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'ln Articl‘e One of the U.

F'ollowmg is a~pa1'tuzl transcnpt 8

ofe Secretary of Stafe Rusk’s testi-

niony - before- the - Se'nate FOfE’l
Relattons Com’m,zttee. Lo

. Seoretary ‘Ruisks 1. do appneclate' thls :
opportumty to appear before-this. dxs-
tinguished : Commitéee. in «support: of ~

theiForeign: Assistance Act of 1968 and.
the’ President’s: hudget" proposals for

ecohoric and military . assistance: :for :

fiscal year 1969,
The President.-
" projiriations of a

quested new’ ap-

Fovexgm Assistance Act:

) Fbrnearly two decades, assistance dou
less .developed countries has b e

"major component of the foreign policy
.of the United States. It has been advo-

“cated ‘as:an essential effort by four

successive Presidents-and approved by
bipartisan majorities in 10 successive
_ Congress.

" v« »;s Our paramount national inter-
est is, of course, the safety of our Na-
tion and its basic institutions. Another
of our major national interests requir:e
a safe and ‘progressive world environ-

ment.

We cannot find security apart frum

b e rest of the world. And, in the long

run, we can be neither prosperous nor
aafe\u\most ~other people live in
squalor 'd violence consumes the
world aroun What ‘we want for
! ourselves: is, in~ ain, what other
peoples want for mselves. These
. eommon._ goals are set

Even though most of the developing E

countries are making economic prog-
ress, the gap. between most of them
,and the economieally advanced nations
'1s."growing .wider.. It. has been. esti-

| ‘mated that the economically advanced

‘oXimately. two-and -

a half billion dtmars for ‘economic as-
sistar;ee through’ the Agency for Inter-~
natimta! :Developiment and $420 million .«
“for:grant military: nsisistance unden he+

i countries—that ~ is North. “America,
| Western Europe, the Warsaw Pact na~
. tions, Japan, Australia,'New Zealand—
‘have a per capita gross pational prod-
-uct twelve times that of the rest of the
world. And it has been estlma*ted fur-
ther, at present rates of growth this
differential will. be 18 to one by the
' end of the century. * - N
The purpode of our assistamce ‘to the
developing’ ‘countries -is" not to “buy .
friends.”: Id: 1s to'help btuld free na- |

creasingly

needs of their péoples.
. Today, most of the developing coun- .

tries have moderate leaders committed :
to . peaceful progress. And in " most .
parts -of the developing world;. govern-
ments  committedto -orderly economic
and social progress have been-success- .
.ful in suppressing or-fending -off the
promoters of violent: revolution -But ¢




moderate leaders - who beligve in peace- ',
ful progress cannat be: expected to en-
-dure-.unless they produce resylts—un-
less their peoples:make tangible eco-
‘nonric and social progress..

‘Mr. Chairman, I believe it is clearly
in the interest of the:United .States to
assist -those who are comnutted to.

~ peaceful progress.:

Over the past few years, t_we have

. learned—from our successes and-from

our failures—to do..this. job- better.
There have been striking 'changes in
the ‘costs, composition, methods, prob-
lems- and,prospects of foreign aid, We
‘nave-learned how to build constmctrve )
aid. relationships with the eountries. We

" help and to.work. together with other -

donor' nations toward common goals.
We -have concentrated our..assistance
programs. In fiscal year 1968, for ex-'
ample; -nearly. 90 .per. cent-.of AID's’
country programs will be concentrated
in. 15 countries; more than four-fifths
of developm.ent lending will be concen-
trated in 8 countries; and 95 per cent

of supporting assistance "will Vbe con- s

centrated in four countries. :

‘The program being “submitted 'is a
prudent program which takes into ac-
count other present demands- on our
resources. This program and associated
programs before the Congress repre-
sent two-thirds of one per cent of our
Gross National Product. - *

Other wealthy natxons are spending
much more for foreign aid than they
did- formerly and are providing it on
more generous terms. In 1961 the
other non-Communist countries as a
group provided $2.8 billion. in-all forms
of -eeonomic aid to :the- developing
countries; at terms.averaging 5.1 per
eent interest..Currently they -are:pro-
viding about $4 billion, at 3.2 per cent
average interest. - o /

Now Ranks Fifih .

“The United States ‘now ranks fifth

among the members’ of ‘the Develop-
ment Assistance Committee in official
aifi as a proportlon of natlonal prod-
uet...
- In addition, most of our bilateral de-
velopment aid today is provided under
international - consultative’ arrange-
ments or consortia gulded by multiIa-
teral agencies. )

“Military aid has been: reduced
sharplv while long-range development

ald has risen. At the beginning of this ~

decade; nearly half of the foreign' aid

funds’went for military equipment-and

trammg, and- about ‘half of the eco-.
. ¢ ¢

y
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.sistance, exclhding ‘requi
-'Vietnam, Thailan

‘cut to less than-gn

_and 1962 level

States more than o
shoré expenditui-es....

. . The President has requested appro- 1
priations for the Inter-American Devel- ;
.opment, Bank. The Bank is a critical :
s;element of the AlHance for Progress |

f

‘and .needs more-funds.to get on W) th
-its-development, work. o

I urge this Committee to reeomm d
promptly authorization for the . JS.,
- contributions of up te $200 million. ”:

- The New African.Development Bank
haa made its: first loam.: It .has. re.
.quested. help from the :United, Stat.gs

-»and other cQunbuesato establiSh specml‘ 1

1,fuuda....“.w
AID is giving top priority-to %War




on Hunger. The beginningg.of A signifi- °

cant breakthrough-in.foo - production

_are already yisible in severgl .eotn-.

tries, It is no. longez just ytheory-—we
| .know—that " food_ . pry

i
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‘ jcldes, combined with.- ;
proved. storage, marketing and distri-

.bution. facilities, farm, credit apd pro»
,ducer price.. lncent\ives, ¥

“The less developed. nat,ions are also
beginning to ‘come to grips with their
‘problems of -rapid pepulation- growth.
Today more than half the people-in
, the developing. world-live in “nations
¢ which'have adopted officml policles of
reducl‘ng birth rates .

: See Sohd Result

Today, more and more. developing

eountries. are leaming that private ini-

tiatives. ‘and incentives camcreatly -ac-

celerate their development,. .

. We think our development ald pro-

»grams are bringing solid results, These
. do-.not. generate. the headlings . that
| .¢rises do, but they are quietly chang-
| ing lthenface of the developing world—
i -and; changing it for the better:.

Mr. Chairman, let me just.add. a

" word about the request for grant Mili-
{ary Assistance of $420 m.illion for fis-
cal year 1869, : .

. Among the major purposes of Mili- ~

tary Asststance are: .

