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"it•,, all hec~:usc of O:c :::-ong. You 
~ee. the song's what kept it ::Jlive • 

The ballad of Casey Jones, a.nd 
. there are at l~ast 150 different ver
·. sions, has made the railroad engineer 
as much a part of American folklore 
as Johnny Applesced alld Paul Bu!l

, yan. 

------.. ____ __ 
· Jackson. Jones' hometown, Is going 
to stage a big celebration Aprii 30 at 

· the museum. Casey's old house, a 
white cottage with white picket 
fence at 211 W. Chester St. 

Damages to Be 
Eaual to Fault, 
State Court Rules Town fathers· at'E' planning to rf'

name a street after Jone~. There's 
talk of buildmg a statue to Casey iu 
the courthouse .square. 

The home is a national shrine for 
railroaders. lt is filled with bits and 
pieces of the days of steam. 

"Many visitors who come here. 
sometimes even railroaders, believe 
Casey Jones never eXisted. that he's n 
legend," said Mrs. Ervin. But it's a 
powerful legend. 

Engineers. firemen, braker11en and 
conductor-s all over the country are 
named Casey So are hundreds of 

. men with the last name Jones. 
lie was hom .Jonathan Luther 

.1om's in Missouri m 186.3. His father 
was a schoolteacher but he and his 
four urother" became raiiroaf! en
gineer~. 

The familJ moved to Ca.rce. r: ... 

Irr PHILIP HAGER 
T tmes !Hall Writer 

SAX FRANCISCO--Persons in
volved m accidents may rrcover 
damag(•s even if they are partly at 
fault, the state Supreme CoU!t ru!C'd 
Mondav. From now on. it said. dam
ages arc !o t>e divided in proportion 
to f<.•Jlt. 

In a nPw Interpretation of a 103-
year-old-law. the court abolished the 
doctrine of ''contributory :1cg1Jgencr" 
in rtCCident cases. This wa.<> the so
called ''all or no; hing" prmciple that 
t,rohthited the reco\-ery of damagr;; 
hy per~ono; ncglige:nt to any degrce
eren if their negligence was of a 1~
scr degree than that of othPrs ;,,. 
voll-ed. 

-----------------------.____ 
LOW TURNOUT 
SEEN FOR CITY 
ElECTION TODAY 

BY NARDA Z. TROUT 
and DOUG SHUIT 

T rrnes S!aff \Yrottors 

·"lxtccn local go\crnment offices 
ate up for grabs in the municipal pri
rnarv election toda\. ;•:ith less than 
hal( the eligiblt' voters expccteri to 
(\1$t ballots. 

Cit1· Clerk Hex E. Lavton estimated 
:\-fondav that bttwcen ·35% and 40% 
of Los ·Angeles' 928,524 registered vo
ters would cast ballots in today's elec
tion, and forecast an even lower 
turnout by tile ::H::i,.366 persons eligi
ble to vote m edu<'ation rli!'iricts out
S)(lc r he e1ty. 

The registration f!,ifuJ "s represent 
the fewest number of roters in the 
city smre 1955. Th<'re has been a 
rlropoff of 2.>4,624 registered voter:-: 
in the city since the 1973 municipal 
clectio!'. 

At st:l"e in thr. J>ri:nary are eight 
Pll'a\r Turn to P;~ge t:;, Col. I 

Ford Puts Part 
of Viet Blame 
on Congressmen 

.f:IY RUDY ABRAMSON 
Times Slil!f Wr;kr 

armcct fol'ces. <·aus y .::,. com{l;t::•·
Slonal refusal to appropriate mo~c 

...n;:onev for arm1: and aJTmumuon. -
\Vhiie t r rc:¥ en retu~eo tO 

sr<"ak publi<:l:· hims-::Jf on the c;itn.l· 
tion. his pre.:s ~ecrctary told repor
ters that Mr. Ford a tributes the stag
gering South Vietnamese losses to 
t"o things: "North Vietnamese viola
tion:< of the ceaf:e-firc, and the failur~ 
of Congress to put vp the money 
\\ hich he feels affected the morillc o: 
ll;;:_ Soatn \'ietname~c armv." 

v. hen Jonathan Luthrr was a smdll 
lm, . 'Vvnw he Wcts 1 ti, he came to 
.Jackson to get a job as J te1egr<1pher 
on the old Gt~lf. Mobile & Ohw llnf. 

He movt>d into a boal'·ding hou~fo for 
railroad men run b:- Annie Brady. 
When the gangly 6-foot 4-mch you I h 
arrived for dmner his first night. a 
brakeman nam"'d Bo.~<:: L~shlP_v ai'.ked 
hin; his name. 

In Jts piace. the court established 
the OOC!rme of 'comparati·, e nc
giigenc ··-in use m 26 other state:
whirh a"' .,e:s liability in proportion 
tO f<mit. 

''\re .~rc . per Uadv' that logJc. 
pncural experience, and fundamen
tal justice cc.unsel against the reten
tion of the doctnne rendering ccntri 
f)tt•o:·:. ncgli"'cnre a •'C'TipiPte bar to 
rrm· ('t'\' " "aid Juotin· Ravr.lCIJd 
f ~ ;l'i: ,,., \l'l'Jlin, tn:" the ma ,rit\" 

Russia Exiles 2 
Jews for Protest 

:'>ir. Ford has asked Congre~s for 
:b300 million in supplementai aid for 
South Vietnam .. F'mal action has no~ 
rJeen taken bUt Democr~,ts h bu h 
lWui:>es have taken strong st<mds 
ag:llnsr furth0r air1 to Ihr S<u.r:wn re
gime. 

.\'essen ~aiel hr d.'ct '*'J <;;;ourh 
\"iet.nam '.~itfoJ the ?rr,idPnt carl\· 
}1onda,. but he \1 o:1ld offer no sub
stanti, e \r!:he House a5'se."sment of 
lhP country·~ pro,:pects. 

Please Turn t, Pagr II. Cnl. I 

-----------·- 111 a .i-2 dCCblO'l. . • 

Demonstrators for First 
Time T riec~ as Criminals 

flY 1W5ER'f r-. 'roTH 
Tirm~$ S!.att Wt ti r 

He rr•fu.::cd, howe· er. to categc,nzr. 
!-:>·JU ;, \ ·;c: •Jam as "lost" or "gomg 

I!ou. ·e l)r:, ..... ..l:ro~J,;:~ 
<Our .or Pn 
\h<; Tr,mg· 
Mon<•wr, .1.. 
vthr•· rnu:n. 

" 
UCLA \VINS \.VOODEN 
HIS 10TH TITLE, 92-85 

C'CLA defeatrrt Kent11ckv. 92 to 8.i, 
in a b<Jttlt> of sharp~hooter· Yonda' 
night to wm their 1Oth NCAA ba"
kctl.Jall championship in the ia~t l2 

"ft <ill) •.tl '>e ~~;-, CC"] i•1 thi. :t<lte 
O\ ,• -y-~e n tmdt>r .vh;cr. li<JhJhty for 
cl.,;n ·'..!' ~~ i', be home bv those v.hos~ 
ncgltg, llf'" (a : ! it m direct p,tlpor
tm .• to tile c:-.i n; of tht.Jr cau~al re
:op:··m'iblln:." 

ln di~"~'l'. 1 ~'t;cc l.;Jll1am P. CJar;.;. 

~IOSUY.V-T ·o youn~ Jew;; were 
s-: merced at a n.'m,,te "it.r <'OUit here 
Mondav to five Years in exile fCl~< tak
P1g p~;., i:1 :; pubhc protest against 
:Sc".iN n~fus.-1 to allo·'· them to entJ
'JratP. 

do-.... '1 U:e llr3in." 
'P1e President. ~>mee otdcring L..S. 

Savy vesseb to assist in the resell~> of 
refuaees fleeing threatened coastal 
are;,;.: of South \'ietnam, has declined 
u comment pPblJCiy on event<;. 

.i\.!l;f)x- :·.s. oif 
\1 arned Washmgca.J 
fc·:;r o: a Communist 

,\Cell'S and !!J \'1 

Ulff th;;t t " 11 .jonty Was "i{<J!Jty Of 
r• ·d •i<d C"l :m 111i .m • , n.-: ~:;, route to 
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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 he~p but notice that since the military 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 security 
of the United States. 

