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MIMOBANDUM: - Thoe Dimencions of Soviel Ald to North Vietnawm

T. Genersl Review of Ald Programs

A Waetorlcal Role of Ald

The almost complete dependence of North Vietnam on external

gources to support virtually every facet of its economic and mili-
tary development has made the country s ward of the Communist world.
The USSR and Communist China toepcther since 1954 have accounted for
two-thirds of North Vietnam's irnports, more than 8% percent of the
total economic ald and almost 100 percent of tae military aid
offered to North Vietnam.

Although China has been the traditioaal supplier of mili-
tary ald, the USSR has made the greater contribubtion to North Viet-
nam's military establishment. The value of Soviet deliveries of
militery cqulpment has been three times that provided by Communist
China, principally because the USSR has provided the more sophis-
ticated weapons, especlally defensive systems. The USSR has pro-

vided most of the aid for developing North Vietnam's military

Infrastructure such as slrficlds and naval bases.

In the field of economic assistance, however, the Soviet
and Chinese contributions have been almost equal -- $604 million
for the USSR and $582 million for Communist China.

Soviet and Chilnesc ald programs ~- economic and military --
have tended to follow well established lines which reflect the
capablllities of the donors. In the economle field the USSR has
tended to concentrate on heavy industry, principally mining, menu-
facturing, end power. Chinese ald projects, with some notable
exceptions such as the lron and steel complex at Thai Nguyen and
gome. proJects in the power and chemlcal industries, have focused
on light industry and agriculture. A similar trend toward speclsl-
izatlon 1s observed in military aid programs. The USSR has pro-
vided hegvier and more advanced equipment such as antiaircraft guns,
radar, tanks, and artillery. .The Chinese have been the main sup-
pliers of trucks, small arms, ammunition, and equipment for ground
forces. Since the start of the sustained bombing of North Vietnam
in 1965, the USSR has become the major supplier of sophisticated
glr defense equlpment and advenced all weathér fighter slrcraft.
The USSR, after making its large inputs of aircraft in 1965, also
gssumed the training of Noxrth Vietnsmese pllots, a task previously
performed by the Chinese.

B. Developments in 1965-1966

The Communist countries responded to the intensified allied ‘
alr offensive against North Vietnam by increasing sharply the
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levels of their cconomic and military assistance to North Vietnam
(see Table 1). Thus, after a two year hiatus, economic aid deliv-.
eries amounted Lo &bout'$l50 million in 1965 and $275 million in

1966. Over half of this aid in each year came from the USSR, and | .

about one-third from Communist China.
Table 1
Cdmmuﬂish Military and Feonomic Aid to North Vietnam¥*

Million US$

Military 1953-6l 1965 1966 Total
USSR 70 205 175 470
Shina 70 35 55 160
Fagtern Hurope ~ Neg. Neg. Neg. Neg.

TBeonomic : 1955-64 1965 1966 Total
USSR \ 369 85 150 ~ 60k
China ICY 50 75 582
Tastern Hurope o 130 15 50 195

% These figures change periodically as new evidence becomes avail-
able. Our egtimates of 1966 deliveries will undoubtedly increase
ag we acgulre more information.

Deliveries of military equipment to North Vietnam, which
previously had been on a very small scale, reached an estimated
$260 million in 1065 and at least $230 million in 1966. This aid
was provided almost exclusively by the USSR and Communist China.:
The dominance of the USSR in this asslstance -- 86 percent of the
total 1n 1965 and T6 percent in 1966 -- reflects the large inputs
of air defense equipment and all-weather MIG fighters and IL-28
jet light bombers. ~In 1965, for example, soviet deliverles of air
defense equipment -- operational SAM sites, antlaircraft artillery
snd radar -- reached an estimated value of $145 million, or almost
65 percent of total Soviet military deliveries in 1965.

The cost to the USSR and Communist China of providing this
economic and military assistance to North Vietnam is small in terms
of their capabilities and does nolb bulk large when compared with
their apsistance to non-Communist countries. In 1965, for example,
the USSR supplied the less developed countries of the Free World .
with about one and & half times as much military equipment (by
value) as it supplied to North Vietnam. Similarly, Soviet economlc
ald oxtended to the less developed countries in 1965 was about twice
the amount that the USSR 1s estimeted to have extended to North
Vietnam. The contributions made by Communist China are also well
within that country's capabilities. The delivery of at least $55
million of military equipment during 1966 can be compared with the
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$00 million of military eguipment delivered to Fakistan, Cambodia,
and Tanzania during 1966.

Both the USSR and Communist China have provided military
advigers and techniclans to North Vietnem. The Chinese contributilon:
“ln thies area 1s far greater than that of the USSR, |

| 25X1

25X1

C. The Probablc Trend of Aid Programs

Barring a radical change in the nature of the military aid
provided to North Vietnam -- such as the introcduction of advanced
Smw'systems, coastal defense missiles or ships to establish an
cffectlve naval force -- deliveries of Soviet military equipment
will probably slacken in 1967. The wvalue of military aid is likely,
Lhardfore, to become both relatively and absolutely smaller.. OQur
final cstimates for deliveries of military equipment in 1966 will
probably be at about the 1965 level. The share of total aid (mill-
tary 'plus economic) represented by military deliveries in 1966 will
be lower than the T2 percent reached in 1965. The trend for mili-
tary deliveries to decrease reflects the completion of the bulld-up
of North Vietnam's alr defense system and the more rapid growth of
ald for repalring bomb damage, maintaining North Vietnam's economy,
and developing a war-supporting industrial base.

IiI. Comments on Speclfic Statements

The following discussion 1s addressed to a set of 17 specific
statements on the importance of Soviet military aid to North Viet-
nam.  These statements appeared in an article entitled, "Russia:
The Iinemy in Vietnam," which was published in the US Newe and
Wor]d Report of 30 Januvary 1967.

1. "It is the Russians, however, who are furnishing the real
sinews for major and prolonged war.

- 3 -
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The simple North Vietnamesce cconomy is almost completely
dependent on external souxces for all major items of military hard-
ware and for many of the supplics needed to maintain its military
Torces. Without these supplies which are furnished by its Communlst
allles, North Vietnam's military potentlal would be greatly reduced.
It ls diffleult, however, to ascribe dominant importernce to the
militery aid of either the USSR or China. The millitery ald progrems
of each country differ significantly in dimension and purpose, but
both are essential.

The quoted statement 1s truce 1f it refers (o the ability
of North Vietram to withstand the pressures resulting Trom the
bombing of North Vietnam. Over 55 percent of Sovict deliveries of
milltary hardware (cxcluding aircraft) in 1965 and 1966 were for
North Vietnem's alr defense system. This ghare would be even higher
1f the velue of antlalrceraft ammunibion were included.

The quoted statement is not true if it refers to the abil-

Aty of North Vietnam to sustain its aggresslon in South Vietnam.

From this point of view, the aid from Communist China has probably
been more significent. |

Chinese military

deliveries which emphasize small arms and ammunition, trucks and
vehicles, are more' directly related to the fighting capabilities of
the IRV foreces in South Vietnam. For example, an analysis of Bloc-
origln weapone captured in South Vietnam in 1965 and 1966 shows
that of those of Communisgt origin at least 85 percent came from
Chine and less than 5 percent from the USSR.

2. '"The Russians now are investing close to 1 billion dollars
a year 1in the war."

This statement considerably exaggeretes the value of Soviet
aid. Our estimstes of Soviet militery aid -- $225 million in 1965
and 8t least $175 million in 1966

An alternative

methodology using US costs would inflate this figure conslderably,
but the total value of Soviet military ald on an annual bagis
would still be less than $450 million. -

The $1 billion Figure is often reported in press commen-
tary on militery aid to North Vietnam. It apparently originated
from an October 1966 snnouncement of the Warsaw Pact powers pledg-
ing to glve Hanoi about $1 billion of assistance. The announcement
was veguely worded without specific detalls on the types of assist-
ance -~ militery or economic -~ or the time period in which this assist-
ance would be provided. All intelligence sources fail to show the
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drastic lncrceose in ald dellverics whilch would be neceossary 1T mlli-
twyamﬂmmmewwetobcmﬂwmmdatm1mmwlrmmof$lbﬂlmn.
Tt should be noted that the dellvery of -Soviet military aid at a '
rate of $L billion a year would probably be far in excess of North
Vietnem's capaclty to sbsorb such ald.

=
=

3., "Most of the trucks that move the needed supplies from
North to South Vietnam, for example, come from Russie or her
satellites.” :

North Vietnam imports all of its trucks {'rom Communisth
countries. It is, of course, not often posgible 1o distinguish
between military end civilian importers of trucks or to know to
what use the trucks will be put. During 1965, the last year for
which firm estimates of truck imports are possible, North Vietnam
imported over 3,500 trucks of which about 2,000 were estimated to
be Tor its military forces. The USSR supplied about 20 percent of
total truck lmports in 1965 and Communist China and the East Euro-
pean Commnlst countries cach supplied aboul 4O percent.

The North Vietnamese truck inventory is estimated to have
been about 11,500 at the end of 1966. Imports of trucks during
1965 were more than sufficient to compensate for losses due to bomb-
ing and retirement. Imports during 1966 were at least equal to
losses. OF the total inventory of 11,500 trucks we estimate thet
probably only 100-500 are involved in the infiltration of men and

supplies into South Vietnam through the Laotlan Panhandle. 25X1

However, since the trucks
usnally move only at nlght, and Chinese- ullt trucks are coples of
Soviet models it 1ls an exercise in fubtllity to aettempt to differ-
entiate trucks by country of origin.

