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DOMINO THEORY

QUESTION: Mr, President, you have said the
question of personalities is really not vital to a
settlement in Cambodia. My question is, is the survival
of a non-Communist government in Cambodia vital to the U.S.
security in Southeast Asia? |

THE PRESIDENT: Miss Thomas, I think it is.,
I cannot help but notice that since the mllltary situation
in Cambodia has become very serious, and since the North
Vietnamese have apparently launched a very substantial
additional military effort against South Vietnam, against
the Paris peace accords, there has been, as I understand
it, in Thailand -~ according to the news announcements
this morning -- a potential request from Thailand that
we withdraw our forces from that country.

‘ I noticed in the morning news summary before

- I left Washington that the President of the Philippines,
Mr. Marcos, is reviewing the Philippine relationship
with the United States. ' ‘

I think these potential developments to some
extent tend to validate the so-called domino theory,
and if we have one country after another -- allies of
the United States -=- losing faith in our word, losing
faith in our agreements with them, yes, I think the first
one to go could vitally affect the national securlty
of the United States. :

QUESTION: May I ask another question I have
had on my mind for a long time? Since you supporte
the invasion of Cambodia five years ago, would you do
the same today?

THE PRESIDENT: That is a hypothetical question,
Miss Thomas, because under the law I have no such authority
to do so. I did support the activities then, the so-called
Cambodian lnCd”SlOu, because the North Vietnamese were
using that area in Cambodia for many military strmkes
against U.S. military personnel in South Vietnam.




ITEMS FOR RESPONSE TO QUERY:

1. Will the President meet with the members of tlte-Congre
-delegation that just returned from Southeast Asia;, and does he intend

to follow their suggestion that Sec. Kissinger initiate peace negotiations
in Vietnam and Cambodia?

GUIDANCE: The President does intend to meet with the

delegation once they have had a chance to rest and to prepare

their ideas and observations for consultation. Until he hrears [ oy /
tbﬂt:@m,ﬂqehﬁm—a{nnﬂ—my—&—srmeluexnent

i iatiorrs or Sec. Kissi 3
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18." Why did the President select April 19 as the deadline for
Congressional approval of his Indochina proposals?

Date for Completion of legislative process - As the President stated,
the situation is critical, A prompt firm signal of U,S, resolve is

required. Delays convey the opposite impression.
sufficient time.

Nine days is

[V S ——— P ———— -w‘»m»\wﬂ
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7. Specifically, how will the President ask Congress to clarify
immediately its restrictions on the use of U.S., military forces in
Southeast Asia for the limited purposes of protecting American
lives by ensuring their evacuation? Will he submit recommended
draft legislation to this effect or how does he expect the Congress
to proceed?

The President will submit legislation to the Congress in this regard
today.



')

U.S. EQUIPMENT SAVED FROM INDOCHINA

A lot of Cambodian and Vietnamese aircraft and naval
vessels, originally obtained from the United States, were
taken to several Asian countries by fleeing South Vietnamese
and Cambodians., Who owns this equipment now? What can
be done with it? Did the Thai not want to keep the equxpment
in Thailand in order to return it to Vietnam?

Under the provisions of U.S. statutes, all such equipment
reverts to the United States when the purposes for which it was
furnished are no longer applicable. However, it would make
sense for this equipment to be reallocated within the context
of the overall U.S. security assistance program to countries
where a need exists. We are now discussing with the Thai

Government turning over some of this equipment to them in

order to assist them in meeting their security requirements.



Cardinal Mindszenty's Death

Mr. President, Cardinal Mindszenty died today. I was wondering
if you had any comment in view of his years in our embassy at
Budapest?

Cardinal Mindszenty was a man of extraordinary character and

determination who lived a full and courageous life., I know I

speak for many, many Americans in saying that we are deeply

saddened by his death.



ik PP

2. Do we have any additional information or reaction on the situation
in South Vietnam and Cambodia? Does the President plan to ask
Congress for a supplemental to increase aid to Indochina? .
Lo il lred 5 e /Ju“wf-"’*’/’ Ay BB #2, Cats”
Guidance:; I have nothing more to give you today on the situation
in Indochina. As I said yesterday, we are watching developments
there closely. As you will recall, I pointed out that in his signing
o statement for the foreign aid bill the President noted the inadequate
levels of assistance for South Vietnam and Cambodia and said that
he would discuss this with the Congressional L.eadership when Con-
gress reconvenes. I have nothing specific to give you today on a

uppleEentai reque st but ;-e-mmnm—m

FYI: Refer any questlons on the current location of the EnterErlse
or other ship movements to the Pentagon. End FYL
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~~Do~yow.have.any.comment. on increased fzghtmg’:n‘Soutb:VIetnam?;:w

GUIDANCE: The Department of State issued a statement on

-

Friday deploring the North Vietnamese violations of the <pea.<:e‘
agreements, and I refer you to that statement on behalf of the
Administration.

FYI:  If asked whether the Administration will ask fdmsupgle:;}enﬁg}.mﬁ
appropriations to.aid Vietnam and Cambodia, you should say that

in his signing statement for the AID Bill, the President said that
adequate assistance levels for Indochina would be a matter he

would discuss with the Congress when it reconvenes. 1 havevnothizig

more for you on that today.




The State Depa.rtment is sued a statement for the Admmlstrahon
yesterday deplormg these atta.cks. +The statement sa.1d

i s S

"Coming just before the second anniversary of the Paris
Agreement, this dramatically belies Hanoi's claims that it is-
the United States and the Republic of Viet-Nam who are
violating the Agreement and standing in the way of peace.

""We deplore North Viet-Nam's turning from the path of
negotiations to that of war -- not only because it is a grave
violation of the Agreement, but also because of the cruel v
price it is imposing on the civilian population of South Vlet Na.ni; "

I have nothing to add to this statement.




TODAY (First hour devoted to Indochina -- news March 18, 1975
reports on the fighting and the following interviews)

Discussion of domino theory. Sen. Dewey Bartlett said he doesn't believe
our national security depends on our aid to SVN and Cambodia. However,
he feels there will be a problem with US credibility if we don't help these
two countries. Feels we have a moral obligation to help Cambodians help
themselves. It is a test of our will against the will of China and the Soviet
Union who are supplying military support for aggression. I hope that our
will is at least equal to their will.

Hubert Humphrey is opposed to further military assistance to Cambodia.
Feels that since we have no treaty obligation to that region and since it is
not vital to our national security we shouldn't give any further military
assistance. It is a dvil war. Feels that if the US keeps going into different
places all the time we are going to lose our national security structure,
which is built around NATO, Japan and the Mid East. We are always talking
about '"losing Cambodia' -- it is not ours to lose. I don't believe in the
domino theory as regards Cambodia. However, he feels that the American
people would be willing to give economic and humanitarian aid to Cambodia.
HHH feels that the US is becoming the wo rld's munitions supplier. (HHH
sounds like he's running for something!)

Walters had two Asian authorities on the show -- Roger Hilsman (who doesn't
believe in the domino theory) and Dr. Frank Trager (who takes an opposing
view). Hilsmas, who was once Asst. of State in East Asia bureau; feels
that Communism has had its day in Asia. Feels that movements taking
place are nationalist movements. Doesn't feel that Communists are going
anywhere. Doesn't feel that our honor is involved in giving Cambodia aid.
Said our geeatest mistake was supporting the Lon Nol government, We
invaded Cambodia and what we should give them now is peace. Said that
Sihanouk has been sending to a Newsday reporter 55 page cables telling
him to pass them to Ford and Mansfield. Sihanouk is saying that he feels
he will not be in control but can do something to stop the killing.

Dr. Trager says that Thailand has been one of our strongest allies since

1954, The Thais now feel endangered. They feel they cannot call upon US

for support. Cambodia and Laos are neighbors -- they're in danger.

Thais feel we will not back them up -- words but not deeds. Feels we should
hold Cambodia until rainy season. The key point is Vietnam -- the US has
failed to send our one-to-one replacement that we promised the Vietnamese
in the Paris Agreement and the SVN are now in trouble. Feels we should
keep supporting SVN, Loas, Thais and Philippines. Sees no end unfortunately
to aiding these countries because of the communist support apparatus to other
countries.



Trager feels that the expected '"bloodbath' that everyone is talking about

is simply a propaganda argument. Feels that a small group should be
evaucated if there's some kind of negotiations. Trager said that if he

were President Ford he would go #hx to the American public and Congress
more vigorously, more repeatedly about Cambodia and get the $300 million
that had already been authorized.

Hilsman disagreed. Said that if he were President he would work on
negotiations. Said that Harriman had it going in Paris and we could
have it again if our President will accept it. Nixon wouldn't and Ford
won't. (Ran out of time).
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STEERING COMMITTEE Feb-ruary 6, 1975
Joseph S. Clark ' ‘

Honorary Chairman

John F. Seiberiing, M.C.

Chairman

Philip A. Hart, U.S.S.

Vice Chairman

Charles McC. Mathias, Jr., U.S.S. .
Vice Chalrman The President
Gilbert Gude, M.C. The T{Vhlte House
Secretary-Treasurer . Wash lngt on ’ D. C .

