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g #98 FIRING LINE: = CAN WE WIN IN VIETNAIM? | .
5/7/68

WILLIAI F, BUCKLEY JR,

GUEsST: HERIAMN KAHN

B. Herman Kahn was trained as a mathematician and physicist but he is known ¢
- to quote one admirer - the von Claugwitz of the nuclear ace., What brought
that on was a book of profound impact published in 1930 and called, ON
TRERAORUCLEAR WAL, 1n whieh wre Kann expressed a ngumber of opinton: ameng- thes
that a thermonuclear war would not necessarily mean the end of life on earth,
] Mr. Kahn, tﬁe Harvard-Frinceton noted hyperbotically is very impatient with
thoce who believe inat nuclear war would be somehow unpleasant, The micunder-
standine of hir, Kann is a popular intellectual pactime, not to say compulsion,
He ucsed to work for the Rand Corporation, the government's principal Think-
Tank, until a few \éaru a,o when he betan hig oun - the HUDSCH INST.TUTE =whic
N conducts projects of military, diplomatic and cocial interest for the benefit
P rof the covernment, the armed forces, and if we are to believe a recent dispatc
:Nelson Rockefeller, These days, of course, everyone is asgking lMr. Kahn and hi
:associate: at HUDSCH ﬁhat are their viewc about the ¥Yietnam War and iir. Kahn
~has obligingly put to_ether a book completed just after the Tet Cffencive,
called, CAN VE WIH IN VIETNAM? I should like to becin by asgkin. kr. Kahn
whether n his judoment tnu-Tct offensive was inconsistent with the United
‘States estimate?
1K; That offensive viac not.inconsistent with the estimates that we had, It
;was a little inconsictent with the impact of these estimates, that is, we knev

o ‘in late 1967 about the rearmament of the VC and almost nohbody uncerstood how
| k2
iwipoFrtant thal wWagce Ve alge had various units that were rathcrafamiliar vith

the movement of pecople pre-rel, They were trapped, actually, 7The order of
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battle was the same, that is, no unit showed up in TET which had been 2%
previously identified, had been operated. By Febrruary fut ceneral
Jestmorland gave an briefing which reads very well  today and .eneral
Ryan(%) cave one on February 2nd, On thex other hand it's my impression that

they didn't really believe their own briefings, They weee very upset by TET,

in other words.,

B, Viell, when the scale of TET was made .known to you, I take it then you were

not surprised that they were able to *put on this kind of offensive but did yd
instantdy understandvit as primarily aimed at a piece of psychological warfare
acainst the United States?

K. I don't think it was aimed as a piece of psycholo_ical warfare, Everybody

was surpriced at the SCALE, that is, the bank(?) of the attack and the first

‘reactiodwas Al thie Tnerediic e kil ait anu patrol - coordination - to mak

gl catiechk o thei scale, . he did have a jreat deal of skill but not as
much as we thou_ht becauce the actual tactics in many cases vere very bad, In
other words they overextended themselves. i In all kinds of places there viere

QC effects that were just viorse than thinge done elcsevihere, Eut I don't think

the thin. was pbycholocical. I think kthey did excect collapse of th
elements,. They did sxpect to ovecupy nosi of e bowmas - The srly tive. 1 Knhow
vOF nERe g, the Lad oz DetareEry N0 ndte & retteat, dhey- vere oo slay pul UhLd

' reccued by outside unils and none of the outside units came in,

-have that impact?

—

-

Be Well, if it were not intended as a psychological act did it nonetheless

Ke The impact was incredible. I nod nave a diTierent gecivion gbous TET than

ﬂhcm it firct neccurred, I would be willing to guess that on February tst, 2nd
Brd, 4th, and maybe up to the 5th and 6th, Hanoi was very drpressed by the
outcome - the National Liberation Front.,  The main impact of TET wac that it

appeared to tiie world - what actually happened is controvergial - it appeared
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the world that we had said ksomethiny like come out and fi_ht, They s
came out and said yee, you look tough and at least asz Tar zac the nev
~torie: are concernec, from the 5th of February io darch Z2C ue were pagsively
defendind cities with @ sort of perimeter -Yype thin . There Yere rimors
that ‘ 00,0C0 troope; 12,000 trocope werd air-lifted - people woul
obviously favor the second way the being suicidal, G&o to the wor
as a vwhole the thin, looked like an enormous defeat and no American _overniei

crokesman ;tfcm;toa L seastaln and reécnc le a il tary victory with things

| ke the decperate 12,000 air-lift.

By mol do - vollaccount Ter thalt?

+~ 1

K. It's not complicated., It's my own belief that the whole discussion

betlween the Fenta on: anu the Fresivent on these 700,000 recerve: ~ [ ihink
the mout crucial view .in the Penta.on is that you can't win this war with
businecs~as=ucual put wanted a sence of mohilization and war-time emergency,
The President I sucspecltl - and I have no cpecial information here - doeu not
want to have pressures for escalation. He wag against. it, This is of course
his right to make kthe decision, My cuess is thiat if thic yue request was
dctually made it'c never been confirmed., It'u juct that same old iscue comin

up again, basicaxlly. There wa: alzo some fear - people were unceetain vhat
g selulers

ray. Lo in, on = theré were & 103l on the outckirte ef wai_en. ¥ Lhey iook
Fadey dBsurance
\._JL;_‘OH Lo i < lu‘. it e W S SR chse of /:tf-.—:!'r‘czmt:‘c, SR 'L.In';'lk_;, :_(;._., [_i_nt
i
most of the pecple in the headquarters and dtplaces |ike that had a

real cense of "its being a dying yasp, the Battle of the Bulge, and so on, XI

. would not accept that intergretation but JAthey thoucht it was a victory,

Bhsd Boeeur thi nis e s Sel R prened itnat SuHir owns cotery mediBeen: eedétpotic

ety eanpletely o the potilieonof zglkincieare of iig o haniouls,

puvdieity, anu all L&k Kine of tudinese, e vould Ly movw have won the war?
In other words, has at least one of our crucial failures been, as so often
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alleged by Fresident Johnson and some people, the reinvigoration of the 4
Hanoi g¢overnment constantly results from the appearance oi diwunizy in AmeEric:
! 1

