomorrow morning,

2. Mann later called me back to say that he had one worry about
Katzenbach's assignment which he would discuss with Nick., Itis
that, unless it is drawn very carefully, any U, S. law which seems
to interfere with the right of foreign governments to hire lobbyists
might boomerang badly on U. S. business overseas. Tom points
out that Americans doing business abroad almost universally need
the services of local lawyers who can well be described as 'lobbyists. "
He says that in Mexico, for example, there is already heavy pressure
to penalize lawyers who make money by representing the wicked foreigner.
He is flagging this problem to Nick, and we will see whether the ingenious
and honorable Attorney General can solve it.

s
McG, B.

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 _
NSC Memo, 1/30/95, State Dept. Guidelines confidential .

By b NARA,Dawe 4-(4-A9



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Tuesday, Aug. 31, 1965
7:15 p.m.

MR, PRESIDENT:

Nick Katzenbach says that there is
nothing wrong with bills of this kind
except that it is the very devil to
catch anybody. He sees no possible
danger in a letter like the attached
to Tom Dodd.

Y . _‘ ,é

McG. B.
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THE WHITE HOousE
WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 31, 1965
5:30 p. m.

MR. PRESIDENT
I think you will be interested in

Ambassador Lodge's backgrounder
given earlier today. I see no problems

with it.
h 1.
McG. B.

GONEIDENTTAL attachment
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From Ambassador Lodg__e_

1. Ambassador Lodge gave Backgrounder Tuesday to 16 US media
newsmen. Ground rules: no attribution to Ame rican sources, no fill-ins,
no single stories. He said at 1700 hours Saigon time Tuesday, Mission
would announce the appointment of General Lansdale as Chairman, US
Mission Liaison Group with South Vietnam Central Rural. Construction
Council which is designed to create a better life for people. He noted
unclassified United States Operations Mission document available with
decrees establishing Rural Construction Directorate.

2. Ambassador made the following points in his opening statement:

a. The atmosphere was different than in August 1963 when he first
arrived in South Vietnam. Then there was a feeling of impending doom
in the air. Bombings and arrivals of US troops had good psychological
effect on South Vietnam. Will be important achievement if we can prevent
the Viet Cong from moving into phase of large-scale combat or if we can
punish them when they do. Viet Cong terrorism works against his own
interests and against Communist guerrilla doctrine because it poisons water
for guerrilla fish. However, we have not yet found an answer for protecting
the population against small groups of guerrillas.

3. Ambassador made following points in reply to questions:

a. Lansdale will advise the US Mission on implementation of economic
social programs which are so vital to defeating aggression from the north.
If South Vietnam seeks US advice, that would be nice too. Implementation is as
important as planning speeches. Have had no contact yet with Buddhists.
Prime Minister Ky's manifestations of South Vietnamese independence of
us are desirable. My relations with him in two meetings were very good.

b. Continuity in government is more important than whether it is civilian
or military. We support the South Vietnamese effort to ward off aggression.
My attitude is one of advice, assistance, helpfulness. I am Chairman of of
US Mission Council. I don't command combat operations. When activities/one
US agency impinge on another, I try to settle by persuasion. Can't work
together if people at sword points.

c. There is theoretical possibility of conflict between military me asures
and civilian pacification programs, but US military are completely aware of
this and don't think the solution here is exclusively military. I don't regard

Lansdale as being in adversarial role to the military. On the contrary.

—CONFIDENTIAE—
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2-Saigon 694, August 31, 1965

d. I am not here as a Republican. I'm completely through with
politics. America's Vietnamese policy is not a partisan issue. I've
thought about it much during the last two years. I cannot see any
other possible policy. We are seeking a successful outcome to this
situation. I prefer the phrase '""warding off aggression' to '"victory."
South Vietnam is not yet persuaded its aggression is doomed to
failure.

e. It is good Nixon is coming. He made good speeches during
last six months. He is active, will give many speeches around us,
is coming here to gain a fresh, first-hand view.
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3 KARACHI, PAKISTAN CAP)-AMID REPORTS OF HEAVY BORDER FIGHTING, -
INFORMAT ION MINISTER KHAWAJA SHAHBUDDIN SAID TONIGHT "THE TIME
HAS COME WHEN PAKISTANIS WILL HAVE .TO MAKE SACRIFICES TO LIBER- -
ATE THEIR KASHMIRI BRETHREN FROM INDIAN IMPERIALISM.,™

PRESIDENT MOHAMMED AYUB KHAN CUT SHORT A VISIT TO THE STATE OF
SWAT AND RETURNED TO RAWALPINDI FOR A CABINET MEETING TOMORROW. -

RADIO PAKISTAN. ANNOUNCED STRONG ACTION HAS BROKEN OUT AGAIN \
BETWEEN INDIAN TROOPS AND AZAD (PASKISTAN) KASHMIRI FORCES OUI- .
E%DE HAJI PIR PASS, IN THE TITHWAL SECTOR OF THE U.N. CEASE-

RE LINE.
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
-SECRET— August 31, 1965
Tuesday/5:30 pm

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE PRESIDENT

Wednesday Meeting on Pak/Indian Matters, While the immediate pur-
pose is to talk Title III PL 480, this is also a good chance for you to re-
mind all concerned where you want to go on Pak/Indian matters in general,

In a nutshell, we now have the Indians nibbling on an October Shastri
visit and coming to us on aid. The Paks are playing harder to get, but the
British hope to see Ayub this week. Welve also been passing other quiet 4"f
signals. The trouble is that the looming Kashmir crisis precipitated by %\‘T
Ayub could easily blow up and wreck all our plans. We have quite disturh=
ing reports that the Paks plan to escalate another notch by committing yegu-
lars. Here in brief are the points on which you might hear argument fomorrow.

I. What To Do About Kashmir? Despite our fears, it seems best to push
the UN and UK out in front on this one, because intervention wins /x{s no
friends and we have plenty of other painful business with Paks and Indians
on our plates. If a vicious cycle of escalation develops, however, we too
may need to weigh in, We could at least privately urge restraint on both
parties, which know by now that US aid is no longer a sure thing.

II, Consortium Strategy. Bundy and I have been steadjly putting out the
word '"no meeting--no pledge, " but many people are still’putting more energy
into worrying about the risks than into trying to get Ayub here. These risks
are real, and it would be useful for you to remind all concerned you're well
aware of them., Moscow almost certainly scents a chance to get us out of
Peshawar, and might happily invest a few MIGs and aid loans in the effort,
But Ayub probably recognizes by now that if he starts fiddling with the last
real US asset in Pakistan he risks being cut off without a nickel (in fact the
Paks have carefully avoided even mentioning P)cshawar despite all their
brickbats to date).

f
So we suggest you tell State to come/up with the best way to slide
right past 23 September and to get Ayub hefe. Once the aid bill passes, we'll
have to be ready with a new line (a Kashpir flareup, with the Paks to blame,
may give us an excuse).

III. Title I for India. The two months time we bought with our million tons
of wheat is running out, and the Indian food situation is getting worse., State/
AID/ Agriculture are working up ¥ stiff interim 10 month agreement to cover

L!} LL l\e."r 'H lr‘r)

EO. 12958, Sec. 3.5 —SECRET
NSC Memo, 1/30/95. State Da

tate Dept. Guidelines

BJ’__._C,b s NARA , Date 4 f'??



https://steadj.ly

SECRET— g August 31, 1965

the period till we revise PL 480 next year. The basic problem here is that
if we cut off food to India in the middle of a Kashmir crisis, it will inevitably
be regarded as political pressure and a pro-Pak gesture to boot. No action
required yet since the proposal will come before you shortly.

IV, Title III Programs for India-Pakistan-UAR~Algeria. This is the
item on which you wanted us to see you (we've included Freeman--and Reuter
so he wouldn't keep pressing for an appointment). These small programs,
mostly school feeding, aren't government~to-government but run by the volun-
tary agencies. So they give us little leverage, yet their do-good constituency
here will be up in arms if we cut them off. If you feel the annual renewal
proposed is too much, I'd suggest cutting it to six months. This should carry
us through to when new PL 480 legislation has to be introduced next year--
and we can then say wait till the new law is passed.

MAP FOR India-Pakistan. We've kept this off the agenda so we can do
the analysis you want, and let McNamara get back to review it. There is
real appeal to suspending MAP, at least till Kashmir quiets down, but the
risk is that (1) we leave the field wholly to the Soviets and Chicoms; (2) trig-
ger a violent Pak as well as Indian reaction which would mess up the delicate
game we're playing to bring both around.

There is considerable feeling among the worry-warts that you feel we
ought to write off India and Pakistan as bottomless pits, and concentrate on
Southeast Asia. We've tried to knock this on the head by saying: (a) nobody
needs to tell you that the Indian subcontinent is still the key area we, Moscow,
and Peiping are all competing for in Asia, and to which Vietnam is only an
antechamber; but (b) somehow the town is slow to catch up with you that we
aren't yet getting our money's worth from the $1. 2 billion odd we invest annually
in India/Pakistan--the former is floundering and the latter is slipping away
from us; so (c) you're bound and determined to use this leverage to get more
results or else cut our commitments accordingly. Thus it's up to the town
to stop fighting the problem and start doing this job.

Hearing some such word directly from you would help mightily to get
people to stop moaning and start working on what may yet become almost as

big a headache as Vietnam.
AW, Komsr
R.W.Komer

SECRET—



SEGRET- August 28, 1965

Mac -

As I mentioned some time ago, we have to get
the town focussed on how pending decisions on aid
to India might affect the Indian proliferation prob-
lem. I doubt that we have yet made clear to the
President how, if our holding back on aid precipi-
tated a nationalist go-~it-alone psychosis in Delhi, it
would powerfully stimulate India's desire to build
the bomb.

My hunch is that the best way to approach this
problem is to tie a quiet understanding to renewed
promises of US aid. In effect we'd accentuate the
positive, by saying that we'd continue our massive
investment in India so long as the Indians didn't
waste their own resources on such things as nuclear
weapons (which we'd then be indirectly subsidizing).
Tommy Thompson quite agrees.

The real question is how much further we might
have to go in bilateral guarantees (e.g. give them
a delivery system). Here Rusk and Thompson are
much more leery, I gather.

At any rate, a NSAM like the attached would
force us to face up to the issue.

DECLASSIFIED MKJ
i 0 -_v';',:clw ;-J

NSC Memo, 1/30/95 . Guidelines RWK
B)r QI ,I\r‘}ux Date I'i ﬂ 99
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

SECREF—

NATIONAL SECURITY ACTION MEMORANDUM NO.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF STATE
SUBJECT: US Aid Leverage on Indian Nuclear Proliferation

In connection with the President's review of future economic and military
aid policy toward India, we ought to consider the relationship of our aid to
our efforts to prevent India from developing an independent nuclear capa=
bility. This complex of issues might be up for decision shortly if Prime
Minister Shastri decides to visit here.

There seems to be a general concensus that India might be the next country
to develop nuclear weapons, which would strongly influence other countries
to follow a similar course. We have already made proposals for a multi-
lateral solution to the nuclear proliferation problem, and ACDA is consider-
ing other proposals to achieve this end in accordance with NSAM 335, In

the short term, however, these multilateral efforts may not be successful,
so we may have to count on bilateral arrangements to influence an Indian
decision. While there has already been extensive study as to how we might
influence the Indian decision on this subject by bilateral arrangements, I
gather that it did not focus on how we might most effectively use our economic
and military assistance, which may be our best bargaining point, to influence
the Indian decision. An Indian commitment to us might be formal in nature,
or might simply constitute an informal understanding between Shastri and

the President.

I believe, therefore, that it would be most helpful to have a critical study
of the forms such an understanding might take and an assessment of the
acceptability of such understandings to the Indian Government. To be most
useful to the President, it should be ready by 20 September, 1965.

McGeorge Bundy
cc: The Secretary of Defense
The Director, ACDA

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5
NSC Memo, 1/30/95, State Dept. Guidelines
By 66 NARA, Date_4-14-99
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NATIONAL SECURITY ACTION MEMORANDUM NO.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF STATE
SUBJECT: US Aid Leverage on Indlan Nuglear Proliferation

In connection with the President's review of future economic and military
aid policy toward Indla, we ought to consider the relationship of our aid to
our efforts to prevent India from developing an independent nuclear capa~
bility. This complex of issues might be up for decision shortly if Prime
Minister Shastri decides to visit here.

There seems to be a gensral concensus that India might be the next country
to develop nuclear weapons, which would strongly influence other gountries
to follow a eimilar course. We have already made propoaals for a multi-
lateral solution to the nuclear prolifaration problem, and ACDA is consider«
ing other proposals to achieve this end in accordance with NSAM 338, In

the short term, however, these muitilateral efiorts may not be successful,
g0 we may have to gount on bﬁaéual arrangements to influence an Indian
decision, While there has already been extensive study as to how we might
influence the Indian decision on this subject by bilateral arrangements,
gather that it did not focus on how we might most effectively use our economic
and militayy assistance, which may be our best bargaining point, to influence
the Indian decision. An Indian commitment to us might be formal in nature,
or might simply constitute an informal understanding between Shastri and

the Preaident.

I believe, therefore, that it would be most helpful to have a critical study
of the forms such an understanding might take and an assesament of the
acceptability of euch understandings to the Indian Government, TFo be most
useful to the President, it should be yeady by 20 September, 1965,

McGeorge Bundy
ce! The Secretary of Defense
The Diraector, ACDA

By Ob 4493
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SECRET —

NATIONAL SECURITY ACTION MEMORANDUM NO,

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF STATE
SUBJECT: US Aid Leverage on Indian Nuclear Proliferation

In connection with the President's review of future economic and military
aid policy toward India, we ought to consider the relationship of our aid to
our efforts to prevent India from developing an independent nuclear capa~
bility., This complex of issues might be up for decision shortly if Prime
Minister Shastri decides to visit here.

There seems to be a general concensus that India might be the next country
to develop nuclear weapons, which would strongly influence other countries
to follow a similay course. We have already made proposals for a multi-
lateral solution to the nuclear proliferation problem, and ACDA {a consider-
ing other proposala to achieve this end in accordance with NSAM 335, In

the short term, however, these multilateral efforts may not be successful,
80 we may have to count on bilateral arrangements to influence an Indian
decision. While there has already been extensive study as to how we might
influence the Indian decision on this subject by bilateral arrangements, 1
gather that it did not focus on how we might most sffectively use our economic
and military assistance, which may be our best bargaining point, to influence
the Indian decision. An Indlan commitment to us might be formal in nature,
or might simply constituts an informal understanding between Shastri and

the President.

I believe, therefore, that it would be most helpful to have a critical study
of the forms such an understanding might take and an assessment of the
acceptability of such understandings to the Indian Government. To be most
useful to the President, it should be ready by 20 September, 1965.

McGeorge Bundy
cc: The Secretary of Defense
The Director, ACDA

ECLASSTFIED
E.O 12958, 50c.3 8
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THE WHITE HOUSE 5

WASHINGTON — —"

MEMORANDUM

Tuesday, August 31, 1965
4:45 p.m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Statement by Nasser

I dare say you have already seen this disagreeable statement

by Nasser. As you suggested last week, we are reviewing our
policy toward Nasser, but this statement will not make it any
easier to make a new food agreement with him. It is the more
unsatisfactory because I think it is certain that Ambassador Kamel
sent him both warnings and signals of hope last week., Nasser

has been on notice for a long time that this kind of statement is

not easy to ignore.

g

McG. B.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 31, 1965
10:45 a. m.

MR. PRESIDENT:

This dispatch from Westmoreland
seems to me to be quite realistic --

if we assume that things go well in
Vietnam. It ties in with the view which
Lodge has often expressed that this
thing may end without any formal
negotiation.

6.

McG. B.

SECRET attachment
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—SEGRET —
(30366 from MACJ3, August 29, 1965)

SUBJECT: Vietnamese Views on How the War will end

1. In a recent conversation between the J-3 MACV (Depuy)
and the J-3 JGS (Thang), the latter expressed the following
views on how the war will end:

a. The bombing continues in the north, but the
North Vietnamese go underground or into the jungles and,
although sorely beset with many problems, they would never,
never give up.

b. However, in the south the presence of increasing
numbe rs of US troops wouldturn the tide and, starting this
autumn, the Government of Vietnam/US would start to win
the war. Not only would it be clear to the Viet Cong and the
DRYV that they were losing, but also success might snowball
rather rapidly.

c. Then in the face of the bombing and the accelerating
deterioration of their position in the south, the DRV would
diminish its support at which time the US would in turn
diminish the level of its bombing in the north.

d. Later, as the situation in the south improved further,
the US would make a token troop withdrawal! Thus giving
evidence of its intentions to get out when the problem is solved.

e. This in turn would cause a further decrease in DRV
support and, thus by easy stages, the war would simply subside
and eventually disappear. Neither side would face the knotty
problems posed by negotiation.

2. It is not possible to know the extent to which these ideas
reflect views of the High Command or are solely the views of
Thang. The US Ambassador has suggested that the substance
of this conversation be passed to Washington for whatever
value it may have.

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.6
NLJ _97-19

By cs’ , NARA Date_3-20-97 e |




Monday, Auguat 30, 1965
8:10 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

1. We are very close on a settlement in
the Dominican Republic.

2. We have beeun trying to reach Bunker
but he is not available.

3. At about 7:50, Ambassador Bennett
said that there might be a settlement
announced on Dominican TV at 8:00 p.m.
tonight.

BKS
DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12356, Sec. 3.4
NLJ 9-2A3I
By NARA, Dage L2227 3




Monday, £ _ust 30, }965
7:00 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

This cable gives the current military
estimates of our intelligence team

in Saigon. It is a little long, butl
think well worth reading.

I saw Max Taylor today and he agrees

that it is an unusually good and
persuasive assessment.

McG.B.

SECFET Att.
Saigon 624, Aug 26, 1965
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
—GONFIDENTIAL- Monday, August 30, 1965

1:30 p.m.
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: The Panama Canal Negotiations

l. I have just talked at length with Bob Anderson and he tells me that
the political problems of the Panama negotiations are now getting ripe for a
brief report to you. I agree with him. There are decisions in the offing
which only you can make and which I think you will want to make directly with Bob.

2. The essence of the situation is that Anderson and his team are very
clear now on the need for a Joint US-Panama Authority to run the present Canal
under the new treaties with Panama. You have approved this idea in principle,
and for discussion, but there is no final Presidential decision, and still less
any public White House position.

3. In discussing this idea on the Hill, in a preliminary way, Anderson's
colleagues, Jack Irwin and Bob Woodward, have found substantial preliminary
resistance from the House Subcommittee led by Mrs. Sullivan, and also from
Senator Hickenlooper.

4. Anderson himself has stayed away from the House Subcommittee so far.
He does not want to be in the position of giving them a fat target before there is
a definite US Government position. He fears that if he were to advocate the
Joint US-Panama Authority before you have made your own decision, he would
be inviting public and definite opposition from Mrs. Sullivan and others.