L. "Many of the eutomatic weapons thet we capture from North
Vietnamese troops are of Russilan menufacture.”

Two independent studies of the origin of weapons captured
from Communist troops in South Vietnam indicate that the majorlty
of them arc of Chinese origin. The first study, based on a small
sampling of ground engagements showed, the origin of captured weapons
to be as follows: ' ’

Percent

Chinese Us French  Other

1964 22.7 29.1 32.6 15.6
1965 _ 27.0 50.0° 8.0 15.0
1966 (estimate) 35.0 30.0 15.0 20 .0%

% Includes 5 percent from the USSR.
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The second sludy, 25X1
revealed the following.

1966

Percent;

North North
China = Xorea Vietnam USSR

1965 gl,7YOweapons) - 9L.7 1.4 2.7 k.
2,489 weapons ) 8h.3 7 5.5 2.8

The preponderence of Chinesc manufaccured wespons among
those -of Communist origin reflccts the fact that tne North Vietnam-
epe Lroops and Viet Cong main force unlts in Soullh Vietnam are armed
with the new family of 7.62 mm wcapons produced in Communist China.
We belleve, however, that a large percentage of the VC main forces
and most local force units are armed with captured US weapons and
to & lesser extent French weapons.

5. "Most of our planc losses have resulted from the use of
Soviet Russia's antiaircraft guns, missiles or MIG Jjet fighters."

During 1955 and 1966 alone a total of 510 manned aircraft
were lost in air operations against North Vietnam. Of these, 457
were combat losses. Only 40 or less than 10 percent of the conbat
losses were due to SAM attacks. MIG aircraft accounted for 13 of

_the losses. The MIG's were supplied by the USSR and Communist

China. Antisircraft and ground fire accounted for LOL of the
combat losses.

6. "Soviet ald to North Vietnam trickled along at an average
yearly rate of 35 million dollars until early in 1965, when, even
before US began bombing in the North, the Russians started moving
In a bilg way -- with SAM antiaircraft m1851leu, Jet flghters, mili-
tary vehicles, 011, other paraphernalis of war."

Soviet economic and military aid through 1964 was at low
Lovels and did not increase drastically until after the Tonkin Gulf
incident in August, 196Lk. We estimate that Soviet deliveries of
militery equipment prior to 1964 were in the order of only $5 mil-
lion a year. If ald furnished for the development of North Viet-
nam's military infrastructure were included.annual deliveries
could have totaled about $25 million. Chinese deliveries of mili-
teary cqulpment prior to 1964 were at about the same annual level
as Soviet deliveries. Chinese deliveries since then have increased

- “but at & much lower rate than Soviet deliveries.

o The first large Jump in Soviet military deliveries occﬁrred
in 1964 when $25 million in equipment was delivered. These dellver-
ies included the first shipments of Soviet antiaircraft guns and

.6 -
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radar to be used in creating an air defensc system for North Vietnam.
PR o Sovieb milltery dellveries, which jumped even more dramatically in
3 S 1965 and 1966, consloted of the 1tems described in the quotation.
=S ' Pelroleum imports, mostly from the USSR, Jumped from 150,000 tons
e in 196l o 177,000 tons in 1965 end 237,000 tons in 1966. -

7. "Almost 1,000 SAM's have been fired gt US planes. These
foviet missiles, leunched by Rugsien-trained crews, have themselves .
destroyed 30 US planes and contribuled in a large mecasure to an
over-all loss in the North of more than L60 planes.”

By the cnd of 1966, almest 1,300 SAM's had been launched
ggainst US aircralt. These missiles sccounted for the destruction
of 10 manned alrcraft out of a total of 457 lest in combat over
North Vietnam. The SAM's also deslroyed 21 droune aircralt during
1965-1966. By forcing US aircrait to fly at low altitudes, however,
the SAM's do contribute in large measure to US alrcraft losses over
North Vietnam.

R 25X1

8. "Cost to the Russians in spent missiles: about 25 million
dollars. Cost to the US in planes alone: ‘more than 1 billion

dollars."

We estimate that the cost of the missiles fired againét _
Us edrcraft were at least $40 million, compared to a cost of gbout
$75 mlllion for the US alrcraft lost to SAM's.

The estimate of $1 billion for US aircraft losses over
North Vietnem reflect losses from all causes both combat and opera-
tionsl. This cost should properly be compared with the total cost
R of North Vietnam's alr defense operations and the damage inflicted
b by U3 air strikes and not with the cost of missiles alone.
T ‘ " Although we are unable 1to estimete the cost to North Vietnam of
opereting its air defense system, these costs are large. The North
Vietnemese also lost about 41 MIG aircraft valued at about $20. mil-
1ion in 1965-1966. The damage infllcted by the air strikes against
North Vietnem was sbout $200 million by the end of 1966.

..7_
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Y« . "The North Vietnamese landscape is also studded with con-
ventional antiaireraft rositions, about 6,000 in all. The original
antielreralt system wag lnstalled by the Chinese. Now bigger guns .
are coming in. They are Russlan." - .

indicated that
North Vietnam hag about 4,000 AAA weapons a, e end of 196K. In
addition pllot reporting and other information indicate that there

may be as many asg 2,500 additlonal antialreraft weapons in North
Vietnam. The USSR is belicved 1o be the major sovree of AAA weapons
Tor North Vietnam. We believe that the establishment of the antiair-
craft system was Probably a joint soviet-Chinese undertaking, with the
USSR providing the bulk of the weapons and the Chinege broviding much
of the ammunition and support work.

" The USSR is known to have begun shipping substantigl, numbers
ol AAA weapons to North Vietnam in late 1964 before the bombing began
ih carnest. Total Soviet deliveries of AAA weapons for confiimed
sltes from 1953 through 1966 were over L,000 units valued at $80

ram) weapons in North Vietnam. The Chinese, in the same period, pro-
vided a minimum of 685 weapons valued at about $12 million.

25X1 -

Boviet Union. About one fifth of the forces are the most up-to-date
MIG-21ls; the remainder, MIG 15g and MIG-17s. The MIG's.are replaced
by the Russians a8 they are lost in the fighting." '

The Soviet Union and Communist Ching, delivered 155 MIGg-~
Tighter aireraft to North Vietnam during 196L4-66. Forty-four came
from Communist Ching and 111 from the USSR, ineluding 3k supersonic
MIG-21 fighter aireraft. The end-1966 inventory was about 124
fighter alrcrart, including 28 MIG-21'g. '

Deliveries in 1966 amounted to 75 aircraft, or about 3
times the losses sustained during that year. Both the Soviets angd

"losses if they do not become substantially higher than in 1966.

The majority.of the alrerart brovided to date -~ MIG—lS/lT's -
have been no match for US fighter alrcraft. The USSR would probably
be more reluctant +o undertake a contlnuing replacement of the '

25X1
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North Vietnamese pllots are trained

1. “There arc upw
when they return to i

atp bascs and ot OAM pltes.
1 Rusple ond supervised By Soviet Tllers
onols' ‘ '
-1,500 goviet tech-
the militery sssist-
-3,000 estimated to
ruild-up of the air
“han 10 percent
th Vietnanese

We cetimate that there are from 1,000
atelans currently in North Vietnam 88 part of
anee progrem. 1ine from the 2,500
e dn North vietnan during 1965 when the major
defensc system was Lalking plact. pProbably not 10re
of the 1,000-L 500 ersonnel advise and train the Nor

alr forces

Thie 18 8 dec

the Russians have taught

ew months,
' apM missiles and an esti-

19, MWithin the past £
oximately 350
1"

North Vietnemese o man appr
mated 3,000 entialrcraft guns.

This sbabement 18 somewhat confused. At the end of 1966
there were about 150 SAM sites in North Vietnam. The number of.
gAM sites occupled ot any one time, hOWeVET, was about 25. The 25X1
differences 18 explained by the mobllity of the SAM gystem which :
cnables missiles &n be moved -from site to site.

d equipment to

are belng spotted

govict helicopters
so making an appear-

13, "For the first time,
in North Vietneam. Russian cargo gircraft are al
ance."
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The first deliverles of Soviet helicopters to North Viet-

nam were mede in 1962-63. A total of 20 MI-U's have been delivered

Lo date. In addition the USSR, during 1966, provided North Vietnam
with six MI-6's, the largest helicopter used by the USSR. The
MI-6 helicopters have taken part in resupply operations at Dlen
Bien Phu.

1. "The North Vietnamese war machine runs almost entirely on .
Russian oils In the past 18 months, the Russians shipped in 300,000
metric tons.” ... "Laat month alone, the Soviets shipped nearly
25,000 metric tons of gasoline and oil into Haiphong."

The figures on imports of petroleum are generally accurate.
Almost all North Vietnamese petroleum imports are from the USSR.
Small amounts are also imported on occasion from Rumania and Com-
munist China.