1. To strengthen the’ capabi.hty of se-
leoted . allied .and . friepdly ' nations
against the threat of external.attack.

2. To 'help developing countries pr.o-

tect their societies against internal vio-
lence, thus providing the framework of
stability within which naatmnal devel-
opment may?thrive.
. This is an’austere program. It ‘is con-
centrated omrhigh priority needs in the
Free World—85 per cent of the present
appropriation. request for grant aid is
for five “forward defense” countries.
We beliéve the enactment of this pro-
gram is important. .. -

Some say, we should postpone or
eliminate forelgn aid beeause of the
cost, of our effortsto help'défend free-
dom in Southeast Asia. But'the- free-
dom- and, progress of ‘hundreds of mil-
lions of ‘other  Aglans, the 250 million

people* in’ Latin Amemca, ‘and the250 -

million people in ‘Africa also engage

‘our.concern:and are directly related to ’

. pur own.security ‘and wellbeing.:
I- find" it ‘hard -to "accept. assertions

- that'we cannot atford to devote a frac-’

“tion ‘of one® percent: of our- GNP to
building a safer and more prosperous

world: by -helping - other anations to

make peaceful-progress.

. ~:Sem J. W, Fulbright. 'rhank you very‘

much, Mr.Secretary, - .-

-Mr, Secretary, rather than to. direat |

" questions to.you-at this.iime; I shall
do- so- later .and ‘will defer. to .my col-
leagues following this short. statement.

Like -every other publi¢ activity, for-
eign aid cannot be evaluated: solely in
terms of its.own costs and componends.
It has to be- evaluated- in relation to

other programs, foreign and’ domestic,-

and _the -costs. and purposes of those

'~ agreement abouta{

' tion truly unified.

;'iAnumca. :léob ‘because - ‘1t “ha

programs. It also has.to be evaluated
in’ the context’ over-all ‘national’ ‘ob-
'jeotives, in terms, that is,’6f 1§ useful-
fiess compared - to- other activities to-
ward ‘the dchlevemént ‘of those objec-
tlves For example this program can-
not in my ‘program "be* evaluated apart
from the. question of a"lirg increase
in the troops for Vietnam, "

*'If our natfonal objectives’ wers clea:r
and generally agreed ‘upon, it probably
would' not be too ‘difficult to jron ‘out
our differences about the costs and ad-

" ministration of -fie
fortunately, we

tives; there are, in

Imprecise statements - abaut. e de:

fense of freedom’ and:the natiohal in- "

terest tend to disguise but not: elimi-

nate these disagreements.“As long ‘as.:

they. persist, they are found to-‘compli
cate our discussions 6f aiit and: other”
public :programs, *.and-ste

cannot - reach satisfadtory' decisions

abviously

about amounts and. kinds'-of  foreign
aid wheniwe are in. dl'.sag:reementas to .

*.the.purposes. it is meant
‘important, - therefore, . that
“ledge- olr. dlsagreements -and:-bring |
“them-out:in-the apen: It 1" ‘semetimes -
said that free democratic discussion di-
vides the Nation, but our history tells
.us_otherwise, that only through the
“processes of democracy can differences
by successfully resolved and «the Na-

All for Amerlea .

|

‘It goes. withouf samng—or;ahould go i
without saying—sthat  our disagrees -

ments have nothizng ‘to  do~ with
whether one is for or against America,
‘We’are all for America and for Ameri-
ca’s interests, but we d:sagree as-to
‘what those interests are and how they
“cani best be advanced. We are all’ for
‘America’s prosperity‘at home and for
its prestige abroad, but we disagree as
to which requires precedence in these
critical days: We' are all' for our i
‘ing -meii in' Vietnam, but we
_as to- whether they ought tor
ing there .., . '
- Thewfocus: Is Vi
issue Hds - becomdc

also the: fate of |




plary ‘war, a war, that is, wiach *will
prove to. the Commun.ist, gnee and for

- -all that so-called “wars of national lib-
-eration” cannot sueceed. In fact, we

are not proving that, Wbat, indeed, are

-we proving in Vletmm except that,
even with an army of half a million

men, and expenditures approaching $30
‘billion a' year, we cannot win & civil
war for a regime which is incapable of

il}spn'mg the] pamotihm ot its own peo-
“ple. ..
It.18 said -that if we were not fight- -
Ang in, Vietnam we would thave to be -
) flghu,ng much closer to home, in Ha-
. .waii or even, Callfornia. T regard this -
contention as.a"slander on the Umted .
- States Nayy and Aif Forces ‘er
It. is. said ‘that . we ere' fighting' for -
and when some- .

freedom in Vi
one objects that ‘theSaigon govern-
ment is corrupt, dictatorial and incapa-
blé of inspring either the loyalty of its
'people or the fighting spirit of its sol-
diers, we are‘told that there is also
corruptwn ‘in ‘Boston and Beaumont,
Texas, the relevancy of which escapes
me. N B L N -

‘There are finally the discrepancies

concerning teh Gulf of Tonkin' resolu-

tion of August 1964 cee
Major Dlscrepancy -

. The foregoung are a few of the dis-
.erepancies- about’ the war in Vietnam

' .that. have aroused. and disturbed me

and I believe ‘many of the American
people( But.the greetest discrepancy of
all is the. discrepancy between present
.policies and ‘the traditional values of
.America.. There was a time mnot so long
ago  when Amerlcans believed that
whatever else they might have to do in
the wotld—whatever wars they might
have to fight, whatever ald they might
have to provide—their principal contri-
bution to the world would be their
own example as a decent.and demo-
cratic society. Now, with our country
-beset by crises of poverty and race, as
we wait and arm ourselves for the an-
nual summer v1ﬂ ence in our cities,
with our allies alienated and our peo-
ple divxded by the most. unpopular war
‘in our history, the lght of the Ameri-
can . example burns dup m-ound the
world. .

_More alarming’ stm Is the dimming
of the light of optimism “among the
American people, especially among our
youth, who, having believed too well
what they were bmught up fo ‘believe
in have arisen in-a kind of spiritual re-
bellian’ against what they regaid as the
betrayal of the tradm.onal Amencan
values ...

Tt is. somemmee saxd that with our
huge natlonal produet; we' can easily
afford the $30 billion a year we are
spending on the war in "Vietnam, Per-
haps in purely financial terms we can
afford it, although I for one am far
from convinced But even if we can af-
ford the money, can we:afford the sac-
rifice of American lives in so' dubious
a cause? Can we afford” the horrors
which are being inflicted on the people
of a poor and backward land? Can we
afford the ahenation of our ‘allies, the

negiect oI our own deep domestic
problems, and the disillusionment of
our youth? Can we afford ‘the loss of
canfidence in our government and in-
stitutions, the fading of hope ‘and opti-
mism, and the betraya. of our tradl—
tional values?

