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| morning began ta\mg shape about 5

| p.an. Monday, and by 1:45 am. Tues- .

tday it was on the street,

;. “The six-column headline read,
- “Sheret Pentlagon documents bale
;JFK role in Vietnam war.

:On Page One and spread over four

i p'lgcs inside were 36 columns of type
and ‘photodmpha o i

2 “The. Globe became the Unrd
YAmerican newspaper {o report on a
§7000-page analysis {racing this coun-
'txys growing involvement in Indo-
;chma from World War II thmu th.

3 mid-1968.

§ © The material made available 1o
«The Globe covered a  wide range
tof events from 1961 to the end of {he
~Nowhere were ihe papers
smarked “secret,” or “top secrel” or
'.c’qnfidcntia] 7
- The staffers who were to put the
‘ctozv togfothm gathered at 5 pm.
Monday in a locked room aw ay from
:the. Globe Cify Room, Preparations
for the project were handled by John
Dnscoll assistant to the editor The
;Clty staff went about its usual husi~
‘ness of puiting out the early edition
of the morning paper.

: . The specml staff began reading.:
“Then - everybody there began’
suggesting possible stories,” - recalls:
- metropolitan
editor for the morning Globe, Storin

Matthew - V. -Storin,
had until recently been a member of
“The  'Globe’ s flve—man Washmﬂton
_buxmu

Storin would eventual]y write the

main news story. It began: “Unpub-"

lished portions of the 47~volume
Pentagon history of the Vietnam war
were ~ made available yesterday
{Monday) to the Boston Globe.” The
‘story mc*ludcd a summny of the

mateuai The Globe was “publishing
and the history to date of US Gov-

ernment actions against the ‘New‘;
« paraphrase.

York Times, which had begun ex-
cerpling the Pentagon documents on

Sunday, June 13, and the Washington
Post, whose excerpts began June 18,

B "So that the Globe material would
not duplicate what the Times and

f'l'hc G]Obcs lead sioxy yestordav '

Lwriter,

. some very early
- Eisenhower years.”
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nized edilion of those papers.
After listening 1o story sugges-
tion, Glohe editor Thomas Winship

-and the paper’s assistant managing
- editor, Crocker

Snow Jr,, decided
what the siories should be and who
would write them. Snow's story on
Pugé One bore the headline “Fet
Offensive lurned Johnson toward
Vielnamization policy.”

Charles Whipple, chiel ediforial
began work on his piece,
Wrole Whipple: “The Nixon Admin-
istration’s campeign in court to stop
the publication by the N.¥Y, Times
and Washinglon Post of secret Pent-

.agon documents on the war in Viet--
"nam conlinues without Jet-up—but

also without too much success so
far., For the fruth has a way of
emerging always into the clear light
of day.”

Robert Heﬂ]y, who ‘is both the

. Globe’s executive cditor and politi~

cal editor, wrote the story about
the Kennedy era, The hcadlinc was

. “Kennedy OK'd cover{ aclion.”

“The material the Globe had
split up very easily,” Healy said.
“We had the advantage of knowing
what the Times and Post-had pub-
lished. The interesting stufl left was
the Kennedy -era, the last phase of
the Johnson Administration and
material in the

Healy describes the mateual in
the Pentagon documents as “not so
staltllnﬁ—~e\cept that it’s all there,
It's a very stark thing. You don’t
have to editorialize. It’s all there
for the reader to see.” ‘

There was no standard way the
authors of the Pentagon study wrole

about an era, said Healy. Some scc- .

tions use the memo style, some use

is arranged in chronological fashion,

other parts are written in nazlatlve

fashion, Healy notes.

Two storics — carried on msulei

" pages in The Globe — were written
Post_had prpprltbvfedxFonReleb&s@emmmﬁﬂaﬁm@dm80 01601
o =g - - ===Tespondent,~~Dariug

=Soviets

S. " Jhabvala,

refused to

Some of the material

_ carry peace,

! 17 1
m L ;,.J.QJ..J.L .

about a 1965 diplomatic effort. Jhab-
vala also wrote a story on the Hono-

lfeeler o Hanox” was tho hcadhnc

lulu conference in June 1964, head-.

lined, “CIA played down US dommo
theory” @€ The headline,

One Globe staffer, Martin Nolan,
chief of the paper’s Waslxmgton
bureau, was not in the locked room,
He had a prior engagement — to
speak on “Governrnent and 1ihe
Media” to students at American Um-
versity in Washinglon.

