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Study Said to Show Diem,
NotU.S.,Barred’55 Vote

The New York Times is restrained by a Federal co;rt
from publishing its own articles on the.Pen'tagon féu }}1,.
The following dispatch is based ¢n an article in 'Thfi as
ington Post and was distributed by The Associated Press
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Vietnam.

9An Army report dealing|

with a National Security Coun-
cil position paper in early 1954
fon the need of preventing a
-|/Communist take-over in any of
;/the Indochinese regions said
‘{that the United States would
need seven divisions plus air
and naval support to win a
ground war in Indochina,
Fifteen years later, at the
height of United States involve-
ment, in April, 1969, there were
nine American divisions and a
total force of 543,000 men in
Vietnam.
QThat Security Councit posi-
tion paper, approved by Presi-
ident Eisenhower, was based on
‘what has been called the
“domino theory”—the view that
if one part of Indochina fell to
the Communists and there was
no Western intervention, the
rest would fall, leading to
danger for allies of the United.
States in the rest of Asia and
Europe. :

QPresident Eisenhower, al-
though approving the planning
of the position paper, refused
/to intervene in ‘the Indochina
fighting to aid the French in
their war against the Commu-
mist Vietminh without allied
participation and congressional

Dulles Message Reported

As outlined by The Post, the
Pentagon study indicates a re-

lead to Communist domination.
Regarding the Vietnamese

-|elections, , The Post quoted in
;|part from what it said was a
.[July, 1954 cablegram from Mr,
:|Dulles to involved United States
:|diplomats:

“Thus since un-

long after cease-fire agreement
as possible and in conditiong
free from intimidation to give
democratic element best chance.

“We believe important that
no date should be set now and
especially that no conditions
should be accepted by French
which would have direct or
indirect effect of preventing
effective international supervi-
sion of agreement insuring po-
jlitical as well as military
|guarantees.”
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The Geneva accords in 1954
called for elections for all Viet-
nam, with July, 1958, finally
set as the date. Once the elec.
tions were scheduled, the
United States ceased active
opposition, but Mr. Dulles ac.
cording to The Post’s article,
was unhappy nevertheless.

He is described in The Post
account of the Pentagon docu-
ments as having said that a
recent joint declaration by Pres-
ident Eisenhower and the Brit-
ish Prime Minister Sir Winston
Churchill, was going “down the
drain with our apparent acqui-,
escence.” ;

U. N. Supervision Urged

That declaration called for
unifying divided nations with
elections supervised by the
United Nations, something not
provided . for by the Geneva
agreements.

While opposing the elections,
The Post story said, Mr. Dulles
also originally was against par-
titioning  Vietnam. But the
newspaper quotes a 1955 report
from a French diplomat at the
Geneva talks to U. Alexis John.
son, now Under Secretary of,
State for Political Affairs, who
was a member of the United
States delegation:

“There had been conversa-
tions between Vietnamege ‘and
Vietminh Communists in which
Vietminh had made it clear that
only two alternatives were coa-
ition government or partition.”

Mr. Dulles is quoted as hav-
“7 said at that same time that




United States opposition to de
facto partition was being
examined.

But in the end it was Premier
Diem almost alone who stopped
the elections and any possibility
of a coalition government with
the North Vietnamese, accord-
ing to The Post’s account of
the Pentagon report. |

The paper quoted what it’

called a summary part of the
papers:
“As the deadline for consul-!
tations approached 20 July:
1955, Diem was increasingly
explicit that he did not consider
free elections possible in North
Vietrlam, and had no intention
of consulting with the Com-
munists concerning them.

‘U.S. Did Not Connive’

“The U.S. did not—as is often
alleged—connive with Diem to
ignore the elections. U.S. State
Department records indicate
Diem’s refusal to be bound by
the Geneva accords and his op-
position o pre-election consul-
tations were at his own initia-
tive.

“However, the U.S., which
had expected elections to be
held . . . shifted its position in
the face of Diem’s opposition,
and of the evidence then accu-
mulated about the oppressive
nature of the regime in North
Vietnam.” )

The summary itself thenf
quotes a State Department;
study, The Post said, to the!
effect that the United States
position was to leave elections:
up to the Vietnamese without;
any outside interference. ‘

Part of the problem facing
the United States in Indochina
through the nineteen-fifties in-
volved allied support for any
possible United States interven-
tion on behalf of the crumbling
French empire.

As The Post tells the story,
the Pentagon documents show
Mr. Dulles as having been very
critical of the British position
regarding intervention.
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received call from Justice Department asking voluntary halt in paper’s Vietnam series.
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After Foreign Minister An-
‘thony Eden told Secretary
Dulles in April, 1954, accord-
ing to the account, that he]
feared military intervention in
Vietnam would be “a bigger
affair than Korea,” Mr. Dulles
is said to have summarized his
feelings, in part:

“UK attitude is one of in-
creasing  weakness.  British
seem to feel that we are dis-
posed to accept present risks]
of a Chinese war and this, cou-|
pled with their fear that we
would start using atomic weap-
ons, has badly frightened
them.”

Although The Post’s account
of the documents shows a gen-
erally hard approach by the.
United States Government in-
line with Mr. Dulles’s thinking,
the documents indicate thati
President Eisenhower took al
careful approach. !

In a memorandum The Posti
describes as having beenAwrit-l
ten by Robert Cutler, the Pres-|
ident’s special assistant for
National Security Council Af-
fairs, Mr. Eisenhower is quoted
as having told Secretary Dulles: |
“The United States will not!
agree to a ‘white man’s party’
to determine the problems of
the Southeast Asian nations.”




