THE EVENING STAR

le; Of ‘Operatlon |
Wlth U.S. Aid Reported

- "By TAMMY ARBUCKLE
$pecial to The Star

VIENTIANE — The United
Btates has launched a new se-
cret operation against the Plain)
of Jars, a Communist - held area
in northern. Laos, well - in-
formed spurces say. “Comman-
do raiders, some led by Ameri-
cap military men in CIA employ
have pengtrated as far as Lima
22, an air strip in the east cen-
tral plain.

U.S. aircraft are ]andmg on
the plain. An Air America C123
. transport was stranded with.its

American crew on the plain for
© a might, according to well - in-

_ formed soprces. U.S. officials, |afler Senate censure and publi-

however, refuse to discuss the
operation making it difficult to
_agsess the operation’s exact
iagnitude or ohjectives.
’Dne American source claimed
Gen, .Vang Pao was
trengthemng and 1mprov1ng
h% defepsive position.” Sources
d Vang Pao took Ban Nz, a
‘key hill overlooking the plain
last Tuesday. Unfortunately this

fel of. strengthenmg defenses |operation is considerable in size.

- does pot_jell with the U,S. pres-
ence on plain or the exces-
slve secrecy cloaking the opera-

_tiop on the part of U.S. and Lao
of] 1c1als

Fraught With Danger
To clear North Vietnamese

#rom the hills south of the plain|involved. U.S. air power is again
and establish positions on hill-lextremely active over the plain,
‘tops overlooking the plain would {where some 5,000 civiilans are

be excellent, as it would give

”Van Pao’s, forces a breather
]?g the next dry season.

owever, to go onto the plain

Is fraught with both military and|man, three American officials

political danger.
In 1969, a joint U.S. and Lao

operatxon About Face took the|words, one can only assume

dlain from the Communists
‘briefly, but resulted in massive
Hanpi retaligtion which drova

CIA-led Meos hack farther than|times led by CIA employes and

gver hefare and almost resuted
the secret base of Long Chen

ing. A new offensive could|American approval. Some mid-

meah that final end to feelers

r talks befween the govern-lhaving second thoughts,

rhent and Communists and lead

_,’f (\n«
_parg /M

jars and has sufficient force to
push the corrupt, ill-managed
Lao forces off plain again when-
ever it wants.

Some military sources have
suggested that the Plain of Jars
push is to relieve the pressure
on the Meo base of Bouam Long, |
north of the plain.

When correspondents tried to
find what the operation was
about, Gen. Thongph Knoksy,
the government spokesman,
dodged into the corridors of
Lao-headquarters. U.S. officials
adamantly refuse to speak un-
less Thong Punh speaks first.

It is almost unbelievable that

cation of the Pentagon docu-{-
ments, a U.S. mission in Laos |
should once again resort to se-
crecy particularly concerning a
U.S. run operation close to North
Vietnam and China.

The operation previously re-
sulted in tough Communist retal-
iation and caused censiderable
government and civilian loss in
1969. There can be no doubt the

The Pathet Lao radio which, al-
though it is Communist, has
been most truthful to date on
Lao. operations, says three regi-
ments of Vang Pao’s forces are
involved. Vientiane military
|sources say two Thai battalions
and six Lao Meo battalions are

still living. American embassy
officials are trying to blame
Vang Pao for the operation.
“Vang Pao is very much his own

said separately.
As all three used the same

somebody told them to say this.
Vang Paos’ formes are advised,
paid, armed, clothed and some-

it is impossible for the general
tp do anything big without

dle-level Americans are already

They fear that if Vang Pao

10 fresh Hangi offensives Hanoilfinds no early Hanoi opposition !
has frequently made clear it willlhe may continue to advance,
not tolerate a U.S. or governrbringing the U.S. into a new

ment presence on the plain, 9{ mwaemlmos debacle
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retary had called upon the Governor of
each State to send a ljst representing 150
percent of the approved number of dele-
gates from each Stafe. This list was to
be sént to Washington, where HEW
would make the final selection. This ar-
rangement, I pointed out, could be re-
garded as an attempt to “stack the deck”
politically in a conference where politics
should not enter at all. )

In addition, I asked Governors to

reject the new HEW formula on the
grounds that it is an affront to each Gov-
ernor, that it usurps plans which have
been months in the making, and that it
would put the selection of delegates into
the hands of Federal officials. who are
somehow deemed more qualified than
State officials to choose the final list of
State delegates.