5. Anderson is convinced that the Joint Authority will be indispensible to a
successful negotiation. He is also convinced that real US interests can be
protected, essentially by giving both Presidents a veto of changes in the existing
code which covers the existing Canal. Anderson & Company therefore plan to
make a flat recommendation to you in favor of a Joint Authority.

6. The next question is that Bob needs to know whether you want him to be
the spokesman or whether you wish to announce your decision yourself, perhaps
to an appropriate group of bipartisan leaders. He and I are inclined to think that
if the President and Commander-in-Chief were spokesman on an issue of this sort,
the chances of effective support would be greatly increased. This is, of course,
what happened when you announced that you planned to negotiate these new treaties
last December.

7. Anderson is now preparing a definite and clear recommendation on the
Joint Authority for submission to you. He can come in and get your decision
either in the latter part of this week or after Labor Day. We think our tactics

T A CCOYITITY
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¥ Yord Mlies Adad los
L vingelmes

By O NAKA, Dute 4-14-22



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

—CONFIDENTIAL— -2~ 8/30/65

should be decided fairly soon because the Panamanian Congress is in October,
and our own Congress should know our position before it goes home. On this
basis, may I make an appointment through Marvin Watson for Anderson:

Later this week Early next week Speak to me

8. I have talked to Larry O'Brien about the problem of Mrs. Sullivan --
and probably Dan Flood -- and he thinks we have a lot of ways of handling this
sort of opposition, and that on the Hill in general it is well understood that
it is time for change in U, S, -Panama relations. I will plan to ask him to
join in the Anderson meeting (if he hasn't gone off to deliver the mail).

ng .
McG, B.



MEMORANDUM s

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Monday, August 30, 1965
11:20 A, M.,

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Letter to Dr, Carlos Sanz de Santamaria

1. Attached at Tab 1, for your signature, is a brief
note to Santamaria thanking him for his letter of
August 10, In recommending a reply, State notes

(at Tab 2) that while you responded favorably to the
letter in your Alliance for Progress speech, a formal
acknowledgment of Santamarial's letter is in order
because of its unusual significance.

2. I concur in the State recommendation.

r,1\/§<:G., B.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 30, 1965

. D_ea:r: Dr, Sanz de Santamaria:

I want you and your colleagues in CIAP to know how'
much I appreciate the constructive ideas expressed
in your letter of August 10 to the Presidents of the
Latin American Republics and to me.

As you know, I addressed a number of points in your
letter at the recent White House ceremony commem-=
orating the fourth'anniversary of the Alliance for
Progress. I want to take the opportunity now to
pledge again that my Government will review your
thoughtful letter with great care and sympathy.

incerely yours,
/

Dr. Carlos Sanz de Santamaria
Chairman,

Inter-American Committee on the
Alliance for Progress

1725 Eye Street, N, W.
Washington, D.C.



‘THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Monday, August 30, 1965
10:45 a. m.

MR. PRESIDENT:

This conversation between Goldberg
and U Thant occurred on August 25,
but I think you have not seen a report
of it and that you may be interested in
the Secretary General's observations.

Wt .

McG. B.



Monday, August 30, 1965
SEERETEXDIS

Text of cable from USUN New York 499 of Qup. 23

During a meeting with the Secretary General last evening
Goldberg told him that our reply to his proposal on Vietnam is in active
preparation and should be ready to transmit to him early next week.

We are at present consulting Saigon to ensure that, to the degree
possible, our replies are consistent and compatible.

Goldberg reiterated that we welcomed the Secretary General's
proposal, that we find many of its elements constructive and promising,
and that we will wish to discuss in detail those parts where there is
some difference of opinion.

In response to Goldberg's query as to whether there had been
reactions from other recipients, the Secretary General described
efforts he had made to deliver the proposal to the Communists. He
said it had first been presented to representatives of Peking, Hanoi
and the Viet Cong August 13 at a location he did not name. The
Chinese Communist representative had said he had no authority to
receive a document from the UN and refused to do so. The Hanoi
representative received the document but said he would have to seek
instructions before transmitting it to his government. The Viet Cong
representative, who was quite junior, refused to receive the document
but said he would seek instructions.

A response was sought again August 15 from all three through
the same channel. On August 17 the Chinese and Viet Cong returned
the same reply. The Secretary General thought it interesting, however,
that the Chinese had said proposals on this subject should come to them
from the Co-Chairmen of the Geneva Conference. The Hanoi repre-
sentative had not returned the document and therefore the Secretary
General presumed he had transmitted it to his government. However,
on August 18 the Secretary General had re-submitted his proposal to the
same three through another channel which he felt to be more acceptable
to them. He had as yet had no reply through this channel.

The Secretary General mentioned that, before his latest proposal

was presented, he had heard a report that Peking considers him to be
"in league with Washington' in the handling of the Vietnam question,
particularly because of his rapid and affirmative response to the
President's offer on the Mekong Valley development. He also had the
DECLASSIFIED

. E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 —SEGRET EXDIS

NSC Memo, 1/30/ Y, State :"C-J-'Jl, Guidelines

By et —w NARA, Date H-14-99
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impression Hanoi is suspicious of his association with us.

In response to Goldberg's query whether the Secretary General
is hopeful negotiations might get under way in the near future, Thant
expressed doubt there would be much chance before the termination
of monsoon in October. If Hanoi and the Viet Cong are unable to
achieve successes by that time they might be more receptive to
negotiations.

GOLDBERG

SEGRETEXDIS



Monday, August 30, 1965
0:40 A. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Message to President Valencia

1. Attached at Tab 1, for your clearance, is a telegram
to Valencia, thanking him for his warm letter (Tab 2)
praising your Alliance for Progress speech. At Tab 3
State notes (a) that Valencia allowed us to release his
letter and (b) that a reply by you, among other things,
will be useful in the context of the intensive economic
negotiations which we are now carrying on with Colombia.

2. I concur in the State recommendation.

McG, B,
{/ Yes.
No.
Speak to me.

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5
NSC Memo, 1/30:93, State Dept. Guidelines
By _cly , NARA, Date ¥-1¢ 29




UNCLASSIFIED

AmEmbassy BOGOTA IMMEDIATE

Deliver following message from the President to President Valencia:
"Dear Mr. President:

"I deeply appreciate the strong support for the Alliance for
Progress which you expressed in your letter of August 18 to
Ambassador Oliver, who was kind enough to convey your thoughts
to me. While the path ahead will not be easy, I share your faith
in the continued and increasing success of this great hemispheric
effort. With hard work, cooperation, and the continuing exchange
of ideas among all of us, we shall surely attain our goals of
improving the material well-being of all of our people and
strengthening representative democracy throughout the hemisphere.

Lyndon B, Johnson™

Department does not plan to release, but has no objection if GOC

wishes to do so. END

UNCLASSIFIED




Monday, August 30, 1965
9:15 A. M.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Telegram fo Trinidad Prime Minister
Eric Williams

1. Attached at Tab 1, for your clearance, is a telegram

to Trinidad Prime Minister Williams expressing good

wishes on the occasion of Ttrinidad's independence anniversary,
Tuesday, August 31. In its memo at Tab 2, State notes that
this telegram (which is additional to the routine telegram

sent to the Governor General of Commonwealth countries

on such occasions and which will be delivered at our
Ambassador's discretion) may play a part in our effort

to block the establishment of a Soviet Mission in Trinidad.

2. I concur in the State recommendation.

McG, B.
Yes.
No.
Speak to me.

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 12958, Sec.35
NSC Memo, 1/30/95, State Dept. Guidelines

By_cb ___ NARA,Date 4-/4-27,

CONFIDENTIAL




LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

AmEmbassy PORT OF SPAIN

At Embassy's discretion, deliver the following message:

QUOTE: Dear Mr. Prime Minister, On this celebration of the
anniversary of the independence of Trinidad an}i Tobago it gives me
great pleasure, on behalf of the people of the United States and on
msr own behalf, to send to you and through you to the people of Trinidad
and Tobago sincere good wishes and assurances of our warm friendship.
LYNDON B. JOHNSON UNQUOTE,

White House does not plan to release and would wish to be informed
in the event GOT should wish release. In this respect, congratulatory
message on occasion Jamaican independence was sent only RPT only
to Governor General.

Discretionary authority to deliver foregoing message has been
provided in thought that Ambassador might wish to use it as opener for
discussion with Williams of problems that would be created for Trinidad

if Soviets authorized establishment Mission there.

END.

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE
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August 30, 1965

Dear Frime Minister:

" Thank you very much for your personal

note about my birthday. I am grateful
for your warm good wishes, and I am
glad that you are getting a little time off,

Mrs. Johneon joins me in warm regards
to you both,

Sincerely,

The Right Honorable
Harold Wilson
Prime Minister
London

LBJ :McG. B. :mz
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THE WHITE HOUSE P<
WASHINGTON

Saturday, Aug. 28, 1965
11:15 a.m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Pak/Indian Roundup

Here is a good roundup on the Pak/Indian
situation for your private information.
Later today I will be sending on the wires
our suggestions as to what you might want
to say on this and other international issues
if you meet the press tomorrow.

hef. &

" McG. B.

SEGRET attaehments
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THE WHITE HOUSE
SEGRET— WASHINGTON August 28, 1965
Saturday/10:30 am

\

MEMORANDUM

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Pak/Indian Roundup. Kashmir is still bubbling merrily and could
blow up. U Thant fears the whole 1949 cease=fire agreement may col~
lapse. He wanted to report blaming the Paks for starting the mess, but
the Paks threatened to withdraw from the UN if he did. Nor are the Indians
too eager to take Kashmir to the UN lest the whole question of its status be
reopened (which is what the Paks want).

Bowles sees mounting pressures for Indian retaliation and urges we
call the Pak bluff that they aren't involved, lest they be encouraged to think
they are getting away with the game. In fact, we have} —
most reliable report that both the Kashmir infiltration and the earlier Rann
of Kutch affair are part of a "well-organized plan'" to force a Kashmir set-
tlement. This plan was checked out with both the Chicoms and Indos. Worth
reading (Tab A).

The UK gambit. Wilson sent a rather bland letter to Ayub (Tab B), as
an opener to get Ayub to see his envoy next week. We think we frightened
the Brits enough to get them to try hard, but I suspect that after they sound
out Ayub Harold Wilson will be back at you.

Meanwhile the true extent of our disillusionment with the Paks is being
gotten out through various quiet channels (the Pak Ambassador here is
highly chastened, whatever his demeanor on the Sequoia). Even if Ayub
doesn't come till October or so, all this will help insure that he comes in
the right mood.

Ayub and Shastri Visits. The Kashmir flare-up makes it difficult for
either to firm up plans now, though I'll wager we could land Shastri if you
wrote him directly, reminding him we'd love to have him though we realized
Kashmir might get in the way. My hunch still is that this would also help
move along Ayub,

Wednesday Meeting. Though we've scheduled a Wednesday morning
meeting of Rusk, Mann, and Bell with you on Title 1II feeding programs,
Bundy and I suggest we broaden it to include Pak/Indian problems in general.
We keep putting out the word ""no meeting no pledge'};but getting it directly

from you would be quite useful at this point. %MD/

) X T N A '
£ ey e m‘-ﬁ* m R. W. Komer

d)V' -




SEGRET—

{Text of letter from Prime Minister Wilson to President Ayub)

I was glad to have your reply of 27 July to my message of
23 July in which I expressed my anxiety over developments in
regard to the Pakistan Consortium.

I am sure that your Ambassador in Washington has kept you
fully informed of the continuing and acute problems which face
the United States Administration in getting their whole aid pro-
gramme through Congress. There seem to have been profound
and dangerous misunderstandings in the United States and in
Pakistan which in particular affect United States aid to Pakistan
and thus threaten the interests of us all.

In these circumstances I thought it right to send Pickard to
Washington last week to ascertain more precisely the United
States' difficulties and to explain our deep concern. I am so im-
pressed by the dangers that I suggest, subject to your agreement,
that we should, as your Commonwealth partner, explore what we
can do to help. I am therefore asking Sir Morrice James to seek
a frank exchange of views on the subject immediately on his re-
turn to Pakistan later this week.

!SCMemou.. . . , Cidelingy
By &  nanA 6-11-99 .




MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON —

Saturday, August 28, 1965
11:00 a.m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Two answers to Prime Minister Wilson
I attach draft answers to two messages from Prime Minister Wilson:

1. At Tab A is a copy of his message on Singapore, with a draft
answer which fits our current plans. We think it better to have the
first discussions before George Ball gets to Loondon, and are sending
Sam Berger, who is a very able and knowledgeable professional.
If any progress is made, George can pick it up when he gets there a
week later. This message is very non-committal about the purpose
of the talks and does not pick up the Prime Minister's suggestion that
whatever the British do should be done after agreement . The point
is that we don't want to let them off the hook of their special responsibility
in Singapore, but at the same time we are glad of a chance to look over
their shoulder, just as a safeguard against unilateral weakening by them.

2. At Tab B is the Prime Minister's birthday message to you.
I feel that in this case the response should be checked with you because
of the rather special character of Wilson's message. I have avoided the
topic of the White book because I doubt if you will want to share your full
opinion of that with Wilson. Suggested reply is attached.

nef. 6.

McG, B.

Birthday message: Approved v Disapproved

Singapore message: Approved Disapproved




by ’J’
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Friday, August 27, 1965
2:55

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

The attached Aide Memoire has been drafted for
delivery to U Thant as soon as it has your approval.
There is no great rush about it, but we make a few
social points by promptness. The Department
itself has been quicker than usual on this and has
coordinated its answer with Saigon in a neat piece
of work by Lodge.

The Aide Memoire is polite, but at the same time
firm on a number of points. It maintains our basic
four -point position on the end of aggression from

the north, the relation of that aggression to US
withdrawal, the right of free choice in South Vietnam,
and the use of supervised free elections on the
reunification issue.

In its later paragraphs (8 & 9) the message says
that we see many roads to a ceasefire, and that we
think the question of the role of the so-called
National Liberation Front should not bar the way
to a settlement.

Dean Rusk and I consider that this entire paper
represents no modification of our position, but only
a careful and diplomatically skillful statement of it
for U Thant's eyes.

This answer has been prepared in close collaboration

with Arthur Goldberg, who is in full agreement with it.

B
McG. B.

Approved Speak to me
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Begin Text. AIDE-MEMOIRE

1. The United States believes that your memorandum of
st 12 contains a number of highly constructive suggestions.
s our earnest hope that the memorandum will be useful in
iating discussions which can provide a basis for the

lement of the Viet Nam conflict. The views expressed

below are designed to contribute to this important objective.

a Vi

2. We agree with your observation that the objective of

et Nam settlement should be '""a return to the essentials

of the 1954 Geneva Agreements,'

Drafted by:
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3. We concur in the principle you have set forth that
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r— neither zone in Viet Nam should adhere to a military alliance or _7
furnish military bases to others, and that foreign troops should
be withdrawn from both zones. You have already cited President
Johnson's statement of April 7 to this effect on military alliances
and military bases. On troop withdrawal, the United States stated
on April 8 in reply to the 1l7-nation declaration on Viet Nam
", ..when conditions have been created in which the people of South
Viet Nam can determine their own future free from external inter-
ference, the United States will be ready and eager to withdraw its
forces from South Viet Nam."

4, Equally basic is the principle of the Geneva Agreements
that neither zone of Viet Nam should interfere in the affairs of
the other zone. This principle was incorporated in numerous pro-
visions of the Agreements, including Articles 19 and 24 of the
Agreement on the Cessation of Hostilities in Viet Nam and in the
provision of Article 5 of the Final Declaration of the 1954 Geneva
Conference, providing that the respective zones ''shall not be
utilized for the resumption of hostilities or in the service of an E
aggressive policy." It is the violation of this principle by the
DRV which has led to the conflict in Vietham and to the presence

of American forces in the Republic of Viet Nam, These forces, —J
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r— like the forces of other states assisting the Republic of Viet —j

Nam, have as their sole purpose its protection against aggression,
consistent with the provisions of the United Nations Charter.

2. It is”therefore essential that provision' be made in any.

the problem of
settlement of/Viet Nam fo; the withdrawal from South Viet Nam of
the troops and cadres infiltrated from North Viet Nam into the
South., The modalities and timing of withdrawal of American and
other forces assisting the Government of the Republic of Viet Nam
can, of course, only be worked out in the light of similar dis-
positions regarding the tens of thousands' of regrouped Southerners
and Northerners infiltrated by North Viet Nam into South Viet Nam
over the past several years.

6. A third basic principle of the Geneva Agreements of 1954
was to ensure that the people of Viet Nam have the right of free
choice. That purpose still guides our actions in two fundamental
respects related to the Geneva Agreements:

a. We maintain that the people of South Viet Nam should have
the right to shape their own destiny by peaceful, democratic means

and without interference from an aggressive neighbor to the north.

b. We believe that the people of both South Viet Nam and

L _
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North Viet Nam should have the right of free choice regarding the _j

reunification of Viet Nam. As called for in the Geneva Agreements,

any elections held for this purpose should be truly free and secret,

with effective international supervision. It was in this sense
that President Johnson on July 28 referred to '"'free electionms...
throughout all Viet Nam under international supervision."

7. With respect to the political problems of South Viet Nam,
we do not consider that the provisions of the Geneva Agreements ‘
of 1954 are directly appllcable to the resolution of the internal

separately,
problems of either North or South Viet Nam/gywwmxmxxy, pending
procedures for reunification as discussed above. In this connec-
tion, the United States Government notes that the Foreign Minister
of the Republic of Viet Nam, on June 22, made clear the view of
the Republic of Viet Nam that South Viet Nam should be free to
shape its own destiny "in conformity with established democratic
processes without any intervention of whatever form and whatever
source,'" As Secretary Rusk noted on June 23, the United States
Government fully supports this principle, and it was in this sense

also that President Johnson referred on July 28 to ''free elections

in the South.'" North Viet Nam appears to have expressed a different

|
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.

point of view. We would welcome any appropriate efforts by the
Secretary-General to determine whether these divergencies are in
fact as profound as they now appear.

e 8. We concur in the Secretary-General's suggestion that a
cessation of military activity ﬁight be subject to a variety of
formulae, and that it might initially be a matter for de facto
action -~ by both sides =~ rather than for a more formal arrangement.
In any unconditional discussions, or in a conference, conditions

for the cessation of hostiliﬁies might well be the first order of
business.

