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Deeper Into Asian Mud 
The Folly of Vietnam Goes On and On and On 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 
February 28, 1971 

Vietnam has spelled tragedy, a tragedy for the victims of this senseless war, 

tragedy for all southeast Asia. ,..~he war has been fought, the war has despoiled the 

countryside, the farm and the jungle, tragedy for this nation whose polity it has di-

vided, tragedy for the world whose interests it has preoccupied, there were far more 

I 
pressing problems to be concerned with. The majority of the American people 

wanted to be quit of Vietnam for a number of years. ~ i1 a credit to the American 

people, at least the majority of them, as soon as they saw the consequences of this 

involvement they began to clamor for withdrawal, for an end. Certainly this was at 

least part of the significance of the elections of 1968; certainly this is what the Gallup 

and other polls have been revealing to us in increasing proportio in the last months 

years; certainly this is what our own conversations, our own knowledge of others, 

(j/1 \f 

our neighbors, friends would indicate. The President misunderstood the temper 

of the American people, he has not denied it. In fact, in the last address to Congress 

~ · 
dealing with our foreign affairs; lM ~~~to explain his policies in southeast Asia 

t I 

and • included this phrase: The support of the Ameri-

can people during the remainder of the conflict requires a diminishing United States 
I I 

involvement. The President, for reasons of principle, his reasons were quite 

personal reasons, wants to be out of Vietnam. There are only two issues on which 

he can lose the next election; one is the issue of the economic health of the nation; 

the other is the issue of the war in Vietnam; the casualty lists, inflation. And the. 

two are intertwined, inter , for it is the over two hundred billions of dollars 

which we have poured into that Asian mud which has to the largest degree unbalanced 

our economy and brought about the present straitened circumstance•. Two hundred 
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billion dollars - I did a little arithmetic the other day. If in 1960 we had given to 

/ 

every man, woman and child in South Vietnam and North Vietnam and Cambodia and ~ 

Laos fifty thousand dollars we would have spent less money in southeast Asia than 

we have spent on war. And imagine the hospitals that could have been built, the roads 

which could have been laid, the agricultural irrigation project which could have been 

undertaken, fifty thousand dollars for every man, woman and child. Or if we had 

taken t~same two hundred billion dollars and given it to the poor families in 

America who represent the "other America", the poor, those who live below the 

poverty line, we could have given t1t~•- a quarter million dollars, two hundred and 

fifty thousand dollars
1
to every such family and still have spent less of our~ational 

treasury. Imagine the decent housing we could have raised; imagine the kind.50£ 

schooling we could have provided; imagine the kincbof deprivation we could have un

done. Instead of a we find ourselves, because of the budget, because of our war 

budget, because of fifteen years of war budgets, we find ourselves cutting back on 

minimal welfare support, cutting back on public housing, cutting back on all the 

programs of the Office of Economic Opportunity, cutting back on educational and 

medical research, cutting back on all those things which make for the vitality and 
I 

J_, 
vigor and health of the nation. 

Vietnam is a disaster. The question is what do we do about it? How do we 

get out? Many of us have become so frustrated, the war has lasted so long, the 

policies which ~ ve been undertaken by successive governments, Republican, 

Democratic, the policies have been so inimicable to what we have wanted that we 

in a sense have ta. off, • out. There are a lot of people I know, 

there are a lot of people whom you know ,who whenever the news comes on flick• 
I ' 

the news off_, W I· a sisll C, the black headlines of southeii.st Asia; out of sight is 
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somehow out of mind. We don't want any part of this ongoing guilt, ongoing burden, 

ongoing frustration; it's too much for us. And many of us have become almost paranoid 

in our reactions about Vietnam. We have come to look upon successive admini-

strations as the devil incarnate; we have come to assume that every ....... of their 

""' •••, diabolic. What they propose in 

all areas we have come to instinctively deny,' we have reacted with our passions ra-

ther than with our intelligence. And though as you know I fundamentally and totally 

believe that we have been misguided in every action we have taken in southeast Asia 

I submit to you that a kind of naive pacifism is not wisdom but the absence of policy; 

that a bumper sticker "Another Family For Peace" is not a conceived calculating 

reasonable realistic foreign policy; that n isolationism would be one of the 

worst disasters which could come out of southeast Asia. The President said in his 

~ti 

report to Congres • in w days ago that he saw forces in America which 

would sweep us towards an isolationism which would be as disastrous as excessive 

zeal and in that I agree with him. The American people have somehow come to be

lieve that the world is different than the world really is; that if only America would 
I I 

