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Dear Mr. Farrell:

Thank you,very much fbr'youritﬁoughtful response to
the CBS "60 Minutes" segment on the class on the vietnan
War that I teach.ﬂ,:, R & | 8 i . ‘ .

I understand what yoﬁ are proposing.' CBS was able to
depict only a portion of what we do in the classroom, and
we do probe the histo;yvof the period in detail. 31,1
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October 5, 1987

To The Dean
The University of Southern California
Santa Barbara, California

Dear Sir:

v )

On Saturday evening my wife and I watched the segement of
"60 Minutes" devoted to your 101 class on The Vietmanese
conflict. .

It was an 1mbressive-program,”and we feel you and your
school are to be commended for offering this course.

I do feel there is a portion of history being left untold
and one which should be added to your course.

Enclosed is a short excerpt from é book I am writing for
your consideration in adding to this splendid course you
are-offering.i ey s ,"i ¥ 4 :

Through the young pe"plefat%ending»these classes, impetus
might be started wh;ch‘ - have a profound effect on future
actions by‘oura 111t 'ons*formulated 1n Washington.




Tren =7acdually ceme the mil!tesy action in Vietnam. Ag
ovenation rrew, the "n'ted States nopnlation became d'vi%‘ an
veople thronghout the njted States became bitter about this wap
agtion.

I knew the Orient maybe better than my back yard in Vernon,”
Texes, and felt militarv action by us was necessary for the freedom
¢ of the peoples of Southeast Asia ‘tec continue.

I
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c1t 17 we were vnsuccessful in our war effort a blood bath
mino effect woulad follow, and such would become a realfty.
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‘ The Jene #ondes were partfally correct in theilr opoosition
5 to t'is mil'tary action, but for'e different than that of, in
my. . cpin: on, theé connect one.,

%we 831d not lose the War in Southeast 4Asia. We lcst the wer
in Weshington, 2. C. The mZ1litary action could have been won in
six weeks or so had the Tnited States gcne in to win the war.

With limited forces we could have cripnled the North Vietnamese
ané Fsnoil wouvld have begred for a lasting peace free from involve-
ment by the United States except fcr 1imited financisl aid.

The colleges offering courses concerning the Vietnamese Wer,
azein Iin my opinion, are missing one of the main points. Never
azain should we enter 1nto a conflict with & "No win policy .

, VWhile we were bombing sam pans and puttling bed bugs out to -
detect heat from infiltrating North Vietnamese we should have »
been Litting Hano! and FPaiohong and their harbor facilities
with the full military capabilities of cur Air Force. This wouléd
heve:cut off their reception of military supplies, it would have
crippleé their two main cities and the war would have been over.

The only wav We we"e eble to witkdraw our t*ooos ‘from Vietnam
without, mo"e hanassment “rcm the North Vietnamese was because
- Bresident Nixon, facins. stife fo~eign and aomeetic criticlism,
~ started hitting Hanol, Eaiphong and their hartor facilities
'~ and very cuickly No-tk Vietnam had more of our hurting power
S ¥ tten they wanted and were willing to let us leave with a lost
. wer, but with dittle?harasament'on.our deoa*t*np troops.

§ Ve ”densrted.V!e 1 %f be nd thousands of South Vietnamese
. 1loyal to the United/ ! left millions more to be executed
. or steryed by tke t nsive of the Communists and treir
~ pupnet govesnme { }* vﬂ&ehind the langest supoly
~of arms anc em ? WOl }H 'ia!l &nto the hands of our
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