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President Eisenhower's Remarks on the Importance of Indochina at the Governors' 
Conference, August 4, 1953 

 

President Eisenhower's Remarks at Governors' Conference, August 4, 1953, Public Papers of the Presidents, 1953, p. 540: 

* * * 

"I could go on enumerating every kind of problem that comes before us daily. Let us take, though, for example, one simple problem in 
the foreign field. You have seen the war in Indochina described variously as an outgrowth of French colonialism and its French refusal 
to treat indigenous populations decently. You find it again described as a war between the communists and the other elements in 
southeast Asia. But you have a confused idea of where it is located--Laos, or Cambodia, or Siam, or any of the other countries that are 
involved. You don't know, really, why we are so concerned with the far-off southeast corner of Asia. 

"Why is it? Now, first of all, the last great population remaining in Asia that has not become dominated by the Kremlin, of course, is 
the sub-continent of India, including the Pakistan government. Here are 350 million people still free. Now let us assume that we lose 
Indochina. If Indochina goes, several things happen right away. The Malayan peninsula, the last little bit of the end hanging on down 
there, would be scarcely defensible--and tin and tungsten that we so greatly value from that area would cease coming. But all India 
would be outflanked. Burma would certainly, in its weakened condition, be no defense. Now, India is surrounded on that side by the 
Communist empire. Iran on its left is in a weakened condition. I believe I read in the paper this morning that Mossadegh's move 
toward getting rid of his parliament has been supported and of course he was in that move supported by the Tudeh, which is the 
Communist Party of Iran. All of that weakening position around there is very ominous for the United States, because finally if we lost 
all that, how would the free world hold the rich empire of Indonesia? So you see, somewhere along the line, this must be blocked. It 
must be blocked now. That is what the French are doing. 

"So, when the United States votes $400 million to help that war, we are not voting for a giveaway program. We are voting for the 
cheapest way that we can to prevent the occurrence of something that would be of the most terrible significance for the United States 
of America--our security, our power and ability to get certain things we need from the riches of the Indonesian territory, and from 
southeast Asia." 

* * * 

 

Source: The Pentagon Papers, Gravel Edition, Vol. 1 (Boston: Beacon Press, 1971), p. 591-2 

President	  Kennedy's	  Television	  Interviews	  on	  Vietnam	  
September	  2	  and	  9,	  1963	  

 

(a) CBS Interview, September 2 

MR. CRONKITE. Mr. President, the only hot war we've got running at the moment is of course the one in Viet-
Nam, and we have our difficulties here, quite obviously.  

PRESIDENT KENNEDY. I don't think that unless a greater effort is made by the Government to win popular 
support that the war can be won out there. In the final analysis, it is their war. They are the ones who have to 
win it or lose it. We can help them, we can give them equipment, we can send our men out there as advisers, but 
they have to win it—the people of Viet-Nam—against the Communists. We are prepared to continue to assist 
them, but I don't think that the war can be won unless the people support the effort, and, in my opinion, in the 
last 2 months the Government has gotten out of touch with the people. 
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The repressions against the Buddhists, we felt, were very unwise. Now all we can do is to make it very clear 
that we don't think this is the way to win. It is my hope that this will become increasingly obvious to the 
Government, that they will take steps to try to bring back popular support for this very essential struggle. 

MR. CRONKITE. Do you think this Government has time to regain the support of the people?  

PRESIDENT KENNEDY. I do. With changes in policy and perhaps with personnel, I think it can. If it doesn't 
make those changes, I would think that the chances of winning it would not be very good. 

MR. CRONKITE. Hasn't every indication from Saigon been that President Diem has no intention of changing 
his pattern .  

PRESIDENT KENNEDY. If he does not change it, of course, that is his decision. He has been there 10 years, 
and, as I say, he has carried this burden when he has been counted out on a number of occasions.  

Our best judgment is that he can't be successful on this basis. We hope that he comes to see that; but in the final 
analysis it is the people end the Government itself who have to win or lose this struggle. All he can do is help, 
and we are making it very clear. But I don't agree with those who say we should withdraw. That would be a 
great mistake. That would be a great mistake. I know people don't like Americans to be engaged in this kind of 
an effort. Forty-seven Americans have been killed in combat with the enemy, but this is a very important 
struggle even though it is far away.  

We took all this—made this effort to defend Europe. Now Europe is quite secure. We also have to participate—
we may not like it—in the defense of Asia. 

* * * * * * *  

(b) NBC Interview, September 9 

MR. HUNTLEY. Mr. President, in respect to our difficulties in South Viet-Nam, could it be that our 
Government tends occasionally to get locked into a policy or an attitude and then finds it difficult to alter or 
shift that policy ?  

THE PRESIDENT. Yes, that is true. I think in the case of South Viet Nam we have been dealing with a 
Government which is in control, has been in control for 10 years. In addition, we have felt for the last 2 years 
that the struggle against the Communists was going better. Since June, however—the difficulties with the 
Buddhists—we have been concerned about a deterioration, particularly in the Saigon area, which hasn't been 
felt greatly in the outlying areas but may spread. So we are faced with the problem of wanting to protect the 
area against the Communists. On the other hand, we have to deal with the Government there. That produces a 
kind of ambivalence in our efforts which exposes us to some criticism. We are using our influence to persuade 
the Government there to take those steps which will win back support. That takes some time, and we must be 
patient, we must persist. 