/?td. -' C 
cease being so belligerent, so Mel'•• ch:ae, so imperialistic, if we only would 

withdraw from wherever we have commitments then somehow all of the problems 

of the world would drain away. The only guilt which exists in the world is our 

guilt. We have guilt aplenty, but there is guilt to be shared because there is greed 

in every nation. The world survives not because the nations of the world want peace, 

but because there is a balance of terror between the nations. Yes, there is a lesson 

in southeast Asia but there is also a lesson in the Middle East. Yes, there is a 

lesson in Cambodia, but there is also a lesson in Czechoslovakia and /ll.l.# did 

take place. I believe we've drawn the line at the wrong place in the wrong part of 
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the world for the wrong reasons, but lines must be drawn. We do not live in a world 

where everyone out there is saintly and we alone are the devil. We live in a world 
• 

of gra~ greedy nations, each trying to take advantage commercially, militarily, in 

terms of balance of power of all other nations and we must neve~ forget this. It 

may not be the world we want to live in; it may not be the world we want to leave to 

our children, but this is the world. We 
1.../~~t j 

can't~ it away. No amount of moralism, 

pietism, simplistic pacifism will allow us to change the nature of the world. When 

a weak animal is blooded the hounds redouble their effort. The President is right 

when he says that this nation must be very careful to remind itself always that there 

are commitments, freedom, 

must be honored. 

I'm not prepared for )j 

~ for one's self. 
I 

I 

We cannot be gainsay which 

President's 
violent opposition to the ..qcce,gt~ policies 

in Vietnam to ~ two statements he made. I do not believe that he is 

I believe him when he says I want to end the war and save the 

lives of the brave young men in Vietnam. And I believe him when he tries to explain 
fi 

his policy in terms of continuing commitments of the United States. I want to end 

it in a way which will increase the chance that their younger brothers and their 

ysu·r~•r sons will not have to fight in some future Vietnam some place in the world. 

I simply believe that he is applying the logic to tll.e wrong place, drawing the wrong 

line. I find myself in short often protesting the war among those whose protests 

are not taken on the same basis as mine, those who are opposed to all American 

commitments anywhere in the world and I do believe that the greatest power in the 

world has commitments in western Europe; it has commitments in the Middle East; 
.. 

~, ,,,, ''" 
it has commitments in Latin America) which must be honored, commitments to those 

weake)~ who are aligned with us in common purpose and common value. My 
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have 
■ I; feeling about Vietnam is that we ought to follow in Vietnam the example that 

General DeGaulle set for us when he withdrew the French from Algeria. The French, 

you remember, fought the National Liberation Front of the Algerians for some eight 

years. It was a bloody war, _.. . • economy, France was being ticked off 

as no longer a great power, it was a third rate power. Then General DeGaulle 
. 

8 h C p 8 I &1 ,v,t,£ He looked at the situation. He aaw that half of the 

French army was involved in Algeria. He saw how much of the French treasury was 

forced 
being psa•r•ui down r.... and he cut French losses in Algeria overnight. He 

announced withdrawal. He turned the withdrawal, the retreat of French troops , into 

a logistic triumph. He negotiated with the National Liberation Front I. J the Algerians , 

ie- withdraw peacefully the exodus of the , the French Nationals, some of 

whom ha-1.- lived in Algeria for two, three, four and more generations. And at the 

end of that tunnel the French economy was buoyant; France was again able to become 

. . 
a maJor power, the glory that DeGaulle thought so much of 

and which ._ has piddled around the world became again a possibility of the French 

nation and, interestingly, France began to earn dollars from Algeria from its 

commercial enterprises, not to throw away blanlc dollars in Algeria as heretofore. 

I believe that this ought to have been our policy in Vietnam once we saw the disas

trous consequences of our involvement. The only a~ against 

such a policy would be that so many of our allies would be slaughtered • the Viet 

Cong and the National Liberation Front and North Vietnamese marched into Saigon. 