Imports during 1966 totaled 237,000 tons and were about
0,000 tons more than North Vietnemese consumption. This surplus
was apparently imported as part of the program to create dispersed
stockplles. '

We cslimate that about 40 percent of North Vietnam's
petroleum consumption is by military consumers. An unknown amount
18 probably also used indirectly for military consumers by civil
transport organizationg, which account for over 35 percent of
North Vietnam's petroleum consumptlon.

15. "The Russianse use ships to transport 80 percent of their
aid to North Vietnam." ... "All told, the Russians are sald to be
delivering 80,000 tons of goods a month to Hanoi."

We egstimate that the Russians use ships to transport
about 90 percent of thelr cxports to North Vietnam. Moreover, we
estimate that, during 1966, Soviet shipe delivercd an average of
only U5,000 tons of goods a month to Hanoi, rather than the 80,000
claimed in the quotation. :

- 10 -
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17. "Tomnege by sea from all sources -- Russia, China, East
Turope end non-Commnist countrles -- was estimated at 2 million
tons in 1966. Of that, the Russlan share was estimated et half

the total, Red China's about one fourth."

These figures overstate North Vietnam's seaborne imports
in 1966. We estimate that North Vietnamese sesborne imports during
1966 totaled slightly over one million tons. Over 493,000 tons
or aboult 50 percent of all seabornc imports originated in the USSR .

25X1
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transporiation xneofls of the yetall shopper
whiy - comcg-{0 - the contral olty -only ooe
wicamtonadly, Tor & Tew hours, are oi%0.different,
¥t 12090y fudgaient, no- single tnode of transe
1:hngmoﬁmmeughor ‘highways+ .nor mass
. {trmmrf«mn_pmperlqua ‘’ll' the different
e hpdrinpdrtaiion Sneode of residents’ In end
i rhnpgn. uxbah.; aten. : ‘A halaficed/ syster: of
1 Avanspiortation de-nedded--— system in which
nal,, substgniinl sneeds foy’ transportation s
ngtiby s menns of meortntlpn best auited
Tg g Jod Lt T TRy !
oy tmx\‘\o‘njxmn&m system4o be aohieved?
WAL Prasont, we often scem: to be ‘trapped in
{4 polltlen] Battlen batwoen single-ninded Ade
7 Yocates “of lighways, and equally singloe
sdoinded adyocpiex of mrss Lransit. But cooh
o position s, a0 my blow, ogually falinciotis.
SThe maes’ ,‘.;rzmau; proponcnt‘mcuscsvulx‘mst
wrcluslysly on” tho rush . howy . sopamuoting
Cachroblemes-but {gnoves the basic urban gorve
Cwos” mnd wotivities which oxily the highwayn
4 MRn provide. - The singlo-minded: highway
spdvboate” nrgaee that highways slone can
" eolve the rush hour commuting problom-—
bbb fgnores: the probabliity that exclusive
“pomnutior rellance on highwoays will defent
other "purposes~—such  as “Papid, all-hour
muvem’»gny.of freight-—which only highways
1 v L The highwhy adyoeate thug' (g
¢l thegrony: banollts & K 6
whiohtrisies Wbl dystéms ‘oad provide, -
., Netther exireme position can do the job.
A balanced systemn is needed, Aud it soemns
to me that, ay n simple matter of cconomic
f seli-interest, the leading ndvoentes of mass
F 7 frtinatt, A8 a means to solve commuter con-

Sy
Iy
B

# lighways for transportation purposes other
vt than, commuting. A balanced trahsportation
© | mystem s In everybody's best interests,
#,+, There i today, however, one major ob-
#tnolo, fn the. way of achieving a balanced

Slowiar, Federal poney--for highways and
for, mase, frdnsit is drastically out of bal-
ance. The fact that clties and states can
! usa Tedern! funds to fnance niuch of their
highway consiruction programs, while Fed«
eral funde available for msss translt nre
relatively puny in amount, in my judgment
5 8eriously distorts sensible urban transporto«
tion ploaning,. To eliminate this dlstortion,
Representative Bingham tn the House and T
ih the Senate have proposed that oitles or
atates should have an option to use funds
for mass transit which are now available
only for highway construction, This ls not
meant to Le an wntl-highway proposal. It
is o pro-balanced transportation bill, And,
as T have stated, a bholanced transportation
- system s in everyone's best interest—and
particularly in the Interest of those who
w1 Cmiust use the highways.
* 'The Federal Interstate Highway Acy will
expire in 1972, In the near future, Con-
gress will begin dellberations on the alloca-
tion of our national transportation resources
for the 1070s. I believe that those who sup-~
port contlnuation of the interstate highway
constraction program must also become sup-
porters of - complementary urban rapid
trangit program--so thoat highway progroms
will not be Jeopardized by the inescapable
pressures from the citles in need of rapid
transit.

In the Washington metropolitan arca, n
number of transportation planning issues
have just recently come closer to resolution.
We are going 10 have a subway system, and
we ure going o add signiticant new roads to
our urbau complex. But muany basic deci-
slons s61l must be made —dectslons regarding
highway design and the use of space around
the highwuys, decisions regarding  subway
touting, and the relutionship of thot routing
to highway construction. We have n dra-
malic opportunity to nchieve o sensible, bul-
anced transportation aystem in this areg--—s
system that will serve our many and differ-
ng transpor(ation necds while enlhiancing the
character of urban life. Active and enlight-
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diers, ' %:z’bi instend of demunding an end. ) o
o such uéts of 'wir, the President and hislag " ¢
rolilstration are actually asking Congrefs

MING FOR CONSULAR;

of american columnists, and one ‘gen-,
brally ‘recognized in 'Washington es thé,
. most“widely read and influential of them ,.
_'all, David Lawrence, editor of the famed
news, weekly, U8, News & World Report,
"-had ascohizan {0 last night's Washing- -,
ton Evenivg Star which points un most
graphieally a reclislic rrason why the
Yroposed consular -irecaty with Russia
La this time of war should not bz rati-
Cfeds o ] A
As thd great debate foes oni, MY, Pregi-
- dent,‘despite the almost frantic elorts of
the White House and the State Depsri-
ment fo: win support from individusl
Benators. whose disposition is to oppose
this wartime treaty. with the very Comse
munist power whose' shipments of 5o~
Phisilohted “weapons, ofl, - antiaircraft
soguns,"JAM missiles, nearly 200, and per«

"“shipe, holicopters, radar defense systems,”
rolled-steel products, military trucks,
heavy:infantry weapons, and so forth,
the evidenca is rolling in that to ratify
that treaty without getting e quid pro
quo from Russia to stop its participation
in this war against American troops is
likely to do far more to prolomg the war
and 1o increase our casualty lists than it
is to stop it. »

I hope all Senators and all who read
this issue of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
will read these words by highly regarded,
international minded, David Lawrence
before casting their votes late this month
on the ConsularTreaty ratifieation. It
is an issue which cannot be divorced
from its potential consequences in the
escalation of this bloody war in far-off
Vietnam.

Incidentally, Mr. President, I' hope
those who read this statement will also
refer to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for
yesterday—Februery 3--where, starting
on page 81784, I submitted in consider-
able detail the evidence which continues
to grow in volume and significance in
condemnation and opposition to adminis-
tration policies which defer the likelihood
of peace In Vietnam and points up how
Russia 15 the major obstacle to convine-
ing the Government in Hanoi that. it
should come to the negotiation table and
work out with the United States of
America the approaches to an early
peace. '

Without the steadily increasing ship-
ments of the means to fight and the
weapons with which to kill our fighting
men which flow from Russia to Hanol,
many here believe the war would long
since have been ended and the capacity
of the Vietnamese Communists to con-
tinue the war would be terminated. The
title of my statement in yesterday’s Rec-
ORrp is “Building Bridges to the Kxecu-
tioner.” -

Let me quote now a single comment
from the David Lawrence column of last
night. It reads:

TFor the Moscow Government Is at present
the real adversary of the United States in
Vietnam and has been indirectly responsible
Tor the killing of thousands of American 801~

“Lawyence is closely similar to the!

‘my remarks.,,;

;haps moxe Mig jet Aighting planes, coasta] 2,

= Thers being :xjp;“ oi;_ ‘ hﬁarb *m
wus ordered 1o be printed in the Ravano;
B8 Follgiwgy - AL T ey '

‘hundreds of pilots have been sent by the

ratify g ‘new consulsr’ treaty  whichi, icon

rhean. asslstange to the:gJo 1ot aystera o
Bt a8 fo theGotles aysigm

ay
! stake
meni T.placed, in the Rucorp during m
rerarks yesterday in guoping an artict
from. Our Sunday. Visltor—-highly’ res
spected Catholic newspaperwhich will;
also be found on page 81704, ="' 50 i
I recms clear to ‘me, Mr. President,” i
thie consideration of a Consular Treaty .
with Communiet Russia in time of peace | " {7
15 cue thing, but that to cons'der it and .
to -alldy it during & costly and savage,
cortnuing wax which Is being prolonged
anc. abetted by this self-zame Russian™
Gou/erngent 1s quits! a’ diffevgrt” chal-
lensa to the judgment of-thée Senats, '
I ask unanimous consent, Mr, resi-
dent, to place the entire column by David