U. S. SENATE

Dear Mr. President:
Edward W. Brooke .. ]

- Mark O. Hattield ™

Frank E. M ) . ;
 Edmand S, Moskie We, the undersigned Members of Congress for Peace
through Law, write to you on a matter of very great
Y. S, HOUSE OF concern -- the extent and direction of the continuing

REPRESENTATIVES

U.S. involvement in Indochina.
Johin B. Anderson .

Les Aspin ) :
Jonathan B. Bingh - i i i i i
O Detieabar . Whet particularly disturbs us is the clear impli-

%%?MM? cation in remarks made by the Secretary of State and
H. Joht Hotnz I the Vice President and by yourself in a recent news
Patsy T. Mink conference that this only partly resolved issue -- one

STAFF of the most divisive in the nation's history -- is

Sandford Z. Persons being re-opened for.debate. We had thought that the
Executive Director .~ American military withdrawal, the Peace Agreements
Murray B. Woldman negotiated by the Administration and the clearly and

Stait Consultant .

- repeatedly expressed Congressional mandate to gradually
e zade  eliminate the American role in Indochina had settled
Rici Rutkoff the matter. Apparently, that is not the case.

Executive Assistant

We remaln resolute in our conviction, supported by
the legislation passed in the 93rd Congress, that
continuing American military and economic involvement
in Indochina will not ‘bring that unhappy reglon closer
to a 1ast1ng“peéce. While continuing hlgh levels of

2 American assistance may perhaps prolong the life of
the incumbent South Vietnamese and Cambodian governments,
we can see no humanitarian or national interest that
justifies the cost of this assistance to our country.
Although the phased withdrawal of American support will
not in itself bring peace to the region, it is equally
clear that its continuation will not do so either.




-

“%

13

The President February 6, 1975
Page Two

Another prolonged disagreement over events in Vietnam and
our policy there may well lead to acrimonious accusations over
who "lost" Indochina, reminiscent of the China debate over two
decades ago. The result of that earlier experience was to
freeze U.S. options in Asia for a quarter of a century. We
must at all costs avoid a repetition of such a struggle which
would set the Congress against the Executive.

It is especially unfortunate that the internal debate over
Indochina should resume at a time when we are confronted by so
many pressing domestic and international problems. These prob-
lems do not have easy solutions. They require an extraordinary
degree of accord between our two branches of government and among
the industrialized and developing nations. ’

This is not the time for another divisive debate that can
only impede the development of the cooperation so necessary in
dealing with the complex problems of global inflation, domestic

recession, and growing shortages of necessary raw materials.

Instead, we need to work together.

We believe the time is now at hand when our government must
make a decision, too long postponed at a tragically high cost to
both the people of Indochina and to our own citizens as to how
we will extricate ourselves from the situation in Southeast Asia
once and for all.

: We write to ask you and your most senior advisers to accept '
this expression of our views in a spirit of conciliation. We
should get on with the important work ahead of us. Innovative
leadership both from you and the Congress will be needed more than

ever.

Accordingly, we are prepared for a serious, unemotional
dialogue on the immediate problem of ending our involvement in
Indochina responsibly and honorably. We are not prepared for
it to continue indefinitely.

Sincerely,

(List of signatories
follows on next page)



The President
k3

bick Clark

James Abourezk
Alan Cranston
Philip A. Hart
Floyd Haskell

William D. Hathawéy

SENATE

'February 6, 1975
Page Three

Mark O. Hatfield
Hubert H. Humphrey
George 5. McGovern
Adlai E. Stevenson III
John V. Tunney
Harrison Williams, Jr.

. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Bella S. Abzug

Joseph P.kAddabbokb

Thomas L. Ashley
Les Aspin
Herman Badillo

Jonathan B. Bingham

Michael T. Blouin
Edward P. Boland
John Brademas
George Brown, Jr.
Yvonne B. Buxke

"John L. Burton

M. Robert Carr
Silvio 0. Conte
John Conyers, Jr.
James C. Corman
Ronald V. Dellums
Charles Diggs

- Robert F. Drinan

Don Edwards

Joshua Eilberg
William D. Ford
Donald M. Fraser
Bill PFPrenzel
William J. Green
Gilbert Gude

James M. Hanley
Thomas Harkin
Michael Harrington
Elizabeth Holtzman
James Howard
Andrew Jacobs, Jr.
Barbara Jordan

‘Robert Kastenmeier

Martha Keys

cc: The Secretary of State

Edward I. Koch

Robert L. Leggett
Torbert MacDonald
Paul N. McCloskey, Jr.
Mike McCormack

Andrew Maguire

~Spark Matsunaga

Lloyd Meeds

Ralph H. Metcalfe
Edward Mezvinsky
Parren Mitchell

John J. Moakley
William Moorhead
Charles A. Mosher
Gary A. Myers

BEdward Pattison

Joel Pritchard
Charles B. Rangel
Thomas M. Rees

Henry S. Reuss
Frederick W. Richmond
Donald Riegle, Jr.
Peter W. Rodino, Jr.
Benjamin S. Rosenthal -
Edward Roybal

Fernand St Germain
Patricia Schroeder
John F. Seiberling
Fortney H. Stark, Jr.
Gerry Studds ‘
James W. Symington
Frank Thompson

Morris K. Udall
Charles H. Wilson
Antonio B. Won Pat
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. PALM SPRINGS, CALIF. (UPI) ~-- PRESIDENT FORD MONDAY BLAMED THE
COLLAPSE OF SOUTHEAST ASIA ON CONGRESSIONAL FAILURE TO VOTE AID FOR
SOUTH VIETNAM AND NORTH VIETNAMESE VIOLATIONS OF THE PEACE TREATY. .
, PRESS SECRETARY RON NESSEN TOLD REPORTERS THAT FORD FEELS THE
"FAILURE OF CONGRESS TO PUT UP THE MONEY AFFECTED THE MORALE OF THE
SOUTH VIETNAMESE. ARMY."

HE ALSO ATTRIBUTED THE CRUMBLING SITUATION IN SOUTH VIETNAM TO

VIOLATIONS OF THE 1973 PARIS PEACE ACCORD BY THE NORTH VIETNAMESE.

~ NESSEN GAVE FORDS FIRST ATTRIBUTION OF BLAME FOR THE :
DETERIORATING MILITARY SITUATION ABOARD AIR FORCE ! ENROUTE BACK TO
PALM SPRINGS FROM BAKERSFIELD, CALIF., WHERE FORD HAD GONE TO TOUR
THE ELK HILLS NAVAL RESERVE OIL. FIELDS.

CONGRESS HAS REFUSED TO APPROVE FORDS REQUEST FOR A SUPPLEMENTAL
$522 MILLION IN AID FOR SOUTH VIETNAM AND CAMBODIA.

FORD HIMSELF FOR THREE CONSECUTIVE DAYS HAS AVOIDED ALL REPORTERS
QUESTIONS ON THE EVENTS IN SOUTH VIETNAM, APPARENTLY AWAITING HIS
NEWS CONFERENE IN SAN DIEGO THURSDAY AFTERNOON, ‘

_NESSEN SAID THE PRESIDENT FINDS THE ORDEAL OF SOUTH VIETNAM "UERY
SOBERING" AND HE IS "VERY CONCERNED™ ABOUT THE PEOPLE THERE.

ARMY. CHIEF OF STAFF GEN. FREDERICK C. WEYAND, NOW IN VIETNAM ON A
FACT-FINDING MISSION FOR THE PRESIDENT, WILL RETURN TO THE UNITED
STATES LATER THIS WEEK AND GO DIRECTLY TO PALM SPRINGS TO REPORT TO

SECRETARY OF STATE HENRY A. KISSINGER ALSO WILL FLY HERE THURSDAY 27 ¥550n,
OR FRIDAY TO SIT IN ON THE SESSION WITH WEYAND. ff‘ e
THE FALL OF THE MAJOR SOUTH VIETNAMESE CITIES OF HUE. AND DA NANG /- o
HAS CAST AN AURA OF GLOOM OVER THE WHITE HOUSE BUT FORDS AIDES SAY
ONLY THAT HE IS HELPLESS TO DO ANYTHING IN THE FACE OF CGNGRESSIONAL
REFUSAL TO GIVE A GREEN LIGHT ON FURTHER AID.
UPI 03-31 05:38 PED ‘
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S JASI HARSH
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SE2 CRET Wisa624

"OTE: CORRECTED GOPYe PLEASE SUBSTITUTZ THIS HISSAZI FOS
ONE SENT YOU EARLIER,

| ~ APRIL |4, 1975 -

\EMORANDUM FOR: ~THE‘PRESIDENT o

THROUGH: DON RUESFELD

FROM: JACK MARSH |

T HAS BEEN DEIER%INWD THAT THE REPCRTILG REQUIREMELTS OF

SZCTION 44 €2) OF THE WAR POYERS RESOLUTION REAUIRINE I

TC> THE SPEAXER AMD THE PRESIDENT PRO TELPORE SHOULD B

THEY ARE APPLICABLE FOR THE REASONS SET SUT IN THEZ P”‘QC“TB
"CRAFT OF 4 LETIER ACGGM.QNY'NG THIS MENO, ATTACHED ARE TH
APPLICABLE PRDVISION? OF THE WAR PCOUERS R"SOL”TIOQo