Thése, Mr, Secretary,are some of
the questions that have to be put be-
‘ fore we can return to the normal legis-
lative .activities' which, techmcally, are
before the Committee today. .

Secretary Rusk: You have raised
some very important points before the”
Nation. I will not comment on all of

' them, by ahy means, but I -would like

to call the Committee” s attention, how- -
ever, to what is happemng in South-
eest Asm.. ’

_This is not just -a problem of South
Vietnam, although that is'where our
major responsibility lies and’ where
our major effort is being made. :

South Vietnam is one of the three
principal divided countiies in the
world: Vietnam, Korea, Germany. If
these divided countries attempt to
solve their problems by force, the

consequences surely would be war. We
-believe: that the problems of divided
couubmes should be:settled by peaceful
means rather than by force.

+Qver, in. Laos, some . 40,000 North
Vi’etnamese troops are’. being con-
fronted by Laotians; Now, those who
think-that Ho Chi:Minh" 1s just a na-
'tion&hst ought to ask why he is in
Laos 'contrary to the - 1962 --accords
which - specifically ealled faor the re-
moval of all foreign forces. from Laos.

"iThailand has: many of its awn forces
operanng in its northeastem territory
against guerrillas who were trained:in-
_ North, Vietnam; seeking there to upset
! the institutions ‘of this independent, na-.
tion-that: has been iﬂdependen foa:'
centunes. ;

.Tust lest Thursday Prmce Sihanouk
of Cambodia wrote a letter to Le
Mond, the newspaper in Paris, in :
which he' repudiated the notion that
the dissidents operating in his country
were just locally disaffected people
who didn't like the government. The
Committee may wish to have this let-
ter, but he said: “The rebeilion’in Bat- -
tambang is ' basically political - and
launched from outside the country. Ev-
idence "of this abounds. Discovery of
propaganda - pamphlets in Siamese,
printed in Peking, and- carrying the '
portra{t of Mao. It is. handed
out by the Thai patriotic front; mlur,b\
is subsemen;t to Ehinese.” -

Cheé~ad “It is perfectly clear
. As_ian comnmnism does not, per--

#mit us any longer to ‘stay neutral and .

out of the conflict that opposes the
Sino-Vietnamese and' the Americans.
Not being able to make of ys-who do
not intend: to die for Hanpet or Peking
.any more than for’ Washington, ‘not
: beingable fo ‘make’ of us allies sup- |
' porting it unconditionally, Asian ¢om»
mtmism strives ta overthrow e g

" cenfral problem, and that we at least :
. ought to debate how that is to be done.

gime from within.”
Now, the central problem Mn' Chaha

- man, before the human race is how to 4

organize peace in the. world, and I :
would hope that all'of us, regardless of : 5

our. speciﬂc views on one or another *

question, could. agree that that is a

Back tin: 1945 there was a long, hard
discussion of that subject at the-end of
World War 11, and the prescription for

', organizing the peace was written into

. ter. . It makes it

Article I of the United, Nathons Char-
clear that acts of
aggression and breaches of the peace .
have to be suppressed, that disputes

_ought to be settled by peaceful means;
“that the basic human rights ought to

be - sustained, and that governments ;
must cooperate across their frontiers
in the great humamtanan purpose of .

.all mankind,

We have undertaken ‘not the task of
the world policeman, but we have un- .
dertaken certain aspeets of it. We haye
over the years under the Truman and

- Eisenhower Admimstratlons concluded

certain treaties, Those were approved
by overwhelming lnpa.rtisan majorities
in the Senate, and those tireaties call
‘upon us to take action when cerf,a'm

thiugs happen. ... ° . ;

" No Overall Priority - .. |
Now, it is true that we have great

.hnatlonal tasks in front of us at the |
_present time at home’ and dbroad. I do

not believe that we can give overriding
priority to any one of those. I do not

. belieye that Vietnam is an excuse not
~ to do our best here at home, T do not

_believe that our requirements here at

home are an excuse to abandon our
commitments in South Vietnam.. . .
Our objective is and must be organ-
ized peace, but it is also™true that we
have ‘a basic-commitment to freedom
for ourselves, -and that requires an en- .
vironment in the rest'of the world in

‘which freedom can survive and flodr- -

1sh as Dean Acheson has put it.  *
So_I would hope; sir, rthat the €om- .

“mittee would consider “seriously - the

AID bill. 1¢ what is happening in |
Southeast Asia, this appetite on “the
part of these leaders in Hanol, if that
should cause us to neglect what is nec-

“essary  in all ‘the other parts of the

world, in Latin America, Africa, South
Asia, then the dividends, the extra div-
idends which thése people in Hanoi
would get for their effort are/ beyond
their wildest dreams.

Sen. Fullbright: Mr. Secretary, I will
comment briefly on your comment. Of
course, what I had hoped was that this
and other discussions,” particularly on .

the floor of the Senate, would: prevail

upon thes, @.dmlniset::gh 1o evaluate
their policies *gen There is no
questxon _about :our :all wantmg to
organize the peace. There is: a great

difficulty: about how- it should be-done.
*Youw correctly stated the United Na-

s

‘tions: was - the  method agreed ypon



after World War—even before the end
of ‘World War II and certainly there-
after. ‘It hasn't ‘been as successful as
we would like, But neither has our
own individual unilateral intrusion. I

am bound to confess that our own in-

trusion into Southeast Asia, it seems

" to me, could well bhe considered to

have incited a number of the degelo_p-

. ments-you. have just. made.-For-exam-
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" 'The Washington Post
ALBERT GORE ' -

%

ple, another illustration is the so-called” -

Southeast Asia Resolution,

The North Vietnamese, knowing

very: well that the case’ that was pre- -

sented to. the ' Sehate "was:.not true, -

could well: hdve concluded "and -still

may. conclude -that we were -deter- .
mined to attack'them without real:prov-

%,

say east, ' was: extremely: slight: as'

. has beéh, admitted, There-was no'dam- -
age whateyér 'tg our -forces, whatever '

many “subjects: to take steps ‘toward

peace in Southeast Asia. ;
Rejeetions by Hanoi. . -
The, - reconvening of the  Geneva

vocatian, because<the provocation, to -
the 1

lConference‘ on -Vietnam, whelly- ac-

ceptable to us, rejected by Hanoi. - -
The .reconvening .. of the . Geneva
. Conference on Laos, wholly acceptable
. Yo us, rejected by Hanoi. -Or- the

. conference on. Cambodia .or an.all- .