Mr. HUNTLEY. Are we likely to reduce our aid to South Viet-Nam now? 

The PRESIDENT. I don't think we think that would be helpful at this time. If you reduce your aid, it is possible 
you could have some effect upon the government structure there. On the other hand, you might have a situation 
which could bring about a collapse. Strongly in our mind is what happened in the case of China at the end of 
World War II, where China was lost—a weak government became increasingly unable to control events. We 
don't want that. 
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Mr. BRINKLEY. Mr. President, have You had any reason to doubt this so-called "domino theory," that if South 
Viet-Nam falls, the rest of Southeast Asia will go behind it ? 

The PRESIDENT. No, I believe it. I believe it. I think that the struggle is close enough. China is so large, looms 
so high just beyond the frontiers, that if South Viet-Nam went, it would not only give them an improved 
geographic position for a guerrilla assault on Malaya but would also Live the impression that the wave of the 
future in Southeast Asia was China and the Communists. So I believe it. 

Mr. BRINKLEY. In the last 48 hours there have been a great many conflicting reports from there about what 
the CIA [Central Intelligence Agency] was up to. Can you give us any enlightenment on it? 

The PRESIDENT. No.  

Mr. HUNTLEY. Does the CIA tend to make its own policy ? That seems to be the debate here. 

The PRESIDENT. No, that is the frequent charge, but that isn't so. Mr. [John A.] McCone, head of the CIA, sits 
in the National Security Council. We have had a number of meetings in the past few days about events in South 
Viet-Nam. Mr. McCone participated in every one, and the CIA coordinates its efforts with the State Department 
and the Defense Department. 

Mr. BRINKLEY. With so much of our prestige, money, so on, committed in South Viet-Nam, why can't we 
exercise a little more influence there, Mr. President? 

THE PRESIDENT. We have some influence. We have some influence and we are attempting to carry it out. I 
think we don't—we can't expect these countries to do everything the way we want to do them" They have their 
own interest, their own personalities, their own tradition. We can't make everyone in our image, and there are a 
good many people who don't want to go in our image. In addition, we have ancient struggles between countries. 
In the case of India and Pakistan, we wound like to have them settle Kashmir. That is our view of the best way 
to defend the subcontinent against communism. But that struggle between India and Pakistan is more important 
to a good many people in that area than the struggle against the Communists. We would like to have Cambodia, 
Thailand, and South Viet-Nam all in harmony, but there are ancient differences there. We can't make the world 
over, but we can influence the world. The fact of the matter is that with the assistance of the United States and 
SEATO [Southeast Asia Treaty Organization], Southeast Asia and indeed all of Asia has been maintained 
independent against a powerful forces the Chinese Communists. What I am concerned about is that Americans 
will get impatient and say, because they don't like events in Southeast Asia or they don't like the Government in 
Saigon, that we should withdraw. That only makes it easy for the Communists. I think we should stay 

We should use our influence in as effective a way as we can, but we should not withdraw. 

Telephone Conversation Between President Johnson and Senator Richard Russell, 
Washington, May 27, 1964, 10:55 p.m.  

 

Source: U.S., Department of State, Office of the Historian, Foreign Relations of the United States 1964-1968, Volume XXVII, 
Mainland Southeast Asia; Regional Affairs, Washington, DC, Document Number 52 

(Original Source: Johnson Library, Recording and Transcripts, Telephone Conversation between the President and Russell, Tape 
F64.27, Side B PNO 121 and F 64.28, Side A PNO 1. No classification marking. This transcript was prepared in the Office of the 
Historian specifically for this volume) 
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Senator Russell: Pretty Good. How are you Mr. President?  
 
President Johnson: Oh, I've got lots of trouble. I want to see what you . . .  
 
Russell: Well, we all have those.  
 
Johnson: What do you think about this Vietnam thing? I'd like to hear you talk a little bit.  
 
Russell: Well, frankly, Mr. President, if you were to tell me that I was authorized to settle as I saw fit, I would respectfully decline to 
undertake it. It's the damn worse mess that I ever saw, and I don't like to brag and I never have been right many times in my life, but I 
knew that we were gone to get into this sort of mess when we went in there. And I don't see how we're ever going to get out of it 
without fighting a major war with the Chinese and all of them down there in those rice paddies and jungles. I just don't see it. I just 
don't know what to do.  
 
Johnson: Well, that's the way I have been feeling for six months.  
 
