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Notes for Stevens Institute of Technology Speaking Engagement, Hoboken, N.J.,
Jan. 10, 1968.

Subject: Vietnam and the Draft.

-~0On Vietnam, there is little to add to notes worked up for Duquesne U,
appearance except that we should be alert to the possibility that some in
the Johnson Administration will be so anxious to get the war over with that
they will lean toward a tenuous peace. The Administration indicated such a
possibility during the Manila Conference when it was announced that the U.S.
was prepared to withdraw its forces from Vietnam if the North Vietnamese also
agreed to withdraw, thus leaving the South Vietnamese government to cope with
the Vietcong. I can only conclude that the North Vietnamese considered this
to be a trick and therefore did not respond. Had they believed the offer was
sincerely made, they would have been fools not to accept...because the view of
many senior U.S. officers in Vietnam was that this arrangement would have
produced the ultimate collapse of the South Vietnam government and a certain

Vietcong takeover. There probably is no valid basis for peace talks on

Vietnam except a mutual cease~fire., It is difficult to envision a satis-

factory minimum de-escalation by the Northvietnamese in exchange for a cessation
of bombing of the North, for instance. It is actually unrealistic to insist
that there be a halt both in movement of supplies and troops from the North
into the South in exchange for a bombing halt, I say this because we
certainly would go on supplying our own troops during a bombing halt, and
therefore we could not expect the enemy not to supply theirs. It might make
more sense to insist on a halt in enemy reinforcements in exchange for a
bombing halt, but with no provisio on supplies. This of course would give
the enemy unimpeded access to fresh supplies until such time as the supplies
crossed from the North into the South and would be a tremendous boost for
them., The halt in the bombing also would be a tremendous relief for the

enemy. We would gain nothing except talks that might produce no results



-
while the killing went on in South Vietnam. As for conducting talks while a
cease~fire is in effect, we have seen how the enemy observes an official cease-
fire. But if a cease~fire were declared and talks were begun, the eyes of the
world would be turned on the Communists and any cease-fire violations they might
perpetrate. We come back, then, to the original premise that negotiations
for the sake of negotiations=--while the fighting continues but bombing of the
North stops=~appears to be completely unrealistic in the absence of meaning-
ful reciprocity on the part of the enemy.
War is a tragedy, but it is the duty of every American to serve his country
when called upon to do so., If he is a conscientious objector, he must be
allowed to serve the Nation in some way other than that of bearing arms. But
apart from making room for the conscientious objector, we must all face up to
our responsibilities as American citizens enjoying the rights and privileges
that come to us as a birthright. It is an unusual man who déliberately and gladly
risks his life, but millions of Americans have done so in defense of their
country. In the case of Vietnam, it would be a happy circumstance indeed if
we had enough volunteers so that we would not have to employ the draft. But
we must use the draft, and so the Congress last year extended the draft for
four years beyond June 30 when the Selective Ser¥ice Act was due to expire.
The President proposed a lottery system in place of drafting men through the
call of local draft boards under general rules applying to selection and
deferments., The Congress, wisely refused to allow the President to carry out
his lottery plan. I personally opposed it because I don't think we should
blindly take some of the best brains in the country into the military service
under a blind-chance lottery system. College should not become a haven for

draft dodgers but neither should we indiscriminately draft college students
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for Army duty. So Congress passed a new draft law prohibiting the President
from drafting young men by lot without congressional approval in the form
of new legislation. We also sought to end the uncertainty that many college
students feel about the draft, so we specifically granted an automatic
deferment to any draft registrant "satisfactorily pursuing a fulltime course
of instruction at a college, university or similar institution of learning"
until he gains his baccalaureate degree or becomes 24 years of age. During
debate on the draft legislation, a group of House Republicans pushed hard
for an all-volunteer Army. But we need 3 million 300 thousand men under
arms to carry out our mission in Vietnam and elsewhere in the world~-and
experience shows we could hope to attract no more than 2 million men to a
purely voluntary force.
Now we find certain Americans urging young men to avoid the draft or to
refuse to enter military service, As you know, five individuals including
the chaplain of Yale University have been indi§3}ed for such activity. I do
not want to prejudge the guilt of the individuals so charged, but if they are
guilty of the count specified they certainly have violated federal law.