Asian peace conference, or a spacial ef- -

.fort by the two co-chairmen or a spe-

cial effort by the International Control

Commission which we, hoped could get
somewhere in helping Prince Sihanouk
meet ‘his. problems in Cambodia, or a
role for. the UN Security Council. Di-
_rect talks with ourselves .or through

street for {roops from the north com-

mediaries. We tried.very-hard to -de- -
militarize, the Demilitarized Zone with-
. out success, and that is now a one-way -

ing south. The -inter-position of inter- .

nationat forces, between the .combat-
_ants is an idea that we have accepted,
rejected by Hanoi. The. mutual with.

' drawal” of foreigh forces. At Manila,
the seven nations with troops in South -

' Vietnam made- it clear/ that' we” can

“hyithdraw our forces: when" the “forces
- from the north-are withdrawn and the
“violence subsides. We haye tried on
s several occasions to'stir up some inter-
" est in the cessation of bombing and re-
* ciprocal de-ésealation , .. Wé have of-
fered to stop our augmentation of our
.own forces.if they would do' the same.
»: In terms of negotiations, we are pre: .
>pared tonegotiate today- without any
conditions - whatever.” We "will ‘meet

.

“today.’ Ther»haye raised a major condi-.
tion, the stooping of:the bombing, We

are prepared to megotiate about congi-
tions-to see if we:ean’t find some w Y
-to bring about a cease fire dnd gef'se:”
srlous talks started toward peace. .y’ . -

# - We Bavé offered; 4s you kiiow; Presi-

dent Jolinsen ‘offered at' Johns Hopking
~on tlie basls of pésce we.WQlii’dI:I I'ill?:e t: :
see North Vietham included ina large
development program for’ Southeast
Asla, of Asia as a whole” We believe.
the government ,of South - Vietnam
ought to be determined by free elec-
tions ~ip ;that country and the question
of pacification shquld be. determined «

-Resolution, is. it not?

-by free elections, and we have said as

far as. we are concerned South Viet-
nam can-be neutral,‘if it wishes to do_
so. D s i TR
Sen.: John . ‘Sparkman (D-Ala): .
Mr. Secretary, the Chairman has’ just
made” some comment about'the so-

-called Southeast Asia Resolution: That

is -the same one as the-Tonkin: Gulf

Secretary Rusk: This has been popu-_|
larly described in some places asthe
Tonkin: Gulf -Resolution. ‘Its official °!
designation-in the publications of the
Congress are the Southeast™ Asia
Resolution . . . co :

Sen. Sparkman: Do you believe that
the Chairman (Sen. Fulbright) was .
right when he states that. it (Gulf of -
Tonkin resolution) -was not founded on .
facts? ’ L : c
- Seeretary Rusk: I do not; Senator.
Quite frankly, I did not comment on
that point earlier. I am convinced that
there were two attacks :«directed -
against our destroyers in the Gulf of
Tonkin. 1 know that the skippers .of .
the two destroyers, the Commander of
Naval Forces, Pacific, the Commander:
in-Chief, Pacific, the Joint. Chiefs. of
Staff, the Secretary of Defense, were
all . convinced that.these. attacks  oc-
curred. B

I also know that the intelligence
communities, using material some of
which has been provided to'the com-
‘mittee privately, was convinced- that -
both attacks occurred. So E have.no
doubt in my own mind, Sir, there were
two attacks which occurred against our
destroyers in the Gulf of Tonkin. . .

Sen. Sparkman: I sat:through these
hearings and I am-satisfied that there’ ;
was ample cause for asking ‘for- that
‘resolution just -as you ‘have stated. I
feel. that there is evidence,” ample evi-
dence, to the effect’that the two ships,. -

Our two ships, were a-ttackefl: e
As to Provocations =
Now; with reference to the provoca-

tion, I was going to ask you about

that; it is true that-there is one of'the
wires sent Between one of our ‘ngval

" commanders in one area to a haval.

7

i
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i thg.

commander in amother aea” there was
A brought out- the. suggestmn that mow
ing in-a certain_ direction might in-

- duce, might pull’the’ North Vietnamese - °

. vessels away from the ‘operation, what
" was the.ferm, 34-A, ., Bu 'ad&ma’ter'
. of fact, is it not frue ‘th
. right to operate our ships

that area,

_‘ing, tHe had ‘bee

- you start, with provocatioy
*in ‘mind th»act Nortﬁ etnamese vessels
j.nt frators, arms

fcarrying:on op
1slands whwh weére bases
erations. .

Now, surely we at that time, the

United States ‘was not taking part in
any military operations against the:

North, Our Naval vessels were not tak- -

ing part in those 34-A gperations. We
were not bombing the North, ., -

' Now, that particular message that

you ‘refer to did not represent the mis-
sion of ‘our destroyers’ as given in
Washington, and that was speculation
on the part of the officer who sent it.

- It that had beena part of its migsion,.T
think it was carried out very ‘poorly
because these vessels were "separated
in time and space from the activities
of the so-called 34-A operatmns

Now, I think it would be 4 very éeri- B

ous matter if other na;blons :were 0 as.

sume that we have no access to -high - -
seas in normal conditions without tak-
-ing aggressive or .offensive ‘action, or it

for us to take the view that because;
the vessels of the. other nations are.on.

the high seas near ourshores that.that.~

is ‘provocative : and we should act*tof
preveut it, .
I believe myselt ﬂus was

-unwarranted - action - en- the

‘. that were’ deliveréd ‘as. a conseq
‘of that action were measured.. , &
‘"Sen. ‘Bourke ‘B. Hickenlooper:
~Towa): Mr. Secretary, how do you feel
- ‘about the AID .program. .in" the»aov
called pacification area in;Sou Wiet-
" nam and what is happehingto th‘::;
- Secretary Rusk: I might take:  just a
. moment,-Senator, .to comment ! the

: TET offensive and the consedtiences of ;

it. Because that has a very direct’and
1mportanrt bearing upon: yo

' Both Had Setbacks

"There is no question but
sides suffered some severe setbacks in:
_the course of the' TET offensive, On
the govérnment and allied side; the'e:

. into the cities wad very destructive at’
some places, Hue, for exampﬂe
There was a serious
the pacification effort in’ about’;
. of the provinces, There was,aig
" disruption. in -about another; thivd’
“the provinces and mnnme
another*thmt

| sivel,n .- : :
. There has heen dnsruptlon in com: ‘
munications. There was some overiun.:

and even 1; they ohad been ftg noth. -
"

' nam" o
-Secretary Rusk: We are in Vletuam .

ms el 11&" *‘
um
. North Vietnam and: that the’ st?iieh ;

fect on the cities of bringing:-the battle; :

*‘South Viethamese Army who were:on,

" pacification work were puﬂed ba.ck‘ -'

into the towns and cities as’a p&rt of
‘the’ “registance to; that TE’I.‘" offen

" ning in some of the hamlets that were..
.involved in the mral development pro-"
gram and a good 'deal of work ihas
been concentrated in.getting pack oul
into the countryside.. . .
" The South Vietnamese fonees have
rapidly been:replenished with repﬂace--l
ments for the casualties, They started
drafﬁng the- 19-year-olds on March 1st,"
_‘and will be déafting the l&year-oldu g
May Ist.” . PR
" Both the South Vietnamess’ and the .
allled forces are returning to ‘the initl- .
. ative in most parts of the country.:And”
we would like to see; of course, a8 is.
“evident, the countryside. restored. But .
there .was some serious setback Yin:,

‘some areas to the paciﬁcatinn effmwt.f

that.you asked about, Sir, . .