THIS REPORT MUST BE MADE BY YOU TO T

o
%

ESE THO COHNGRESS1ON

OFFICZRS WITHIN 48 HOURS FROM THE TIME O* THE INCIDEUT ThéT
IYVOXES THE STATUE. THIS OCCURRED AT 2432 A. Hog EDT, APRIL
THEREFORE, THIS REPORT UUST BE FILED BY YOU WO LATER THal

£108 A.Mes APRIL 5. BRENT HAS SENT & SIHILAR DRAFT CF THE
%?TQCuED TO0 HENRY AT PALM SPRINGS, WE WILL STaldS BY FC2 Y3

nhSPO“SE QﬁD SUGCGESTIONS AS WELL

SAOULD BE MADE IN THE ATTACHZID REPORT
Y3y SHOULD BE AVARE THAT JOHN FINNZY OF TET NEJ YORX TITES
HAS THE STCRY OF THIS INCIDENT, WHICH APPARENTLY IUVCLYED
T%a GQS DURHAM, AUD HAS MADE INQUIRY TO THE DEPARTIZNT CF
AEFENSE. DEFENSE 1S AWAITING GUIDANCE Ol KOY TO RESPCID
T0 BOTH THE ACTIVITIES OF THE VESSEL AND YOUR POSSIELE ACTI
UNDER THE ¥WaAR POJERS WHICH UERE THE uL“STEC 15 FINUEY ASKED
THE DETEMINATION OF THE APPLICATION OF THE UAR PCYERS IS B4
O TEE OPINION OF THE COUMNSEL®S OFFICE ?T: THE VEITE §G§S§;
DEFENSE; AND STATE. THE DRAFT LETTER IS THEIR JOINT ZFFORT.
aRAF? LETTER:

 APRIL 4, 1975
DEAR FR. SPEAKER:

& (PRESIDENT PRO‘fEE?

oo A TTEES

CRE)

Pt T o R o V. A . L ]

REFPLRTING

BZ O3SERVED.

AS P%v CHANGES UHICH YOU FzEL
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"THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF VIEZTI!AY

S YU XNOW, LQS* SATURDAY I DIRECTZD UNI
3 AY INTERNATIONAL KUMANITARIAN RELIZF EF: {
?BC* S FROI DANANG AND OTHER SEaPlRTS T0 SaFIn 2
SSUTH IN VIZTNAM, THE UBITED STATES X35 BEEN JCIUID
ANITARIAN EFFORT .BY A HUM3ER OF CTHIR COUNUTRIZS UR
SPERINE PEGPLE | SUPPLIES AND VESSELS 70 QSS”"T il THIS
THIS ”?F??? JAS UﬂDLRTn;E% Il RESPONSZ TC AT AL
b 3

b} lv-l *‘r
ot
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4% b b

TXTRZMELY GRAVE NATURE OF THE CIRCUNSTAN

Yerd Losiive

LIVES OF HUNDuuBS OF THOUSANDS OF REFUGEES, THIS SITUATION HAS

PAAY v S

ot
€,

. Buhé SROUGHT ABOUT BY LARGE~SCALE VIOLATICNS OF THT ACGRIENIIT

A

Yo tebidiaaa

ITNDING THE WAR AND RESTORING THE PEACT Ii VIETNAM BY THE MORTH

!

F S
Ea¥e

© VIETHAMESE WHO HAVE BEEN CONDUCTING MASSIVE ATTACYb CX THE I 0RT1Q“§47.:
- ASD CE Nx?AL PQGV%&CES 0” SGULH VIET ; i .

IN ACC RDANCE WITH uY D¢SIRL 10 K?uP TdE CO&GR&SS rULLY IFFGR‘ﬁb

k"ON.THIS MATTER, AND TAKING NOTE OF THE PROVISION OF SECTION

4A(AX{2) OF THE VAR PCWERS RESOLUTION {PUBLIC LAV $3-148),
I WISH TO REPORT| T0 YOU CONCERNING CNE ASPECT. OF UNITED

,SFéTES PARTICIPATION IN¥ THE REFUGEE SVACUATION EFFCRT. BECAUSET
QF THE LARGE NUMBER OF REFUGEES AND iH” QVERWHELMING vIYE‘Qiﬁﬂs ‘

PR

CF THE TASK, 1 HAVE GPD~HED UsS, NAVAL VESSELS 70 ASSIST il :
THIS EFFORT, INCLUDIHG AMPHIBICUS xQS{ GROUP 76,8 WITH 12 EﬁBﬁRWQD
FZLICOPTERS AND APPROKIMATELY 702 MARINES, THESE #AVAL VESSELS

- FAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED TO APPROACH THE COAST OF SGCUTH VIETHAY

St , .

- TO0 PICK 8? REFUGEES AND U.Se NATIONALS, AND TRANPURT THEH
- T0 SAFETY. MARINES ARE BEING DETAILED TO0 VESSELS
'P%QzICI°AT¢JG IN THE RECCU? MISSIGH, THE FIRST VESSEL ER?:RED

Ler'd

S0UTH VICTHAM TERRITCRIAL VWATIERS AT ”é“ﬁ A H. &3? o
»

IPRIL 3, 1975.

ﬁLT”G JGH THESE FORCES ARE EQUE?PED FOR COKBA? YITHIN THE
YTANING OF SECTION 4(AX(2) OF PUBLIC LaW $3-148, TEZIIR SOLE
u~SST0“ IS TO ASSIST IR THE EVACUATICHN INCLUDIUE THZ NAINTZUANCE

fyul Ladauas

OF ORDER Ol BOARD THE VEZSSELS E&GAG@B I8 THAT Task,

A4S STATED ABOVE, THE PURPOSE OF THE 1t
STATES NAVAL VESSELS INIOQ VIELJA%-S_ Y
AY IWTERNATIONAL HUNANITARIAN EFFORT 1
SEVERAL HNATIONS, INCLUDING BGTH MILITA
THE UNITED STATES® PA?TICIPATIO% i Ty
THE CHARTER OF COMMERCIAL VESSELS, THE

-

?ODUCTIGW OF UNITED
TERS IS TI0 PSS ST IN
VCLVIKG VESSELS OF
Y AND CI VELIén CR&;IQ
S EFFORT IHCLUDES

SE GF\haLIT;rY S era
ﬁmAND VESSELS WITH CIVILIAU Cnﬁabg AS ¥ELL AS UNITED STATES

T
A
3
%
R
T
-y

U

NAVAL VESSELS WITH MILITARY CREWS. THIS EFFORT 1S DEILG
R DERTQKEV PURSUANT TO THE PRESIDENT®S CONSLITUiIOJAL AUTHORTY
AS CONMHAUDER-IN-CHIEF AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE IN THE CCuDUCT OF

FOREIGN RELATIONS AND PURSUANT TO THE FOREIGH “SSISI# CE A4CT OF

1561, AS AMENDED, WHICH AUTHORIZES HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE
TO REFUGEES, CIVILIAN WAR CASUALTIES AND OTHER PZRSGPS e
e END a? PAGE 2 'f . eranrT
- AR
o S - Uiatlital



SISADVANTAGED BY HOSTILITES OR CONDITIONS RILATING TO
KOSTILITIES .IN SOUTH VIETNAM. -

¥0U WILL APPRECIA:&, I Am SURE, MY DIFFICULTY I¥ TELLIKG YOU
SRECISEZLY HOU LONG UNITED STATES FOSCIS MAY BE NEEIDED IN¥ THIS
SFFORT. OUR PRESENT ESTIMATE, HOWEVER, IS THAT THIS
CPTRATION MAY INVOLVE THE PRESENCE CF UNITED STATES NLAVAL
VISSILS IN VIETNANESE VATERS FOR & PERIOD OF AT LVAST SEVERAL .
WIEXS. o
j§7 fﬁi Ji} ,éﬁ-i¢é;
L Jhedd T
PUSLIC LAW 93- /?37 R T A Y 7/7)
CONSULTATION rres 2 R R

- SEC,. 3. THE PRESIDFNT IN EVLRY PCSSIBLE I?SLQ?Ch SHALL CO&SULI
WITH CONGRESS BEFORE IWHTRODUCING UNITED STATES ARMED FCRCES™
7 INTO HOSTILITIES OR INTO SITUATIONS WHERE IMMINENT INVOLVEMEX
.- IN HOSTILITIES IS CLEARLY INDICATED BY THE CIRCUN- ' :
‘- STANCES, AND AFTER EVERY SUCH Iﬂ;R“DUCLION Si AL"CO?QHLT o
., REGUL A?LY WITH THE. CONGRESS UNTIL UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES ¢
P ARZ NO LONGER ENGAGVD IN¥ HOSTILTIES OR HAVE BE 3 REMOVED FROM.
SuCH SITUATIONS.v. , S :

B
_%‘ REPORTING’

SEC. 4. (U) IN THE ABSENCE OF A P”C‘h?ALIO OF WaR, IN :
ANY CASE IN WHICH UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES ARE INTRODUCED=-
(1) INTO HOSTILITIES OR INTC SITUATIONHS WHERE IMHINENT
INVOLVEMENT IN HOSTILTILS ¥S CLEARLY INUDICATED BY lHE CIRCUY~-
STANCES:
, (2) INTO THE TERRITORY, AIRSPACEZ OR WATERS OF A
FOREIGN NATION, WHILE EQUIPPED FOR COMBAT, ZXC=z?PT FCR
DEPLOYHE ﬂTS WHICH RELATE SOLELY T0 SUPPLY, REPLACEMENT, PEPQI?,.
OR TRAINING OF SUCH FORCES3 OR
(3> IN NUMBERS WHICH SUBSTANTIALLY ENLARGE UMITED