Committed tothis dale — to scrub
it might have tipped off the Globe's
publication — Nolan delivered his
talk. In the question period which
followed, he was asked: “Is competi-
tion among newspapers as much of
an influence as it was always said to,
be’))) . . R . _,

Nolan replied thdt he knew and
liked Neil Sheehan, the Times re-
porter credited with oblaining the
Pentagon study. “But I would have
broken both his legs to getl the stoxy
first,” Nolan told the students.

Nolan took a late evening plane
from Washington to Roston. A fel-
low passenger was Stuart Loory, who
covers national security for’the Los,
Angeles Times. The L.os Angeles
Times led its edition yesterday morn~

ing with a story based on the Globe

material,

. “I look at Loory and Looxy looks
at me, and we Doth know we're up
to something,” Nolan said,

When Nolan arrived he bcg’m

writing from, the Pentagon papers:
and finished writing about 1:30 am.‘

Tuesday, his story making the *re-:
plate” edition.- The headline: “Chf-

ford sought massive shake-up in-
Viet regime.” Because the story was

Rqoow&&%&n 4

which'*had been made:
N avaﬂable via the wire services artm
. publication in the Globe,
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16 the text of an’ Au".' 30,
from Asst. Sec. of Stale

l“odow‘ zﬂ
1663, memorandum

2oger Hilsman to Soc. of.Statc Dean Rusk

recommending the United States encowrage.
and assist a coup agaiust So'"‘l Vietnamese
President I\mo Dinh Diem and his brother-ju-
.law, Ngo Dinh Nhu: .

The courses ¢f action which Diem and Niu

.could teke to maintain themselves in power

and -the United States responses thercto arc,
;as follows: o

1. PIEM-NHU MOVE: Pre-cmptive arrest
and assassination of - omastoa m!rmv oi-

~ticers and/er Vice Presicent Nzuyen Nioe

ho.
U8, RIESPONSH:
RG] e should continue to pass warnings (o
thﬂsc officials “bmtt their d\mg'm

T () CAS (ende label for the Central Tatelii-
:gence Apency) should c.\ploxe the feasibility
“of prompt supply of a Waming systern 1o
“these officials, .
- () 1f several goner ) officers are auostr*(.,
we should invoke aid sanctions to obtain their
reloase on the ground that they are cssemtial
to successful presccution of the war against
the Viet Cong.

(d) Encouragement of prompt injtiation of
s the coup is the bost way of avoiding arrests
“and assassinations of g cr‘eml‘

2. DIEM-NHU MOVE: Sudden sw 1tcn in
Cassignments of opposition generals or their

Gispatch on special missions outsids of Sauigon. -

U.S. RESPONSE: We should recommend
that the opposiiion generals delay in carrying
out any -such orders and move promptly to
execution of the coup. .
.3, DIEM-NHU MOVE: Declaration of Am-.

_bassador Lodge and/or other important Amer-
“can officials In. Vietnam as personae noi
gratae. B

U.S. RESPONSE: R

(2) We should stall on the removal of our
ofticials until the cfforts to mownt a coup, have
borne fruit. This situation again shows the
Importaiice of speed on the part of both the
U.S. and Victhamoesa sides. Ve s“omd "ti

~suspend aid,

(b) Should the GYN (Seuth V;etw\m) bag.n

1o bring physical pressure on our perseunsl,
we should fntroduce U.S. forces to safeguard’

taele security. Approved For Releases200470370% GIAL

l
‘respact to U

4. DIEMMIIU BMOVE: Bla
on U.S. depgndents In Vr‘tv?m, Fuch as ar-

rests, o faw m"stm]ms deatls or~more likely -

-—c‘xsm.szd turcats (like Niw's rccent tmL 1t
o raze Saizon In case of a coup).