9. Finally, with respect to the role of the so-called National
Liberation Front, we agree that issues of this type need not and
should not obstruct the way to a settlement. On July 28 President
Johnson referred to negotiation taking place with governments (for
example, if there shoyld be a Geneva Conference, those govermments
which participated in the Geneva Conference of 1954), and indicated

that the Viet Cong would have no difficulty being represented and—

“having their views répreseated if Hanoi desired a peaceful settle-

—
ment. <This should not-be an insurmountable problem and could be
_worked-out. —This-positiondoes not;—of course, prejudiee the

J
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t—anindependent party inasmuch as—it has been.
ablished an co : 1

10. We remain prepared to‘engage inLunconditional discussions

looking toward a peaceful settlement er the other side is
ready. This can-be done, for example, through reconvening the
1954 Geneva Conference or by other means, including discussions - j
through your good offices. We shall give serious consideration
to any proposals of this character, END‘TEXT,
PSP Prior to delivery, inform GVN observer, pursuant
to last para Deptel 310 (sent Saigon as 564),

END {
GP-3
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Thursday, August 26, 1965
7:45 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Here are Bob McNamara's notes of the topics discussed
between President Eisenhower and President Kennedy
and their Secretaries of State, Treasury, and Defense,
on Thursday, January 19, 1961. The MecNamara notes
do not correspond either to Dean Rusk's recollections
or to what Rowland Evaans told me, in that they do not
give a clear signal that Herter and Ejsenhower were

in favor of ground troops in Laos, if necessary.

Evans called me again today and indicated that he is
planning to use his version in a columa. I told him that
I myself would not use information obtained from
President Kennedy in this way, and that I could neither
confirm nor deny his version.

l"?‘
McG. B.

TOPSECRET ATTASHMENT
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24 January 1961

MEMDRANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

You asked that T pue in writing recollection ef the subjects
discussed at the meeting with President Eisenhower at the White House
on Thursday, Janvary 19. My notes taken at the meeting are not complete,
but they indicete that the following stdtements were made:

A. VWith respect to Laes:

L, President Eisenhower advised against unilateral action by the
United States imn connection with Laes,

2. The Pr'elsident stated that tne British and French were reluctant
to fulfill their obligations under the SCATO Treaty.

3. Secpretary Herter stated that if the Phoumi government requested
aid from SEATO, he, Herter, believed we would be bourmd by our obligations
under the SEATO Treaty to supply such 3id. In this evext, he stated he
believed the British would probably fulfill their treaty obligations, but
that the French would not,

4. Herter added that ,f & pelitical settlement in Laes s net possible,
we must support the Royal Lastian Government's request fer SEATQ iatervention.

5. President-elect Kennedy inguired of President €isenhswer whether,
in the event of iatervention i1n the Laotian conflict by either the United
States er SEATO, the Sino-Soviet bloc covld be expected to counter with
forces in excess of those provided by either the SEATO nations or the United
States. President E);Senhower's answer was not campletely clear, but he
implied that the Sine-Soviet blec could support the FPathet Lae with resources
of men and meteriel svhstantislly lerger than those which the SEATO maticns
could be expected to provide for the suppart of the Royal Laotian Government.

6. Secretary Herter siated that the introduction pF cewmun st members
inte the Laotian Government would undoubtedly |ead to subversion of the
governmenk, and the vltimale replacenent of a coalition government with a
cemmunist governmend President Eisenhower replied he wes not cectain that
thi's would be the resvlit; he believed it mighi be possible to maintain indef-
mitely a coalitien governrent including representatives of the communists

7. President Eisenhowey stated without qualificatien, "If Laos is lost
to the Free World, 1n the losg run we will lose all of Southeast Asia."

8. President-clect Kennedy asked, "wWhat actien can be taken to keep the
Chinese Cormwunists owvk of Laes?" There wias no answer to this question from
President E.senhower.
DECLASSIFIED
Authority N3 8¢- 3.9
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B, With respect to Cuba:

/

C. /With respect to "limited war":

» Secretary Gates stated, "The United States can handle any number of
small limited war situations at one time,"

2, Secretary Gates stated that the Defense Department had taken the
funds authorized by the last Congress over and above what the Department
had requested, and had committed these funds to additiocnal alrllft capac1ty
and to the design of a new cargo plane,

3. Secretary Gates stated that major problcms relatzng to airlift
capac1ty were: |

a., the right to ever-fly;
b, the congestiorn of landing fields,

D, With respect to the gold flaw:

*l. President Eisenhower stated the United States would be better préf
pared for limited war if we were to bring a division back from NATO and
station the division within the continental limits of the United States. He
pointed out that such action would lease the gold problem, but would require
careful preparation with NATO.

2. President Eisenhower stated that if the order restricting travel of
military dependents remains in effect, similar restrictions should apply to
the dependents of personnel of other governnental departments, lncludlng the
State Department.

Robert S. McNamara

1., President Eisenhower stated in the long run the United Stateo cannot
' alloa the Castro Government to continue to exist in Cuba.
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WASHINGTON =

Thursday, August 26, 1965
6:30 p.m. i

N

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Here is the latest from Ambassador Bunker. The last
paragraph shows he has felt our needle, but persists
in the view that he must take it carefully and
patiently.

The meeting of the OAS this morning was given over
to a long diatribe by the Colombian Delegate,
Vazquez, who has some of the same impatience

we do, and was also suggesting that the OAS should
get a personal report from the Committee. We
answered (Bob Sayre) that such a personal report
would only delay matters, and our impression is
that, except for some marginal press leaks, this
closed meeting does not prove much either way.

bt
McG. B.



<SECRETEXDIS
(Cy of Santo Domingo 525, August 25, 1965)

From Ambassador Bunker

1. Iam fully in agreement on the necessity to apply maximum
pressure to induce Imbert to fulfill his commitment to sign ""Act of
Reconciliation.'" The excuse that the Imbert Government only accepted
the "Act' on the basis that not one word would be changed is patently
phony and we have no intention to allow him to use that line.

2. Revisions in the "Act" were worked out by Committee, not by
Caamano Government, and we believe they have improved and
strengthened the Act as a whole without altering its basic substance

or objectives. The new language of Article 4 is stronger and more
precise from the point of view of Imbert's own frequently reiterated
concern as to the future of '"Communist focus ' in Camaano Government.
The perimeter around the Zone will now be maintained until the Commu-
nists and others have given up their arms. The other changes in the J
""Act' should also be welcomed by Imbert and Armed Forces Chiefs

as strengthening the Provisional Government's authority to deal with

the problems of Constitutionalists and their Zone free of hampering
prior commitments. Article 8 in particular is now more favorable
from that standpoint.

3. The revised text has been accepted by the Camaano Government and the
Committee is now using all avenues of persuasion and pressure open to it
in an effort to obtain agreement from the other side. The principal
external pressure is economic, represented in the Committee's decision
to withhold financial assistance and retain OAS control of the Central
Bank. Other pressures, means of persuasion -- individual and group --
are being employed to the fullest extent possible.

4. I believe the problem of Imbert is complicated by the fact he con-
tinues to receive bad advice from friends, hangers-on, self-serving
politicians and professional anti-Communists -- all of whom put personal
interest ahead of country. (Imbert is a rather unsophisticated man and
his attitude often seems to be influenced by what the last person he saw
had to say.) In addition, it must be recognized that he himself has never
fully accepted the necessity for the establishment of a provisional
government.

I am hopeful, however, that appeals to Imbert's patriotism and pride,
combined with pressures on both him and the military chiefs will obtain
the desired results.

DECLASSIFIED
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5. The problem of the Armed Forces' Chiefs is more difficult and
more important. They apparently entertain some suspicions about
Garcia Godoy's intentions and are reluctant to put too much of their
future or that of their institution in his hands. They also seem to
suspect -- completely without reason as far as we know -- that he
has made secret commitments to Caamano and Company. With the
valuable assistance of Embassy Attaches, we are making an intense
effort to reassure the chiefs of our own and Garcia Godoy's firm
intention to preserve integrity of the Armed Forces.

6. In the event Imbert Government/Armed Forces acceptance of the
""Act'" is not forthcoming within a few days, the Committee contemplates
issuing another declaration to the Dominican people reporting on the
status of the negotiations. Because virtually all communications

media are in the hands of the Caamano Government and the Imbe rt
Government, this step may be.necessary in order to further mobilize
public opinion. Fortunately, there obviously now is mounting public
pressure for a settlement which should have its effect.

7. I am aware of the feeling of exasperation and frustration on the

part of the US Government at delays caused by the cons tant maneuvering
for advantage by both the Caamano Government and the Imbert
Government, and by the childish refusal of each side to deal with or

even recognize the existence of the other. This is a feeling fully

shared by myself and my colleagues. However, given the Mandate

under which we are operating, I see no alternative to continuing along

the course we have set, combining patience with pressure and persuasion
to achieve our objectives.

SECRETTEXDIS
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Thursday, August 26, 1965
12:30 P» m. J

MEMORANDUM FOR

THE PRESIDENT
We fully endorge State's recommmendation that
you send the attached "get-well" note to

Tanzanian President Nyerere's brother who is
being treated here at our expense.

This short note to Nyerere's favorite brother
could further the recent improvement in our
relations with Tanzania, whose naive
romance with the Chicoms shows definite
signs of cooling.

R. W. Komer
w.cn{ 6.
ce: cGB
/BRAWK

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE
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Bear Chiaf Hyorerey

1 am happy to welcome you to the Uniied States
m £ "'&hs%‘DXh nn Q- Aﬂ of us are &Qpﬁm
that the dectors and staif at Provideave Hospital
will by able 2o help you return 1o goad health
vEry s000 $9 that you way be reunited with youx
fsm‘il?o

Binzerely,

Chief William Nyerare
Providence Bospital

1150 Varnes: Gireet, N, E,
Waghington, D, C.

e cGB
EWEomer

LBJ:UH:em
(typed 8/26/65)



https://revaU.et

I

Thursday, August 26, 1965
12:3¢ p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

I attach a memorandum to me from Jim Thomson
which raises the possibility of a Presidential
visit to Hawaii, with invitations to Pacific Heads
of State to join in. The argument is sufficiently
interesting so that I think you will want to read
it, and I should be glad of any guidance you can
give us as to whether you would be interested

in further exploration.

McG.B.

Do some invisible f work
on this

Leave it alone




4
EXECUTIVE GFFICE ©F THE PRF.S!G_F.NT S "
NATICNAL SECURITY COUNC.L

WASHINGTON 23 D S

—SECRET- ' ' August 19, 1965 f 87 t!

MEMORAHDUM FOR MR, BUNDY-

SUB.IECT. Ha.waii Summ:xt Meeting in Lmu o{ Fa.r East Pruldenﬂal LARNOS B

oils o Tr“’d? = : el : ‘ _ S e
Al you know, considﬂrable pres -'.ur;. hae a."cumulved over the * -~ D5 2 },

past £our years in support of a Preasidertial trip to the Far Eaat, The

last such expedition was the ill-fated Eisenhower trip of 19€0; the last v
V!ca Presidential tour was that of Mr. Jckoson in March 1961, Primary st e *
eon:rcon of tha current pressure are the Phi.Lppmes and Kérea. IR  lh LI

4 Coumr-bala.nung this preesure s r.he difficuls ;ah:ulun of ,

itlnera.ry. you canact go tg Iapa:- without going to K-:)rm., and v;Ca

vérsd; hor 10 Japan without going to Tawian; axd once you are in

Talwan and the Philippines, you carmot aveid Vietnam, etc, Clearly, .
any marrow selection of countriss would do more harm than gédd ard ’
2 full tour of a.ll our chenta ard their neighbors would be impoqsiblé. TR

‘.\‘_HM p

~7

Yet the rationale for pq-r'aoxul Presidential diplomacy remaing
compah]ing' thie need to allay perennial anxietigs and to demcnsti-atg
our concarn with the problems and progress of Free Asja above and !
bgyond th the Vietnam war; a projection ¢of a U. 3, image 0f warmth and y
st.rength, and not least significani, the autabhshm‘wlt bt rzpport batwdem
our President and ,tha Haads of Governmegt bf mn-C&mmniat Asign _
naﬁons. . 2

E e It 1n oar ﬂcw ﬂ:ut some alternative to a Far East Prpaidential [
. tpur shog.ld be found before the éad of 1965. Hers is one posalbla

,substitnte that aeems worthy of donside mtzon* : o Sy R
-" s : e Be ARl
1, The East-West Cenu,tr of the Univ rsxty of Hawaix will rolebra.tp Pk m b

the Fifth Anniversary of its opening.on sher 25, 196'5' at this f:i.ma, = e
if not bet'ora. Ambassador quard Jores, ;s scbcduled tZ. ba farmally : i 25
mmled as Chancallor of the Center, (It is tenta.tively planned that tha .

Vlca Prmidcm and Congreasman Rodney would be préseat at this inatail

L?tién to make speecheés a.nd receive honorary degrees, )
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B 'Fnthern*ore, the Ce.n:.er isam *da‘u «_:r,.- fv:,r ‘a ‘LQ “ péuf}r gaﬂ.ﬁrmg : e
L. o Anwview of it aim Lo ABTYVe 2% a bridge '*et,wmt-z the peoples of t.ho West'
e and East Pacific, ¥mlu1u h,uz.rl and LIveTnm e-a'aal £a.ciljt1ra axc pr e
- entirely adequate, - . vt v S -

T o . 3

.. 4.,  Possible Guaesy List: Satc vf fapan, Pu of Kirea, Crang of _
< 2. Taiwan, Macapayal of the Philippines, Sukirro of Indonesia, Lee of e ghd < R

Singapore, the Tunku of Malaysia, Thar-m of Thailland, Ne Wit of .
Burma, Souvarna of Laos, Ky of Vietram, Mansliey of Au-.;tra.ltg., and
Holycake of New Zealand.. {Sihanc.k s ~mitied hecausse of our lack.
of diplomatic relatisrs; an invitation to him sn.ile nonethele= s be
considered,}) Turnedownd may té& pxp. cred from a3 osumber of thade
figures, most likely Chiang and Ne Win, perh:ps from Sukarno, in.
view of the icvitationy ta the GVYN and the GRC

5. . Format: The chief ingredicats woold seem 1w be a major speech

by the President, hunorary ‘degrees for all 1} Headz of Government, and

- extansive ente'rf‘*“me-n recrcdur_r, and banqueting, with upobrmn..tiea _
for private bilateral conversations stheduled At regular inte cvalge The - -
‘degree of substantive discuaaidn to te expacted would vary interms of
the particxpa.nt.e.‘ The chzai purpess of 1ha oc ceasion woalc ba to prowde

‘good hospitality, -to show off the President and Hawali, ard tp'take
‘generous sounds abuut oar: faith in Pacific Faxmvars*up. Yet the pouibility

_ .. for substantive pregress might ve cnixriderabls {0 dey a.rror.g S.zka.rno‘
_Loa, and the 'I'unku}. AT ' §

- - If this 8uggpstmn makes d.ny 560385 1O ,ruu at a.ll we could explore A s g
P30 grca.ter detLl the a.l'r:l"!ﬁfﬂ‘ﬂf“lt! {gauey, and dra.ma.uﬂ perscnau. Ol 8 .;5‘." '
James C.--'Thamsm_;,-‘.}fr. 7 A 2 e -"'-L'-_'-‘_
¥ ‘ b X OM R F.oady
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THE WHITE HOUSE
" WASHINGTON

August 26, 1965

Dear Chief Nyerere:

I am happy to welcome you to the United States
and to Washington, D. C. All of us are hopeful
that the doctors and staff at Providence Hospital
will be able to help you return to good health
very soon so that you may be reunited with your
family.

Sincerely,

Chief William Nyerere
Providence Hospital _
1150 Varnum Street, N. E.
Washington, D. C.

2
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THE WHITE HOUSE

j WASHINGTON

N\

Wednesday, August 25, 1965
9:10 a.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Warning to US Tourists on Disorders
in Greece

I have taken staff readings on this problem and I find
unanimous opinion in the State Department and in the
Embassy that any open expression of our concern for
public disorder in Greece would be taken as a kind

of "intervention' which we have been doing our very
best to avoid. Anschuetz, the able Charge in Athens,
points out that Center and Left editorialists would

be delighted to compare disorders in Greece with
disorders in Los Angeles.

He also points out that there has been no injury to
American tourists beyond a few whiffs of tear gas.

One of the troubles here is that ever since the Greek
Civil War, every American whisper has been taken as
a roar in Athens. Since,in fact, we have very little
real influence in the contest between the King and
Papandreou, it seems to everyone I have talked to
that we would do better to avoid public comment as
long as we can.

The Embassy is, of course, making it clear to all
the Americans it is in touch with that they should stay
clear of demonstrations, rallies, and crowds. This
will not stop undergraduate adventurers, but that is

hd A,

McG. B.

just as true at home as abroad.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Wednesday, August 25, 1965
9:00 am

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Further Comment on the Republican
White Paper

When General Goodpaster saw General Eisenhower
last week, they worked out an agreed form of
language which may be worth ‘repeating in your press
conference.

They agreed that there has been continuity of purpose
and policy, together with evolution of means and
action -- an evolution in the situation and in what

is needed in view of what the enemy has done.

I attach the paragraph from Goodpaster's reporting
memorandum which includes this language.

hs.

McG. B.

Attachment
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

General Eisenhower stressed strongly that there is

no question in any of this about his support for what

the President is doing. He supports it strongly.

The real point is that action has now taken a different
form from that of ten years ago, while the policy aim

of course remains the same. After further discussion
and review of the documents (particularly the letter

to Winston Churchill) I suggested as a summary that
there has been continuity of purpose and policy, together
with evolution of means and action. General Eisenhower
added that there has also been an evolution in the
situation and in what is needed, in view of what the enemy
has done. He indicated he thought there could be no
misunderstanding of the matter on that basis.



THE WHITE HousE
WASHINGTON

8:10 p.m.
Mr. President:

Since dictating this, I have had a call
from Rowland Evans, who tells an
extraordinary story: he says he had lunch
with President Kennedy on the 19th of
January 1961. The President-Elect had
just come from a meeting at the White
House in which both Herter and Eisen-
hower had said that if troops were needed
for Laos, they should certainly be sent.
If true, this is a two -edged statement,
ﬂvecause, of course, we did not send
combat troops to Laos. I have asked
Clark Clifford to check his own files

on this meeting, which he attended, and
he is to let us know. Dean Rusk thinks
he kept the only record on our side.

. 5,
McG. B.



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE i

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 24, 1965
8:00 p. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: The Republican "White Paper"

1. I have read the White Paper and discussed it with McNamara, Ball,
Moyers, and my brother Bill, I also got some free advice from Phil Potter,
who called on another subject. Our unanimous view is that it is a pretty
feeble effort and that it does not deserve top-level reply. So I would be
inclined to go right past it in the press conference tomorrow and to say
simply that we maintain the closest touch with Republican leaders like
President Eisenhower and Senator Dirksen (who has dissociated himself
from the report already), and that there has never been a Republican or
Democratic policy toward Southeast Asia.in the last 15 years,

2. If you want to hit harder, it is interesting that this report omits
the name of Ambassador Lodge in its discussion of the last months of
Diem. It misstates your own position on Southeast Asia in 1961, in that
your farsighted report specifically warned that we might need to make a
commitment of troops if circumstances should change. The document
also conveys a false impression of your views on Laos. In Bob McNamara's
judgment, it totally distorts his own record on Vietnam.,

3, In sum, this document imports into the discussion of foreign affairs
the very spirit of narrow partisanship which you have been trying to exclude.
We are confident that the American people prefer the attitudes of Republicans
like Eisenhower, Dirksen, Lodge, and McNamara, just as it has traditionally
expected a spirit that rises above party from Democratic leadership both
in Congress and in the White House.

