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tween ourselves and the North Vietnamese, as you have said. 
had to go in to stop the foot-dragging in order to facilitate 
getting in. Is that right? 

Mr. PEROT. They asked me to try to get them, to tell them 
he was being considered and tell them about the Presidential 
tiator and thing I found out from reading this, is the rp.,o,._ 
guess, they asked me, because our people couldn't get in. 
wouldn't see them. 

Senator MCCAIN. Mr. Chairman, let me put a little different 
on that if I could. I was there in 1985. I can assure the 

namese in 1985 had no interest whatsoever in ~~'fo~;~lLt.:::fo;~~'i~~ United States or coming forward with any aa,aaltl()n'i1 
and they adhered strictly to the line that they wanted their 
$4 billion obviously, as their economic conditions deteriorated 
as the end of the cold war came around, there was a dramatic 
in their position. 

So let us not put the blame all on the U.S. Government, oecall8l 
between the end of the war at some time in the late 
anyone can show me any deviation in the North V ~etloaImese 
tion, I would very much like to see it, No. 1. No. 2 is, we 
tendency to forget, I would like to point out again as I have 
time to tinoe again, cooperation by the Vietnamese on this 
could have resolved it years and years ago. 

It has become very fashionable to bash the administration, some 
of them very dedicated men and women both in and out of uniform 
who have worked very hard on this issue and in a very dedicated 
fashion, made mistakes, yes, done things wrong, yes, and was there 
enough attention to the issue, yes, but the fact is that the Vietnam­
ese held the key and the solution to this problem both in Vietnam 
and Laos all along. 

In 1985, I guarantee you, because I was there, the Vietnamese 
were not interested in talking to anyone, whether it be Ross Perot, 
or Ronald Reagan, or anyone else. So I think that is an im,nortBLnt 
aspect to put on this entire issue rather than to bash 
people who were part of the administration, who bear some culpa­bility. 

And people did not COOperate, I would suggest, Ross, until it 
became very much expedient for them to do so, for the Vietnamese 
Government themselves, and that is not to remove any obligati.o~ 
from the Anoerican Government and both public and private CIti. 
zens for not giving this issue the priority that it deserved. 

Mr. Chairman, could I go back to one other issue that I thin Uk 
that Mr. Perot might want to respond to, and that is this powe 
versus Perot, 4/9/87. I do not know if we have gone through th8J 
or not, I am getting a little weary myself. But, then on the secpect0n 
page it says, question, what does Ross think the Vietnamese ex 
from the United States? Did we go through that yet? 

The CHAIRMAN. Where is that? 
Mr. PEROT. Are we in a deposition or what? 
Senator McCAIN. This is Powell versus Perot, this is in this set of 

documents it is dated 4/9/87. It is fOllow;ng the note from the 
office of th~ Vice President in Washington. 
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OT Oh yes this is interesting. I find it fascinating. This 
PER . I think that took place at I:'ationa,i Airport. They 

meet w;th me. I met them at NatlOnal AIrport. 
McCAIN. It is about midway through. 

L;aA~~'d.'!'J' . Here it is, thank you. . ld M 
Let me turn to the second page If I cou , r. 

last q~estion. I think you might want to comment on 
does Ross think the Vietnamese ,:,xpect fro~ the Un.lted 

d you go through a series of thmgs, allowmg a plano 
~~o on a concert tou.r in the United his ~ta~s '1 8 I've been to 
PEROT I've been to VIetnam and t IS PrI.' 

8Ulano. This exactly parallels my letter to thedPre~dthis is not 
MCCAIN I understand and I also un ers . . . 

Berlau)r this is Colin Powell's statement. I think that IS 1m· 

that clear. . 'th th t 0 
No I really think this is Jim Cannon, e. er a. r 

"'H,~;'~"UT. 'it or Jino Cannon is writing the conversatlO:i 
~ u;"pression. Now, that may be from what I rea 

CIi[A!I!M.::~' That is correct. 
''''~'::'!~'': That is correct. . 't N 
- it's Jim Cannon writing it dow'!, tapmg I. . ow, 

r~"Ut·h·is. a citizen, I don't m}nd you taPIng me k'Y tum~ 
. ~ ou to tell me if you re taPIng me, you now,. 

. t?rg
y

taped and not told I find offensive. I found thIS 
m a mee In , 'bod 'bbl' g madly In interesting. I don't remember any y SCrI In 

Actually, I share that view. 
M;~'P~~';-;;~'(O)iK{:'ithat's history. taped 

, . I think all of us are upset when we are .... · ~n·~o~t·i:fied. 

