v

e-
B

BHEe

ly

- By George

were in such short ‘supply by
April, 1966, that ‘they had: to
be. rationed: for air missions,
according to-a.report 1ust is-|

retary Robert "MeNamara|;
told the ‘Senate Foreign Rela:
tions .Committee .that. reports
of such’a bomb shortage were
“baloney” ‘and “completely
misleading.” .

This new. post-audit of what

against in trying to wage a
war on a civilian economy is
contained in three volumes
prepared by the Joint Logis-
tics Review Board headed by
Army’ Gen F. S Besson, now,
retired. . i

The civilians ‘who insisted
on running the Vietnam war,
the report complains, never

a result  there was neither
enough men nor material -to

.|do the job right, according to’

the report. :

The bomb shortage s is ‘but
one  of many ingtances in
which the report differs from
the explanation given to the
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the American military was up!=—

addressed it as a real war. &s-
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The’ Pentagon, in releasing an
unclassified version of the re..
view,

newspaﬁer Army Times A,ad;
[revealed it, said Gen. Besson’s

ment some O :
dations: But thé
there are still 125 pending
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. |steps fo-give troops what they

Here are some of the high-:
lights of the report sent in’

‘|June to Barry J. Shillito, as-|

sistant secretary of defense
for installations and logistics ‘

® Bomb  shortages - Be-.

;| cause ~of ‘Navy shortages in;
1966, “bombs that were opti-'

mum in size and effect on jet|
aircraft performance . could be
used ;8n.only a fraction of the'

| missions. The situation deteri-

orated” even after bombs and
other . air munitions: were
taken ‘out of 'stocks 1n other'
parts of the world. e ;
..“The  Iowest. point,” the re~,‘
port ‘states, - “was reached in
the ‘surhmer:of 1966 when 'as-
sets: were further debleted by
the‘need to transfer munitions
to': cover: Air Force shortages'
which had become eritical »-

4] e Aprii 1968
“as a result of these shortages
estnbh.shed; moj Ci

ry.of the

Progr&m Deploment Plnn
went beyond limiting the num-
ber of troops which ‘could. be
sent. b6 Vietnam and used it
as’a “major control ‘mechan-
ism’ over ,_“program ‘objectives
and project gosls™ for the war,

' Also, "the * ‘civilian-dictated}
war strategy ‘of graduated re-
jsponse “created- turbulence
and instability that have been|
detrimental to; efficient logis-
tic. planning.” ’ (Logistic ‘plan-]
ning' ahounts to ' taking: the

need when they need it)

+'The ‘review panel“in ' thi
same section on U.S. strategy
for the Vietnam war said the
failure to activate Reserves

oontradicted standing war.

ns. The group
trying to. bomb out wap ‘goods

moving,cross = country: from

South-: Vietnam,
rather than knocking out.such
supply points as Haiphong har-
bor, the “less eﬂicient"

K Faulty assumption — In
its section on how -

ness difficulties”

from the assumption
war would be: short, ;
special - “emergency.: powers
‘would be needed, and that: the,
United States had enougiunil

‘|itary. resoures fo meet’ enemtz

its strength elgewhere,"
'The’ necessity to take

-war-j: equiremex;ts i'legr d.(;

il

panel

tintance™ of . the:; state ‘ot ng-
tional emergency declared in
the Korean War permitted the
use of National Priorities and
Defense Materials. System and:
the ‘Military Urgencies Systexn
for industria '~contracts S

of ‘'war, fio" national mobiliza-,
tion.and no call-upof reserves-
until the limited steps: at. the

Viet:
nam led-to extt:ordinary- con-’
trol at ' the ‘Washington: level:
and “to tig!ht"';liniitntions -on
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