Russell: Our position is deteriorating and it looks like the more we try to do for them, the less they are willing to do for themselves. 
It's just a sad situation. There is no sense of responsibility there on the part of any of their leaders apparently. It is all just through 
generations or even centuries that they have just thought about the individual and glorified the individual. That's the only utilization of 
power, just to glorify the individual and not to save the state or help other people. And they just can't shed themselves of that complex. 
It's a hell of a situation. It is a mess, and it's going to get worse, and I don't know how or what to do. I don't think the American people 
are quite ready for us to send our troops in there to do the fighting. If it came down to an option of just sending the Americans in there 
to do the fighting, which will, of course, eventually end in a ground war and a conventional war with China, and we do them a favor 
every time we kill a coolie, whereas when one of our people got killed it would be a loss to us, and if it got down to that--of just 
pulling out--I'd get out. But then I don't know. There is undoubtedly some middle ground somewhere. If I was going to get out, I'd get 
the same crowd that got rid of old Diem to get rid of these people and to get some fellow in there that said we wish to hell we would 
get out. That would give us a good excuse for getting out. I see no terminal date, boy oh boy, any part of that in there.  
 
Johnson: How important is it to us?  
 
Russell: It isn't important a damn bit for all this new missile stuff.  
 
Johnson: I guess it is important.  
 
Russell: From a psychological standpoint.  
 
Johnson: I mean, yes, and from the standpoint that we are a party to a treaty. And if we don't pay any attention to this treaty I don't 
guess that they think paying attention to any of them.  
 
Russell: Yeah, but we are the only ones paying attention to it.  
 
Johnson: Yeah, I think that is right.  
 
Russell: You see the other people are just as bound to that treaty as we are.  
 
Johnson: Yes, that's right.  
 
Russell: I think there are some twelve or fourteen other countries.  
 
Johnson: That's right. Yeah, there are fourteen of them.  
 
Russell: I don't know much about the foreign policy but it seems to me that there were several of them that were parties to it. And 
other than the question of our word and saving face, that's the reason that I said that I don't think that anybody would expect us to stay 
in there. Some old freebooter down in there, I've forgotten his name, I haven't heard about him lately, but he is still there, sort of a 
hellraiser and he don't know exactly what he wants, but I think he is the most dangerous thing to the present regime. I think that if he 
were to take over, he would ask us to get out. And, of course, if he did, with our theory of standing by self-determination of people, I 
don't think how we could say we not going to go if he is in charge of the government. It's going to be a headache to anybody that tries 
to fool with it. You've got all the brains in the country, Mr. President, you better get a hold of them. I don't know what to do about this. 
I saw it all coming on, but that don't do any good now, that's water over the dam and under the bridge. And we are there.  
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Johnson: Well, you've got. . .  
 
Russell: Well, you got McNamara over there. He was up here yesterday testifying before the committee. I didn't want to have him up 
here, but Howard Cannon and some of them wanted to have him up here. So I set up the hearing for 8:30 before I started the 
Appropriations hearings. He's got, well, rather kicked around so I'm not sure he is objective as he ought to be in surveying the 
conditions out there. He feels like it is sort of up to him personally to see that the thing goes through, and he's a can-do-fellow, but I'm 
not too sure that he understands the history and background of those people out there as fully as he should. But even from his picture, 
the damn thing ain't getting any better, it is just getting worse, putting more and more in there and it's taking more and more away 
from the people we're trying to help, that we give them. I don't know, you better get some brains from somewhere to apply to this 
thing up. Because I don't know what to do with it.  
 
Johnson: Well, I spend all my days with Rusk and McNamara and Bundy and Harriman and Vance, and all those folks that are dealing 
with it and I would say that it pretty well adds up to them now that we have got show some power and some force and that they do 
not--they are kind of like MacArthur in Korea--they don't believe that the Chinese Communists will come into this thing. But they 
don't know, and nobody can really be sure, but their feeling is that they won't, and in any event, we haven't got much choice. That we 
are treaty bound, that we are there, this will be a domino that will kick off a whole list of others, and that we have just got to prepare 
for the worst. Now I have avoided that for a few days. I don't think the American people are for it. I don't agree with Morse and all that 
he says, but . . .  
 
Russell: Neither do I, but he is voicing the sentiment of a hell of a lot of people.  
 
Johnson: I'm afraid that's right. I'm afraid that's right. I don't think the people of this country know much about Vietnam, and I don't 
think that they care a hell of a lot less.  
 
Russell: Yeah, I know, but you go sending a whole lot of our boys out there they'll care something about it.  
 
Johnson: Yeah, that's exactly right. That's what I'm talking about. You get a few killed. We had 35 killed. Hell, we got enough of them 
killed--over 35 this year.  
 
Russell: There is more than that been killed in Atlanta, Georgia, in automobile accidents.  
 
Johnson: Yeah, that's right, and 83 went down in one crash on a 707 in one day, but that doesn't make any difference.  
 
Russell: That's the way these folks under stand it, they don't understand that thing over there now.  
 
Johnson: The Republicans going to make a political issue out of it, every one of them, even Dirksen.  
 
Russell: It's the only issue they've got.  
 
Johnson: I talked to Dirksen the other day, Friday, and he suggested that I have three of Armed Services, three from Appropriations, 
and all of them from Foreign Relations down. So I told him all right and invited them. And yesterday before they came he gave out a 
big statement that we had to get us a program and go after them. And Hickenlooper said that they just had to stand and show our force 
and put our men in there and let come what may come, and nobody disagreed with him. Now Mansfield, he just wants to pull up and 
get out, and Morse wants to get out, and Gruening wants to get out. And that's about where it stops. I don't know.  
 
