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  Question to Consider 

• How does the evidence below refute or support the views of the three 
historians outlined in the Conclusion of this module? 

Document 

We have adopted a plan which we have worked out in cooperation with the 
South Vietnamese for the complete withdrawal of all U.S. combat ground 
forces, and their replacement by South Vietnamese forces on an orderly 
scheduled timetable. This withdrawal will be made from strength and not 
from weakness. As South Vietnamese forces become stronger, the rate of 
American withdrawal can become greater. I have not and do not intend to 
announce the timetable for our program. And there are obvious reasons for 
this decision which I am sure you will understand. As I have indicated on 
several occasions, the rate of withdrawal will depend on developments on 
three fronts. 

One of these is the progress which can be or might be made in the Paris 
talks. An announcement of a fixed timetable for our withdrawal would 
completely remove any incentive for the enemy to negotiate an agreement. 
They would simply wait until our forces had withdrawn and then move in. 
The other two factors on which we will base our withdrawal decisions are 
the level of enemy activity and the progress of the training programs of the 
South Vietnamese forces. And I am glad to be able to report tonight 
progress on both of these fronts has been greater than we anticipated when 
we started the program in June for withdrawal. As a result, our timetable 
for withdrawal is more optimistic now than when we made our first 
estimates in June. Now, this clearly demonstrates why it is not wise to be 
frozen in on a fixed timetable. 

We must retain the flexibility to base each withdrawal decision on the 
situation as it is at that time rather than on estimates that are no longer 



valid. Along with this optimistic estimate, I must--in all candor--leave one 
note of caution. If the level of enemy activity significantly increases we 
might have to adjust our timetable accordingly. However, I want the record 
to be completely clear on one point. At the time of the bombing halt just a 
year ago, there was some confusion as to whether there was an 
understanding on the part of the enemy that if we stopped the bombing of 
North Vietnam they would stop the shelling of cities in South Vietnam. I 
want to be sure that there is no misunderstanding on the part of the enemy 
with regard to our withdrawal program. We have noted the reduced level of 
infiltration, the reduction of our casualties, and are basing our withdrawal 
decisions partially on those factors. If the level of infiltration or our 
casualties increase while we are trying to scale down the fighting, it will be 
the result of a conscious decision by the enemy. Hanoi could make no 
greater mistake than to assume that an increase in violence will be to its 
advantage. If I conclude that increased enemy action jeopardizes our 
remaining forces in Vietnam, I shall not hesitate to take strong and 
effective measures to deal with that situation. 

This is not a threat. This is a statement of policy, which as Commander in 
Chief of our Armed Forces, I am making in meeting my responsibility for 
the protection of American fighting men wherever they may be. My fellow 
Americans, I am sure you can recognize from what I have said that we 
really only have two choices open to us if we want to end this war. I can 
order an immediate, precipitate withdrawal of all Americans from Vietnam 
without regard to the effects of that action. Or we can persist in our search 
for a just peace through a negotiated settlement if possible, or through 
continued implementation of our plan for Vietnamization if necessary--a 
plan in which we will withdraw all of our forces from Vietnam on a schedule 
in accordance with our program, as the South Vietnamese become strong 
enough to defend their own freedom. I have chosen this second course. It 
is not the easy way. It is the right way. 

It is a plan which will end the war and serve the cause of peace--not just in 
Vietnam but in the Pacific and in the world. In speaking of the 
consequences of a precipitate withdrawal, I mentioned that our allies would 
lose confidence in America. Far more dangerous, we would lose confidence 
in ourselves. Oh, the immediate reaction would be a sense of relief that our 
men were coming home. But as we saw the consequences of what we had 
done, inevitable remorse and divisive recrimination would scar our spirit as 



a people. We have faced other crises in our history and have become 
stronger by rejecting the easy way out and taking the right way in meeting 
our challenges. Our greatness as a nation has been our capacity to do what 
had to be done when we knew our course was right. 

I recognize that some of my fellow citizens disagree with the plan for peace 
I have chosen. Honest and patriotic Americans have reached different 
conclusions as to how peace should be achieved. In San Francisco a few 
weeks ago, I saw demonstrators. carrying signs reading: "Lose in Vietnam, 
bring the boys home." Well, one of the strengths of our free society is that 
any American has a right to reach that conclusion and to advocate that 
point of view. But as President of the United States, I would be untrue to 
my oath of office if I allowed the policy of this Nation to be dictated by the 
minority who hold that point of view and who try to impose it on the Nation 
by mounting demonstrations in the street. For almost 200 years, the policy 
of this Nation has been made under our Constitution by those leaders in the 
Congress and the White House elected by all of the people. If a vocal 
minority, however fervent its cause, prevails over reason and the will of the 
majority, this Nation has no future as a free society. 

And now I would like to address a word, if I may, to the young people of 
this Nation who are particularly concerned, and I understand why they are 
concerned, about this war. I respect your idealism. I share your concern for 
peace. I want peace as much as you do. There are powerful personal 
reasons I want to end this war. This week I will have to sign 83 letters to 
mothers, fathers, wives, and loved ones of men who have given their lives 
for America in Vietnam. It is very little satisfaction to me that this is only 
one-third as many letters as I signed the first week in office. There is 
nothing I want more than to see the day come when I do not have to write 
any of those letters. I want to end the war to save the lives of those brave 
young men in Vietnam. But 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 Vietnam someplace in the world. And I want to end the war for 
another reason. I want to end it so that the energy and dedication of you, 
our young people, now too often directed into bitter hatred against those 
responsible for the war, can be turned to the great challenges of peace, a 
better life for all Americans, a better life for all people on this earth. I have 
chosen a plan for peace. I believe it will succeed. 
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