Similsr criticisms, I understand, were
made by leaders of national organiza-
tions on aging and by directors of in-
dividual State agencies on aging. »

Apparently, the protests have been
heard, to judge by the following letter
sent by the HEW Secretary on June 28
to all Governors: )

On June 4, 1971, I sént you a letter out-
lining the nomination procedure for your
State’s delegation to the White House Con-
férer}ce on Aging to be held in Washington,
D.C., November 28 to December 2, 1071,

Bubsequent to that mafling somé ques-
tions have arfsen in several States regarding
my request that the Governors nominate
150% of their State's quota. As was stated
in my letter, I feel the 1560% reéquest i neces-
sary to reduce the delay in the processing of
-your State's delegates in the event of dupli-
cate nominations. )

.To clarify this situatlon, I am requesting
that you submit a list of proposed delegates
equal to the number of delegates assigned
to the State and an additional list in the
order of your preference, equal to 50% of
your assigned number of delegates that we
may turn to in the event such duplications
occur, ‘

_Puzzled as I am by the view that a full
50 percent additional number of names
is needed to prevent duplication, I never-
theless welcome the change in policy.
* It should help ward off the fears caused
by the letter of June 4. It also indicates
that the administration may be paying
more attention than' it has in the past
' to the sentiments of those who feel that

the White House Conference on Aging—

due to begin November 28—shall offer
the broadest possible opportunity for full
and free discussion of the very real issues
which face 20 million older Americans of
today and many millions more in the
next decade. Their problems and their
“hopes for the future cannot be con-
stricted or shaped into any special dog-
ma or outlook. The people should be
‘heard at this Conference, and they will
insist on open proceedings, fairly arrived
at. .

CURRENT STATUS SECRET
© . /BESSION TRA RIPT'

. Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, last
June 30 I reported to the Senate the
statys of the transcript of the Senate’s
secret session on Laps which was held
.on June 7. A .

In that report I presented that the
Compmnittee on Forejgn Relations had
been informed on June 25 that a memo-
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randum detailing the points of disagree-
ment between the committee and the ex-
ecutive branch was being cleared within
the executive branch prior to its presen-
tation to the Secretary of State, .

Yesterday, Mr. Joseph Wolf, the Sec-
retary of State's designated representa-
tive for matters having to do with the
Laos transcript, informed the committee
staff that the memorandum in question
had been cleared by the appropriate offl-
cials within the executive branch and
was now awaiting action by the Secre-
tary of State.

Let us hope that the executive branch
will agree to final publication of this
transcript at an early date. The people
of this country are entitled to know far
more about U.S. operations in Laos.

™ the meanwhile, I have written to
the Secretary of State in effort to secure
additional background information re-
garding past and present U.S. financing
of Thai troops in Laos. My request for
this information was prompted by a pub-
lic statement on U.S. financing of Thai
troops made by the Department of State
spokesman on the very afternoon of that
Benate secret session.

This statement contained gpecific as-
sertions as to the origins, the nature, and
the legality of U.S. financing of Thai
troops in Laos; and my letter asks the
Department of State to provide the Sen-
ate with the facts regarding the actions
in question, so that the Senate can ex-
amine those facts and draw its own con-
clusions before voting additional funds
for Laos; also before deciding whether
a ceiling, such as the one I have pro-
posed, should be placed on U.S. expendi-
tures in Laos.

I ask unanimous consent that my let-
ter of June 29 to the Secretary be printed
in the Recorp. .

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

JUNE 29, 1971,
Hon. Wirrniam P. ROGERS,
The Secretary of State,
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR. SEcRETARY: On June 7 a State
Department spokesman told the press that
the United States support for Thal troops
in Laos began as a program authorized by
President Kennedy, that the troops are in
Laas at the request of the Prime Minister
of Laos and that United States financing
of these troops is “fully consistent with. all
pertinent legislation.” As Chairman of the
Subcommitiee on United States Securlty
Agreements and Commitments Abroad, I am
interested in obtaining background infor-
mation and documentation relevant to these
assertions. by the Department’s spokesman.

In this connection we would appreciate
your furnishing the Subcommittee with the
following information.

(1) A description of the if)eciﬂc decislons
taken by President Kennedy to authorize
United Btates funding of Thal troops in
Leos, and of the subsequent actions taken
by United States dipléomatic and military
authorities to implement such decisions.