Russell: And there's others here that want to get out, but they haven't said much about it, but Frank Church told me two or three times 
that he doesn't want to make a speech on it, but he just wished to God that we could get out of there. I don't know whether he has told 
you that or not?  
 
Johnson: No, I haven't talked to him.  
 
Russell: But I just use that as an illustration cause he has mentioned it to me more than once.  
 
Johnson: Who are the best people that we have, that you know of, to talk about this thing? I don't want to do anything on the basis of 
just the information that I have got now.  
 
Russell: I don't know who, Mr. President. Ah.  
 
Johnson: I talked to Eisenhower a little bit.  
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Russell: I think that the people that you have named have all formed a hard opinion on it, I think.  
 
Johnson: Rusk has tried to pull back, he has tried to hold back on everything, but he has about come to the conclusion now that Laos is 
crumbling and Vietnam is wobbly.  
 
Russell: Laos, Laos, hell, it ain't worth a damn! They've been talking about all these battles down there, and I tried to get the best 
information I could from the CIA and from Defense both about all this fierce fighting on the Plain of Jars and all, and the highest 
estimate to the casualties is 150. That Laotian thing is absolutely impossible, it's a whole lot worse than Vietnam. There are some of 
these Vietnamese after they beat them over the head they will go in there and fight, but Laos is an impossible situation. That's just a 
rathole there. I don't know, but before I took any drastic action, I think I would get somebody like old Omar Bradley and one or two, 
perhaps senior people who had had government experience, not necessarily the military. If he wasn't scared to death of McNamara, 
this fellow Adams who is the head of Strike [Strike Command] would be a top flight man to send out there with them. Let them go out 
there, fool around for a few days and smell the air and get the atmosphere, and then come back in a few days and tell you what they 
think, cause they are new in it and would not have a great many preconceived ideas in approaching it.  
 
Johnson: One of our big problems there, Dick, the biggest, between us and I don't want this repeated to anybody, is Lodge.  
 
Russell: I know it.  
 
Johnson: He ain't worth a damn.  
 
Russell: Why, of course.  
 
Johnson: And he can't work with anybody. He won't let anybody else work. We get the best USIA man to put all on all the radios and 
try to get them to be loyal to the government and to be fighting and quit deserting.  
 
Russell: He thinks he's the emperor out there.  
 
Johnson: And he calls in USIA and says: "I handle the newspapers and the magazines and radio myself, so hell with you." So that 
knocks that guy out. So then we send out the best CIA man we've got and he says, "I handle intelligence, to hell with you." Then he 
wants a new Deputy Chief of Mission and we get him to give us some names, and we pick one, the best one we've got, send him out 
there to run the damn war, and he gets where he [Lodge] won't speak to the Deputy Chief of Mission. Then we get General Harkins 
out there, we thought he was a pretty good man, and he gets where he can't work with him. So we send Westmoreland out there. It's 
just a hell of a mess. You can't do anything with Lodge, and that is where McNamara gets so frustrated. They go out and get 
agreements and issue orders, and sends his stuff in there, and then Lodge takes charge of it himself, and he is not a take-charge man. 
And he just gets stacked up.  
 
Russell: He never has followed anything through to a conclusion since I've known him, and I've known him for 20 odd years. He 
never has. I went out with him around the world in '43, the only committee that went out during the war, we went everywhere. And 
Lodge was on there, he's a bright fellow, intelligent fellow, but he is not a man that persists. And he thinks he is dealing with barbarian 
tribes out there, and that he's the emperor, and he is going to tell them what to do. And there isn't any doubt in my mind that he had old 
Diem killed out there, himself, so he could.  
 
Johnson: That was a tragic mistake.  
 
Russell: Oh, it was horrible, awful.  
 
Johnson: And we've lost ever since.  
 
Russell: You have to go get someone that's more pliant than Lodge, that would do exactly as he said right quick. He's living up on 
cloud nine, it's a bad mistake. I don't know but the best thing you could do is ask Lodge if he don't think it's about time that he coming 
home?  
 
Johnson: Well, he'd be home campaigning against us on this issue every day.  
 
Russell: Well, God Almighty, he's goin' to come back anyway, when time comes. I'd give him a reason for doing it. He is going to 
come back. If you bring him back now, everybody going to say, "hell, he's coming back cause Johnson removed him from out there." 
MacArthur with all his power couldn't hurt Truman because everybody would said, well, hell, he just mad cause he got removed, 
though millions sympathized with him in it. And you needn't worry. Lodge will be in here, in my judgment, he'll be on that ticket 
some way. I don't think they'll nominate him for President, but they may put him on there for Vice President. But whether they do or 
don't, he'll be back here campaigning before that campaign's over. I don't know, I best take that back. This thing is so hopeless for the 
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Republicans. He has certainly got enough critical sense to know that and not get his head chopped off. It would be foolish.  
 