.Secretary, to me. consideratmn of ‘the
- foreign aid bill ‘today is aecondary,' ‘
very secondary to a consideration of

our position in Vietnam and Southeast'
Asia.. .
My questions will be’ brief and. I

would hope theé . answers would be »

zrief. L
brief. .
:For the record, why are. we m Vi

to take steps to meet the cdmmon ‘dan-
. ger in the -face of an attack by North'

Vietnam against South Vietnam. - ‘
' Sen. Mansfield: You do nét consider

. the struggle in Vietnam betweén~ the

-Vietcong and Saigon a civil war? - )
Secretary Rusk: Senator,’ there’is a
component here that can properly- be

‘;ealled a civil war. There are autlientic - .

southerners who are’ in armed rebel-
lion against their government. But that
is not. why the United States Has its
-forces in there. We have our forces in

_ there because North Vietnam has sent
. large forces of its own persistently and

overdime in this véry difficult “and
mean type of war called gubrrilla war,
against South Vietnam from the North.

- We can’t accept the view “that be-
f:ause both Vietnams .— 'Vietnamese

.-that this is just.a-civil war. If West
* Germany were to _go after East Ger-

many or East .Géermany after West

" ‘Germany this would not be looked
.~upon as-just a family affair between

Germans. And .the. same thing ;in

. Korea. So there is a part of tlus thmg
.called the civil war.’,

. Now, we believe 'that. 1f “the ﬁcnn
V1etnamese their forces, their "péaple,

-were to get on back to their own part

of the country, that the s;oufherners

-could . work out their OwWn' arrange-
ugh rec- -

ments through amnesty,
onciliation, through pohtical action;
and- bring this war to a conclusion. .

Sen, .Mansfield: Mr. Secretary, how

i :many — what is. the size of Jthe. forces
ffd our opponents . in Seuﬂh, Vietnam
-today?

Secretary Rusk: T would have to get

an exact figure for the record, but
Ahere ‘are up to 40 regiments of. North
:Vietnamese forces:in South- Vietx;am,
and that is in the order of 65,000 or
. 70,000, in the. regular KN . Viet-
-namese units, There are tens of thou- .
sands- of North Vietnamese in addltion
who have been sent in to provide-
" -cadre for and'to reinforce the sp-called

' ‘See TEXT, A11,Col.1- 1 .

u “Vietcomg umts I would think the num-

. bers would be something on the order

" of"200,000-240,000 in the mmmy units

..of the other side.
" Sen. Mansfield: And how many uf

; those are Vietcong?

2 Secretary Rusk: I would think per- -
. haps 125,000 or 150,000, But may I cor-

s irect thal; figure for the record: if I.can,

- 8ir,/because — you see one of my,

+ problems is that in identifying Viet-
-+ cong units, we. find- increasingly .that

- the: proportlon of North Vietnamese in
those: units is increasing, and so we
* would: think that in: terms of — well, I
see here ‘a figure that is not toe far
- away ,from what I talked about. In !

- terms of the VC about 60,000, guerrilla
- forees 72,000, about 132 000, plus some
%3,000. North Vietnamese, and another
© 12,000 or so North Vietnamese guerril-

39 Ias in VC units.

"> But these figures vary in temls of,
“from time-to-time, as we get more in-
formation-on the situation. -

> " Sen! Mansfield: Now, Mr. Secretary,

3“for some years we have been bombing
" the North. As I understand it this

*"hombing of the ‘North had three pur:
“poses: One, to hurt North Vietnam.
That has been done. Secondly, to stop
. the infiltration of men down across the
:- parallel and the Ho Chi Minh trails.
- Has that been done? -

e Secretaly Rusk: It has not been

«*-gtopped completely, Senator, and we

+ pever suppose that it could stop.it’
:: completely. But we do know that it has
has had“some major impact upon the

«, capacity of the other side to carry-out

+ - this infiltration and has. cost them very

. heavily, = .

1 For examiple, it 6000 vehieles are de: .

i gtroy vway souths they  ne

Ionger get on down to the border area

-with -the men and the arms on board.

-I£. 9000. barges -are destroyed coming

¥ sauth they are Iy)t there to carry this

target OR. - -
.+ Thelarge, hrga number of second-

Y

4 e d “l

josions ed on the supply
:glt::p and in and installations

* reflect ammuniﬁon that is being de-
3 - gtroyed that otherwise would be moved
- to the south. in the attacks on the
o South Vietnamese, and our own forces. v

Slgﬂificant Attriti(m CLER
= . 'We know from prisoners there Ls 2
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significant attrition on the move to the
South as units try to move, as a combi-
4-nation of bombing and disease and de-

r-sertion, So that we have never-claimed

that it could stop it completely. I think

.-any infantry man would know that -

that would not be possible. But it has
:;_made_ a very important difference to

;- the ease with which they can carry on
~-this- infiltration and. ‘support. them-

- selves in the South. .
;.. .Sen, Manstield: Well, Mr. Secrefary,

as I understand it the rate of infiltra-

. tion in 1963 was about 1500 a month.
" In 1968 about 4500 a month, in 1967 be-
‘- tween 5500 and 6000 a month,and in
-.1968 ‘it is my understanding 'that in

January ‘20,000 men came down from
North Vietnam into South Vietnam, Is

--that a correct figure or a correct esti-
- mate?