Mr. it's accurate. h is the one I was 
Senator McCAIN. Anyway, the bottom paRgra~id I would give 

specififtn~ :tt:!g b~u~!~':~~~ls ':til they come. across 
as.SIS·tarIIce'in letting U.S. teams .going a!,ywhere In VIetnam 

look for remains and live prIsoners In Laos. 
an accurate statement? th 

r •• KU'I·. No I don't believe that's accurate. Because. ey whre 
U; let us roam around. Was there ever a time w .en 

- ••. ~;;"Y,~IHU.~ go out-like that meeting-well, I was Just With 
once. basically said you can go anywhere they want 

a matter of fact, they wanted Ge'}eral Giap to take me to Hai-
Harbor didn't they? And I didn t go. 

Senator McCAIN. I am not sure that you understand my ques-

say, "I would give them very little-nothing but minor 

~~bc)I;;"'? part would be correct. You start off slow i!, a 
give away the store but you show good fruth. 

are the things that I mentioned here. . 
l;tIAI~RYM~AI~N'''.· Let me ask you a question, Ross. Do .you thmk 
- track now? I see a lot of missed opportumtles along 
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the way here. But in the last year and a half, President Bush 
now got slgmficant numbers of people in there. We have th 
task force. It has been elevated in public consciousness and e 
And more ~mportantly, the Vietnamese appear to be on a 
wIth us: Jomt cooperation, if you will. And we have done 
thmgs. 

As. Se,:,ator M~ain said earlier, we have lifted part of the 
mu.mcat~ons busmess opp?rtunity. We have helped, some 
tanan aIde! we haye provIded some prosthetics, and so forth

u
.
u 
·1ll'lD 

a.re these httle thmgs now happening. And there appears to be 
slgmficant step up in their cooperation with us 

Do you think that we are now on that tr~ck that you 
about getting on much earlier? 
~r. PERm:. I would have to look very carefully at what we 

domg. But smce ~istory would tell us, and facts would tell US 
most .of the survIvors would probably be in Laos and any 
anytIme- ' 

The CHAIRMAN. So you think Vietnam is almost irrelevant 
Mr. PEROT. !'I0, no, no, no, please-
But every tIme-I would see-I know during the war-and 

nam was a huge force m Laos, was the force in Laos the big 
la-;-they went anywhere, anytime, if they wanted ~ guard 
prISOners, and Sam Neua, they could, etc, etc etc. They were 
muscle. ' 

But when I talked with Mr. Thach, he was very careful to 
about the sovereIgnty of Laos every time we ever brought it 
Harry, correct or not? 

Mr. McKILLOP. That is correct. 
Mr. PEROT. Interestingly enough, the minute you would say 

they would kind of just freeze on you. So I would say you'd have 
deal WIth Laos ~s a separate strategy. 

I am not saYIng go back on what you did here. But we need 
hav~ . a really well-thought-out strategy for Laos. And again, 
cntIClsm of General Vessey intended 
. I. think we n~d people who go th~re and stay there, are 
In It-not one trIp a year. I do not think that is General Vo,oo<>v·. 
fault. 

The CHAI~MAN. Well, General Needham is there. We have a fl81 
offi?er who IS there .. yo~ ?O not think that is adequate? I am just 
askmg. I am not saymg It IS. 

Mr. PEROT. I would have to know his mission what can he do 
other than look for remains? ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, he is following up on Iive-sightings. He 
not allowed to negotiated, except as to the furtherance of the 
countIng process. 

!dr. PEROT. I would have my negotiator close by, because time ~ 
cntIcal now. These fellows are getting old. It has always been criti­
cal, but it gets more critical as they age. 

Senator McCAIN. Mr. Chairman, could I make a suggestion? II 
may not be the proper time to do it-but Mr. Perot has only had 
about 45 minutes, I believe, during a brief break to respond to-tD 
examine all these documents and respond. And I suggest that .,. 
leave the record open for Mr. Perot to respond in a way that he 
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so, since he clearly had not been aware of any of 
doc:urr,ents until this hearing took place. 
l;HAlFlM"~. I think that is perfectly acceptable. I do not have 

_""ll-.an.Q we would leave the record open anyway. 
)'ou want to do that, Mr. Perot? Is that comfortable to you? 
PEROT. What does that mean, sir? 
CHAIRMAN. That means that if you want to take some time 

through these, and you would like to respond in writing to 

PEROT. Sure, yes, if there is anything-sure. 
CHAIRMAN(continuing]. On any of the aspects, so that we 
be happy to accept it as part of the record. 
PEROT. All right, sir. 
CHAIRMAN. Let me just call to your attention, incidentally­

this has come up a couple of times, and this document-
the first time I have seen this document. It just was present-

as a consequence of our discussion today. 
you cited earlier the Soth Petrasy comments. And I men­
to you that in 1991 he was visited, and he retracts them. 
the record is clear, that that is not a 1991 retraction, we 

an embassy, Vientiane Embassy cable, on a trip from 
Ed Brooke, my predecessor in this seat-not immediate 