Johnson: Has Clay got any judgment on a thing like this?  
 
Russell: Yeah, he has, even though he inclined . . .  
 
Johnson: He's off in another part of the world, mostly, isn't he.  
 
Russell: I think Clay knows. I'd take his judgment on most anything if he separates himself from his predilections. And he don't have 
any out there in that part of the world. I think that people generally have a good deal of respect for Clay's judgment too. And there's a 
great deal of affection and respect for old man Bradley, he's not in his dotage yet by a hell of a lot. I had him up here the other day 
getting some advice on some matters and I found him very alert. He's so humble, I don't know, he could tend to be a doormat for 
Lodge out there. But he's an intelligent man. Now Clay wouldn't. Clay would stand up to anybody if he felt he had support from high 
up places. I just don't know, it's a tragic situation, it's one of those places were you just can't win. Anything you do is wrong.  
 
Johnson: Well, think about it and call me.  
 
Russell: All right, sir. I have thought about it and worried about it and prayed about it.  
 
Johnson: I don't believe that we can do anything that--  
 
Russell: I have religiously because it's something that frightens me cause it's my country that is involved over there and if we get in 
there on any considerable scale, there is no doubt in my mind that what the Chinese will be in there and we will be fightin' a dang 
conventional war against our secondary potential threat. And it'll be Korea on a much bigger scale. And on a worse scale because of 
the peculiar physical configuration of Korea made extensive guerrilla fighting virtually impossible, but that's not true over in there. 
You go from Laos and Cambodia, into Vietnam, and bring North Vietnam into it too, it's the damnedest mess on earth. The French 
lost 250,000 men and spent a couple billion of their money and two billion of ours down in there. Just got the hell whipped out of 
them. And they got the best troops they had. In fact, they had a crack division of German troopers who were serving and the French 
Foreign Legion went down there.  
 
Johnson: You don't have any doubt but if we go in there and get them up against the wall, the Chinese Communists is going to come 
in?  
 
Russell: No doubt at all.  
 
Johnson: That's my judgment, and my people don't think so.  
 
Russell: There's no doubt in my mind about it. You'll find Chinese volunteers in there as soon as, very shortly, after we have active 
combat units engaged.  
 
Johnson: Now Mike writes me a memo and all he says is that we continue to support the Vietnamese, and that's number one, and "end 
to the reflex of pique and face saving of every essay of DeGaulle's." Well, we're not piqued, we just asked DeGaulle to give us a 
blueprint, and he don't have it, he just says neutralization. But there ain't nobody wants to agree to neutralization. We ask him who 
would agree to go with old Ben Milam,/2/ we're ready, but he just says, well, we have to continue to maintain our strength and get in a 
position. But he's got no blueprint. "Three, realistic facing of the fact that we are in this situation without reliable military allies." 
Well, hell, I know that. "Four, an exploration of the possibility of the United Nations or some other arrangement." Well.  
 
/2/Ben Milam was a hero of the war of Texas independence.  
 
Russell: Who is this?  
 
Johnson: This is Mike Mansfield. They [the United Nations] won't do a damn thing even on the Cambodian border, and hell, we can't 
get a majority vote in the Security Council. "Our willingness to entertain any reasonable proposals for international conferences." 
Well, we are ready to confer with anybody, anytime, but, that conferences ain't going to do a damn bit of good. They ain't going to 
take back and behave. We tell them every week, we tell Khrushchev, send China, Hanoi, and all of them word that we would get out 
of there and stay out of there if they just quit raiding their neighbors, and they just say, screw you.  
 
Russell: That's right.  
 
Johnson: So the conferences won't do it. Now the whole question as I see it, do we, is it more dangerous for us to let things go as they 
are going now, deteriorating every day?  
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Russell: I don't think we can let it go, Mr. President, indefinitely.  
 
Johnson: Than it would be for us to move in?  
 
Russell: Well, either we move in or move out.  
 
Johnson: That's about what it is.  
 
Russell: You can make a tremendous case for moving out, but a good for moving in?  
 
Johnson: Well, now Nixon and Rockefeller.  
 
Russell: But it would be more consistent with their attitude of the American people and their general reactions to go in. They could 
understand it. But getting out, even after we go in, getting bogged down with the war with China, and it's going to be a hell of a mess, 
it be worse than the one now to some extent, and that's what makes it so difficult. And don't forget that old Ben Milam was the only 
man that got killed. Old Ben was a hell of a hero, but he got killed.  
 
Johnson: That's right.  
 
Russell: And old Ben was killed. And so if they start off with Ben Milam, which they ain't going to do with any inside degree, they'll 
get out and Ben will be killed. It's just a hell of a come on. I don't know, I don't know how much Russia--they want to cause us all the 
trouble as they can. But, ah, if there is any truth in the theory that they are really at odds with China, and really is a cleavage there?  
 
Johnson: They are, but they would go with them as soon as the fighting started. They wouldn't forsake that China, that Communist 
bloc.  
 
Russell: I was talking about that. We might get them to take an active part in getting the thing straightened out.  
 
Johnson: We are doing all that we can on that, but she doesn't show any signs of contributing.  
 