U.S. 1“:?519“ ISK :

(a) We should maintain gur
eats, i

(b) We should urga American personnsl to
take such praceutions.as avoldance of umeces-
isary movement and concentration.of families,
'\J should also issue arms to selectad Ameii-
can poreonnel

(©) Wa should cemand the release of any
Amerleaus arrested and should insist for the
1ecom en propei protection 6f Amaricaas by
the GV, (GVH failuve to furnish thls protec-
tion could serva as oue of the justifications for
ppon U.3, intervention.) -

sang-frold with

(dy Ve should evicuate depandeits and
other nonoificial porsomel at the 2arlisst o5
sible memeant that Ambassador Lodge cmsxd
0. ers it consistent with the over-ail opal ation,

(e) We should intervene with U , torces if
mcvssmyto protect ~1w°x\c"m=;d‘x ing evacua-
tmn and 1o obtain the release of thase arrested.

5, DIER-MEU MOV Severance of all aid
ilcs with the U.S., vuster of all U.S. personnel
(except for a tmited diplomatic stalf), 'mfi
uemf,‘.d for rcmoval of 2l U.S.-controtfad
military equipment in Vietnam,

U.8. RESPONSIR t

(A) We should sia it fn removing U. S. per-
sonnet and equipment from Viet Nanw This
move by the GVN would again, however, un-
derscore the necessity for speed in eur count-
eraction. ~

(B) If Diem-Nhu move to <017b ‘U.S. ccm—
trolled equipment, we should yesist by ¢ il nee-
essary force. _

6. DIEM-NUU MOVE: Political move to-
ward the DRV (Morth Vietnam) such as open-
Ing of neutralization nef,omt*om, or rumors
and fndirect thr e".tv of sucii a move,

1.5. RESPONS ,

A) Amoas‘:ac’or Ledge s;.oukl g,m Diera a
clear warning of the dangers of such a
course, and point out its. comum\,d pursuit
will lead to cessation of U.S. aid. ..

) Encourage the gonoxal' to
pxomptx] with a coup. :

(C) We should publicize to the wmld at an

appropriate moment any threats or move by -
Diem or Nhu teward the DRV in order to

ll]OVC

" and help )usuf_/ pubhcly our count 1"‘6{10'1\""

“quivecally that we

RDPEb 04 8016063003861

D) If the DRV threatens to respond o &
anti-Dizin coup by sending troops cpenly to
South Vietnam, we .,hotﬂd let it kuow ung-
L it the DRV with all
that Is neceasacy (o ’o'm it to desist,

() We saould be pxepmc! to take mch
military action.

7. DTEM-NHY MOVE: Appeal to De Gaulle
for political suppoxt for umtmlmhox of Viet-
nam. S

U.S. R ;smwrv '_ o E
*(A) We should pomt out publicly that Vist-
nam caunot be cffectively neutralized unless

thd Comtnuuists are removed {rom contrcl of
Morth Vietnam. If a coalition beivieen Diamn
and the Comtusists Is suggested, we should
reply that thi ,*ﬁomd ba th, avenne o a Ccm-
munist takeover In view of the rolativ
strength of the two principals in the Cu,ahuon
Once an antl-Dismt covp i» stavted i Soutn
Vietnam, we can point to the obviens refusal
of South Vistnam to acce yt a D:vm Comrmu-
nist coalition. .

- 8, DIEM-NEU I»IOV}”). 1t hwmm start
betwesn the GVM and a coup group, Diem
and Nhu will sesk to negotiate fn ovder

shal

ol

{o

‘play for time (as during the Mevember, 1809,

coup attempt) aud rally loyal jovezs to Saigon,

U.S. RESPONSIT

(A) The U.S, must delius lts chjective with

ceystal clearnsss, If we try to save Diem by

encouraging ne;ct:m fons botwest him and a
conp group, waile a coup is In progress, wo
shall greatly facroade t‘ risk of an unsuc-
tal cutcome of the coup atterapt, Our ob-
joctive should, therelore, clearly be to bring
the whola Ngo family under the control of the

COUp grevp. ' .