Ko “1lm odre b0 alaplay & B3¢ Fole But-ic s haye: o tell fow mueivs 17 . you

lock at wniat happened in Vietnam the escalation juct ceemed to be just action

9 2 -~ 3 1
siraled
? &

and counter-action. fhere cri of # epbdtdes OUL TO_ LU L@ Uy DOk
cegple whink abl coergtica. B ant poss of dhes Lo ey It yeu' re in Hanoi

you muct make heart at the kind of disunity in the United ctatec ahd you
probably over-estimate it - though today it's hard to over-estimate, I,
however; ayree that our own government and csome of.the militdry commana

off .cials themselves accept (%) some of -the probleme that are thenAattribute
to the Fresc., That is, the Fress could issue a kind of distorted reporting,
nobody argues tnat - even the Press aurees with that statement.

B Diatortea,-in‘what sense?

Ke Thére are really 4 or.S different kinds of distortion: |) #e don't live

veroisit = it . d8ok. indecent to repor

>\.
)

in an heroic cufture £o veou gan't renort

the peocitive (2) an,lew, 2) . We don't live in a religious culture, so you

‘ <

.can't report it as an anti-communist crudade - that looks indecent, 3) .50 you

"have to report it at the human level; the tired Marine, the Lhild-mother and

50 on and if you the quality of TV, you automatically _et a wa
SR ST SQe Febl Ao Sgraato o teal s nificance -Lecidte tiatle ot report=
2D B LG ; i b edfnee Ju sitmply-al tol of horror. At that

':level it'c automatic, v thout any bias. You have a -second thiny - I think

.most @fxkWe Americans misinterpret the war, They think of it as a racial war

That's our formulation, not the Vietnamese formulation, They think of it as

a foreign intervention unwanted by the mass of the people; there again that's

cour formulation, not theirs., But you add these kinds of misformulaticnz to

chddsanervon fiave o very hosi o de dttiftdde. . Sut feven if. yod aiigrtiihave

Hootile attitude-,

XXKXIEBXBREAK STAT .CN BREAK.
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2 B; -You say, Mr. Kann, that you get a hostile attjtudé as the result of e

these distortions., You mean among the people at large or the intelligentsia.

- K.‘ No., I would say the intelligentsia is too restricted here thouch they're

the center of thfs movement or attitude., WMoct people in Europe and a yreat

number in the United JStatec feel that they're destroying their country. Well,

if your're destroying the country you can't be helpiny it., Let me yive you

A . an example. I sat next to a war (?) hound and I watched an Awmerican fichter-

S : are

4 boiiber uroppin, napalm on a VC camp. Now if you have the typical American

: you look at this little man 4'I11" , you g2 ke say, he must be cympathetic with

that hefoic man in black pajamas and against that man in the airplane, You:

{ can't conceive - at leacl Americans can not - that He's hot on the otlier «ide,

- wow this man next to me_uill turn to me and say the napalm is not as hot as it
uced to be = he's méd the other way. He hates the Nationél Liberation Front,
the VC, and that swamps any racial Teelin_¢ he may have, But we find it hard
to believe,

B, uell, wouldn't you cuess that there would be newspaper writerc and reportec

f iwho, femarking thig, would find it'newsworthy enouch to relay.
Ke - They don't notice it, I once heard the followiny: I asked a anber of
A?American Off,cer&_- I wanted to formulate this iésue'ih its most basic terms =~
jthis vwas about two yearc ago - they all formulated, and these are very big

E;men fAow, “sayinL —we must win thig war before risitay raciem enctlfs us =
| all these white faces, -1 said, that sounde very tnterectin;. Do you
¥have'any evidence o7 hig acide from the newspapers that you reaa from home?
That is, you've been in the country 6 months, a year, do you have any anecdote
Eto prove this point of view, In fact what seems to happen in a typical
%Victnamcac villua e, not stithe VS villaje but a friencly one, they wee how you
Lehave, If }du behave well and they're not too weak, they're very friendly,

»

o If you behave badly and they're not itoo poweriul, they're mad. Ilow
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interpreters don't like Americans. The samne, as the French interprecegé&%'t like
Americans. I don't say there's no racism. Race is not the sine qua nonj; many other things
can swamp it.
B. Now what are tlhose other things? I want tg get to that because I know that you
are veru cpucrete @mxupx in your book but I just want to clear up tinis point so we won't
be accused of hitting and running.
Ke Sure.
B. You say that we don't live in a heroic culture or in a theological culture. Do.I
understand this to be a remark that you are making about American intellectuals or
ce;tainly not about tue people at large;
Ke I would make it wostly about tue upper class Americans, tne intellectuals, tie
. people who roughly speaking, and this is a kind of clicle, .astern and iestern seaboards.
- B, ik Yeaix/.
K. The liberal establisiunent.
' B. How about students?
; K« Stuaents = I could iuost wituout Question - certainly in quote "tue better sciools.!
iTQen 1 would guess that 5U% is still a Cnristian funaamentalist country - bul these are
‘not people who have wmuch influence in the governuent.