QUESTION: Hay I ask another question I have 
had on my mind for a long timet Since you supported 
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 s~pport the activities then, the so-called 
Cambodian incursion, because the North Vietnamese were . 
using that area in Cambodia for many military strikes 
against U.S. military personnel in South Vietnam~ 



ITEMS FOR RESPONSE TO QUERY: 

1. Will the President meet with the members of'*e'"~&s8fona1 
delegatioa,,i~Nltj\ult' re~irom SoUtheast ~a, 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 <hea1-s ~ 
their up orts,~ell:1sionsz '~ about any U.S. i:avolvement 
iu peae& ~:~:egotiatioTr'SO"r Sec. K1ssmge1' s posei'ale I ole would 
be pt enrature. _ 

~~~~~~~ 
~ we_~ ~ ~ ~"f.cJLJJ. 
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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. Nine days is 
sufficient time. 



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 

0: 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? 

A: 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. 



Q: 

A: 

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. 
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2. 
.-_ 

Do we have any additional information or reaction on the situ~tion 
in South Vietnam and Cambodia? Does the President plan to ask 

Congress for a supp~e~~nte~;J to_ incr/ease.~i~ tQ Jnd.ochllla? /i ./~ 
(.,t..-.e Lv~ d~ ~ -~ ;2..P-u:.,""r.-~£7?/, (.-75 ~ ~ · 

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 
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 ~his with the Congressional Leadership when Con
gress reconvenes. I have nothing specific to give you today on a 

supplerlJ:enta}. rc.::st but L ec±tahtly :.voald not I ale ulie 'U'n.t •. 1)........ .. 
f~ vt- v--.J.-.~ ~)A~~-

FYI: Refer any questions on the current location of the Enterprise 
or other ship movements to the Pentagon. End FYL 
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GUJ:DANCE: The Department of State issued a statement on .. 
Friday deploring the North Vietnamese violations of the <peace 

agreements., and I refer you to that statement on behalf of the 

Administration. 

FYI: If asked whether the Administration will ask fo~s.upplemental.,"."" 
' ·'-.: 

approp:da.tians.~.to .aid. Vietnam. and Cam.bodia~ 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. I have nothing 

more for you on that today. 

--, ·. 
\ 



. . . . - . ------ ·--- ~-

/.~- -.. -. 

. . ·. 

Q: 

A: The State Department is sue~ a statement for the Administration 
yesterday deploring' these attacks. The s-tatement said: 

"Coming just before the second anniversary of the ~aris 
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-Nam1s turning from the path of. 
negotiations to that of war -- not onlybecause it is a grave 
violation of the Agreement, but also because of the cruel 
price it is imposing on the civilian population of South Viet-Nam." 

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 civil 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 Camoodia'' -- 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 vn 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 ~ents. Doesn't feel that Communists are going 
anywhere. Doesn't feel that our honor is involved in giving Cambodia aid. 
Said our greatest 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. 
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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 iibB: to the American public and Congress 
more vigorously, more repeatedly about Cambodia and get the $300 million 
!hat 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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CONroDENTIA~ TO MEMICIIS 

Friday, March 21, 1975 

Dear Member: 

The mess in Vietnam-Cambodia is more than "necessary surgery" 
of overextended u.s. commitments that many assume was inevitable. 
It will upset the balance of power all the way from India to Japan, 
including Indonesia & the Philippines, with effects on the Mideast. 

That's why the unfortunate domino metaphor is around again. 
It's not a question of the fall of one regime toppling a neighbor, 
but an intricate network of linkages that connect S.E. Asians, 
leading from one country to another to the outside world as well. 
Here are some repercussions of what's happening or could soon: 

Thailand has many Cambodians in its eastern border provinces. 
And there's every reason to believe the Communists will use them. 
A ten-year Thailand insurgency in the Northeast, North & South 
has been fueled by Communist infiltration among other minorities. 
That explains the regime's fear, its move to oust u.s. air bases. 

Or Malaysia: Until 1970, Cambodian ports passed &tssian arms, 
supplied the 1968 Tet offensive that broke u.s. power in Vietnam. 
Fishing boats ferried other arms across the narrow Gulf of Siam 
to percolate the 25-year-old Communist guerrilla war in Malaysi~. 
Once the Communists control Cambodia, they can rev that up again. 

Food-desperate India, Bangladesh, Ceylon and even Indonesia 
are likely to become importers of Vietnam rice as peace returns, 
with the Communists in control of the world's largest export crop. 
The price would include a political tilt in Hanoi's direction. 

For Indonesia, too, there will be new problems if Hanoi wins. 
Pres. Suharto fears a powerful, numerous Communist underground 
if aided by a united Vietnam, strongest regional military power. 
With half S.E. Asia's population, oil, it's been the No. 1 prize 
in the strategic efforts of Peking, Moscow, & the Hanoi Communists. 

Even the Philippines will take it on the chin from defeat. 
Moslem insurgents in southern Philippines already get outside help 
from fanatics in Libya & Malaysia, an enormous burden for Manila. 
Vietnam arms would make it that much harder to blunt the threat. 

And that would endanger Subic Bay, u.s. No. 2 Asian Navy base, 
make the role of protecting the oil tanker routes more difficult. 
Indonesian & Mideast crude passing S.E. Asia is Japan's lifeblood. 

For Japan, linkage is clear: S.E. Asia buys 1/3 its exports. 
Once the Communists took over, she'd make a deal or be frozen out. 
Any political reorientation of the world's second largest economy 
would be of immediate and direct concern to the U.S. worldwide. 

In the Mideast, too, there are already reports of reaction. 
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Talk that it has already hurt Kissinger's efforts is overdone. 
But if as most observers agree a deal demands Israel concessions, 
the Israelis are bound to think harder about American guarantees. 

All of which adds up to an answer to the argument of many now: 
What's happening in Southeast Asia is a necessary "cauterization" 
of a long-standing bleeding ulcer of u.s. foreign policy decisions. 
The fact is, predictable and unpredictable new policy dilemmas 
are just down the road in s.E. Asia -- and other places as well. 

Some retail price tags are actually falling -- at long last. 
Latest gov't figures this week confirm the general impression: 
Price softness is slowly but surely spreading to more markets, 
braking the long climb in the Consumer Index to a slower pace. 

New car price cuts have gotten most of the recent publicity, 
with makers' rebate programs trimming what buyers pay in cash, 
But used car prices seem headed down now, too, after their rise. 

And there have been many other important price developments, 
in lines of trade scattered all across the spectrum of business. 
Here are some cases where prices are down from recent levels -
or where they've firmed less than seasonal factors would explain, 

Most meat cuts are lower, as supermarket shoppers have found. 
Of course, there's also the bitter question of "Down from where?" 
But at least the movement is in the right direction this spring, 
from the consumer's point of view if not the grower's & packer's. 

There's been a real break in many clothing prices since Dec, 
Thanks to "special sales," a wide range of items from men's suits 
to children's dresses can be bought for less this Easter season. 
And market trends in textiles suggest there'll be more cuts ahead. 

Gasoline pump prices seem to have halted their retreat now, 
but many homeowners are noticing small drops in fuel oil prices. 
And those who heat with ~ are often getting a small break too. 

What's ahead? Will retail price trends continue to level? 
Unfortunately, much depends on the weather, the Arabs, Congress. 
A hefty gasoline tax and new farm supports, for just two examples, 
could inject a lot of new zip into the flagging inflat ion rate. 

But with luck, the rate of rise at retail will keep easing. 
And that'll mean that more prices, in more segments of business, 
will be headed downward -- for the next several months, at least. 

This increases chances of reducing stocks of finished goods, 
maybe sufficiently by late spring to start a pick-up in production. 
The impact on employment of such a prospect is, of course, obvious , 
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but it may not be widespread or emphatic for many months to come. 
While all the attention has been focused on the inventories 

of finished goods, the overhang of basic materials is forgotten. 

The build-up of materials in the 4th quarter was near $3 bill., 
representing over-purchases by mfrs. fearing continued shortages. 
Sales volume fell off, production slowed, and these materials 
came to account for 35% of the increase in all mfrs.' inventories. 

As of now, most major materials producers are at record low 
capacity utilization, including aluminum, cement, paper, lumber. 