Perhaps. Blood has flown in southeast Asia for twenty-five years. The streets 

have been bloody during all of those twenty-five years and I somehow suspect that if 

we really wanted to we could negotiate with Hanoi about the removal of ~ 

puppet -ia that part of the world and ~ them safely to these shores. 

and argued consistently since he has 

and 
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since he has come into office, not against this policy of unilateral withdrawal. He 

has spoken of winding down the war and easing ourselves out. His arguments have 

taken generally this form and I take this from his report of two days ago, but he has 

spoken in this way on many many occasions. Others, he wrote, urge that we li

quidate our presence immediately, cut our losses, and leave the South Vietnamese 

on their own. He reads me very well. I have repeatedly explained why I consider 

this a d sastrous path: For the South Vietnamese people who would have lost their 

collective political choice and countless individual lives. For other non-communist 

countries, especially in Asia, among whom not a single leader recommended such 

a policy, for the global credibility of the U.S. word, for those Americans who have 

made such heavy sacrifices and for the integrity of American society in the post

Vietnam era. 

I understand his logic, but I must confess that I reject it. He argues that we 

ought to wind down the war, not to withdraw, for the South Vietnamese people who 

could have lost their collective political choice and countless individual lives. When 

have the South Vietnamese people had a collective free political choice? Yes, they 

have lost countless individual lives, but I submit to you that the Vietnamization of 

the war will guarantee only that they will lose countless more individual lives. 

What is it? That the policy that the casualty list shall be of Vietnamese corpses 

rather than of American corpses. Yes, I can understand him when he says for 

other non-communist countries, especially in Asia, among whom not a single leader 

recommended such a policy, but I would submit that the policies recommended 
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South Korea, Thailand and Phillipines are minions and puppets, hardly represent 

the sum and the burden of the advice which has been given to the west by the free 

world. What do the leaders in Europe say and what do some of the leaders in 

free world Latin America say? That American involvement in southeast Asia has 

precluded America's involvement in their problems, that we have lacked the money, 

we have lacked the clout, we have lacked the will to maintain the forces of NATO 

adequately, that we have lacked the money, we have lacked the will to maintain 

the ties of economic reform and infusion of our monies into Latin America so 

much needed. And that because of our preoccupatio1n southeast Asia the free 

world as it has been traditionally defined is the weaker, not the stronger. 

Yes, I can understand the President when he says for other non-communist 

countries, especially Asia, among whom not a single leader has recommended such 

a policy, but I submit that Thailand and the Phillipines and South Korea ought not 

to determine what our policy shall be. It's good for them, but not necessarily good 

for the free world. 

What about for the global credibility of the United States word? When is 

one's word as a nation creditable? When one can act to meet one's commitments; 

when so much of American wealth and so much of American weaponry and so much 

of the American army is tied down in Vietnam what do we have left elsewhere in 

the world to make our word creditable? Why has the Russian navy moved._. 

unopposed into the Mediterranean? Why has the Russian navy moved almost unopposed 

into tne South Atlantic? Because we lack the capability to operate on two fronts 

effectively because of southeast Asia. The creditability of our word depends on 



8 

our ability support the free nations of the world. We have lacked the flexibility 

with all of our energies, all of our concerns, so much of our treasure was in

volved in that one little part. What about those Americans who have made such 

heavy sacrifices? The sacrifice of life is tragedy. Forty-five thousand Amer~cans 

have died. Will they be resurrected by the sacrifice of more lives? How does one 

honor the sacrifice of the dead? By maintaining the values of the nation. Is our 

nation united, whole, strong, of one mind, of common purpose? Or has in fact 

Vietnam split us apart into roaring camps, vmere so preoccupied each with its own 

individual aims~here lacks any sense in this nation of ours today of common over

arching purpose. Where is the trust we once implicitly had in our government? 

That somehow it would muddle through internationally and lead us domestically?· 

That, too, has been washed out in the dirty linen of southeast Asia. 

I'm afraid that I must respectfully submit to our P resident that though I can 

understand the logic of his position I do not believe it ties in with the realities of 

America or the world today. Southeast Asia represents tragedy and this policy 

of winding down the war in southeast Asia represents I would respectfully submit 

potentially greater tragedy than we have seen heretofore. Because the President's 

policy for winding down the war rather than from simply withdrawing requires two 

elements: the first,negotiation, Paris,, peace talks and what have we offered at 

these peace talks? We would withdraw from southeast Asia provided the North 

Vietnamese would withdraw from South Vietnam. What we insisted upon from be

ginning to end was the viability of something called South Vietnam. We insisted 

that South Vietnam must be a nation; it never was, it was never intended to be, but 

somehow this has become a ·fixed idea, a requirement of our policy, the one re

quirement in which, of course, the North will not negotiate. Negotiations have 
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in /4 
JIJdC failed. 1 ur attempting a policy which is called Vietnamization. V ietnamiz at ion 