Title 50, Section 462 (a) of the United States Code, provides that:
"Any member of the Selective Service System or any other person...who knowingly
counsels, aids or abets another to refuse or evade registration or service in
the armed forces or any of the requirements of this title...shall, upon
conviction in any district court of the United States of competent jurisdiction,
be punished by imprisonment for not more than five years or a fine of not more

by
than $10,000, or/both such fine and imprisonment.”

- -

I believe this provision of federal law should be strictly enforced,

particularly in time of war., This is a society of laws. To encourage
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disrespect for the law is to encourage anarchy and a breakdown of our society as
we know it. I believe in responsible dissent. To criticize, to protest, to
condemn policy or individuals is the privilege of every American under the First
Amendment to the Constitution., But the Constitution does not give any American
the right to interfere with the war effort by seeking to persuade young men
to evade the draft or refuse military service.
The degree to dissent being permitted in this country in time of war is nothing
of remarkable. 1 favor free expression of dissent when it is responsible, when
it does not interfere with the rights of others. But when it degenerates into
violence or deprives others of a right, I disapprove. And I commend those
university officials who have declared they will not tolerate student protests
which actually prevent military or business firm recruiters from interviewing
students who desire an interview., This kind of protest is not responsible.
I also agree with university administrators who frown on demonstrations which
interfere with the pursuit of learning. It has always been my understanding that
a student is in college to learn. Those who use a college campus to stir up
trouble for the college authorities and prevent other students from getting a
college education ought to go out and hire a hall,
But whatever the nature of the protest, I do not think quickie drafting of
individuals should be used as punishment. If an individual has violated the
law, then upon being charged and found guilty he should receive whatever
punishment the law provides for the offense charged. The draft should not
be uséd as an instrument of repression. Neither should local draft boards

decide the legality of an anti-draft protest,

#¢ ¢
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More than two years ago, North Vietnamese divisions began to arrive,
and the control no longer was as clandestine. Since then, the buildup of
enemy forces has been formidable. During the last 22 months, the number of
enemy combat battalions in the South has increased significantly, and nearly

half of them are North Vietnamese. 1In the same peried, overall enemy
strength has nearly doubled in spite of large battle lossesy

Enemy commanders are skilled professionals and provide good leadership.
In general, their troops are thoroughly indoctrinated, well trained, ag-
gressive and under tight control.

The enemy's logistic system is primitive in many ways. Forced to
transport most of his supplies down through Southeastern Laos, he uses combina-
tions of trucks, bicycles, men and animals. But he does this with surprising
effectiveness. In South Vietnam, the system 1s well organized. Many of the
caches we have found and destroyed have been stocked with enough supplies and
equipment to support months of future operations.

The enemy emphasizes what he calls strategic mobllity although his tactics
are based on foot mobility, relatively modest firepower, and often primitive
means of communications. However, his operational planning is meticulous. He
gathers intelligence, makes careful plans, assigns specific tasks in detail
and then rehearses the plan of attack until he believes it cannot fail. The
enemy impresses local villagers into his service, demanding that they provide
food, shelter and laborers to carry supplies and equipment for combat units,
and to evacuate the dead and wounded from the battlefield.

When all is ready he moves his large military formations covertly from
concealed bases into the operational area. His intent is to launch a surprise
attack designed to achieve quick victory by the sudden application of over-
whelming power. This tactic has falled because of our firepower and spoiling
attacks.

For months now we have been successful in destroying a number of main
force units. We will continue to seek out the enemy, catch him off guard,
and punish him at every opportunity. :

But success against his main forces alone is not enough to insure a
swift and decisive end to the conflict.