~_;or.. And he went to Laos in 1973, on April 6 of 1973. 
in the course of his meeting with Representative Soth Pe-

in Vientiane, the Embassy reported back the following: 
the course of Senator Brooke's meeting with LPF Representa-
50th Petrasy on April 6, the letter-I might remark to you, 
is April 6. This is Operation Homecoming. This is about 2 

after the last flights, or right about the tinle of the last 

Petrasy says LPF holds no more American prisoners in 

PEROT. When did the Congress decide not to pay reparations? 
CHAIRMAN. Later. 
PEROT. Are you sure? 
CHAIRMAN . Yes. 
joint military powers, the four joint powers were implement-

initial stages. This is right after, during the return-almost 

:~:~~~t that joint, four-power process was beginning to break 
immediately. And we were accusing the Vietnamese 

~'1altlOns. And they were accusing us. And the process never 
worked, obviously. And that is where part of the accounting 
down. . 

Was subsequent to that the Congress made its decision that 
were not going to be forthcoming with the money. But at this 
80th Petrasy said that the only prisoners the LPF held were 

who were returned to the U.S. Government in Hanoi on 

this does not mean that this is true. I am just tell­
said back then. Senator Brooke suggested that the 

for MIAs not be linked to the ceasefire agreement, but that 
activity be undertaken separately and start forthwith toward 
end. The Senator suggested establishment of a joint body 
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effort to shed light on the fate of MIAs. 80th Petrasy 
transmit this suggestion to 8ouphanouvong at Sam Neua. 

It says Senator Brooke explained the economic situation 
United States; said that the growing opposition within 
and the country to spend American money on r~:orlst':.~(:ti(,n: 
not decided not to but it was growing-particularly in 
nam. This opposition, the Senator noted, is 
events: the allegation of torture of American POWs by 
namese and Viet Cong; and, indeed, the small number of 
POWs returned in Laos, considering the large number of 
cans missing. 

Specifically, according to U.S. Government records, 318 
can military are missing or were captured. Incidentally, he 
other information about capture. It was just simply missing 
tured in Laos. 

He mentioned they had no information on the fate of six 
Americans, that only nine had been returned. 

Anyway, we will enter this into this record. 
[The information referred to follows:] 
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Mr. PEROT. What we have here is a man in 1970 who was 
open about it; who in 1973-a couple of months earlier-was 
ing about holding tens of ten. 

The CHAIRMAN. Agreed. 
Mr. PEROT. And now suddenly he does a 180 degree on us. And 

I guess, you know, the fashionable thing to do is say gee, let's 
whichever story you told we like. You pick the one you like. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let me just say to you that is the problem 
We all understand that. 

But in terms of dealing with the realities of getting people 
or of assets, and why they would keep them or not keep them 
have to try to weigh these things. ' 

When we confronted the Prime Minister point blank on this 
ject of nonaccountability, we got the same kind of sort of "this 
history; this was part of the past; terrible things happened 
war"-that kind of-the very kind of comments that Souphan 
us. Only he had given them to us more directly saying they 
killed. 

Now all I am suggesting is that one of the things the cOI~Iitt.t 
has to evaluate is the possibility that people were simply 
and killed because the asset value had changed, given the 
and the status of the situation. We do not know the answer. 

Mr. PEROT. Where are their remains, Mr. Chalirman? 
The CHAIRMAN. This is a question that we need to pursue. 

we have---
Mr. PEROT. If you have to go down that train in your thilnkin,l 

th'.'n you say all right, you killed them. Where did you bury 
It IS very Important to our country and to the families. 

The CHAIRMAN. We asked all of those questions­
Mr. PEROT. Can they be returned? 
The CHAIRMAN[continuingj. And we are not satisfied with the 

swers we have received obviously. 
Mr. PEROT. But in the meantime, they get full, diplomatic 

That is their reward for playing games with us. 
Senator SMITH. I would like to just weigh in on that 

moment, on the Petrasy thing. 
It is interesting-it is true there are two stories that Mr. D •• tn" 

has told here that is a matter of public record. What he salid to 
Brooke, it is also a matter of public record what he salid to you 
others in the public and to the world in the 1969 through 
period. 