B. And therefore you fecel tnat thecce is no sense ol satisiaction - would you say there

N
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was‘no sense of satisfaction twenty years ago when we made progress against the Germans,
‘the Nazis?

K. Well, that was quite different. It was(n't)? an ideological war. Nobody, or very
few people in the United States objected to dropping boinbs on German civilians. _

B. How do you account for the difference.

; ; : . : communism,
kes Well, there a nuaber oi auitferences nere. For one thing ehe—hfeiftng looks very

'much_less meanacing to Americans. We lLave sometimes pointed out that one of the effects
of this war has been ﬁne humiliation oif tne Soviet Union. I've known of Poles and Czekks
who've asked Russians if you can't defend North Vietnam who can you defend? Almost every
.American I've talked to tuinks tnat it's a - not a . And

fI almogt have to agree with them by the way, Amerijcans are not interested in
fpushing the woviet Union around - they're not even interectec in pushing
‘China ‘around by and large., 1 think it's a ratner larcger position even than

" our earlier position.,

B. You say laryer, what do pou mean?

K. Tnat more people hold the position - that we should not go out of our way
to push the Seviet Union around.

:;b. Now you as a strategist - Ho you belive that the American desire not

. to push the Soviet Union arouna is the resdlt of an American fear that she
%will be lbrovokeud into a nuglear_retaliation or is it rather tnat ihe American
'people are finally becoming convinced about the politice of convercence: and

believe that under the circumsetances one ouchtn't to provoke somcbody who is
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traveling more or less toward a habpy horizon,

Ka  Eothink it's both. They're not worried about nuclear retaliation

but you uon't leave sleeping doys lie, More important there is a

widespreau belief that the Cold war iS over. The usual example used is

the wmoslem=Christian éxample. That's a bad example 'cause the ioslems

lost that war., If you don't believe that, ask them; they're fair on that.

But there are situations, say, the battle between the Emperor and the Pope

when the nation sate ran away with it or that betweethe king and the

aristocracy whenlthe people ran away with it, And I think most peéple

today tend to feel that the Crold War is basically over,

B. WNow, you I gather, dissent from this generality, dgo you?

Ke I wissent with the finality and completeness with which it is stated.

1 tend to think that the Soviet Union, barring certain possible changes

in government, is in fact a relatively cautious state today. WNot always

cautions. 1 think that their actions in the iiiddle East and the Mediterran

were reckless - but not ridiculously reckless, you kno.a, Ana it's also a

s{ate which is not fandtic today. China is-ih a similar position now, The
Christian?

dgisunity does not impress you as it impresses most people., Of Krishanti(?)

ame onlons Fir AL auulss  ierie vrefe VEFY. &8 S rR r e ys . Liie T hau Kt ey were

VT uisunited and in Tact Christians fought on the hoslem side, j.oslems

fought on the Christian cice pui that veac temporary. The rezl FaPERal Y

Aascoviyen onristians foughi woclenis, both disunited,

B. Now you reject - as I understand it you begin by saying

-

it doesn't make
any sense at this point to au; tie question shoula we be in Vietnam we need
ocnly to ask the_question what should we do from this point on - this was th:
oeyinning, cf your methodology, is that correct?

n. 1 would make thal stron ger, I think one shoula we be th;

but the most important question right now is what do ve do now,
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lot of ;
BE. Now you reject atfairly popular proposals for proceeding : 9,

successfully against the North Vietnamese which strikes some oi your
aumirerc as anomolous, For‘*instance, et me ask you this. Could you

give me the reasons for opposing an intendification of the Lombin, of liorth
Vietnam? |

Re -ErP, yean, 4t depenoé on wihat kind of intensification. You recommended
above moving the bombing south of Vin(?)uhich is roaginly 1€ dgeurecze and
that I would intensity . enormously,

kG, Yes, 1 think- you sayd, ] think it .is eléar that we will lose in
military effectiveness by reducing the bombing XK North of vin{?) if as
a result we can reduce the amount of czupplics aie egui,went delivereu to
south Vietnam, cut before that you did list the intensification of the
bombing in the Korth,

K. Right,

B. As wmething which you oppose,

There are rcally three reasons for bombing lorth Vietnam. The first

.,_
N
.

andy most important reason in February of 'S5 wae to increase the morale

in couth Vietnam, At that point they were cloce to the state of collapse.
gy and large coulin Vietnamese feel that Americans juct don't lose wars and
once they Telt we were committed the morale siktuation cinan.ed almost overni
hat reason has sort of dicappeared really, The second reason is to make
Nortn Vietnam bear theqCOhiS of the war, They, too, should feel some of the
pain of this issue., WNow, by and large, I really thin. that they should avoi
competlition in gain as much ac possible, as a general principle.

b. Unleess it has a slrategic utility, right? You don't want poetic justice
K. accept the that is, if'you have a military ancd

a small number of civilians get killed it was not intenced. You shouldn't
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: 10
aim at civiliangﬁirectly. o you gyet a very tough problem.s I would

Guess tﬁat the pressure on North Vietnam, biyg as it vias, was not big enough
to be very usef&l. You can never tell about this., The Japanese have told
us that if we had held K@ut one more day at Wake Island they would have qui
Euilthey don't say that ahead of time, undgerstand, and you con't notice it,
And a number of people thouyht the pressure on iWorth Vietnam vasg biy enough
and there is something to say for their sax side but I wuufo :tili tend to
reject it and I'm willing to reject it stroncly encuih to eliminate ‘that
particular pressure,

bae That's right, .that's right. -iow what abtout your oppogsition to the

in g Qf Wo Rt Vi etrlaliese nort;2

Ke That woulu be I think a very useful military rneasure in our terms, It
would not ke overunelming, There are other ways boats but it woul
be useful, The objection is, and let me be frank, you're challenging Rusgi
a bit Tufther. ijow I've Russia thig thing and I uon'tl see uwnhat the
Russians coulu co about it to some deyree but they may be able to ficure it
outl,