(B) Ve should warn the coup group to press
any 1oilitary advantage it galns to its logicel
ennclusion without "mpum" to negotiatel

(C) We siould use all cow.)u, asans o
influence pro-Diem generals 11' 9 1ove
to the coup side, For examptle, Gcn Tarking
could sond a dircet message to Cuan pointing
to the congequnncns of a cnutwmcl stand in
support of the Ngo fanily and the advantage
of shifiing over to the coup group.

(D) We should use, or encourage the coup
group to use: xmlmry measures to pxu.‘ent
any loyal forces outside- Saigon from mll3 ing
to Diem’s suppori, For exampls, w2 can jam

m

1
o {
b
PO

racio co: nmumuntonq between Dizia and
thase forces and we can cucourag? inter-

diction of th.mx)uxhhml by b’owm'/ up
bridges v

) \1 sheuld eacours re tha coup group i
capiurg and remove pmm'ﬂ‘lj feom Vietnmn
any meshers of the Ngo family outside Sai-
_pon, Including Can and Thue who ara normal
uuld aw.,t in this operation

continued
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" Second in a series on the substance of the , © A5 early as May 11, 1961, when the
‘Pentagon documents on the origin ond the fmerican public knew only that the U.S.
- ésealation of the Vietnam war. . had advisers in Vietnam, President Ken-
- L R - nedy was dispatching underground agents

1o sabotage and harass {he Communisis in
North -Vietnam. el
. @ President Johnson sanctioned similar
-attacks in the months which preceded the
North Victnamese attack on U.S. destroyers
in the Gulf of Tonkin.

- By Courtney R, Sheldon

. © - Staff correspondent of
- -+ The Christian Science Monitor
t R Washington
~ fhe disclosures of covert United States
actions, directed both at friendly Saigon and
hostile Hanoi, show a stern Washington face
t‘he public seldom sees distinctly,
- Throughout the Vietnam war era, presi-
dents have approved a string of secret mili-
tary and diplomatic subversions. They were,
those in command at the time insist,
necessities of the times, .
- Not knowing of these clandestine opera-
tions until long after the event, the public
and Congresg are seldom in a position to
challenge them on moral or pelitical
“grounds. ' . K '
" 'ihe Pentagon papers, now being filtered

Justification for sitacks

It is not known whether the North Viet.
namese thought at the time the destroyers
were part of or supporting the pattern of
-attacks being made against them,

But it is a fact of history that the Johnson
administration used the attacks on the des-
troyers to sell Congress the Tonkin Guif
resolution which was later to be cited as
legal justification for the war,

In retrospect, it appears that the Ameni-
can public knew far less about the actions
of their government than did the enemy in

®

~out through the New York Times, Washing- Hanol.
ton Post, the Boston Globe, and Rep, Paul  The North Vietnamese Foreign Office

N. McCloskey Jr. (R) of California, give an
. _-unparalleled glimpse of life bhelind Wash-
ington curtains, ) )
Without the current disclosures, mislead-
‘ing and incomplete as they may be in some
‘instances, most of the stories would have
:had to await normal release times, usually

" some 20 years hence.

issued a white book on the war in July, 1865,
It discussed position papers of various U.S.
ofificials which, in light of the Tentagon
papers, sound eerily as if I{anoi had a pipe-
line into official Washington.
William L, Ryan, foreign affairs expert of
the Associated Press, analyzed the white
~ book and concluded, “There is evidence the
~ North Vietnamese and their Viet Cong allies

| ‘ . :
'_Sco!de.d by Taylor . in the South knew a good deal about U.S.

Here are some of the clandestine or sub- Plans, operations, prospects, and weak-
. ? .
surface operations the Pentagon papers and nesses.’ o i .
“their interpreters confirm or allege that the  U.S. involvement in the political affairs

of the South Vietnam Government have
been apparent all along even to the un-’
sophisticated eye. Hanol calls South Viet-
namese leaders puppets. Washington pub-
licly says it is giving advige and assistance,
but not interfering in internal politics.