4, I attach a copy of a memorandum done by my brother Bill which
gives a still more detailed and comprehensive set of criticisms which
could be made if one wanted to make them.

hef 4.

McG. B.



Notes on the Republic White Paper on Viet-Nam

1. In general, the document will probably not create much of a
splash. It is loaded with what most people would regard as ancient history,
and its criticisms are accompanied by no indication whatever as to what
the Republicans would have advocated in place of what the Kennedy and
Johnson Administrations have done.

2. A few of the criticisms might draw blood and can be refuted effectively
without giving the report additional play. For example:

a. It is just wrong to say that our objective has ever wavered.
All of our statements at all times have made clear that our objective is the
removal of external interference from South Viet-Nam. This is what we
mean by winning, and it iz what we believe the Communist side will
recognize as a necessity once its hopes for a military victory are completely
dashed.

b. Equally, there has been no change in our position on reunification.
Actually, we have ourselves repeatedly defended the refusal to go through
with the elections provision in 1968 in exactly the same terms as the
Republican document, and all of cur recent statements have simply been
reiterations of the same position of principle taken at that time.

¢. Equally, it is nonsense to say that our reference to South
Viet-Nam not being part of an alliance and not being a military base is a
change of position. These were the provisions of the 1954 Accords, which
we have consistently supported in their essentials.

<—3. I one wanted to attack aspects of the Republican record, there
are striking omissions dnd points that could be made, to wit:

a. While Eisenhower's letter of December 1964 did indeed refer
only to economic assistance, the Eisenhower Administration early initiated
the policy of military assistance and Eisenhower's 1960 statement expressed
a deep and fundamental commitment on the military side. (This statement
is in our green book, )

b.  Most cbservers have always felt that the Eisenhower Administra~
tion made a basic mistake in the character of military forces it developed in
a
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South Viet-Nam. A succession of conventional-minded senior officers
tried to create a South Vietnamese army formed into divisions and
designed to meet a repetition of Xorea. This grave misjudgment of the
threat contributed greatly to the weakness of the South Vietnamese,
and it was left for the Kennedy Administration {o turn the emphasis
where it belonged, to smaller unit actions designed to meet guerrilia
tactics. The weaknesses of past training still plague us, but we have
made a great deal of headway under President Kennedy and President
Johnson to overcome the difficulties of the concepts introduced in the
Eisenhower Administration.

i c. Although the Eisenhower Administration inay have sug-

gested the regional development of Southeast Asia including the
Mekong River program, it in fact did almoest nothing to carry this
forward during the time when a great deal could have been done and
before security conditions made it difficult to move.

d. On the political side, the decline in Diem's efiectiveness
began in the Eisenhower Administration, and nothing effective was
ever done to check it. Most cbservers believe that Diem's increasingly
personal and ingrown metheds were well under way as early as 1958
and that much more effective work could have been done to moderate
them in the early stages. (The inside story here is that the State
Department attempted to do a lot, but was largely undercut by the special
and preferred position of the hard-headed and utterly conventional
military assistance chief, General Willlams. )

e, Insum, while we have never tried to make a point of it
to any great extent, the situation by early 1661 had beem allowed to
deteriorate to a very great extent by the Eisenhower Administration's
policies. By training the wrong kind of army and tolerating the growing
political weaknesses of the Diem regime, we made a great contdibution
to Viet Cong success. In making this point, however, we must never
take a position that would tend to dilute our correct position that
Northern infiltration lies at the root of the whole Viet Cong movement.

f. So far as candor is concerned, there have undoubtedly
been mistakes of judgment by Administration leaders in the last four
years, but the Eisenhower Administration, in 1950 and 1960, swept the
whole thing clean under the rug. Only when the Kemnedy Administration
came into office, and President Johnson made his visit, were the
American people really made aware that there was an increasingly
serious problem and indeed a crisis in Scuth Viet-Nam.

FE: WPBundy:mk 8/24/65
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 24, 1965
7:55 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

If it is not already decided, I would hope that we would
not invite the Soviet observation of Gemini shots by
public invitation in the first instance. It seems to

me much better to extend the invitation privately.

If it is accepted, we can then make it public in what-
ever wa suits us best. If it is rejected, then we

do not,a small bother to US/Soviet relations by a
public invitation and a public rejection.

In short, it seems to me that both policy and propa-
ganda argue for a private invitation. I really do
not think it helps us to invite them publicly and get
turned down publicly right now,with overtones of
Vietnam.

hd &,

McG. B.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 24, 1965
7:50 p.m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

If it is not already decided, I would strongly urge that
we not make a Presidential statement out of Bob
McNamara's Military Sales Program as the attached
announcement suggests. Bob McNamara's Military
Sales Program has been an extraordinary achievement,
but it is not one that I think a great peace President
ought to put his own personal stamp on. There is a
heavy flavor of the sale of arms for dollar profit in
this statement, and the program is not popular with
our competitors.

Finally, there has been a strong undercurrent of
feeling in the State Department for several years that
this program has been pressed without full consul tation
between the two Departments. Bob McNamara will
stoutly deny this charge, but I must say that I myself
think State has been treated pretty briskly on a number
of occasions. McNamara's principal salesman is a
toughardvery effective man, Henry Kuss, and we are
really lucky he has not been pilloried in public before
now as a modern day Merchant of Death.

So it seems to me that the possibility of backlash in
this announcement is substantial, and I think that the
Defense Department can well be left to toot its own
horn on this one. }n,f P

McG. B.
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Announcement by the President
at Press Conference, 25 August 1965

Secretary of Defense McNamara has reported to me on the Military Export
Sales Program. I consider the rcsults of this program to be an achievement
that should be of interest to all Americans. The report states:

- that since June 1961 the U.S.'has received orders and options for over
$9 billion of military equipment from countries with which we share the defense
of the free world.

~ that these sales will result in about 1,200,000 man-years of employment
spread through all 50 states and the District of Columbia.

- that almost $1 billion of profits to U.S. industry will result from
this effort. b

- that cash receipts, equivalent to a gold inflow, have already amounted
to $5 billion.

-~ that the backlog of orders for U.S. iridustry has grown from approximately
$900 million in 1961 to over $5 billion today.

The Secretary's report also makes clear that this program has been
accomplished in a manner which supports the foreign policy objectives of our
couniry.

- 907 of all the potential sales are to the NATO nations and other
industrialized couptries of Europe and the Far Bast.

- the program includes extensive international cooperation in bilateral
and multilateral production and research projects.

We continue to be opposed to the unnecessafy spread of munitions and our
sales program is carried out consistent with that policy. It has provided
weapons to our allies which would have cost twice as much if they had been
developed and produced independently. The progran has conserved the resources

and strengthened the defenses of the Free World.



MEMORANDUM .
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/,- THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
_ Tuesday, August 24, 1965
6:50 p. m.
—SECRET—

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Reporting of Viet Cong Casualties

At your request, we have asked Westmoreland for his estimate of the
accuracy of the official reporisof Viet Cong casualties. He tells us
that reports of Viet Cong killed in action have been based on a count
of bodies by US or Vietnamese officers, and that in the case of Viet-
namese counts, they have been confirmed by US advisors whenever
possible. Nevertheless, General Westmoreland feels that reports
from Vietnamese commanders are exaggerated and must be used with
caution. Estimates of wounded and bodies carried from the battlefield
are especially suspect.

In an effort to improve reporting, Westmoreland has now given orders
that only bodies of males of fighting age or others believed to have carried
arms will be counted (the Vietnamese tend to count all bodies in a Viet
Cong area, regardless of age or sex). Additionally, photographic
evidence will be obtained when feasible.

Westmoreland says the reporting of casualties killed by air action is
more difficult unless friendly troops are able to move in for a body count.
Estimates are based on reports from pilots, forward controllers, and
agents. In the past, estimates have been derived rather automatically
from the percentage of the target destroyed and the number of VC thought
to be present at the time.

In future reports of air actions, more emphasis will be placed on detailed

visual observations, aerial photography and high confidence agent reports.
'"Possible killed by air'" figures will be upgraded to '""confirmed' only when
sufficient evidence is developed. Results of air action will always remain

less certain due to the difficulty of determining what has taken place within
a bombed building.

The net of it is that this message has led to some tightening of procedures,
but that there will always be some uncertainties -- and I fear some
exaggeration -- in this numbers game.

DECLASSIFIED hd. 0.
Authority Mt 3 gY- / & McG. B.

By_ <2’ NARS, Date_§-/¥- A
—SECRET



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 24, 1965
6:45 p. m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Amendment to Agreement with Spain for Cooperation in the
Civil Uses of Atomic Energy

The Atomic Energy Commission, with the concurrence of the Department
of State, recommends that you approve the proposed amendment to the
existing agreement with the Government of Spain relating to cooperation
in the civil uses of atomic energy.

The amendment has been reviewed by the Bureau of the Budget, particularly
‘from the standpoint of the budgetary and fiscal aspects, and it has no
.objection to your favorable action on the proposed amendment.

The amended agreement which has been negotiated by the Atomic Energy
Commission and the Department of State pursuant to the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended, would extend and modify the present agreement
with Spain which was signed in 1957. The agreement is intended to ensure
the Spaniards of fuel on a long-term basis for their planned nuclear power
program. The amendment will extend the expiration date from 1968 to
1988. In addition, the amendment provides that the International Atomic
Energy Agency will assume responsibility for safeguards to those materials
and facilities that are subject to safeguards under the agreement. The
transfer of safeguards responsibility would be achieved by means of a
trilateral agreement to be negotiated among the United States, Spain and
the International Atomic Energy Agency.

If you approve, the proposed agreement will be formally executed and
will then be placed before the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy.

If you concur in this recommendation, there is presented herewith an
approval letter for your signature.

I 6.
McGeorge Bundy

4

Disapproved

Approved

See me
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Dear Dr. Seaborg:

In accordance with Section 123-a of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, the Atomic Energy Commission has sub-
mitted to me a proposed "Amendment to the Agreement for
Cooperation Concerning Civil Uses of Atomic Energy Between
the Government of the United States of America and the Govern-
ment of Spain" and has recommended that I approve the proposed
Amendment, determine that its performance will promote and
will not constitute an unreasonable risk to the common defense
and security, and authorize its execution.

Pursuant to the provisions of 123-b of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, and upon the recommendation of the
Atomic Energy Comunission, I hereby: '

{a} Approve the proposed Amendment, and
determine that its performance will promote
and will not constitute an unreasonable risk
to the common defense and security of the
United States of America;

{b) Authorize the exacution of the proposed
Amendment on behalf of the Government of the
United States of America by appropriate author-
ities of the Department of State and the Atomic
Energy Commission.

Sincerely,

15/

The Honorable Glenn T, Seaborg
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission
Washington

LBJ:CEJ:feg
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tues., August 24, 1965
6:00 p. m.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Chairman Seaborg of the Atomic Energy Commission has
requested your signature on the message of greetings from
you to the people of Guatemala in connection with the opening
of the AEC exhibit at the Guatemala City Atoms at Work
exposition. Our exhibit is scheduled to open August 26 and
your signature is recommended at your earliest convenience.

het %

McGeorge Bundy

Approved

Disapproved ’ . 5

See me



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 26, 1965

I am happy to extend the greetings of the people
of the United States of America to the people of
Guatemala on the occasion of the opening of the
"Atoms at Work" exposition in Guatemala City.
This exposition, a cooperative endeavor by
scientists of our two countries, is impressive
evidence of our mutual desire to extend the
benefits of the peaceful atom to all the people
of the world.




Puesday, August 24, 1965
4:00 p. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Freedom House press release on Vietnam

The attached release did not get the attention in the
newspapers this morning that I would have liked, but we

are circulating it to all our own people who may have

to do with the teach-in problem this fall. knowledgeable
academic man would know that this Hat-d% a
whole lot more distinguished and knowledgeable than any

list of critics yet published.

McG. B.




I have read it....and I agree,

LBJ/mf
8-24-65
1:20p

Wﬁzﬁw



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Tuesday, August 24, 1965
12:30 pm

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Lodge and Westmoreland reports

1. You will want to know of this report from Lodge and
Westmoreland. They report that they will take energetic action.
So will we -- by directing Zorthian's attention to repeated statements
by yourself and others showing that we are aware of the heavy efforts
made by Vietnamese troops themselves.

2. Westmoreland's problem, of course, is that he can do these
things better -- and with less risk of leaks -- if he does not share too
much with the Vietnamese. '

et 65
McG. B.

SECRETettachment

3.34:.,_
—



—SECRET—
(copy of SAIGON 595, Aug. 24, 1965)
From: American Embassy Saigon (Ambassador Lodge)
To: Secretary of State

MACYV staff have received somewhat disparaging reactions from some
South Vietnamese general officers of the Joint General Staff to the Marine
victory south of Chu Lai indicating a sensitivity to the extensive press
coverage of the Marine action.

I flag this small straw in the wind as pointing up the importance of
portraying our operations here as combined with the Government of Vietnam
in nature. General Westmoreland plans to do all possible to include in

the early stages of any large operation at least some Vietnamese elements
to which a fair share of the credit can be attributed. We also intend to

pay particular attention to this aspect in our briefings and public output
here and would hope that Washington and other interested parties would

be able to do the same.

(copy of 29713 from General Westmoreland)
Subject: Vietnamese reaction to Marine victory

1. From certain South Vietnamese general officers on the Joint
General Staff, we have received a rather peculiar reaction to the Marine
victory south of Chu Lai. While not hostile, the reaction was clearly
somewhat disparaging and probably indicates a sensitivity to the extensive
press coverage of the Marine action,

2. We intend to make every possible effort to portray our operations
as combined in nature. This means we must include in the early stages
of any large operation some Vietnamese elements to which a fair share of
the credit can be attributed. We are not overly concerned about this first
adverse reaction, but wish to flag it for all interested parties.

3. Amb. Johnson has noted this message.

DECLASSIFIED
2 0. 12958, Sec. 3. .
gy atc Dept. Guidelines

NSC Memo, /30 195, Stz .
By_¢b NARA, Datl 4-14 29
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Tuesday, August 24, 1965

9:45 a. m.
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT 33

_./
SUBJECT: Paul Dudley White and Mainland China

1. Last week you sent me for comment a letter from White in which bhe
offered his services in any way that might be useful "in helping to break our
deadlock with China. "

2. It turns out that Dr. White has had a long interest in this problem!
He was invited to China by the President of the Chinese Academy of Medicine
in July 1962. The Department of State agreed to his visit, but at the last minute
the Chinese withdrew their invitation on the ground that the U. S. '"has persistently
adopted a reactionary p8licy against New China, and blockaded every poasible
channel of communication between the peoples of our two countries.

3. This is a characteristic example of the way in which the Red Chinese
have tried to pin on us a responsibility which is really their own. I bet that 80%
of those interested in the problem think that the reason more Americans cannot
go to Red China is U, S. intransigence -- while the fact is that it is mainly the
Red Chinese themselves who have prevented such travel.

4. Under our own current policy guidelines, I know of no way we can use
Dr., White at this time. If we were to give official backing to a White visit to
China, it is predictable that the Red Chinese would turn it down. This would not
gain us much.

5. On the other hand, the White case does raise the question whether we
are smart to let it appear that we are the people who block communication between
our two countries, Our Chinese experts have recommended for some time that
we should ease our present travel restrictions and make a general rule that
doctors and public health specialists -~ or perhaps all workers in the fields of
health, education, and welfare -- would be authorized to receive visas. (Our
present ruls {aciedes {1) authorized news correspondents, (2) families of the four
imprisoned Americans, and (3) individual cases in which the national interest
is served -- Dr. White's visit would have come under this third category. )

6. We discussed this matter at 2 Tuesday luncheon earlier this winter,
and you felt then that it would not be wise to change our current policy. But
perhaps if we were to change it in response to an appeal by Paul Dudley White --
afid at a time when our policy in Vietnam has reached a new level of clarity and
firmness -- we might make a useful stroke in all directions, I will put this
matter on the agenda for our next Rusk/McNamara meeting. Meanwhile, I have
given Dr. White a cordial interim acknowledgment, as attached, and protected
your right to answer him yourself when you are ready.

McG. B.




- —

August 24, 1965

Dear Dr. White:

I want you to know that the President

has read with great interest your letter

of August 10, and asked us to review the
questions which it presents for his further
consideration. You can be sure that after
this study is complete we will be back in
touch with you again.

I am delighted to have this chance to write
to you and to send warm personal regards.
I wish our paths crossed more often.

Sincerely,

/s |

McGeorge Bundy

Dr. Paul Dudley White
264 Beacon Street
Boston,
Massachusetts
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Monday, August 23, 1965
9:00 p. m.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Remarks of Mendel Rivers in Hartford

1. Congressman Mendel Rivers went to the Exchange Club
in Hartford, Connecticut, on August 11. The official version of what
he said is in the Congressional Record for August 12, placed there
by Congressman Hebert (pp. A4497-98-99) attached at Tab A,
A couple of more spicy quotations were reported on the front page
of the Washington Post on August 12 through an AP dispatch (Tab B).
These were later read into the record with a good deal of peppy
comment by Senator Young of Ohio on August 16 (pp. 19781-82)
attached at Tab C,

2. Meanwhile Rivers made a clarifying statement to the Post
which was printed on August 14 (Tab D) -

3. On balance, I am inclined to think that both the AP story and
the marked passages of the official text are useable, but I note that
what Congressman Hebert inserted in the record does not include the
language used in the Post. Probably someone corrected something
before the insertion was made.

hot 6

McG. B.
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want.to.express my great admiration for-.
him and for:the outstanding leadership;-
Lie is providing.the Armed Services Com- :*
mittee of the House of Representatives
The:text of ‘the speech -follows:< =
SeEECH OP L"‘M:Nnn. RIVERS BEFORE THE Ex- =
CHANGE - CLUB, Hakmm, "ConnN., _,..mesr
11_ 1965 l; 7 S ST el - W 5 b
, . ,u-;,r 1\\,”&«(;--”
Mr. Chaixman,.it ia a very great. plea.auru
indeed for me ‘to be with. ~you Y. I
have been a member of ‘the Exchange Club
for many years and I have nwsn enjoyad 1
my assoclation tremendously 3 4
As~I ‘look about’ Hartford, I’ wonderhow“’
much- of t-his city I halpcd to hfu.tld wlt.h my
premlums. !ﬁ,;:"_k_‘_ Pt ,.,
But Hartford has nlso u.sed thesa premluma
.fnr otherpurposes—making money avallable '
‘ot muutryp» wallr 83 mdivlduala. and thm

l

'

'tree enterprise system.

‘the free antorprl.u system with; you- because ~ lack unity;- split. by political.discord;- and.

is an adherent of that system.. r
1.3.wparcenty during -the - period : while_ th!,’;,d mention lt?xonly be’c'luu %ﬁﬂg

- 1 -
ficials - noted in. TP amplo nt: me\NI.IOK that the Soviet.Union, although Com.

