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Wuhlmton Post 8taff Writer -
Gen. Wallace M. Greene de-
nied yesterday that he had
told newsmen in South Viet-

nam of “Pentagon studies”
which predicted a five-to-eight-
year war that probably would

‘require 500,000 to 800,000 U.S.

troops for victory.

The Marine Corps Com-
mandant, however, confirmed
at a Defense Department mews
conference that he had held a
“deep : backgrounder” - confer-
ence with American corre-
spondents in Saigon. But
under unusually blunt ques-
tioning by reporters, he re-
peatedly declined to say
whether or not he had “spec-
ulated” at the session as to
the forces needed. or length of
the war, or. wha:t he mlght
have said. - -

Greene, however, had some

important and interesting com-’

ments on the course of the
war. He said the U.S. Marines
and South. Vietnamese in the
1st Corps area in the north
‘“very soon” will link the two

) leatherneck-held perimeters

around Danang and  Chulai
into one continuous’area..-

Three Areas

This ‘would be a major ac-
complishment. U.S, Marines
are divided in three major
areas in the north: Hue and
its Phubai air base; Danang;
and Chulai. The coastal roads
between these centers are
open to armored American
columns, but  the Vietcong
control much of the area be-
tween, at least at night.

If American Marines can
link up Danang and Chulai,
some 60-odd miles apart, with
a 25-mile no-mans-land - be-
tween the two present perim-
eters, into one large holding,
it ~would be a significant
military and paci.ﬁcation
achievement. : : -

Greene brought up the mat-
ter of the news stories which
appeared early last week in a
written - statement he read.
The Saigon dispatches fore-
cast a long war —- probably
eight years with current U.S.
forces and.five years if US.|
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GEN. WALLACE M. GREENE
«+» denies telling newsmen in Saigon of five-to-eight year war. thinking ahead and planning.”

troop strength in Vietnam
were raised from the current
290,000-man strength (and a
goal of nearly 400,000 already
projected) to 750,000 men.

retary of Defense Robert S.

probable duration of the war
and the American- troop
strength required to win it.
In- his prepared statement,

| grounder” last Sunday:

“I did not make any refer-
ence to any Defense Depart-
ment or JCS (Joint Chiefs of
Staff) studies or any other

sions on the length of the war
or the number of U.S. forces
required to conduct the war,
I know of no study which
draws the : conclusions re-
ported and I will not specu-
late on the length of the war
or the force levels required
to. support it.”

Questions Fired

Newsmen repeatedly fired

ql.esﬂons 2t the Marine Com-|{
" mandant as to what he had}

said at ‘the Saigon - back-
grounder. He would only re-
peat his earlier prepared
statement and add that he
would not speculate on U.S.
troop strength and length of

.- war prospects. -

Some of the-questions were
sharp. One reporter -asked,

. “why won’t -you level with|
us?” Greene remained calm
" and turned off all such
.. queries. There was one softer
question, however, which

seemed to explain the whole
matter of what Greene may
have said to correspondents a
week ago and:why he and
other top officials feel they
now can deny that there have
been any Pentagon “studies”
on the Vietnam war,

A reporter noted that Pen-
tagon “studies,” under mili-
tary procedure, usually re-
ferred to formal inquiries into
a subject ordered by higher
authority - with the findings
and conclusions put into a
definite report. He went on
to ask if military staffs were
not constantly making  esti-
mates and speculations on all
matters, incluuding the pos-
sible length of war.

Greene agreed, saying his
Marine Corps staff, “like all
other staffs,” was “constantly

President Johnson and Sec-|:

McNamara already have|:
denied that -there are eny|:
> |such official studies on the

| Gréene said of his “deep back- |

study which contains conclu-|
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News ‘stories resulting from

L

ago 'in .Salgon by Marine
Corps Commandant Gen. Wal-
lace M. Greene have become
the . subject " of ooumamnwga
dispute here.

- True to the traditional rules
laid down for a “background|*®
briefing,” the official giving it
was not identified when what
he said—or what the corre-
spondents present understood
EB to mean—was w:uumw&
4 And as -usually ~happens,
-though, in bigheadline stories,
the name of the. official who
gave the Saigon backgrounder
quickly- became known to top
*Government officials and the
‘press- corps here and m<mB€
.ally was published. .

; The stories written from mﬁ
session -differed in detail but
genenally  agreed that peace
studies made in the Pentagon

forecast a long war in Viet-|:

nam—perhaps eight years. An-
other study, it was said, esti-
mated it would take 750,000
U.S. troops in Vietnam to mua
the war in five years. There
are mow 280,000 GIs in Viet-
,nam -and plans call for.send-
,Fm another 100,000 men soon.

