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INTERVIEW WITH MCNAMARA APRIL 28, 1967 ~- 4:45-5:30

He looked fit, d
Goulding and I came th
the theory he would 1Swe
rather than filibus s rba i
whole time., I he: y pr mi 10 wtes; n
out to be 45, I have never seen him more direct; usually
widl not go Me"on” Kri‘crnlate response uch intervie

€ s
He even got emotional at one point -- whi
below,

RESIGNATION == "There is abswLuLely no foundation for
thet whatsoever, No I doubt want to dignify all this crs
t me resigning by having my name used. uut fo

¢ all wet, Now one of the NY pa
d ing replaced, The President has be
f us about that article, He said he saw wher

ine t i
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to teke my jo D...uoaabo&y was

24

u
r €
go through here, I wovuldn't even hear him out, ever
he had several atbractive proposals, I told him I
u01 even going to think about another job right now, I
am This one and I'm not thinking of any other one,

here this ning asking me what I wanted to do wh
re
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DIS T TO STIFLE DISSENT --"1 think i
is a mi UMD ether thoughtful criticism of the
Vietnam "ar and flag burning., Scotty was in here the othe
dey becaws e he was worried about this stifling of dissent
I was talking about the former, not the latter,.,l tmiimm
told him it is true that Hanoi confuses these demonstrati
with policy; that Hanoi does watch and is influenced by
them, But that doesn't mean we shoul try to avoid this
constructive criticism, That would mean payipg the highe
price we have 1il 0 ! S, That passage Scot
guoted is not 3 I hed it in my wallet
because I have 1 t | read #m it to Congressiong
commitiees ..l P ed to flag bl?nlﬁg....But
don't forget th 1 le T ever had around her

n th ] P nhe:

;Plrvs. 1 feog Auu“%t

e n ne "alk h
that effort to stifle dissent tooth and nail, a nd we won
that one, DBut that was a really bitter ba*‘le...

HIS DILEMMA -- [See note for how it was described to
him -- basically he could quit to express his protest but
then the dove voice weuld be gone from policy making)
"I'M part of this thing,..I've been participvating in thes
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decisions, I feel a responsibilit
is being done,..I take full
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iNCE ON DECTSIONS == "You'll have to ask
t about my influence,..But I *“1nr our poliey
derate, is moderate and 4']1 be moderate in th

agree with your inference that the war
may B be getting out of hand...I LL;QK, as a matter of

fact, that Vietnam in the long scheme of things is gding

<
to show -~ ﬁmﬁﬁ together with Cuba -- that a great nuclear
power can exercise °55+Pd1nb;.. 'his #mm war is a controllej

aoﬂllcablon of power,..%"e're getiing a lot of practice at

1'-'!"

fjm The Mig case =~ "Well you know what I've said
on thate.,l sald three weeksago that it is always a
balancing of gains against ldsses,..loook at all the Mi ig
activity since I talked about bombing the fields,...

(I interjected: ¥r, Secretary, furmmbhmémmm from the
outside it loocks like you were ovprﬂuled -- Mig acthl‘y
notwithstanding...Is that true...Aire we lds sing the modera
voice, )

"Well I'm not going to tell you about Presidential
decisions, But let's go back in time a bit, I was agains]
bombing the SAM sites, I argued tknt I didn't think it

i
was worth the risk; the SAMs were not b hering us that

0 :
much, Well, WIW r?q}t, it was décided to give the pilots)

v’

oermiﬂﬂion to bomb the SAM sitds., Now look what happened
e walked right into a trap, They set us up beautifully
"e went to bomb the first SAM site and we lost five vlane
&oﬁng ite Five planes -~ and don't you print this but I
want you to understand how it looks from where I sit
one attack, Hell, we've only lost 40 planes to SAK all
told--to date, Why should I lose five planes in one raid

-

I think in hindsight I was right,

A T PRVETLEY VIS . Pty o 13 . 2 .
Now the Vspm fields were the same kind of whimgym

hing, It boils down tow hether you want to destroy the
Migs in the Jir or on the ground, We've knocked  down 40
M.gs in the Air compared to 11 we lost. Is that enough o:
a threat to risk losing planes in hitting *heﬂ on the groug
Look what hapoened when we did bomb the fields. 'e lost
threc airplanes--three planes compared to 11 Migs got in
the air during the whole war, Is that a good tradeoff?
Don't 3P1ut we lost three, that's completely off the recor
I think we've only admitted to two because the scarch and
rescue *cn'* over for the thlpd. e know they know they §
got two, I'm responsible for lives and planes, "hy shoulf

I lose three airplanes

(T asked: "What is your rebuttal to Air Force types
who tell me all the ’1'1@* should have been hit at once,
if at all; that if you're going to take out the fields yo
can't do it piecemeal)




"Well I don't know what the gene: rals are telling
you, but the truth is that the Joint “hiefs recomm
hitting the two we hit; they didn't mk= want to hi
the fields at once, And the reason is that you have to

g FO

have one bomber for every Mig in brn%r"s on the
They didn't want to do that, They asked for the two,"
it then
ftBw(I take/that you think the Mig raid then was
moderate; more of an effort to cool them off rather than
knock them out.)