Russell: Well, they'd be foolish to one extent because we just continue to pour money in there and get nothing back out of it. We don't 
even get good will back out of that. I don't know, I don't know where to go for advice, I just don't know where to go for it. McNamara 
is the smartest fellow any of us know, but he is opinionated as hell and he's made up his mind on this. I don't think it . . .  
 
Johnson: Well, I'll tell you, Dick, what he has done. I think he is a pretty flexible fellow. He has gone out there and got Khanh to agree 
that we cannot launch a counter offensive or hit the North until he gets more stabilized and better set in the South. And thought he was 
buying us time and we could get by until November. But these politicians got to raising hell, and Scripps Howard writing these stories, 
and all the Senators, and Nixon, and Rockefeller, and Goldwater all saying let's move, let's go in the North.  
 
Russell: That was a devastating piece that Lucas had in that little old paper.  
 
Johnson: That's right.  
 
Russell: That paper don't cover much of the country, but if it got out everywhere, that would raise a lot of hell.  
 
Johnson: That's right, and they can always get an isolated example of bad things McNamara says, but that's not generally true that they 
had too many damn people being killed every day. And that they are flying the sorties and they even get some result and they're killing 
thousands of their people, but we're losing more, I mean we're losing ground. And he was hoping that we could avoid moving into the 
North, and thereby provoking the Chinese, for a few months.  
 
Russell: Hell, you know we tried that from an infiltration guerrilla war standpoint with disastrous results.  
 
Johnson: Lodge, Nixon, Rockefeller, Goldwater all say move. Eisenhower--  
 
Russell: Well, and bomb the North, get a whole mess of women and children killed and infuriate everybody?  
 
Johnson: No, no, they say pick out an oil plant or pick out a refinery, or something like that, take selected targets, watch this trail 
they're coming down, and try to bomb them out when they're coming in  
 
Russell: Oh, hell, it ain't worth it a hoot. That's just impossible.  
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Johnson: McNamara said yesterday that in Korea LeMay and all of them were going to stop all of those tanks, and there were 90 of 
them coming through, and they turned the Air Force loose on them and they got one. Eighty-nine came on through.  
 
Russell: We tried it in Korea. We even got out a lot of old B-29s to increase the bombing load, and sent them over there and just 
dropped millions and millions of pounds of bombs day and night. And in the morning, we'd knock out the road at night, in the 
morning the damn people be back traveling over it. That's true on that railroad over there on the north coast. We used the Navy with 
these 14 inch rifles [guns] and knocked a mountain down on it, shelled it, and knocked down this mountain and covered up the 
railroad tracks. And everybody said, "by God, we've got them now." And in the next morning, the trains were running like the devil 
right over that track. We shot up several million dollars worth of shells thinking we had closed it. We never could actually interdict all 
their lines of communication in Korea even though we had absolute control of the seas and the air. And we never did stop them. And 
you ain't going to stop these people either.  
 
Johnson: Well, they'd impeach a president, though, that would run out, wouldn't they?  
 
Russell: I don't think they would.  
 
Johnson: I just don't believe that outside of Morse, everybody that I've talked to says that you got to go in, including Hickenlooper, 
including all the Republicans, nobody disagreed with him yesterday when he made the statement that we had to stand. And I don't 
know how in hell you're going to get out, unless they tell you to get out.  
 
Russell: If we had a man over there running the government, that we told to get out, we could should do it  
 
Johnson: That's right, but you can't do that.  
 
Russell: I don't know if we could get somebody else. I don't remember that fellow's name, some sort of a maverick, that's got a bit of a 
following in below Saigon and then all our people hate him because he's always against the government. And he's not fighting them 
and all, but he's a very powerful man in Vietnam, and everybody who takes over the government gives him as an excuse for their 
repressions and suppressions. And if he were to get and say, "now you damn Yankees get out of here, I'm running the government 
now."  
 
Johnson: Wouldn't that pretty well fix us in the eyes of the world and make us look mighty bad?  
 
Russell: Well, I don't know, we don't look too good right now. And course, you'd look pretty good, I guess, going in there with all the 
troops, sending them all in there, but I'll tell you it'll be the most expensive adventure this country ever went into.  
 
Johnson: I've got a little old sergeant that works for me over at the house and he's got six children. And I just put him up as the United 
States Army and Air Force and Navy every time I think about making this decision. I think about sending that father of those six kids 
in there, and what the hell are we going to get out of his doing in? It just makes the chills run up my back.  
 
Russell: It does me.  
 
Johnson: I haven't the nerve to do it, but I don't see any other way out of it.  
 
Russell: It doesn't make much sense to do it. It's one of these things, heads I win, tails you lose.  
 
Johnson: Well, think about it, and I'll talk to you again. I hate to bother you.  
 
Russell: I feel for you, God knows I do. It's a terrific quandary that we're in over there. We're in the quicksands up to our very neck, 
and I just don't know what the hell the best way to do about it.  
 
Johnson: I love you, and I'll be calling you.  
 