B. . You mean without asking the Hudson Institute?

Ke (e laughs) In some cense the uniteu states snoula be cautionms without
askiny waat can you o aooﬁt it |

D. - Yeah, yeal, yealiy but in-point of fact there-iu a consiuerable unanimi
of Judgment amon, . the military men, ion't there? Is thic ¢imply becnuce
they tend not Lo -ask theémeelves most anest e ;”11 Cliey S05 ST der GYLranes
oy can the coviet Union: =,

Ko They tend to ask themgelves - not all of them but come of tﬁem - this ic
useful from our lpoint of view and then not ask winat can ithey dQ about it -
what would the retaliation be. iiow the obvious retaliation to arimea south
Vietnamese with quality weaponsg iu ' to: sonie de.ree, They could

iprove that yuality.

© Board of Trustees of the Leland Stanford Jr. University.




B. You do have a real loyistical proulem, con't you if you successiully Juley
patrol the access to iorth Vietnam by tihe sea, con't you, because the areas
coming doun through China are subject to a lot of interruption;'

K. I think that%s partly true. You see you're not really planning on a
blockade of iNorth Vietnam - you're not planning'to stop russian ships; all
you're plannény to uo is make their boating (?) more difficult.

B, oupposing I ask you to bounce off the proposal of stopping qov{et shiips,
a blockaue.

Ke I'd make a aeclaration of war againet wNorth Vietnam first,

E. Are’you in favor of that?

K. Today, no, 1 can iwma,ine many circumstances in which I would beX%n favor
of ity I'd'be-ayainst it now,

B. «hen you say, now, 0o you mean because there is a periou'of %negotiationu
K., iNo. That's not the crucial issue., This is an incredibly unpopular war
at this point. Any iacreate in eccalatica untess accomparifed ay all kinds of
measures tao change the character of the war I think woufu be counter-producti
B, It's politically unfeacible, isn't it.

K. Unfeasible politically and destructive politically. 0Now probably a
geclaration of war against.worth Vietnam is also a rfaky act but I say it is
less risky than a blockade without the ueclaration,

L. YOuU vay in your wook, quotes, "™it seems inconceibable that even today

“Nortn Vietnam woulu accept any setltlement that included as a serious possibil

] N el : e S - 2N won=communist
the long=-tern indepcnuence of couth Vietnam OF even an GVLntgal non .

gomination of a calition Jovernment in saiyon. Coes that mean that in

connection with the Faris talks you simply flatly predict failure, or else

capitulation by America?

asked to bet on it, I would bet that they

n

K. fFlatly is too strenys  IT I was

coule not result in anything. 1 think that for various reaaons you have to
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try to pursue it. . You can't‘Just go by the war goctrice, 2,
You have to prove to yourself that peaceful means are inadequate. You've c¢ot
to try; people may be clever; iie have looked at promised czetilements for qui
a wnile and I can dravw ug cettlemente that would be a kind of -agonizing
compromise between the United otates ana North Vietnam, Things that would
satisfy both sides' minimum objectives, absolute minimum, .you know, would be

or

completely uﬁacceptable to the sfouth VietnameseiNational Liberation Froat
25t ber Stk e Nt g i gns ot Lok Iing T atk 't.;;; et lEmatvenl 1 €3 nao
velfeve thel aeyinia, can Le negotiated,

g, Well, let's pause for a moment because I want to ask you something that

I think will bring out the best in you,

STATION BREAK '

B. Now, Mmr., Kahn, as 1 understand your present position it is this: we might
have won in the pacst hiaa we behaved differently. Had vie behaveu uifTerently i

thhe past we might have gotten away with doing so had we betterfprotected

ourselves with a useful and realistic rhetoric but in point of fact in 1968
zmost of the orthoddx means of closing out this war are unavailable to us. Buf
you nevertheless, as I understana it, believe that even given the @ividions
"in America, and given the hostility abroad, we still can win the war in an

‘acceptable way.

‘K, ‘Yeah.,. Il believe that quite strongly.

B. Coula you tell us what some of these -,

'K, There are a number of tinings that could be done, the most important thing

—

‘being just to improve the efficiency of the operation as a whole - a military
Eoperation a military operation., Let me just give you one small point., e hayv
%about 550,000 solaiers in that theatre, almost all of them on a |2 month
‘rotation, It's a very complicated job 12,000 miles away; a foreion country,

forei¢n.problklems: I couldn't run a 72 man operation on a |2 month basis
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of rotation where evefybody started frqm scratch; it just can't be ol 3
done as far as I'm concerned,

B. But this is true only of certain soldiers surely; it is nof true'of
generals.

K. It is not true of a number of the top officers but I couldn't have my
secretary ghanued every 12 months, with a 30 days off inbetween., Now it's
done for good reasons; if it's business Unitea otates it's har

to make soldiers to wake cacrifices, It's hard to ask an officer to stay
24 months away from hig family, I would suggest that for the combat soldie
|2 months is reasonable, They learn much in combat here but they learn

faster over there. For the others, and that's the bulk of people don't

—

forget, 8074, I would sugyest a 24 month tour for most of them and do

something for the family. Firct of all, a bLiy bonus, money is very helpful
possibly a trip nome or around the world, or half-way around so you can go
back to the wiTe - maybe you could invite your wife out twice - this kind o
thing., There are thinys that can be done, It will be costly but you get

some reservations for some of the officers. but the improvement in perfor-

mance would be enormous.
B. Has this been seriously considered by the pentagon?