(2) An explanation of the funding proce-
dure used to provide filnancial support for
Thal troops pursuant to President’s Ken-
nedy’s original authorization,

{(3) A description of Prime Minister Sou-
vauna Phouma's request for Thai troops,
including  answers to the following specific
questions;

() When was the Prime Minlister's re-
quest (or requests) made?
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July 7, 1971

(b) In what form was the request made?

(¢) To whom a: d to what government or
governments was :r addressed?

(d) What speci.-c:ily did the Prime Min-
ister request?

(¢) What did the Prime Minister's re-
quest say with regzard to arrangements for
flnancial support and publicity concerning
Thal troops?

(f) What respo: se was given to the Prime
Minister by the p-rron, government or gov-
ernments to whim the request was ad-
dressed?

(4) An explana&.id;: of how Souvanns’s re-
quest relates to :he various undertakings
of the Royal Lac Government in the Ge-
neva Agreements « 1 1962,

(5) A detalled . xjslanation of any discus-
sions, arrangemen 3 and agreements, formal
or informal, involvine the United States Gov-
ernment and the R«vyal Lao Government or
the Government «7 Thailand relative to past
or present United Jiates financing and sup-
port for Thai troo: s ‘n Laos.

(8) An identifi-ation of the depertments
or agencies which have provided funds for
support of each ¢ the various programs in-
volving Thal troo: = ‘n Laos.

Because the ab-v» request is relevant to
the Senate’s conu:dr-ration of pending leg-
islation having tec <+ with United States ex-
penditures in Lans. we would respectfully
request that the ! -formation be provided at
earliest opportuni.v

Sincerely,
3 'DUART SYMINGTON,
Chairman, St.ocommiitee on U.S. Se-
curity Agr:cments and Commii-
ments Abroid.

THERE IS ~0 “FREE” CARE

Mr. HANSEN - President, the Amer-
ican Medical N:-ws on June 28, in an
article entitlec¢ “‘Nothing Is Free,”
pointed out that the American people
should look beviond labels and examine
content and co:t of content in regard
to national heal. h insurance proposals.

The article meices the point that:

What everyone uniust realize is that no
system provides ““1-a:"" care for the public.

And that—

The public mus . ray for that care, wheth-
er the money cor 2: out of the individual's
pocket, 1s withhe d from his paycheck for
health insurance, 's withheld from his pay-
check for taxes, «<r :s a part of the hidden
costs of each prod-ic= he buys.

Mr. President 1 ask unanimous con-
sent that the a -ticle be printed in the
REBECORD.

There being 1 o objection, the article
was ordered to I nrinted in the REcorbp,
as follows:

Nor 146 18 FREE

Organized labor u:.d Sen. Edward Kenhedy
(D., Mass.) have .e:med up to sponsor the
National Health :ecurity Act, which, they
would have the public believe, would meet
all the costs of il..ess suffered by taxpayers.

However, when tlie director of the AFL-
CIO Dept. of Soci 1l Security, Bert Seidman,
appeared recentl, .n the radio program
“Labor News Con:er=nce,” the way the pro-
gram wotld work w:s clarified.

Following are core excerpts:

Q. “Mr, Seidma :, wouldn't your bill actu-
ally eliminate the existing health insurance
industry?”

A, “T dor’t thi:ik it would eliminate the
health insurance irdustry. Some parts of
medical care are 1t covered by even the
health securlty bi i.

“The heglith se -y ity hill would cover a
larger percentage ¢: the costs of medical

care than any other proposal that has been
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Bla,ckwell u mother of four chiIdren who
graduated from the’school aiter three years

at the age of 29.

Mrs. Elackwell, who has completed her first
year in the nursing school at the City Col-
lege, sald:

“I've got my foot in the door now and I'm

\going to keep on CIpusmng "Her eventual
aim is to become a

"~ As teachers reaqdl off numerous awards, in-
cluding those for scholastic excellence as wel
- as perseverance—o‘ne student was found to
have been riding a subway for a month be=
cause he had no place to stay—some of thé
students stood to give the clenched-fist black
pcvwel' salute,

“It was the toughest year we ever had,”
the school’s headmaster, Edward F. Carpen-
ter, told the class, which gave him a standing
ovation.

But he encouraged the graduates to call
the school for assistance if they needed
money for emergencies.