I think if we are going to enter in the record a document 
says that he retracted it or recanted it. then we also--I 
make a point. Mr. Chairman, we enter into the record the 
where he said that they were seen, which would be---

The CHAIRMAN. They are already in the record. 
Senator SMITH[continuing].-Part of the record. 
But I also think it is important to point out because when ~ 

went to Laos, and all the comments that Mr. Kerry made abOU 

Mr. Souphan were correct. He did deny any live Americans, thO~ 
oughly refused to take any correspondence from families which 
tried to give to him, at the request of the families. He refused to 
accept. 
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I also think it is important to point out that one of the .spe­
and most solid request that I made on behalf of the .commlttee 
that we have-we, the committee, had the opportumty to meet 

Mr Petrasy. And that was made v"ry clear to Souphan. It 
the 'one request that was firm, other than Souphan, himself, 

wanted to see. We were denied that access. 
WlI;eQ'"ellt to that the staff director, recently, went back again 

to m~t with Petrasy. And we were again rebuffed. 
it is important just to get it in perspective for the 

that Petrasy has not talked to the committee, directly. We 
asked for access to him and have not received It. So I Just 
that is important for clarification. 
I just want to make two more quick points. There. was a lot 

de'balce here a while ago on a Colin Powell conversatIOn at the 
House. I think it is important to clarify that that memoran-

that was referred to here was not Colin Powell's own words, 
had written-in fairness to Powell we should say that that 

Craig Fuller's characterization of what Colin Powell said. It 
be accurate, but it--- . . 

PEROT. Craig Fuller, or Jim Cannon? Where 18 th18? 
lBe,nator SMITH. It was a cover page---

. Cover at the top? . . 
SMITH. Yes, on 321, To Jim-I assume that. 18 Jim 

From Craig Fuller. And I assume that that goes With that. 
am not clear. There is a cover sheet with that on there. 
am assuming that that is Craig Fuller's characterization of a 

.... rsatilon with Powell. I may be wrong. But that IS accurate. 
Snl'UJlO be stated for the record so the words are not put m 

mOllltn that he did not say. . 
fr~:~lhl~d~',pT~h~:e~i~w~~o.rds of General Powell that I read were dl-

lJIe,nator I was not referring to that. I was referring 
memorandum. also--- , 
PEROT. I had not had an opportunity to see General ~owell s 

Psiti.on, or Senator Baker's deposition, or Frank CarluccI s depo-

I met with the President of the United States it was with 
:~~~~I:!:~I\~:tlhat only Senator Baker would be in the room-

. got there, he told me that the National Sec.urity Coun<;il 
Insisted on being present, and he could not stop It. And I sald-

to make several things as clear as I can. No. I, somebody 
have read in the paper somewhere someone has mentIOned 

~.l1Orn.,body claims we did not go through my letter in the meet-
true in any of those depositions, or not? . . 

we did not go through my letter m the meetmg With Presl­
Reagan, and he never saw the contents of my letter. Does 

claim that? 
CHAIRMAN. I believe it is possible, if my recollection serves 

Senator Baker and General Powell state that there was not 
to go through the whole letter. But they do not have a recol-
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IlecttetionBof what points mayor may not have been covered frOlD 
e r . ut they do not---

d 
Mr. PEROT. That is a fair statement. Because the letter h 

endums. as 
We. went through the letter. I did not take him 

the-IO terms of future actions, I gave that directly to aJ] 
Baker. And I think I went through future actions But it w 
cSe°mments about the Vietnamese. One of the two I 'gave direcastl 

nator Baker. Y 
One other thi,!g that has been brought to my attention is I 

not seen Mr. ChI~dress' deposition. He has some ,stateme~t 
meetlOg we had 10 his deposition? Can anybody tell me if th t 
true? a 

The CHAIRMAN. What? 
Mr. PEROT. That I met with Childress or talked to Ch 'ld 

that I said we will offer $1 million a prisoner and ir't1:-:ySS, 
take that we'll double it? ' 

Nothing like, tJ.1at ever occurred. Nothing remotely like that 
occurred. That S Just a myth. 
thThetCh!fAIRMboAN. I would be fascinated to know where you hear 

ese lOgs a ut the depositions. 
Mr. PEROT. I think I read it in the papers-it just pours in 
The CHAIRMAN. I beg your pardon? . 
Mr. PEROT. I mean reporters call me. Senator __ 

thThedCHA~Rt!"AN?' Who calls you? People call you who have 
ese epoSl Ions. 

th
Mrh' PER?T. Yes,. reporters, mainly from Washington call me. 
ey ave It, readmg them. 
TMhe CHAIRMAN. Well, reporters do not have these depositions. 

r . PEROT. Well, they had mine. It was in Newsweek this 
The CHAIRMAN. No, we talked about it-your deposition not 

word of your deposition has been quoted. ' 
Mr: PEROT. As SO?n as your guys hit Washington after my 

meetlOg WIth them m Dallas, everything they __ 
Y The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Perot, now we are working backwards 

ou say to me you have received telephone calls. 
m~r. PEROT. I get called by reporters, and the stuff just blows 

The CHAIRMAN. Let. ,!,e ask you a question. Has somebody 
you about those deposItIons you have just referred to? 

