HeVER AGAIN! Add to Kenny O'Donnell oral history insert

Fairness also requires, Johnson being Johnson, that the opposite evidence i
not be igngred. -

in his exttaordinarily fine, definitive and fair book, JFK and v;,emt' (Warner
Bocks, New York, 1992) John M, Newma:ipresents the evidence to the contrary, that Johnson
did want us in a ground war in southeast Asias Net-:ma-.n retired aﬁ%%; after 18 years
in intelligence. He served in southeast Asia, in Thailand, the Philippines, Japan and
Cnina. 0n the University of Haryland, Yollege Park faculty, he has taught courses in ..
Soviet, Chinese Communist , East @i& and Vietnam war history.

In November, 1993 testimony before the House of Representatives G%'emment Opera—
tjons Ovérsight Committee, presided’ over by Michigan Democrat John Conyers, Newman
expressed what is the thrust of my work in testifying ‘l:hat‘ "} great degl more is at
stake than who killed President Kennedy. What is at Qtake is nothing less than the
faith of the people in our institutions,"

As the Washington Post headined%re than‘—ar_f—uﬁ? pageg atricle by Jefferson Horl_ex
# on Newnan and hist tes¥imony- in its Style rather than main news section of November
18—- "gi "DID DEMCCRACY DIE IN DALLAS?" The subfead is "John Newman says the government's
lies about JEK's assassination are tearing America apart." |

In the "FHeba of Deception" chapter of his book, those webs of n.?(leception spun
by the military, Newman makes clear in tth subchapter "Back Channei to the Vice President"
that Johnson Léfew that the militery was lying. Newman cites the "inconﬁovertible proof™
of this. (Pages 225f£f.)

Of the Johnson degire not to get involved in a ground war in Vietnam, reﬁ)rted by
0'Donnell, Newman beg:l.ru)lto make the very persuasive oppositc E=rm case in his "Tye
ﬁrums after Dallas Chaptér. (Pages 438ff)

axithexchangesxnaderinxthefoxrsKennedyzdvafizatxiatiznatzx

deenvityzk : {HSAM)xEYBxax
v hin
The firat proof he citesdin his s&fi—omter e Bh W (pages
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445-50) T!.é NSA/ had been drafted in accord with Keniedy's instructions, for his

approval when he returned from his Texas trip. As soon as Kennedy was killed it was
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revised immediately and, as Noyman says, his emphasis, "ﬂ'@,ﬁg&t&*" in accord with
"directives that Y ohnson gave on Sunday, lovember 24. ...These revisions were uni-
formley edcalatory." His sm::‘rce :.n‘the version of The Pentagon Papersg }iﬁﬁ}ﬁ ﬂf 'ﬁi@f’
Senator ke, Gravel, volume 3, Document 156, pages 494-6. Newman continues, "The

truly important changef in .NSAM-273... was the authorization for p]_.gns to widen the

i ] :
war against Vietnam." Kennedy had permitted onJ;,r'adv:l.sara in Southeast Aaiadbut Ke

military soon expanded their funtion,ts but within South Vietnam. (Page 447) &s these
military operations against North Vietnam were expanded, the Navy was suthorized to
use “n;ti:royers in the Gulf of Tonkin to 'acquire visual, electronic and photo-
graphic intelligence on infiltration activities and coastal nav:l.gaﬁ.m% " Referring to
the second of these operatione, Newman refers to a destroyel in saying ,"The Maddox was
authorized to go withing eight nautical miles of the coast [within what North Vietnam
regarded as its territorial waters], leadj.ngr to the incident with North Vietnam on
August 2 - thematch that 1it the tinder box."

Later it became séay/ that there had not been any attack on the Maddox or{/ aecond
provocation wd:é the )estroyer the C, T r Joye But this pretended attack was used by
Johnson to get Congress to enact a simple resolution rather than the Declaraction of
War required by the Constitution for the Vmited States to engagv: %.