In onc of the New York Times summaries

United States sponsored or engag
the Vieinam war period: o
© While U.S. Ambassador Henry Cabot
Lodge was counseling South Vietnamese
‘President Ngo Dinh Diem in 1963, U.S, au-
thorities were plotiing the Nov. 1, 1963, coup
which busted hira (per Mr. McCloskey, who
adds, “We were in i up. to our eyeballs”).
. © Later, when more coups got in the way
of succeéssful prosecution of the war, Am-
bassador Maxwell Taylor called young
South Vietnamese military men to the em-
bassy and ‘read them the riot act.” |
Do all of you understand Xnglish?” the
‘Ambassador irapatiently asked the Viet-
namese officers (according to a cable in-
cluded in the Pentagon papers). “I told
you clearly at General Westmoreland’s
dinner we Americans were tired of coups.

ed in in

“during another hcated meeting on July
[1964], General Khanh asked Ambassador
Taylor whether to resign [from the premier.
ship]. The Ambassacdor asked him not to d
so. ... '

In early 1965, onc of the Pentagon paper

¢
for national security affairs, as not agreeing
“must somechow be removed from the.. ¢

scene.”
Three weceks later, the Pentagon papers

‘Apparently I wasted my words., . . . Now re . > :
ported that somce young Turks in the

-you have mad e o AV B 2 -
| Jou have madABBISVRHCE A REIfAse 2001/03/04 : CIA-RDP80-0160

- policy options

forces,

of the Pentagon papers, it reports thath

gproposz}l to. the Hanoi
reported McGeorge Bundy, special assistant Ball said:

with Ambassador Taylor that General Khant handled through

¢

2

South Vietnamese Army were determined to
get rid of General Khanh,

The authors,of the Pentagon report said
General Xhanh “made frantic but unsuccess-
ful efforts to rally his supporters' and finally
submitfed his resignation, claiming thet &
“forcign hand” was behind the coup.

Thus it is not surprising the difficullies
the U.S, has foday in convincing the Hanol
-government  that it is keeping hands off in
the October presidential elections in Saigon.

The Central Intelligence Agency seems to
come off guite well in the papers that have
thus far been published. Its forebodings.
have proved too accurate. -

However, it is hard to forget that only on
April 15 of this year the present director
of central intelligence, Richard Helms, was
saying in a public speech: .

“We [the CIA] cannot and must not take
sides. When there is debate over alternative
in the National Security
Council . . . I do not and must not line up
with either side.” ' '

el

V

J

SMuost hit hardey’

Yet here is an excerpt from a 1965 mem-
orandum from John A. McCone, director of,
CIA, to other officials: Y ¢

Y, .. It is my judgment that if we are {o
change the mission of the ground forces we
must also change the ground rules of the -
strikes against North Vietnam. We must

‘hit them harder, more frequently, and in-

flict greater damage. Instead of avoiding
the MIGs, we must go in and take them
out. A bridge here and there will not do-
the job. We must strike their airfields, their

_petroleum resources, power stations, and

their military compounds.
“This,. in my opinion, must be done

promptly and wiith minimum restraint. If
we are unwilling to take this kind of deci-
sion now, we must not take the actions
concerning the missions of our ground

. .

Another official whose advice was not
ceded was Undersecretary of State George

Ball. Tucked away in one of his memos was
a confirmation of how U.S,
act without the public’s knowledge.

frovernments

. Speaking of how best to get a U.S. pcace
governtnent, My,

should be
! a nongovernmental cutout
possibly a reliable newspaperman who
an be repudiated).”

“The contact on our side

1R000300360117-4 -




APPAIVTIFor Release 2001/03/04 : CIA-RDP80-01

. rw,wml B

EL PASO, TEX.
HERALD-POST

E ~ 42,378
JUN .,43 Lf?i

R I

E J@

In all the shouting over Lhe Pen-

“tagon papers on U.S. involvement in -

Vietnam, one major point is being
“overlooked: Just how good a study
Is 1t2

The question is important becausc

' politicians are already seizing on

-bits and pleces of the leaked papers

“to “prove” this or that sclf- se1v1ng _

assertion.

-ThP other day, for example, Kan-
543 Sen. Robert J. Dole, Republican
National Chairman, chdloed that ~

~the papers showed ”eight years of

deception and escalation” by the
Demeocrats, And Senate majority
‘leader Mike Mansfield hit such
“smffmg” at the report “for pohtlcal
Jprofit.”