STATES ARMED FORCES VQUIPPLD FOR CCHMBAT ALREADY LOCATED 1IW A
FOREIGN NATION;

his

=5} "5}
,..1
m

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND 10 THE P?hxcuELT PRO TEMPOR
THE SEHATE A REPORT, 1IN WRITING, SETTINIG FORTH-
' (4> THE CIRCUMSTANCES JECESSITATING-THL INTRCDUCTION
C¢ UNITED STATES ARUED FORCES; '
(B) THE CONSTITUTIONAL AND LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY UNDER -
W{ICH SUCH INTRODUCTION TOOK PLACE; auD,

(C) THE ESTIMATVD SCOPE AND DU?ATION OF THE HOSTILTIES .
OR INVOLVEMENT,

(3) THE PRESIDENT SHALL PROVID SUCH OTHER INFORMATION AS™
END OF PAGE 83 |

(1H~ PRESIDENT SHALL SUBMIT WITHIN 48 HOURS TO TH.>S?V%§VR Q3
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April 8, 1975

FRENCH PEACE INITIATIVE ON INDOCHINA

Question: Is it our understanding that the French hav e underway an
Indochina peace initiative as carried in press reports ?

Answer: As Secretary Kissinger said in his news conference on April 5,
we would gratefully welcome any attempt by any nation, including France,
to participate in the humanitarian effort.

"Secondly, we have attempted to encourage all of the signatori;es of the
Paris Accords to bring about their implementation and, therefore, if
France is attempting to bring about an implementation of the Paris
Acccrds, we would certainly look at their proposals with sympathy."

"The United States strongly favors the implementation of the Paris
Accords which have been grossly and outrageously violated by Hanoi
and it would support the efforts of any country that would attempt to
bring about an implementation of these Accords., "
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE April 11, 1975

Office of the White House Press Secretary
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THE WHITE HOUSE

TEXT OF LETTERS FROM THE PRESIDENT TO THE
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
AND THE PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE

April 11, 1975

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)

I hereby transmit draft legislation to carry out
the recommendatlons made in my April 10, 1975
address to the Congress with respect to Indochina.

The enclosed draft bills authorize additional
military, economic, and humanitarian assistance
for South Vietnam, and also clarify the avail-~
ability of funds for the use of the Armed Forces
of the Unlted States for humanitarian evacuation
in Indochina, should this become necessary.

I urge the immediate consideration and enactment
of these measures.

Sincerely,

GERALD R. FORD



A BILL

To authorize additional military assistance for.

’

South Vietnam, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and the

House of Representatives of the United States

of America in COngress assembled,' That para-

graph (1) of section 401(a) and subsection
(b) of Public Law 89-367, approved March 15,
1966 (80 Stat. 37), as amended, are amended by

striking out "$1,000,000,000" each place it

[ S TR SR ¥, T U SR N R

appears and inserting in lieu thereof

"$1,422,000,000".

{Le]
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A BILL

To authorize additional economic assistance for
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South Vietnam, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and the House

of Representatlves of the United. States of

Amerlca in. Congress assembled That, in addlflon

to amounts otherwise authorized for such purposes,

there is authorized to be approprlated to the

. Pre51dent not to exceed $73 000, OOO to carry out -

the purposes of part V of the Forelgn Assrstance'

_‘Act'ofhlgél, es emended, for South Vietnam for

thewfiscaieyear 1975. Funds made available for

: eLUllUIlLLL. du(.L Llurld.“..l. Ldl .Ld-u. dbblb Ld.llL-e .LUJ. IILL}.U"

chlna shall*be ‘available after the date of
enactment of_thls Act for obllgatlon w1thout

regard to the limitations contained in sections ,

36. and 38 of - the Forelgn A551stance Act of 1974,

7 Publlc Law 93 559 approved December 30,»1974 (88

Stat. 1795).




To clarify restrictions on the availability of funds
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A BILL

-~

for the use of United States Armed Forces in
Indochina, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and the House

of Representatives of the United States of -

America in Congress assembled, That nothinc

contalned in sectlon 339 of Public Law 93 437,

'Jectlon 741 of Publlc Law 93 238, sectlon 30 of

Publlc Law 93-189, section 806 of Publlc Law 93 ISS
sectlon 13 of Public Law 93 126, sectlon 108 of
Publlc_Law 93>52, sectlon»307 of Public Law 93—50,
or :ny‘cﬁbsf écr ' vi . ‘ o
construed asvlimiting the availability of fundéf.
fqg the use of the Armed Forces of"the'United |
Stafés to-aib a551st, ‘and carry out humanltarian;

evaCuation,'if ordered by the Pre51dent.
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ED DALY TELEGRAM 4N15/75

The President of World Airways--Ed Daly- ssapschexbxxssentx has released a
telegram he has sent to the President, ¥he Cabinet, Members of Congress and

all Governors. complaining the Government has cancelled his insurance and

put him out of business. Is this true? What's the reason for this puuwi rtive action?

The telegram from Mr ., Daly was receieved at the White House last evening. It
is now under study by the Whitern House legal counsel,. X¥Epelekx



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE APRIL 16, 1975

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY

THE WHITE HOUSE

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT
AND
QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION
TO THE
AMERICAN SOCIETY OF NEWSPAPER
EDITORS ANNUAL CONVENTION

THE SHOREHAM HOTEL

1:26 P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: President Hays, distinguished
editors and guests:

I am very, very pleased to be with you today
and to have this opportunity to continue a dialogue
which has been my pleasure in many parts of the country
with many of you in various regional meetings during the
past few months,

Those exchanges and the one which will begin
shortly are exceedingly valuable to me in providing an
insight into the attitudes and the concerns of the
people who are your readers and my constituents.

Before answering the questions put to me by
the distinguished panel, let me add, if I might, a few
comments to the speech that I made to the Congress last
Thursday night, and to the American people.

Let me, if I might, express in broad terms
some deep beliefs that I have.

First, I firmly believe that the United States
must play a very major role in world affairs in the years
ahead. It is a great and difficult responsibility, but
it is one, in my judgment, that our Nation must continue
to have.

This has been my conviction, going back to my
first political campaign in the fall of 19u48. It was my '
conviction when I took my first oath of office on January 3,
1949, TFor a period of better than 25 years in the '
Congress ...as a Member of the House, and part of that time
as a leadership role in the minority party--it has been
my conviction.

As long as I am President of the United States
I will seek to carry on that very important responsibility
of our country. I believe to be successful in this
effort, this endeavor, the Congress and the President must
work together.

MORE
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QUESTION: On that point, you have asked for more
than $700 million worth of military aid. There is some
obvious psychological and symbolic reasons forgimply asking,
but militarily speaking, if you could get the package through
Congress and get it to South Vietnam, would it militarily
do any good at this point?

THE PRESIDENT: I am absolutely convinced if Congress
fnade available $722 million in military assistance in a
timely way by the date that I suggested, or sometime shortly
thereafter, the South Vietnamese could stabilize the military
situation in Vietnam today.

QUESTION: Mr. President, you keep talking
about commitments and promises, and we are getting hung
up on these words. In the light of this controversy,
why should the Thieu-Nixon correspondence not be released?

THE PRESIDENT: It is not the usual custom for
correspondence between heads of states as I understand
it, to be released. I can say from my own experience,
not referrinp to the correspondence to which you refer,
that if it is expected that such correspondence will be
public, I think on some occasions, orin some instances, you
would have to compromise on what you would say. I think
that would be true of any correspondence that I received
from any other head of state.

If vou are going to have a frank, free exchange,
I think it has to be between the heads of states.

Now, I have personally reviewed the correspondence
to which you refer between President Nixon and President
Thieu and I can assure you that there was nothing in
any of those communications that was different from what
was stated as our public policy.

The words are virtually identical, with some
variation, of course, but the intent, the commitments are
identical with that which was stated as our country's
policy and our country's commitment.

QUESTION: Sir, on that question of your trip
to Red China that Mr. Isaacs raised, it seems that down
the road it has been speculated that the policv or the
purpose of detente is to establish normal diplomatic
relations with a country that you described last Thursday
as having one-quarter of the population of the world.

That would assume the establishment of an Embassy
in Peking,which would automatically assume the de-recognition
of some kind of Taiwan. If that is in the cards, what
kind of guarantees would you seek, what kind of quid pro quo
would vou seek from Peking to insure the continued existence
of Taiwan?

MORE



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE APRIL 21, 1875

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY

THE WHITE HOUSE

INTERVIEW WITH THE PRESIDENT
BY
WALTER CRONKITE
ERIC SEVAREID
AND
BOB SCHIEFFER
LIVE TELEVISION AND RADIO

THE BLUE ROOM
i0:01 P.M. EDT
MR. CRONKITE: Good evening, Mr. President.
THE PRESIDENT: Good evening, Walter.