Un Johnson's intentions, Newman gquotes former Washington Post reporter Stanley
Karnow's 1983 book, Vietnam (Vilking, New York, page 726): \

" ..at a "hite House rer::fpetion on Christmas Eve, a month after he émceeded to
th » presidency, Lyndon Yohnson told the Joint c;{efs 4 (of staff),' Just get me
elected, and then you can have your war',"
+.- It never ceasejfto amaze me haw the most competent reporters migs significant
vafovw oo
Bta-bementq; defpite their experise, knowledge and gquestioning instincts. The military
intent to get us involved in a war on the Asian mankend mainland was 'brn:[yght to
light in-Arbher Pulitzer Prize Hestorian Arthur Schlesinger, who was also on JFK's
White House staff, in his 1965 book,.4 Thousand Days. (Hqughtm Mifflin, Boston), page

338}) )
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Even as sharp a reporter as my /friend the late Stephen .'Earber, then the Washington
Cyrlawr
correspondent of the/’London Standard, missed1ﬁis. Steve covered the war in Vietnam.
- /
He lmew and told me that the military was/ lying ite head off, partbcular.‘lsf about its

claimed successes and enemy body-counts. Yet he read Sclesingger's definitive book
without understanding, referring to the Kennedy pr Presidency, ﬂtﬁ/

the Pentagon was developing what would become its stand-
ard line in Southeast Asia — unrelenting opposition to limited in-
tervention except on the impossible condition that the President
agree in advance to every lurther siep they deemed sequential, in-
chuling, on occasion, nuclear hombing of Hanoi and even Peking,
At one National Security Council meeting” General Lemnitzer
outlined the processes by which each American action would pro-
voke a Chinese counteriaction, provoking in wtirn an cven more
drastic American response. He concluded: "I we are given the
right to use nuclear weapons, we can guarantee victory.” The
President sat glumly rubbing his upper molar, saying nothing,
Alter a moment someone said, “Mr, President, perhiaps you would
have the General explain to us what he means by victory.” Ken-
nedy grunted and dismissed the meeting. Later he said, “Since he
couldn’t think of any lurther escalation, he would have to promise

~us victory.”

A
In this country, policy is set by the President under the gonstitnﬁ.un, not by the

mi]itaryT-lFK's clear policy was not to get involved in such a war, but the military
was nonethlesa set upon a course of its own, the opposite of the Preaident's, as Newman
in particular documents with painstaking and overwhe detail.

Was that a miliary conspiracy?

The danger was foreseen by our Founding Fathers and they d.rafted\!he Honstitution
with the intent of precluding it, by vesting policy in the presidency. In their eaaa_.f_y:
ks
engaged in lengthy explanations., These essays were later coddected and pubusmw
Foderslist Pepers.

In the 25@,()apenm,g of the military, Hamilton wrote,

in sppport of the pending Constitution,Alexander Hamilton, James Madison and John

I
' For it is a truth, which the éxperience of all ages has attested, that the people

Tiee

ar:?j commanly in danger when the means of injuring their rights are in the possession
off Whom they entertain the least suspicion,"(quoted i'roi:t'it the New American *ibrary/Mentbr

Ment or edition of 1961)
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Whether 0'Donnell's opinion, that LBJ wanted not to,get involved in a war in
[ oy Aawly

orcer the ghange in policy that did involve us in that war and he did thatt‘befura the
Kernedy's body was in its grave.
—_— w
While such thing s are never ajudicated, Nneﬁn_ makes an irrefutable case of a
mijitary conspircy to get us involved in that war and that their conspirscy did succeed.
This 4s MW there have been those who from the time those shots were fired in
Dailas suspected that Kennedy was killed as the end product of a military conspiracy, .

e
the narrower vigw of some, or in a broader expsr expressions, the conspiracy was by those

ho wanted to change policys

That policy was changed -immediately- and with tho most disasterous consequences.