[}

Lawrence in the Rﬁgpm,gt this polng of

52

b, i & '-‘ - i 2,
Y RUBSHIA CALLED REAL T'OE IN Virnam
e (BY Duvld\ Lawrence) ... m
Poacs could come overnight ln tha, Viet-
ham wer If the Soviet Union—which s
‘spending billions of dollars to supply war
plaries and other weapons, aud is providing.
mollitary” technicians to the North Vietnys
meso—were 10 detide to withhold'its ald un
less hostilities are ended. e Wik W
Far the Moscow governmert 18 at, progant ™’
the real adversary of the Unitent  States .in
Vietnam and has been indirectly fespounsilile,, i
for the killing of thousands of Amerléaf ok C o
diers..” Yet, instead of demanding én end'th .
such acts of war, the President and his ad
ministration are actually asking Congrosy -
ratify .a new consular treaty -which #giil
mean asslstance to the Sovieb system 6f Luk.
filtration. : [
The figures dertved from official sourced b
show that in the last two years more than i “
32 billlon worth of supplies—oll, fleld artiis
lery pleces, heavy infantry weapons &nd mog-
ern jets, including light bombers—have béén - v
furnished by the Soviet Unlon to the North
Vietnamese military forces. In addition,

Hanol government Lo Russia to be tralnéd,’
More than 2,000 Soviet technicians are' in
North Vietnam training missile crews and
operating military supply statlons. ’
The tendency heretofore has been to por= <
troy Red Ching as the principal factor in the
bolstering of the North Vietnam government,
But the evidence is eoming out now that e
Russla has become in the last two years the « **
mainstay of the North Vietnamese. The Red
Chinese, despite their Internal troubles, are
continuing tq supply light weapons, ammu-
nition and rice, all of which 1s A big help to
the guerrilln forces, Tho Russlans, however,
are providing the real slnews of the war
which 1s causing America and Its allies to
Incur thousands of casualties.
Oddly enough, the United Natlons and lts .
secretary gencral, U Thant, have not satd or
done anything to protest this action. Inside
the United States the facts about the Rus-
sian aid have not been publicized. Histori-
cally. the action of the Soviet government
wouid long ago have been the subject of a
formai protest by.the American government
and could have brought about a severance of
diplomatic relations. The Moscow govern-
ment in 1953 openly boasted that it had been !
furnishing arins and supplies to Red China, .
though that country had been denounced
in 1951 by a formal resolution of the United
Nattors as an aggressor in South Korea,




1

| S
C Kelnuary 9; 1947

Todny the Russians are sgein givitg mili-.
ey aid Lo an aggrossor, uind Lhe subject lsn’t
evon being disoussed in the Unjted Nations,
Not ja 16 being meutioned by administration
spokesmen- in -Congress or. clsewhere.. In-
stend, the pressure for peace moves iB cen-
tored. o the North.Vietnamese without re-
gard to (hefact that the Soviet government
- 17 18 envouraging tho Manol reginic o keep-on
T lighting and s supplying the necessary mili«
tary uid for that purpose. : -

- .1 lg-news dispatchés in the last 24 hours, has
1 nebleved. tts “Aratymajor success in a cam-
Lopnign to get Russind arms antt military tech-
vifolntis inito pro-Wedtern nutions’t Arrange«
ments have boen completed for Rusola o
supply mllitary ald to Tran, wineh s o imeimns-
her of the Contral Troaly Organization along
with Turkey, Brituin, Pakistan and the
United States, ‘This Is the organization
whieh the American government played an
Important part in forming so as to defend
the Middle East against Cotnmunist penetra-
tion.,
- Alsd, the news dispatches tell of the use
; of Onmbedian territory by the Communists
< toattnek Amerlean troops in Vietnam, Thus,
47 o the forves sided by Moscow are spreading
= mt;: war into other countries in Southeast
o A8l :
w The question 1z why the Presldent and the
<5 Uongress remain silent though -they have
ot indubitable. proof that the Soviet Unlon is
Nofid Vietnam's principal ally,

O Mr., MUNDY, Mr., President, addl-
tionally; so that all Senators may know
completely and aceurately the full extent
to which the Russian Communists are
- alditig their - Communist comrades in
i . North Vietnam in their Insane insist-
i ence -on eontinuing the bloody flghting
I which has already cost us over 50,000
i " Amerlean cagualties, I ask consent that
©an article from the January 30 issue of
P US, News & World Report, entitled
. "Russia: The Enemy tn Vietnam,” he re-
¢ printed at this point in my remarks.
There being nd objection, the article
< - .- was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
1 a8 follows: :
" ROSsAY TRE ENEMY IN VIETNAM?
BarooN~-Boviet Ttussla, not Red China, 18
CUbEnNE oul to bo the imajor enemy of the
LU An Viettam, A stendily expanding Rus-
= #lail invelvément 1s causing this war to be
- the seoond ot costly In dollars in -Ameri-
Ui 8an history, i
i The American people have not previously
5.1 been told of this situation that is regarded
z by milltary commanders with incrensing
: coléert, .
. Inatéad, high officials In Washington have
; " pletured the Russinns us anxlous for pence,
. The U.A. poltey bas heen to portray Com-=
. . munist China ba responsible for prolonging
o war and to try to buy Russian friendship by
. Amerloan concessions tn many fields,
’ BINEWS OF WAR
. 'Phe facts, Just beglnning to emerge, tell
- o different story.
= ;- 'I'he Red Chinese, torn by troubles at home,
< atil are supylyfng lght weapons, ammuni-
* tion and rice to the North Vietnumese. Thelr
.- onid 18 helpful to guerrilla forces when it
reathes the South, It is the Russians, howe
ever, who are furnishing the real sinews for
" inajor und prolonged war,
Extenit of Boviet partictpation is great and
expanding, 'The Russians now are Investing
coloes t6 1 biilion dollars a year inn the war,
*With this billion—-and no real loss of life-—
, they are heiping to force the U.S. to wage
" war that now is taking thousands of Amer-
foani lives nnd costing directly ubout 30 bile
lton dolidre o year, - .
- On January 19, U.S. hearquarters re-
‘ported that U8, forces in Vietnam suffercd
I the second week of January their heaviest

- iholdentnlly, bhe Soviet Unlon, according -

.sistance.

ey . . e
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chaunlties of the war—1,180 men killed or
wounded in action,

The 0.8, bocause It s Logged down in
Vietnam and hurdened with over-all defense
spending that is to reach 73 billlon dollars
or more in tho year ahead, is hampersd In
trying to keep Russia from forging ahead in
the nuclear-arms race,-

The Russlans, with the U.8. tled down,
have made & major “break-through” in anti«
milsslle defense and are pushing ahend with
that decisively important defense while the
U.S. talks and delays becausc of money prob~
lems, :

The Russian investment (n ‘the Vietnam
war today s impressive. ‘The chirt on pages
28 and 29 gpeila ont that nvestment not only
in termy of deollurs, buw also in terma of
specific armamont and vilal lechnical as-

THE BIG QUESTION

Says a top U.S. officer: “There no longer
Is nny questlon about it—the Russians are
at war with us In Vietham in a very real
sense, They are miore tnmiportant than most
people realize in the operation of the war,
Most of the trucks that move the needed
supplies from North to South Vietnam, for
example, come from Russla or her satellites.
Many of the automatic weapons that we cap~
ture from North Vietnamese troops are of
Russian manufacture. Most of our plane
losses have resulted from the use of Soviet
Russia’s antfaircraft guns, missiles. or MIG
jet fighters.”

From another officer: “If Russia were to
pull out of the war, 50 would Bulgaria and
Crechoslovakia and other suppliers of vitally
needéd  equipment. Red China alone
couldn't start to carry the supply burden
alone. Ho Chi Minh in Hanof-would have a
tough iime continuing his infiltration, It

would have a noticeable efiect on the war,

maybe o decisive one.”

Boviet ald to North Vietnam irickled along
at an avernge yearly rate of 35 million dol«
larg until early in 1965, when, even before
U.8. began bombing in the North, the Rus~
slans started moving in a big way—with
SAM antiaircraft miasiles, et fighters, mili-
tary vehicles, oil, other paraphernalia of war)

The Russlan rockets and guns are directly,

responsible for mounting U.S. losses over' the
North, Almost 1,000 SAM's have been fired at
U.B, planes, These Soviet missiles, lanunched
by Russian-trained crews, have themselves
destroyed 30 U.8. planes and contributed In
a large measurce to an over-all loss in the
North of more than 460 U.S. planes.

Cost to the Russtang in spent misslles:
about 25 million dollars, Cost to the U.8. in
planes alone: yore than 1 billion dollars,

The North Vietnamese landscape fs also
studded with conventional antialreraft post-
tions, about 6,000 in all. The original antt-
nireraft system was Installed by the Chinese.
Now bigger guns are coming in, They are
Ragsian,

The North Vietnamese Alr Force now con-
sista of 75 to 100 fighter planes and a handful

of liglit hombers supplied by the Soviet Un-~ °

ion. About one fifth of the force are the
most up-to-date MIG-21s; the remainder,
MIG«16s and MIG-17s. The MIG's are re-

* placed hy the Russtans as they are lost in the

fighting, ’
RUSBBIAN TECHNICIANG, TOO

Intelligence sources estimate there are up-
ward of 2,000 Russian techniclans working at
air bases and at SAM sites. North Viet-
namese pilots are trained in Russia and
supervised by Soviet fliers when they return
to Hanol. o

Within the past few months, the Russiang
have taught North Vietnamese to man ap-
proximately 3560 SAM missiles and an esti-
maoted 8,000 antiaircraft guns. Other Soviet
advisers help operate North Vietnam's indus-
try, its coal mines and the port of Halphong,
and are helping in the buflding or rebullding
of hydroelectric plants, other major works.