© *One danger, we think, is that the )

pubhc' may be ‘misled mto thinking
that a definitlve history of the Viet-

© .nam war has been disclosed. This

Ve

<could only help those political lynch-

inrf parties now trying to hang the
rope of Vietnam around thexr op-
popents necks.

JFortunately for the cause of fair
ptay, a good appraisal of the Pen-
itagon study exists. It was written
by Leslie H. Gelb, the former govern-
ment official who headed the task
force that produced the 43- volume
hIStmy

AWith commendable obJectwlty,
-GgIb makes clear the project’s short-
-cominfrs deficlencies and handicaps.

HE. notes that his team had com- _

plete access to Defense Departiment
papers, only limited access to State
Department and. .CIA material, and
ino ‘access to files in ‘the White
hIilbuse where fmal declslons were

"%,JJ@O@ a Stud yﬂ’

et St i it T

‘ macde. Nm could ‘his men intelvie\v .

top officials.. -

“The result,” “writes Gelb, “was
not so much s documentary history,
as a history based solely on docu- ;
ments . . . pleces of paper, formi--,
dable and suggestive by thenselves, :

.could have meant much or nothing. !

“Perhaps this document was never
sent anywhere, and perhaps that
one ... was lrrelevant. Without the
- memorles of people to tell us, we.
were certain to make mistakes . .. .
this. apprdach to research was found
to lead to distortlons and distortions
we are sure abound in these studies.” ;

His staff, Gelb continues, was "

" “superb—uniformly bright and in- .

terested.” He concedes they were
“not always versed in the art of
research,” and adds: ' {

*“Of course, we all had our pxe- ~

judices and axes to grind and these

shine through clearly at txmes but -
we tried, we think, to suppress or
compensate for them.”

-Also, Gelb recalls, his men came
from the armed forces, the State |
Department, the “think tanks” and
were constantly being yanked back
by their superlors before they could
finish their work..

“Almost all the studies had several '
authors, each heir dutifully trying
to pilck up the threads of his ple-
decessor,” he says.

In .his conclusion, Gelb states:

“Writing history, especially where
it blends into current events, espe-
cially where that current event is |
Vietnam, Is a treacherous exercise.”

Amen L : /j

e S caite okl RO
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By Richard E. Ward DRI : '

A top-sccret 7000-ps age- Pmt gon study on lhc history
of U.S. intcrvention in Victnam and Indochina was
described in lengthy articles, accompanied by govern-
ment documents drawn up by high-level U.S, officials,
that appcared in the New York Times June 13-15,
Publication of the two final installments of a projected,
five was internipted by a tcmpotary federal court
injunction handed down June 15 in New Yoxk at the
request of the Justice Department, '

The published material, an unprecedented pubhc
disclosure of high-level government discussion -on the
formulation of U.S. policy and directives for its im-
plementation,. provides “an irrefutable record - of the
unprovoked, unilateral U.S. aggression in Indochina.

The documents printed by the Times before the
‘injunction was issued dealt with events in 1964-GS,
“clearly exposing the lies of the Johnson administration
by the words and papers of its highest officials, “Hoisted
by his own petard” was the observation of one of the
.Pentagon’s unnamed historians about the discrepancies
between Johnson’s words and  policies.

Normally documents of this sort might never sce the
light of day again, or at least they would remain
classificd for decades. Thus the circumstances of their
disclosure takes on significance equal to the rcvclatlons
themselyes, .

The Pentagon lustozy, actually about 3000 pages in
Iength with 4000 pages of documentation from the U.S.

/mnbassy in Saigon, the defense secretary, the CIA and
the National Security Council, among other sources, was
/being summarized by a team of Times writers headed by
“/Neil Shechan, who worked on the series for three
. ‘months. The history itself was begun under the tenure of
Defense  Secretary Robert S, "MceNamara but not

] complctcd until some- months after his re<1g1mt1on

H 8 *(I

Rccord of U.S. dlfucultxes
The Pentagon study was a symptom of pohcws Unt
-were in deep trouble, an effort to find the source of U.S.
difficultics, But thcre is no evidence that it made any
1mpact ‘upon the Johnson admunstmtxon whosc logical

caleulus was predicated on a blm(l infatuation with
American power and which never questioned the right of
U.S. intervention in Indochina, The only thing that gave -
the Johnson administration pause was the fact that U.S.

intervention had not produced the desired aims which in

.Novembcr 1964 were described by Shechan:
.The minimum United .States position [for nego-

.o

: tldtlons]

savouded until the effects of bombing had put the United
States into a position to obhm this minimum goa] in
"negotiations,” .