Russell: I'll see you, sir. 
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President	  Lyndon	  B.	  Johnson's	  

Address	  at	  Johns	  Hopkins	  University:"Peace	  Without	  Conquest"	  

April	  7,	  1965	  

  

…Tonight Americans and Asians are dying for a world where each people may choose its own path to change. 

This is the principle for which our ancestors fought in the valleys of Pennsylvania. It is the principle for which our sons fight tonight 
in the jungles of Viet-Nam. Viet-Nam is far away from this quiet campus. We have no territory there, nor do we seek any. The war is 
dirty and brutal and difficult. And some 400 young men, born into an America that is bursting with opportunity and promise, have 
ended their lives on Viet-Nam's steaming soil. 

Why must we take this painful road? Why must this Nation hazard its ease, and its interest, and its power for the sake of a people so 
far away? 

We fight because we must fight if we are to live in a world where every country can shape its own destiny. And only in such a world 
will our own freedom be finally secure. This kind of world will never be built by bombs or bullets. Yet the infirmities of man are such 
that force must often precede reason, and the waste of war, the works of peace. 

We wish that this were not so. But we must deal with the world as it is, if it is ever to be as we wish. 

The world as it is in Asia is not a serene or peaceful place. 

The first reality is that North Viet-Nam has attacked the independent nation of South Viet-Nam. Its object is total conquest. 

Of course, some of the people of South Viet-Nam are participating in attack on their own government. But trained men and supplies, 
orders and arms, flow in a constant stream from north to south. 

This support is the heartbeat of the war. 

And it is a war of unparalleled brutality. Simple farmers are the targets of assassination and kidnapping. Women and children are 
strangled in the night because their men are loyal to their government. And helpless villages are ravaged by sneak attacks. Large-scale 
raids are conducted on towns, and terror strikes in the heart of cities. 

The confused nature of this conflict cannot mask the fact that it is the new face of an old enemy. 

Over this war--and all Asia--is another reality: the deepening shadow of Communist China. The rulers in Hanoi are urged on by 
Peking. This is a regime which has destroyed freedom in Tibet, which has attacked India, and has been condemned by the United 
Nations for aggression in Korea. It is a nation which is helping the forces of violence in almost every continent. The contest in Viet-
Nam is part of a wider pattern of aggressive purposes. 

WHY ARE WE IN VIET-NAM ? 

Why are these realities our concern? Why are we in South Viet-Nam ? 

We are there because we have a promise to keep. Since 1954 every American President has offered support to the people of South 
Viet-Nam. We have helped to build, and we have helped to defend. Thus, over many years, we have made a national pledge to he!p 
South Viet-Nam defend its independence. 

And I intend to keep that promise. 
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To dishonor that pledge, to abandon this small and brave nation to its enemies, and to the terror that must follow, would be an 
unforgivable wrong. 

We are also there to strengthen world order. Around the globe, from Berlin to Thailand, are people whose well-being rests, in part, on 
the belief that they can count on us if they are attacked. To leave Viet-Nam to its fate would shake the confidence of all these people 
in the value of an American commitment and in the value of America's word. The result would be increased unrest and instability, and 
even wider war. 

We are also there because there are great stakes in the balance. Let no one think for a moment that retreat from Viet-Nam would bring 
an end to conflict. The battle would be renewed in one country and then another. The central lesson of our time is that the appetite of 
aggression is never satisfied. To withdraw from one battlefield means only to prepare for the next. We must say in southeast Asia--as 
we did in Europe--in the words of the Bible: "Hitherto shalt thou come, but no further." 

There are those who say that all our effort there will be futile--that China's power is such that it is bound to dominate all southeast 
Asia. But there is no end to that argument until all of the nations of Asia are swallowed up. 

There are those who wonder why we have a responsibility there. Well, we have it there for the same reason that we have a 
responsibility for the defense of Europe. World War II was fought in both Europe and Asia, and when it ended we found ourselves 
with continued responsibility for the defense of freedom. 

OUR OBJECTIVE IN VIET-NAM 

Our objective is the independence of South Viet-Nam, and its freedom from attack. We want nothing for ourselves--only that the 
people of South Viet-Nam be allowed to guide their own country in their own way. 

We will do everything necessary to reach that objective. And we will do only what is absolutely necessary. 

In recent months attacks on South Viet-Nam were stepped up. Thus, it became necessary for us to increase our response and to make 
attacks by air. This is not a change of purpose. It is a change in what we believe that purpose requires. 

We do this in order to slow down aggression. 

We do this to increase the confidence of the brave people of South Viet-Nam who have bravely borne this brutal battle for so many 
years with so many casualties. 

And we do this to convince the leaders of North Viet-Nam--and all who seek to share their conquest--of a very simple fact: We will 
not be defeated. We will not grow tired. 

We will not withdraw, either openly or under the cloak of a meaningless agreement. 

We know that air attacks alone will not accomplish all of these purposes. But it is our best and prayerful judgment that they are a 
necessary part of the surest road to peace. 

We hope that peace will come swiftly. But that is in the hands of others besides ourselves. And we must be prepared for a long 
continued conflict. It will require patience as well as bravery, the will to endure as well as the will to resist. 