For the first time, Soviet helicopters are

Pkt Dot se gl 0

S1915

belng spotled I North Vietnami. Russlan
cargo alreraft are also making an appear-
ance. i : ‘ ’

The North Vietnamese war machine runs
almost entirely on Russian ofl, In the pnst
18 ‘months, the Russlans shipped in 300,000
metric tons, The Chinesce provided almost

none, Last month alone, the Soviets shipped
nearly 256,000 metric tons of gusoling and oil:

into Hatiphong.
The Russlans use ships to transport 80
per cent of thelr aid to North Wietnam, the

balance golng by rail or by plane across Red - .
'‘Ohina despite severe restrictions set up by’
Peking. All told, the Russians are sald,to. be ...
delivering 80,000 tons of goods. a month to

1ol

“Intellipence sources in Salgon report that
t1.c Bov.e. ships going to Haiphong carry not
oaly civiian goods, as the Reds Insist, but
jet aircralt, SAM's, radar gear and antialre
craft guns. : Ao,

During 1966, an average of one ship a day
reached Haiphong., 8ix Soviet ships docked
there during the past two weeks. :

Tonnage by sca from all sources—Russia,
China, Xast Europe and non-Communist
countries--was estimated at 2 million tons In
1966. Of that, the Russian share was eati-
m.ated at hall the total, Red China's about
one fourth.

The point s stressed that the mumber of
Chinese ships entering Haiphong weént down
in 1966, the Russian wotal up, |

CHINA'S ROLE

Chinese propagandists, pushing thelr fight
for world Communist leadership, maintain
that Peking still is the main supplier to the
Communists of Vietnam. “What the Chinese
are hragging about,” says one Western expert,
“is volume, Tonnage from Red China may
run higher, but the dollar-per-ton value and

the strateglc value of Russian aid is much®

greater.”

In the words of another expert: “The vital

suppllers are the Soviets, If the flow of sup-
plies {rom Red China were cut off, the Soviets
would he able to handle the whole job, The
Chinese could not if the sltuation were re-
versed.” . ) -

The Russians, when possible, avold ship-
ping vital items across Red China, One
reason, according to intelligence sources: The
Chinese insist on opening all shipments
crossing their territory, often stamp, “From
China With. Love” -over the Russian
characters. .

Reports are heard, also, that the Chincse
have delayed shipments of SAM's and 1late~
model MICG’s while their techniclans removed
them from the crates 1o make coples for
themselves. : .

SOVIET PRUDENCE?

It 15 apreed here in Saigon thati the Rus-
slans have not gune as far as they could in
arming North Vietnam., "“In fact,”” says one
TU.8, official, “the Russians have been ex-
tremely prudent in some ways, We think it
very likely that Honoi bas asked for such
“Items as battlefleld misasiles for use in the
South, perhaps even for submarines to use
against the Seventh Fleet in the Tonkin
Gulf.”

Another sénfor officer adds:

“It i3 clear what the Russlans are:-up to.’

They want to kecp us tied up i knots out
here. 8o far they have refused Hanol the
wedpons to' wage a bloody campalgn againgt
U.4. forces In the South, but is that to be

permanent? The Soviets want Hanol to win,

and they ure playing a very clever and cagey

game,” ) )
Top analysts insist that Russie’s basic

strategy for conquest in the world has not

changed: 0 weaken the U.S. position wher~ .

ever it can in the world, while the Soviets
seck to strengthen their own.

Russia is viewed as supporting a “war of
nacional liberation” in Vietnam in precisely .
the way feretold by their top strategists,

Despite an impression fostered in Washw
Ington that the Russlans really want peace
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n Viotangn, nnalysts hetre find the evidence

“The Soviel Unlon,”
toports one offictal, “has done nobhing pub-

Lo

- liely pr privatély to belp start negotiations.

We don'bbuy tho Moscow ling that they hnve
‘1o influence (n Tanol” :

10 view of Lhe Russian record in Viethawm,
fighbing men here are puzeled at what seem
to. be efforts by U.8, 1o mike one ncom-
mbdatlon after another with the Soviets—
apice treaties, alriino pnets, efforta 1o set up
igre eobsulates in hoth countries, attenipte
s txpand Tanh-Weal teade whilo wur goes oh.

o Waoshingon, SBenator Earl B, Mundt
(Rep.y, of Boubiy Dakota, sald on January 18
he was appalled at the number of key U.S.
1ame wirendy betng traded behind tho Tron
Ourtein, He sald: “We're dolng this 1n the
face of the fact that cvery sophlstlented
weaapon. helng vsed to kill our boys in Viet-
nawt 18 fuenished by ftussta. The deaths of
miany of them could bo marked: "Made in
MOS{‘OW:’ ”

VIEAL, WAR BUPPLIES--EVERYUHING FROM
OIL TO MODERN JEYB

“Huppied by Russla in- past 18 montha:
- BAM nltifueo-to-nlr misstles, antinireralt bat~
feples, 7610 100 MIG warplanes, coastal ships,
1198 light hombers, feld-artillery pleces,
helloopters, advanced radar defense system,
hesvy-construction equipment, bridge-bulld-
ing materinls, military trucks, rolled-steel
products, fortilizer, pyrites, drugs, surglcal
Instiuments, 300,000 metric tons of oll, eargo
transports, heavy infantry weapons.

. I addiblon, Soviets are trafning hundreds
‘o North Viethamese pliots in Soviet Unlon,
“Have. sent about 2,000 Russlan technlclans
into Notth Vietnam to train and help SAM
fulasile crows, Soviet exports help run North
Vietiinm's mining, power, engineering and
techilenl industries, serve at the port of

Haiphong, st Honol factories, suporvige con-

'struetion of new plants.
- Govlot mutitery aid to North Vietnam
e . {11 milllons|

1095 to 1004 (yearly averoge, Soviet fig-

UFOB) i sem s i i A o 836
1p85 (Boviet fgures)..
1068 (estimaled) wovinaan
1987 (Soviet PromMIse) —imwamee—vunan .. 800

. M MUNDT. Mr. President, may I
“cotclude with o few direct and simple

questions which somehody high in this-

adminlgtration should answer to the Sen-
utée and to the country—including the
miothers and fathers of our 500,000 troops
now. in the Vietnam war theater——before
we ape called upon to vote on & consular
treaty which many informed and knowl-
" adpenble - Amoricans sincerely believe
would-prolong the war and increase our
pmerican casunltics and which- none
have as vel been able to demonstrate
-would stop the Russians from their con-
tinuing efforts to bring victory to Com-
unists in  Vietham through glowing
down or ghutting off the Tussian ship-
fnents of supplies of war without which
our - offorts to bring peace fo that un-
fortunate arvea of the world might well
“suseeed.

What would be the impact on the mo-~
rale and the deterinined cooperation of
our mlies in Vietnam--the Koreans and
{ihe Mlipinos for example, whose men are
fleliting side by side with our American
tronps~when they learn that, despile the
effmrte of the Russians to bring death
and disaster to our common cause, wWe
now grant them treaty rights which
strénglben thelr band and rfeward their
muliclous actions?

Why does Uhile adminstration not {n-
gish on A quid pro guo in surch a treaty,

and operative only

" \
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after the. Russians - discontinue thelr
shipments of war supplies to our enemy
in Vietnam?- - )

What will be the reaction of our fight-

ing men in Vietnam—and thelr mothers
and fathers back home together with the’
many thousands soon Lo be called to the
colors—when they read that we suc-
cumb to the pressures of men in high
places in this administration and ratify
a treaty which will expand the capacity
and the abllity of the Russian Com-
munists to do us mischief in this coun=
1 By

IF feeding and fighting the enemy at
the same time-—overlooking its war
moves against us while we cozy up to it
in diplomatic concessions never bhefore
granted any country—is sound national
policy why is it that no other wartime
administration in American history has
every engaged in such curlous and
counterproductive actions?

How shall we ever convince the Com-
munists of Russia that we frown on thelr
shipments of death-dealing weapons to
our eneny in North Vietnara and how

shall we ever prevail upon them to stop -

it if we now ratify this consular treaty
with its unprecedented concessions to
them without insisting on a change of
policy in their -efforts to weaken us, to
defeat us, to bleed us to death, or to out-
last us in Vietnam?

Mr. President, there are many other

unanswered questions which Senators

might well ask and answer, which their
constituents now bring to their atten-
tion in their daily mail, and which should
be carefully considered before we ‘take
a diplomatic action which can have most
serlous repercussions on the length and
the success of our continuing war in

Vietnam. Let us look behind the text.

of the proposed treaty and consider the

_ potential consequences from every angle

before. yielding to the pressures being
mounted by this administration to pass
this treaty raliflcation quickly, to ask no
embarrassing questions, and to play a
game of maeke believe that our actions
will have no impect on our major re-
sponsibility as Senators to try to help
bring this war to the earliest possible
conclusion and to bring out & peace
which will not come as a defeat and
which will decrease rather than increase
the likelihood of a greater and a bloodier
walr. .