Mr. PEROT. Yes. 
The 9'tAIRMAN. Somebody quoted your depositions? Quoted 

depoSItIons? 
Mr. P~ROT. People have called me and asked, say how long 

the meetmg and .all that stuff. Did you go through the letter-I 
want to make It clear, we went through the letter. We 
through the letter. 

~ :-vant to make .it clear that Childress and I-if that is in his de~ 
oSItIon-nothlOg like that ever occurred. 

Mr. BRYANT. Senator, I might add that I believe that that 
remark has been attributed to Childress. 

The CHAIRMAN. We~l, .it is my unde .... tanding __ 
Mr. PEROT. Well, if It IS 10 his deposItIon, it is dead wrong. 

195 

CHAIRMAN. Let me just say to you that Mr. Childress appar­
has released a statement to the press, which he put out­
did he put this out? He put this out yesterday, in which he 
recall only three conversations-three occasions when I had 
interaction with Mr. Perot: two phone conversations and a 

that lasted 1 to 2 hours. 
is his statement that he has made public. It is not a com­

document. 
PEROT. But does that say~oes he say when I met with him 

2 hours? 
CHAIRMAN. 1987, 1979 time period? 
PEROT. Absolutely not. That is after this was over. 
CHAIRMAN. The first phone call was in late 1984, soon after 
Street Journal article. The second conversation was some-

in early 1985. And my third interaction, I believe took place 
fall of 1986 in the Pentagon. That is his statement. 
~ ... ,v ... What does he claim we talked about? 

,:~;:~~~;~. I do not know. We would be happy to make this 
II to you. 

If he makes a claim that I had any conversation with 
paying-first-<>ff, anybody that understands negotiations 

,busin~ would say the dumbest thing in the world you could do 
I'll offer you $1 million a man, and if you don't take that 

dou,ble it. If you don't take that I'll double it-nobody's that-I 
please. Give me a break. That's just the kind of goofy 

vn',,·,'" got to keep in mind this is one of your key guys on 
.~B'tional oe<;urlLV Council that has these fantasies in his head. 

nothing can do about it. It's just part of the joy of 
help out, I guess. 

MCCAIN. Explain to me how that is different from the 
which has been basically the position of the United States 

In other words, if the Vietnamese take certain 
we take certain steps. And it is clearly laid out. 

that different from your philosophy which is negotiating, 
said, if you will stop the war and stop your involvement in 

IIIIllOd:ia we will take certain steps. If you will then show progress 
POW I MIA issue which, in the minds of many that they 

have because of the setting up of the office in Hanoi for 
~liglltiIlg reports, etc. We will do certain things in exchange for 

is what the Government is doing, the U.S. Government 
now different now from what you suggest? 
'I>EaOT. You are on a different subject, right? You are on a 

~Ph'te:ly different subject. .=-o __ v. " .. c.,_~,,~ .. You have said several times about how--

~t~~~f~;~fi~;rt]Si and this $1 million thing he was talking that happened. 
What I am saying is that you have said on 

occasions that what you need is tough negotiations, with of­
them certain incentives. 
PEROT. We are not talking about the Childress conversation 

r Cltena«>r McCAIN. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. PEROT. We are? 
Senator McCAIN. I was asking a general question. I am sorry . leaped off of the Childress comment. Mr. PEROT. If we are off of Childress, I am with you. I was cused on this thing that makes no sense at all. We never had a versation on it. It is somewhere on the record or in the leases, or you name it. And I just wanted to make sure men and ladies understood that nothing like that ever UC(:Urrod That is really stupid. That is dumb, in terms of how you thing. 