“The money will be difficult to come by,”
he sald, “but I want you to keep on calling
on us.”

.

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, as the
furor continues over the Pentagon pa-
pérs and unreasoned recriminations con-
tinue to be leveled in conneclion with ¢
involvement in Vietnam, I feel it woul
behoove all to restrain from making rash
judgments based on inadequate data. a.nd
inadequate research into this period of
our Nation’s history.

The Washington Post today published
a column by Henry Owen devoted to this
very point. In his column, entitled “A
Deadline for Declassaﬁcat.mn"” Mr,
Owen devotes his attention to the history
of the public’s view of the origins of each
major conflict of this century. He states
the public’s view has been marked by
three successive phases. The first pha,se
is when the wartime offigial view ig
readily accepted The second phase is
when “a spate” of memoirs and other
secret documents “persuaded people that
it was largely the fault of their own war-
time leaders.” The third phase is when
the professional historian “showed the
truth to be a lot more complicated than

. any of these ‘devil’ theories would sug-

gest i R

Mr. Owen points, out that we are pres-
ently in the second sbage of this
sequence of historical events. The fina]
analysis, more than likely, will be com-
pletely dlfferent It is more than likely
that the final analys1s will be completely
different, if history holds true to form,
than the verdict currently bemg rendered
by many who hgve chosen to twist what
little information they have to fit the
confines of their own unreasoned view
of Vietnam,

I have long advocated that history, and
only history, can be the true Judge of a
nation’s actions. That js why it is so very
important that all of us leave the final
judgment of Vietnam to the hjstorians,
It can serve no purpose to make that

. Judgment at this time when hlghly
speculatlve
“rampant.

1mpressmns gqre running

i1 ask mgnunow consent, that Eenry
Owen's column be printed in the RECORD,
There ‘being no objection, the article
to he printed in the RECORD,
w3 : i . i
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OPEN FILES REVEAL THE COMPLICATED TRUTH:
A DEADLINF FOR DECLAESI.FICATION?
(By Henry Owen)

The current furor over secret Vietnam
documents fits into a famillar pattern. The
public’s view of the origins of each major
conflict (seve Hitler’s war) In the last cen-
tury has been marked by three successive
phases: Phase I, when the wartime official
view was readily accepted; Phase II, when a
spate of memoirs and other secret documents
persuaded people that it was largely the fault
of their own wartime leaders; and Phase ITI,
in. which professional historlans showed the
truth to be a lot more complicated than any
of these “devil” theories would suggest. We
are now in Phase II on Vietnam; the need for
moving as soon as possible to Phase III can be
better understood if we look to pdst experi-
snce.

CASE ONE: In 1914-18, the view that the
‘Kaiser had single handedly brought on the
war was universal outside Germany. Then
came postwar memoirs and the publication
of Austrian, German and Russian secret
documents; this led such revisionists as the

: " late Harry Elmer Barnes to suggest that the
: SEQUENCE OF HIS‘I‘ORICAL EVENTS

war was largely the fault of Poincare and
the Russign mijlitary. Flnally, serious hls-
torigns got to work. While they differed
among themselves in distributing the blame,
a succession of professional studies—culmi-
nating In Albertini’s definitive three-volume
history published in the 1940s—suggested
that both the wartime and revisionist theo-
ries’ were at fault. None of the statesmen
involved had wanted a general war; there
were divided counsels in each government;
gnd there was a large amount of miscalcula-
tlon and at least as much incompetence as
erlminal intent all round.

CASE TWO: On December 8, 1941, most
Americans were fairly clear that Hirohito had
atbacked a peaceful America out of the blue.
After the war smoldering hostility toward
President Roosevell exploded in a burst of
revisionist commentary, which suggested
that he had tempted and provoked Japan
into firing the first shot. The U.S. Govern-
ment, in a burst of candor, gave two eminent
scholars—Willlam Langer and Everett Glea-
son—the run of its archives and invited them
40 form and write their own view, Phase IIT,
which began with their two-volume work Iin
the early 1950s, has been reflected in a suc-
cesslon of scholarly studies ever since These
studies have reached varying conclusions, but
no one who reads all of them is likely to re-
turn to the simplistic theories of the 1940s:
The failures of last-minute U.S. and Japanese
efforts to avert war are, as John Toland points
out in his recent. work, too tragic and com-
plicated a business to be explained by seeking
out heroes and villains,