- lmmediately . following : World , War II, the

,our ‘enemy as far as'our way

wi{the nuclea:‘upabluty of Red china will' pose’ 25

stwmmouto{mem!dngun'?ﬁgf‘

‘increase our combat capabilities at. every op-_-**War ‘has almost become:a wny of “life- with -x, ;

o!,har. they ma.de a oornpleto cl.rcla and e?an-

5 m.k‘:f?tﬁ.a'" ~foacisand 1ts own freedom,’ But it 15 a highly M
-But:I-did not come tod-l-!" to . discuss' organized country, made-up of people who i

I doubt whether there is anyone‘here that —even separated byet.hnlcd!ﬂermqunan
need.lranyword.a:tmm.mem‘t.hnrm‘b- areas; because there are highland tribes .as_;
Jects P A1 o Flswa eI Fegl Mg s ¥HRT different from. the:mountain. tribes -as sre.
¢ «Each-of you.is a. stanch advocate of that . those who-live along the coastal plains. "
ystem.i Each' of you knows the- hnporta.ncu * this must be added the problem.l of oommu-
of,the- free enterprise- system.p, Each of youi- nication-difficulties, language :barri
transportation problems. :L‘g"%v'mn{,’@"
ter- ;5 >And you. are also-familiar; of .course; with
prise ?ltena 1s.an -important:element-of &, the religious conflict-that exists there, stem-
.- way rof :1i{s -that . we: are.. trying .to sdefend .~ ming ;from: & varlety: of. Buddhist ‘groups, -
<and protect in a very chaotic World.«ixyan mb;’eumpeting with Christianity, introduced as s
+.1.am ‘heartened, to.some extent,” by - the S result .of many years of French colonizatior
F8outh Vietnam itself is not the final.
more and * get of thacmnm!uds-—muanﬂhthem
 true® objective . And 1~ Thailand falls with+
"1t ‘will. go- 26.millionshard-working,-indus-

munist in its dperation,-is tending

more :toward the principles of the, free en-»"
tarprl.u,lyshm.. ‘As a matter of Iac_t. t.here_,

tnen‘ecttnnumm e Yoy Vs B L e
"I think ‘the Soviet U:ilo%"fa.in s"'mn'er 3
difficult position.; We constantly express ourtrﬂop “and then " the’ Malaysian- <
‘concern about.the Soviet Unlon; and. I pre- “~would fall, and if that goes, Singapore goes. '
* sume that speakers in the Soviet Union ex-:'iiShould Singapore go, & great port.disap
. prees their concern- about th.a United States. ™ “pears as far as ‘the free -world-is concenud 3 f-‘l
., But there ls a difference today-that. dld.; as well a8 the export’center.of much" of the+
.not exist. 30, OF: 4[} ‘years aso in. the - Soviet.” world's supply of tin-and natural rubber.isf
m,w e .,‘.u;ndutq- that-would go all"of Indonesis; as if <
:,Tha-. Soviet: "U‘n.lon h.n a grut -deal to' we- did: not Mv'e_imough, prob]m -in, that
‘lose in the ,event of & war and yery:little . area alone..: E N =T S SR e S
0 BRIN G o 15 M TR S e e A H o R YAnd after: Indon.eai.rvmﬂd.go Borneo and _,3 %
Back in the 1920°s and the early 1930's, and - Sumatra, and possibly :the northern . terri-» R
_tory of Australia, as a -be . and: then 2,00
Soviet Union had urrnttlo to. lo-e.hy WAr ."the Philippines, Taiwan, Ok!n_gwa. and final~
and something to galn. -3 &5 sialps wi oy e y,JapanmdSouthKorea.. rur ST D Ly
- Today. the Soviet Union has a substantial - “This is‘the “grim picture .that=faces. th
5 industry. . They have constructed, quite suc-.. free world.  That is the importance of South®
.cessfully, huge hydroelectric dams; they are Vietnam, - 1.t ssiifsiedi a0 A Lol N e
‘increasing their production of steel and.other - -1t is for our own “protection, it is for- thoﬂ\
-vital products for their industry, but one of’ “preservation of these United States, that we.
of their nelghbors to the east, I suspect, 18 defend South' Vietnam. ‘'.That is. why' we’
looklng with a rather greedy eye upon these . are fighting In: South 'Vletmm-—-thnt‘ ‘plus..
successes in the Soviet Unlon*and yearning . the Inherent respect and admiration we havo )
to take over: its asset. ...~ Goas b Tea . TOF peopla who are wimng to ﬂght for
My instinct tells‘me.that the Soviet Unlon:: dom." »==7 FSifiallc sy o o i
"has. far more to. fear from.-the Red Chinese -« And. even if we win the war- in South. v'letx-t
than they:-have from any, other nation in the: m?e‘.l I 0311:1011 ihen:hb:t thi!}vhw:g:; VT;:;: :
WOrld:! Ziskata d s v 4 s &%fuh‘bﬁ@ merely’postponing:the” final 2
1 Be that as it may, the Soviet-Union i still ., China—unless - the" Nation /s - prepared ‘ to.. |
“of" life 18" mwﬂak the-- pou!hl& nonzaquencu ‘of - dutmyw; 7
will?-ing “her -nuclear ‘capability;i ‘And unless Weer
the,z..vmaka .that -decision,? it 7is {poasible that all\ 2
;1L of “oursfighting In- south'v!etnam wul»have*" 1
' boen!n valns% PRI 1 ;
We - have-helped/'peoplée~fight ‘o' preserve”
omn other;parts ‘of the world and’w. A3
4 cannot' turn” our*hack&qn"é‘thhuoomgem&”
group'of ‘people who'
supreme-sacrificefor” wly'u.t ‘1ife which® 4or
“them 1s"still aomatﬁl’.nx of.a- mynery—-wlth

h

‘cerned. I don't belleve that the Soviets"
‘ever g'lvaﬁ up,thelr ‘goal’t t-o'-wmznunlza
orld ! b

member"
olttical %

-a”'threat" to* every ‘nation. i {Just-¥
those’ ‘words “of " Mao ‘ Tse-tung:’

Let us not kid’ m:rulves-—when,Rad

portunity, : and be ever rendy wtum back any - tham. albelt an unpleaunt one. ’I’he amaz ol

in the, W““‘ it L e .*mvﬂfk

‘lnﬁ'.ll'; .‘1 "'-!“' 4
¥Our arms—our Weapons systems—must be+ surrender. e
“the most sophisticated In the world.xWe have-"~ We have been :tol . Viet=,
“ no cholce but .to expend vast sums, not only. . pam‘-may go- on” and ‘on‘and’ on.{I‘am’ in--
in procurement; but in research and develop-: ‘clined to agree with that’ conclusion, partic-;
‘ment.And, of course, one of the great threats ~ ularly*if ‘we continue~the " 1:!(:0111::]r of “what'
- to' freedom and our way of/life exists today: I‘call ‘retribution‘escalation: / “ e
“in South Vietnam.. {4 PR Y e %42 But_the moére ’lmport.sqt ‘question "1s, *Are’
L wonder, if the American -pmple that” lsn we:prepared to fight a‘wu in South Vietnam:
the vast.majority of them, truly understand < 'of larger proportion,’ or. of - long. duratfon?’
zhe tmportarice of South Vietnam? & <. Do we have the equipment, the trained man-"
Do you remember the game of dominoes? ‘power? “Do 'we have the ships? "Do we have"
. Do you recall standing the dominoes end up - the'-aircraft? ""Even more important—does.
in-a twisted path?> Visualize the path of'a’  the war hswe-w last foreur? Whrno%,ﬂc-»g
hook, and recall knocking over the first dom=1- 1017110‘"? ol bl tﬂt":{” oSk
ino.”” As the dominoes. fell,” one-‘after the '~We are now. pouring Mdlﬂoual tnen m O, P =
e Sout.h Vietnsm ¥ Wa are pou.ﬂ.ng al:crtlt‘ inta" s
SSgEs

L ol
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Y e -\:l - -"'. L e ("“ . bk

South V.lotnnm. totha po&ntwhmtheun-"hatmmmuthmmjudmcntotashm; enmmltheorthauemhmufthoxome that

_flelds can’t hold anymora planes.- . =3 i’ man on horseback who!makes all the deci-  our.military personnel. are adequately. p&td.-ﬂ

- But ;. what - will : they: be . used “for—or . -glons. ;- whasn e el gt e £ 1 They know better than that.-:And yet, we :ﬂ

seuln-t‘l' _If 'we want victory—we must.be " -I'am mamnmmmmm unanldtocvtdanu,nmemmmltm-

-~ prepared - for: the- risks. associated ‘with. thes the concept. of l.nmuhmty Ansofar ‘as -the /" dehce,. mbnpmmtﬁmm.w

‘ efforti AT w1 R I s SAPSGAS Department of Def. is ned.~'And I which we refuted:and:disproved,.that the
anhsubeenmntharmmmﬁ. s . think that the eévidence that is unvelling it-- "~ men- and women in. our. armed services are

- positions disclosed insofar as South- Vletnm..;n:x today with Tespect to the situation m& ldﬂfmatel{ j:aldvmd om; need &_token in-s

718 concerned:.us Ll UL yok She RSN NS Em:u:,vletnamhacimd.con.!npla. ot g ‘”"5-‘57:5:' S 34

égwtfwmmuphnu some testimony before {#:: We--have fumbled-and ‘bumbled ‘unders: "-'.l‘ellthatf-o

‘our:committee mrehrulry.lﬂntthisjeﬂ'u:h civilian . military tactics.in' South Vietnam: moonlighting:

5 {4 g The-Secretary of-Defense, testifying bef u?ong enough.  Now . let's-turn.the -conduct;_ Who is" l‘mndlns'mﬂne st %
#;the committee of whicl I'am chairman; sald:'#7 of the war over to-those trained mwm——tha-‘é"wondm whether she ‘gan pn

-""‘It:'.h my view, and.I belleve it is the- essional” . 58

-Of ‘the- Chlefs;”that our:-casualties will- ‘bef. *Jet the " military make pollcydeﬁsionn—-buh 1 A en. Tell ft 10

; % : 0 ; {”'once ‘made—let us ‘turn the war over to the:" Wife trying. to] ]

.more; men exposed to guerrilla- a.ttuch.{: 7 experts -who will be -doing:the-fighting Wclothes kor“tln ‘babr""upecianr*when 'she’}

then-made: .th!l.t mm%pmnﬂy Gen m,,mmq' sald=s by,

are trying to-carry out'our mission with tary professionalism requires long train-s:

mnllm:mmbor of. U.S. casualties. ;W 'fm& Mdmpm. a: hlgh.d,omo! versa. v.--___

gust_ 12..1965-

‘r._,-, E

; it {losophy 1s' more naceunythn.n»vi
s the aumber:of : American.i troops: in Sc:uth;;mghm ‘control ‘of‘the wWar msﬂum—‘: goes: to -bed uw‘l,rga L md.orl.ng :
: dast. : 8ald=” yietnam 'fs about as effective as bailing: mew'he 15 still alive. A 02 r-‘*‘“}w 3
theoumwithswﬂeecup Al o g :ﬁl'wﬂ“ “onr ‘Armed Services:
7! Last spring, I spoke before a large g:'ou i
am.ngwn a.nd told them that as far as'T:

S interested’ in.men's- nvu.'.'.@;ﬁ,m- P w
W.ﬁenmmberm :hommmttuc

“backed up, as you say, by the Joint Chiefs. nt,‘;,mmﬂ,d ‘the audlenca “that . :I: had - taken an - Bress of the United States is that, ind ividually:

7 Staff.5vThose 209 boys-are, dead, . Thelr:: *“oath to* support’ the -'Constitution . of "the’ ,md collectively;i the -Members . ‘understand’’

families. have lost:209-American. boys and We - gnited States. -And I meant every word'of’’ People. »We. do, not . work ' with™ computers.

are ;mng'h lose: more, according to your,: the oath that I took.+ Imrethntrwmlld -We warl:withpeoph ‘And when all iz said+

tatement, ' because. we “cannot give-.them. ynnolq the Constitution’and: that T’ womddy,_-a.nd. done; there~is:nothing more. l.mporunt. e
- Inore 'prot.ecﬂon.,_ ,Thera w!.l.l :be that many:: \%see that it was ta.lthfully carrlad out. & And-i “in the 'orld than poeple,. . ™ - .
E_mm B R Pl BN THE oo A e !;grhr\ 1 h&"'& done that so far. > (:,bv_é: AN R .;Evmtb.lng we d&mﬂl"u ubund":peop LI

< Mr McNamara sald: .“But if I.follow your “ Part of the comumt.lon' “of -the TUnited? And’ there are ‘many, many deciifons ‘that’

plan, I think according:to your own. adm.l.u-" States, ‘article 1,'section’ 8, to be exact, says+ affect: people Mmu:ﬂ“behaud.npm m-J_

sion, the casualties would \be-higher atl.ll i that the Congress shall-raise and support: ‘tultlon or just good- commonsense. : These*:

" and’ that is: exactly. why I don’t propose 1O . orrjes” provide for a navy, and. ma.ke rulon - are-not the kind of answers ‘that- eome ‘out 7
ollow thad plan: ! N T anit re‘gulatlons thersfor, | Ai* 4% % .7+= .t - Of computers. These.are ‘the answers that:/

-*No'one élss has that S“ﬂlm'“'f? O’nly tha- ‘come out: o!_.tpeoplcs Bearts -and m.lnds ;
pmvort.hnt Mr, McNamara was not particu- Congress has-that authority, and with that ~ These are the answers that come ‘from:

(‘ h " 5,
larly" far-sighted.. But wbat. I.am SUgEest~- gunority ‘goes the responsibility. - We-have: : ple who know and understand’ POOPN- 9;-:#' )
:ing is that Mr. McNamara's plans, and theY. 5, other cholce in the matter; unless we it .Our ‘Joint -Chiefs.of Staff! syates PO = ;

- are Mr. McNamara's plans, were based Upol: ju4)v hy-and’ let others usur'p the powers® matlybelngﬁlmt-emd‘by those wha :
'“the deployment of far. fewer troops. in South _vested In_the Congress by the Constitution:’ eliminate it and substitute a single C.hioi
; ;-\nwna.m last February.; And today as yoUu = g pave heen accused of leading & Tevolt’ ‘Staff. ; Efforts: continue: to s m;
: know, just a few months later, our pla.ns‘ b Office of the Secretary of WGMJP der’
e R _against the executive branch of Government. that’ that Office’ may. become Iore. of ;
£ .{mw radically. «iyr s o0 ni " That is not correct. I-have great respect and:, ¥ _

...A.rn&humto!ourpln.m-—ouroqulpment ?peutbmﬂmmdMth

admiration for-the'President of:the United’
inventories—our ]n‘ep&red.neso—sta.ndlgg ON .~ giates. T do not envy him his responsibility.: - : We will continue to-

~¥1:do -not rwant hix responsibility.; I-have .
© . enough- of my. own. . I.do not want any -of:
h the . mponulbmtlen -or.the powers veu

; LTh A
tomic Energy, in* eport. Dm- - 15 rank’ r-tne-‘mmew “the Jolnt" Stafr, ‘Bo ¥
_ﬁisaa, J; “In m m.’famé'i. ;:;l‘:’mbm Balp- ﬁﬂ?&%?ﬁh&m that: t?ar'msy hom.:vmézqun, Jzznrm
Jjstll does not, know of any qmmadu;hg-g sgmmme,mm‘f"f' e e Bk 1595, members of the.Joint Chisfs of St &
'Defszao D:;f:;ﬁfm that, - nuc;ma ro] m:ﬂ “And I want' the "‘*’;g‘ the  single” services,  the -weakening of. the
* sion. ‘not. be - mulle:'l. in. the ., new, Bu-cl.:utu authority.” The Congress has le‘? O Te<"military departments, and the establishiment.
3 3 4y Df nuthority, Ewe‘!l of a’single operational organization m{he"'
vith ks .ﬂk Office: of - the -Secretary™of Defense, " e
endo’ pow mad In” t“interview, th Eocntnrr ;
: dacu!.:?n mut’a:n;:nu: t;!dmultgy. .m:.‘hé ‘that " resporisibility - 1s imposed ‘upon ' the’ D qun:tion' R
_‘ the contrary, -and . proceeded. to .award tha‘ Gomm.'ltm on Armed Services, “And I have: - QUESTION.-“Mr. Secretary, 'what‘roladothﬁ .
! oonmt for ‘the - construction : ‘of .a-non a responsibllity imposed: upon-me as’ chalr- .Service: Secretaries play?: Are they your as
_nuclear ur ventional ca.ﬂ‘ie'r - Im.u.n of that'committeei+ I intend to fulfill ~ oo or do.they represent the services?”
! Sy " oo urll the responsibility—I intend; In:faok Linslst, " aygwes ‘“They are my assistants and
#:We._néed, the -carrler,, there. 15 no_doubt. that the Armed Services. Committee:of thes g ot represent the services.” .o
about that.. And that is the only reason . House of Representatives and the Congress. .