appeals to the American people. It seems to speak of a nation defining itself, as

suming responsibility for its own national destiny and it has had one glorious effect 

which the President never ceases to remind us of in that it has permitted the Presi

dent to reduce our troop commitments in southeast Asia from 548, 000 two years 

ago to some 320, 000 today, supposedly to 286, 000 by May 1. And we have watched 

the casualty lists in southeast Asia lower themselves from a level around 250 

monthly in 1968 to 180 monthly in 1969, to 81 monthly in 1970, to 51 monthly in the 

last six months. Pressure within our country tended to diminish as draft calls 

went down and as casualty lists dropped. But there is a form of selective morality 

involved in all of this. What was the cost? During this same period when our draft 

calls were being reduced and our casualty lists were going down we forced the 

South Vietnamese army to raise its numbers by over 20 percent, from 900, 000 

men to l, 100, 000 men and as our casualty lists went down their casualty lists 

over the last year have multiplied by five fold. We haven't reduced the number of 

the dead; we've simply reduced the nationality of the dead. Vietnamization meant 

simply that bought corpses. We said: we will continue to give you support, we are 

with you in your efforts, we will buy the soldiers, we will give you all the air and 

tactical machinery support you require, but you now must slug it out on the ground; 

it's you who will attack when the attack r moves into Laos. In order to provide 

the cover for the policy of Vietnamization it was obvious that the United States 

would have to shelter the Vietnamese forces as they had never been sheltered before. 
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If our combat troops were to be withdrawn our air umbrella would have to be in

creased. Well and good, but it soon became obvious that we had to buy more time 

than just that. We had somehow to cut, interdict the supply lines of the Viet Cong and 

the North Vietnamese into South Vietnam. And so about a year ago, just in Feb-

ruary of last year you will recall that it was suddenly revealed to the American people 

that when we had ceased bombing in North Vietnam we had simply moved the bombers 

and the fighter bombers over into Laos and that we were now operating some five 

hundred to a thousand missions a day against the Ho Chi Minh trail. The little 

panhandle of Laos whose geography has suddenly appeared in our papers these last 

weeks has had more bombs dropped upon it than any other piece of real estate on the 

face of the globe. Still thousands of trucks a day move down those trails. We began 

to move our bombing elsewhere into southeast Asia to increase the ambet of the 

war in order to protect our own troops, so the President said, but actually in order 

to protect the emerging forces of the South Vietnamese. And then in April of 

1970 suddenly the Cambodian government was overthrown and Lun Noa's 

government was introduced we moved American and South Vietnamese forces into 

the so-called sanctuaries just across the South Vietnamese borders in Cambodia, 

again to cut the southern half of the Ho Chi Minh trail, more importantly to pre-

to the 
vent supplies from coming in from Sionukville on the coast directly north Viet-

1::iaenese troops. Thirdly, we moved in the last weeks north and east. We moved 

into Laos and were there to cut those forces. 

I'm not a strategist. I don't know whether these undertakings were successful 
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or they were not successful. The President claims that particularly the move 

into Cambodia was a success, that it cut the southern supply line into the Minkoh 

base area of South Vietnam and, therefore, freed the South Vietnamese soldiers 

that were in southern Vietnam to move north for this present undertaking. I simply 

don't know. I do know that the rate of casualties in southeast Asia has not been 

reduced. I do know that where a year and a half ago there were North Vietnamese 

.i=~ just outside the South Vietnamese border in Cambodia, today North 

Vietnamese troops range across two thirds of Cambodia, that only the capital 

seems to be for the moment safe and that the South Vietnamese who were to be 

withdrawn when our troops are withdrawn remain in Cambodia because only they 

maintain the river supply line to the capitol and the route which runs from the 

capitol to the sea. And I do know that in Laos we seem to be bogged down. We 

have not yet begun to move against the major parts of the trail and more than this 

I do know that in Laos that the north, the Communists, have operated with relative 

ease in one half of the country which they control. They have for reason best 

known to them maintained a balance of power and not attacked Yentian, the ad

ministrative capitol and not attacked Fon Pen, the provincial capitol, 1Ulk the 

big cities whether they could do so and that they may do so now. 

And I do know the massive air cover which we have provided in Cambodia and 

in Laos does not seem to be achieving the victory with honor that the President 

seems to want. We have tried every kind of strategy and tactic in that part of 

the world, each time we have pulled up short. Because of military power the re 

is always a response, ultimately, to every attack that you make. 

