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THE WilITE HOUSE

WASHINGTCN

February 1k, 1966

Bill:

T am attaching the first draft of my prepared statement
before the Fulbright Committee. I expect to work on it further
during my sbsence in New York and Toronto, I shall be back here
in mid-afterncon Wednesday. o T A

Because of the shortness of time, it would be most helpful
if the President would glance ‘at this draft and see if 1t is
generally saulsfactor'y T am not staffing it about town ag I
wans to be able to assert the personal nature of my views if the
question arises. ' '

If the President has any 51gn1f1cant reaction, please
inform Colonel Root in my office who can reach me by rhone.

Mm ‘T‘l ;' Taylor
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You will see comments suggested by the President
and myself in pencil on your draft.

MEMORANDUM TO GENERAL MAXWELL TAYLOR:

Max:

The President suggested you may want to bring up
fact that four alternatives appear to be:

1. "The heavy bomber plan', which could lead to
consequences beyond tolerance.

2. "Pull out™"
3. "Holding strategy" or Menclave."

4. Continue our present policy of continuous pressure
at all time until other side changes mind.

Bill Moyers
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"I need not tell you that the world situvation is very serious. That must
be apparent to all intelligent people. I think.that one difficulty is that the
problem is one of such enormous complexity that the very mass of facts presented
to the public by press and radio.make it exceedingly difficult for the man in the
street to reach a clear appraisement of the situation. Furthermore, the people of
this country are distant from the troubled areas of the earth and it is hard for thenm
to comprehend the plight and.consequent reactions of the long-suffering peoples, and
the effect of those reactions on their governments.in connection with our efforts to
promote peace in the world."

These are the words with which Secretary of State George Marshall opened his
address at Harvard on June 5, 1947, in which he announced the broad ovtlines of the
Marshall Plan for Europe. They have striking curfency as we reflect upon their
pertinence to many aspects of our present foreign policy, particularly to many of
the problems arising from our involvement in Southeast. Asia. In seeking understanding
support for the actions of our government in thatﬁpartdnf‘the world, we have encountered
all of the difficulties which General Marshall mentions, compounded by the remoteness
and the alien quality of the scene of agtion and.tﬁe apparent absence.of direct bearing
of the issue upon our national interests as most df our citizens understand those
interesg& For these reasons, the places, people.and.issues have been'far>more difficult
to describe, explain and report tharn the corresponding tasks which confronted General
Marshall and his ad?isors. -

As in General Marhsall's case, some of the difficulty in explaining Viet-Nam
lies in the proliferarion of information presented by press, television and radio which,
as a conseqjuence of technological progress in mass communications, have grown far more
proficient than in Marshall's day. Television, in. particular, has brought the béttle—
field co cur living rcoms with a vividness most distrubing to rhose who have never known
war, somehow conveying the impression that it is wé Americans who almost alone have been
responsible for the cruelties and brutalities of the war as pictured on the screen.

The influence of the media on public opinion, enhanced by the advances extending

the quantity and nature of their coverage,. has been augmented by the crusading zeal
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displayed by some reporters and commentators on the war.. In an editorial at the
time of the disorders at the Democratic Convention in Chicago, a leading Washington
newspaper commented as follows:

"It ig, .on occasion, difficult to distinguish the passion to inform from
the passion to perform. Some reporters have avoided the historic choice between
being actors on the public stage and observers of the show by deciding to do both.

(In Chicago) they became so engaged in the pursuit of news that they moved into the
role of newsmakers."

In a similar way, in Viet-~Nam, some reporters and commentators have felt that
their task is not to describe the events but to shape them, not to report on foreign
policy but to make it.

I do not for a moment suggest that the media have anything like a sole or
even a primary responsibility for the confusion which characterizes the popular
state of mind toward the issues in Viet-Nam.  There have been wmany other factors
contributing to this confusion. The very nature of the conflict extending over the
44 different provinces of South Viet-Nam has made it difficult to describe for the
most conscientious of reporters. The conditions of the conflict vary from province
to province so that a perfectly accurate statement about the situation in Province
A may be completely misieading if applied to neighboring Provinces B or C. Hence,
we often encounter apparently conflicting reports on the ebb and flow of the war
which by their seeming contradiction arouse the suspicions and stimulate new charges
of & credibility gap. Yet ail may well be true, each in its own geographical context.

Another factor contributing to the difficulty of explaining Viet-Nam has been our
manner of waging this war, the way we have used our military resources, particularly
our air power in attacking wmilitary targets in the North. This is the so-called strategic
gradvualism which has aroused the criticism of many military people and others of a hawkish
bent. Yet there have been reasons for that strategy whether one finds them entirely

convincing or ndt.

Since the end of World War II, all responsible govermments throughout the world
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have been deeply impressed with the danger of nucléar World War 11T which would be
destructive of all participants and of most bystanders. 1In the view of sober political
leaders, this grim prospect argues for great caution in utilizing wmilitary force in any
form in pursuing foreign policy objectives. Military operations anywhere in the world are
to some extent a threat to world peace. Thus, when any great power contemplates a
resort to arms, there is likely to be apprehension, at least to some extent justified,
that an escalating situation may get out of hand and lead to the world war which all
parties wish to aveid. Tt is this concern which has been the primary cause for the
slow,cauriouns use of our air arm which has characterized our air operations in North
Viet-Nam. But whatever justification this prudence has had, it has been branded by the
critics as timidity and has contributed greatly to the unpopularity of the war and to
the difficulty of explaining it to the satisfaction of many of our citizens. Despite
the heroic efforts of the President and his principal advisors to present the case for
American policy to our people, they have had only limited success in overcoming the
adverse effect of such faectors as I have mentioned.

This experience raises a fundamenmtal question as to whether a democracy like
the United States under similar conditions can. successfully wage a prolonged limited
way far from home, using limited means for limited obiectives. President James Perkins
of Cornell has pointed cut the great difficulty of rallying this country behind a
foreign issue involving the use af armed force without a clearly identified enemy posing
a threat either to our homeland or to the vital interests of ocur close friends. As many
of cur citrizens view the situation, Viet-Nam does not meet these criteria, hence their
dissatisfaction with our involvement. For the future, President Perkins concludes that,
""We now have to give more attention to the public understanding, to the importance of
international support and cooperation, and to the need for increased development
assistance as a more effective way of forestalling the circumstances that invite

aggression. TIn the end, we may feel as restrained in the invocation of limited
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deterrence as we earlier did in the application of %assive retaliation.”

This is a very important point because, if iﬁdeed we can not expect to use
our military forces in support of distant causes, it .is time to recognize that fact
and adjust our foreign and military policy to these realities.

But then what happens to the Truman Doctrime and the world-wide systems
of alliances which commit us contingently to over 40 nations to provide them with
military assistance under certain conditiong? We have no reason to believe that the
potential troublemakers of the world are about to abandon the use of aggressive force
for the purposes of changing the world order to their advantage. There are too many
discontented have-nots in the world for the haves to be left in peace. The Communist
leaders have stated very clearly that they have their own solution to the problem of
expansicn by force in a world fearful of World War IiI. They see the same dangers as we
and have concluded that both nuclear war and limited.war are to be avoided because
of their unpredictable consequences. On the other hand, they find in the technique of
the '"War of Liberation" a form of force which is relétively cheap, not toc dangerous,
and which has the advantage of being disavowable by Lhe clandestine participants. We
of the Free World are left with the question of how fo resist this kind of aggression
i1f, indeed, democracies are not capable of using force in distant places because their
people can not understand the need.