Senator SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I had one more point. Oh, are you finished, Senator McCain? I am sorry. Senator McCAIN. Laying that matter aside, could I ask again the problem that you have-if you have any--or how you would pro­ceed differe.ntly from the way that the U.S. Government has laid out a c~rtam roadmap toward normalization of relations between t~e Umted States and Vietnam. I think this is an important ques­tion. Because if you have very different views as to how we should proceed, as opposed to the policy of the U.S. Government nOW--8..Ild, t~at i~ a policy. I k,now it is a policy. You may happen to disagree ",:,th it, but there 18 a pollcy. I would be very interested in your VIews as to how the U.S. Government should proceed in order 10 best resolve this issue, as opposed to the roadmap they have laid out with the Vietnamese at this time. Mr. PEROT. I .wou.ld have to study the roadmap plan. I am not that famillar WIth it. I would have to see the details. Devils are always in the details. So I would have to study the details. And if I had any suggestions, I would be glad to give them to you. I have never seen the roadmap plan. Is it a written book or document? Senator McCAIN. It is pretty well known. The CHAIRMAN. There is a speech or a cable that sets it out-l forget which--or both. 
Mr. PEROT. But it is not something that average citizens see. I have never seen the roadmap plan. The CHAIRMAN. Well, it has been written about publicly in the papers. 

. ¥r. PEROT. Th,;,t is a reporter's version. I wa&--what I am saying 18 if you would like me to comment, or if someone would send me the detailed roadmap plan, I would be glad to comment on it. ~he C':iAIRM~. ~e roadmap essentially is what you have artlculatmg,. which 18 a process that is flexible, whereby if cooperate WIth A, B, C, and D we will take steps to show favor as a consequence of their cooperation. It is not specific what those steps will be, and when they will occur. But it is simply as they show good cooperation, we will take stepl to show our appreciation for that cooperation. And so we ha.e. mdeed, taken such steps as the office has opened Hanoi, as m".~ remains have been returned. As they have acceded to our requ~ for access to the prisons, we have lifted partially the embargo With respect to communications equipment. We have proceeded on some humanitarian assistance and fiIJ forth. And that will grow, we assume, as their cooperation contin­ues to grow. That is essentially an on-going negotiating process. Mr. PEROT. Run by whom? 
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The CHAIRMAN. It is run under Dick Solomon-it was under Dick lolorno1"., now he is leaving to go to the Philippines. But it has been Assistant Secretary of State for Far-Eastern Affalts, the inter-agency group under the Secretary of State, Ken White House, NSC and others involved, in joint agreement. t"EKUT. Where does General Vessey fit in? CHAIRMAN. General Vessey has been the instrument of nego­and sort of measurer, if you will, of their good faith in the prcocess., And he has reported directly to the President and Iec!"e~!.ry of and NSC on that process. PEROT. he just works on the POW issue? CHAIRMAN. He has worked exclusively on the POW. PEROT. In my judgment, that is a fatal flaw right there. Who-is in charge of this thing, we should not separate the two. In words, he has a specialty summit. He also has all these dif­specialties here. Somebody in State is in charge, I would say, it done. 
really need to have somebody who reports directly to the l'reI.id,mt, and who has the confidence of Congress. Because they sensitive to Congress, in Vietnam, very sensitive to you. feel you reflect the people. They talked to me at great length that. 
rather than take your time now, if there is anything you me to read or study, I will be glad to do it. I cannot comment It is too general. 

Senaloor SMITH. Mr. Chairman, could I just come back to a final 
my comments, I think from the Vietnamese point of view, I !'l;~~ the roadmap would be looked at as something that was • them or directed to them-not negotiated. saying r'disagree with that. I am just saying that that is !IOi:",blly the way that they would look at it. But in listening to comments a short time ago, Mr. Perot, the exchange between and Senator Kerry on negotiations, and how you looked at the WlLH.·ln the administration during the 1985 to 1987 timeframe, R"ag:an years, you seemed to sense that there was some will, in terms of negotiations. the public comments-if one analyzed what is out aer'e--pr'obabllv would substantiate that. I do not know about the Ilternal wc>rkin![s. Because I was not part of the administration. you a brief example. In February 1986, Rich­we just discussed here, who was certainly a the issue during this period of time-wrote a very in American Legion Magazine, dated February he said the Vietnamese pledged to resolve the issue-American MIA Issue: America's long night of II1'II"'''98 may be over, as the talk produces hope for paws. Then quote, the Vietnamese pledge to resolve this issue within 2 

Was the first written agreement since the end of the war, and result of intensive negotiations at both the policy and technical between the United States and Vietnam. is Our current judgment that Vietnam has made a policy deci­to resolve-that resolving the issue is in there just-and have 
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publicly welcomed it. And that was written in a national mEtga;zin. 
very widely read. 