On Vietnam, we are now in Phase II. Se-
cret documents have been revealed; wartime
leaders are being discredited. But the re-
vealed documents are inevitably a partial
record: They do not include White House
files; and they do not indicate either the con-
text in which, or the tactical purposes for
which, the memoranda they cite were writ-
ten. They cannot fully reflect the doubts and
torments ¢f officials reaching for decision—
which are, by the very nature of the govern-
ment’s operations, rarely committed to pa-
per. The authors who analyzed these papers
were not able fo conduct interviews with
the participants; as indicated in these vol-
umes’ preface, they sometimes lacked the
research experience required to assess evi-
dence which was necessarlly, as a Washing-
ton Post editorial has pointed out, neither
complete nor balanced. These are some of
the reasons why such men as George Ball
and Averell Harrlman have wsrned.against
trylng to draw sweeping conclusions from
these docuyments.

One remgedy was suggested by three noted
historians before the current storm broke.
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. May of Harvard
proposed that all classifi-d government reg-
ords, except for those fe.. whose disclosures
would directly, surely, ar. 1 powerfully preju-
dice natlonal security, e opened after a
fixed period to qualified :rofessional histori-
ans. Professor James McCirezor Burns of Wil-
liams followed with a sim ‘a-, 1f more general,
proposal and suggested t a® the waiting pe-
riod be fixed at eight yea:s. In light of recent
events, this period migh’ vell be shortened.
The proposal was prompt..y endorsed by Pro-
fessor Langer, who poinis=¢ out that “syste-
matic declassification 1c patently impossi-
ble: the records are so ~o:uminous that it
would take large teams o1 highly qualified
personnel years to compl the assignment.”

Professor May had in mind that a group of
these historians, based ir universities would
then launch & major effa. ¢ to produce schol-
arly historles of U.S. post-var foreign policy—
perhaps under a found:tion grant, which
might be managed by an appropriate pro-
iessional association or 1 v a group of these
assoclations. Qutlining he advantages of
such a historical prog aiax In persuasive
terms, Professor May < :ncluded: “Policy-
makers and their staffs -vculd possess more
reliable knowledge about events which they
use as trend gauges end action indica-
tors . . . Legislators, jou:nslists, and others
commenting on current :c'ions would have
less excuse for basing cor: irisons on legend
rather than reality . -n:4 students would
leave the cla.ssroom wl h somewhat more
awareness than now seen.: ommon that the
world 1s a complicated jlzce and that the
color of truth is often gra. .”

- At the time these p:oiessors’ proposals
were made, they attract d scant attention.
In light of current event:. tney warrant seri~
ous exploration. The Pres:dent might appoint
& mixed commission of eriinent American
hisforians and governme.:t officials to study
the matter and report ba.:k to him with spe-
cific recommendations. Tais would be a dif-
ferent operation from the inter-agency study
on declassification whicl i: already under-
way in the U.S. Government.

In the meantime, priva e studies can make
a modest contribution i polnting the way.
Leslie Gelb, who coordi:.aied the compila-
tion of Pentagon documeit:, is embarked on
8 three-year analytical hi;tcry for the Brook-
ings Institution .of how five successive U.S.
administrations percelvec and acted on U.S.
interests in Indochina from 1940 to 1965, His
object is not to figure ou . who struck whom
and why, but to show th~ inter-relation be-
tween official decisions and the international
and domestic environment in which they
were taken. His research is based on public
sources; the first publish~d results, pub-
lished recently in Foreizn Policy and the
“Outlook” section of Th« *¥ashington Post,
suggest that his conclusinon will be both
more balanced and per.ef:five than thase
now being widely drawn from the Pentagon
documents often by peop:e who haven't even
read them, but have heerd of them at sec-
ond or third hand.

Whatever may be the verdict of history in
Vietnam, one thing is -ure: It will differ
from many of the verdi ts now being pro-
nounced with such speed and enthusiasm on
the basls of a scattered .nl incomplete re-
turns.

CHANGE FOR THE ¢ I'TER IN SE-
LECTION OF DELEGATES: WHITE
HOUSE CONFEREN: 'k ON AGING

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, on June
25, I directed several :r:ticisms at the
method by which ti:e Secretary of
Health, Education, and ‘¥.1fare wished to
select State delegates_t: t<e forthcoming
White House Conferen-e on Aging.

It seemed pecwlar to me that the Sec-

-~
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