Secretary Rusk: -
Sen. Mansfield: Then, the third fac-

.~tor.in addition to hurt, reducing infil-
.- trators, the third factor was to bring
;- Hanoi-tg

the conference table. Are
they any, closer to the conference table

L NOW than they were when the bombing
»-began? |

Seoretary Rusk. We have seen no ev-
y idence that they are prepared to un-

.. dertake .serious discussions toward a
. peaceful settlement of this situation. I
.do bhmk though, Senator, that ome %.: )
must. bear in .mind another factor : VeIV ‘closely. Indeed we do examine all

. here: . If North Vietnam were to sit

I would accept -
.. those as approximately correct, Sir. o

. there safe and secure and ‘untouched -

. while they sent their -armies .into,

. South Vitnam and Laos at whatever '

. pace and whatever numbers they

" “wanted tp, I don’t quite see what in-

centive they would have ever for mak-
inig peace, Unless this situation is cost-
..ing themg something, unless their own

" effort is being hampered ‘and handi-~
"’ capped
how they, on what basis they .would: |

the bombing, I don’t know

.say “Let’s -make peace m this sxtua-
uon ”

4

Now, we would like to see them do”,‘
" it, ‘but they talk about a figlitable ne- '

gotlating strategy in which their side of
the. war Is maintained full blast while

Nor’oh Vietnam itself is to be safe and
secure ‘from any attack whatever. That -
'isn’t ‘a good indication of a desire to -

" achieve the kind of peace that the na-
‘tions of Southeast Asia and their allies

- eould accept.
- ~Sen. Mansfield: Now, Mr. Secretary, ’
you mentioned the fact that in re-
sponse "o numerous Trequests “and :
*“maves by this"Government, and it:is a
“fair-statément, that what you have re-

}

_ceived {rom Hnnoi is “a battery. o! :

. noise

I dont believe you mentioned U
- Thant’s peace proposal when you were
réellng off the attemrpts you had made
 over the years,

1 do'not believe any suggestion was

"_‘'made relative to the proposal of the .
' prop ¢ can, in fact, be a step toward peace. -

distlndui«shed Senator, from Kentucky,
" to'confine our bombing to the 17th
- parallel and the infiltration routes in
that area giving full protection to our

'

..+ o The Washington Post-
. SEN. KARL MUNDT ° -

- troops in South Vietna . . . Has éon-

'sideration been given to the (John
Sherman) Cooper (R-Ky) proposal
which would concentrate and consoli-
* date our activitles to South Vietnam?
Secretary Rusk: Yes, Senator, -
That proposal has been looked at

“proposals that we can find from any

“-source. Most of the proposals that we

get are variations.of one sort of an-

othier of efforts-that have already been °

made at one time or another, It is
quite “clear from our recent comtacts
with Hanoi that they would not accept

" a partial cessation of the bombing as a

~step ‘toward peace in. any way, shape
or form. That does not mean that as
we move into the future that we don't
consider examining that and all other
proposals. that we can get our hands
on, that we can think up ourselves,

We have looked at these in the
1irmelatesl: variety over ‘a long period of

e.

As'faras U Thant’s proposar Is con-

4. cerned, let' me go back to_his proposal
of March of last year, At that time he -

made a three-point proposal, that there
.-be a military stand-down, that there be
prellminary political’ talks, and that

.- there be a reconvening of the Geneva .

Conference,

We .said that. we would enter
lmmediately into discussion of the ar-
rangements for a stand-down. That we
would enter preliminary talks and that
we would go fo a Geneva Conference.

- Hanoi. apparently rejected that pro-'

posal
Now, at the present time the queb'

ﬂon in front of us is whether discus- -
signs or - negotiations or . bombing .

pauses or the stoppage of . bombing

So far as we can tell by the com
_ plete "rejection by Hanoi of the San’ '
‘Antonio’ formula H;anod Ls m no- such -

No One Able to Tell

A L

R SEL
No’ one in the world, Senator, has

been able to telk us that there would

" be the slightest reduction in anything
. that they are doing militarily if we

stopped the bombingy.no ‘one, and we
have probed and probed ‘and prrobed
on: that point because n¢ .one in the .
world wants peace more than the Pres-
ident of the United States.. -

- Senator Mansfield: I agree with that !

- statement, but I would call to your at-
. tention that various Chiefs of State
and outstanding public. officials’ in

“countries throughout the world, in ad- -

-ditien-to U’ Thant have .indicated that
-if there was a stop to the bombing of
the North, the North only; that nego-

-tiations could begin. I believe in U .

P

&

I

‘Thant’s word, within a few days. I :

- thiitk that. is being a little too optimis-
tic but what you are faced with is ei-
.ther a continuation of the bombing
‘with very few targets of any real ‘sig-
_nificance left. to bomb forthe first
. time,: or an: escalation in .manpower
"and resources to carry on a war in
Southeast Asia. . .

. Sen. Wayne Motse (D Ore.: I agree

R with Senator Mansfield that foreign

" aid is ‘very secondary to the problem
+ before' this Committee this merning,
"because- we have to resolve our diffi-
‘culties’ in South Vietnam before, i

think, we can go ghead to what I hope”
- will be, enlargei ﬁorexgn aid program

eventually

“Very quickly 1 want to say for ‘this
ﬁsca] next fiscal,-I think foreign aid
should be cut at least 50 per cent, prob-
“ably more, and that' we should call on

.' our alleged friends 'in’ Europe, Canada .

> and-Japan -and elsewhere: in the world
to move in because they are not help-
ing us with the fighting in Vietnam, to:

move in and assume a larger share of

the responsibility of helping the under-
developed countries. That is my posi-
tion, will be my position tihroughout
the hearings on foreign aid. . .

- But- 1 do want to comm,ent very
.quickly on what has been brought into

-the record this morming by you and -

some of my colleagues on the Commit-
tee in regard to Tonkin Bay. - .
As you know, I havé no vote for the

2



Tonkin Bdy Resolution that I have to
alibi or rationalize, and the facts speak
for themselves in support of my
-vote .. : )

- Norse Asks Why -

Why did not the Administration tell.
this Committee on August 8, 1964, that

the Maddox had been taken to Taiwan,

: was completely equipped with spy

equipment, including the big . black
box? Why did not this Administration
make clear on August 6, 1964, that the
Navy, that the Navy provided the four
torpedo and bombing ‘boats, equipped
them, trained the personnel that
bombed the two posts on the mainland

of North - Vietnim at the time? Why-

did not the Administration tell this
committee on August 8, 1964, that they
put two officers on the Maddox, one
officer to be over the commanders of
both the Maddox and the Turmer Joy,
and one officer with full knowledge of
the South Vietnamese bombardments
of North Vietnam to keep the two
ships and the naval officials in contact
with what was going on? ... Why did
not the Administration point out that
there was the wire or the cablegram
from the Commander of the Maddox
at the time as the result of the elec-

tronics stimulation that that big black:

box on the Maddox made possible, to
stimulate the electronic instruments of
North Vietnam to frighten them, to
create the jitters that the intercepts
that our Navy got from North Vietnam
at the time showed that they consid-
ered the Maddox at that time a hostile
ship connected with the operations on
North Vietnam and considered them a
hostile ship to be treated as hostile
ships, and so the Commander of the
Maddox sent out a cablegram to the
Commander of the Pacific Fleet sug-
gesting they ought to go out to sea be-
cause the risks were great .., ’

I want to say there is not the slight-
est question, and history will so show,
we were a provocateur and that is why
on August 5, 1964, and again August 6,

1964, I made the two speeches on the

history of this Maddox, tried to warn
the Senate we were a provocateur be-
cause I had had a call from a high offi-
cial in the Pentagon Building the night
before asking me to call for the logs,
asking me to ask what the Maddox was
doing. .. E /

Mr. Secretary, you and I do agree to

‘a major premise, We have to find a

way out. But do not forget, if I am cor-
rectly informed in a press interview
not so long ago, not so many weeks
ago, you said one: of the reasons we
were in Vietnam was to contain China.
That is the first time you stated it pub-

. liely and I think you ought to teil the

Committee this morning - what you

-mean by containing China, .