One way to meet the problem is to develop ways and means of preventing the "“War

of Liberation" by anticipatory action, identifying in advance of attack the countries

‘which are probable targets of subversive aggression .and attempting to strengthen them

from within in order to eliminate the weaknesses which expose them to attack.

This preventive approach has much to commemd it but, unforturately, in the present
temper of our country, it runs couunter the aversion for foreign aid in most of its forms.
Even though the help extended to threatened nations is non-military in character, its

proponents are vulnerable to the charge of hankering after the role of world policeman
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which our Viet-Nam experience has brought into geﬁeral disrepute and of preparing
the way for new overseas adventures,

If these obstables to effective preventive measures are insuperable, then
we might next try to find somebody else to assume. the task of strengthening the new
and vulnerable nations. Can we not associate ourselves with other advanced nations
in some kind of international consortium to help the needy have-nots on some selective
basis? Unfortunately, no such effective international body exists today willing or able
te do the job aund, indeed, we are in a period of general disillusionment with regard to
the effectiveness of international bodies. We reproach the United Naricns for not having
helped us in Viet-Nam and are critical of the impotence of its agencies in keeping the
peace or allaying distress. The fact seems to be that, if the United States is to be
neither the world policeman who wmaintains the peace nor the prime benefactor of the have-
nots, these tasks are likely to go undone with consequences difficult to foresee but in
the long run certainly adverse to our national interests.

S0 we are faced with a question of great importance to ourselves and to the world.
Sobered and embittered by our Viet-Nam experience, how.are we to choose between two very
unattractive alternatives? Shall we turn our backs on the problems of the emerging
nations, raise the draw-bridges of Fortress America and look for sacurity principally
in our nuclear deterrent strength? Or shall we continue to venture into the outside
world in the name of regional security, self-determination, resistance to aggression,
the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall Paln and similar principles and programs which in the
past decade have characterized our foreign policy? If we follow this latter course, will
we of necessity encounter the same frustrations and suffer the same internal divisions as
in the Viet-Nam war?

Personally, I find it impossible to believe that the decision will be to retire
inte Fortress America. Even if it were attempted, the seclusion could not be long-
lived in a world which is pressing in upon us more and more each year. Nor do 1 believe

that an outward-locking posture toward world problems necessarily implies the danger of
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a repetition of the experience of Viet-Nam. With the benefit of the lessons of this
episode, it should be possible to display greater wisdom and foresight in identifying
our true interests abroad and greater selectivity as to time, place, and cause for the
commitment of our resources. To recognize our true interests will not be simple. We
can not leave their determination to instimct, impulse, emotion or habit; we need to
derive them from the logic of relevant experience and from sound estimates of the
requirements of future policy. Then we need -to make them comprehensible to our own people,
bearing in mind the fellowing words:

"An essential part of any successful action on the part of the United States
is an understanding on the part of the people of America of the character of the
problem and the remedies to be applied. Political passion and prejudice should have
no part. With foresight, and a willingness on the part of our people to face up to
the vast responsibility which history has clearly placed upon our country, the difficulties
I have outlined can and will be overcome.!

Ladies and gentlemen, these are the words with which General Marshall closed

his address at Harvard on June 5, 1947. It would be well for us to take counsel of

them today. Thank you.
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MR, AGRONSKY: General Taylor, former Lieutenant General
Gavin and former Ambassador Kenndn both fold the Foreign
Relations Committee this week they f{eared if we continue
our present nolley in Vietnam we will find ourselves on a
collision course with Communist China that could lead to
avU, S ~ Chinese war.

Do you share that conecern, sir?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I think one has to share a concern
whenever military operacvions break out any place in the
world, I certainly do not feel nervous about the possibilities
of escalatlion to general waf wlth China. There are so many
good reagon why that shouldlnot occur. However, obviously,
a2 prudent govermment would not rule out constant considera-
tion of that possibility.

ANNOUNCER: Live, from CBS Washington, FACE THE NATION,
a spontanecus and unrehearsed news interview with General
Maxwell D. Taylor, Specilal donsultant to the Presildent.

General Taylor wlll be questlioned by CBS News White
House Correspondent Reber; Pierpoint, Chalmers Roberts of
the Washington Post, CBS News Correspondent !artin Agronsky
Wlll lead the guestloning.

We shall resume the interview with (iencral Taylor in

just a moment,

MR, AGRONSKY: G@General Taylor, clearly many U, S.



experts on Far Easterh policy, both in and out of govern-
ment, are considerably more concerned about the prospect
of our bheing on a c¢ollislon course with Communist China
than you are, For example, a former U, S. Assistant
Seciretary of State for Far Eastern Affairs, Mr. Roger
Hilsman sald yesterday, "Unless fundamental changes
are made in U. S, conduect of the Vietnam War, the guestion
of the U, S. war with China is not whether but when,"

Do you feel that it 1s as inevitavle as that, sir?

Angd 1 you don't, why don't you?

GENERAL TAYLOR: Neo, defilnitely not. I do not subscribe
te inevlitability of anything in future history. It depends
upor the judgment, the leadership, the intelligence, the
courage of leaders in our country, and also in other
countries of the world.

I can recall a fow years ago the statement of the
inevlitability of general nuclear war with the Soviet Union.
Well, that is stiil not completely scratched off our list
of c&ncern, but 1t's certainly much lower on the 1ist than
it was, say, ten years ago.

#2 fis.



MR, ROBERTS: General Taylor, is what you say, -
does what you say mean that the Government here is
operating on the premise that unliess the nature of
our participation changes greatly there is no real
danger of getting into war with China?

GENERAL TAYLOR: Well, first, Mr. Roberts, I can-
noct speak as an aunthoritative representative of the
sovernment., I am not in the Government. I am a private

citizen, DBut I would say that as long as I was concerned

with the making of policy and implementing policy there

w21s a clear understanding that we had a limited objective
and we were going to proceed toward that ocbijective
rrogressively without running unnacessary risks.

Now, cur limited objective, the one that has been
announced and proclaimed by three presidents -- Presi-
dent Johnson has stated it many times -~ that it is
simply to allow South Vietnam <the opportunity to choose
it; own government, And that means, of course, that
a0l will cease its aggression against the South.

That is a limited objective and we are using limited
means to get there.

MR, PIERPOINT: General Tarior, we had a limited
objective in the war in Korea alsc, hut the Chinese
Communists did not seem to understand that limited

objective., We arc now bombing North Vietnam as a part



s-2 of this limited obijective in the South. At what
point do you think that the Chinese Communists might
come into war as they actually did in Korea?
GENERAL TAYLOR: If I may go back to Korea, I
think our mistake, it was a mistake, was to change our
objective in midstream. Our original obiective was simply
to repuwise a Nozrth Xorean invasion of South Korea. It was
when we then decided to liberate all of Xorea that we changed
our ohjective ang created the situation which we disgcussed.
We are not changine our ohjective in Sourh Vietnam.
We have adhered to it rince 1954 and I hope we will
continuaz to adhere to it to the end. Northh Victnan knows
exactly what we are doing. wWhy we are bombing. We
have anrounced over and over again the three reasons
why we startad this program.