And then at the same time, or roughly the same time, the 
utes from the board of directors' meeting of the League of 
lies-this was dated April 5-in which the executive uU'ect'" 
under her report, Ann Mills Griffiths says it was clarified the 
namese public commitment to resolving the POW IMIA 
within 2 years had been made in July 1985. But Griffiths 
the chronological sequence of events, and emphasized 
though there was no agreement, no signed the 
commitment had been made clear, repeatedly, the v~:;:::~~: 

So again, you could get into semantics with a signed 
written agreement--was it written and nobody signed it, or 
But the point is it is-these two very influential people within 
administration who are listened to when they speak on the . 
were sending out different signals. And I think this probably 
tributes to the confusion, and perhaps may give an example of 
some type of a more direct negotiated policy was needed. 

And I would just ask you one question-and I agree with 
assessment of General Vessey, and I respect him very much, 
have worked with him very closely over the years on the issue. 

But do you believe that his powers of negotiation, if you 
should be expanded to Laos? 

Mr. PEROT. Somebody needs to do it. Somebody needs to do 
And if we impose the roadmap on them, whoever did that 
huge mistake. If I force you to do something, I automatically 
bad will. If you and I mutually agree that this is a good idea, 
have set the tone to get something done. 

So I would say based on my meetings, the two that I had, and 
listened-these are really, really, really sensitive people. It is 
Asian culture. They move at a totally different pace than we 
They don't look at facts the same way that we do. We have to 
derstand them in order to deal with them. 

And then if we're patient and work with them, we have a 
to resolve this issue. If I were directing it, I would put all of 
energy, and I would put enormous talent around negotiations 
solving the issue. And I think we would see a breakthrough. 
would say this. Let's look at the downside. Let's assume that 
ing happened. That's what's going on for 20 years. It can't 
worse. 

And who knows, you might have a breakthrough if you 
with them carefully and sensitively, and in good faith. 

Senator SMITH. I would like to thank you, Mr. Perot, for a 
afternoon. I know the chairman is getting ready to wrap up. 
appreciate all of your testimony, all of the witnesses. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Perot, a couple of things-just sort of 
keeping. First of all, you mentioned at one place in your deooSltll,,": , 
something to the effect that there were a couple of parts 
you thought might damage Vietnamese-U.S. negotiations, in 
deposition. ,. 

Mr. PEROT. I'd have to see it in context. I can't remember wbe 
it is. 
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The CHAIRMAN. We would like you to point that out to us, per­
SO we could deal with whatever part that is. Because we want 

rl1~le,ase that, obviously, commensurate wit~ this. 
just made a very perceptive comment--among 

that particular one about the feelings, and mutuality 
Ambassador Lang of Vietnam, in New York, has .conveyed to 
following message. This was in response to questIOns that we 
about the live-sighting process. . 
he wanted us to know that Vietnam has made the maxI-

effort at implementing the agreements that were reached be­
the two countries including those between MinISter Nyeng 
and General Ve";ey; and between Mr. Leihli and Mr. Solo-

will continue to do so in the future. And he wants to 
point very strongly. The ambassador said that the mes­

the United States side to understand is that the recent 
and concerns of the Vietnamese people are committed, in 

lDDera,tio,n with the United States to resolve the issue. The sugges­
by the Vietnamese side at the la.test tech:nical ~eeting 

experts of the two countries were ~Jmed at Improvln!( the 
i'ectiveness of the investigations and live-Sighting reports. It IS ab-

a change of the rules, as alleged by Colonel Cole.. . 
·N.,ve.rth,ele,ss,. the Vietnamese side should point out that In Its 

short . investigation is not a good, c?"perative w.ay. Be­
it is a manifestation of distrust of the Umted States Side and 

side. And this has caused great irritation among the 
~nalmese people and officials. ... . 

have to, obviously, try to recognize In thls that there IS 
~.'thing to be gained from mutuality. . 

PEROT. Didn't they say in the last few days. th~t we were 1m.; 
upon their sovereignty or someti10g? pld~ t I read that. 

~1~~:~~~~,~.This was the issue of bve-slghtlng. They have 

. But you see, if they are angry about it, and it is being 
on them, seeing live-sightings .will not r~lv.e the Issue. I 
are giving too much emphasiS to hve-slghtlngs, and not 

emphasis to negotiation. 
CHAIRMAN. You have said that. 
PEROT. Too many times. . 
CHAIRMAN. Most pointedly in the afternoon. An~ I think the · 
is well made. We are, obviously, going to examme that and 

it against other approaches that are in front of the com-

like to particularly thank you for toda~. You have st;ayed 
beyond the time that you had }'greed to With the co~mlttee. 