How to Contain. China? - _
Do you mean militarily containing

China, and if so, for how long, and do :
you think you can contain China mili-

tarily and not eventually go to war

with China when China is ready to go -

, to war because of that kind of unilat-

eral action on our part? :
These are some of the broad brush- .
strokes, Mr. Secretary, that shows the
great differences between you and
some of us on this Committee, but the

.- common objective we ought to-join on,
. and that is to find a way to honorably

-get a peace over there. And so I ask

you again, as I have so many times,
have you ever sent to the Security
Council a resolution asking the Secu-
rity Council to take over jurisdiction
with our pledge that we will: abide hy -
the jurisdiction if it, in turn, will carry

. out its corollary obligation to enforc
. ‘the peace over there . . . :

‘which were opera

This talk about sending over 1000,000°
or 200,000 more troops, you are going:
to create a very se*;ious di:fﬁc}ﬂfty in

’ . 'i'ha Wuhinlton Post
SEN. FRANK CHURCH

this country if you people in the Ad-

ministration go through with that

Secretary Rusk: I would like to com.
< ment briefly on:certain points :madeog;'
om. Ore-

the distinguished Senator
gom, oo . .

On the Tonkin Gulf, this great Com-
nittee has recently had a full day’s set

o ings on that matter and thoge

bhearingy with v:ry few deletions be-

cause ol security matters,—ar w
available tosthe public. ., ¢ now

"My own conelusion is that two it~

tacks were deli':{lx;d on our véss:Is

in' offensive operations -against North
Vietnaxp. That obviously any vessel on
patrol is going to look and'Tisten, but
looking and listening on the high seas ;

. particular : ‘expression

g where they had
a right to be. They}were not eli:aged

cannot be interpreted as warranting
an attack from the' nearest coastal
power ., . R :

On the matter of containing China, I
do not think that I myself put it that
way, What I, in a press conference,
and I will be glad to put the text of
that portion of the press conference in
the record if the Committee wishes it,
I said bdsically four things “about
Chiria. One was that in the next ten to
20 years there are going to be a billion
Chinese, and I know of no one who
disagrees with that. = - R

Secondly, I said they are going to be
armed with nuclear weapons. And I do
not know anybody who: disagrees with’
that. . e

Third, I said we do not know what

“their attitude is going to be during

this period toward their own neighbors
in‘Asia, and I do not know anyone who

" does know what their attitude is going

to ‘be, and, fourthly, I saiq that the
free nations "of Asia aré coitperned

about this problem, and this prospect,

and I have no doubt whatever that

they -are concerned, they express it
frequently and regularly , .. -

" Entered Alliances. _

As far as containment is concerned,
the Truman Administration and Eisen-
hower Administration entered into cer-

. tain alliances, - :

In the first instance under President
Truman, with Japan; the Philippines,
Australia, New Zealand; under Presi-
dent Eisenhower, with Korea, the Re-
public of China and the SEATO Treaty
involving Thailand, and the protocol
states, including South Vietnam.

If those treaties add up to contain-

_ing China, then I cannot object to the

word. But the purpose of these treaties
is to defend the countries with which
they are made, to insure the safety
and the independence of those coun-
tries that became our allies. We made
these treaties presumably because we
considered that that was vital to our
owrnr interests; that as a Nation that
lives both in the Atlantic and in the
Pacific, the peace of the Pacific Ocean
area is vital and important to our owa
stand why pr -~ .
national security. * S C
. If that were not true, I do not under-
stand” why previous administrations
and Senates went into such treaties,
because-they are serious undertakings.
So I'would not debate, Senator, the
“containing
China.” These trpaties will be of no
importance if these countries are not
attackéd. The best way to deal with a

‘treaty of alllance is :?Iivefat _peace,

and. stich alliances wéuld never be-
come active.. - - ‘{L Lo

- On the U.N. Security Council aspect
of the matter,” Senator, you and 1
would-go a long way,.I think, on an
agreement: on many aspects of that.
We do believe that.the Security Coun-
cil has a responsibility in Southwest
Asia, that it has an over-all responsibil-
ity under the charter for the mainte-



nance of international peace and se-
curity. . - , ’

We would like very much to see the
Security Council assume jurisdicition
and work diligently at. bringing about
peace in Southeast Asia. Following the

passage of the resolution to which you

referred, which Ambassador Goldberg
supported when he was before the
Committee, we did " consult furt,h'_er
with the members of the Security
Council, including the new members
who became members January 1. We
ran into the. same problem that we ‘had
encountered before, and that is be-
cause Hanoi and Peking insist that this
is not a matter for the Security Coun-
cil, there is a strong consensus in the

Council, not necessarily a clear major--

ity, a strong feeling in the Council that
it will be a mistake for the Security

Council to try to assume jurisdic.

tion. ) o .
,?Now,, that is not a very satisfactory
result, We discussed with the members
of the Council the Senate’s resolution,
and urged them to take that fully into
consideration. o

Now, the present prospect is that if
this matter were put, into the Security
Council, the only result would be an
eye-gouging debate without result, that
is, we know that the Soviet Union
would veto any resolution which was
not approved by Hanoi. We know that
Hanoi does not accept the jurisdiction
of the Security Council in any way,

shape or form. So the question has

SEN. FRANK J. LAUSCHE. _

been, do ~we precipitate " a debate
‘mierely to register the fact that ‘the
“Security Council ‘does not believe that
* it.is in position to do anything about

Southeast Asia. - :

"% The Waahington Post .

Now, part of that helief is the feel-
- ing that if the Security Council injects

itself into the situation, it might make
it more"difficult for other machinery,

" such as the machinery of the Geneva

Accords, to find some way out of the
situation in Southeast Asia. :

., Sen. Frank Carlson~(n-Kan,):'I,,-h-ad'
= 'not intended, Mr. Secretary, to bring

up the TET offensive but you raise it
in answer {o0:a previous question. But
reports have been coming out of, say,

“the “top officials in’ our Government

-that it was a great victory. Surly that
wasn't a victory for us in view of the
sebbacks we have now and you have
already mentioned in. the pacification

‘program. Militarily and otherwise it Is -

going to take some regrouping in my
opinion to get us started. R

Talked About Victory
. Here again, I think it is unfortunate,

I don’t think ‘the State Department’
did, but there is no question that many -
in top echelons in the Government =
talked about the great.victory where

thousands of people who were sup-
‘posed” to be associated with us were
killed and gfeat areas of the country
were turned over to the Vietcong . be-

- cause there are many pacification areas

that you mentioned this morning that

‘we lost and we have to start over. So -

here again, I just mention I sincerely
hope that from now on out the folks
would give the people the fa¢ts; give
them the information, just give us the
‘facts-and we will take it. H

..Secretary . Rusk: Senafor, you

" ‘brought me back to a point I did not

~ complete in an earlier comment.