ABRAHAM LINCOLN AND THE
10 POINTS

Mr. METCALF., Mr. President, with
Lincoln Day approaching, I am bleased
to assist Lincaoln Republicans, & dwin-
dling breed for whom I have high regard,
in correcting a persistent myth which 1s
regularly perpetrated by rightwing ex-
tremist organizations and thelir close as-
soclates among the leadership of the in-
vestor-owned utilities, Recent répub-
lication of fictitious cuotes suggests

that it is again {ime to straighten the

record.

I refer to the phony “Lincoln’s 10
Points” which sprang from the imagina-
tion of Rev. William J. ¥. Boetcher,
who copyrighted and printed them in
1916, It was (he Committee for Consti«
tutional Government, however, that sold
and circulated the spurious quotations

February 9, 1967

and, thus, earned the dublous honor of

having first associated Mr. Lincoln with

the maxims. Lincoln scholars and mag- "
azine articles have dissociated Lincoln.
from the maxims., -The Republican Na-.
tional Committee has warned that the
010 maxims are not Lincoln’s.
use them as Lincoln's words.”

Do not °

The phony Lincoln quotes arve never-

theless circulated by some. State Re-
publican organizations, in Montans. for

example, and ave used by officials of lead~ -

ing power companies. President Gerald
1., Andius. now head of Middle South
Vitilities, ond former president bf New
Orleans Public Service—one of the utllity
contributors to the Committee for Con-
stitutional Government—closed his 1962
Junior Achicvement banquet address in
New Orleans with the 10 Lincoln maxims.
The Scptember 1966 issue of Xdison Elec-
tric Ingtitute Bulletin, house orgaih of the
10U—Investor Owned Utilities—trade
associatlion, carried the text of a speech
py ¥. J. Funazri, vice president of West -
Penn Power, who documented one of his
statements with a phony Lincoin quote.
My, President, the Library of Congress
has for years been distributing a mem-
orandum, “Abraham Lincoln and- the
Ten Points,” which deals with the fabri-

cated sayings attributed to a great Pres- . :

ident. I ask unanimous consent that
the Library memorandum be inserted z}f,
this point in the RECORD, - .
There being no objection, the mem-
orandum was ordercd to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows: .

[From the Library of Congreas, Washington, '
E D.C., May 18, 19560} . :

ABRAHAM LINCOLN AND THE 10 POINTS

The Ten Points, which have been the sub=
ject of .numerous inguiries, have been er-
ronepusly attributed to Abraham Lincoln,
but the identity of the person who first
wilifully or unwittingly ascribed them to -
Lincoln has not been discovered.

The text of the Ten Points most frequently
used is a8 follows:

1. You eannot bring about prosperity by
discouraging thrift. : ’ )

2 You cannhot strengthen the weak by
weakening the strolg, L

8. You cannot help small men up by tear-
ing big men down. ' s

4. You cannot help the poor by destroylng
the rich., . [T

5. You eannot lift the wage-carner up by
pulling the wage-payer down,

6. You cannot keep out of trouble by |
spending more than your income,

7. You cannot further the brotherhood of
man by-inciting class hatred. ° L
8. You cannot establish sound soclal ses
curlty on borrowed money. : Co
9. You cannot bulld character and courage
by taking away a man’'s initiative and In-"
dependence, R
10, You cannot help men permanently by
doing {or them what they could and should

do [or themselves,

The enrllest dated appearances of any of .
the Ten Points that have come to our uo-
tlce are in publications of the Reverend
willlamn John Henry Boeteker (b, 1873).
One of these booklets entitled Inside Mazx-
ims, Gold Nuggcts taken from the Boetcker
Leetures (Wilkinsburg, Pa., Inside Pub. Co.,
1916) contains scveral maxims which bear
a strong resemblance to Points 2, 3, 4 and
10; his Open Letier to Father Charles E.

Coughlin (lrie, Pa., Inslde Puh. Co, 1036) "

reprodices Maxim 20 (e Polnts 2 and 4)

on page 56, and the same page contains lines '

which greatly resemble Point 3. e
Also, the ‘“T'en Don'ts,” enumerated in an
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1 N b s . i Hon Ny - //T!orw. Thoy have limited tliemselves to the attompt
N‘h‘v'l,(’ln‘"‘“ mI’ﬂ' ﬂ)&bll"b_w \?5[ of impeding: or pralyzing the transportation of

"

P

IR war svpplios from the Novth to tho South by homh-
ing ronds, fuel depots and dofonss - plants, this’

hoping to conteibute to the eofforts of bringing

FEEERT L PR AR

By Evic Mettler .

P T P INUR R ' Tianoi to the point of Hegotiation. In o doing thay.. -
B . L e R havo lost five hundred or more planes, and this~ -
b _.,‘{'hu articlo was writlen for the N ous Zurclh‘er Zoi-. principelly perhaps beeauso they havé always tried *
o itung by ono of its forcign sditora, FRL il to eomo 08 closo as possible to their targots, to spara : .

- the civilian population and to yuake & firect hit)
RR R Tt s n-war in which the North -wanted, and still;

[T ANR TN
i e “ ,1‘ T h’" o ’1"-’,' o YW 'k; y “;‘ 4. . wants, to convert the South to Communistn, Wherons
. Mor_a long ‘time thers wewoe mt fow Westorn re- tho United States is willing to lot the North vemuiin
iporis on conditions in North Vietnaw, Ouvo had to 7 Gommuniat onea a pence agreoment i vonchied, +°
e ot Lo Bt e T Noouo will dony J1o CHL M mad B HGT
S ) rees or B N some gradging respeot. 't takes o grest.deal to
. mt\_'“h"m. q:;“l}o 1hnd ‘1",’"‘"“ ":1" ]‘%“;“;‘ WA“E p_recoz;l-ce‘\.\; c‘"} ' put up fight in tho namo of nntionul.iudc}mndeum
:{‘;’ Jans. dmt:m);‘f’ ",‘“?i"' Qt" o ‘]’1 10“""“"’?“‘“"“ ogainst the Japuneas, the Freneh, the internal forees -
l‘ml::?::;ci::ly ;e;*,oi]:::sz”;& ;;’:“v’i'v ; n‘;"“’] 3;.‘ &’;K:}:“_ . of 3;1:1)05%;?“ and a0 Amcm:lms.*}}ut o Chi Mdmh :
- " - v i : -and hi enty were-—needless to xay--epgage in
for o limited porlode—an for oxamplo Jacynes De- :vas:in‘; :n(;eunr{t; n‘::r:ntir-lco{onﬁl wary‘o{ Eﬁ\é‘nnd—
?I?}fmx, ol ]{,e ﬁ‘{o’;:fle m“,]f H]a rrison ‘E'] thsbu‘ry oi' encﬁ..Which ended in 1954, but blso & Communist.
0 . m”k - ta;’ omes. 05 %o Ki:m “e{()mpm?zn‘_ * wat of conguest, in which they also hearly succqnded ‘
:g‘;‘:::_;‘c;;‘:“x;oﬁz;o b'::’ I&z:tli'cﬁflil M::;n ‘mis‘::l):: (’;t - in 1965, Thoy aro Teprosentatives of 4 aystem which
e reheibie; e ' i inevi ' b jon’ and iu which"
fs_just another of tho many bizarve foatures of the mt‘:?::lg;:}g tyﬁ;:cf, iﬁ;h:ﬁ:l??:;: ir:ptg'tt:v ca ﬂl:;n
- Vietunsy oon(lied that  Amoriean reportors and in tho freo \;:orl d LNo .\Ve;aﬁlﬁ correspon dé;\t‘\vill‘ w
Amovican women pusifists are being shown around " be able t o nuch rtéin within a fov;v days’ time. how
5 3:.‘;;;?:5 rogion on }V)nch Americon bo mbs aro I)emg much the North Vistnameso population’s war effort

ar R o Cen is boaged volunt. striotism snd how rouch

4 U Mo Westorn eovrespondents’ reports from North :;e:;v:zdf:,; the ?a:?’thzfthe"only way to survive:
.Qm\ag; ;’f»l\;al;lfy ﬁ”"’ﬁ“ﬁ&*},‘iiﬁ?ﬁ{“ﬁ“‘?‘ umccg;:g;lf under Commuist. rule s to cooperate. Sinco 1964 |

rhsfundin';;pitnwlf;’ #guinst the, War m‘émé,l of a sitpmz s million peo;:lo, rofusing 10 support :;hc regime any- |
‘ "bo\\;or A'm,;a’rcmﬂ.'," o lhrgc purtl "n ¢ the urbsn longer, have “voted with their feot,” that is, have ;

e ! B U . fled to the South.
“popwlation lias been ovacuated, and industry lins " The facts rclu;red hy Western news ageneics diffor - o

i ‘boan decentralized, Jood rationing snd air defonse, considernbly ﬁ-om the reports written by the '\V(:Et-‘.‘
‘wo are told, fanection well, When tho ,Americun" 'e;m corrésp;\ nd cut;a who h:ivp Beén traveling through - -

o bombers appoar, overy one tales cover in ono of the " few éavefully choson anctord of Notth Vietnam, "

S e peie o+ cominod o1 Vobikond B Dl

Tee ¥ e dai always been dotermine y the extromely diffienit .