Bringing back the people into these production lines will lag, 
pending the hoped-for upturn in the production of finished goods. 

Will there be a confrontation between the Federal Reserve 
and Congress next week? The stage for exactly this has been set 
by a House-Senate agreement on the "sense of Congress" resolution 
directing the Fed to "consult" with House & Senate Banking Comms. 

April 1 is the date set for the first of these consultations. 
The aim is to put Fed. Chmn. Burns on the carpet twice every year 
before each committee, resulting in quarterly briefing sessions. 

The joint resolution calls for the Reserve Bd. to disclose, 
in detail, its monetary and credit growth targets for the year. 
That, says Burns, would just create a field day for speculators, 
and he has indicated he has no intention of complying with it. 

Actually, there's furious backstage negotiating going on, 
to get both sides to soften their adamant stands, settle things. 
Washington being Washington, that's probably what will happen -
no showdown, but a face-saving exchange of statements instead. 

RIA Observation: Meanwhile, the Fed is shaping a decision 
on whether and when to trim its bank discount rate still again. 
Since December, the rate has been reduced early in every month, 
is now 6!%. But with Treasury bills yielding less than 5!%, 
the Board could decide on another cut in April, to 6% or under. 

The war of nerves against the u.s. dollar by oil producers: 
It is designed to come to a decisive climax early this summer, 
when producers & consumers meet to discuss long-range oil prices. 

Thus far, Iran, Kuwait and Saudi Arabia have shed the dollar 
as the basic currency denominating the posted price for their oil. 
Their stated reason: The dollar is still under the inflation gun, 
buys less all the time and thus undercuts the value of oil exports. 

Repeatedly the oil producers have put their case as follows: 
Our oil resources are finite and can't be expected to last forever. 
We have got to make ours while the making is good, in 25 years. 
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By then, either we have a diversified economy, or we're dead. 
The implied threat to the dollar from OPEC oil producers 

is not only a matter of what the u.s. must pay for oil imports. 
With 65% of Free World trade handled in $s, its acceptability 
is a question that puts the u.s. under pressure from all sides. 

One special pressure that may surface by the summer meeting 
is the aftermath of u.s. efforts to reflate out of the recession. 
Another inflationary dose is not what oil producers want to see. 
The current Congressional prescription may not be reassuring. 

The u.s. is headed pell-mell back into agricultural subsidies. 
That's the effect of the farm bill now going through the Congress. 
It's pushed by a farm income drop from $39 to $23 bill. in one yr. 

Sec. Butz has lost his fight to keep the target prices low, 
to keep u.s. farmers on a market economy with maximum production. 
Temporary world food shortages of two years ago have now slacked. 

Combined good weather and worldwide recession trimmed demand. 
The u.s. will export $22 billion in agricultural products in 1975, 
but declining markets, lower $ prices will halt hoped-for gains. 

As the bill stands now, it would raise target prices heftily. 
If sale price falls below that, the U.S, government would pay out. 
USDA doesn't expect big differentials this year except in cotton. 
But it projects government subsidies as high as $4! bill, ahead. 

The bill gives the government the old option of acreage cuts, 
if and when it becomes less expensive than paying "deficiencies." 
But that's going to be an ugly option as the world's poor nations 
continue to starve but can't pay for the food imports they need. 

Ironically, the bill is the product of Congressional "reform." 
Freshmen Congressmen are expressing their constituents' complaints 
that despite rising costs, inflation, farm prices continue to drop. 

The bill has a whopping inflationary impact as it's written. 
It could raise the nation's food bill by $440 million this year, 
as some of the reinforcing of farm prices is passed on by dealers. 

It's likely to boost pressure for some kind of food reserves, 
maybe along the lines of a Humphrey bill now before the Senate. 
But with West Europe, Japan, the Soviet Bloc eating better now, 
Washington is looking for a way to have them pay storage costs 
instead of the u.s. taxpayer who paid in the '30s and post-WWII. 

Research Institute Staff 
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The President 
The White House 
Washington, D. c. 

Dear Mr. President: 

February 6, 1975 

We, the undersigned Members of Congress for Peace 
through Law, write to you on a matter of very great 
concern -- the extent and direction of the continuing 
u.s. involvement in Indochina. 

What particularly disturbs us is the clear impli
cation in remarks made by the Secretary of State and 
the Vice President and by yourself in a recent news 
conference that this only partly resolved issue -- one 
of the most divisive in the nation's his·tory -- is 
being re-opened for debate. we had thought that the 
American military withdrawal, the Peace Agreements 
negotiated by the Administration· and the clearly and 
repeatedly expressed Congressional mandate to gradually 
eliminate the American role in Indochina had settled 
the matter. Apparently, that is not the case. 

We rerna!n, __ re~g:Lui:.~---iJ:l_ o~:r; conviction, supported by 
the legislation passed in the 93rd Congress, that 
continuing . American mili t.c;~y __ a.n,q ~cqnomic . invo_l vement 
in Indochin-a wiil not- -bring tha:t __ U!lJ:la_ppy .. region. closer 
to a la§tiri.g_~~peace.- -·Wh..iie ;;ontinuing h.i.gh iev~i~. ~f----

"'~A-;;:ri<::~n 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. 



The President February 6, 1975 
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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) 
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<FORD- INDOCHINA>'' • . , . 

0. PALM SPRINGS, CALIF. <UP I> -- PRESIDENT FORD MONDAY BLAMED THE 
OLL.APSE OF SOU.THEAST ASIA ON CONGRESSIONAL FAILURE TO VOTE AID FOR· 
OUTH 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 MO.NEY AFFECTED THE MORALE OF THE 
SOUTH VIETNAMESE. A'RMY •" 

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 1 ENROUTE'BACK TO 
PALM SPRINGS FROM BAKERSFIELD, CALIF., WHERE FORD HAD GONE TO TOUR 
THE ELK HILLS NAVAL RESERVE OIL·F!ELDS •. 

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 s·AID THE PRESIDENT FINDS THE ORDEAL OF SOUTH VIETNAM "VERY 
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 TijE PR£SIDENT, WILL RETURN TO THE UNITED 
STATES LATER THIS WEEK AND GO DIRECTLY TO PALM SPRINGS TO REPORT TO 
Ft>RD. 

SECRETARY OF STATE HENRY A. KISSINGER ALSO WILL FLY HERE THURSDAY -<~~··>., 
OR FRIDAY TO SIT IN ON THE SESSION WITH WEYAND. ("·· <.'· 

THE FALL OF THE ~AJOR SOUTH VIETNAMESE CIT!ES OF HUE. AND DA NANG1~ 
HAS CAST AN AURA OF GLOOM OVER THE WHITE HOOSE BUT FORDS AIDES SAY \ . 
ONLY THAT HE IS HELPLESS TO DO ANYTHING IN THE FACE OF CONGRESSIONAC 
REFUSAL Td GIVE A GREEN LIGHT ON FURTHER A~D. 

UPI 03•31 05:38 PED 
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ONE SEN! YOU EARLIER. 

APRIL 4, 19_75 . ·. 

~'JEl:lORA~lDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT · 
!HROUGH: DON RUMSFELD 
FROM: JACK MARSH 

I 
I : 

( 

I1' HAS BEEN DETERMINED THAT THE RE?ORTIEG REQUIRE!•1E~iTS OF . 
SECTION 4A (2) OF !HE t.IJAR POWERS RESOLUTION REQUIRING REPCP.':!!H:~ 
IC, !HE SPEAKER AND THE PRESIDENT PRO !EEPORE SHOULD BE. 03SERVED. 
THEY ARE APPLICABLE FOR THE REASONS SET OUT !N THE A7T;ACHED 

·DRAFT OF" A LETTER ACCOt,l?ANYING THIS NEHO~ ATTACHED A?.E !HE 
APPLICABLE PROVISIONS OF THE \:JAR PO':JERS ?.ESOLU!ION. 

i 

THIS REPORT MUS! BE MADE BY YOU TO THESE !iJO CONGRESSimL\L 
OFFICERS WI-THIN 48 HOURS FROH THE !H1E 0? TEE INCiDEnT ::·!A! 
I:~VOKES THE S! A!UE. !HIS ·ocCURRED AT 0432 A. H~, EDT, .t~PRIL 3 •• 
'THEREFORE, !HIS REPORT HUS! BE FILED BY YOU tW L!:~TER !!·F:r·l 
s~100 Ao !•1., A?Rll. 5. · BRENT HAS ~NT A S !:!ILf.lR DRAF! CF 7:-tE 
ATTACHED !0 HE~lRY AT PAU•I SPRINGS$ ~{E ~ILL STA~D BY FC::;: YOUR 
RESPONSE AND SUGGESTIONS AS UELL AS MJY CHANGES IJHICH YGU FEEL 
S.~OULD BE MADE IN THE ATTACHED REPORT • . 
YOU SHOULD BE AtvARE THAT JOHN FINNEY OF !¥2: NE~J YORK !I::ES 
HAS !HE STORY OF !HIS INCIDENT, UHI CH A?? AREN!L 'l iNVOLVED 
THE USS DURHAH, AND HAS MADE INQUIRY TO THE DE?~\7C~·:::~rr Gl 
DEFE!,1SE. DEFENSE IS AWAITING GUIDANCE otl Hm~ TO RES?C:iD 
TO BO!H THE ACTIVITIES OF THE VESSEL AND YOUR POSSIBLE ~\C7IlHJ
mlDER THE WAR POWERS \JHICH \:JERE THE QU::STIONS rlmlEY ASX~D .. 

THE DETEMINA!ION OF !HE APPLICATION OF T~~ Ut~R PO'aERS IS Bt1SED 
o;J TEE O?HJ!ON OF !HE COUNSEL 9 S OF"r!CE ::i: !1-{E ~-.~;,:IfE i-IOUS£3 
DEFE:!SE; AND S!A!E. THE DRAFT LEITER IS THEIR JOINT EFFORT. 

DRAF! LETTER: 

APRIL 4 1 1975 . 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: &· (PRESIDENT PRO !E~!?ORE) 

.. 
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.... AS YOU XNOW, LASt SAtURDAY. I D!RECTZD UNITED S!.;TES P.:-.::t''FIC!?ATimJ 

c· ~ ,-.. ~, ·-.,!1: ::-14 

~~G;·.:i 

!:J ~~! !N!ERNAIIO~AL HUM~~NITAR!AN RE:L. F' EFFORT !0 TR.!.~·;s?ORT 
~7~''f:':~~s :i'!:.lQ•.i DA "N· G "~·lD; Q ... t:~~ Si::"~P""'::;.., ..... ir,· ...--~--7""~· _J_r; .. :..·-' • .=: 7~,,~,-'\J~~ ·•-• v .... c..~.:. • ·' •• .n. .n.. : .l •• _n ...... \..: •• ;;:;; - v ~.d' ""''" : •.. _ ......... ,,. ... ·•--" 
c:··!t·,·•.! TC.1 \)14'-MAMi ,.,,rr. U'·Jir-~ s-"ik' .... •.:.•r< o~-;;-:r.• !r"fTP-::'D ..,.,~ -·~Ts ' .. :.;w ....... l~ ~iltl1 • -~·- 1· t.v .l.n. ... .w:::> ,;.~'"1-:J ,o,_,_.-J •.;l..i.;. '"- J..: J.f""l..l. 