If that was: the * Ihinimal” positibn, it is,clcar that
somé in Washington were hoping to gain control of
Hanoi as wcell as Saigon, although Shcehan gives no

indication of what the Penhnon study says on-this

point. -

However, Shechan points out that the Pentaﬂon
history reveals a continuity in U.S. pohcy that began’

with suppoxt for the French colonial effort in Indochina.
And since the French defeat in 1954 the U.S. had been
engaged in “acls of sabotage and terror warfare against
North Vietnam,” a covert war that was markedly
escalaled iIn carly 1964 in step with mcxcascd u.s,
-activity in South Vietnam,

The intensification of the covert war agamsl the
Democratic Republic” of Vietnam in 1964 is where
Sheehan’s detailed account and the supporting docu-
ments bcbin In February 1964 the U.S. initiatcd “34A

operations” against the DRV, They “ranged from
flights. .. .by U-2 spy planes and kidnappings of \’oxth
Vietnamese citizens for intelligence information,”

Shechan wriles, “to parachuting sabotage and psycho-
logical-warfare teams into the Noith, commando raids
from the sea to blow up rail and highway bridges and the
bombardment of North Vietnamese coastal instal-
lations.” A

Behind the Tonkin incident L )

Under the supcwision of McNamarg, the 34A raids
were expanded in tempo and mnﬂmtudc in three stages
in 1964. In May of that year U.S. bombing and
reconnaissance began on a systematic basis in . Laos; these
activitics too were escalated and brought closer to the
DRV border in succecding months with the intention of
putling pressure on Ianoi, Finally, a third element in a
coordinaled U.S, program consisted of intelligence col-
lection by U.S. destroyers that penetrated the North’s

coastal waters. It was in this context of covert war about .

- which Congress and the American people were ignorant
" that the “Fonkin incident” ‘occuired,

The Pentagon study shows that getting a congression-

al resolution that would be later uscd as the equivalent

of a blank check to- conduct military operations in.
Indochina was part of a scenauo drawn up before the,

Tonkin Bay affair.

From Tonkin Bay to full- sca!e bombing of the North |

was 4 small step-and part of the same scenario. The
decision to bomb was made in the summer of 1964 just

. priotr to Johnson’s denunciations of Goldwater for the

latter’s advocacy of this, but the program was put on ice
* temporarily because of eclecloral, considerations, the
Pentagon study noted. W. W. Rostow is revealed as the
main evangelist of bombing; he and some top military
men were certain that Hanel would crumble quickly

amder the bombs, or possibly just the threat of them,

belicved Rostow, Othc(s were less inclined to this

continued

was défined as forcing Hanoi to halt the -

insurgency in the South. and to agree to the establish- -

ment of a secure non-Communist state, a position the
[Pentagon] analyst defines as ‘acceptance or else.’
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WASHINGTON----~I am grateful {o
iThe Times for affording me this op-
portunity to explain why I think the
«action of the paper in publishing se-
‘lected portions of the highly classified
‘Gelb study was contrary to the na-
ftional interest. _
¢+ In brief, my positlon, is that this
<action contributes to further misunder-
standing and confusion regarding the
events porirayed, tends to impair the
~working of the foreign policy process,
“and adds to the disunity which is al-
-ready undermining our strength as a
nation. these views are largely inde-
pendent of the degal aspects of the
- case, aud of the importance or lack of
“importance of the classified material
.which has becn revealed,
As history, the articles are unreli-
able and often misleading because of
‘the incompletencss of the basic source
material and the omissions and sup-
s pressions resulting from the selective
- process carried out by the Pentagon
-authors and the editors of The Times.,
“The Gelb group had only limited access
to.reports from without the Pentagon,
I“whereas the White House, State, C.LA,,
and other agencies were key palucx-
pants in the activities under review.
Starting from this incomplete data
" base, Gelb’s analysts excercised a form
“of censorship in choosing what data