,;Mm:n.naou Projected

i President Johnson  told : a
news conference later that
Secretary of Defense Robert
S. McNamara could find no
evidence of any such studies
having been made in the De-
fense Department. McNamara,
the President added, said he
did not agree 55 the mu:
mates given, . ..

The President added Ewn he
knew there had been 'some

a ‘hackgrounder” held a week|

“{all- bat |

R S.m: in mBnon F&auzam _z
. Eo:mE" the mnoamm wau»nmn

from -them.: = &

Later, “U.S. ou:omwumz
—again on -‘a’ “background
basis”—said - no - sugh studies
had “been made, - QS&E uma
haps as one man’s opinion,
and that estimates -of the
length of sﬁ war sﬂm séuﬁ&
less. anyway.

‘There aré no mmu ﬂzmu re-
garding meetings of officials
with the press, but:it'is gen-
erally agreed that’ press com-
ferences are “on the,record”
and Teporters may, a:og the
official concerned.  On _ the
other hand, officials some-
times . on : ..&35.883:
meetings with reporters.or go
briefly “off 'the record” at &
news aonmmnouam The mate-
rial may woﬂ be’ published at
given 'to enable
newsmen 8 understand- noBm
3:% Bw:mn in dispute.’

gono ‘of .wuawﬁ.onu.—mnn.
| ..gowmno:u&mi. wsm
come; FS growing use. -In

such circumstances an omma&
gives the press representatives

information which they may]|:
publish but mot attribute to

the individual who said it. The
background news conference
can serve a useful purpose in

.+ .|getting information to the
: public that is important but|

which - might provoke "an: up-
roar if stated on the record.
Officials also sometimes use
the. packgrounder to’ float a
trial ‘balloon—a controversial
proposal which subsequently
can be officially denied if the
reaction is adverse. At other
times . -the
Y used by an individual to gain
popular, support for his ideas.
Then there is the “deep

gw%d:umoi. in iEow re-

_ “deep, deep, deep background-

H o

uonﬂ.m Bw% u:v:mn »e» E&S..
mation - m:an
¢Sﬂw=»m it to
oT even say 92.9 rwu .82_ »
Bnomﬁm .H.E_ ,E.maaouam em-
phasis that the mm_mou confer-
ences were, in .this category
was indicated by his repetitive
“deep, deep, mmou gowmuo:un
er” comment.

The bacqgrounder: can eo -1
two-edged sword, especially if
it produces ummaE_m news.
One Ha_n vw Eozuﬂsnn .

.There was the ?Bozm back-
grounder held by. icNarara a
few weeks after taking office.
He made it plain o hewsmen
that studies; made ‘by the new
Kenniedy : Administartion had
concluded that. there -was no
“missile gap,” as: ‘claimed by
Mr. Kennedy and ¢ther Demo-
crats in the 1960 pélitical cam-

£

paign. Republicans, who had|.

been denying:that; the Soviet
Union wasahead of the United
States in missiles, had a. field
day end Eozg soon was
83&3 sm Em moMExw ‘of 9»

backgrounder is'

not been E.owmun 3 the _an

1
i

uoonmm by newsmen who had

nn.oE:mmu

In 1955 Adm. wocaz B. Car-
ney, -Chief of Naval Oper-
ations, held a backgrounder in
which he told mewsmen that
Red China had prepared for
an attack on the Taiwan-held
islands of Quemoy and Matsu
and that the United .States
might be at war within & few
weeks. (There was & &mc:»m
within the >mBEpm§zon lat
the time over whether the
United States should resist an
attack ‘on the islands under
its “commitment to defend
Taiwan.) The big headlines the
day . after’ Carney met ‘with
newsmen suggested that war
with ‘China was imminent.: A
reporter who: had aan ‘been

9:5_2. Emm wmwmuo_nmm_csm

as a result of his .umawm?:a.u
ér in Saigon last week is ﬂon_
clear.
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President - Johnson _n .E

ed by the fact that Greenel

made similar statements at a!

backgrounder in Tokyo vomoam_

election year, would not waub
to agree with Greene’s mumm-m._
ment that a long war, i;E
much heavier U.S. troop com-!
mitments, is necessary. But)
some observers here .suggest
that the Marine commandant,
spoke “with >nBEE§SoE
knowledge to pave the way:
for heavy troop movements) '
there &Sn the election, Some: .
basis for’ this view is suggest-

the Saigon session, and report- .

edly at a similar meeting with!

newsmen  after -the m_..E.B_
E.o_mo E moum Ncum.

present at the- vwawmuogmma
then wrote that Carney was
the source' of the story. & -

Président Eisenhower pub-
Euw disagreed - with oB.um%m
view and- a shakeup in the
Zwém publie HmEﬂouw di-
vision followed.

.What Green’s status 5».4 be

- -...-.! LTI N