:-~:·~-~:ii7ARlAI~ EFFORT .BY A. flU!:BER OF CT::ER COU:lTRlES 1.3:-iG .A::iE 
_""' ........... --I'\·'"' PEO?LE '1 SU0 LI-s " V,.... ,.._ ~ ~~ ·~- ~.,., ....... 't, ...... rtf ":""~-"~-:....· ;•...:.H '"c · , '.? l:!. · Ar1D .::.S;:..::.L:::> .. v ASS.:.::t.l. J.rl J.:t.i..;;) .:..•.·u.~.:. 
72-:1 S EF'F'ORT ~JAS UNDERIA:{EN IN RSS?O!:S~ 1'0 URGs::r A??r:::,:tLS FRO:·l 

·11-!E GOVERN~IENT OF !HE REPUBLIC OF VIE.1:1AH 3ECAUSE 07 THE 
EX!P.EHELY GRAVE NATURE OF THE C!RCl.E:STANCES !NVCLVlt:G 7:-iE 
LIVES OF HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS OF' ~EFUGEES. !HIS SI!UA!!O~l Hz1S 
B- .. ~, B0 0UGH- "BOU. T ·av L"-oG"" SC"'LE 'i-"'' .,-rc~'S Qi< "~'V .... -'i":''"',..,...,_.":"",,..,. ~~,:.1 n .... 1 t-1 • &1. .~::.- n l.UL... .. "t .t •• 4 ,. ... ..!. l'i~.:.'t:-.:...~;"~ ~JJ.. 

E}lD! NG THE \JAR A~lD RESTORING !HE ?EACE IN V!E1'NA~1 BY !f.E NORTH 
VIETNAMESE WHO HAVE BEEN CONDUCTING MASSIVE ATTACKS ON THE. t!ORTHERf.f. 
AND CENTRAL PROVINCES OF SOUTH VIETNAMo 

I , . 
IN ACCORDANCE WitH l4Y DESIRE TO KEEP !HE CONGRESS.FUL!.Y INFORMED 
ON .!HIS l~AT!ER, ~ND TAKING NOTE OF THE ·pROVISION. OF SEC!IO~ 
4(A) (2) OF THE WAR ?Ov1ERS RESOLUTION <PUBLIC LP.\1 93•148), 
I WISH TO REPOR!I TO YOU CONCERNING ONE ASPECT OF UNITED 

~ STATES PART!CIPAliON IN THE REFUGEE EVACUATION EFFORT. BECAUSE 
. OF THE LARGE NUMBER OF REFUGEES AND THE OVERWHEL!-ll~·:G D!~!E'f-lSim~S 

OF THE TASK, 1 HAVE ORDERED UoSo RAVAL VESSELS 70 ASSIST It1 
; .,· !HIS EFFORT, ItJCLUDHJG At1PHIBIOUS !AS:{ GROUP 76o8 t.JI!H 12 E~1BARKED 
i Hn..ICO?TERS AND APPROXIMATELY 700 l'lARHiES. !HESE NAVAL VESSELS 

'' 
" " 

·. · li~VE BEEN AUTHORIZED TO APPROACH THE COAST OF SOUTH VIETNAM 
TO PICK UP REFUGEES AND tJ. s. NA!!ON.~LS, AND !RAm=-vR! il-!.E~l 
!0 SAFETY. vlARINES ARE BEl NG DE! AILED TO VESSELS 
PART!Cl ?AT! rlG IN THE RESCUE t1!SS!DrZ. 'I'!·!Z FIRS! VESSEL E:i!ERED 
SOU'!H VlETN.iH1 TERRI!OR!Al.. WATERS AT 0420 A.H. ED! O;l 
t.PRIL 3, 1$75. ,.-

PL!HOUGH THESE FORCES ARE EQU!??ED FOR COHBA'I VI!H!N T:-iZ 
~£1HUNG OF.SECT!ON 4(A)(2) OF ?UBL!C LAW 93-148j TEZIR SOLE 
N!SSION IS TO ASSIST IN !HE EVACUATION !NCLUDIGG !r.Z ~:AI:·l'IENANCE 
OF ORDER Ofl BOARD IHE VESSELS ENGAGZD !N !HA! TASX. 

AS STA!ED ABOVE, THE PURPOSE OF THE INTRODUC!Iml OF UNITED 
SI'A!ES NAVAL VESSELS INTO VIETNAMESE ~JATERS !S TO ~ .. SSIS'! IN 
AN INTERNATIONAL Hm,1ANITARlAN EFFORT INVOLVING VESSELS OF 
SEVERAL NATIONS, INCLUDING BOTH HILITt.RY AND C!V!LIAD CRAFT. 
11-tE UNITED S! ATES' P.~R! ICIPA!lON IN TP.!S EFFORT INCLUDES 
!H:E CHARTER OF C0t1~iERCIAL VESSELS, '!HE USE OF,fU:LITP.RY SEALIFT 
CO!·H-lAND VESSELS WITH. CIVILIAN Ci1EWS, AS 11ELL AS milTED STATES 
NAVAL VESSELS WITH HILITARY CREWS. THIS EFFORT IS BEING 
UNDERTAKEN PURSUANT TO THE PRESIDE~r1•s CONSTITUTIOaAL AUTHOR!Y 

·As COMHANDER-I N-CHIEF AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE IN TXE CCimUC! OF . 
FOREIGN RELATIONS AND PURSUANT TO THE FOREIGN ASSISTA~~CE ACT OF 
~Sl, AS AMENDED, WHICH AUTHORIZES HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE . 
TO REFUGEES, CIVILIAN WAR CASUALTIES AND O!HER PERSONS .... 

END OF PAGE 02 
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orsADVAN!AGED BY HOS!lLITES OR CONDI!IONS R!LAT!~G TO 
HOSTILITIES. IN ,SOUTH V1ETNA~1. 

- . I .. . . . 
~CU WILL APPREC~~TE, I AM SURE, MY DIFFICULTY I~ iiELLINS YOU 
?:1EC! SELY P.Ot:1 tpNG UN !!ED STATES F0::1CES t'L~Y BE !2EEDED I ~'i THiS 
EFFORT. OUR ?RESENT ES!H1ATE, HOW£\jER 9 IS THAI THIS 
O?SRAT!ON MAY I~VOLVE THE PRESENCE OF UNITED STA!ES NAVAL 
VZSS£LS IN VIE'r' M~ESE tvA.TERS FOR A ?E:RIOD OF AT ~EAST SEVE:RAL .f! 

IY9 PUBLIC LA1.V 93• 
. I 
.·CONSULTATION 

J . -
SEC. 3~ THE PRESIDENT IN EVERY POSSIBLE INSTANCE SHALL CONSULt· 

\l/I!H CONGRESS BEFORE I !~TRODUCI NG UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES. 
INTO HOSTILI!IE~ OR INTO SITUATIDNS WHERE IMMINEHI INVOLVEMENT 
IN HOSTILITIES IS CLEARL.Y INDICATED BY. THE CIRCUi~- f 
STANCES, AND AFTER EVERY SUCH INTRODUCTION SXALL;CONSULT 
REGULARLY 1H!H jl'HE, CONGRESS UNTIL m!ITED STATES ~RNED FORCES 
A.qE NO LONGER ENGAGED IN HOS!ILTIES OR HAVE BEEN REHOVED FROM: 
SUCH SITUATIONS:• . 

i ; 
!· REPORTING. 

, I 
. ! 

SEC. 4. (U) iiN THE ABSENCE OF A DE CLARA! ION OF l:l AR, HJ 
ANY CASE IN WHICH UNITED STATES ARt·lED FORCES ARE n;TRODUCED-

Cl) INTO HOSTILITIES OR INTO SITUATIONS WHERE IXMINENT 
INVOLVENENT IN HOS!lL!IES 1'S CLEARLY INDICATED BY THE CIRCU~-· 
STANCES: 

( 

(2) INTO !HE TERRITORY, AIRSPACE OR UATE?.S OF A 
FOREIGN NAT ION, WHILE EQUIPPED FOR C0~1BAT, EXCE?T ?OR 

;. DEPLOYHENTS vlHICH RELATE SOLELY TO SU?PL Y 9 RE?LACEMENT, REPAIR, . 
. '· OR TRAINING OF SUCH FORCES; OR 

(3) 1 N NUHBERS WHICH SUBSTANTIALLY ENLARGE UNITED 
SIA!ES ,~RHED FORCES EQUIPPED FOR CC~lBAT ALREADY LOCATED I M- A 
FOREIGN NATION; 

'

!}IE PRESIDENT SHALL SUB.tUT WITHIN 48 HOURS TO !HE S?EA:\ER OF T:iE · 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND TO THE PREISDENT PRO TE~1?0RE OF 
TI1E SENATE A REPORT, IN WRITING, SETTING FOR'f~-

. (~) THE CIRCUHST.MJCES NECESSITATING THE -INTRODUCTION · 
OF UNITED STATES AFH1ED FORCES; 

CB) THE CONSTITUTIONAL AND LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY Ui-!DER 
tf."!ICH SUCH INTRODUCTION TOOK PLACE; AND, . 

(C) THE ESTIMATED SCOPE AND DURATION OF THE HOSTIL!!ES . 
OR !WJOLVENENT. · 

(.B) THE PRESIDENT SHALL PROVIDE SUCH OTHER INFOR=1A!IOtt AS •. · 

END. OF PAGE 03 
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' 
-;;::;:: cm:GRESS r.!AY REQUEST IN THE FULFILLMENT OF ITS COf1STITU!ImtU. 
::'jC":H'\'~"'T'R .. : T'\1',..6 i,t-'!'U 'Q'<' .. 'O!:"""'"'!' TO '"'O'·".~T"'iTi~lG -u,... 1\i·'-IO'\ -o rrAR --~_., ..., .. .:::l-.wll..--.J..i:!.~ wJ. .. n •• _:;>, ... ~,..,,. v l.·------• .1.~.:. .. "'l.i 111 l W : 
L:J TO ·nrE USE OF mH!ED STATES ARr·1ED FORCES AB:=tdAD. 

(C) ~;;-:ztJEVE?.1 UNITED STA!ES A;lNED FORCES ARE INTRODUCED INTO: 
::J3TIL!TIES OR pr10 ANY S!!UA!!ON DSSCR!BED IN SU~SECTIOr~ CA) , 
C?' '?HIS S~Ct:'IO~·J.:., !HE P::t::!:S!DEN! SHALL, SO LONG .:~S ·SUCH AR!·:ED 
FJ2CES CO~!!~illE[TO BE ENGAGED IN SUCH HOSTILI!IE~ OR SITUATION, 

Cl:::i:' 1'0 T:-!E CONG~ESS PERIODICALLY ON !HE STATUS; OF SUCH 
EJS'i!LITIES OR SITUA!OH AS 1JJELL AS ON THE SCOPE AND DURA!IOM 
G? SUCH HOSTI!LIT!ES OR S!!UA!!ON, BUT IN NO EVENT SHALL. 
:.:z P.E?OR'T !0 THE CO~lGRESS l.ESS OFTEN lHA~l .ONCE. EEVERY SIX 
I~J:!7HS~ . I I 
1282 1 . l 
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April 8, 1975 

FRENCH PEACE INITIATIVE ON INDOCHINA 

Question: Is it our understanding that the French have 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 qny attempt by any nation, including France, 
to participate in the humanitarian effort. 

"Secondly, we have attempted to encourage all of the signator~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." 



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE April 11, 1975 

Office of the White House Press Secretary 

-----------------------~------------------------------------

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 recommendations 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 United 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. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and the 

2 House of Representatives of the United States 

3 of America in Congress assembled, That para-

4 graph (1} of section 40l{a) and subsection 

5 (b) of Public Law 89-367, approved March 15, 

6 1966 (80 Stat. 37) , as amended, are amended by 

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

8 appears and inserting in lieu thereof 

9 p$1,422,000,000". 
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A BILL 

To authofize additional economic_~ssistance for 

1. 

2 

3 

.4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

~-.J.U 

11 

12 

- 13 

14 

15 

·16"· 

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, in addition 

to amounts othenvise authorized for such purposes, 

there is authorized to be appropriated to the 

President not to exceed $73,000,000 to carry out· 

the purposes of part V of the Foreign Assistance 

·Acto£ 1961, as amended, for South Vietnam for 

the·fiscalyear 1975. Funds made available for 

china shall'be available after the date of 

enactment of this Act for obligation without 

regard to the limitations contained in sections 

36 and 38 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1974, 

Public Law 9;3-559, approved December 30, 1974 (88 

Stat. 1795). 

-· --
-...:._ --

"1..._'·· ·. 

-.·.·· 
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A BILL 

To clarify restrictions on the ~~ailability of funds 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

--
for the use of. United States Armed Forces in 

I~dochina, and for ot~er purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and the House 

of Representatives of the United States.of 

America in Congress assembled, That nothing 
' contained in sec~iori 839 ?f Public Law 93-437, 

·-section 741 of Public Law 93-238, section 30 of-
. . ! 

Public Law 93-189, section. 806 of Public Law 93-155, 

section 13 of Public Lal'l 93-126, section 1_08 of 

Public Law 93·-sz, section.-307 of ~ublic La''~ 93-50, 

construed as limiting the availability.of funds·· 

for the use of the Armed Forces of the United 
• 

States to·aid, assist; and _carry out llumanitarian 
. . 

evacuation, if ordered by the Presideni~ ~-



ED DALY TELEGRAM 4/15/75 

Q: The President of World Airways--Ed Daly--~Ju.xhacs:~ has released a 
telegram he has sent to the President, Mle 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 pumi rtive action? 

