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i. Tils wrticle, written by a Yashisgion corvespondent of the
mw’mmmft:m mmhmmuz
, A flee ' e boobing campalgn against
Borth Vistoan. The findings of this evaluation are steted to be;

®. The bonbing bas failed to sccomplish its mejor
ohjective -- to inflict sufficient punishwent oz North Viet-
oan %o persuade it to stop supporting the wer in the South
oar sak for peace talks.

B. The alr sttacks have failsd to lapede cant
the fiov of men end suppliss from the Sorth tc the South;
e raiés sre an inconvenience rather than sn obstscle to
infiltretion,

¢. Vlle “sdwinistration officisls” bave smphesized
thet the bombing ties up hundreds of thousasds of men in
repalr wark to maintais 1.0.0.'s end aleo suggest the
ainizizes @ burden of the reconstruction effort snd the
iasgect of the bowbing om the rate of iafil 5.

d. Monthly rates of infiltratios vere 1,500 in
Pebyunry 1965, rose to 5,500 by the end of 1965, uad |
sveraged detwen 6,500 and 8,500 Ln the Japuery-July |
mm,m:ama&marm, i

2.

a. he periodic CIA-DIA joint evaluation of the air
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Yietom, is primerily atled monthly review 3 vy
sffect of curreat strikes targete in North Vietuam.
It doms not make unqgualified Judgments such ss "The bombing
has falled to sccomplizh its major purpose.”
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The U.S. air campaign has bosn s carefully con-

trolled means of grafual escalstion to mchieve strictly 1
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limited objectives. Consequently, the program hes operated
waller & set of fimly defined ground shich have
idmited both the choice of targets and the sress to be
bosibed. The latest published Joint CIA-DIA sveluation
{Decesiber 1966) comcluded:

“the cumlative effects of the U.S. air strikes
eontimue to limit the North Vietnamese capebility
for overt aggression. However, North Vietnsm retsins
its capsbility to comtinue to support activities in
Scuth Vietnam and Imos to present or increased com-
bat levels and force structures.”

b. The Judgment that the flov of men and supplies has

besn essentially ualwmpeded agrees 'gw: CIA-DIA sppraisslis.
article impltes that "sdadnistration officials”

ties up several undred thousand men. On the comtrary, it
iz agresd by CIA and DIA that 200,000 to 300,000 workers

bave been diverted to repeir snd disparssl progrems. This
diversion has been charecterized by CIA snd DIA ss @ major
a«ffect of the bombing, oot an "incomvenience or spuoyance.”

e. Toe article's estisste of musbers infiltrated in
1966 sre somevhat lower than jntelligence estimates; CIA-DIA
figares range from 7,400 to 10,300 e month through July
cowpared with the Dispatch's 6,300 to 8,800. Perther,
of a fall-off of iafiltration in the latter pert of 1966.
Ihe “time lag in ldentifying” theais is not cansidered en
mmm@mnw for the recent decline in MWA forces

3. FMaally, the statement that the U.8. Alr Force does most
of the curremnt appmisal of the effects of the air campaign
WMﬂmumrm. Hithin the Department of
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