"That's richt, The Mig activity ste aoed up so we

hit two of their fields, We have the power to do it, why
shouldn't we,’

(This admittedly sounds ambivalent; but T think he
was trying to portray the Mig raid as g”adu escalation

ether than forecing a2 confrontation with Chlna, I came
away feeling it may be a long time before we hit the other}
Mig fields; I was :uﬁnwlov;,Lanu;v we did it at all, and
I feel sure the loss of three planes strengthened McN's

hand next time Mig fields come up,)

ROSTON AND MCNAVARA ON BOMBING =="Rostow mmmxhkax
knows the limits of oomblnc...Hc was in on the World !
2 bombing V,,V»y...I don't believe half of what the Air
Force tells me,.., "

URGING SENATORS TO SPFAK OUT THEIR BISSENT ON WAR ==
"That's absolutely untrue,..I never talk to any individualf
under any circumstances about Presidential decisions...l §
couldn’t believe morestrongly inthe need for unity of
action and supnort, Never once %‘ % broken this rule,
No one is ever going to be able’¥5/s c*nﬁle instance wher
I drove a wedge into the ad mﬁnl't‘a,lon, either under :
President 7 lennedy or under Precident Johnson,.I algeys havy

a chance to give my opinion, and T flve it, bBut once the

decision is made I support it...I don't talk with any :

Senators in private, except Senator Kennedy., And even wit]
2

im T never talk about Presidential decisions, We are goof
friends, but I don t go into decision making, least of al 1}
with Bob, .,It is absolutely inconckiveble to me or anybod$f
who knows me that I would ask a Senator to speak out againg
the President's do¢1uy...Ta it is true some of them take |}

iews and expound on them, as is cerxgir_: proper afte
all the time I s pend giving my views on the war,..ly ex~ |}
pwwhin olanation of why we're not bombing certain %arre 3§
are certainly available to them

w-m
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BOMBING }""1 IPHONG == ™ hat's‘ajways under st
ﬁon’, think it would do any gocd...;nry'ye ta 1{ir Peally :
of mining tre harbor, not bombing it, ..But al 1 shém these
things are undér &onstranb eviews..

OMBING BIKES «- "We have hit some of these navigatiol
ﬁik_k But as far as the 1rfing1 i s the ones peopl
mean nhen&theytalk abonut bombin t‘e dikes, I don't know
of anybody in any senior 3031t1 of this government who
wants to do that, First of al 1, dikes are hard to hit,
Then you have to make an arful‘v big hole in them to
do any real damage &ﬂ then you can only bomb them when
the water is nlgL...JC 're not mmgim out to mk punish the
oeonle OL North Vietnam,..We are hitting military targets,
We're not trying to eut off their food. :
TWOSFACED ATTITUDE == "Youll have to get the guy
up here on your sheet who says I'm 2 mad erate to talk to
the guy down here who says I'm really a hawk...lLet them
fight it out, ¥pum You're right; that question does
belonz at the bottom of the list, o

UNSOLICITED PIAINT, WITH SOM AT e== "There is too
uch emphaiis by everybody on the JOWDln;...»'a* is only
one part of the war,..People don't unnxmxmnanh,hﬁmxmamg
men bleme me for killing 120 men in one week in South
Vietnam,..All anybody talks about is the bombing,..It is
all out of proportion...The differences are a,1l out of
proportion,..If you count the 30,000 sorties we fly and
then figure how many we would fly different, there is
only a small difference of opinion...Even if LeMay was
running it; for Christ Sake, it wouldn't ggm too much
difference.s.But the bombing is all anybody seems to
think about, talk about or write aoouu...l n lookln'
South Vietnam, That is where the main war is."

(McNemara is on record as gaying breaking the will o
Hanoi is the key %o victory~-making it too Pvnenvvve for

them to think it is worth doing is really closer to what
he believes, So I think nlu point is that this persuasio

of Hanoi must come from not just the bombing, but the
fighting on the ground and the pacification in 9V.)

348 NTTS AATITT T LIAS - ' . »

MANPOTTR =-"Under constant mmimms~ review, OSut I'm
not going to look bgyond 90 iays.“ And T ean promise you
no dramatic increase in 90 days,



see hy some Senators WLghf think there i
between clo ing Haiphong and more troor
just isn't;the two things are not inte

HOW DO YOU FEEL PFRSONALIY ABCUT THIS WAR? YOU'RE
THE ONE WHO HAS TO THINK T & THE 9000 GUYS KILIED

H,letz f;

OVER

McNamara for a fleeting instant lost his moxmzmrax
composure, looked aside, down et the rug; then quickly
got his grip back and said: "Some day I'11 tell you how
I feel about the war personally, But not today,
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