MR, ROBERTS: General, cannot we }lock at this in

[of]

little larger perspective? You do not really mean
to tell us that the war in Vietnam is something only
in the country calléd Vietnam. Is not this war and
have not a nuiber of administration officials said so,
really part o? a major American longy-tsyrm policy to
contain the poiwer of China in Asia just as we have
gonkained thg military power of the Soviet Union in
Furope?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I quite agree that there is more



hws-3 involved than the local situation, although the local
zituation justified our, the contribution of our aid,
our participation. and justifies our continuvation. Ve
are committed te reaching this goal of a free South
Vietnam, but in so doing, in so doing must also defeat
the intent of iHanci-Peking tc push the Americzan influence
out 3f Asia, to deminstrate that the so-called war of
liberation is the sirrefire, safe way to expand militant
Communism in the futurse. So there is a great deal at

2nd 2 atake in additinmn to the local =situation.
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MR. AGRONSKY: General Taylor, our present Asslistant
Secretary of State for Par Eastern Affairs, Mr. William
Bundy; said yesterday that there can't be, as he pui 1it,
an effcctive detervent military force unless & balance of
power arcund China's frontlers without a major and direct
military contributlion by the United States,

Is he not saying when he says this that U, S, polisy
is now commltted to contalning Communist China by fowce
withlin her present frontlers in Asia?

GENFRAL TAYLOR: You would have to ask Mr. Bundy to
interpret thas. I, frankly, would not be prepared to do so
today.

M. AGRONSKY: Weculd you say that that was our policy?

GENLRAL TAYLOR: ©No. I would say that we are a leader
of the western worid, only one, but a leader of the western
world, determlined Lo prevent the lmposition of a Communism
wihlch is not wanted on the countries that are willing to
help themselves, That's what we are doing in South Vietnam.
It is really as simple as that.

MR, FIiERPOINT: General Taylor, this limited objective
in the South seems to have some confusing aspects to 1t.
General Ky, in the Declaration of Heonolulu, -~ and you were
2t the Honolulu Conference -- said very {flatly and firmly
that what he was arfter was victory over the Viet Cong, and

he refused any 1ldea of negotlating wlth them, yet President
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Johnson has Indicated that we would negotilate = settlemens
in the South,

Do we have to have complete victory over the Viet Cong,
or will we nepgeotlate a sgettilement?

GENERAL TAYLCR: Well, Mr. Plerpoint, I am glad you
raised the word "vietory," because it is very curiocus. as
I read the comments on the situnation in South Vietnam,
that in some quarters the word "victory"” has aecguired an
evil counotation. It is something that one shouldn't
strive for. Well, I hope we are striving for victory
alongside of ocur allieg, but victory is Just accomplishing
vhat we set out to do, ©o allow South Vietnam to ¢hoose
its owm governnent and have Hanoli ceage %the aggression.
That's victory. It has nothing to do with a surrendep
of all the Viet Cong, the destruction of all Vie: Cong.,
And victory over the Viet Cong does not imply an Appomattox
or Yorktown,

PR, PIERPOINT: How long. in your opinion, would
that take, and how many U. 8. troops would it cost us?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I have been asked that aquestion so
many times, I at least know cne thing, don't try to answer
it. It can't be answered. The time that we will have to
expend 1s the time reguired to rezch our obJjective, and

it 1s not goilng to be short. But one camiot put a finite

linit in evaluating it.
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MR, ACRONSKY: Would you say that our objective has in

any way chranged in the past year?
GENERAL TAYLGR: I would not.
MR, AGRONSKY: You wouldn!t?
GENERAL TAYLCR: I would not.

since 1954,

It has not changed

9
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MR, AGRONSKY: General Tavior, when President
Johnson was campaigning for election in August, 18643,
he szaid that he had had advice tc load our planes with

bombs, drop them on certain arcas that he thought would

escalate the war and would result, as he put it, in “our

committing a good many American boys to fighting the
war that T think" - I quote the President now --
“that I think ought to be fought by the boys of Asia
to help protect their own land.”

Now, clearly therea has been a change in the Presi-
dezat's policy from the time when he said that in
Fpgust, '64, until teday. We certairly cculd not have
increasad, sir, the nuabers of American boys that we
have now committaed to fight in Vietnam unless the
Presicdent had changed his mind?

GENERAL TAYLOR: No, sir. T do neot see any incon-
sistency in there. T was sent to Saicon by President
Kennedy in 1961, in October, and in his directive to
me it was wvery ciear that do not forget that this is a
Vietnamsse war and we are only to do those things which
the Vietnamese cannnt do for ther'selvas or cannot do
in time, I thirt we are still loyal to that formula,
The reason we have more men in Vietnam today than we
had last year is that the threat has increased, the

requirement has increased. And in spite of the great
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growth of the forces in Scuth Vietnam they have not
grown fast enough. Today there is almost 700,000 men
under arms in South Vietnam. South Vietnam is the
strongest military ally we have in the world in terms
of forces in being today. The losses which they take
are six to seven times the losses we take. So there is
no question that this is still a Vietnarese war. The
troubkle is in our reporiing back in the United States
Qe only hear the 2American side of it.

MR. ROBERTS: Genevrail, I would like to go back to
this larger wview of this war and the argument about
containment that is going on before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee in the past few davys.

Do you accenpt the idea that China can be contained
in the same sense that we have had a vnolicy of contain-
ing the Soviet Union?

GENEPRAL TAYLOR: The word "containment" I think
means different tliings to different people, IFf it
means frustrating China's aggressions directed at the
free world, I would say that we are certainly interested
in go frustrating their foreign policy.

MR. ROBERTS: And do vyouview the war in Korea as
having been an exercise in that policy?

GINERAL TAYLOR: Going back to Korea, I would

certainly say yes. But here again South Xorea was
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attacked by North Korea and the Chinese. aAnd we inter-
vened and repulsed them.

MR. ROBERTS: And do you view the present war in
Vietnam as basically having that cbjective?

GENERAL TAYLOR: Well, the bazic objective I have
already stated. It is the people of Sputh Vietnam who
are -- their liberty, their freedom is ocur primary objec—

tive. And in maintaining that objective we do --

MR. ROBERTS: That same thing was true in Xorea
with the people of South Korea but in a larger histor-
ical sense it was the other purpose which
dominated.

GENERAL TAYLOR: It was applying the principle to
which we have beenrn loyal in many parts of the wor%d.

MR. AGRONSKY: You cannot, obviously, as Mr,
Roberts is indicating vervy clearly, regard the war
that is being fought in South Vietnam as being fought
in a vacuum. All the other --

GENERAL TAYLOR: I guits agres and I do not think
I have taken that position. I quite agree there are
many overtones, very important overtenecs,

MR, AGRONSKY: Which are the overtcnes that Mr,
Roberts raises and that many people in the country are
concerned about, the possibility of commnitting ourss=lves

by following these policies in Vietnam to a collision
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course which

China. That

that worries

GENLERAL

hut T wonder

13
could result in the conflict with Communist
is the concern and that is the overall thing
evervhedy in this country, sir.