A: The telegram from Mr. Daly was receieved at the White H<i>use last evening. It 
is now under study by the White» House legal counsel,·~~ 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE APRIL 16, 1975 

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY 

1:26 P.M. EDT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 
AND 

QUESTION AND ANS~7ER SESSION 
TO THE 

AMERICAN SOCIETY OF NEWSPAPER 
EDITORS ANNUAL CONVENTION 

THE SHOREHAM HOTEL 

THE PRESIDENT: President Hays, distinr,uished 
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 mip:ht, 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 
ahe•a· It is a great and difficult responsibility, but 
it is one :1 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 .. ..a.s a Nember 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. 

t10RE 
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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 forsimply asking, 
but militarily speakin~, if you could ~et 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 
made 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 milittrY 
situation in Vietnam today. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, you keep talking 
about commitments and promises, and l-Ie 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 state, as I understand 
it, to be released. I can say from my own experience, 
not referring to the correspondence to t-Thich 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 you 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 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, 1975 

OFFICE OF THE WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

INTERVIE~J WITH THE PRESIDENT 
BY 

WALTER CRONKITE 
ERIC SEVAREID 

AND 
BOB SCHIEFFER 

LIVE TELEVISION AND RADIO 

THE BLUE ROOM 

10:01 P.H. 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 
Hhite 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 under 
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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THE PRESIDENT: As far as I know, Walter, 
there was no prenotification to any, certainly high
ranking, U.S. military or civilian official of the 
withdrawal· decision. 

MR. SEVAREID: This whole affair is going to 
be argued over. There will be vast books on it for years 
and years and years. Wouldn't it be wisest to publish 
the correspondence between former President Nixon and 
President Thieu, which is disputednow, the 1973 
correspondence after the Paris accords? 

THE PRESIDENT: In the first place, I have 
personally read the correspondence. The personal 
correspondence between President Nixon and President 
Thieu corresponds with the public record. I have 
personally verified that. I don't think in this 
atmosphere it would be wise to establish the ·. precedent 
of publishing the personal correspondence between 
heads of state. 

Maybe historically, after a period of time, it 
might be possible, in this instance, but if we establish 
a precedent for the publication of correspondence between 
heads of state, I don't think that that correspondence 
or that kind of correspondence will be effective because 
heads of state -- I have learned firsthand -- have to 
be very frank in their exchanges with one another, and 
to establish a precedent that such correspondence would 
be public, I think will downgrade what heads of state 
try to do in order to · solve problems. 

MORE 
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MR. SEVAREID: Of course, there is no way ~o 
keep President Thieu from publishing it? 

THE PRESIDENT: No. 

MR. SEVAREID: Things like this have been judiciously 
leaked when it served the purpose of the President or the 
Secretary of State. You have no such plans for that? 

THE PRESIDENT: No, I have no such plans, and 
to be very frank about it, it seems to me that the American 
people today are yearning for a new start. As I said in 
my ~ate of the World address to the Congress, let's 
start afresh. 

Now, unless I am pressed, I don't say the Congress 
did this or did that. I have to be frank if I am asked 
the categorical question. 

I think we ought to turn back the past and take 
a long look at how we can solve these problems affirmatively 
in the future. Vietnam has been a trauma for this country 
for 15 years or more. A lot of blame can be shared by 
a good many people -- Democrats as well as Republicans, 
Congress as well as Presidents. 

We have some big jobs to do in other parts of the 
world. We have treaty commitments to keep. We have rela
tions with adversaries or potential adversaries that we 
should be concerned about. It is my judgment, under these 
circumstances, we should look ahead and not concentrate 
on the problems of the past where a good bit of blame 
can be shared by many. 

MR. CRONKITE: Mr. President, Vice President 
Rockefeller suggested he thinks this would be an issue 
in the 1976 campaign. Will you make it an issue in 
1976 or will you try to keep it out of the campaign? 

THE PRESIDENT: I will not make it an issue in 
1976. 

MR. SCHIEFFER: Will Mr. Rockefeller? I didn't 
quite understand what he was driving at in that recent 
interview when he said, you know, if 2,000 or 3,000 Americans 
die in this evacuation, that raises some issues. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, of course, the record 
whatever a man in public office says -- can be, in and of 
itself, a campaign issue. But I can speak only for 
myself, and I do not intend to go out and point the 
finger or make a speech concerning those who have differed 
with me who I might privately think contributed to the 
problem. 

MORE 
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By 1976, I \<1ould hope we could look forward with 
some progress in the field of foreign policy. I think 
we have got some potential successes that will be very 
much possible as we look ahead. 

So, rather than to replaJ the past with all the 
division and divisive feelings between good people in 
this country, I just hope we can admit we made some 
mistakes--not try to assess the blame--but decide how 
we can solve the problems that are on our doorstep. 

And we have a few, but they are solvable if 
we stick together, if we have a high degree of American 
unity. 

MR. CRONKITE:. There is not much trouble-- leaving 
the Vietnam issue that the Natioa has had, and leaving Viet
nam here tonight, but I would like to ask just one more. 

Have you talked to former President Nixon about 
any aspects of this Vietnam thing in the last few weeks? 

THE PRESIDENT: After my State of the World 
speech April lOth, he called me, congratulated me on it. 
We discussed what I had said. It was a rather short, 
but a very friendly chat on the telephone. 

MR. CRONKITE: Any talk about secret agreements? 

THE PRESIDENT: AS I recall the conversation, 
he reiterated what I have said, that the public record 
corresponds with the private correspondence in reference 
to the commitments, moral or legal, or otherwise. 

MORE 

... 



Q: Secretary Kissinger's policy in Southeast Asia, the Middle 
East, and elsewhere all seem to be failing at one time. 
Why do you keep Kissinger as your Secretary of State when 
he has been so wrong, so often? 

A: 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 

conflict. 

On the Middle East, the causes of the recent setback are 

ve::y complicated. Again, no purpose would be served by 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. 
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P R 0 C E E D I N G S 

CHAiru1AN MAHON: We will resume the hearing. 

General Weyand is going to stay with us. We 

want to move along as well as ,.,e can. 

Mr. Secretary, we welcome you before the Cornrni ttee. 

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-

ernie, humanitarian aid for South Viet-Nam. 

I have introduced, earlier today, a bill providing 

~or 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 knmv, !>1r. 

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 happen~d. 

It was thought that perhaps on the regular aprxo-

priation bill for defense and the regular foreign assistnnce 
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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 econonic aid. 

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

i 

' 
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. ~vhat can you 

say to us now, and have you got any recommendation to 

make at this moment as to anything meaningful which \ve 

l might do -- however uncertain the results might be. 

f SECRETARY KISSI~GER: Mr. Chairman, gentle~en, 

I appreciate this opportunity to testify before your 

Cor:uni t tee . 

I have a brief formal statement vlhich I can st:.:.::::it 
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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? 

CHAIRMfu~ MN10N: 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. 

CHAIRHA.L~ 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 w~th respect 

to the new and difficult situation are well-known to the 

Congress. 

I merely \vish 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 

I 
ten days since the President addressed the Congress and 

the American people, the threat to South Viet-Nam's 

t continued existence has become ever more 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 fleethe advancing Communist 

armies. These people have suffered unimaginably. Indeed, 
I/ \\ 

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

I 
We have been providing food, shelter and medical care. 

I am confident that America will continue to respond to . 
i 
; 