K. Everyboay has sugyected it. It's always been turned doun on the ground

that it kould be agisasterous fTor morale. 1 would like to separate morale a

combat soldier from the non-combat. Take a point like this. VYour're an

' t ; c ot o - Y T e g
officer; Says, who's been assiyned to a non-combat role. You say, l u'prere

fighting 1in combat. Tnrouch no choice of mine I'm in a non-combat role anc

penalizecd by an extra |2 months of duty; it's seems very unfair. Yes, but

his morale goes dovn but his performance does not go down., {In a combat

officer morale anu combat are very closely related. 1ln a word it vwas

unfair; it often i% anu vill be inkhe future
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B. He won't type more slouly or anythijng like that. 1 know that 14,
you've made several cu.gestions, .hat abotit anotiier cnforéﬁblc

cu_cecstion that wouldn't run athfwart political realities.

K. well, the nost important one is now being done, \Vekept the gSouth Viet-
namese army badly underarmed - all vorld War Il equipment = they dian't even
have enough rounds to practice. '

e Y%

ke Wdl, one of the rcacens had to do with the Tear, excessive fedr, that som
of this equipment vould find xkgmkR its way into the VC hands., Here you have
a funny reaction.IiYou issue 200 rifles and they Kill say S0 lpeople with thos
rifles and the VC capture 5 rifles, you say, ah, they're fighting with our gur
and you feel in a state of collapse, It's an excessive reaction; Today the
VC have such good equipment that they would laugh at our MI rifles.

8. 1Is it.mI Laait e curer BRiihR s o tne south Viebnasresed
Rel"aAs G hasikt Wi el o Eaon, ehiat s, faiIrly recentily.

_b. But Rhis situation is béin; correcteds,

. This ig now bein_ corrected,

Be nov, what about the role of democracy in 5xbuth'Vietnam which is somethir

_that the critics of the war pay a great deal of attention to - you've been

‘. there recently anu spent a lot time stuwying it - vo the oouti Vietnarese havi

ta feeling that they are beind lput upon by their oun rulers woo are not

genuinely representative? 4hat is your feeling about the relationship ot
Y ) ", VR : %

;' demogratic institutions to thie worale of the GHouth Vicina.eue,

-~ \iy

Ke well all victnamese, cven in wany cases the VC, feel put upon by their
‘|eaders. It's a completely cynical country; ve seem comewhat less cynical,
i1 think the more crucial question is to what extent do the people support the

‘VC. I would aryue somethine between 50-70 percent, more or lecs against,
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If you find that the bulk of the peop]e @¥e against the VC are various
minorities they'd be nurt if the VC came in, (Mr. Kann then enumerates
several names of these minorities wnéoh I woulun't atteiipt to spell.)
These are all people who tend to feel that a VC victory woulca bLe very bad,
he - -city Fchlc are against the Vo this-is a rural movement; tae ceountry is
now almost half ciiy and there is. very little support from the cities. No
American need feel that he is opposing a popular movement when he opposes the
VC., I'd like to ve fair about thics; very few revolutionary movements are
popular. The U,5., reveclutionary movemenﬁ vias not very ﬁopular. ine VC has
earned their right to victory in that cense, but in tﬁc other sence we don't
have to feed tnat we are cpposing it. 8o far as governments operate,ih a
funny way, the South Vietnamese government may be the most democratic
government in that entire area. The current (?) government I'm talking
about now. Fossibly the Fhil{ippines would be more democratic.
b. Those who siue witn the VC - what percentage of those would you. guess
a0 Ss0 simply because tiney have become convinced that the VC is going to win
and unaer the circumstances it uqesn't pay -tnem Lo 'pe Rerede in their
resictances
s el tuose e (% 0 Sl e they can ve,
Mme Olu Vietnaim controlled about 20, of the coutn Vietrnamese population and
the VC still controls those areas pretfy well, These people have been

VC for 25 years; it's just their government. You know, it's xa@gx sort
of an infrastructure situation, -
B. Suppose you attempt to answer the question that ic so often made public -
they cite Frecsident Eidenhower as saying that if there hau been a free electi

in 1954 itXwould have been won overwhelmingly by Ho Chi winnh,
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K, They don't quote it accurately. It was a free clectfon o= Chf
Minh ';rsus Bao Di and thac¢ I would guess is probably right

=’ Very popular, IXaon't think Ho Chi Minh woula win an election today against
almost any reasonable candidate,

B, Why?

K. Because he's a communist. Now ifrhe dropped communism he would win
automatically. oee, neople tend to think of the wational Liberation Front

as carryiny the banner of nationalsim but actually nationalism is loose in
t..at country. There are at least € or 9 %parties that are very nationalistic
intahsely‘- and noboay owns that issue.

b, How could Ho Chi Minh drbp communfsm? .