TAYLOR: I can understand their concern,

if those who worry would suggest, then,

that we shculd avoid any confrentation with any

aggressive hostile power and allow the free, the uncom-

mitted world

to fall to ftheir domination.
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#5 ol MR, PIERPOINT: But, General Taylor, isn't the

domina- aggressive hostile power that we are fighting actually
tion.

made up mainly of South Vietnamese?

GENERAL TAYLOR: In one sense of the word, yes. In
another sense of the word, not at all, because while on
a head count you will find most of the Viet Cong, or
particularly the guerrillas, the local types are South
Vietnamese, the ones who really count, the hard core,
even 1f they are South Vietnamese, they have been taken
north and tralned in the North and came back as forelgn
invaders.

MR. PIERPOINT: And as we escalate, aren't more and
more of them coming in from the North?

GENERAL TAYLOR: Yes, but they are pure ethnic North
Vietnamese conflrming the foreign character, the support
of the war,

"MR. PIERPOINT: But then it seems to me we are going
down a path in which the more we send in the more the
North Vietnamese send in, and when 1t comes to a certain
polnt it may mean Communist China will also have to come in.

GENERAL TAYLOR: Bear this in mind, gentlemen: there
is a celling on the supportable forces that the Communists
can put inte South Vietnam and maintaln in action.

MR, PIERPOINT: What is that ceiling?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I don‘t know what the ceiling is, but
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there 1s one, just as there was one in Kcrea, Our alr power
has been belittled in 1ts performance in Korea because i€
did not stop the war. Well, it didn't stop the war, but
1t put a ceiling on the war. There were at least a millilon
more armed Chinese north of the Yalu who never came into
action because they could not be supported on that front
under the pressure of our alr power., By the same token,
there 1s some celling on the strength that can be supported
in the South, and it is falrly low, I would suggest., I think
even today the fact that a Viet Cong or a Nortia Vietnamese
battalion only fights about one or two days a month is
indicative of the fact that they can't support combat on
an enlarged scale,

MR. ROBERTS: Are you saying that North Vietnam couild
not then commit 1ts entire army in the South?

GENERAL TAYLCR: ©HNot on the present basls, not on the
present basis as a clandestine organization with a clandestine
line of supply, with a distribution by porter, as it 1s today.

MR. ROBERTS: VYou mean they could 1f they erossed the
border in an overt formalized conventiocnal war -

GENERAL TAYIOR: If they came down the coast in a formal
attack across the demarcation line, I would think so.

IMR. ROBERTSG: We would lilke to have them try it, wouldn't
we?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I am not¢ a nawk, in that sense,
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lir. Rcberts., I don't want to see an enlargement of this
war in any form. What w2 are trying to do is to convince
Hanoi that they arve on a losing gambli., They belter chenge it.
And I thinl that we can do that.

IR, AGRCWSKY: General, ycu have sald that the South
Fietnamese now have 700,000 men committed, that ig South
Tietnamese troops. You have said that you could see a
celling as far as the encay is cuncerned, Is there a
celiing as far as we are conceried? At what point do we
stop putting troeoops In?

GENERAL TAYLOR: Well, Tortunately, in spilte of what
is sald about South Viebnam as being the wrong place tc
have a war -- and in & ceriain sense I would agiee that no
place is the right place to have a war -- I would say the

logictic problems are comparatively simple, fram our point

of vlew, because we have access by air and s2a to the entire
country, of all Southeast Asla. It is the most supportable,
from a legistlce point of view., And with our great resources
I would say we can 1ay a logistic base there in time for
aluost any force we wanted. T am not suggestiing that we

are golng to any of theose astronomical {igures that have
been menticned; but certainly we have the capabliity.

MR. ROBERTS: Would you say the faet that we have

200,000 men on the ground in South Vietnam teoday and no

Pt

more Ls Strictly a logistical, due to the logistical



limitations?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I would say that we couldn't, for
example, today absorb many mopre than we have., AS more
troops are brought in, the logistic base will have to be

expanded before thelr arrival.

17
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MR. PIERPOINT: QGeneral Taylor, what do you think about
the suggestion, for instance, that was made today by Senator
Ribicoff that has been made by several others that we take the
whole issue of Vietnam to the Geneva Conference and 1nclude at
the Geneva Conference representatives of the Viet Cong who,
after all, do control a fa2ir amount of people 1n the South?
GENERAL TAYLOR: I only saw the headlines of the Senator’s
statements so I have not had a chance to dlscuss it. OQur
President has said he is rezdy $o talk peace 1n South Vietnam
in any form where hcnorable men come to the table with a
sincere effert to find a solution., VWhether this is practical
or not as a political measure, I just do neot know.
MR. PIERPOINT: Do you think thot he would be willing
now to sit down at the table with the Viet Cong?
GENERAL TAYLOR: T am not prepared to interpret for the
State Department or for the White House, but we have saild
over and over again that we see no reason why the legitimate
interosts of the Viet Cong could not be represented in some way.
MR, ROBERTS: General, I would 1lilkke {o go back to
that logistical question a moment. You sald that our
present situation limited our ability to pul troops in
to about what we put in, but we are putting in a

tremendous additional logistical capabllity which is
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being interpreted in Congress and dowrtown as allow-
ing us to get as many as 400,000 troops there by the
end of this year, is that correct?
GCENERAL TAYLOR: That figure has been used in the
press, ves.
MR, ROBERTS: And is it not likely we are gqoing
to end up with 400,000 maybe by the end of the year?
CEWERAL TAYLOR: I would not say 400,000, I would say
more Ghan 200,000, I an nef cure where the ceiling wilil Le,
MR. ROBERTS: A lot more.
CENERML TAVLOR: Well, some more, but going back to your
“hasic questicn, and I -can assure you this is one of Ceneral liest-
moreiland's tasks vhich he discharges. As a professional
ha will see that the logistic base is ample for the froops
as they arrive. He must be doing that.
MR. ROBERTS: So that it is really as the Mansfield
report said an open end war as of today?
GENERAL TAYLOR: I like that term "open end war".
Now is your life, Mr, Roberts? I would say you have an
open ended l1life. My business is open ended in the sense —
that it is an evolving thing. The only time you have a
really closed end s¢ far as I know iz when you are very
dead.
MR, AGROHSKY: What does that mesan, General? I do

noiz understand.
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GENERAL TAYLOR: That the suggestion that any enter-
prise of importance is a cleosed end affoir that vou know
it will come cut in a certain way at a certain soint of

time, it just deoesn’t turn out that wav in life as I see

it. And only when we are dead and cease to evolve, then

L

we are closed endel, closed in.

MR, AGROWSKY: But, General, if you nrovide an end,
that is a ceiling to the possibla particination of the
gnemy in this war, why then is there not a ceiling on
the participation of ourselves in this war?

GENERAL TAYLOR: Well, the ceiling I referred to

§ one we impossz on the enemy and puts him at a serious

bis

disadvantage. That's the ceiling of the supportability
of his logistic system and the effect of our bombing on

his 3jines of communication, which makes it impossible
for him to go beyond a certain point., %What we are trying
to do is simplv break the back of his resistance in the

South gso that the people in IIanoi - clearly they have

O

5]
Y
o

no chance of a military victory. That ig our sbijective.
Whenever that comes, awverything comes to a happy ending.
The eceiling in a sense is the will of {he snemy in Hanoi.