> 15 g :
why,.in this session of Congress, L did not ., he mad 3 ;i Now this may seem unimportant, to those '}
raiss tho issue and seek o change the Car~ nyceting ur Secoriy. . And it 1o exsctly. « WHO are Dot femillar with our Defense or-:
= rier now under construction from & conven- . wnat we ‘are ‘now doing. . That -1s ‘exactly . ganization, but I ‘can sssure you ‘the. Bep-_
‘tional cafrler to a nuclear:carrier. It would -“what we will. .continue to do % S Sy, arate identity ‘of the nnrvicga .la 8 'gita.l, part 4.
. have delayed us-that much longer in the “. The other day, the House passed by a.vote;. Of OUr national security. T oo T ,;
- actual mmplet-ion of a badly needed eW " of 410 to 0 a pay bill written by the Com- “rThe t7 jack—of-all-traden,,..ma;{er -none i
. Tittee on” Armed Services and opposed by = concept, if adopted,.could destroy the.most |
/I have :en-.. and the membera of the Com-'the adminlstration.’, Hére is an example- or ~vital ingredlent In our Armed Porc mprlt
<" mittes on Armed Services.feel, that. the col-. the Committee on ‘Armed Services and the ~ de corps and morale:’ A ey ol
lective judgment of the Congress, together ‘House of Representatives fulfllling their con- */-. Some time: ago, a -ubcommlttee ol the b
‘with the_collective. judgment of the execu- . siitutional respon;l'bulty In every respect.’ :, Armed Services' Committee, of which I was.'
t o |

bers of m.u- thex} chalrman,’ made. nfreport sbuut}t.hu;
£ {2 s s

ij e e




seriomm nr our n“nx nhlp ohwlemnce
The Secntary of Defense says there has Mn.,
a 100-percent increase in general ship con-
struction.and .conversion to- modernize the
fleet."But how many of these ships are m.a-
jor combatant vessels?’ -1 can’only telt

[ thar. ‘ls' not’ being relaced at s nta

fatovercome what will eventually. wholeheartedly agree..’ ‘The- bills - now-  thinking, ‘as the State. Department’s Walt

btcoms & serlous obsolescence situation: -And

i "I""‘! ‘-‘z‘ et 5‘*" e

h&‘.

suddenl, reversed Itselfiyix. "4, %
g mntlazhall.ot th.l.lonly to I.ndl.m

whne)oufjnuclur missile. strength -

whalml:ng\t.hm are’ still’ deﬂcionc!u in"our

: deﬂ:'ﬁe.nclu ‘may

sul&'aﬂﬁn.ﬂatant’daelaions; some ‘the.result:

o inserted:

‘of wal!-lnunded" mnomlu.-md ot.horl th

Buﬁ,.&hrmll—munlns -~ well-inten:
amateurs; who worry more about' escalation
than®victory,” have-had th.eir day*¥Let the
clvuhm: hud,! ‘of* suvernmont tell our mill-
“tary el what they want'done but let
tralned mili professionals: decide. how-to
accomplish the objectives. =i 1&&;—"’ =yl

- “But let-me-hasten to.-add- t.hn.t rocrtmma—n

day {8 to win the war in South Vietnam.: To:

paraphrase a famousa expression—Iif we am:mtha Amerlcanme in Vietnam by thowmg the _and realities.such as ‘infiltration’ no-longer = ,.‘ g

a guarrel.between. the past and the present,”.

we may discover that we have lost the future.. sponsibility where it. belony—ﬁn the, thoul- C
The- Congress_has reasserted ltself as an . ders of the Communists. .
indispensable partner” in providing for::the '+ Time. magazine in- its current 5 .
security. of;the American people.:: We repre~ = an.editorial essay entitled “Communism:To- Peace: Council—headquartered in .Prague—
sent the people—and the people mqvicmry <
There- is no- substitute: for . ﬂczory——-nnd . facts about the growth of communism and~ Vienna—to various youth and professional.

there is no shorteut." L AN T e

Wishing would not make 1t so—only grim’ |

resolve—and a recognltlon of tha wltl oI the.

American people. * =’ P o
Two men in-our centu.ry hava lc!t ‘an in

delible imprint upon - the-scrolls of .history.
One: of. them,: Douglas MacArthur, -said-.

about our tralned military personnel: *“Yours
is the profession of arms; the will to win, the -
sure knowledge that in war there is no sub-,_‘
stitute for victory,.that if you lose, the Na-_

tion will be desh'oyed. that the very obmion

of your* publlc urvloo must be-duty, honor; - " the rest of. humanity. . The tempo.and tech- ‘s

country.’ v 7 L T L
.. The other, w(x‘uton Churdhill, sald: “Still, -
“1f. you.will not fight for. the right when you _

seamqwmm.lr—shaoluuly indilpansnhlo—,,,

been md ‘about the increase In .; Mr.; Lawrence ably ,describes. I recom-

i “mend-this article:to’my. colleagues and -

thi:mpm ‘and:ammunition we'"

i8” ovor-

ousr. <%+ Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen

‘sthe events that u.uual.ly lead up. to. Wars. s
tion ;wilk gain: us-nothing—the objective to-." + President- Johnson-today has an opportu~., munist ‘terminology was.tossed ‘about: too 50 3

©, changes.

’ ,,_,,_

_some very importa.nt observatlom on the
world scene, He states the necessity for -
. finding a new approach for wtnnl.ns over:
'world opinion. = He mlam,

+-Torce_ can  transcend :
ahaplnx the destiny of the world.” - I
_awalting . congressional”~ action’; which’
‘would create a Freedom Academy repre- ..
‘sent-one new- approach to the problems

s
.t

urther;; after- reading: this, editorial- I~

‘ago we were told that'we’  urge'you- to- pick.up a.copy:of H.R. 9713 - whue there have been some changes in Com-
W and'its Teport from the  House Commit-: “#‘munist’ phllosophy, “control. over. the world? 5%
needed :to, win_‘a;war: i Then; t-hﬂ;l!tmtlon‘w tee on. Un-American Activities and see if

ﬁ-xou do not think’that the Freedom Acad.

*emy: is a.step-in the right direction.”;
.that the editorial‘entitled; “U.S. Chance.

< the re=sTo:Woo World Opinion’’ which appeared " mostly in' western. Euro,

% in.thesWashington-Star:on; Auzuat 4

The article rollows.:&t!‘y : G R .ﬂ*f
s?}_yg.c:mcnrow WOl.ibOrffemu 22
e (By, Dayld, I.awmu')ﬂ,, e

+ Moral. tom ccan transcend.- military. Iom-‘y‘
l.n shaping the destiny. of the ‘_'orld-—-i.t all, "~

nity in the court of .world opinion to advance -

true origin of the-war and, placing the re-.

o PG o

“day:’ A Refresher Course.”. It contains .the
the menace of its present-day: operations
' throughout the world. The US. Government .
has even more facts at its disposal,.-but the

- magazine article certalnly furnishes the basis
*for _an. Information ‘effort of far-reathing. -
" significance that could well be undertaken

by-the American Government

essay says In part:-
“Underground and in’ open combnt. by

subversion, terrorism, blackmall, riot,- and *

rhetoric, falthful Communists the world over

. have for decades waged & holy war agalnst:

T'ha Ttmo

- niques vary from era to era, from continent
“to continent. - And theé nature of communism -

can easily-win without bloodshed;' if you will:? “>-perilous’confrontations that so often hmu;htx

not fight when- your—victory will be sure and &
not too’ ‘costly;, you may come- ;o the moment

when'7you” will .have to fight with_all odds_ . world ‘communism,” the focal polnts. of con-,
-ag‘alnstam and’ only’a precarious ch.snoa-“‘ ‘flict -have -shifted ' from ' Burope "to - A.trlca,_,t} ;
Latin- America,, And—most ‘notably—-south-i % Xt such WW@ w :
-east. Asla, where: the Johnson administration - ferent languages and: ubuclmed by the US
‘Government. itself_ in’ every country.in. “the

of mrﬂva.l.#:rhm may even be & worse case.
You may have to fight when there'is no hope- .
orvlcbory‘becauuhhbettarmpeﬂshthan

to live as slaves. ' offriy = Supoptaryiie ﬁ"e’s

I.prefer to follow the advice of .those'tw
truly. groat_xnen, MacArthur and Church!ll.
who have: bacoma; lagendu in. the, tl.rug-;le for-.
freedom.s. u’ggs‘.‘r.‘

I want

f\-

r.ory—wen :resterdsy was t.oo labe
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Mr. ‘ICHORD; ™ Mr. Speaker, 1n a're-

™

R ey ol 3T N

" agalnst the free world’s enemies.

- the cold war to bolling point}
“ever- more: mutt.nnt.: ;For -both: capitals of %

last - ‘week so}emnly- committed ‘the United -
States. to’ what 9oul¢ be ‘s prolo
pa :

,Prom» Indoneuls. -wharc-u govunmmt—mc

"tioned mobs howled for the ouster of a newly -

arrlvar.t U.S., Ambassador, to Cuba, where F‘l- :

-m ‘not prevent ‘Red regimes from™ taking
over throughout'the Hemisphere, it. was also .
becoming clear.last week- that the.. United:
States would have to stand I.ncrmlngly alona

g 1%

., wSince-the United States-Soviet 'detante

. u‘thnt cleveloped after ‘the 1962 Cuban‘ mis- '”"‘“"
.“slle crisis,”more venerable and more qualified:
“‘commentators also have begun to sound as
li- Af communism had quletly buried itself. Not

" Jong- ago, -~the . Manchester - Guardian “pro-

nounced: ‘The ‘Russians and:the -Americans

© " no longer have any reason to quarrel . And-,

there is a widespread school of- chop 'logie

cent edlhorlaer Ds.vid Lawrence makes ‘that’ nminf.aiu slmuuaneouslr (1) ‘Russia’ Anderson prominent buslnman a.nd“ 5

< which Soviet. runds‘nwounuttjorhﬂr eaﬂ-.
. tern; European  funds.’for® siqu oL

Pl T 530 Communist~ techniciarns~

.Chinese.-
F2SmOne’

¥ oc!‘ 'Communlst ‘subversion remains the" rron

* of  Democratic styers—?ram m Brua

_intentions’ and then taken g¢ver—are dom- .
~inated by-Soviet-line communism, although .

Y~ Whereas Moscow now-shuns the i< The essay also. declares: that~since 1960

Pelping grows “Latin’ American:‘countries; and’ that. propa-:

- gandai andvarmss‘are-readily. avallable“to
~ potential- "remlutlonnrles throughout.

nged _and_ #world, this could .develop into a'most effec— i i
HSM\-;‘..,% 9{-*«‘!-!‘-?‘&?& ‘crusade Ln wmch world oplnlon would.u-- fil

*.’;ix

- -*,Mr. JONES of Ala.bama.. M.r sDea.l:er.

ctn no lnnser be surloualy ngarded an- a
~ threat to the West, and (2) bymﬂ.rm-t-and"'
in southeast Asla, the United States-is invit-
‘ing Russian retallation. - -
--“Both premises are debatable at “best; to-"
- gether, they are not an argument but n..plu :
for passivity. The  danger of such wishful
“Rostow has warned, is that ‘out of a false” 5‘»- =3
nuthatthacoldwar!soom!ngtomenﬂ"“ A
out- of boredom or domestic preoccupations,
or a desire to get. on with: pu.re.lyna.tlona.l
objectives, we will open up new npportunlt&u
“for the Communists to a.d.moa P T
7The. magazine article. goes on to uy-"lhu .

wide Communist. movement. s+ still “vested’:
special_departments of: tlu‘ﬂnﬂeﬁ” and’
chmnu ‘central committees,’ and then adds:
Z40f "the world's 105- Communist--Parties,:
Moscow’ cali count:on 'ﬂ.‘u ‘against’ 21:for g
Peclplngf'.. Twulve;othur Communit Parties =

‘vaguely’,
dependent.”, In 1964, foreign aid" by Oomm

forelgn - countﬂeu-—n;‘l?hnrp" nu*'nmn: thew
preceding / year—only® 1
Yo Oy e

‘of! the ?most“’eltect{n inslruman
tion.” In ‘McCarthy’'s’ heyday 'Com-
carelessly, and in many quarters today- wm‘dﬂw

.seem entirely - credible.:: Yet . the leading = v
~ fronts - still reflect the reality-and breadth : %
“of - the. Communist: subversive .effort. .. They,..
range from pacifist groups such as the World

.and tne International.Institute 6f Peace—

‘outfits such as the International Unlon of
Students and .the International Assoclation”

ulg e B PSP
“‘Most ‘of theu orgs,niuuom—mmy

Iaunchad by non-Communists with the best"

‘the 'Chinese are- fighting~hard -to capture--
" them and are setting up rival fronts of their
own. Despite such dueling between the two*
" Red giants, and to some extent:in reply to .
it, Communist’ subveralo:h ‘proceeds - apace).
highly successful+in. some - quarters, - “dlsas-a
- trously failing in othoru..hut always at work."”.

"Castro‘ has.trained:: guernw,trom*.mm*

T

-1 'want’ to’ bring*to the attention. of our®
- tolleagiies a touching tribute to Clyde W."



e Teakes ot Mo Ale" who ied *: tiom sxcept -e!:-t-usht.he R e s Nt 0 b Moelema o!  the Indian-
recently. “The tribute, written by Louis: Stand that, after-all, Horace Greeley was ' sybcontinent. &< ™ . -+ 4o i, o g
“A. Eckl and appearing in the Florence® Fiht when he sald that fame is & vapor, POP- . - geven years later, 6n Junes ‘1947, the ~

aﬂty an ac.cld.ent. md tlmt rlchu_nrtan 'Brlt.lah Gov t decl I “ would

~ Times, truly delineates the fine qualities -
"ot character which made all who knew. -
-respeot and 'love Cl;de Andenon.

P e -»Butthmhonothlngthatmdurea lnou.r ¥ il
2S5 thought of him, and that is we are willing to L‘;d:m:nfﬁmfgnm“?n o
.“m ‘defend his character. . Not that we.dld not”t UGUAS, S8 fp i velyc N
" hear .those occasional criticisms of him by The early: years ofindepén
s mmwhomammuwhmmnmdunm.;&"?amxtanmremtemones THe
“ &.stood his motivations less.. ‘We- just happen ;- omy was’already weal:in- 947 an
2k Y to know that he wasn'tgiven. to-lectures or.a ... gradually. deter[otatqd with /. ,."‘
{5 ¥ about our-longtime friend Clyde W. Anderson = ‘mnmm“"tg: ;:f:‘m'”“‘:uﬁ hmngmhﬁmw ‘ll;hlﬂhm sndcm’f a‘l:i "i- )
;,.-_thst':—u dmn‘r.ny:;.-thm%hmsu_ mhl.l.- ‘heji g community, to.friend ana stranger alike. - An.: politics.; Vi
s alive: < IR RN RR MRS Anderson held an | that” . -theicentral government; s
T Ho was aliving example that hard work is' yihing > which continued until 1958’.3&!5%'
the best.investment a man can make fn his™. { In"the light'of the:difficult:

.My.mihcmmmmmotclyumx ; i Aok :
B t drink’" “Fwe tlwnya gummmmon!m hmbn.n 'almost exclusively agricultural’ coun:
' mﬁ a mﬂ: n;" ml ”‘m his > Was never essily- discouraged:-that he.tried?” try; there Were. no-indigenous banks;:
0.Owen P An.derson,, then3 “to do Dis best without, worrying -about:his ' industries; and . practically»'no* trained;
“#fallures or shortcomings; for-all men- are im-, liechmaﬂ-tls.?‘:,l‘oday“ deapite-thz’émrcity
perfect, iu:dthatheu;joyoisgx&eaf;muu;; of natural” resou g ety
..,oth.pp mm amﬂy"._ln ends.- ey =T . - --_’.:."u. _EE’L‘ 3 r g
: ‘great use-of ‘his talenta:i, ~<ik) %YWM&T ::;«E;Cﬂmm?e&n:%tm@ hﬂstﬂ-
; m' well.". ‘Wefound that he alwaye-had 0 TL NS TNE BTN OR S ;;tp:tma;::? \{industrialization s el s cotabiiahi
- gomething g&’f&?ﬁ ;"W“’&'t"::"; of ‘the ‘democratic process-are: those citizens +Bseveral . local:banks ;:and =:
Nite has-been cut short we, like to-think .the -~Who" don’t givé s damn.'“A wise man. once-.. Moreaver; the nation now-olaims a con-.
he e enjoyed and.the weefulness of ~Pointed out that the Greeks have  word for " siderable amount-of technical and pro-|
i it lacked - Tuch people.” They called people "idiotus™— " fegsiona] talents>Such economic growth;

C ‘man made up.m.-hdsht what
'n';%:stn lensth.u‘ AT Dbt RS ST o .ﬂ&\' 31" ,v tnhae m“;dnuﬂ::namlnwh;cff w-[:\haug‘mt ou;‘:l :-,t;‘a_ = i3 .indeed - Imprmlve._ all'; thg mm-el 50
B A ) ] AL “since it is. primarily a’ et ot ,the last:
o . ~one who neglected his public responsibilities < ,Pl?d-u

¢ Considering ‘the” humble m“m’m“’ In" ghile living an entirely. private and selfish % T YORYS. . o Bhgiinings = SR Torr N B
which he was born;: he was.'a:remarkably. Me. S50 iR aitnedasHer political growth has be.en no.less
successful man-in' mdny ways, and we can~_ - .o amu,nmm B ean from mg'gma impressive; ? today : Pakistan. takes -her
bsby hatp IS 0Nk Ak LR Wt du fo Mie SasE4 . 6f the communities in-which they lived was™ Dlace- 8s-oneiof the leaders of ‘Asla and
that he felt he 1;;“ mdny dm;* o °t‘:; _not without. an fmmoral dimension. Our ' the newly emerging nations of the world..
. alltwithout real ng“i:, ALy e “maad friend, Clyde Anderson, was not one of these. - " The road to independence was long and
o moying Degatively “over thoee. inlafors < He Was an interested snd active citizen in ¢"Qumeult for, Pakistan.  That in itself
_.ﬂerywaymbehaltafthosetmngsheaon : 3
PR - tunes which b.atfll_ mm,vo.:', yhvich all meti. " dered good for all of us, and. that 18 one of mal:ies .every rt:nnilvgrsm otBhgrb mded
: _hava some. ' LM " ihe -beat w m“ can be_sald for any” pendence worth celebrating.’ But beyon
A . 5 H e the st.ruasle ‘for:independence there-has

P TN N

" Ho was_the Xind of man’ we' think. who ® mas—he car

v traveled light, unencumbered by the envles, FA 3
~ fears, and.unforgivéness that so often stalk : .
men to defeat. - ‘He was a successful man be- "
cause when he couldn’t find & way, he made’ "_ :
one,-and although he. was not without, hls~
critics, we think his work, from the. time we .
!’ first - knew . him u.ntll «death . .ln.terrup
_speaks for itself. »‘-g.;‘ -fnv;.[x.g% mew: {.,s_;,.syg- 5.

Mm.wortenﬂthoughthshadmmainth‘yﬁf :'&a H ursz"o A A4
than he realized, as do many of the most able '? R Thursday, Auvustg‘lg, lgssg‘. ,2%\
e Gq{'m-f POWELLZ Mr. Speaker, ‘or- Sat~'
urday, August 14, Pakistan’ w:l]l celzbrat.e‘ : :
its 18th a.nniversa.ry ‘of " independence,’ :
~and it is a pleasure for me to direct: thra%_?‘i'g! 36"53‘ OF REPR-FSENT&TI
T Thursday, August 12,1965 5
+%Mr. MARTIN of Alabama #Mr. 'Speal:

: c‘lyda ‘Anderson because we worked with'him.

in"many -community - a.nd litical “matters -:
and. issues, and ‘opposed’ hi’:.\ on occasion, “attention of the House -of. Represent.a—.