This enemy also uses terror--murder, mutilation, abduction and the de-
liberate shelling of innocent men, women and children -~ to exercise control
through fear. This tactic, which he employs daily, i1s much harder to counter
than his best conventional moves,

During the week ending 22 April Viet Cong terrorists killed 126 innocent
civilians, wounded 86 and abducted 100 others. The victims included 27
Revolutionary Development workers, 1l village or hamlet officials or candidates,
six policemen, and 13 refugees or defectors from VC control.



Tast Sunday, terrorists, near Saigon, assassinated a 39w
yesr ©ld village chief. The same day in the delta, they kidnapped 26 cvvillanwz
assisting in arranging for local elections. The next day the Viet Cong at-
tacked a group of Revolutionary Development workers,; killing cne and wounding
12 with grenades and machine-gun fire in one area, and in another they opened
fire on a small civilian bus and killed three and wounded four of 1ts passengers.
These are cases of calculated enemy attack on civilians to extend by fear that .
which they cannot gain by persuasion.

One hears little of this brutality here at home, What we do hear sbout
is our own aerial bombing against North Vietnam, and I would like to address
this for a moment. . . :

For years the enemy has been blowing bridges, interrupting traffic,
cutting roads, sabotaging power stations, blocking canals and attacking air-
fields in the South, and he continues to do so. Bombing in the North has
been centered on precisely these same kinds of targets and for the same
nilitery purposes--to reduce the supply, interdict the movement and impair
the effectiveness of enemy military forces.

Within his capabilities the enemy in Vietnam is waging total war all
day--every day~-everywhere. He believes in force, and his intensification
of vioience is limited only by his resocurces and not by any moral inhibitions.

To our forces, a cease fire means just that. Our observance of past
truces has been open and subJject to public scrutiny. The enemy permits no
such observation. He traditionally has exploited cease fire periods when the
barbing has been suspended to increase his resupply and infiltration activity.

This is the enemy--this has been the challenge. The only strategy which
can defeat such an organization is one of unrelenting military, political
and psychological pressure on his whole structure-at all levels. :

From his capabilities and his recent activities, I believe the enemy's:
probable course in the months ahead can be forecast.

In order to carry out his battlefield doctrine I foresee that he will
continue his builldup across the Demilitarized Zone and through Laos, and he
will attack us when he believes he has a chanca for a dramatic blow. He will
not return exclusively to guerrilla warfare, although he certainly will
continue to intensify his guerrilia activities. o

I expect the enemy to continue to increasze his mortar, artillery, rocket
and recoilless rifle attacks on our installations. At the same time he will
gtep up his attacks on hamlet, village and district organizations to intimidate
the people, and to thwart the democratic processes now underway in South
Vietnam. :
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Given the nature of the enemy, it seems to me that the strategy we are
following at this time is the proper one, and that 1% 48 producing results.
While he obviously is far from quitting, there are signs that his morale and
his military structure are beginning to detericrate. Thelr rate of decline
will be in proportion to the pressure directed against him.

Faced with this prospect, it is gratifying to note that our forces and
those of the other free world allies have grown in strength and profited from
experience. In this connection it is well to remember that Korea, Australia,
New Zealand, Thailand and the Philippines all have military forces fighting
and working with the Vietnamese and Americans in Vietnam. It also is worthy of
note that 30 other nations are providing non-combat support, and that all of
these free world forces are doing well, whether in combat or in support of
nation-building. Their explolits deserve recognition, not only for their direct
contributions to the overall effort, but for their symbolic remindér that the
whole of free Asia opposes communist expansion.

As the focal point of this struggle in Asia the Republlc of Vietnam Armed
Forces merit special mention.

In 1954 South Vietnam had literally no armed forces in being. There was
ne tradition of leadership, nor was there an educational system to provide
leaders. The reguirement to build an army, navy and air force in the face of
enemy attack and political subversion seems, in retrospect, an almost impos-
sible task. Yet, in their determination to resist the communists, the Viet-
namese have managed to do it.