their plight with the generosity so characteristic of 

our national tradition. 

In addition to requesting emergency military 

and humanitarian assistance for South Viet-Ham, the 

President also asked tl1c Congress to clarify cxistin1 
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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 evacuation of Americans, and of Vietnamese, 

whose lives would be clearly in danger. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, much of our discussion 

during the last two 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 

\vhich could allm..r South Viet-Nam to l.Vork 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 c0ntrolled solution can be achieved by any means 

is yet to be determined. 

i 
The transfer of power and formation of the new 

; 

~ 
government following President Thieu's resignation appears 

l 

to be taking place in accordance with constitutional 
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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 issue 

we now face is quite clear. south Viet-Nam has nowhere 

else to turn. 'Nithout our help, it has no hope, even of 

moderating the pace of events which it has bravely resisted 
-------------------------------------, 

for many years. 

OUr long association with South Viet-Nam, in their 
·--~------------

painful and tragic endeavor, does not permit us to look 

away. 

This is my formal statement, Mr. Chairman. If 

I could add perhaps some extemporaneous remarks. 

I 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 

I 
t 

existing could guarantee a particular military outcome. 

But our argument has been that whatever outcome one foresa· .. ,, 

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 

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

with us for a decade and a half, that we achieve to the 
.._ ---------=---

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 

I achieve a controlled situation is as urgent, if h)t more 

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

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

------------------------------------·-- -----·· --· 

would be an enormous help to those of us \vho 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 the 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 

,-------------------------------------------------------
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. 

CHAIRMru~ MAHON: Well, am I 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, 
,, ~ ----------------------

I 
in your opinion? 

SECRETARY KISSINGER: In my opinion, yes, Mr. 

Chairman. 

CHAIRMAN HAHON: 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 KISSI~GER: I would still favor some 

action by the Congress, Mr. Chairman, and if events should 

I turn out that it cannot be delivered, we will at least 

1 have done what 1·1e could in this difficult circumstance. 
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CHAiru!AN 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 deliver humanitarian aid in 

the event of the collapse of Saigon and the South Viet-

narnese Government? Would you then be without any oppor-

tunity to deliver the humanitarian aid? Do you think 
. I 

I
; they have got to go side-by-side with respect to this 

. matter? 
I 

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 

l will rapidly escalate. And the capacity to deal with it 
j 
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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 Due 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 my kind of a~ agreement? 

SECRETARY KISSINGER: Well, there are various 

negotiating efforts going on. But it would be inappro

~ pri"ate for me to discuss them at this moment. 

1 However, v-1e are of course aware of the fact, 
' 

and we have supported it, that a negotiated outcome of 

I 

l 
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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 - ll p.m. 

A retrospective look at the war, beginning with today' s final 
evacuation and decision-making at the White House, devoting most 
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 credibijq.ty 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 ll:OO 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 (ll) 
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: 

jh/4-29-75 

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

* * * * 



ABC Vietnam: Lessons Learned, Prices Paid 

ll:30 p.m. - 1 a.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. 

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 w~re 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 

0: 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? 

A: 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 conte:x-t 

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. 

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

A. 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 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. 11 

( 
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sJanuary 22, 1976' 

1\{C GOVERN: VIETNAM W..ANTS TIES WITH U.S. 

Q. Senator McGovern, upon Ms return from a trip to Hanoi and 
Saigon said that Vianamese 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? 

A. I think the U.S. attitudes toward Vietnam are enunc.iated 

quite clearly in the Presid.ent' 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 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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INTERVIEW WITH FORMER U.S. SENNrOR J. \'IILLIAM FtTLBRIGHl ' 

ABC's AM Anterica - 4/l/75 

12:30 minutes 

{Conducted by PQter Jennings with Bill Beutel and Stephanie Edwards in ta) 

Jennings: Sen .. Fulbright, for the first question, now I gumss 

that Vietnam is dominating a certain and larger 

portion of our lives than it did, say~ one ye~r aqo, 

is whether or not there ;_s any action tho U.S. 
. ... "':.' 

.. _,._,. z. -· • 

~hould now.• =.aka? 
. -

.. ·" ·.: 
_,. ~- •• • •• • 0 

Fulb1ight~ Well, I ·think we should be most sympathetic to tl£B~ 
: . ... :.· .. 

. ~"- : .. 
conditions .,.,hich we have contributed to. We ought . . ~ ------. 

to be prepared to give relicC, hurnanitari.an aid .... 

:I do not thiak there is anythi)1<J we can do to alt.e;o 

the inevitable political developments there bec~us• 

they are in accord with cond~tions, cortditions \:l,ia11 
.. ·~ .-:· .. . -.. . 

we influenced by int~rvening. We ha~e made it reuch 

worse. We never. should have intervened after t~e 

Geneva Accords. 

Jennings: There has been a great deal of discussion in thE last. _. . 
.. ::.::...; ~ 

couple of week£ as the South Vietnamese and th~ 
.. 

Cambodian forces have pulled back about the disappear~ce 

of :r.on Nol and \IOhet~er or no·b the r~siqnation or 

the overthrow of President Thieu would make any difference, 

Do you think it would? 

. - : .... ~ .. 



Jenninqs: 

Fulbright: 

- . ::-c-
. ~-: ::-:.o: .. ~ 

.. . ~-- -~ 

• • :...-· l-

I met1n a good for(d ga .... · ···., _· ... : .: -
power cannot inte:rver,e in a C!~untry like tbi&. ~r..d 

set up a p~ppet and expect to su-=ceed. The ve.ry .. ; 

. ' . 

. -..... .. ~,...:• ... 

- =. ... . . 

fact that ha i R mtr pl!:;>F~t --.:lliunates bin\ in ~ .~ .. i .ew 

ol the local people. 

This was what happened to t:he .French. Diem was a. 

French ••• he had been working ft"Jr the French and 1:& 
•; 

came in under a cloud, you migJlt say.· ' ... 'he A . a.d.~ans 

ought to understand . this. Wht'!: l we had our revolution,-·.· :-· 
: .. , ;. :~ 

~~ did not like the British for a long time. It. . 

took us 10 years to acc.ept a <1\ti te subntantia1 cz:lff:. 

from James Smithson because we did not like ths B:l:.U;ish. 

It is a psychological prQblcm. People do not .J.~~ t...be. ·.· .... 

representative of a biq foreign p~wer. This ia 
. - ·-·- . . · 

basically one of the reasons why we · never could .. _ ... ,: . 

- a: • .; . ... 

succeed in that procedure. . :..-:. :._. . . . ~· :-: ... ~:· 

One of the questions beinq ask~d, Senator, thouqbt:· li.. ... 
\lhether or not We do not have still an obligatiOA-:to·.· ·.-~·.:..··:,. .. : .. 

come to t.he assistance of those people in -~outn V~ ~ ...... . 

who do resist the North? Thdt may not ba '.rhieu. 

Well, we really sbotild give them an opport~nity to . 

save their lives by cominq h~re, anywh•!re we like. 

. ~ .... 
' . . 

we also have an obligation .to give humanitarian reliaf - ·· 
• _.:;:! - . .• 

to all of them that are left there that we have coa41tt.~. ~ 
. . . . -~-2:: ~ . I 

My point is there is nothing we can d_o outside of .• kill~ · . \ 
• - -·- . I 

them all with nuclear bombs or mal<ing them a colony~ ~'~~t~. l 
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Jennings: 

-- .- ·- -.. 
If we had gone in a.s the British use:d t-n. qo i!l . . . 

• • · • ~:: .. ::-:%...., .. 
• . .. • 1 ... - ..... .a - · 

and taken them and governed them ctnd so on, we ca\\13-' l'..e.VC!- · 

probably sustaineti that for '!-- period, but coloni~lLmt. .··. · 
. . ......... . . 

had become unpopular. We were in an ambiguou~ ~~~~~ 

disaffirming any desire to own it, but. thinking w~ ,· .. . . . 
· ... .. ;·:..= . 

could create a nic e, democratic syst~q modeled on 

our own. That is an impossible u.rdartakin9'. . . 
··- .... ----· .. .. ' .. 

So, as of now, witt the exception of humanitari an IJ.i.~.fE;:.-.- · 
~{~~~--. 

the U. s. rnus t, in your view, wipe · it~ _.-hands coJtpl~ -=-~-· ·. 

of •••• 

Fulbright: Well, I don • t like the word 'wipe its hands'. We : . .'· ;=·;:-,if-\?."'::: 
• • •• ,'I. .. ~.a;.;;.- .. 