K., H. zan't; it would present trouble, Now he did drop'it in '46-52, He

is an authentfc natiénal her. but the country is basiéally anti-communist.
"B, Thnen you woulu predict that in a free election in'Nbrth Vietnam even

that Ho Thi minh would very likely to lose assuming the opposition had a

\'?Chance to nromulgate its -,
;K. I don't know about North Vietnam; it's hardkto tell the state of its moral
and so on, {ie woulu have lost a free election in '56 in North Vietnam I think
BE. There weren't too many votefs left.
'K, Well they hau the big puryes then and overshot, It's hara to tell, 1
éhoulu hot be surprised if he coulu win the elcction today in korth vietnam,
. it looks heroic, it feels heroic, that king of thing.
:d. But in couth Vietnam you feel that people are icnorant who suppose that
:{he communists speak for thé majority of the‘people.
K. I don't know any serious person who believes that togay. They might have
Lelieved'it 2 or 4 years ago.
5. Uhy did you use that alarming figure 57% because if you're allowed by
\’idu Kann to take 50,0 all you nced is-to steal one more and you've .ot a majorii

“"Ke I think to be niore accurate it kieuld be something like this, something like
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20 to 30% would lean toward ilhe VC., JSomething more than that would iy 30

l.an toward the government - the rest are fence sitters; very firmly fence

-’ j
sitters and that 70 was supposed to prove the fdnce sitters,

E. = EBut you think_that in a free election the fence sitters would move against

the communists,

Ke Unless they thought the communists were going to win. VYou do have this

problem in that.country - people do very much tend to vote for the wihher.

Gy NOTL, what about the other point that's raised so often having to do with tné

land reform and the peasants? Bernard Fall used to make a great aeal ah~ut this

1.5uess everybody knows that land reform laws were enacted &_or 10 years ago but

they kaven't been turned over effectively to the peasantry. In your judgment isg

this s meilhing that we snoulud attempt to require the gouth Vietnamese covernment

to do, |

Ke Well, the land reform situation is very, very Complicated. There are a
meer of studies and people who do not Liii.k ;h;; Lo couth Vietnamese peasant

Khzs tive lant huneer L,;“\lly associafed with peasantry. There's no particular

i

sofiél invidiousness ksay in being a tenant. If you talk tc many peacsantes they'
te]l you ithey'd prefer Letter rental contracts., In the area that's most importa
- the Delta -,most of the land reform has already been carried through either by
Diém, by the VC or by the current covernment. There is a very iwportant problemn
ol giving the farmer or peasants ) any more - certificate
of ownerehip. In Tact none of them have valid title to the land trey farm;

b.é Well then you don't titink this is as an important a point from the poiht of
viéw of increasing the support of the South'Viétnamese for the government of

couth Vietnam as a lot of people maintain,

Ke) A very important point to make clear to the peaccnts tould be to cay that
voi! don't intend o reveruse the land reform to the VC - that'es very important
Ymd thinges that used to happen 2 or 3 vears-avo uwiere the army thersrants f
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landlords on sweepc anu never turned the money over to lthe landlord - 15
that doesn't happen any more so far as i know. Ho, I would tay touay that
mucH of the lans reforw problem has worked itself out by itcelf which is an
important which is an important caveat (?) that the peasants are uncertain,
know, There are areas wheme you can do certain things but ticre
are sreac vhere the situation s complicated and I kon't understana it and 1
aon't claim io.
5. You show a considerable aisdain for the enclave period uithdrawal wvhich
Frofecsor Galbraith ana ceneral Cavin support, how come?
Ki well, let's assume you sena a telegram to Leneral .eéstmorland or Abrams
and ask them how would you g¢o tnrough an enclave theory (%). They would
send you a telegram back = Can we first of all treat the conclave as
conquered territory; puch people around and not worry about their feelings,
secondly, can vwe cut it of7 completely from the outeide tefritory. ~Third,
can we bomb freely in the outside territory becauze vuu've ot
concentracions, <Can wve raid, pursue, despoiling attacks. Under tnese

circumstances ve might nold it for a while, If you can't do these thing

cs
you can't hold it. = stronger than that -,

E. How come Generdl Gavin who is o trained soldier doesn't knoa thatv

K. dell, Tirat of . all, Hie's a Ccreat-paratroeper; hz was one of aur best
paratroop yeneralc.

B, You called him brilliant in your book - you ‘didn't restrict it to that =

you aidn't drop a footnote,

Ke One mucst be polite. He's a very nice guy,. General Gavin, and quite

2y ! =\
Cuckley

talented in every way - almost every way I nuct .say.]| Everything®™g

except - military, (Lauchter)

Ko You saig it., 1'll observe a quiet silence,
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to ask‘questions. I reserve the right to cemment, if 1l wmay.

<o .S_ure.

B. Yes, sir. Have you ¢ot a mike there.

Aud, wr. Kahn, vwhen you spoke about South Vietnam now and o Chi ininh wou | G
probably lose a popular election, there is also tihhe fact that durinc the
necotiations in Faris coming up, wo youieel that Ho Chi winh will be any;morc
obliLated to accept clections new which ne micht ppesibly logse thnan he was
back in 19506 wien tiie probability was that ne would have won the election

yet they wvere taken aviay trom nim so to speak - were neQer allowes to proceed
Do you. feel he is otliyated to negotiates on the basis that there mighl be

free elections now?

e FrEe elections, firct of all, are a very odd comcept in that country. It

N

takes a certain amount of structure, a certain amount of experience to nave a
free elecibn, really. Wwhoever runs that election will win it. The one who
looks like a winner will win it overwhelmincly. The people will be

by the potential winner, so it's very difficult. If you maike tune tuing

‘look at all reasonaule thouch, I think ho Chi winih loses-its 1 rather cusped
ki : DlSecbt neve Foeit ity Y55 by ffe ey 3T yoa FECLEIGL R To south Viet
':th in '£0 Lao Lai and he was running into serious trouble i

fvorth vietnam tihien; tnat

;;accept jt for the fulure of the state there,

(€ )

rac probably the counterpoint eof lis popularity. Th
point is thouyh, the election concept is really an American concept; tney aon

really. For their cake it is to

cort of ratify tne wanuate of habit (?) not to choocce 1t.