MR. CRONKITE: Thank you for this opportunity
to talk to you this evening here in the Rose Room in the
White House.

THE PRESIDENT: I am looking forward to it.

MR. CRONKITE: Mr. President, just this moment
as we came on the air, I was surprised over this little
machine here that the Associated Press and the United
Press International are reporting from Honolulu that a
large number of battle-equipped Marines, 800 or so,
have left Hawaii by air, on chartered aircraft.

Can you tell us what their destination is
and what is up?

THE PRESIDENT: That is part of a movement to
strengthen, or to bring up to strength, the Marine detach-
ment in that area of the Pacific. It is not an unusual
military movement. On the other hand, we felt wunder
the circumstances, that it was wise to bring that Marine
group in that area of the world -- the South Pacific -~
up to strength.

MR. CRONKITE: Can you tell us where they are
going, sir?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think I should be any
more definitive than that.

MR. CRONKITE: They are not going directly to
Saigon?

THE PRESIDENT: No, they are not.

MORE
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Secretary Kissinger's policy in Southeast Asia, the Middle
East, and elsewhere all scem to be failing at one time.
Why do you keep Kissinger as your Secretary of State when
he has been so wrong, so often?
You know my view of the causes of the recent setbacks in
Indochina. I stated them at length in my State of the World
Address to Congress April 10 and I needn't repeat them here.
But the last person to criticize as responsible for the tragedy‘
in South Vietnam is Dr. Kissinger, who has fought unceasingly
for six and one-half years for a satisfactory solution to that
cor;ﬂict. |

On the Midale East, the causes of the recent setback are
very complicated, Again, no purpose would be servedbby going
into this., But the American performance in the Middle East

in the last 18 months has been an unprecedented success, as

I also pointed out in my address to the Congress.



DEPARTMENT OF STATE

A verbatim transcript of the testimony of
the SECRETARY OF STATE before the Committee on Appro-
priations in the House of Representatives, Room 2154,

on Monday, April 21, 1975, at 3:15 p.m.



AP g

PROCEEDINGS

CHAIRMAN MAHON: We will resume the hearing.
General Weyand is going to stay with us. We
want to move along as well as we can.
Mr. Secretary, we welcome you before the Committee.
We are glad to see you, Mr. Habib.

We have been talking about what to do, if anything,

; by way of providing additional funds for military and econ-

omic, humanitarian aid for South Viet-Nam.

I have introduced, earlier today, a bill providing

~fdr an appropriation-of $200 million additional in military

assistance, and $165 million additional in economic and
humanitarian assistance -- realizing of course that it
might become impossible to deliver any of this. But thinking
perhaps, under all the circumstances, consideration should
be given to this approach. And of course, you know, Mr.
Secretary, that the recent offensive in Southeast Asia
had not been predicted, at least within the time-span,
within.the time-frame that the collapse of parts of South
Viet~-Nam have happened.

It was thought that perhaps on the regular appro-

priation bill for defense and the regular forecign assistance
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appropriation coming from the Pass Subcommittee on Foreign
Operations, these funds -- these problems could be con-
sidered at that time.

But events have changed that picture.

Now, you know the President made a request some
time ago for $972 million in additional aid, including
$742 million -~ in excess of $700 million in military
assistance.

There have been no authorizations of large parts
of that request. But there is existing authorization for
some military assistance, and for some economic aid.

Now, what do we do at this point in history?

We realize that this is a difficult time. You are very
busy with the problems of Secretary of State. We realize
there is much uncertainty in the equation. What can you
say to us now, and have you got any recommendation to
make at this moment as to anything meaningful which we
might do -- however uncertain the results might be.

SECRETARY KISSINGER: Mr. Chairman, gentlemen,

I appreciate this opportunity to testify before your
Committee.,

I have a brief formal statement which I can submit
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for the record, or which I can read, whichever you prefer.
And then I can answer your questions. Or should I go
right to the questions?

CHAIRMAN MAHON: I think it would be good for
you to make an over-all statement, without interruption,
in regard to the situation.

SECRETARY KISSINGER: All right. Well, then,
let me make this brief, rather general statement.

CHAIRMAN MAHON: Sure.

SECRETARY KISSINGER: And then I will address
your specific questions that you put to me, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, it is unnecessary for me to speak
at great length this afternoon, since my views with respect
to the new and difficult situation are well-known to the
Congress.

I merely wish.to reiterate briefly what we see

as the essential issues remaining before us at this late

“hour in Viet~Nam.

Events have moved with great rapidity. In the
ten days since the President addressed the Congress and
the American people, the threat to South Viet-Nam's
continued existence has become ever moré grave.

Hard and bloody battles have been waged, despite
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resistance by the South Vietnamese Army -- the pattern of
these encournters has been one of gradual but steady Com-
munist advance.

This has prompted some to conclude that our
discussion of assistance to Viet-Nam is therefore meaning-
less.

In any judgment, however, the issue remains rele-

vant. The ultimate outcome is yet to be determined, and

it would serve no purpose for me to speculate on that
.\- . . . !
matter at this time.

~—\

-

There is another equally compelling aspect of
the tragedy in South Viet-Nam. Thehundreds of thousands
of refugees in that country, people who have abandonned
their homes and their land to fle& the advancing Communist
armies. These people have suffered unimaginably. Indeed,

174 \\
in many ways, they symbolize the blind sorrow of warfare.

We have been providing food, shelter and medical care.
I am confident that America will continue to respond to
their plight with the generosity so characteristic of
our national tradition.

In addition to requesting emergency military
and humanitarian assistance for South Viet-Nam, the

President also asked the Congress to clarify existing
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legislation governing the use of armed forces 'in Indochina.
Here, too, I believe the need is obvious -- so should the
worst come to pass, our forces would be available to
assist in any evaéuation of Americans, and of Vietnamese,
whose lives would be clearly in danger.

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, much of our discussion
during the last twq weeks has focused on United States
objectives in Viet-Nam. Whatcan we hope to achieve in
this immensely difficult situation, when our range of
choices obviously is extremely limited?

We have spoken of the possibility, however re-

mote, that by giving South Viet-Nam the military aid it

so desperately needs, the momentum of North Viet-Nam's

advance might be blunted, and conditions thereby established

which could allow South Viet-Nam to work towards a more

equitable and more humane solution than one which is

imposed upon it totally by force,

—

We have not said that this will come about.

Whether a ccntrolled solution can be achieved by any means

is yet to be determined.

The transfer of power and formation of the new
government following President Thieu's resignation appecars

to be taking place in accordance with constitutional



6
processes. For that government to pursue its objectives,
which we assume will be announced in due time, it will need
our support.

Thus, our objectives in the military or political
sense are indeed limited, as they must be.

But however limited, those objectives must be
pursued with urgency -- for despite the complex history
fo the conflict, and our role in it, the fundamental issge
we now face is quite clear. south Viet-Nam has nowhere

else to turn. Without our help, it has no hope, even of

moderating the pace of events which it has bravely resisted

— 7
for many years.

—

OUr long association with South Viet-Nam, in their

e

R .

painful and tragic endeavor, does not permit us to look

-~

away .

This is my fofmal statement, Mr. Chairman. If
I could add perhaps some extemporaneous remarks.
Since the President has submitted his request,
in all the testimony we have made before various Congressional

committees, we have stated that no one under the conditions
—

existing could guarantee a particular military outcome.

But our argument has been that whatever outcome one foresaw,

.

it was in our interests, it was in the interests of the
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lives of Americans that were still involved, as well as

[

T

those thousands of Vietnamese who, in reliance on us, worked

S~

with us for a decade and a half, that we achieve to the

Tm—

greatest extent possible a controlled situation, in

_—

which there were individuals with whom we could deal, who

would be responsible for these actions. This attempt to

achieve a controlled situation is as urgent, if it more

urgent, today, than it was previously. And for those reasons,

s

—

any action by the Congress to meet the President's request

would be an enormous help to those of us who are attempting

to bring about these controlled circumstances.

-

CHAIRMAN MAHON: What, in your opinion, will be
the impact on American foreign policy world-wide if we
do not take proper action with respect to South Viet-Nam
at this time? And what is your rational for your position?
SECRETARY KISSINGER: Well, Mr. Chariman, I have
stated two seemingly contradictory propositions. One is
the impact of events in Indochina on our international
position has been serious. And the failure of the Congress
to vote any assistance would complicate that situation.
On thé other hand, I have also stated that we
are determined to master this situation, and even without

aid, we are determined to master it. But without aid,
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it will be more difficult -- if the United States projects

the impression of abandonning people who have dealt with

———.
%

"us for so long, totally -- without making any effort to

-

achieve control over the situation, it would not help

b

our international position.

But I do not want to contribute to an impression
world-wide that however it ends, the United States is not
capable of mastering events.

CHAIRMAN MAHON: Well, amVI to conclude that you

feel that some economic aid and some military aid would

be in the best interests of the United States at this time,

4w

in your opinion?
e —————————

SECRETARY KISSINGER: In my opinion, yes, Mr.

«

Chairman.

__“_____as——-""-"““"“) )
CHAIRMAN MAHON: Of course, you would agree that
the effectiveness, and our capacity to deliver such aid,

might be in question. But you would still favor some

action by the Congress?