MR, AGRONSKY: And how can one deotermine the will
cf the enemy when along the frontier of North Vietnam

sits an sncormous power that may nobt azeept ocur ceiling

and it may wish to belster ths enemy?
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GENERAL TAYLCOR: You are raising the question of
the possible intervention of China, T cee.
MR, AGRONSKY: Yes, sir.
GENERAL TAYLOR: Well, it is certainly not impossible
at the Chinese would come into this, but there ave to

many good reasons why they should net want to come into

+ -

it., One iz that Hanol itself, the Government in Hanoi

certainly does not want armed Chinese in Naorth Vietnam. Tt 9
N4 o Vi

@y

a fact of history that the Chinese have been the hated,

3

distrusted enemy of all Vietnamese throughout the

Minh inviting in

3

=
o

centuries. And the idea of Ho Chi
large numbers of combat forces ig not impossible, but

it certainly wculd be a decision he weuld take very
reluctantly. 5And why the Chinese, who must ba enjoving
this war by proxy and fighting teo the last North Vietnamese.,
why ey want to come in, I frankly cannot see.
MR, AGRONSKY: General, there are many more things

we would like to ask you and we will resume the guestion-

ing in a moment, sir.
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MR, AGQRONSKY: General, do you think that we have any
indication from our Ilnterpretation of what they think in
Hanol that the enemy accepis this as a limited war;, as we do?

GENERAL TAYIOR: 1 wouldn't know dguite how to answear
that qguestion, M. Agronsky. First, we cexrtalnly don't know
much about the leadership in Hanol, We don't know what goes
on inside of those Asian heads. T wish we did. I am quite
sure, however, that all,they are governad, as all men are
governed, by thelr interpretation of thelipr national interests.
And I have always had the Teeling that when we present a
situation which clearly indicates that a contlnuvation of
their policy and aggresslon In South Vietnam certainly is
falling, that they will change their behavigr,

MR. RCBERTS: Generzl, I would 1lke to ask you in
relablon to the answer about the war of naticnal liberation
which 21l the Communist countries is the temn they use for

snils war.,

o

Cxd

Now, there is a diffeprence in argument azbout¢ these wars
amnong che, especlally ameng the Russlans and the Chinese.
How lmportant do you think it 15, from the American interest
in worldwide senze, to demoustrate that this war of national
liheration, as they call it, won’t work?

GERERAL TAYLOR: Well, I think that it is very important

if enly becsuse of the chviocus importance which they attach
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to it. Thelr leadership, both Russian and Chinese, and
Vietnamese, have asserted the outcome 1n South Vietnam will
prove the efficacy of the war of liberation. Having been
proved there, then it will be applied in the developing
countries of Latin America, of Africa, and of Asia,

General Gyap the Commander and Chief of the forces

in Hanol, sald if the American effort, the American imperialist
effort in South Vietnam can be defeated there, it can be
defeated anywhere. So 1t is perfectly clear to me that they
think it is important, and hence we must take it very
seriously.

MR. ROBERTS: Well, doesn’t that mean then that this
is really the stake in this kind of a war for the United
States, and that the unhappy fact is that the people in
South Vietnam just happen to be the locale of this test of
wills between major powers?

GENERAL TAYLOR: If you are trying to make them into
the role of a puppet, being the toy in a gome between the
great powers, I don't agree, for the moment. We went in
there with a sincere, humanltarian interest in fifteen
miliion people. We still have that deep, sineere humanitarian
interest. It is quite true there are very important issues
now blended with that, but I would never give up the point
that the basic reason we are there is our concern for these

fifteen million people.
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MR, PIERPOINT: General Taylor, we have just a few
momenss, I would like to ask you a question that appeared
in today's news, that is, that you were keing consldered
by the President to head the Central Intelligence Agency,
to replace Admiral Raborn.

Is that true?

GENERAL TAYLOR: I have absolutely no knowledge of any
such proposition,

MR, AGRONSKY: (Gentlemen, I am sorny, our ¢ime 1is up.

Thank you very much, General Taylor, for beilng here on
PACE THE NATION.

Now, I would like to remind our listeners that later
this afternoon, at four-thirty p.m., Bastern Standard Time,
CBS News willrpfesent a speclal program: Vietnam Perspective
« Congress After Homolulu; and with members of the U. S.
Senate participating.

CBS News National Correspondent Eric Severeld is the
moderator.

And a word about neéxt weéek's guest on FACE THE NATIGNV
in a moment,

Teday, on FACE THE NATION, General Maxwell Taylor,
Special Consultant to the President; was lnterviewed by
CBS News White House Correspondent Robert Pierpoint,

Chalmers Roberbts of the Washlngton Post. CBS News



25

Correspondent Martin Agronsky led the dquestioning.
Next week, Senator Gecrge Alken, Republican of Vermont,

will FACE THE MATION.
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October 11, 1965

Dear President Semans!

I am most appreciative of your kind letier of October Ly com-
menting upon the everts gt_‘hending my visit to Foothill College.
I can assure you that 1 understand perfectly tne gitustion which
arose and the complete absence of involvement of representatives
of Foothill College. I falt that the audience which I addressed
was most friendly and provided me with a sympathetic forum for
the discusaion of our policles in goutheast Asia.

1 am sure that the action of the intruders was far more
emharrassing to you than to me. Every comnunity haa problems
such as this one which we Amsrleans all understand. The only
ground for real regret 1s the effect of these demonstrations
sbroad where they are not understood and are often misinterprated.

1et me take advantace of this opportunity to thank you for the
sourtesies and attention affarded me by vepresentatives of Foothill
Gollege. hpart from the aplsodes wa have nentioned, my recoliection

of my vieit te Foothill College w11l be most pleasant. T only re=-

gretted that I did not have the opportunity to see the entire eampus

by daylight.
Tn appreciation of your writing,

Sincerely,

{>zd} WAAWELL D, TAYLOR

Maxwell D, Taylor

Dr. He He Smanﬂ,
Acting Presidert,
Foothill College,
12345 E1 Monte Road,
Los Altos Hills, California.




12345 EL MONTE ROAD o LOS ALTOS HILLS, CALIFORNIA V

TELEPHONE 948-85¢0

]\%@ | October 4, 1965
u

General Maxwell Taylor
c/o State Department
Room 7428

Washington, D. C.

Dear General Taylor:

My sincere apologies for the unfortunate incidents which surrounded
the question and answer period after your very fine objective and
analytical lecture on Viet Nam. Your fielding of the legitimate
questions in the question period was superb.

In retrospect, I am sure you will agree that the audience, including at
least 1, 000 Foothill students, was in full support of you and your point
of view. May I say that, as far as we have been able to determine, no
Foothill students were involved in either the picketing or the demonstra-
tion at the end of the lecture.

The pickets in front were a group from Stanford which the Dean of
Students had warned us would come, and they represented the '""Stanford
Anti-Viet Nam Committee.'t This is apparently a non-vicolent group.
The student who tried to speak represents a splinter off of this group
and they believe in more aggressive tactics. Their placards were
concealed when they entered the gymnasium.