Jennings: 

Fulbrig-ht: 

J-onninqs: 

created this. This is a te.r.rible mistaJte, it is ... "" ·""""f""·-·· .. 
. .. · .. -

part of our growing up. We ara a relatively, pol )t i~Jly . 
.. ·•· --

speaking, relatively young nation. 

not to do these foolish things. 

we have to lee.xn ·:-..: .::.+ .· 
: .. ~~:~ 

~- a: • 0:,:!"·~ .. 

. \;- ·.. : .... ~ 

This administration has reint~t.,(h.u.:ed the phrase 'd.Q:aino_.-,. 
. ·:E!J.·: 

theory,• a phrase you heard many times. 

It is a mistake. 

Right C'r • ..,rang? Possible? 

Fulbright: I think it is wrong. I don't think this w2ans all 

the world lo.sing confidence in \.:.5- Their bonfioa~ 

in us is in our basic tradi tior:.s and purposes· ·and .. 

· ·:._;.~.. . 
·. . 
-~ ---.- . 

our strength, oul: military strength, and the abil!~Y. ·, ~ __ ·..:·. 
As a tnatter of face.,. ~.: .. ,·:·· 

of our people which rcmai.1:u~ very strong./ We should .. , ~; .. ~.~ . 
' ;;.::t;:·-z:~:'· ... 

have learned from this. \ie should be more mat\U.'a .· .. ·:.~~~;?~;_-· :· 
and a wiser country from her~ on. • 4 ..... -. .;~---~--~ ·-- .. .. ·:::~--~~1. .: ·.r:--·-: ... 

Jennings What specifically should we learn from Vietnam? 
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Jenningst 

Fulbright~ 

Jennings: 

·--· ~ 

anne abc 

Sccretaty Ki~singar in one of his series of remarks 
the other d .a.y said that the .:~vnnts in Pc rtug-al, 
in Greece, in Turkey, and l~uochina do ~erve to 
undermine American conunit..In~nt!.> abroad. You do not 
agree with that. 

' . : . 
. ... 

t'lell, yes, commitment abroad. ~Je h.:\:d a subc::or.uP.it~ .. ·. ~~,~ 
of my committee -- Forei9n RPlAt-innc: -- on i:hl..c: . .. . . 
commitment abroad. We had entirely too m.anv beseq, - · . .. . 
around the world. 'l'his .,hole concept of tha pol!t~t:taVUl .. . 
of the world is basically at f~ult. If we a~e . 
to influence the world pror,erly 1 it is not direot.ijf · · .. ,, 
by putting military bases it is through eooperation. , . 
with these countries, sLly sorn.ethi.nq like the Unit.Q4-
Nations. Now, these so-called realists anorted . 
this as beipg naive and stupid, but look at thera 
own realistic policy of controlling· the world by 
bases all ov£-:r the world. 'rlldt is realism, lThich is 
a failure, clearly proved to be a failure. I don~t 
k~aw whether you have a ward or not; it has not 
been tried yet. It has not been proved to be a 
failure as we ·don't have anything to do with it to 
speak of. 

Will there be no;., a debate un who lost .Indochina do 
you think? 

I I - . 

·-.. 
:"f'e~ -.-. · 
·.~·. r .•• • -. -.. . : ·- :· ... . 

l!'U!Orl.ght:-w f{ig'h~. It is sure a stup:i.d thing to have a debate 
on it. That is not important; what · is important im . --·· . 
~here We a0 fro:n hf.!T"P• is: t.rhQrQ WO ':JO £X"OD\ h~re. What -.:.~:..·--
iS our policy in the future? Are we going to quit ."'·. 
intervening inthe Dominican Republic· or V.!.utna.m., I;J.:.d. .:.·: .-. 
I hope we WCJ!l 1 t intervene militarily in the Middle . _. w_r; .• : . • . 

l!ust no matter what hu.ppens. That is not our affAir. . . .·· 
We can help them; we have our pr·~fe.rences. ·we give ... - .... - · •.·. : 
them money- Goodness knows 1 we give th.ern a lot . .; - ---··. 
of it, and we ought to negotiate that out of ther-..,. -~ ·-'"-~-~ --· 
hut not go in there with tte military. - .,..-. 

~·:·- ~-· .• ~·-· • ;.z't_; : •• 

~=-&- :· : . : · .!~ · .... ~.-· . 
~~: ~ ~·~· ·.. . . ---.. ·- . 

·· =· -;. .. · .. .. ~--:,:. · ... 

j~~:i;:·· 
. .. ........ ·~·::· · 

- -~ ···- .. ·~- ... · 
..... . a,.!·;~:~: ·_ ~-:~:..r: : • 

·~: .· • 4 . ·:;£._~ .. ~ .... 
~· ~--~ ·~~~f ~ 

···--....:::::0.~- · 
--:r:==-:- . 
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.~ ... - . 
t1e '\-Tere t::alK.tng-a 1n1.nute ago about the ques~ion o£ .. "~ - . 

American influence around the world, and you percoive it. :. 
as not being necessarily a tragic r~ff.ect ,. but h~r 
do we convince people that our behavior il1.,Indocn~.na 
nm~ and before docs not have a debilitating eff,t'!ot 
on bur commitments elsC\-Ihere? 

r"'ulbright: P(:ople are alre<ldy convinced lhat we were mistak~n. 
They are already convinced that we a.:re not infalliJ~le .. 

• " -1 I 1 t · 

'J.'nat is quite t.rue. Why should we he? We are 
still a very great and powerful country. It js 
a question of how we use it from here on. And 
th.i~ i.nLe:J;v~ntlon DY rn1.lit:ary m~ans is not goin.q 
to be accepted by the rest of the world. It is 

·old fashione~~lg hgt. ThRt i~ why the BritiSh 
-- ··-·--·moved out-of the eo'ionies and the Frenc:'l came~ .. •·. ~· .... 

Be1.1tel: 

F'.llbright: 

From here out, lli t.h the invcnLion cf nu·:lear WeAp(UH!J .·;; . .. . 
is a new era in international relation3. We ha~ -.· .... . . ~ 
to cooperate with people persuade them. ·· 

," . • :· f •. -:r,;.: . 
. ~.:~ .. - '"': __ :.;.-.-"!' .• . 

You say what we have ~o worry ctbout is \oihat we . <t~: .. 
next, what happens in the future, but someti.ntaJl '··.· 
it seems that our .foridgn policy has a life al~ · 
its own ana it moves ahe~d willy-nilly like a 
snowball . Oo wta have any choices, important chc•icea 
that w~ • ...L'!{)n mr!kP i'\!\.Y rnoro? 

Well 1 a foreign policy. should not hava a life of · 
its own. It should be subsidiary to the national 
interest and what promotes au~ intere~t. This is 
true. People tend to play ~t as a game, as if they ••• 
as if it was albasketb.all game like you saw lt4at 
night. That is not what it is. It is supposod to 
be a vehicle to promote our intere~ts and thi6 
sort of intervention does not do that. We're 
basically at fault and I hope we get over that ~ 
illusion that ·""e are playing a game in i!!+t:r'"l\.fiert~ · 
relations that has no relation to tJ1e interest:s 
of the United States people. So that c:oncept is 
wrong; l think our int.crcst i:s in coope-ratin9 
with other countrie~ and arriving at a ki~d ot 
rnoduc vi.vondi w~ we are' a\.1,..~11\t-Jt.Ln\j co ao •Al.tn Chin& 

· and Russia. It is ••• how . ridiculous it io to~ -

·==-
.~- ~ ~·~t:; : ... .:~~:..:.: . 

-~·-· ·-.. . .. . .. 

.: .. 4 ~~ -

fighting · · about a little country, what kind ... ·. 
of a government it is, when we _are making up to bavinq 
what they· call detente with Russi4 and China. ~uis 
is e.n inconsistency t}lat has oJ.lways offended me. 

::~ · :,~~~~" I 
. .. .. i.~:fv. ··.·I ...... 

·-J~-.-······ 

.. ~~~D;.:~·- .. 1 
,',!o4~~-~~·: 

• .;..:. :.i.- ... ·.~ • 
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. ; .. ------ ::..: 

Edwaras: 

Beutel: 

Fulbright: 

;Ienninqs; 

... ...:;.---:.. ·.;::.-
. -:.. ·- -
. i.~ .. .. 

Will you change your mind."if after a couple 
of decades of trying it your \-lil.V -- assistance 
wi th monetary aid and philoGophical aid, but 
never military intervention -- if afte r a 
couple decades trying it your way you f ound 
the world predominantly comni.unistic? 

~ :~: ~~:-~~f·:~~~.:· . 
··!iel1 r of course, I would f\Ot like that. It would 
ind~cate 1t th1s happens by cooperation and 
ncn.,milit~~Y In~~n!ii. t.hgn it. would 2hQCk m~ 
very much that commun1sm fias that much appeal. 
I don't bt~lieve it. I don • l he lieve communism 
~.,1.~~ prevai~ 1.r tile w111 g1 ve oernocracy, or t:he 
non-communists gove~nments, a fair opportunity 
to establish th~mselves. Or to put it another 
way. a government like Ti~o's in Yugos l avia 
they call it communi~m. I remember George 
Kennan had a lot to say abou t this , b u t it 
is the k_:;nd of a government that cet.·tainly is .. 
not very offensive to us. We give t~ Em aid. and 
~hey have been friendly peopae. Pruise Tito, 
'It is an awfully bad problem of !:iemantics here 
about eommunism. Why cu. t:l wt:l L~.iuy bu u.i.ct:l l u 
t he Chine~e? They call themselves corr~unist. 
There are,a lot of problems about our concepts. 

. · ... -
.. . .. ... •; 

•• .~::...! •• 

. .-. ... 

One of the concepta that you made kind of a catc~-s~·~3::d .· 
was "the arrogance of power, •• your book by that · .. .:· .... ·- ·--' 
name.. Is Presid'-lnt Ford ~till · locked into what · -:·· ~: -· ...... ~ .. 
you would call"the attitude of the arrogance of ·· ·::.~~-~~.-~·-.~~:...~ 
power.,? · :: __ ::~:: ~· · · - ... . :;,. 

{:"!" • ... -~ 
Well, I regret his ·reviving thi !..; business of dominoes 
and so on1 and that this is somewhere ••• that we 
have a certa.in position as leader of the Free World 
that .we must maintain, quite aoart from the inter<~sts . .... :...,..,. .... ofthe United States there is a~role that must be 
played. If that is one aspect1of the arrogance 
of power, then X deplore it. I think we are another ·~:-~=~' 
cc~~~::y. ~~ important count.ry. We ought to entu ·· ~~···~ 
into the spirit o f negotiatic n and settli~q these 
matters, wherever it miqht Lc, by compromise whieh 
would work out to the intereEts of this people a..11d 
I don't thir..k that military intervention will. ... · .:.r 

This administration is now underqoing what 
a reappraisal of u.s. po1ic¥ in the Midd~e . . 
What do you anticipate? 

it calls 
Ea~t. 

.. •· ... ~~ ";"'" .. ~ ~ .. :.· ·~.· 
• -~--=.:.:'&~-&:..: .... 

~ ;·._ ~- ·=~· ::. ~ ._,::. ·:: 
.. --;,.:·.•: .;."·"."·· :Z:2. .. .. 

. .r-.···..;.. ... . 
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Fulbright : 

F4.4i..bright : 

Jennings: 

Fulbrigll.t: 

Jennings: 

Fulbright: 

Beutel_: 

Fl.tlbrigr. t: 

- -- -· .. .. 
- . ·: l . •. 

Well, there again, I would hope they would ;:e.aff:h:m ...... . 
their original position to return to the ~so~ution . :..:.·.· .... . 

-: :~ .=:;a· -t;:-·;.;c·~!C·d~i.~ tJ b.>mpromise t;ettlcmen't by _..._ 
•. ' -- • . • ~· '11 - -l.·.i... "1 ,. -;.; •• :.. ... u '\.a ... ~~., .. :t .. R.P.f .. ~=D~·•,;\ ~l ,....,"'\J • n~tPr"" . PO .1.~.:a.a& 