SECRETARY RISSINGER: I would still favor some
action by the Congress, Mr. Chairman, and if events should
turn out that it cannot be delivered, we will at least

have done what we could in this difficult circumstance.

o SRR 1/ A v

A 9 e
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CHAIRMAN MAHON: It has been said that military
aid is, if not desirable under the circumstances, but
that humanitarian aid might be more appropriate.

I would like to know whether in your opinion
there would be some way to deiiver humanitarian aid in
the event of the collapse of Saigon and the South Viet-
namese Government? Would you then be without any oppor-
tunity to deliver the humanitarian aid? Do you think
they have got to go side-by-side with respect to this

matter?

SECRETARY KISSINGER: Well, Mr. Chairman, we have

many objectives in Viet-Nam. When the President spoke,
he spoke of stabilizing the military situation, at least
for long enough to permit a controlled outcome.

If the new government attempts a negotiation -
and I cannot speak for it, since it has not yet even

technically been formed -- but if it attempts a negotia-

tion, the conditions on the ground will have at least,
to some extent, an affect on the outcome of these nego-
tiations.

As the situation disintegrates -- or if the
situation disintegrates totally, the humanitarian need

will rapidly escalate. And the capacity to deal with it
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will rapidly disintegrate.

In addition to this, our ability to extricate
those whom we are trying to evacuate will of course
progressively diminish as the situation gets out of con-
trol. And this is our principal reason for attempting
to achieve the maximum control over the situation.

CHAIRMAN MAHON: I would like to say to the
members of the Committee that some of the members have
had no opportunity to ask any questions of the General --
of the Secretary. I would yield. I am not going to
ask a number of questions myself at this time. I would
yield to the gentleman on my left, Mr. Yates.

MR. YATES: Mr. Secretary, peace was achieved,
or an effort to achieve peace, was made at the time that
you negotiated with Le Duc Tho, and the representatives
of the North Vietnamese forces. Has an effort been made
to communicate with them at all? To try to establish
any kind of a peace, or asw kind of an agreement?

SECRETARY KISSINGER: Well, there are various
negotiating efforts going on. But it would be inappro-
ptiate for me to discuss them at this moment.

However, we are of course awaré of the fact,

and we have supported it, that a negotiated outcome of



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 30, 1975

TO: RON NESSEN
FROM: JIM SHUMA v
SUBJ: END OF WAR TV SPECIALS

Attached are summaries of the TV specials on
the end of the Vietnam war, with questions raised which might
come up at your news briefing.



MEMORANDUM

CBS:

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

VIETNAM: "A War That Is Finished..."
8:30 - 11 p.m.

A retrospective look at the war, beginning with today's final

evacuation and decision-making at the White House, devoting mos{
of its two-and-a-half hours to war scenes, and concluding with
comment by a group of prominent Americans.

Following questions were raised, either directly or in the

viewer's mind, which might be asked at a news briefing:

Evacuation: Could it have been more orderly? Could it have
been planned earlier?

Unfinished Business: What happened to those listed as Missing
in Action? Will there be attempts to learn their fate?

General: What has the war proved?

The Future: What will be our future policy, toward South (and

North) Vietnam, and how do we determine it. Dean Rusk suggested
a great national debate on this subject. Does the President plan
to initiate such a debate? Has the outcome of the war undercut
the detante? Has our credibiKty diminished to the point where
other nations may seek their own nuclear deterent and thus

lead to the proliferation of nunlear weapons? What is our agenda
for the future? (Walter Cronkite closed the show by saying

that the lesson of Vietnam is the need for candor in government, '
and the need now to 'look forward to an agenda for the future.)
How will humanitarian aid be dispensed? Will the U.S. begin a
push to strengthen its alliances?

jbs/4/29/75



NBC Special on Indochina: 10:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m.

April 29, 1975

The Chancellor-moderated report consisted of straight reporting
of the series of events since the signing of the Paris Peace Accords
in Jan. '73 that led the to the final U.S. evacuation.

Chancellor opened the program saying, 'It looks as though all
Americans are now gone' from Vietnam. (His Emphasis).

Possible Question: Are All Americans Out?

Jim Laurie reported from Saigon (voice only) that the final evacuation
was ''chaotic' and"did not go smoothly." Laurie reported storming and
rampaging of the U.S. Embassy by angered South Vietnamese (they
pummeled a portrait of Pres. Ford), while the remaining eleven (11)
U.S. Marines waited on the roof-top for a chopper, but tossing tear
gas grenades into the Embassy to hold the Vietnamese back.

Possible Question: Is the US Aware of Any Incidents With
Angered South Vietnamese During the
Evacuation?

Arthur Lord reported from Bangkok that the Vietl Cong "allowed'' the
U.S. to complete its evacuation. - (This was Lord's interpreation, not
a '"hard" story).

Possible Question: Was There Any US-Hanoi/VC Agreement
on Allowing the U.S. to evacuate?

* %k %k %

jh/4-29-75



ABC Vietnam: Lessons Learned, Prices Paid
11:30 p.m. -1a.m.

The main thrust of ABC's program was mainly
on the war's effects at home and on some of the men who fought it and/
or were injured in it. i

The following questions were raised in the viewer's
mind:

What plans does President Ford have for unifying
the United States?

Who will pay for the resettlement in the United States
of the refugees?

There were criticisms of VA hospitals and VA
bureaucracy treatment of Vietnam veterans. Is anything being done

to speed up the bureaucracy and/or to improve treatment in hospitals?

Do we expect a bloodbath?

jbs/4-30-75



May 7, 1975

A lot of Cambodian and Vietnamese aircraft and naval
vessels, originally obtained from the United States, were
taken to several Asian countries by fleeing South Vietnamese
and Cambodians, Who owns this equipment now? What can
be done with it? Did the Thai not want to keep the equipment
in Thailand in order to return it to Vietnam?

Under the provisions of U.S. statutes, all such equipment
reverts to the United States when the purposes for which it was

furnished are no longer applicable. However, it would make

sense for this equipment to be reallocated within the context

- of the overall U,S. security assistance program to countries

where a need exists. We are now discussing with the Thai
Government turning over some of this equipment to them in

order to assist them in meeting their security requirements.



sJanuary 22, 1976

MC GOVERN: VIETNAM WANTS TIES WITH U. S.

Senator McGovern, upon his return from a trip to Hanoi and
Saigon said that Vienamese leaders appeared eager to open
peaceful relations with the U. S. and other countries. (NYT,
1/22/76). What is the Administration reaction to McGovern's -
assessment of the Vietnamese intentions?

I think the U, S. attitudes toward Vietnam are enunciated

quite clearly in the President's Pacific Doctrine of December 7.

You may recall that he said at the time:

"In Indochina, the healing effects of time are required.
Our policies toward the new re"gimes of the peninsgula will be
determined by their conduct toward us. We are prepared to
reciprocate gestures of good will, particularly the return of
remains of Americans killed or missing in action or information
about them. If they exhibit restraint toward their neighbors and
constructive approaches to international problems, we will look

to the future rather than to the past. "
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Senator McGovern, upon his return from a trip to Hanoi and
Saigon said that Vidnamese leaders appeared eager to open
peaceful relations with the U.S. and other countries. (NYT,
1/22/76). What is the Adiministration reaction to McGovern's
assessment of the Vietnamese intentions?

I think the U, S. attitudes toward Vietnam are enunciated

quite clearly in the President's Pacific Doctrine of December 7.

You may recall that he said at the time:

"In Indochina, the healiné effects of time are required.
Our policies toward the new regimes of the peninsula will be
determined by their conduct toward us. We are prepared to
reciprocate gestures of good will, particularly the return of
remains of Americans killed or missing in action or information
about them. If they exhibit restraint toward their neighbors and
constructive approaches to international problems, we will look

to the future rather than to the past.”
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THE PRESIDENT: President Hays, distinguished
editors and guests:

I am very, very pleased to be with you today
and to have this opportunity to continue a dialogue
which has been my pleasure in many parts of the country
with many of you in various regional meetings during the
past few months.

Those exchanges and the one which will begin
shortly are exceedingly valuable to me in providing an
insight into the attitudes and the concerns of the
peocple who are your readers and my constituents.

Before answering the questions put to me by
the distinguished panel, let me add, if I might, a few
comments to the speech that I made to the Congress last
Thursday night, and to the American people.

Let me, if I might, express in broad terms
some deep beliefs that I have.

First, I firmly believe that the United States
must play a very major role in world affairs in the years
.ahead. It is a great and difficult responsibility, but

it is one, in my judgment, that our Nation must continue
to have.

This has been my conviction, going back to my
first political campaign in the fall of 1948. It was my
conviction when I took my first oath of office on January 3,
1949, For a period of better than 25 years in the
Congress ...as a Member of the House, and part of that time
as a leadership role in the minority party--it has been
my conviction.

As long as I am President of the United States
I will seek to carry on that very important responsibility
of our country. I believe to be successful in this
effort, this endeavor, the Congress and the President must
work together.
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It is my belief that if we are to be successful
in the achievement of success in the area of foreign
policy, the American people, to the degree that they can,
must be united.

I also believe that our foreign policy, if you
look at the record -- at least during the period that I
was honored to be a part of our Government in the Congress
or in the Executive Branch -- that our foreign policy
has been a successful one.