A third group called "Individuals for Non-Viclent Revolution' came
from San Jose. We also understand there was a group whom we have
not identified by name that came from Berkeley.

Foothill College has never had such a disturbance on the part of the
audience, even though we have previously presented controversial issues.

Dr. Roth, who is a Lieutenant Colonel in Army Intelligence Reserve (Retired)
was given a copy of the splinter group's two plans of action just before you
and he walked on the platform. He chose what he thought was a course of
action which would prevent disturbance and any personal embarrassment

to you. The College made a mistake in departing from its format of

allowing no statements and only questions during the question and answer
period. You will recall that as soon as Dr. Roth saw the nature of the
student's statement he immediately cut him off.
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General Taylor October 4, 1965

Although we have not as yet pin-pointed the identity of the person who

threw the poster paint, we are certain it was intended for the demonstrators,
rather than for you and Dr. Roth, This paint is water soluble and if you
will indicate to us the amount of the damages, we shall be glad to reimburse
you,

We thought we had covered all contingencies, and would welcome your
personal suggestions on how to protect the speaker and the College from

the type of undisciplined protest from outside groups which you unfortunately
experienced.

May I add my personal admiration for you and your willingness to present
a much-needed report so that confusion in the minds of a large number of
citizens can be dispelled and so that a few unintellectual and immature
dissidents are not allowed to represent the views of an infermed general
public.

Sincerely,

IR (e
H, H, Semans
Acting President

lea
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COLONEL ALLISON MILLER, RETIRED
12140 TIPTOE LAXE
LO& ALTOS. CALIFORNIA 94022

October 2, 1965

Dy, Calﬁ.n C. Mimt, Prasident

Foothill College )
12345 B} Monte Road 1A
Los Altos Kills, Cslif. Y

Dear Doctor Flint:

Recently it was my pleasure to hear Dy, Seaman vhen
he talked to a group at the Cabana Botel, He assured ug that
Facthill walntained proper discipline and was not a small edition
of Dorkelsy. The excellent opinion of Foothil) College resulting
wvas completely destroyed last eveunlng at the Lscture glver by
Gembral Haxwell D. Taylor. The treatment given Ceneral Tayloy
was disgraceful, ‘

 Professor Irvin M. Rotk, the Moderstor, was directly
responsible for the insults to ihe distinguished spesker and
proved himself totally incompetent to représent the Collega bew
fore the public. The talk was billed as a Lecture with a ques«
%ion period. In spite of this, Professor Roth twmed the rostrom
over to a member of & pickgting group who proceeded to insult
Gensral Taylor in & llbelous tirade which was only terminated by
the nodgy objection of the audience, '

The handling of the lecture wak tmproper and objeca
tionable in othér ways, Plcksis were allowed to parade 3o close
to the entrances of the building &s to block the entrances and
inconvenienice the pesple attending. Tickets, it was sald, were
required by fire regulations to prevent over-crcuding the budlde
ing; however, plckets without tlckets with their placards were
permitted to enter and to obatruct the alsles and doorways. Rep-
resentatives of the fire department were prepant and permitied
theme vislations of regulations. The Moderator took no sotion

%o prevent this disruption of the procsedings. In fect, he appesre

ed to oncourage them,

. ¥iewing the piokets, permitted to disrupt the Lacture,
leads me to belleve that even the Samitary Code was violsted by
their admission, A a taxpayer being charged to support Foothlll
College, I am revolted by the entire procseding.

ot e




oy

- ~' & 5 - B s s -
. W—“&W‘;&:}NLJ M-.u*g}‘-- ap

1'11‘, Calvin C, Flint. Prosident wle . October 2, 1.965

Bach persen stiending was given a progras stating
»s long-standing Foothill Collegs Policy of making facilities
availslBis to groups wishing to presant diseenting opinions” and
1isting & leftish prograe for October Zjrd, In spite of thls,
Professor Roth dslibarately arranged to violate the polliey of
the College, Bllowed the insulting of & distingvished gentleman,
and proved his méssive incompetence io publicly represent Foothill
College. I smggest you take bim to the woodshed, If this 1s not
aansonant with academic freedom, then at least prevent him I row
future opportunities to disgrace Foothill College before the
publie. ' S

It ia ay urderstanding that members of Dr. Sesrants
departrent visit classrooms to check on tngtruction, I would,
thevefore, suggest permanent assignment of & wonltor Fop Dr.
-Roth's classee, The swell of leftist ideology is too sirong to
ignore. ‘ : ‘ S '

Yours truly,

Clitunrn

[

USMA Nov IE
ANIRE

8o Gen, Moxwell D. Taylor




L0O0 Massachusetts Avenus, N. W.
Apertment 1630
Washington, D.0. 20015
January 5, 1966

Deaxr Mr. Harlacher:

Undey separate cover I am returning the tape of General Maxwell
Taylor's address at Foothill College. Mhfortunately, we bave not been
able to transeribe the tape because of owr limtted secretarial staff
and the press of resent events.

It would be appreciated 1f you would provide a copy of the tranecript
8¢ that Ceneral Taylor may edit hig romacks.

Sinceraly,

James T. Root
Lt Col, USA
Execntive Offlicer

Mr. Ervin L. Harlacher
Director, Comrmnity Services
Foothill College
12345 El Monte Road
Los Altol Hills, Calffornis




fxecutive Office Building,
Washing‘l‘.ona, D. CQ’
Deca‘t,er 28’ 1965.

Daar Mr. Rarlacher:

T have just coms upon your letter of pecember § to Miss Marilyn
Amy concerning the tape of Qeneral Taylor's speech ab Foothill Cole "

lege.

Please accept our apology for the delay in returning the tape.
Miss Ammy was hospitalized for emergency SUIrgery and, in the result-
ing confusion, this matter was overlocked. We are transcribing the

gape and will retuwrn them to you as soon &8 this is complete.
Sincerely,

James T. Root
Tt. Col., U3A
Txecutive Offlcer

My. Ervin L. Harlacher,
Direetor, Community Services,
Foothill College,
12345 E1 Monte Road,
Los Altos Hills, California.




12345 EL MONTE ROAD o

TELEPHONE 948-8590

December 9, 1965

Miss Marllyn Army

Secretary to General Maxwell Taylor
The White House

Washington, D.C.

Dear Miss Army:

In mid-October we mailed you a tape of General Maxwell Taylor's
speech at Foothill College on October 1, as per the General's
request. It was our understanding that the General wanted an
opportunity to listen to the tape before it was used in our

/instructional program and as part of the programming of our
educational FM radic station, KFJC.

As you can well imagine we have received numerous requests from
~the community as well as the campus to hear the tape of the
General's lecture; however, to date it has not been returned to
us, We would appreciate whatever assistance you can provide in
expediting the return of the tape to the college.,

I shall look forward to hearing from you.

Cordially, _

ip“.. HArIdcher, Director
ommunity{Services

ELH/sc




REPRESENTING

HARRY WALKER inc. ISTINGUISHED PLATEORM PERSONALITIES

PROGRAMS OF PROVEN SUCCESS

L S

100 BOYLSTON STREET, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02116 — AREA CoDE 617 — HANCOCK 6-2334
October 4, 1965

General Maxwell D, Taylor

Executive Office Building of the White House
Suite #300

Washington, D, C.