What I see now in Vietnam is a military force that performs with growing
professional skill. During the last six months, Vietnamese froops have scored
repeated successes against some of the best Viet Cong and North Vietnamese
Army Units. :

Perhaps more important in this total effort is the support given by the
Vietnamese military to the government's nation-building or Revolutionary
Development program. Nearly half of the Vietnamese Army now 1s engaged in or
training for this vital program which will improve the lot of the people.
This is a difficult role for a military force. Vietnamese are not only
defending villages and hamlets, but with spirit and energy they have dturned
to the task of nation building as well.

In 1952 there were some who doubted that the Republic of Korea would ever
have a first rate fighting force. I wish those doubters could see the Korean
units in Vietnam today. They rank with the best fighters and the most effec-
tive civic action workers in Vietnam. And so today when I hear doubts about
the Vietnamese armed forces, I am reminded of that example.

Ag you know we are fighting a war with no front lines since the enemy hides
among the people, in the jungles and mountains, and uses covertly border areas
of neutral countries. Therefore one cannot measure the progress of battle by
lines on a map. We therefore have to use other means to chart progress. Sev-
eral indices clearly point to steady and encouraging success:

Two years ago the Republic of Vietnam had fewer than 30 combat ready
battalions. Today it has 15k.
‘ (MORE)
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Then there were three jet-capable runways in South Vietnawm. Today there
are 1h.

Tn April 1965 there weré 15 airfields that -could take C-130 transport -
ircraft. Now there are 89,

Then there was one deep water port for sea-going ships. Now there are
severn. ' ‘ A : ' . O ~

In 1965 ships had to wait weeks to unload. Now we turn them arocund in
as little as one week.

Then there was no long-haul highway transport. last menth alone 161,000
tons of supplies were moved over the highways. During the last year the
wileage of essential highways open for our use has risen from about 52% to
80%.

During 1965 the Republic of Vietnam Armed Forces and its allies killed
36,000 of the enemy and lost approximately 12,000 in return. During recent
months this three to one ratic in favor of the allies has risen significantly
and in some weeks has been as high as ten cr twelve Lo one.

In 1965, 11,000 Viet Cong rallied to the side of the government. In
1966 there were 20,000, In the first three months of 1967 there have been
nearly 11,000 ralliers, a figure that equals all of 1965 and wore than half
of all of 1966.

Tn 1964 and the first part of 1965 the ratio of weapons captured was two
to one in favor of the enemy. The ratioc for 1966 and the first three months
of this year 1s two and one-balf to one in favor of the Republic of Vietnam
and its allles.

Our President and the representatives of the people of the United States,
the Congress, have seen to it that cur troops in the field have been well
supplied and equipped. And when a field commander does not have to lock cover

“his shoulder to see whether he is being supported, he can concentrate on the
battlefield with much greater assurance of success. I speak for my troops,
when I say -- we are thapkful for this unprecedented material support.

As T have sgaid before, in evaluating the enemy strategy 1t is evident to
me that he believes ocur Achilles' heel is cur resolve. Your continued strong
support 1s vital to the success of our mission.

Our secldiers, sailors, airmen, marines and coastguardsmen in Vietnawm are
the finest ever fielded by cur nation. And in this assessment I include Amer-
icans of all races, creeds and colors. Your servicemen in Vietnam are intel-
ligent, skilled, dedicated and courageous. In these gualities no unit, no
service, no ethnic group and no national origin can claim priority.

These men understand the conflict and their complex roles as fighiters
and bullders. They believe in what they are doing. They are determined to
provide the shield of security behind which the Republic of Vietnam can develop
and progper for its own sake and for the future and freedom of all Southeast
Asia.
(MORE )
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Backed at home by resolve, confidence, patience, determination and con-
tinued support, we will prevail in Vietnam over communist aggression.

Mr. President, Mr. Speaker, Members of Congress ~-

I am sure you are as proud to represent our men serving their country
and the free world in Vietnam as I am to command them.