I I ::\\:;l}({n?;i 1’(‘:;;‘:’;2: ;;p';:,:;‘gr d:;)v\t:g:;l ;ﬁl“‘;\xe‘;‘; choico between wo evils; was wrong from the start, -

e , W "the sthndard of living in North Victnam has re-

. e “thousands of bisyeles, o simply mmen shoulders, m};?11:§ %11,;r::f(‘fh;“lr::§o;tnin ,(t'hehwh:&enwoﬂ:lﬁs;}:n
e e e b S
I e ‘ o * v i tion and supp jes, Thundreds of thonsands of men.. -
Lok -‘::;ieg“ﬁ;{Z;::’sg::{f“%or::n‘::“mw,“.rd“'“ofo t“f bov d° - gre roquired to make ouly the most urgont’ ropairs
Gt e hotialis o all thet s destroyed deilys The 45:000 Chinese -
: e o Movaover, the. Westorn cbtmpondeuts who have ”w;m mond railwmy; :3:: a rong ereate m; wnweleome.

£ heont tempovarily -admitted 'to North Vietnem and gopendeneo on Ohing, 88 do the bad harvests that “

" have been stiown certain spoeifie sectors of the Wer . avoe made’ Chineso grain imports & tecessity for’
e ~guone, all conour in stating that Amnr‘wm\ bombs North Vietnam, Disc 0 and - hunger’ w eakmﬁhe? .
.45 i have taken their.toll among the eivilian ‘population. fighting contin g'enm'he wded for- the Southi pe
Tt addition, they convey the. impression that the ® s ecording to realiable - sourdes there -aro. also’

‘hamblug 18 mare Jikoly' to strengthen. the pirit of “aounter«'ruvoiutiomty" wonters ‘0f opposition’ in’

Togist ( v Noirt it § ili .. . e

":ifi;asfwuwf tf’ \yeal:gu Nm;th me‘muf wmilltary North Vietnam, againat which the public is warned
WYY , e g v et o gy the North Victnamese press. Moreovor, there are

0 Notenly the Pentagon but alsg’ The New York . e th P

Lo : : . © meso leadershi
“Pmey snd the.Tiondon Temes, which privted Sulis.- :?ﬁ;gmm‘ﬁ:;:bzt‘ie‘ﬁlo%};nxmftf;ﬁm?zn ;;I:Z};vﬁ :
buiy's, reports, have gines theb ‘pointed ont cdito- So far those leadors have p’ravailed in Hanoi—

 pially thet no war con Do Wagod witliout demaging - ponarently headed by Secretary General Lo Duan—
housing and injuring sectors of the eivilisn POPU  * who want to continue the war with the South. But

o lation, Tn the fuco o, doluge of :SNgEeSions 1t . giferonces’ have arison over the manner in whieh -
il bo woll to rewenther how strangely the various ‘ it is to be conducted: with the support of larger Lo
g aspects of total and Jimited wer have so {ax been: ‘regular units, or once again sololy by ‘means of

juxtaposed in this contliot. Neither: the  Vieteong guerilla warfare. The quarrels with Peling, which .

L nor the Communigt AgEIessor from the North bave. ° leeps ealling for intransigence and teaches lessons “"

4 dpared the “papulation” that was hostile to theut in | but remains carefully” aloof, have becomo moro
Horth. ‘Viotnum, The tongtroue chronicls of buteh- " groquent.. Conversely, tho influence of Mowcow, '
ery, torturo and srsott in villages which would not - wwhich has after all strongthoned North Viotnam's

Cgulinit o them-is well-known, But the Arneticans 'dir defonso, has grown ascordingly, But the Boviet
have so fur consciously relvuined from, destroying . Union, . 00, offers -advico—North . Vietnam ' is  to -

¢ North Vietnam as an ceonowic organism. They bave © -~ offect & ‘compromise—which ‘has 80 “far not.been

: Jnf:{thvr bombed koy “indusbries, ‘nor dams, nov . necoptod by Hanoi, * it R TR

'"Tn this sftriation, in__which the Viotoong and.

ot
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Iinoi eartainly still lold  theie hasie  powition,
bat in eomparison 10 1066 have novertholess cloarly
boen foreod into thd dofensive, Washington is being
agsailed. from- all sxdee&aby demands that it dis-
" eontinuo - tho bombing 8" ok North - Vietham—uni-

"lnterally and for good-~in.:order to prepara tho.

way for the, mgotintmn of’ peace. Such requests .

| eome from Moacow, in tho name of the Hanof “mod.. "

“orates” 8o to speak, from Paris, from U Thant, from " :
_The New York Times, discreetly from Prime Minis. :

" NDWYORK TIMES

‘e Wilson, and aro -aléo part and parcol of the
‘Popo's medintion offorts, One scems to have for-
gotton that tho American bombardments of North
Vietnam were already stopped for several wecks
move than a year ago.- Tho Communists made wse
of that intervel to prepare new military advances—
Just ux they made use of similar intervals in Korea;
in Kores incidentally the will to fight to the vie-
torious ond was nlso proclaimed by the North with
seomingly unswerving purpose and ‘then suddenly
dwopped for the sake of 'negotiation when the
-eniownous reserves, the: endurance and the limited
war aim of the opponents were belatedlyrrecdgnized,
. .'That the present onslaught of -demande--some
of which smack of apeasement—is met by Wash-
ington with the stotement that tho bombardments
will bo stopped only when the other side has given
some indiention that it will reciprocate, is under-

“standable considoring -all that has been learned in -

dealmg witli Communist opponentg in Europe and
«inAsin 80 for. Only if an American dolegation woro'
-"to- arrive’ ‘at. ajnew Geneva Confercneet with the-
i:’reaignatmn displayed by the Fronch and the British.

Ington's: fotal’ blundm

14 Fobruary 1967

[TRIAE OF SUKARNO |

IS ASKED BY COURT

LU ByUnited Pres Internatfonn} r‘.
+ . JAXARTA, Indonesia, Feb, 130
I LuMThe Indonestan Supreme Court,

. 'domanded: today that President.,

Bukarno bestricd for treason on. )
charged of having stolen Ia.rge'v
emounts. of money for his pers,

sonal banl accounts and having

given his blessing to an-ats

tempted Commumat couvp 18-
months. ago.
In. 4 120.-page declsion, t.he

" court.demtanded that Indonesia's

Silnrto |

-Congress. act against M. Bus
It mects - next:
" month, The court’s report was:
. (bayed ‘on documents presentedv

when

by the military strong man, Gen.
eral Suharto, who assunied most
of M- Sukarno's powera last
Marehs . >

The court concluded that

i IPresident Sukarno hnd had prior

knowledge of the plot on Oect.

11, 1965, knew thot its purpose

wa s sedzurve 6f the Cavernment

cution of tho plan, It said ho
nad an “obligation to account

< Teoup.”

In dts statcment. the courb'

'in 1064 would' there, bo. roason- ‘to deploro quh-x

and approved of tho final exes.

for cverything he knows, fo'r;
his attitude toward and for tho”
uction ho took in rogard to thé

sald'Mr. ‘Sukarno had stalen

tunds estimated at the equivas

lent cf $7ymillion and charged:

that .some of the money was-

deposited in banks 1in Tokyo
an

d Amsterdam. The court also -

accused Mr., Sukarno of having|

accepted. graft  from: forelgn,

coripanies- in return for ‘“spe«
clal ltcnnscs ang, tax exemp-
tions.”
" The findings of the ecourt will
ba used by Congress when it
meots in special, session early in
. March to decida the President’s
. fate

The Tndonchian " Parliament
adopted a- resolution last weck
urging Congress to dismiss Mr.,
Sukarne from the Presidency
and Initiatod procecdings to try
lim for treason,.: The Congress,

stablished by Mr. Sukarno in|

1960,, inclides the full metber-
shipiof ‘Parliament plus. other
rcgmnal and functional Tepres|
sentatives, It is  the nation’s
highest policy-making body. - .

My, Sukarno, now little more
than n figurehoad, has been Ins
donesia’s first and only Prosl-
'dent for 21 years: In its: rling,
the Supreme Court accused him
of having received "prior knowl-
edge and understanding’’ of the
coup plot from the former Alr
Force commander, Omar Dhand,
who has since been tried and
convicted ag a traitor:

Mr. Sukarno “failed to act as
Indicated by the law in his

position as_hoad of state and
Supreme’ Commander. of the:
Armed Services,” the court said.’

“The conclusion i3 that Presie
dent Sukarno, wﬂfuny gRVa pros.

bl TR i i

THB DCMINION, Wellington '
26 January .-967 A

Imldc Vléw of l

South Vietnam’s ane Mmisber cama here

swith the avowed intentfon of thanking- New-!