0f course, there has been some instances where
we did not achieve all that we sought, in some cases because
the circumstances were well beyond our control. In a few
instances where we have not been as successful as we would
have liked, I think we self-inflicted some problems that
helped to bring that unfortunate result.

I also believe to maintain peace and to insure it,
certainly in the future, the United States must remain
strong militarily. We must have a broad, strong, well-led
military establishment -- and I include in that an
intelligence system that can be extremely helpful to me
and to Presidents in the future.

I believe also that we must work with friend and
foe alike. We have many, many friends throughout the
world. We have some potential adversaries and we have
some that are true adversaries. But if we are to achieve
what we all want, we have to work with all. )

It is my strong belief that we can achieve unity
at home. I see no reason why the Congress and the President
cannot work together. That doesn't mean that all 535
Members of the House and Senate will agree with me, but I
can assure you that what I have said on more than one
occasion, I believe, and I will try to implement and I
will work with the Congress, and I know many, if not all,
in the Congress will try to work with me.

If we do get this unity at home and if we do
develop a closer relationship between the President and
the Congress, I think we can continue a successful
foreign policy in building a better world and achieving,
on a more permanent basis, peace for all.

Thank you very much.

Mr. Reston?
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QUESTION: Mr. President, two points. There
is a story on the ticker this morning out of Geneva
that the Cambodian government has asked for a cease-
fire and that this information has been passed to Prince

Sihanouk in Peking. Could you tell us anything about
that, sip?

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Reston, I just received a
note from one of my staff members, Ron Nessen, indicating
that we had gotten the information after I had left the
White House to the effect that the Cambodian government

has communicated with Sihanouk indiecating that the Cambodian

government will weork with the Khmer Rouge to try and negotiate
a settlement.
It is my recollection,from a quick look at that

information that was given to me at the luncheon table.
that Prince Sihanouk is in no position to really achieve
or accomplish the results that we all want';namely, a
negotiated settlement in that unfortunate situation.

I can only say from our point of view we will
help in any way we can to further negotiations to end
that conflict.

QUESTION: On that same point, could I ask you
whether you have been in touch with the North Vietnamese
about a cease-fire in South Vietnam or with any other
government to try to bring that about?

THE PRESIDENT: Over a period of time, we have
communicated with all of the signatories of the Paris
accords, which were signed in January of 1973, The efforts
that we have made are broad and comprehensive, and when I
say we have indicated our feelings to all sisnatories,
of course, that includes the North Vietnamese.

Mr. Funk?

QUESTION: Mr. President, is the United States
in direct contact now,in a situation of negotiation, with
the North Vietnamese for a cease-fire around Saigon?

THE PRESIDENT: We are not in direct negotia-
tions in that regard.

QUESTION: Thank you.

QUESTION: Mr. President, when a deélegation of
the American Society of Newspaper Editors was in China,
the last time around there was considerable emphasis
placed by the Chinese leaders, leading all the way from
Premier Chou on down, that no firm relationship with the
United States was possible until Taiwan, so to speak, was
taken out of the picture and placed under Chinese rule,.

You are going back to China. Is that on vour
agenda?
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THE PRESIDENT: The relationship between the
United States and the People's Republic of China, which
was reopened several years ago, is predicated on the
Shanghai communique. This relationship is continuing, I
would say, on schedule.

I am going back to the People's Republic of
China late this fall. I was there for about two weeks
in June and July of 1972. I would say that no firm
agenda for that forthcoming meeting has been established.
So, I am not in a position to comment directly on-the
question that you ask.

QUESTION: Mr. President, you have reaffirmed
your confidence in the present American foreign policy,
but I weonder if you could expand on that just a little
bit.

Are we committed to .containineg Communie® around
the world? a#ve we commnitted to a heavy program of
conomic aid? Are we committed to a heavy program of

military aid? Will we get into armed intervention in
desperate cases?

THE PRESIDENT: We are committed to a furtherance

of a policy of detente with the Soviet Union. I think
that policy is in our mutual interests. It won't solve
all theproblems where either we or they are involved, but
it has helped to reduce tensions.

It has helped in other ways where our joint
cooperation could be helpful. We do, as a country,
at least while I am President, expect to continue our
relationship with Western Europe, with NATO.

We hope to strengthen it. We hope to eliminate
some of the current problems, such as the problem between
Greece and Turkey at the present time over Cyprus. We
do expect to continue working in the Middle East, which
includes some economic aid, some military assistance for
various countries in that area of the world.

I think we have an obligation to continue to
have a presence in the Pacific, in Latin America,
in Africa. It is my judgment that in each of these cases
we will probably continue both economic and military
assistance on a selective basis.

I am not saying this is the containment of
Communism. It is a furtherance of the policy of the
United States aimed at our security and the maintenance
of peace on a global basis. '
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QUESTION: Mr. President, in response to Mr.
Kirkpatrick's question, you mentioned a policy of detente
in an affirmative way. The Chinese and Russian military
aid to the North Vietnamese has been placed 4% approximately
$1.5 billion.

My question is, doesn't .that or does that violate

the spirit of detente, and if so, of what purpose is
detente?

THE PRESIDENT: I think it is worthwhile to
point out that none of the signatories to the Paris
accords have sought to enforce the violations® of those
accords, including, of course, the People's Republic of
China and the Soviet Union.

In the agreement that was signed in Paris in
January of 1973, the United States, as part of its agree-
ment with South Vietnam, agreed to supply replacement war
materiel to give economic aid.

The Soviet Union and the People's Republic of

China, I assume, made the same commitment® to North
Vietnam.

It appears that they have maintained that commit-
ment. Unfortunatel the United States did not carry out
its commitment in the sugglxing of military harqware and .

economic aid to South Vietnam. o

I wish we had. I think if we had, this present
tragic situation in South Vietnam would not have occurred.

I don't think we can blame the Soviet Union, and
the People's Republic of China. In this case, 'if we had
done with our ally what we promised, I think this whole
tragedy could have been eliminated.

Nevertheless, we hope to and are working through
the countries that are a part or were a part of the Paris

accords to try and achieve a cease-fire, and will continue
to do so.
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QUESTION: On that point, you have asked for more
than $700 million worth of military aid. There is some
obvious psychological and symbolic reasons forgsgimply asking,
but militarily speaking, if you could get the package through
Congress and get it to South Vietnam, would it militarily
do anv good at this point?

THE PRESIDENT: .I am absolutely convinced if Congress
made available $722 million in military assistance 1in a
timely way by the date that I suggested, or sometime shortly
thereafter, the South Vietnamese could stabilize the militgry

situation in Vietnam- teday.

QUESTION: Mr. President, you keep talking
about commitments and promises, and we are getting hung
up on these words. In the light of this controversy,
why should the Thieu-Nixon correspondence not be released?

THE PRESIDENT: It is not the usual custom for
correspondence between heads of states as I understand
it, to be released. I can say from my own experience,
not referring to the correspondence to which you refer,
that if it is expected that such correspondence will be
public, I think on some occasions, orin some instances, you
would have to compromise on what you would say. I think
that would be true of any correspondence that I received
from any other head of state.

If yvou are going to have a frank, free exchange,
I think it has to be between the heads of states.

Now, I have personally reviewed the correspondence
to which you refer between President Nixon and President
Thieu and I can assure you that there was nothing in
any of those communications that was different from what
was stated as our public policy.

The words are virtually identical, with some
variation, of course, but the intent, the commitments are
identical with that which was stated as our country's
policy and our country's commitment.

QUESTION: Sir, on that question of your trip
to Red China that Mr. Isaacs raised, it seems that down
the road it has been speculated that the policy or the
purpose of detente is to establish normal diplomatic
relations with a country that you described last Thursday
as having one-quarter of the population of the world.

That would assume the establishment of an Embassy
in Peking,which would automatically assume the de-recognition
of some kind of Taiwan. If that is in the cards, what
kind of guarantees would vou seek, what kind of quid pro quo
would vou seek from Peking to insure the continued existence
of Taiwan?
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THE PRESIDENT: I honestly don't believe that I
should discuss, under these circumstances, any of the
agenda or any of the details of the continuation of our
relations with the People's Republic of China.

We have excellent relations, as I am sure you
know, with the Republic of China. We value that
relationship. We are concerned, of course, and will
continue to be concerned about the Republic of China's
security and stability. And it doesn't seem to me at
this time in this forum that I should discuss any
negotiations that might take place between the United
States and the People's Republic of China. ,

QUESTION: I¢ ie our policy for the continued
existence and guarantee of the defense of Taiwan. Is
that our continuing policy?

THE PRESIDENT: I said, and if I might I would
more or less repeat it, we do value that relationship between
the United States and the Republic of China. I think
that is best indicated by the high level delegation that
I sent for the funeral services of Chiang Kai-shek. I
believe that having sent Vice President Rockefeller there,
with the others that were included, is a clear indication
that we consider our relationship, our cooperation with
the Republic of China, a matter of very, very great
importance to us.

QUESTION: Mr, President, you referred to the
tragic situation in Vietnam. It seems to many of us that
it flows in part from what is obviously a profound credibility
gap between the majority of American citizens and all of
the various arms of what we can call the societv's
establishment.

I include the press in this unease which grips
the American people and certainly it is clear that this
Administration is regarded by many in the society as
uncertain, inconsistent and even confused.