: 3 { ) ) = = . 4 -,,‘,),;_
. i | i The egasna i Dk ] 3 5E N0 e Sr e\, e pua e thic o
tolu=fashioneu terme. ihe peasna t tries o yuess Who L 2

[ don't think eiiher side tnlnks -tht

: . i T vest e 2 AW "1 NN e
“uiniat ke aeand voting .Tor the winner.

‘eleetion as importanc.
wB es, Sl

© Board of Trustees of the Leland Stanford Jr. University.

E. Well, wr. Kahn, I think there are some stuuentc here that would like 1¢



Aud, iir. Kahn, you mentioned that in South Viétnam there are about - 20,
30% of the people supporting thé viet Cong. .

B. Or leaning toward the VC,

Aud., Or leaning., I'd like to know how the VC were so successful in
smugyling arma intc sKouth Vietnam for the Tet_offenéive and kue and.other
cities.

Ke Exept afor Hue the problem was very simple, Two or thirece days before
*Tei the curfew was dropped and you just walked into the town, carrying
truckloads in if you wanted to - it was almost that bad., They hitéh-nikeu
througn wjtn American troops and armoured troop;.in maﬁy cases,

Aud. Then it ic the fault of cur Lovernient,

Ko It't a little complicated., Every year they've had a Tet in obscure
plac s; .Je announce it to the viorld - the world shows a maccive indifferen:

so we figured ﬂell, they surely wouldn't violafe Tet (I think this is
unconscious ratiner than conscious) where the Torei.n newspaperg reporters
were, That proveud they were violating the agreement., &o in some aspects

I think we tended to feel that the foreign newspaper reporters protected
the city at least during Tet., In addition, there is a kind of good feelinc
during “Tews . EvVery year literatly theucancs G ¥C- cume: buek To thneir
Tamilies during ihat periou aine they've sort of never Lecn neole.ted or
never seriously molested, It was Just hunureds of “thousands of people
coming into}town.

Aud, Every year the Tet offense was - always violated,

K. ot ulere tihe foreicn reporters were. Not whefe the néevepaper reporte
vere., They were violated in the boondocks, yousee, Another thing, the
fact of a Tet truce had some reality. But it's not a violation unless the
violence is from 10-20%. You're obuiously right; it's a Fearl Harbor king

€3 B, - 8 drofped-out scuerd-and faced no particular sifonctn
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ce 1o tiere any sencse of religious proftanation in having violated Tet,

O
C.
i

¢ shock a lot -,

K. It would have shocked any single city. If you had hit just saigon or
‘ S0 much

Just Hue or just Danang, it would have been real aggravation, not Just

preofanaticn -Tet, while it has reli deas i Tisgney) ‘anert re ik

Cod T Tols IaerR ol JE S e St Su T e A FRe Eatisl Boe bl vl Sariditnas

put together, Khen you did it that countrywide, the aygravation took a

.differeﬁi character, so to speak, it was too big an operation to -,

B Transénd it.

K. Transgnd it, yeah, I do not think it would fit any single city.

E. R&iht,

STATION BREAK,

B. There's a queciion over hiere, {ir. Kahn.

Aud, lir. Kahn, you were talKing about the Fueblo iincident. Do you think

vkl

the ship wewdd Le returned without the crew or the crew returned without

the ship. Do you think the Vietcong will keep the ship with its weapons

and reﬁurn the crew unharmed?

Ke I think there's very little chance of the ship being returned, I'm

sure the crew will Le returned at some point. It would be very startling

for thew to be kept prisoner for 30 years. 11 don't velieve we'll make an

pre-return apoldé.ies winich the Nortn.Vietnamese are asking for .and

confessions, I certainly don't belijeve they're justifieu., o I don't

Know how it will be settled,

Be Yes, sir.

Aud,

Mith the peace talks due to occur shortly, 1 hope, do you see any

blood-letting as occurred lduring the same kind of Korean incident,

’ \ & 1 - S rvle ' ok 3 H oL

Re Yeah, [ think both sides Will try to put themselves in a better

barcainin. position and ‘I think <whis will kean Lo both sides improving the:
-
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military position. In our case it's probably improving the armoured troops, that 22,

is the South Vietnamese troops more than our own. In their case it probably means

battles. I don't consider this bad faith by the way though I think it's to be expected.

Bo Do you think that Predident Johnson is demouralized in the sense of believing that since
ke has in effect swrendered peliticel power, antisapatoxily, e cuchiv't (¢ £ct os a

chief executive in behalf of a party whose dominant wing desires really a complete quiescence
K. I would guess that he had exactly the opposite feeling. By resigning, - were you at the
press conference the other day - much stronger and much tougher than it normally would be don
I would think that by resigning as a cendidate he now feels above the battle; and there's bee:
almost criticism of him recently. I think he can now take any action he feels is in the
naticnal interest and justify it.

Be And justify it, ha, ha.

Ko I think it's the exact opposite of a caretaker government or & lameduck situation for

edd reasons,

E. There's a question over here. Yes, sir.

Aud. Eh, Dr. Kahn, I have heard statements recently to the effect that if we pull out of
Vietnam the VC will punish all the peasangs who have helped mpx us. How do you feel about thi
Ko I think - it's a little difficult -~ in Vyietnam whenever you helpithe Americand.cxr the GV!
the government of Vietnam-you tell the VC they forced us; whenever they help the VC they us tti
VC forced us; so people have a basic excuse, There were more than a thousand people killed ix
Hue and they were on lists and Hue is a town which is unfriendly, by and large, to the Saigon
government., So it should not surprise us if they killed something like 1% of the actual
people available to them.IfThey did something like that in Vietnam as a whole which would be
about 170,000 people I would rather expect that in a large range of circumstances you might
get enormous bloodletting or punishment. They might be different - this is a question of
policy to some degree. It's a very bitcer war, very intense and the {eelings run much higher
than they did iﬁéour Civil War, for example, or any civil war I'm familiar with. It's easier
to the Arab-Israléx conflict than this conflict. So it would not surprise me

if the blcod letting was worse than in say, indomesia which was supposed to bte about 3€0,000,
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B. Weuld it be as bad, in your judgment, in the event of a victcry over the VC. Would 23.