I wish it were possible to convince others with words of what we now find it necessary to say with guns and planes: Armed hostility is 
futile. Our resources are equal to any challenge. Because we fight for values and we fight for principles, rather than territory or 
colonies, our patience and our determination are unending. 

Once this is clear, then it should also be clear that the only path for reasonable men is the path of peaceful settlement. 

Such peace demands an independent South Viet-Nam--securely guaranteed and able to shape its own relationships to all others--free 
from outside interference--tied to no alliance--a military base for no other country. 

These are the essentials of any final settlement. 
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We will never be second in the search for such a peaceful settlement in Viet-Nam. 

There may be many ways to this kind of peace: in discussion or negotiation with the governments concerned; in large groups or in 
small ones; in the reaffirmation of old agreements or their strengthening with new ones. 

We have stated this position over and over again, fifty times and more, to friend and foe alike. And we remain ready, with this 
purpose, for unconditional discussions. 

And until that bright and necessary day of peace we will try to keep conflict from spreading. We have no desire to see thousands die in 
battle--Asians or Americans. We have no desire to devastate that which the people of North Viet-Nam have built with toil and 
sacrifice. We will use our power with restraint and with all the wisdom that we can command. 

But we will use it. 

This war, like most wars, is filled with terrible irony. For what do the people of North Viet-Nam want? They want what their 
neighbors also desire: food for their hunger; health for their bodies; a chance to learn; progress for their country; and an end to the 
bondage of material misery. And they would find all these things far more readily in peaceful association with others than in the 
endless course of battle. 

… 

THE DREAM OF WORLD ORDER 

This will be a disorderly planet for a long time. In Asia, as elsewhere, the forces of the modern world are shaking old ways and 
uprooting ancient civilizations. There will be turbulence and struggle and even violence. Great social change--as we see in our own 
country now--does not always come without conflict. 

We must also expect that nations will on occasion be in dispute with us. It may be because we are rich, or powerful; or because we 
have made some mistakes; or because they honestly fear our intentions. However, no nation need ever fear that we desire their land, or 
to impose our will, or to dictate their institutions. 

But we will always oppose the effort of one nation to conquer another nation. 

We will do this because our own security is at stake. 

But there is more to it than that. For our generation has a dream. It is a very old dream. But we have the power and now we have the 
opportunity to make that dream come true. 

For centuries nations have struggled among each other. But we dream of a world where disputes are settled by law and reason. And 
we will try to make it so. 

For most of history men have hated and killed one another in battle. But we dream of an end to war. And we will try to make it so. 

For all existence most men have lived in poverty, threatened by hunger. But we dream of a world where all are fed and charged with 
hope. And we will help to make it so. 

The ordinary men and women of North Viet-Nam and South Viet-Nam--of China and India--of Russia and America--are brave people. 
They are filled with the same proportions of hate and fear, of love and hope. Most of them want the same things for themselves and 
their families. Most of them do not want their sons to ever die in battle, or to see their homes, or the homes of others, destroyed. 

Well, this can be their world yet. Man now has the knowledge--always before denied--to make this planet serve the real needs of the 
people who live on it. 

I know this will not be easy. I know how difficult it is for reason to guide passion, and love to master hate. The complexities of this 
world do not bow easily to pure and consistent answers. 

But the simple truths are there just the same. We must all try to follow them as best we can. 
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CONCLUSION 

We often say how impressive power is. But I do not find it impressive at all. The guns and the bombs, the rockets and the warships, 
are all symbols of human failure. They are necessary symbols. They protect what we cherish. But they are witness to human folly. 

A dam built across a great river is impressive. 

In the countryside where I was born, and where I live, I have seen the night illuminated, and the kitchens warmed, and the homes 
heated, where once the cheerless night and the ceaseless cold held sway. And all this happened because electricity came to our area 
along the humming wires of the REA. Electrification of the countryside--yes, that, too, is impressive. 

A rich harvest in a hungry land is impressive. 

The sight of healthy children in a classroom is impressive. 

These--not mighty arms--are the achievements which the American Nation believes to be impressive. 

And, if we are steadfast, the time may come when all other nations will also find it so. 

Every night before I turn out the lights to sleep I ask myself this question: Have I done everything that I can do to unite this country? 
Have I done everything I can to help unite the world, to try to bring peace and hope to all the peoples of the world? Have I done 
enough? 

Ask yourselves that question in your homes--and in this hall tonight. Have we, each of us, all done all we could? Have we done 
enough? 

We may well be living in the time foretold many years ago when it was said: "I call heaven and earth to record this day against you, 
that I have set before you life and death, blessing and cursing: therefore choose life, that both thou and thy seed may live." 

This generation of the world must choose: destroy or build, kill or aid, hate or understand. 

We can do all these things on a scale never dreamed of before. 

Well, we will choose life. In so doing we will prevail over the enemies within man, and over the natural enemies of all mankind. 

To Dr. Eisenhower and Mr. Garland, and this great institution, Johns Hopkins, I thank you for this opportunity to convey my thoughts 
to you and to the American people. 

Good night. 

 