What concerns me most is now that we have governed our acttons by Cooper 

Church amendment, congressional rules representing the will of certainly the 
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majority of the American people that our ground forces not be involved in these 

attacks, we are finding ways around this kind of restriction. We are bending it, 

our administration is bending it in every way that it can. We'll send n massive 

air support; we'll send ~ in helicopters; when the helicopters are down we'll send 

in combat patrols in order to bring out our own downed flyers. But what happens 

if it all fails? What happens if we must precipitously pull out all the South Viet

namese from Cambodia and from Laos, if in fact the North Vietnamese troops 

gain the upper hand? What happens then to our ground involvement in South Viet

nam and beyond its borders? And more than this. The President was asked ten 

days ago at a press conference: were there any limits to the defense of the growing 

American troops in southeast Asia? His answer was that we would not engage 

ground troops outside of South Vietnam, that there were really no limits to the 

engagement of our air power. He reminded the man who asked him, a reporter, 

that he had told publically and privately the North Vietnamese that it they did 

not show increased infiltration we would not show increased aerialist response, 

but that they had spurned this kind of give and take and that we were prepared to 

do all that .was necessary in order to defend our forces as they withdrew. Then 

he went on to say, he wanted to make special reference to a particularly irres

ponsible statement made by Hans Morgenthau, a professor from the University 

of Chicago, in which he had spoken of the possibility of using tactical and atomic 

weapons in southeast Asia. The United States did not contemplate such use and 

would not use them. He dismissed this suggestion out of hand. We have long 

since learned that when a President cites a columnist in a give and take he has 

taken that columnist seriously, that columnist has made a suggestion which cuts 
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close to the bone. I began to try and re search this .xicgc•mttxx suggestion. 

Hans Morgenthau in an article in The New Republic of February 1920 called 

"What Price Victory? " tried to analyze the possible alternatives for American 

action in southeast Asia. He assumed that we would not win on the ground with 

South Vietnamese troops what we could not win with our own troops, so he asked 

what alternatives are possible? He said there are three. The first alternative 

is unilateral withdrawal, the Algerian plan, and that the President has refused 

to accept. The second alternative is to so enrage the Chinese to force the Chinese 

to attack through North Vietnam which would unify the American people and create 

a global war in which the home front would be involved with a massive enemy and 

this, he says, is rejected throughout the Administration. The third response 

would be the response of trying to step up the effectiveness of our air power and 

only one weapon is left in our arsenal - that of tactical atomic weaponry. Tac

tical atomic weaponry which sounds so neat and so clean can be defined very 

simply. The bomb which was dropped at Hiroshima would be classified today as 

a tactical nuclear weapon. We would so destroy the countryside, we would so 

pollute the air with atomic fallout, that in a sense no life could subsist under 

this kind of attack; we would be able to seal off southeast Vietnam from enemy 

attack and, therefore, give the South Vietnamese the time that they require. 

Now had Hans Morganthau imagined all of this in his fertile mind? Not at all. 

I reminded myself that ·r had read of this suggestion earlier and I discovered that 

on November 12 C. L. Salz berger reporting from southeast Asia from Saigon 

spoke of a high level briefing which he attended in which the generals present 
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discussed the possibility and feasibility of tactical nuclear weaponry. They dis-

missed it. But, obviously, it's on the table, it's in the air and there are very 

few other alternatives left. The present alternative of South Vietnamese ground 

forces and of massive American air power fails to achieve our undertaking. 

Southeast Asia is a tragedy. What can we do but sit, wail and bement our 

fate. There are times when that's all we can do. The Administration is embarked 

on one course. We will have an opportunity here in a few months to vote out an 

administration if it has failed to make good on this course. There are very few 

alternatives to pressure the government. The alternatives are desperation and 

demonstrations. They seem to have little long range effect. Many in America 

are satisfied with Vietnamization. The reverse of it is the Cooper-Church Amend

ment because both of these undertakings limit our own debt, limit the cost to the 

American people. The President can get up and say to an audience: I have re-

duced the cost of war to you by one half. He said that three days ago, from 

twenty two billion dollars to eleven billion dollars. Assuming the mathematics 

has been fudged there's still a reduction in the cost of the war. He can get up and 

he can say: I have reduced troop levels in southeast Asia by nearly a half and I 

have reduced casualties in southeast Asia, our casualties, five times. And all 

this is true, but there is the enlargement of the war. There is the vortex to 

-which we are in a whirlpool and to which we are being sucked into Laos and Cam

bodia. There are even noises about an attack north across the demilitarized zone 

into North Vietnam. Does it end? Can it end? We are determined to have peace 

and honor, peace and victory, the kind of double goal which the President has 

I 
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set for us. I don't believe it can be achieved. I don't believe that there is any 

alternative now nor has there been for some years except for the American people 

to stand up and look at the mirror and say to themselves: we have finally lost a 

war. We have been defeated by one of the smallest nations on the face of the earth. 