I had talked about some of the seri-
ous damage done to the allied side, to
.the government and its activities by
the TET offensive. It is quite true that

both sides received some serious set-

backs but in different respects. -

As far as the North Vietnamese-Viet-
cong forces are concerned they did re-
ceive very heavy casualties. They at-
tacked 60 district towns out of the 240.

They attacked most of the province.

capitals, some 40 province capitals and
autonomous cities. They did not seize
and. establish a position 'in' any of

those, although there was some very

heavy fighting at Hue and one or two
other places. o . -

They did not stir up a popular upris-
ing that they seemed to be counting
upon. They did not get defections from
the South Vietnamese. Army in terms

of defections in units azid the coliapse.

of the forces there that some of them
-apparently had hoped for. . .

So the question now-:Is which side

resumes the initiative and repairs:the
damage and gets on with the job. I
think the South Vietnamese and allied
job are the ‘ones who- are in the pro-
cess of doing that. T e
- .Sen. Albert Gore (D-Tenn.): Mr. Sec-
retary, with - the statement You: just
made a few moments . ago that the
American people-are. entitled to know
as much as possible about our policies,
I wish to express agreement. - .
I had received information that a
reassessment was -under way within
the Administration. It had been my
hope that our policy in Vietnam would

be carefully re-examined, and that the
representatives of the people would
have a part in that reassessment.

Do we, in' fact—is there in fact a

reassessment under way? What are the

hard .choices? You referred to” vihat
may happen to the countries in South-
east Asia. I ask you what will happen
to the other countries in Southeast
Asia if they received the same. assist-
ance we have given to South Vietnam?
What. are the consequences to .the
United States of continuation of ‘this
policy? ’

But my first question is: Has Gen-
eral Westmoreland requested an .esca-

)

] .
lation ‘of the war with an sdditional
way?. .
No- I“‘re'sh Conclusions
. ..Secretary Rusk: Senator, when I'saw

200,000 men? Is a reassessment ypder .

| some uneéwspaper - stories yesterday
| about . sweeping reassessment.I went
| by and~¥alled on the President yester-
dgyrafternoon after he got back from
sehurch, talked to him about it. He said
that he -had come to no fresh conclu-
sions. He had sent General Wheeler
out to visit with General Westmore-
- land, Ambassador Bunker, President
Thiey, to look over the situation and
come back and inform us of what he
found. ’ Co
. Obviously, the so<called TET offen-
sive calls for an examination of many
subjects, including the. tactics .and
tsj:zgteagg& lpf t1:lhe enemy, the impact on
mlligry sic;e.oé program, and on: the
As you know, as you. W,

, the end of  this monl;.h“,a':;v ea];n];“;l’e;t
month, certain units that had. pre-

viously been scheduled under -existing

plans, will be going out in the general
level of that 525,000 that the President
talked about, But he has not made. any
frésh. degisions:or: come to any new
canclusions and I'think it would not be
right for me- to" speculate about num-
bers or possibilities until the President
has liad a chance to look at all the: in-
.formation- and_consult with his agvis-
ers ‘and determine how.and ‘on ‘what
basis he would wish to consult witk the
-members of thé Congress and the ap-
propriate Commitiees of the Congress
i’ any congressional action should be
indicated. S R s
Senato ey ] cretiyy,
had hoped: that, the  Congress, th ugen
ate, would: have some. informatioh be-
fore the President wo ’ some
conclusions, raaches: fr “

Westmoreland ' made 2 recommenda-
.tion}: Has- the- Joint: Chietx:of Staff
made a recomumendation: for: major es-

-
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-ealation of the WAL i e o
Secretary Rusk: My understanding is
there s no specific recommendation in
front *of. the President at - the- present
€. n - e L

.. Senator "Gore:.
specific? 3 ;
From A to°Z ,
‘Secretary Rusk: The entire situation
Is' under comsideration. from- A fo' Z,
The President, as you ktiow, does keep
in touch with the leaders.of-the -Con- '
gress and the leaders of Committees. I
Just don’t think there is anything: more
I-can say on. that. I'would add, that
call-your attention to the fact that, the
distinguished Majority:Leader said the.
other day that.President Johnson has
tried to consult: with - the ‘Congress
vimaore than any President he knows of,
{and these are matters that are being
“examined. I think, the- facts’ and prob-
Tems’ and’ opportunities -are 'to- be.
Iooked at, but I can’t. speculate about
decisions that have not been made aor
coniclusions - that’  have. not. - heen
reached.. .~ - 7. Lot ooy
Senator Gore: You said a "moment
ago that the whole matter was. being
examined from A to Z, 1 belieye; 1
think that is good. It thoroughly needs
it. In this examination is the- Adminis- )
tration exploring the colisequences of
escalation of the war and is the goal of
military victory a part‘of this examina-
tion? - LT e
Secretary Rusk: All aspects of this
Seénator, are examined regularly and
in depth at all times, It is no different

What ‘to. you'. mean

in this particular situation.

On the matter of a military victory,
I think it is important to ‘understand
that the military purpose out.there is
to prevent these people who haye
. come in from the outside from scoring
a military victory on their side., . ¢
Now, in another sense, the answer
cannot be achieved through: military
means-alone, We have to have assist:
ance to the political, economics, social
pProcesses of ‘the . South Vietnamese
People, and the other war is; just-as im-
portant as'the military war. . . .7 .°
But ‘there- is a military’ -element
which cannot be-avoided. Here "comes
a regiment down the road from- North
Vietnam. Somebody has ‘to." decide
whether you shoot at it-er.get out of
its way. There isn’t much- in between,
and we know our allieg have felt that
that kind. of, military effort has to:be
resisted if we are to meet our commit-
ments and. if the- South: Vietnamese
People. are to have. a chance to get on
‘with the other part of their’ effort, .
‘which is to build a-nation. forihiem:
-selves, with their own.consent and: of
the sort. that: they -themselves ‘want.
rather: than one.that'is to.be: imposed
upon them from.the outside.. . ", -+
So the military and the.civitfan com-
ponents. go hand in. hand. It is hard to
separate. the one. from the: ‘other: he.
-cause of .the military  action that 'is
.being directed against: South Vi
- from North Vietnam, .

Y I
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