it be as bad as for instance in Indonesia when they overthrew the communists,

~ K. If ax any particular took ever I think it could be but very likely if the current Saigen

government wins it will be a coalition type thing as it is today, you know, with the Americans

very much there, we have a tremendous pressure there for reconcilialtion. I think recon-

{counting ¢

ciliation strikes most Saigon Vietnamese as (commie-nazis. Could we talk about that?

B. Yes,

Ke They feel much more strongly, not strongly/ On the other hand, the American presence

is very much for the reconciliation thing and it works to some degree.

B. There's one more question we have time for.

K. On both sides it's wvery bitter, you understand,

B. Yes,

Aud, Do you feel that Vietnam will evdr turn inte a thermo-nucleaxr war?

Ke I would suggest the changes of that would be quite remote but one can never say that it
s can't happen but it's a very remcte thing as far as I can see.

Aud, Do you think thermo-nuclear waxr would wipe out most of our pppglation if there was
a countexr attack on us,.
Ko In a thermo-muclear war where the Russians have lost all of their weapons in a surxprise
attack on American cities out of the blue and did not save any for their strategic forces
so they left themselves wiped out,-socmewhere between half or 2/3 of the population. That
war would be suicidal for the Bussians also., It's hard to imagine anybody walking deliberate:
into suicide. I would guess that if there was a large-sfale therwo-nuclesr war you'd find
both sides being very careful, with interests (?) picking and screaming, not with elatien
you understand they would have to have a theory as to how they calld survive it. In other
words it would have to be a very careful war. The usual conecept people have that everybody
recklessly presses every button inlithe house‘out of sheer exhuberence does not describe
the men in ; they're petrif€izd with fear of those buttons.

— Aud, Mr. Buckley, you menticned peace negotialtions and you somehow managed to get in the

woxrd capitulatiom. In your opinion who sre we capitulating to if we leave South Vietnam. Is
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24,
it to Russia, China, or is it just communism.

B. Well, it's a little bit of each one of them. We would be certainly capitulating in terms
N 1f you we could say that we

of what we said we weuld never de. JMe xsuld like and preferﬁap capitulate te eurselves,

We have stated that there are certain things we would never do, one of them to permit the

Communists getting away with the subjugation of South Vietnam. If, im fact in Paris, it
turned cut that we had signed a treaty that made that almost inevitable I would call this a
capitulation, Call it & capitulation to your muse, if you prefer it that way, but it is a
capitulaticm in the most fcrmal sense of the woxd/
Ko I don't think you'd czll it capitulation of the Vietnamese. " You're fighting over South
Vietnam; they win; you lose.
Aud. Mr, Kahn, I'd like to have your opinien on the legality or illegality of tha war., I'd
alse ¥k like t¢ know, do feel that the United States is justified to stcp aggression or de yseu
feel that thexe's so~called aggression there.
Ko I do not accept the pousition of the governmaent that the Noxth Vietnamese presence in the

\_:iouth is aggression, That's a divided eountry with no wecogrized fyxontier. It would be

exactly the same as East And West Cermnny,inv;ding each other; it would not ba aggression; ex
North and South Korea; oxr the two Chinas. On the othexr hand I do not think that the Naticnal
Liberation FronOk is in any sense an independent agent. It's run completely fxom Hanoi and if
that's what you mean by ) agyression, kthat's aggression. But thosé axe the Victnamese, you
understand. It happens that we, outsidexs, like to make these partiticn lines sacred fxcmiiers
because we don't want to xun risks. But no North or South Vietnamese thinks that way. No
'Fast or West Gexrman or Chinese, you see, so it's not aggression Iin that sense,

B, \¥WQ11, now wait a minute. Would you say that the war Ly the Axabs aguinst Israel was not
sggressive?

K. It depends on which ones

B, Ha, ha,

K., The first one was not. They werc fighting ovexr land which they thought was their own.
~c. What aboug the &ast ome’

K. The last one was started by Israzelis who f-ared aggression/
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Bo The puint is surxely that the Scuth Vietnamese had that particular fyontiex ebout 25,
2s long as the Israelis had the 1948 frontier., In fact the United Naticns was willing

to recognize Scuth Vietnam as an entity.

Ko We, as outsiders, wish to preserxve the status quc no matter vho suffers by it. It's very
=xwoxr strcng and vexry legitimate but sggression has a concept of stealing}&our neighbor's
territoxy; that is not theix meighbor's texritory; they'wve both Vietnamese, It is clear that
they disturbed the status quo and to that extent we've going to be mad at them; but it's not
# status quo they've ever accepted or sllowed themselves tc accept.

B. In other wogds ycu're saying in effect that gou have to have subjective acquiescence im
order to make for quotes "aggredsion,"

Ke Or a legally recognized line. It's not beewm a legally recognized lins.

B They consider it irredentism,

Ke Yeah, It is irredentism; both sides. By the way, the Scuth Vietnamese want to unify the
country, tco. They don't want t¢ end the wer; they want tc take Hanvi. You know, they're
Naticnalists - both sides; you see. Now, the other thing you asked about - the legality of.
intervention., As a kind of a lawyer-.

END OF PROGRAM
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