My question, sir, is whether the reports coming
to you match this picture that I described in any way?

THE PRESIDENT: If I understand the question, I
can -- (Laughter)

‘QUESTION: I can make it clearer, perhaps.

THE PRESIDENT: Why don't you make it crystal
clear? (Laughter)

QUESTION: Sir, the Administration is regarded
by many in the American electorate as inconsistent,
uncertain and confused.
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THE PRESIDENT: I categorically deny that we are.
(Laughter)

I must say that if that is the perception, this
is not the first Administration that has had that problem.
(Laughter)

I don't think we are inconsistent and confused in
an economic policy. I don't think we are inconsistent
and confused on an energy policy. And I don't believe,
under any circumstances, that we are inconsistent and
confused on foreign policy.
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I would be glad to take them one by one, if you
would like me to set forth in detail, but I can assure
you that the policies in each of those three major areas
are integrated, are fully understood and, in my judgment,
are the policies that are in the best interests of the
United States.

One of the reasons why I do travel around the
country ~- and I have been in five or six areas where we
have had press conferences, met with newspaper, radio
television people -~ is to make sure that they get from
me and from my Administration the facts, straightforward,
firsthand.

If those facts are presented, as we seek to do,
I can assure you that the public will be convinced that
they are not inconsistent and confused. We intend to
continue those policies and that program.

QUESTION: Mr. President, does Secretary Simon
have a future in the Ford Administration, or is he going
to leave over some policy differences in the economic
sphere?

THE PRESIDENT: I have asked Secretary Simon to
stay, and he has agreed to stay.

QUESTION: Mr. President, to pick up Mr. Isaac's
question, are we fighting inflation or are we fighting
recession, and when did we make this transition? (Laughter)

THE PRESIDENT: We are fighting both, and if
you go back to the economic summit meetings that we had
last September, I think you will find that we said we
had a problem in both areas, but in September of 1974,
because we were then suffering from 12 to 14 percent
inflation on an annual rate, we felt a greater emphasis
had to be placed in trying to lick inflation.

At the same time, we fully recognized that there
were certain potential dangers with the economic situation,
that there were some signals that a recession was moving
in on our economy.

In January, when I gave the State of the Union
Message and concentrated on the economy and on energy,
the situation had changed; inflation was to be less of
a problem.

At that time, the rate of inflation, if I

recollect, was roughly 9 percent. There had been some
improvement .
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On the other hand, we had had tremendous layoffs,
a decided increase potentially in the field of unemploy-
ment, and so we had to change the emphasis.

I still believe that we have to face the
problems of inflation. The rate of inflation, according
to the last three reports, the CPI figures indicate
were at about 7.2 percent on an annual basis. We have
another figure coming out Friday.

I am optimistic it is going to be better, but
even if it is better, say the rate of 5 to 6 percent,
that is too high, and we are going to do something
about it.

On the other hand, we have 8.7 unemployment.
That is too high, and we are going to do something about
that, and we are encouraged, but it is a two-pronged
problem and our policies are aimed at achieving success
in both instances. I don't think you can ignore one
and overemphasize the other.

QUESTION: Mr. President, going back again to
Isaac's question, does it ever occur to you late in the
morning that maybe it is the press that is confused and
inconsistent? (Laughter)

THE PRESIDENT: Scotty, I think you know me well
enough to know that under no circumstances would I make
that allegation. (Laughter)

QUESTION: Mr. President, I have a question
relating to off-shore oil drilling. We had quite a
presentation this morning on energy, and as part of your
goal of energy independence for the United States by 1985,
the Interior Department is planning to open the Outer
Continental Shelf off Southern California to oil explor-
ation at the end of this year and beginning of next year
and to full drilling in 1979.

There are about nine to 16 billion barrels
of o0il out there. Nevertheless, Senators Cranston and
Tunney and local officials are saying we don't want
you to go this fast because you have not allowed
Congress and the people in these areas enough input
into these plans.

In fact, the City of Los Angeles is going to
sue, I think, if you don't delay the Interior Department's
hearings in May, to block those hearings.

My question is, is it still your Administration's
belief that those o0il reserves off Southern California
must be tapped according to the present Interior Depart-
ment timetable, and that delay would be harmful to the
best interests of the United States as a whole?
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THE PRESIDENT: This Administration believes
that we must develop the Outer Continental oil fields on
all of our coasts -- in Alaska, on the Eastern Seaboard,
in the Gulf and off our West Coast. Those potential
oil fields are exceedingly important, all of them,to
our better invulnerability to a foreign oil cartel
decision.

The facts are that in 1974 our domestic pro-
duction of o0il was roughly ten million barrels per day
andour foreign oil imports were roughly six million
barrels per day.In the short span of less than six months,
our domestic production has gone down to about nine
million barrels per day, and our dependency on foreign
0il imports has gone up to about seven million barrels
per day. ;

The situation is going to get worse, not
better, unless we find a way to develop all domestic
sources of energy, including the -Outer Continental Shelf.

I get very concerned when I see the dangerous
trend of our growing dependence and worsening dsiendence
on overseas shipments of oil when at the same tine I
‘see some actions that you have indicated that might be
taken to preclude the Federal Government from developing
Outer Continental sources of oil, when I se= other
actions of individuals, or groups, or units of Government
trying to slow down,and in some instances, stop the
installation, and the production of nuclear power
plants, when I see other actions in one way or another -~
and I don't challenge their motives, I challenge whether
it is wise from our Nation's future strength to handicap
our development of a sound energy program, which is in
our national interest.

I just believe that the United States,
the Federal Government, has to proceed according to law
in the development of our Outer Continental oil resources
on all of our shores, not just in California.

QUESTION: Then I presume that we can assume
that the timetable will be adhered to as far as the Outer
Continental Shelf off Southern California?

THE PRESIDENT: The timetable will be adhered to,

but we will strictly abide by the laws of this country.
As far as I know, there is no change in that timetable.
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QUESTION: Mr. President, there have been some
conflicting news stories out of Vietnam about the possi-
ble if it is necessarvy, ~ evacuation of not onlv
Americans but of South Vietnamese nationals from
Saigon. 1Is there any plan or policy about such evacuation?

THE PRESIDENT: I have ordered the evacuation
of all nonessential U.S. personnel in South Vietnam and
we are phasing down on a daily basis such U.S. personnel
who have no responsibilities, either for the Government
or for whatever other purpose they are there.

The present plan is to keep those there who
have a position of responsibility, a meaningful job.
I am not in the position to speculate as to how many
that will be, or when there might be a change in the
situation.

I think it is too fluid at this moment to
make anv categorical comment.

QUESTION: That is speaking about Americans,
and I think we understand that. But is there anv policy
about the potential evacuation of South Vietnamese?

THE PRESIDENT: Excuse me. In my speech last
Thursday, I indicated there are a number of South Vietnamese
who, over a period of almost two decades, have stood with
us in various official capacities -~ long-time employees
of the Federal Government, our Government, who have been
dedicated to the cause that not I, but a number of
Presidents, have pursued.

I think we have an obligation to them. To the
extent that I can, under the law, or hopefully if the law
is clarified, I think we have a responsibility to them.

But I don't think I ought to talk about an evacuation. I
hope we are in a position where we can clarify or stabilize
the situation and get a negotiated settlement that wouldn't
put their lives in jeopardy.

QUESTION: Mr., President, you have talked a great
deal about the moral obligation of this country to provide
more militaryv arms for South Vietnam. But what about
the moral obligation to the suffering people of that
country, the moral obligation to end that war?

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Reston, the agreement which
was signed, I think, by 12 nations in January of 1973 in
Paris -- and I was there, I saw the signing -- was
accomplished with the expectation that that war would
end.

If the agreement had been lived up to, the war
would not now be going on.
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We have continued in various ways to try and achieve
a cease-fire and I can assure you that we intend to continue
those efforts,

But it is tragic, in my judgment, that what
everybody thought was good in January of 1973 has
been violated and now we are faced with a terrible
catastrophy at the present time.

QUESTION: But would we not then a year from
now, or five years from now, still have the same moral
obligation you speak of?

THE PRESIDENT: It is my best judgment, based on
experts within the Administration, both economic and
military, that if we had made available for the next
three years reasonable sums of military aid and economic
assistance that South Vietnam would have been viable, that
it could have met any of its economic problems, could have
met any military challenges.

This is another of the tragedies. For just a
relatively small additional commitment in economic and
military aid, relatively small compared to the $150 billion
that we spent, that at the last minute of the last quarter
we don't make that special effort and now we are faced with
this human tragedy. It just makes me sick every day I
hear about it, read about it and see it.

QUESTION: Mr. President, a political question:

- You have some interest, I believe, in 1976, and there is
some doubt about the wisdom of some of the primary laws that
have been enacted.

I wonder, do you place vour confidence in the
primary laws or do you like the convention system
better?

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Kirkpatrick, I have always
enjoyed a good election contest. I certainly would not
1ift my hand to try and get any State to do awav with a
Presidential primarv election law.

I think a good contest is helpful for the public,
for the candidate, and I would not, under any circumstances,
try to undermine the decision. of any State to continue
its Presidential primary legislation.

THE PRESS: Thank you, Mr. President.

END (AT 2:05P.M. EDT)