Dear General Taylor:

I receiv ed the enclosed wire from Foothill College in answer to my wire
and I thought you might like to read ite If there is anything else that I can
do, please let me know.

In reference to my letter on Friday, I spoke to Mr, ¥, Reed Dickerson

of Indiana University, Bloomington, Indiana, who phoned me today confirming
the fact that he definitely would like to have you on Friday, February 25, 1966
at $2500, I told him that I would take this matter up with you and that I would
let him know shortly.

I questioned him carefully about the make-up of his audience, etc., and he
assured me that during the last year, they had two controversial speakers:
United States Senator William Fulbright and William Buckley. He said that
both programs went very smoothly and that he has never experienced an
unruly audience at his university,
I naturally hope that you will find it possible to accept this date,

Cordially yours,

Harry Walker

peb
enclosure

SERVING HUNDREDS OF SATISFIED CLIENTS FROM COAST TO COAST
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CALIFORNIA

e LOS ALTOS HILLS,

12345 EL MONTE ROAD

TELEPHONE 948-8590

October 21, 1965

General Maxwell Taylor
White House
Washington, D, C.

Dear General:

We thought you would like the picture on the last

page of our Foothill Sentinel Special. We like it!

Sincerely yours,

GIBB R, MADSEN
Dean of Students

GRM: jd

Enclosure
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October 11, 1965

Dear Mr. Mansfields

I am very grateful to you for your letter of October ) come-
menting upon the imncidents surrounding my visit to Foothill College
on October 1. I understand the causes of these demonstraztions which
I am sure were more painful to the local citizens than to the visit«

ing speaker. We 81l have similar problems such as these in many of
our American communities,

Thanking you for your thoughtfulnese in writing ms,

Sinceraly,

A8gd) MAXwELL % TAYLOR

Maxwell D, Taylor

Mr. John P, Mansfield,
776 University Avenue,
Palo Alto, California.

e i —— o o



JOHN P. MANSFIELD
PALO ALTO
CALIFORNIA

October 4, 1965

Dear General Maxwell Taylor:

Friday night, October 1st, 1965, I was at Foot-
hill College when you gave a very clear picture of our Vietnam
situation.

Please let me apologize for the actions of a few
members (too many) of "our Great Unwashed Society" Junior
Grade,

I am also ashamed to learn that college kids
have such gutless, jelly-livered and wishy-washy leaderchip from
their faculty members as displayed by the moderator, Irving M.
Roth, Social Sciences Division, Foothill College. I know there
are students desirous of the opportunity of a college education,
who would be willing, and glad, to abide by present rules as
well as regulations.

It is downright distressing to also learn that, as
a citizen and taxpayer, I have provided some of the tax dollars that
make it possible for these junior and senior "Kooks' to romp
around in Country Club surroundings. Meanwhile, loyal dedicated
people, such as yourself, give their entire lives to make a better
country in which to live and to preserve the type of Freecdom that
rotects a citizen -- even if he elects to act like a jackass.

I am one of the many millions of Americans who are
proud of you, General Taylor, as a diplomat, as a soldier, and as
a gentleman!

Sincerely,

P W\M N
John P. Mansfield: ﬂ

776 University AvEnue
Palo Alto, California




October 12, 1965

Deay HMr. Kreber

I appreciated very much getting your letter of Octuber 3
commenting upon the incidents surrounding my visit to Poothill
Collsge in California., Your kind words are most encouraging
to me and I am very grateful to you Tor them,

S8incerely yours,
A38d) MAXWELL p, 1ay,00

Maxwell D. Taylor

Mr. Francis O. mur’
1509 Lenox Avenue,
mim’ m !O!'kc







October 5, 1965

Dear Helen:

1ad to receive
ordial note., I was g ive
mnzi:ga zz'aa?;g:::i:l bystander to the doings of my "pink
the reac

admirers.
ent.,
I appreciated very much your kind words of encouragem

With warm regards to you and your family,
Sincerely,

(3gd), NAK,

- Maxwell D. Taylor

HEADQUARTERS SIXTH UNITED STATES ARMYW
PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO', CALIFORNIA
~---Jl October ______ 19 65

SECRETARY GENERAL STAFF
PROTOCOL BUREAU
MEMORANDUM;

General Maxwell D. Taylor

Executive Office Building
The White House
Washington, D. cC.

Sir, this card was found in the Militar
recent visit tg San Francisco.

Protocol Bureau




- MRS. GECRGE A. TAYLOR # 1464 EMERSOM STREET ¢ PALO ALTO, CALIF. 94301
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October 6, 1968

Dear Mayor Thurber:

You are most considerate to sand your letter of apology
with regard to the incident last Friday night at Foothill College.
I quite understand that the disturbers of the evening were no¥
representative citizens of Los Altos and that the majority of the
latter are undoubtedly opposed to such behavior. The reception
which I recelved from thw faculty members and bona fide studente
of Foothlll College was irreproachable and I have earried sway a
most plsasant recollection of the everming in apite of the unfortunate
disorders.

Thanking you again for your thoughifulness in writing,

Sincerely,
{Sgd), MAXwEyL D Taviop

Maxwell D, Taylor

Hayoy Jamea P, Th“rbnr' J!‘.,
1 North San Antonlioc Road,
los Altos, California.




CITY OF LOS ALTOS

1 NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD - LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA
TELEPHONE 948-1491

Cctober 4, 1955

CITy COuNnCiL

JAMES P. THURBER, JR., MAYOR
AARON CORENMAN, VICE.MAYOR

5. M, CIMINQ

AUDREY H. FISHER
HARRY C. KALLSHIAN

General Maxwell Taylor
c/o State Department
Room 7428

Executive Office Building
White House

Washington, D. C.

Dear General Taylor:

I would like to take this opportunity to express my apologies for the
behavior of some of our citizens during your speech Friday night at
Foothill College.

We have always prided ourselves on a policy of hearing both sides of a
question and of showing due respect to the speaker whether or not we
agree with his views. What happened Friday was inexcusable, and I
can only hope that some of these responsible for the uproar will have
second thoughts and see the errors of their ways.

I know that the antagonists do not represent the views of the vast majority
of Los Altos citizens, and I personally would like to extend to you an
invitation to visit our city again under what I hope will be quieter
circumstances.

With all best wishes.
Most sincerely,

g [ Mk,

Japjes P. Thurber,
yor



October 6, 1968

Dear Mr, Broome:

I have just received your greatly apprecisted lutter of
October 3 commemting upon the ineident at Foothill Collegs laat
Priday night. I am encouraged to receive the reactions of *How
spungible Citizens Aroused® which ¥ am sure are similsr 4o those
of moet of your loecal citizens,

You were very kind to eall me and to follow up with thig
letter of reassuranece.