“ 10 use, or what to exclude. The Times'

'perforimed & similar function in de-
oiding what to publish from among
.the 47 Gelb volumes, Thus, in the
" final publication, the p11nc1plc served
was not the right of the people to
- know all ebout the Governnent’s Viet-
~ nam policy, but rather the right of The
Times fo determine what parts the
- public should know about it. As one
smember of that public, I would like
s to know the criteria employed by The
'I‘i'mcs in making its determinations,

. The rcqultmg literary product is a
melangc of incidents presented in a
- disjointed way which makes them dif-
ficult to understand and to relate to
one another. It is hard to distinguish
approved povernmental actions from
individual views of comparatively low-
ranking staff officers. There is often

‘a perceptible antiwar bias in the com- .

‘mentary which suggests that' the offi-
cials involved ‘were up to something
-sinister -and surreptitions rather than
‘carrying out publicly. approved nation-
-al policy. For these reasons, I am afraid
‘that the articles will confuse rather

_~than enlighten the persistent reader

willing to wade through them.

The damage which I foresee to for-
eign policy is from two sources. If it

- becomes acccptmppmwedaﬁo:nsRelease 2001/03/04 : CIA RDP80 01601 R000300360117 -4

vassures a  bitter
Times has not only challenged the-
-Government’s right to make this de-
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in the press a ready market for gov-
ernmental secrels, no secret will be
safe. In the atmosphere of suspicion

and fear of betrayal created within

government, one can hardly. expect to
get forthright opinions and uninhibited
recommendations from subordinates

.who must consider how their views

will read in the morning press.

There will be a similar reaction
“among our international associates, Al-
ready we are sceing the embarrassment
of allies such as Auvstralia and Canada
over references appearing in The Times
articles. Other nations are viewing
with dismay this latest cvidence of

- L .

internal disarray in.the United States
and are doubtless reminding then-
selves of the need for reticence in fu-

ture dealings with us. Only the propan

gandists of Hanoi and Moscow find
cause for rejoicing. And they arc open-
ly enjoying themselves,

My last concern is over the effect
of this incident on our national unity,
of late a prime target of subversive
forces secking to - undermine the
sources of our national power. There
has been an arrogance in the way The
Times has thrown down the gauntlet in
‘challenging the Government’s right to
identify and protect its sceret which
punlic fight. The

termination but has undertaken to sub-
stitute its own judgment in deciding
what secrets are entitled to protection,

If allowed to continue in its present

_ form, the controversy will provide a

further revelation to owr enemiecs of
our internal divisions at a time when
we need all of our strength and pres-
tige to effect an honorable settlement
of the Vietnam war.

There should be ways for reasonable
men to reconcile the needs of a free.

press and of national sccurity without
resort to exaggerated classification of
documents by the Government or re-

sort to the role of “fence” on the part
curity a free:
press cannot long endure, nor can the:
society and cconomy which sustain.

of the press. Without sc

it. Without strong, articulate informa-
tion media, the Government cannot

communicate with the electorate, or.

win popular support for the needs of
national security.

loya! éniploye of govémmcnt can find ;

_enhancing  our

The press should be able to fthH
its sccular role of exposing rascals
and mistakes in Government without
making common cause with the
cnemies of Government, We must have
both a free press and an effective
Government capable of defending and
national interests
(apainst all cnemies, foreign and do-
mestic), If we expect to remain a great
nation, these are not alternatives.

Incidentally, there has been fre-.
quent reference of late to the pre.:
suined embarrassment caused by The

Times article to the governmental
participaiits mentioned. If anyone s
interested, I am not among the em-

barrassed. In the period covered by
these documents, T was working ears:

nestly for peace and security in South-
east Asia, an objective which the Con-
gress had just determined by an over-

- whelming mo.]outy to be vital to the

national interest. We toilers in the hot
Vietnamese sun {ook that mandate
seriously, and the Gelb study portrays
us hard at work in obedience to it

Gen, Maxwell D. 7Yaylor, retived,
served as Ambussador to - Vietnain,
1964-65, and as « special consultant
to the President, 1965-69. ) -
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