~ END .



iouse Republican Policy Committee Viet Nam

John J. Khodes, Chairman

140 Cannon House Office Bldg. March 2, 1966
Phone: 225-6168 Immediate Release

Republican Policy Committee Statement on Viet Nam

The deep division within the Democratic Party over American policy in Viet Nam
is prolonging the war, undermining the morale of our fighting men and
encouraging the Communist aggressor, It has confused the people in other
nations about the American purpose and has led North Viet Nam to believe that
in time we may falter, that we do not have the necessary will or determination
to win., As a result, the peace that this nation and the free world seeks has
been delayed, the fighting intensified, and the threat of a major war deepened.

In an effort to please the conflicting elements in the Democratic Party, the
Administration has had to dodge and shift, 1Its policy and position on Viet
Nam continues to be marred by indecisifon, sudden change and frequent reinter-
pretation. Under the circumstances, it is little wonder that the enemy has
been encouraged,our friends dismayed, and the '‘national unity that can do more
to bring about peace negotiations than almost any other thing” delayed.

We, therefore, call upon the President to disavow those within his party who
would divide this country as they have divided the Democratic Party. Certainly,
as the President has stated, ‘'there is much more that unites us than divides us.'
However, as long as the party in power cannot agree on such basic issues as
whether Americans should be in Viet Nam at all, what our Nation is trying to
achieve there and whether the right means are being used, there will continue

to be uncertainties, misunderstandings and fears about the war in Viet Fam.
America, indeed the world, is waiting for the President to take command of his
party. Until this is done, the divisive debate will continue, the confusion
will grow, and a peaceful solution will elude us.

1

Republicans are united in their support of the fighting men in Viet Nam, We
also support a policy that will prevent the success of aggresefon and the
forceful conguest of South Viet Nam by North Viet Nam.

In addition, we believe that the people of South Viet Nam should have an
opportunity to live their lives in peace under a government of their own
choice, free of Communist aggression.

Certainly, these objectives cannot be realized by admitting the Communists to

a share of power in a coalition government. For this is “arsenic in the
nedicine,” the "fox in the chicken coop.’ It would pave the way for a Communist
takeover as surely as did the coalition governments in Poland, Czechoslovakia,
Rumania, and Hungary. Moreover, it would make a cruel and indefensible mockery
of the sacrifices of the fighting men in Viet Nam.
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Roving Ambassador W. Averell Harriman stated:
"I think those who dissent . . . should recognize that it does
give comfort to the enemy - or not comfort, but it does give

encouragement to the enemy.”

CETY . AP SR SRR e 39




s i e e A w3 B el R e e )

In an article datelined 'Saigon', February 27, and entitled

"Look Is Different Where Action Is', Washington Post correspondent
Ward Just stated:

"From Washington it may seem that the war aims. of the U. S.
Government have not been defined and Senators may believe the
Vietcong fepresent the will of the Vietnamese people, but in
Saigon this talk strikes officials as neither instructive nor
ameliorating.

It unhinges friends and fence sitters in the Ky government and now

it has unhinged American diplomats."

2 s R b RSP AMIE A R i i e T B8  d S R s wy




ATl wind okt iy Tk S R B i 8 o L e e L St

In his 1963 Berlin speech President John F. Kennedy stated:
"I am not impressed by the opportunities open to popular
fronts throuéhout the world. I do not believe that any democrat

can successfully ride that tiger."
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New York Times columnist C. L. Sulzberger concluded that:
"both Peking and Hanoi must have gained fresh encouragement

by the joining of our Know-Nothings with our Know-It-Alls."
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Richard L. Strout, staff correspondent of the Christian Science
Monitor, has stated:

"Hubert H. Humphrey has embarked on an all-out counteroffensive to-
sell the Vietnam war to the American people, and overcome the
uneasiness, restlessness, and doubts which have appeared in the

past month,

Roving Ambassador W. Averell Harriman, wﬁo accompanied the Vice-
President on his whirlwind tour of nine nations, has come back
just as firmly determined as Mr. Humphrey to combat what seems

to be interpreted as defeatism. Both Humphrey and Harriman take
the position that it was providential they were in Asia at the
time of the Fulbright hearings in order to counter there the

misapprehension over American resolve.

Humphrey also said that the "ADA" (Americans for Democratic Action)

are "just the people' he will try to persuade.
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