B
'vhdch he always seemed to understand; and : tﬂlm todaY't-z It;hi&—oc;:sion«agintw’the
‘we always got. the impression ‘that he never, ouse will not be”meeting on-Saturday. " &
“carried: a chip on-his shoider sbout these . We therefore send warm felicitations t0 - orsiis o, Lenmission to extend my e
occaslonal differences.becsuse-to have done - His Excellency Mohamutied Ayub.Kha®, ~incide the - following:: ‘pertinent - edi-
a0 WOUIA Bave Desc 10 Py b mucg:fmﬁ_ President of Pakistan, and to His Excel- toria] from the Gadsden; Ala., Tlmes o
aggage ug L e R fT R AT Jency Shulam Ahmed, the Pakistan Am August B, 1965 1% ity :
Perhapa: the thing we admired about him h ssador to the United States. = Sy T y
most was his loyalty_to his friends~ He . 0 Veldyi gl 4 ___),_...ml’ NQ.
seemed to be content to work-with and for Alt,hough Pakistan hB-S been. lndepend- vmm is now LB.J. s T
,them, and they numbered most of tnupeoplui’ ent for just~18 years; the dream of an ' . He has duly punished the m.tla handful o
-of the greater Muscle Shoals district; and independent Moslem nation to be created: _Southern States that preferred another can
1,4 :: never neged‘lbmuu his role might not _ out. of.a pg.rution_ of ‘India,” ‘once. that - ?ldute last November, 15 s vl s forse,
Th:l;ﬂbeﬂn L] e.lading IJ:me on bteha stage. 'nation had achieved ‘jts: independence =" With'a dozen pens, given'as mementoes’ ;
- '*':‘K‘h mﬂuenmmwid us, In a way, because his . from' Great Bl'ita.i.n .began as_early. as.- the. cronies” who hovered over his desk,
PRI espread, and he knew the 11930. By :1940; Mohammed: Ali Jinnah,. signed - the ‘voting rights - -blll -that. impose

\"4
" uses of power for himself and for the.devel- - intolerable regulations on the States that re
i opment of the shoals ares, but there was a _ the Tevered leader of -the Muslim Lea~. jected him in the election but leaves the ree

-Fhl.unﬂtty about, him, . too,. a.nd although a. : ‘gue, Omda-n? endm'sed the 8051 of estab-"" of the Union»me t.o enjoy 1tl-oonsututlcm
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UNTHINKABLE THAT THIS NATION
WOULD DESTROY COMMUNIST

CHINA'S

TIONS

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr. President, I
rise to comment on fthe statement made
by the chairman of the Armed Services
Committee of the House of Representa-
tives in a speech he delivered recently in
Connecticut. He asked a rhetorical
question:

Should we use our atomic power to wipe
out Red China's atomlc capability?

Then he added:

We must get ready to do this very thing
if we want to stop Red China. I will insiston

No. 160—138 .

NUCLEAR  INSTALLA-
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victory in Vietnam. Anything short of that
would be treasonable.

- In this same speech the gentleman also
stated:

"And even If we win the war In South
Vietnam, I cannot help but think that we
are merely postponing the final victory of
Red China unless the Natlon is prepared to
- risk the possible consequences of destroying
her nuclear capabllity. And unless we make
that decision, it 1s possible that all of our
fighting in South Vietnam will have been in
vain,

In other words this Member of the
other body really outdid some hard-
__nosed militarists in our Armed Forces
who in the past have been advocating
preemptive war against the Soviet Union
and in recent months have raised their
voices advocating a sneak attack or pre-
emptive war on Red China to destroy the
crude nuclear installations of the Red
Chinese. The very suggestion of this is
50 un-American as to be abhorrent.
Yet, here is a Member of the other body
occupying the position as chairman of
one of the most powerful committees in
that body advocating this procedure.

Mr. President, the facts are that I am
a fervent believer in the seniority system.
It is one of the advantages of our Con-
gress that under that system, men who
have served long years in the Senate and
in the House of Representatives attain
promotions within the committees of
which they are members, and finally
some of them with long years of con-
gressional service become chairmen of
committees. By and large, chairmen of
all the committees of the Senate and
House of Representatives of the United
States are eminently respected, are most
knowledgeable, and deserve the promo-
tion to chairmen by reason of the expe-
rience that they have acquired over the
years.

Nevertheless, it is somewhat shattering
to my faith in this seniority system to
read of the chairman of the Committee
on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives advocating a suicidal policy
on our part, and I feel obligated to speak
out against this without delay lest in this
country and overseas such a rhetorical
question would be taken seriously.

That the person making this state-
ment is chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services of the other body causes
me to fear that in Europe and Asia,
‘among the heads of states, it might be
regarded as authoritative and that his
views are respected and might be fol-
lowed. Were we as a nation to under-

take any such course, we could gain.

nothing except, at most, a very tempo-
rary advantage and at a great price—
loss of respect and degradation.
Now let us consider the facts.
.matter what single location or several
locations we might bomb and utterly de-
stroy into ashes within the mainland of
China, that nation—Communist China—
with its great population, its far-flung
geographic area, and its scientists and
scholars would retain the capability of
very soon again producing even more
nuclear weapons and far better and more
powerful than the first crude warheads
produced there. We should realize that

No -
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are just as valuable or more valuable
to any nation, to China and to this Na-
tion, than any existing nuclear installa-
tions.

Assuming that we could destroy
China's capability for producing nuclear
weapons for a short time and that we
did destroy all the existing nuclear in-
stallations, how could we possible bar or
prevent the access of the Chinese to the
raw materials necessary for the produc-
tion of fissionable nuclear charges? As-
sume we did hurl our air power over the
Chinese mainland, as this gentleman
suggests. Would we have our Air Force
attempt to lay waste all of the factories
that they beheld below them where they
might suspect that some use was being
made of raw materials to manufacture
nuclear bombs? How could we do that
anyway when it is readily possible for
men of intelligence to disperse such in-
stallations and even locate them in cities
in the midst of massive centers of popu-
lation or underground in other sections
of the country in such manner that our
bombs could not destroy them?

Then, above everything else, it would
not be possible for us with our missile
power, air power, and land forces to kill
all of those individuals who comprehend
how atomic weapons are made. In other
words, even now in a preemptive war
in.a day of infamy followed by other
days of infamy, were we to destroy the
lives of million of Chinese men, women,
and children, we could not possibly kill
off all the sclentists.

I am mentioning this to state how fool-
hardy the gentleman's proposal is. Let
us realize that China is a huge nation
that has great diversity and a great
quantity of natural resources; that there
are 700 million men, women and children

living within the borders of China; that .

China is a nation with a great history
“and its people have a tradition of being
industrious. The Chinese are people of
high intellectual attainments and busi-
ness and scientific achievements. They
have a great cultural background. It is
obvious to all that China is now a great
power and within 10 or 20 years it will
be one of the three greatest powers on
the earth. .

We are proud of the American citizens
we have in our midst, in Hawail and else-
where, men, women and children of Chi-
nese descent. We have in this body as a
U.S. Senator from the sovereign State
of Hawali Hram Fong, one of the ablest
and most respected Members of this
‘body, whose father and mother and all
"his ancestors were Chinese and lived in

China.

I advert to that fact to indicate an-
other facet and to indicate how fool-
hardy that suggestion or rhetorical ques-
ton was.

Furthermore, there is nothing Repre-
sentative RIVERs or anyone else can do to
stop China’s advance. Even the grossly

" inhumane use of atomic and bacteriolog-
ical weapons could not do that. Letf us
hear no more about this rhetorical ques=
tion. A proposal to do anything of this

. sort would be foreign to the American

in this nuclear age of change and chal-
lenge even a small group of sclentists

|
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way of life, forelgn to the great history
and noble traditions of our country from
colonial days to the present time. Fur-
thermore, it would be so inhuman and
so callous that we as a Nation would be
downgraded before all of the world, even
to a greater extent than was Adolph Hit-
ler’'s Germany., -~

The distinguished Congressman who
made this bombastic speech gave little.or
no thought to the fact that were we to
bomb the nuclear installations within
the Red Chinese mainland, immediately
Communist China with its population of
700 million and with its tremendously
powerful land army would go to war
against the United States, overrunning
southeast Asia, and in doing this killing
many thousands of American GI's.

Any self-respecting nation attacked
in such a manner as was proposed in this
Connecticut speech made by the gentle-
man from the other body would have no
other course open to it. Furthermore, as
certain as sunrise follows the sunset, the
Soviet Union, obligated by its commit-
ment and alliance to Communist China,
and despite the fact that its leaders and
the Russian people seek friendship and
not war wth this nation, would in-
evitably mobilize its forces and unleash
its missiles, and the third world war—
and this a war on annihilation—would
begin.

Mr. President, this arm-chair militarist
5ays: i

I will insist on victory In Vietnam.
Anything short of that would be treasonable.

It would be difficult to find anywhere a
more bombastic statement than that.
Unfortunately, this particular arm-chair
militarist has the title of chairman of a
powerful committee.

The President, who is Comander in
Chief of our Armed Forces, has repeat-

edly announced his desire and hope that |

representatives of the Vietcong and
North Vietnam and other nations meet
with us at a conference table, that we
are glad to talk settlement and seek a
‘ceasefire.

He has said time and time again—and
that is our position at the present time,

despite the bombast from the gentleman -

from the other body—that we should
seek negotiations unconditionally, with-
out any conditions whatsoever.

Our situation is bad in South Viet-
nam. It is far worse‘than it was a year
ago or when President Eisenhower first
committed our Armed Forces in South
Vietnam. It is too late now for us to say
a Tnistake was made, because we were

-committed in 1854 and we have been in- ~

volved there since that time, and appar-
ently things have gone from bad to
worse.

Despite these statements that should
never have been made—he said:

I will insist on victory in Vietnam. Any-
thing short of that would be treasonable.

We Americans seek and hope for a
negotiated settlement involving major
concessions by both sides which will of-

fer the Communists and Vietcong a rea- ,
sonable and attractive alternative to .

military victory.

We seek a ceasefire and seek the time

when the neighbors to the North and
certain people in South Vietnam will

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENA

cease thelr aggression. Then we look
forward to withdrawing our forces from
southeast Asia.

Such a ceasefire or peace similar to
that attained in South Korea is a-con-
summation devoutly to be wished. Let
us try to attain it.

I yield the floor.
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Retaliation s
Alert Urged )
By Rivers =

. The Chairman of the House
Armed Services Committee,
Rep. L. Mendel Rivers, said
yesterday that the TUnited
States should be prepared to
hit Peking with ‘everything in
its arsenal- if Red Chinese
troops move into Viet-Nam.

" Rivers said, -however, that
he was not advocating a shoot-
first nuclear attack on Com-
munist China. , _

“What I am saying,” the
South Carolina Democrat de-
clared in 'an interview, “is
that Americans must be pre-
pared to make the decision to
attack Mao Tse-tung's home-
land if Mao's forces start mov-
ing.

The United States would
have to hit them “with every
single, solitary gadget in our
arsenal,” he said.

The Southerner is not an
Administration spokesman on
military affairs, but because
of his position as Armed Serv-
ices Committee Chairman. his
views attract wide attention.

Thus his speech Wednesday
night in Hartford, Conn,,
which some interpreted - as
suggesting a preventive attack
on Red China’s nuclear instal-
lations, stirred up debate in
the House. .
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" THE WHITE HOUSE

'\.t\?J\:Q i | (Iy
Q © WASHINGTON = | !
ao 1

August 21, 1965
@‘Fl

Mr, President:

This is a preliminary report
on the illegal leakage of foreign
exchange from Pakistan,

Final reports from State and CIA
will be sent to you as soon as the
field offices send m their fmd:mgs.
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

AGEN cs;q cz%s?migﬁgﬁl#@%ﬁt@L DEVELOPMENT

WASHINGTON

G AG 20 PM | 46
August 21, 1965

MEMORKNDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT:

1.

Leakage of Foreign Exchange From Pakistan

A news report quotes the Pakistan Minister of Commerce as

stating that Pakistan is losing foreign exchange at a level of about $250
million a year. The methods he mentioned being used are: (a) smuggling
of some $60 - $100 million yearly, (b) under-invoicing exports, and (c)
over-invoicing imports. In the llatter two cases collaboration with someone
outside of Pakistan is necessary to conceal the false valuation of the sale.

'2.

We have asked for a quick report from our Mission on what

- the Minister actually said and an assessment by our staff.

'3.

Based on information available here, while some leakage of

foreign exchange is always encountered in heavily controlled economies,
particularly where the currency is overvalued, the $250 million figure
referred to sounds highly inflated. Pakistan's total trade (exports plus
imports of goods and services) is in the neighborhood of $1, 800 million,
and we do not believe leakage as high as suggested is at all likely.

4.

There have been allegations of leakage in connection with

A.I.D. financed transactions, primarily those involving U.S. steel exports.
Leakage can take place by collusion between the buyer and seller either by
charging and paying a higher price than the going price, or by shipment of
lesser amount or lower quality goods than is specified in the shipping
document. In either case the excess payment is divided between the buyer
and seller outside of Pakistan. Remedial actions taken with respect to A.I.D.
transactions are as follows:

al

The A.I.D. audit staff examines transactions and compares

 them with going market sales. When over-pricing is identified, a refund
is claimed. A number of refund claims approximating $1 million are in

process.
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b. When manipulation of quant1t1es or quality is alleged
or suspected the A.I.D. inspection staff conducts a full investigation

- in the U.S. and overseas. Several investigations are underway.

c. Because of the difficulty of identifying collusion after

- shipment is made, we have suggested to the Government of Pakistan a

number of improved procedures, including dockside inspections of
quantity and quality; requiring quantity and quality certificates from the
U.S. mills; tighter specifications; and elimination of multitudinous
small orders which are difficult to police. Pakistan has now put these

‘improved procedures into effect.

5. We will report further when we have received the information
we have requested from our Mission.

T Le.

David E. Bell

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE
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August 20, 1965

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Booklet on Vietnam

The State Department has prepared the attached material to
be published as a booklet entitled "Why Vietnam ?'", It includes
two of your speeches and edited testimony of Secretary Rusk and
Secretary McNamara.

McGeorge Bundy has reviewed the booklet. The contribu-
tions of Secretary Rusk and Secretary McNamara have been
cleared by their offices.

For your consideration is a one-page draft Foreward which

gives your blessing to the project and explains the educational
purpose of the publication.

Bromley Smith

Foreward is approved
Tell State to publish promptly

Hold until Bundy can talk to me
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Friday, August 20, 1965
1:00 a. m.
—SECRET —

FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Bosch Charges Against oar Military Attaches
in Santo Dominge

E0 12958 3.4(b1(6]>25Yrs

(8
Ambassador Bennet has replied in detail to the charges

made by Juan Bosch against our military attaches in Santo

Domingo contained in the -hl.ch Marvin Watson
brought to your attention.

Bennett has checked into the allegations carefully and
reports that there is no basis for the charges.

McGeorge Bundy

Santo Domingo 469
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ROSCH®S REMARKS AS REPORTED IN DOCUMENT REFERRED TO IN REFTEL
ARE QUITE AT VARIANCE WITH FACTS AS WE KNOW. HERE.. CHARGES AGAINST
ATTACHES ARE. UNWARRANTED AND ARE -UNJUSTIFIED ASPERSIONS AGAINST
PROFESSIONAL OFFICERS WHO ARE .CARRYING OUT.THEIR JOBS IN
RESPONSIBLE MANNER. AS PART. OF: COORD INATED COUNTRY TEAM EFFORT,

t.: AS REGARDS FIRST PARAGRAPH REF;REPCRT,’ DEPARTMENT WELL AVARE

PAGE TWO RUESSD 984

. M : . I
THAT OAS COMMITTEE NOT “INSISTING THAT FOUR '
BE PART OF GOVERNMENT DOMREP,™ S SR

PHESERVATIGN 1



2o WITH RESPECT SECOND PARAGRAPH BOCH INSTRUCTION TO GUZMAN TO
"TELL THE PEOPLE™ THAT FOUR GENERALS ARE ACTING UNDER ORDERS OF
TW0 US MILITARY ATTACHES IS RIDICULOUS, WHILE ATTACHES HAVE USEFUL
RELATIONS WITH PRESENT. CHIEFS OF STAFF,  THEY HAVE NO REPEAR:NO
COMMITMENTS TO THEM AS TO TENURE. OR' FUTURE: ASSIGNEMENTS,. IT WOULD
BE QUITE. IMPROPER FOR. ATTACHES TO INDULGE.IN:SUCHACTIVITIES EVEN
IF THE DOMINICAN ARMED FORCES: VER WILLING:TQ:ACCEPT IT. ATTACHES
HAVE NOT..HAD .AND:DO NOT SEEK .SUCH RELATIONSHIP,. HOWEVER: ¥UCH
;:éﬁzgns ‘BEEN FAVORITE THESIS OF:VERY: ACTIVE:BOSCH/PRD. RUMOR

Es

3EAS: FOR:BOSCH/CAAMANO CONVERS&TIOS "MENTIONED-THIRD:PARA*REF
REPORT;=COLONEL: CISBON (PHONEIC): IS PRESUMABLY! COLONEL FISHBURN,
EHEASSY‘AIR’ATT&CHE.«COLONEL.FISHBURN HAS‘REACTED. INDIGNANTLY- TG
IDEA THAT HEEVER “ORDERED™ DE LOS .SANTOS TO:"BOMBARD™'THE CITY:
OR. TOUCHED" ON: SUCH ACTION' IN ANY. WAY. -ONLY" CONVERSATION: REMOTELY
TOUCHING-THIS SUBJECT MATTER' ¥AS:ONE BETWEEN:FISHBURN. AND DE LOS
SANTOS AT 4108AM SUNDAY,- APRIL™25: CEMBTEL :1041):WHEN,  ON: REQUEST. .
THEN TRIUMVIRATE. PRESIDENT REID: CABRAL. COLOHEL FISHBURN INQUIRED

PAGE THREE RUESSD 984S S £ € R ET—

OF DE LOS SANTOS WHETHER HE PLANNED TO PUT AIRPLANES:IN THE AIR
THAT MORNING,DE LOS SANTOS REPLIED NO AND FISHBURN.TRANSMITTED
REPLY.TO REID.

4., BOSCH*S TALK OF "CASS™ AS US NAVAL ATTACHE. INDICATES IN=-
ACCURACY OF HIS INFORMATION AND EXTENT TGO WHICH HE OUT OF TOUCH
YITH AMERICAN ACTIVITIES IN LOCAL SITUATION. COLONEL CASS DEPARTED
SANTO DOMINGO FOR NEW ASSIGNMENT IN US IN SEPT 1564 REPEAT 1564

HE AND CAAMANO ‘ARE PERHAPS CONFUSING CASS WITH PRESENT NAVAL
'ATTACHE, LT COL HEYWOOD, WHO HAS NORMAL PROFESSIONAL RELATIONSHIP
YITH SECSTATE FOR ARNED FORCES-(VHO  HAPPENSTO BE NAVAL OFFICER)"
AND~DOES-SEE AND TALK VWITH HIM.IN.COURSE OF.HIS/DUTIES.

5.:CAAMANO: STATEMENT IN PARA:4-TO:EFFECT “HEiHAS:TAPED CONVERSA-
-TION-BETVEEN RIVERA-CAMINERO-AND: US:NAVAL OFFICER MAY BE TRUE,

IN' LATE APRIL AND- MAY. WHEN. US'NAVY: FORCES~-HAD: CONSIDERABLE -NUMBER
OF SHIPS: PATROLLING:OFF SANTO-DOMINGO" AND DOMINICAN NAVY WAS:IN
SAME. WVATERS THERE YOULD- PRESUMABLY HAVE BEEN CONSIDERABLE -NUMBER
OF OPERATIONAL MESSAGES EXCHANGED -BETWEEN TWO FLEETS. IN SUCH CLOSE
PROSIMITY..