l!>c:: ...... .Lt::111t;;a'ft. ~~ i'ti;L!lCf x:or tf:~ 9:GGept-.anr.P. n-f T~,.aQil.. 
secur1.n9 ~ts tuture within t.he borders . 
oi : 67""'axiall rei\l cornniiLmt~nt· frc.)rn the Arahf: 
and from Russia and ourselves to rnaint3in the 
political integrity, the gcogr..:1phlcal integrity 
of the countries of tha~ area . ! think it 
can be done if \..re would appt·oach it in l:.hat spirit. 

Can the .Middle E~st be brought to pe.:tceful ra3olution 
~ithout the participatjon of'the Russians? 

No, :.\Ot on 3-ny permanent basis. I don't think re. ._ 

.. . : .. 
.. =--·- . 

can do it; therefore, we do h,=we to incl\:"ce tht~ .... ,. . . 
..... -.. :~:-;~:. ~· ·-~:· .· ~ ~ 

If n~qot~ati,S?n~. ~·~ ~~~;thg~ rlA 1 r!yed in the MiddlC~~··~- .. _ 
East, who do you think stands to lose the mast? · · 

-!. :~=~~~~ .... . :~~~ . -:1-•·.: ~ .. 

I think i~~hc long run tho Israt.~lis !u;.<:ause oi . -· =· ' , .... . . 

thQ.ir size and t.hey• re few in number; that as . 
~itnr~ goes o~ the Arabs • si~e is -gr.owinq in - ~tre~nqt.~ . :· . j" 
J.n ,.,eal th, ~n. tecf1~?l2.C3Yl 1.n cv~rvthin9 ~,., T:1ma .. -
is agaJ.nst the small nat on l.n that case. .· _, c .. 

. . .. . ...... ~: ~. 

Do you specifically this is the time when a rE~Appraieal 
or a realignment o~ Amer lean fo.reiqn po 1 i ~y 1~e~a~d.i..nq . 
the Middle East is likely? 

Well, our own Congress is so committed to the ctba~ 
view, I am not sure whether the Secretary c~n bring 
i·t about. I hope we can. I think he ~·ants to and 
x tn~nx 1t would be 1n the interest of Israel if 
he cquld succeed, and in our intere:st.- ·-- ; .. 

Yesterday · on this program, Hoshe Uayan said 

. . ..... 
. • ~- . --. : .. ·:•l · . . . ·: . 

he wished the U.S. would be policeman of - . -· . .•..... -. 
the world. I suspect that if President Thieu . . -·· ..... . 
\.,ere on this program, he \"10uld s3.y the same thin':f • .. , . : ... 
What do you .say to those people? ·- ~: . . :·: :.:~~·., 

. · ~.~r; ·:-~-~~~~~-.: 
I think that is against tha inten~sts of the u .. s. ,.- .. -.~~:;:.·-y · 
and of the world, and I would n':>t· ag:z:·ee with it. . .... · . .:..:-: 
I can understand they hdve a very special r£a&on ., .., .. .. 
for it, but 1 do not agree with that. We sr.-ould .. ,. 
primarily loo.k after the interests of people of .... _...,~~-· 
this country and use such rneanG as the united . .. ..:"·'~•-.·: . 
Nations furnishes us and there c:u:c other aqencias .. .. .h;; . . . .... 

for ne9otiating,.'for. cooperation. :r want · !T"lb:~-~, , . . 
as a substitue t .he concept of cooperation and .. -:_-:_:·. 
neqotiation for this military· intervention because . ' .. +:··. 
'With nuclear WP.•'lpnns. .it i& no lonscr o:rccl.ibl.~ • ;. '(,;·. :J.-£..'-~.Y .. ·: 

• .• ·.:~-.:s:.T', •• rr::t:t.• . 
. ":.~:: .· -:-..... i::.»:~:· . -: .. -.·~~=-~~:~~~ :·~ 
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THE PRESIDENT: President Hays, distinp,uished 
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 mip:ht, 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 te~$ 
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 
~onviction when I took my first oath of office on January 3, 
1949. For a period of better than 25 years in the 
Congress-~s 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 tog€ther. 

HORE 
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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. 

Of course, there has been some instances where 
v7e 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. He have many, many friends throughout the 
world. We have some potential adversaries and we have 
some that are true adversaries. But if v1e 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 
t·lill work with the Congress, and I know many, if not all, 
in the Congress will try to ~vork with me. 

If we do get this unity at horne 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. 

Hr. Reston? 

MORB 
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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, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Reston, I just received a 
note from one of my staff members, Ron Nessen, indicating 
that we had gotten the information afte.r I had left the 
White House to the effect that thP- Cambodian government 
has coarnunieated wi 'Ml Sihanouk in;!;Ueating that the Cambodian 
government will w~rk with the Khmer Rouge to try and negotiate 
a flettle~~ent. 

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, He have 
communicated with all of the signatories of the Paris 
accordstwhich 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 si~natories, 
of course, that includes the North Vietnamese. 

Mr. Funk? 

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

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

QUESTION: Thank you. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, when a delegation of 
the American Society of Newspaper Editors Has 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 ~lith 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 your 
agenda? 

MORE 
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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 continuin~, 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 wonder if you could expand on that just a little 
bit. 

Are we committed to ~ontain~g CoMmuniso around 
the world? .r~·;;-'e we committed to a heavy program of 
economic aid·;· Are we committed to a heavy program of 
military aid? Will we get into armed intervention in 
desperate cases1 

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 
alltheproblems 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. \-!e 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. 

MORE 
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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 t.• 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. Unfortunately, the United States did not carry out 
its commitment in the supplying of military hardware and 
economic aid to South Vietnam. -

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 concinue 
to do so. 

MORE 

* Word should be"provisions" 
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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 forsimply 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: J am absolutely convinced if Congress 
m&de 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 militJry 
situation-in Vietnam-t-&day. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, you keep talking 
about commitments and promises, and Ne 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 state, as I understand 
it, to be released. I can say from my own experience, 
not referring to the correspondence to t-Thich 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 you 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 \..ras 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 you seek, what kind of quid pro quo 
would vou seek from Peking to insure the continued existence 
of Taiwan? 

MORE 
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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: J.e. itl 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 Chin~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 A~~inistration, 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 ~ke 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 ~hree reports, the CPI figures indicate 
were at about 7. 2 percent on an annual basis. tATe 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,! 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 oil 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 oil 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 oil was roughly ten million barrels per day 
and our 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 
oil 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 ck c-cndence 
on overseas shipments of oil when at the saMe ti·ae 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: Hr. President, there have been some 
conflicting news stories out of Vietnam about the possi-
ble, if it is necessary, · evacuation of not onlv 
Americans but of South Vietnamese nationals from 
Saigon. Is 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 any 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, ~vho 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 militarv arms for South Vietnam. But what about 
the moral obligation to the suffering people of that 
country, the moral obligation to end that w~r? 

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

If the agreement had been lived up to, the war 
would not noll be going on. 
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We have continued in various t.rays 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 Has 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 traredies. 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 't-lisdom of some of the primary laws that 
have been enacted. 

I wonder, do you place vour confidence in the 
primary la~.Js or do you like the convention system 
better? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Kirkpatrick, I have always 
enjoyed a good election contest. I certainly would not 
lift my hand to try and get any State to do away with a 
Presidential primarv election la~-1. 

I think a ~ood contest is helpful for the public, 
for the candidate, and I 't-7ould not, under any circumstances, 
try to undermine the decision,ofany State to continue 
its Presidential priMary legislation. 

THE PRESS: Thank you, Mr. President. 
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