We undertook something which we should never have undertaken; we have no al-

ternative now but to withdraw and regroup, to define new national priorities. 

Yes, defeat - but that's the last thing a proud people, a vain, glorious people 

wants to admit. 

The world has known many a bitter time I suppose that there have been more 

bitter times in our lifetime, in the lifetime of men, than happy times. I wish I 

could come before you and say here is a simple blueprint. Let's do this, let's 

vote for this man, let's organize this party and suddenly all will be right. We 

voted in one party, we voted out that party, and we vot ed it in again - the more 

it changes the more it's the same thing. I wish I could say to you that obstinate 

objurate demonstration against the force of the government is the way for we've 

had these demonstrations in the last five or six years and they have not proven 

to have the force. We can amass millions of people in protest. Foreign policy 

is the prerogative of the Administration and Congress has been willing to go along 

with the President as long as the President was reducing our own cost and our 

own lives. It's not easy, it's not a happy thing to be an American today. We 

bear a large measure of guilt. We are burdened with a great sense of unhappiness. 

What should we do? Keep clear what must be done, not ever substitute passion 

for intelligence; speak what must be spoken; retain the courage of our convictions. 

Remind ourselves constantly that every life is precious , yellow skinned, black 
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skinned and white skinned and that because it is the yellow skinned man who is 

dying in southeast Asia in largest numbers today does not mean that there is any 

less guilt on our part for these tragic events. 

Someone said that there's a light at the end of every tunnel. A correspondent 

by the name of Halderstand said the other day that at the end of every tunnel in 

South Vietnam there's another tunnel. We come from a people who have lived 

underground, behind walls and in tunnels. We have found that the day, the night, 

the years, may be long, dark, but somehow there is a light. We must not lose 

faith in that light, but I cannot tell you when it will come and I cannot tell you that 

the cost lives, may not be very high. 
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MARCH 12, 1971 

MIi. JACK KALISH 
5900 WYMWOOD ROAD 
MINNIAPOL111 MINNCSOTA 5~ 

Dl:AR JACK: 

THANKS FOR ~OUR NOTE--IT VAS NICE TO HEAR FROM 
YOU AND TO LEARN THAT THINGS Aal GOING WELL WITH 
YOU. 

CONCERNING YOUR RIQUIST1 I AM ltEFERRING YOUlt NOTE 
TO RA881 SILVCR'S SECRETARY. I DO NOT KNOW VHETHE• 
THC SERMON YOU ll&QUEST HAS YET IN TRANSCR 1111D1 
BUT I AM 9URI THAT A COPY WILL 8E SENT TO YOU AS 
SOON AS MISS MIHOK IS ABLE TO GIT COPIES MADE• 

8£1T REGARDS TO YOU AND YOUR FAMILY. 

LS81Ar 

CORDIALLY YOURl1 

Tt£ TE~ 

l.&O S. 8ANKR81:R 
[XICUTIVI SCCIICTARY 

( 
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The support of the American people during the remainder of the conflict 
required a diminishing US involvement 

sweep us toward an isolationism which would be as disastrous as excessive zeal 

I want to end the war to save the lives of those brave young men in VN 

I want to end it in a way which will increase ·the chance that their 
younger brothers and their sons will not have to fight in some future 
VN some place in the world 

Others urged that we liquidate our presence immediately, out our lossos, and 
leave the Viet Namese on their own. I have repeatedly explained w~ I 
consider this a Disastrous path . ., For the South Vietnames1!:} people who could have 
lost their collective ·!. individual 11 ves. For other non Communist countries, 
especially in Asia, ong whom not a single leader recommended such a policy. 
For the global credib lity of the US word~. For those Americans who have 
made such heavy sacri ices, And for the integrity of American security in the ·~· 
post VN era. 
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DCRA MARKS STRAUSS 
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ROOERT B. MYERS 
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SAM WEITZ 
MOLL IE ROCKER SCHONBERG 
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SARAH STERN 
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HARRY H. KOZMAN 
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