Se ¥ITH RESPECT PARA T, _N’En'm'Atnaass*r;*.aox.;hrrncnzs

PAGE FOUR RUESSD 986S~S-ECR-ET—

HAVE ANY KNOYLEGE OF SCATTERING OFHANDBILLS- RELATING aLLEGED CONe
VERSATION BETWVEEN MOLINA URENA AND- FIDEL CASTRO. ' CERTAINLY
*CIS3ON™ (FISHBURN) GAVE NO SUCH ORDERS AS ALLEGED' BY BOSCHa

E0 12958 3.4(h)(1)>25Yrs
(cl
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Te SIMILARLY VITH RESPECT TO NEXT PARAGRAPH, SINCE COLONEL CASS
HAS NOT BEEN IN SANTO DOMINGO DURING PAST YEAR, THERE COULD HARDLY
HAVE TAKEN PLACE TALK BY CASS TO DOMINICAN OFFICERS FOR QUOTATION
- IN A RIVERA CAMINERC BROADCAST OF WHICH CAAMANO CLAINS PRESENT
:gggkfR;TACHE HAS NO XNOWLEDGE OF ACTIVITY. DESCRIBED TQO HAVE
DING.

8. YITH RESPECT-TO T¥WO FINAL PARAGRAPHS AND BOSCH'S INSTRUCTIONS
TO CAAMANO, THERE HAVE BEEN THREE MENTIONS IN EXTREMIST

PATRIA, AUG-12, 18 AND 19, OF ALLEGED PRESSURE BY AMERICAN
MILITARY ATTACHE TO HAVE PRESENT.CHIEFS OF STAFF RETAIN IN THEIR
POSTS.  THESE HAVE. NOT BEEN GIVEN MAJOR® PLAY AND WERE:GIVEN PERHAPS
LESS EMPHASIS THAN BOSCH JNTENDED,..BOOK-BEING FRINTED-TN THE

US TO:WHICH BOSCH REFERS-{ PROBABLY 'ONE’UNDER PREPAR, ION. BY
BARNARD' COLLIER,-VE UNDERS™4ND: COLLIER: WAS. FURNISHED /< CAAMANO-
REGIME: WVITH COPIES OF TEL\. .{ONE-TAPS:AND-SIDE-BAND RA. .0 COMM=-
UNICATIONS BETWEEN VARIOUS US UNITS AND BEIWEEN US AND DOMINICAN
UNITS FURING CRITICAL DAYS.OFLATE-APRIL WHEN:NO OTHER COMMINICATION

PAGE 'FIVE' RUESSD 984S S“B-CRET—

FACILITIES. AVAILABLE AND WHEN -THERE WAS NO CHOICE BUT TO USE OPEN
CHANNELS. QUOTATIONS OF PORTIONS OF THES MESSAGES OR USE OF THEM

QUT OF CONTEXT HAS ALREADY BEEN ENGATED 'IN BY SOME ELEMENTS OF US
PRESS- AND SIMILAR. ACTIVITY BY BOSCH/CAAMANO OF COURSE POSSIBLE.

9. QUITE TO CONTRARY OF TENDENTIOUS BOSCH ALLEGATIONS RE -ACTIVITIES
BY ATTACHES TO BOLSTER CURRENT DOMINICAN MILITARY LEADERSHIP,
FROFESSIONAL RELATIONSHIP OF CONFIDENCE WHICHATTACHES EVOLVED WITH
DOMINICAN CHIEFS OF STAFF HAS BEEN ONE- OF MAJOR FACTORS "IN VINNING
AND KEZEPING LATTERS® SUPPORT FOR OAS COMMITTEE"S PLAN FOR PROV
GOVT AND SOLUTION DOM CIRISIS, THUS FAR DOM CHIEFS, IN CONTRAST
OTHER. ELEMENTS ON BOTH SIDES OF CONTROVERSY, AVE MAINTAINED FIRN
SUPPORT OF COMMITTEE, NOTYITHSTANDING ACTIVE EFFORTS OF-CERTAIN
CIVILIAN POLITICIANS TO BREAK THEM AVAY. ATTACTES ARE CURRENTLY
YORKING ACTIVELY ON MEANS TO EFFECT REMOVAL: OF-VESSIN

18,IN SUM, BOSCH ALLEGATIONS RE ATTACHES ARE ON PAR WITH KIS
FANTASTIC CHARGE.TO US CORRESPONDENTS. EARLIER THAT AMBASSADOR HAD
~ORDERED WASSIVE ATTACK. ON-CITY®: BY US FORCES.AND.CURRENT STORY:
BEING: PUT OUT BY KINM TO EFFECT AMBASSADOR'ACTUALLY PRESENT IN SANTO
DONINGO:ON APR 24 CINSTEAD OF EING IN.US EN ROUTE TO WASHINGTON

AS. IS BATTER OF PUOLIC.RECORD) AND-THEN: FLEW.'IN“MILITARY PLANE
SECRETLY ‘TO WASHINGTON VIA PUERTO RICO ON EVENING APRIL 23 CORRECTION
APRIL 24 ,-° GP-3 :

BENNETT N

“?Sﬁﬁﬁi%umms
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Mac:
The President asked me to tell you that this is not enough.

He wants =---- "by the time I get up in the morning" --- everything
"that was pertinent in the SEATO debates, everything every Republican
Senator and Congressman =-=-=- and Democrats alike =-=-- said which
indicates that SEATO requires us to give arms to SEATO countries or
Protocol states =--- the whole debate ---- everything Eisenhower said
in office that builds our case =--- the full text of his letter to
Churchill and Diem. I want the kind of brief Abe Fortas would prepare
on Gideon. It's got to be full and convincing.

"Then, I want Mac to get Goodpasgture to helicopter up to Gettysburg

tomorrow. I want him to go 'to brief theGeneral on the mibm battle l
we have just had out in Vietnam,' but I want him to take this letter'(ajy )
to Ike and I want him to take a copy-of all the material that Mac Bundy

is going to get overnight. '

"Tell Mac to get that fellow Tom Hughes out of bed over at State and
make him do all this research tonight, and his people.”

And that, my unfortunate friend, is almost all verbatim.

Bill Moyers
9:50



MEMORANDUM
THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON é“__;
Thursday, August 19, 1965 ﬁ:a

—CONFIDENTIAL — .

4:00 p. m, 2y
DECLASSIFIED \
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT Authority N‘- A g4/ ¥

By__4<z) , NARS, Date 8 ’¢'oo‘/
1. I attach a rough first draft of the memorandum we discusse

morning. Will you let me know if it is in the ball park?

2. A review of the document sugge sts to me that one possible line of
Republican attack may be that in the' 'good old Republican days we planned
to defend in Southeast Asia by what Dulles called our ''deterrent power. '
The SEATO hearings contain a reservation by him on this point which is
interesting:

"I might say in this connection, departing somewhat from order
of my presentation, that it is not the policy of the United States to
attempt to deter attack in this area by building up a local force capable
itself of defense against an all-out attack by the Chinese Communists
if it should occur. We do not expect to duplicate in this area the
pattern of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and its significant
standing forces. That would require a diversion and commitment of
strength which we do not think is either practical or desirable or
necessary from the standpoint of the United States.

""We believe that our posture in that area should be one of having
mobile striking power, and the ability to use that against the sources
of aggression if it occurs. We believe that is more effective than if
we tried to pin down American forces at the many points around the
circumference of the Communist world in that area.

"It may very well be that other countries of the area will want
to dedicate particular forces for the protection of the area under
this treaty. But we made clear at Manila that it was not the intention
of the United States to build up a large force including, for example,
United States ground troops for that area, but that we rely upon the
deterrent power of our mobile striking force. "

3. The only other general line of attack which I see is that the

Republicans -- and the Southeast Asia Treaty -- spoke of united action.
Specifically, for example, the Southeast Asia Treaty does not commit its
members to assist a protocol state against '"'subversion.' In that case

it only requires consultation. It could be argued that since 1961 we have had
a '"go-it-alone'' policy. Three important members of SEATO -- the United
Kingdom, France, and Pakistan -- are not really helping in Vietnam, and
the contribution of all the others -- Australia, the Philippines, New Zealand,
and Thailand -- does not amount to much, @r so they may plan to argue.



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

P

4. I myself think that the best single defense in all this is simply
to keep General Eisenhower firmly on board with respect to present policy,
and to insist that we have no real difference with him over the past. I have
spoken to Goodpaster, and he feels the same way. If the draft memorandum
is on the right track from your point of view, we might ask Goodpaster to
take it to General Eisenhower and see if there is any chance that it could be
the basis of an agreed joint position.
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b | " : 1
t . SUBJ’ECT. 'I'he Cont:mu:.ty of Umted States' Pohcy in Southea.st Asia 2
| Y i
: ' From 1954 to. 1965 the fundamental purpose of the Umted States in its South- l
1 d ) ! -
l[ _ 3 ea.st As:.a.n pohcy ha.s been unchanged. That purpose has been to prevent the '
'-:.mpos:.‘.:aon on Southea.st A.s:.a o£ -the poht:.ca.l power of communism, backed by L

_- Chzna. a.nd t.he Sovzet Umon. As Pres:.dent E:.senhower explained to Wmston Church:.ll

n Apr:.l 4 1954. ‘such a result m Southea.st Aaxa '""would be a grave threat to the

whole free co:nmumty," a.nd "tlns possxbxhty should now be met by umted act.zon. .
' - and .noj: pa.ss;'.\{ely ac_:cepted. b | | ¥ : o . | ' i W
! - In the .q:pn_ditip;_z‘s of gar?‘y _1_954.. -u:lxitetli_a.ction did not prove possible, and_ gt the '
Ge:dé.vﬂa;_lc;éﬁ-fiélr_eﬁge _;I.ater that sp'ri-ﬂg",:a.greer’nentsl w;arg:’;'éaghgd wbich.cgncedé'd' .
: : , I"oné'l-.ﬁa..'_Lfl.cla_'lf".lv_iléma'.r;z to Co_mmunist_.pd-w'er.:
| . ”...-' Bux the Unite_d States did not cha.nge its purpose. It proceeded promptly to take _
| ..he lea.d in the negouanon of the Southz‘aﬂst Asia Collective Defense Treaty. In  § : ‘
~ the words of Secretary of State Dullei, "The purpose of the Southeast Asia Col= r
l ' lgctiv'e_ 'De.f_e_nse_'l‘reaty is the creatigx_i of unity for secuzjit? and peace in South= _. _
‘l Ie.'ast Asia.,_a."n‘c'i tl_ie'So.uthwestern IPa.c:'.ffic It is a.. 'I‘r'e.'aty' for collective defenae
I -a.gé._inst bo*_:.h' o'.p'en armed attack and iﬁtérﬁal subversion. Although the United
& Statés;i-za.é. jno'_ difect-térritoz‘ia.l inter_'ers_t in Southeast Asia, we have much in .
" common-wi'f;ﬁ" ‘.'.'.he peopll'e and g'o.vemmeht's ‘of this area #nd a:.'-e united in the face :
of a. common -danger that sten';s from mt:ernat:.ona.l communism." 'I‘he Southeast
..Asza Collectzve Deiensa Trea.ty wa.s s:.gned on October 14 1954. ﬁnd ‘Jhe Sena.te
| ‘ : S ;_.\_
Hﬁ ﬁ'ﬁ __ do i e LB :
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" approved it four months later by a vote of 82-1. Vietnam is not a member of

the Treaty, but it 'is_'ﬁrbtectg-.d by th_'q Tr'eaty under a protocol agreed at the same .
. time. |

0;‘1 Octobéx: 25, 19'_54,"Pr.esident'-fEiséﬁhower ma.de a spegific offer of help to

e s Y £ e e, s

the Go vernmént' of"Vi.atnam. He pointed out thdt the implications of the recently
; cénci'udéd‘- Geneva Conference "hg.ve. caused grave concern rega.rdin_g the future . '
oi_f:‘a country temporarily di_vi_c_iéd by a.n:a._rtificia.l'ﬁﬁlitary grouping, weakened

‘by a.long.and exhausting war, and faced by enemies without and by their subv'ersive‘

L S e e e A S A e
: ot yife. s RN

R

“ "';:o'llé.boz_ja.tp-r_ei within. " The Presidg_nt said that he was instructing the American

""Ambassador in Vietnam to discuss with the Vietnamese Government how an

% _-'. infelligé:;t'progfam' of A;-nerica.;i a.:.d c_:ﬁuld assist Vietna.m_iin. its hOur- of trial, o - .
:pli-oy_idéd_. that t.h_te'l- Vietz}dmgse Gé{r_e_;%:lmgnlt m retu;'n would give assurances as 1o ;
.'_,::'.ts". own .e'italn_d:a.'rdls:ofl pexfo:mé.x;gé. '-Prési_d._ent Eisenhower stated that ''the pu-.rpose i

o, oftlns ‘quf;ei".-:’!.q'.té'-asgist'the Govéi:;i;riézit-'o_f Vi_etr_xa.m in developin; a;.nd ma.inta.ining_-_- :’
‘a jsl_t:jc;ng_,-.j viable -staté b C?-pi;\..blla .°£ res}:.stmg .é.ttez‘;?ﬁted subversion or aggression i : :

¥ -This.-_'P“rP"’_ée i6 the same as the purpose of the United States Government today.

+In sﬁppd?t of'thiq purpose, changes in the shape of Ame_i'ican assistance and suppoxrt |

."have been rxia.dg from time to time. in the last ten years, as subversion, terror, :
. and infiltratio_n_'irozn the North have increa.sed."--' :
A.mancan economic asszstance was . £ollowed almost at once by an

; . M""‘“"{ q‘f.hla‘ m ]qsa .__‘ ._ ._ B _ I Yoo i:
Amer:.ca.n M:Lhtary T-:aamag..gem ’
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- In the la.te' 1950:& ' economic and military assistance were stepped up,

T

and m October, 1960 Presxdant E:.senhower assured the Vietnamese Govern- £

' ment tha.t "for so long as our strength ca.n be useful. ‘the United Sta.tes will

- :-eontinue tq asaxst Vietnam in ;he d1£.£1cu1t but hopeful struggle ahead,"

- Res_olutxon _by a combined vote Qf 504-2. This Rese.lunon reaffirmed the vital =

As s:sta.nce Comma.nd. .-

_imperta.n__ee to the United States and to world peace e_f “the maintenance of

SR . . -

In 'D-ec'ember. .‘1961 ; PreSident Kennedy r.'esponded to'i'ncrea.sing Com-
' \
;'numst pressure by a major enlargement of the Mzhta.ry Adv:.sory and

R

In August. 1964 President- Johnson replied to direct aggression in the

ik Gulf of Tonkm and the Congresa overwhelmmgly pa.ssed. the Southeast Asia

B 4
-

" international peace and security in Southeast Asia.'f It declared that ''the

LY
"

: 'Uni‘.:ed Stete's is, "therefore,' prepé.r.ed. ‘as the President determines, to take

all necesaa.ry steps, mcludmg the use of armed force. to assist any member-

or protocol state of the. Southeast Asza Collecuve Defense Trea.ty requestmg_

a.ss:.stanca in defense of :.ts £reedom. L

0

In :Feb?uary, 1965, after repeated military. sneak attacks upon US

w installeﬁ;_e_ne_'_-in South V_i.etna.m. ‘President Johnson authorized controlled and

" _measured air action against North Vietnam. '

-In"t‘he" _sp?r:ing end early suinrh_e_r -of 1965',.a.£ter' careful review of the

. m:.hta.ry sztua.uon in V:.etna.m Preszdent Johnson a.uthor:.zed further deploy-

‘ments of US £orcas for comba.t ass:gnments in. South Vzetna.m, ha.vmcr |
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"_ciet';;erfr;ihlelcl_tha.; it was essggﬂ.a.l tlcla me_.et the 'l'xﬁ_eeds of the American
o :Co'xl-n‘x"x;g.hde'j:. Gex;era.l Westﬁzﬁorgllé.lnd.. '
) '.“.'_‘_I.ill'_rhro_'ugho:ut these  11 years, thé'z'-e:- has been no partisan division within the
-United States on'Southe'a.st Asia o.r:__é'n.SOuth Vietnam. Democrats have
suppo'r'i;édla. Republican Pres’idenﬁ_,_ and Republiéa.ns have suppo 1;ted .two
Denﬁocratic;. Plresidents. -‘Senatpf_-Lfncion_.'_l'ohnson £ui.1y suppo.rted'_President‘ -
: Ei.senho'.wer, and Ger;eral Eise'th;Wer has givgn ge'nerou'sly of .time. \coﬁnsel.
‘and sup_gc&f. to President Johnson.
The purpoée of the ﬁn‘ited Sta'.f;e:é tqlda.y is the pur‘i:or_se of the United States in
. 1954.  That purpose was clearly stated by Pz_-e'_sidéﬁt Johnson on July 28, as

follows: . "'to do what must pe done to.bring an énd to aggression and a peace-
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MEMORANDUM - = N
JRAC 99-57
THE WHITE HOUSE [-2%0/
WASHINGTON
_SEGRET — Thursday, August 19, 1965, 5 P. M.

E0 12958
34(b)1)>25Yrs
* [C)

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Dominican Republic -- Handling of Communist Problem

Ambassadors Bunker and Bennett reported last night on another long discussion
with Garcia Godoy on the Provisional Government's handling of the Communist
problem. The highlights of the discussion are:

1. Garcia Godoy emphasized his determination that the Provisional Govern-
ment will be anti-Communist and aligned with the U. S, in opposing Communism
in all its facets,

2. He intends to use every opportunity to eradicate the movement's growth
and he will so instruct his Interior Minister and Security Chief,

3. He agreed that no Communists or Castroites, or their sympathizers,
should hold critical positions in the government. He was somewhat less firm
on the '"14th of June' group. He would like to use moderate, non- Communist
elements in non-critical positions to provide them with an alternative to the
extremists,

4. He raised the possibility of permitting the '14th of June' group to take
part in elections. Bunker and Bennett stressed that he should not., They will
follow up on this. This may be a trouble spot,

5. He is looking to us for support and advice in setting up the units which
will handle intelligence and operations against subversion.

6. He readily agreed to the need for keeping Communist subversives under
close surveillance and detaining those who break the law. But he was less
enthusiastic about arrests of Dominican Communists and Castroites who have
re-entered the country illegally.

7. He plans to issue a decree-law providing penalties for persons possess-
ing arms illegally. Communists would get first priority in application of the law.

8. He was hesitant about issuing a decree-law regulating political parties
incompatible with the principle of representative democracy. He had difficulty
grasping the intent of the proposal and asked to discuss it further.

9. He liked the idea of a "Council of Information'' to deal with abuses of
freedom of speech and the press. He wants to put main responsibility on media
owners for self-regulation.

10. He welcomed the idea of a memorandum orally approved covering the
foregoing points. The Embassy is drawing up such a document.

Garcia Godoy's response is moderately encouraging. This type of arrangement is

about the best we can get under the circumstances. For it to work, we will have
to keep after Garcia Godoy with material and moral support.

. 4
~SECRET— McG. B.