Sincerely yourys,
(Sgd) MAXWELL p, TAYLOR

Maxwell D, Taylor

Mr. John ¢, 3!'00!5,
Oakland, Oalifornia,




53350 College Avenue
Oakland, California
October 3, 1965

General Maxwell D. Taylor
4000 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W, o G D
Washington, D.C,

Dear General Taylor:

Confirming our telephone conversation of last evening I would

like to express again the sincere apologies of the Bay Area
community for the unfortunate incident which occurred at Foothill
College last Friday night. I am sure you realize that such conduct
is not indicative of the feelings of the responsible community at
large.

It is with these sentiments that a group of young businessmen
formed "Responsible Citizens Aroused".

Responsible Citizens Arcused is a bitpartisan, ad hoc committee
whose aim it is to counter the propaganda offensive of the Viet Nam
Day Committee and the tactics which it employs. -

We enjoy the endorsement of local Democrat and Republican legis-
lators such as Assemblymen Nicholas Petris, Donald Mulford, Jerome-
Waldie and Supervisor Kent Pursell, for whom I can also speak....
We apologize to you, sir, and want to take this occasion to thank
you for your years of service to our country and, particularly,

the most recent year in Viet Nam.

For your information I have enclosed a statement of principles
published by Responsible Citizens Aroused on September 15,

Thank you, General, for accepting my felephone call and I will pass
on your greetings to my father, who holds you in such high regard.

Simperely yours:
% Broome, Chairman
Responsible Citizens Aroused

JCB:hh
Enc.



Statement 031 Rl A —-- RMMMM

Toa/ag, Sapiemée.fz. 14, L4 (onstitution ﬂag. 92 L4 on this oceaslon
that we rememben the p/zinc,iple,a oun country was Blouna’ea’ upon and
the men who have made it great.

But ,taa’ag we also mank with some degree ogl cﬁag/u’n that thene
exists an edement in oun immediate communidy which opem{g
c/za[[enge,n the basic glzmmeww«:/e 05‘ nod on—[g the community, but

the nation as a whole. This element, cwmeni[g known as the

Viet Nam Daccf/ Conmittee, will, in 30 a’aga, «dage an onganized

riok gon the purpose of amp&g‘ging thein position. We would
wondenr how .aome of the defendens of oun (onstitution, such as
Sengeant York, Nathan Hale, Generad MadAnthur and Gohn 3. Kennedy,
would Blee,[ when /teglleciing upon the Viet Nam Dag (ommittee this
(onatitution Day of 7965.

edponsible ((itize nouged believes in the pnincipiu Oﬁl
(onstitutionald Demomac‘c’z upon which our go&e.fmmeni Ls based.

RLA. supponts the President’s nole in the conduct 081 é%wce.iaa,n

aﬁlglaijw.

RCA. believes in, trwsts and has Blaiiﬁ in the discnetion,
céig.mﬁig; and virntue 055 ald Amenican people.

RCA. is a group of young Bag Anrea people who intend to unite
vocad suppont 5‘0/1 oun country and its p/binciplexj and c&laplag Ao
the community, the United States as a whole, and the world, that
Zhe. Baéc Area is populaied' 654 nupomié—le Americanas. R A.. ashs
51021 other Like-minded cx',tigem o foin 2his eglg(o./z./t.

Let ws make oun pcwi,t,ion clean:

We are not oé%eoting o picée.iingz and peaceglul c:z’e/'norz./.mf/ufz.ai,éonAﬁ
As a matten 051 Blaot, pxlcfee.,tm? is an odd tradition in Amerdca,
We abhor wan and desire a jusk peace. Yt is the United States
leaderns who are neguesting negotiations. lYou hearn no negue.ss
Bion negotiations Sljzom pe/e.éng. We do not, however, subscnibe #q

a po[icy og‘ peace ai the p/u'ce 03‘ the 3‘/{.62_({0!?2 05‘ the Sowth

V/ietnamese.




2~

The Viet Nam Day (ommittee dves not represent the geedinga of
Americans. Yts actions have insulted the imﬁegﬂx;fg 03‘ the
Amenican peo'ple. 9ts membens have called the President 03‘ oun
coumf,a.% a "Faciat” and a Dictaton”. Tﬁegff have called the Blwunen
United States Ambassadon o Viet Nam a "mendenon” and demanded
he "atand trial” Blwc his actionas 6e8‘cme 3‘,&/& of thein membens,

T/zeg have g,iven the name og‘ Bag Area cities and Lnatituiions q
bdach eye all over the wonld.

We believe that the Bag Frnea communiiy has been insulted Ion.g
enougfz. it Ls now Fime for patriotic, responsible citizens 4o
sdand up in active Supp ond ozl thein countay and in oppasition
2o the Viet Nam Dag Commititee.

(1) We call gon plea’gu to atiend a patriotic program on
Octoben 16 at a Location o be announced, while the
Viet Nam Day (ommittee is ”aiziacﬁingz” the Oa/e.[anafﬂmg

lTeaminal. /najjozr_ Apea/eexu ane now '624}:? Lnvited 2o addnes.s

2his program.

(2) &.( ;ﬁ. calls 3‘0/:. the pué.[,c'c, Repaé&cam and Democrata
alike, 2o wrnite their representaitives and .senatons

expredssdng suppont 081 oun government ard the President.

(3) R(A. calls Blon contributions fo provide advmumg. 8‘0/1
the program and trangportation fon the speakens.

(ontact: Responaible (itizgens Anowsed,
5350 Ca.[,[e.gze Avenue
Oakdand, Caﬁg‘o,'mia
655-8601




RE: LOS ALTOS TRIP 10/1/65

Gen. Richardson had never received your original letter -- he will be
most happy to have you stay at FPresidio, they have a room for you at
Pershing Hell. Gen. Richardson wanted to host a small dinner for you
but I said that your schedule was too tight to allow 1t.

You will be picked up at the Airport by the Foothill people,
brought to Presidio, they will wait for you and drive you to the
College. TYou will be met at the gate of Presidio - and the Major

that called me was sure that it would be Gen. R, chardson himself.

There will elther be 1,000 or 2,500 attendance, depending on the
number of tickets given out and where held. She said that at the
rate it was going now it would I ve to be transferred because of

the amount of people.

The press will be present and there will be a press conference after

your talk.

There will be a tape recording which the use for educationsl purposes,

which they will send you for edlting, and use only with your permission.
There definitely will be questions after your talk.

Driving time to Presidio fm the Airport will take about 1/2 hour, and

then another hour fm Presidio to Foothlll.




September 27, 1965

1. Oen. James L. Richardsen, Jr.
Commanding General, 6th Army,
Presidilo

Sen Francisco, California

Referring to my lebtter of September 21st, will overnight accomodstions

be avalleble for October 1-2?\/.047 Sincerely,

MAXWELL D, TAYLOR




. T N e I . " €
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e ~ Septesber 21, 1965

Tear Jim:

T ap writing to ask if you sould put me up overnight at
your gusst house o the svening of Ovtober 1-2, I have &
speaking engagement at Foothill College end would prefer o
spend the night at the Presidic rather then to go %o & hotel,

Ag you may recall, my greeting fyom some of your California
undergraduates was overly enthusisstic on the occasion of my
1last vislt,. '

With warm :_'e'garda s
s.’mcamly;

Iieutenant General Jemes L. Richardson, ey
Commanding Osnoral, 6th Army,
Presidio,
~ Ben Franelsco, Celifornia,
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