‘Zealand for its support of his country and set. !
{ ting the record straight on the nature of the!

wart it which both countrios are invelved. Dring

his hectic ninc hours in Wellington he dhcharged

‘this mission with dignity and aplomb.  At" a

State luncheon and later at a Press conference
he apoke with great conviction sbout the aims

“and the agony of South Vietnam--“no people :
Jook forward more than the Vietnamese to peace”
J=—and answered complex questions in a manner
which won the admiration of interviewers, !’ ‘

: It is too much to expect that his brief visit')
“will have mollified those who are totally opposed ! !
‘to New Zealand’s involvement in Vietnam; But.!
‘upon those who recognise sincerity, who are |,
“able to evaluate dispassionately what they read
“and what they are told, his visit will undoubtedly #
. have made a deep impression. -

Air Vice-Marshal Ky made nonsense of fhe

’notmn still clung to by people who naively a,ccept
~Hanoi’s version of the conflict that it is a ei vd
war, “How can this be a mvil war,” he asked,”;
“*when all the weapons and mumtlom are ¢oms
ing from Red China and other Communist coun
“tries—when all the orders,.all the instruction

7 all ‘the policiés come from Hanol?”. :

: Hanoi, he added, no'longer made any secret
of its running of the war, A North Vietnnmgse
general directed operations:in the South. Thete
<were seven divisions of North Vistnamese reﬂ
gulars in the South and the rate of C‘ommunfstt
infﬂtratlon wan estimated at 8000 a month

g As for ‘South Vietnam's progress toward
_representative government,-its Prime Minister
. said that it would have a new constitution nextg
,month and by the end of the’ year would: holdg

“nationwide presidential  eléctions—though' ‘it

‘ ; ould be & mistake to expect rapid evo]ution" £

e Western-style democracy. e 1+

; That 18 a fair and- reasonable observatidm,
4 His country, ‘as he pointed out, has yet to be

“brought into. the twentieth century. But it. s
; ¢lear that the present regime.is hent on secuiing *
“gocial ‘justica andfighting: ignorance. dises,se

and erty‘ in addxtlon to

|
e
b
i

LM HSLP S

tection to leatlers of the cbupt
against legal action,” it sald.

U His actiohs in solving the prob-
Jem {n ts aftermath were ale
wava pm tial to the Communisty
pnrty; N I TR X N A

YT N
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1 DI /
7
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,
3
7
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6 //)
L ACTION - / DIRECT REPLY PREPARE REPLY
] APPROVAL DISPATCH RECOMMENDATION
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[Remarks: Attached is

Job to be responsive to Senator Mundt. As you will

action and I assume he wisghes to be forthcoming -

what looke like a fairly large

_|in his response. |

‘note,'the Director simply bucked 1t on to me for

Congress generally 1s

be reasonable.

\ 1f these appear necessary. The

- |February, ppesibly completicn date by ilth would.

out of bueiness until 15

¥

FOLD HERE TO RETURN TO SENDER J oWarner

. . FROM: NAME, ADDRESS AND FHONE NO. DATE
Leglslative Counsel ~ T7DOL = - - 9 Feb 67
| UNCLASSIFIED | | CONFIDENTIAL | SECRET | .
o 4P

Fbgrdo; 237 U," previous aditions
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ‘ D Fle

Memorandum |

vo i Onfs pATE: 10 February 1967

FROM @ D/ORR

25X1
SUBJECT! Attached letter .
25X1

[ |John Warner has asked [7}1f we could have a response back on
~ tnis by Tuesday (14 February). As soon as you have talked with, ]
T would like a reading on this. Jack omith, as I indiceted this morning,
wants the snswers put in proper context as he oxplained it. | [i&°
concerned that if we answer so.w of the questions as given, 1t may not
clarify the situation for Sen: o Mindt. I wish you would tell Paul to 25X1
1look out for this problem alt: ' n ¢ am inclined to agree with you that
Mundt has probably purposely - wost of these questions the way he
414 so that he can hit the Adi . riotration over the head. Incidentally,
T will call|  |on this prol. = and will let you know his answer.
| . 25X1 -

IR LILIEWRTE T (UL LI T EUR LR
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L WALTER €. CONAWAN
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" \OLA, SOUTH DARDTA - February 7, 1967 : ! o S
’ ' | Y ‘ ' S peative Tile v 0
A . et
H A '/w - P

e e

Mrs Richard Helms
Director of Central Intelligencoe

Central Intelligence Agency

Washington, D.C. 20505

Deax Dick:
In reading the January 30 issue of U,S. News &

World Report, I was disturbed when I vead the article entitled Russia: The
Encmy in Vietnam?"

. Tn this article, which was evidentslly written by
an editor of U.S. News & World l-oort stationed in Saigon, there arec state-
ments made to the effect that it ls the Russiens who are furnishing the necded
moterials to the North Vietnamesc which makes 1t possible for them to continue
their war effort. Therefore, T nm cnclosing a copy of the article with this
letter and would eppreciate hav' - your comments on it and the questions which
I an setting forth below. '

: 1. Ie it true as clated that "It is the Russians, however, who are
furnishing the real sinews for . jor and prolonged war."” I would like to have
any comments you care to mske with regard to this stetement,

2, Is it true tha' "iMhc Russians now are investing close to 1 bil-
1ion dollars a year in the war.” TIs this a correct figure or ig it more or is
1t less? '

: 3. Is it true thai "lost of the trucks that move the needed sup~
- plies from North to South Vietnum, for example, come from Russia or her patel-
1Tites." If it is true, I would nppreciate any ‘documentary evidence or figures
on truck supplies which you coui.: provide me. ' '

4.  Ts it true thal ~.mny of the automatic weapons that we capture
from North Vietnamese troops arv~ of Russian manufacture.” I would like to have
any statement or documentary o ~nce that you would have on this allegation.

o e e St B e

5. Is it true tha: st of our plane losses have resulted from
the use of Soviet Russia's anti- reraft guns, missiles or MIG jet fighters."

et i e+ e

6. Ts it true that "Toviet aid to North Vietnam trickled along at
an average yearly rate of 35 million dollars until early in 1965, when, even
pefore U,S. began bombing in tlv North, the Russians started moving in a bilg
way - with SAM antiaireraft mic:.“les, Jet fighters, military vehicles, oil,
other parasphernalia of war." ‘

1 FEBWST
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" Mr. Richard Helms - February 7, 1967

. T+ Is the statement Lrue that "Almost 1,000 SAM's have been fired '
‘at U.8. planes. These Soviet Missiles, launched by Russlan-trained crews,

- have themselves destroyed 30 U.S5. planes and contributed in a large measure

. to an over-all loss in the North of more than 460 U.S. planes.”" If the figure -
is different and larger or perhnps less, I would appreciate having aay infor-
metion which you would provide me.

8. 1Is the statement tiue that "Cost to the Russians in spent
missiles: about 25 million dollars. Cost to the U.&. in rlanes alone: more
than 1 billion dollars."

O v 9. Is the statement truc "The North Vietnamese landscape is also
TR - studded with conventional entlalrcraft positions, snbout 6,000 in all. The
v original entiaircraft system was installed by the Chinecse. Now bigger muns
e T are coming in. They are Russian.” I would appreciate having any sdditional
g comment you would care to meke about this statement. : ‘

TR ‘ : 10. Is the statement Lcuc that "The North Vietnamese Air Force now
AR conalsts of 75 to 100 fighter plsnes and & handful of light bombers supplied
by the Soviet Union. About one (irfth of the force are the most up~to-date
MIG-2ls; the remainder, MIG-15s and MIG-17s. The MIG's are replaced by the
Russiens as they are lost in the fighting." I would appreciate having any
information on this statement which might supplement it and give me up-to-date
-, information on your estimate of whut might be plane support or any kind to the
+ North Vietnamese from the Soviet Union.

11. Is the statement true that "There are upward of 2,000 Russian
technicians working at air bases und at SAM sites. North Vietnamese pilots
_ are trained in Russia and superviscd Ly Soviet fliers when they return to
Hanoi." : l

: 12, 1Is the statement true that "Within the past few months, the
-+ Russians have taught North Vietnamese to man approximately 350 SAM missiles
- and an estimated 3,000 antiaircrart guns."

¥

- 13. Would you please comment on the statement "For the first time,
- Soviet hellcopters are being spotied in North Vietnam. Russian cargo aircraft
are also making an appearance." -

‘4. Plesse advise me us to whether or not it is true thet "The North
Vietnamese war machine runs almost entirely on Russien oil. In the past 18
months, the Russians shipped in 300,000 metric tons." The statement goes on,

] . "Last month alone, the Soviets shipped nearly 25,000 metric tons of gasoline
TR and oil into Haiphong." 8ince this article is January 30th, that must refer
RN to the month of December, 1966. ; ‘

) s L e b i R o a2 R e s

RN 15. The article states that "The Russians use ships to transport
B 80 percent of their aid to North Vietnam." It further states that "All told,
: the Russians are said to be delivering 80,000 tons of goods & month to Hanoi."

-

L]
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Is thia statement factual and I would appreciate having any comments on it.,,

. s 16, The article statcs that "The Soviet ships going to Haiphong

"‘vcarry not’ only eivilian goods, as the Reds insist, but Jet aircraft, SAM's,
rodar gear and antiaireraft puns."™ I would appreciate having your comments
on this statement. '

17. The article sbtrtes that "Tonrape “y sea from ell sources -
Russia, Chine, Bagt Burope and nnua-Communict counusriecs - was estimated at 2
million tons in 1966. Of that, iie Russlan sharc was estimated at half the
total, Red China's about onc fomrth." I would appreciate any information
whieh you could provide me as to the accuracy of that statement.

‘Thaniing you for your tind consideration and
assuring you I would appreciastc hearing from you at your earliest convenlence
in reasponse to the questions I have posed and any other comments which you

~ might care to make about alleg a :ions and statements in this article, I am,
with best wishes,

Cordially yours;

‘Karl E. Mindt, U.8.8.
KEM:md; . ~ ‘ . o
Enclos\;re
»
g ‘u' .
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