there be no question in anybody s mind about your avrulablhty 
~'~h~~:~lo~n~u~this issue. I think the committee has been very 
~ this process. 

you were potentially running, and questions were raised 
your nonappearance, well we stressed the need to have you 
And I think today has been very informative. And you can 

the give and take with Senators is a lot better than a 
of paper-as much of an impingement !LS it is on your time. 
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I think the cOD?-mittee kept faith with the notion that yOU approl?nately mdlsposed; and we tried to reach appropriate modatlOn. I want to thank you personally, Mr. Perot, that. You have made yourself available at every one of quests. Y~u have ~swered every one of my phone calls. You never resIsted making yourself available to our staff when have needed information. 
! thi~ that .the .same kind of commitment that you bnlUglht thIS o.ngmallr IS still part of your life. And I said at of th,S hearmg, I say again---Senator McCain has 

others have said it. And you have received awards. That there q~estlOn but that your personal output on this; your personal mltme~t not only made life easier for people, but I am cOlnvin"" saved bves. 
There is no question but that people appropriately hold you and dear for that kind of patriotism. And that is what it is hav~ carried this issue with you. You have taken a lot of flak 'for at tImes, a!,d for other things around it. 
I am mmdful of the comments you made in your dejX>lsitiOl aho!!t Clair ~th Luce's comment ahout people who do gettmg theIr Just punishment at some point in time. I have gone through that a lot. I just want you to know the MElmltlen of commIttee respect that. I hope you respect the need. And I you have, m your presence today, the need for us to make open. 
Your being here today-notwithstanding the repetition of it· withstanding th.e fa~t that you have told many of these things to before-.shares It WIth the public in a way that is very special our country. 
I know that you care ahout that. It is what makes us unique. can aIr th.ese thmgs like this in ways that no other on face of th,S pla!let dares to do. And notwithstanding the tence. we sometmnes uncover, or the negligence-and sometimes nefanous appro~ches, but rarely, thank God. 
NotWIthstandmg that, it works. And I think that this is evi.derlCl of that .. And. this committee, with your help and the help of people, IS gomg to be able to render to the American people an amination of this issue that has never been rendered before. We may leave some questiollS out there because we are not ble, as ~umans, of resolving all of this 20 years later. But reco.rd will be more complete. And the evidence will be greater I think the effort more significant-thanks in part to your pation and contribution. " 

So for the ~ommittee I want to thank you for this day and your help, whIch I know will continue in the weeks ahead. Mr. PER?". I ~I be glad to help out. 
Mr. ChaIrman, if I could make a closing comment? The CHAIRMAN. Tomorrow morning we will meet at 9:30 here, ginning with the testimony of General Peroots. And the record remain open for purposes of.-­
Mr. PEROT. And check to see if it was a scam on the tape. The CHAIRMAN. Also, if you would-you mentioned the one i~~ you were going to talk to us about privately. If I could meet ,.11'" you afterwards, privately, I would like to talk to you about it. 
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YI~Rorr. Just one, closing comment, if I could--
spend all my time and energy in negotiation. And I have people who know how to negotiate, negotiate. I would extremes to avoid any sense of scapegoating, looking for :.. .. n~'·~l .. etc, etc, etc. Because if we do that, we will delay getting 

I understand this very-say-skeptical, prove it, it, prove it, prove it process. But let me give you an analogy. when Murphy Martin had brought Mrs. Singleton into my I had said prove that your husband went down in Laos. Was ever a beeper? She would say well, I don't know. I'd say with the Air Force or I won't talk to you anymore. She came a few days and said there was no beeper. I said, well, he on impact, then. Forget it. 
,Jmtead, we spent 90 days-this was while the war was going on. feet to the fire. Theirs-the Vietnamese feet to the a brutal way ahout Jerry Singleton. And finally they got so us they admitted they had him. And then they had to ac­him. And he came home. 

when I finally \\:ot to visit with him after he came home, I , there wasn t a beeper. And he said Perot, the dumbest did in my life was not check the batteries before I flew 
iI!..~~i oylno·u very much. 
;:::'~~~ SMITH. Mr. Chairman, could I just make a quick parlia-~ inquiry--

intend now to move into executive session for the last 

We are going to do that tomorrow morning at 

S:,~Oo~,~S~:M~I~;T~H~. OK, tomorrow morning. And Mr. Perot will not I : . Is that correct? I am not asking you to be. I am 
you are planning to be. 

PEROT. Well, I will be here in spirit because I will be curious whole Gregson thing was a scam. I cannot believe it was be­l have the highest regard for all the people of General Per­and the Vice President. They must have better things to do set up something that cost me several-hundred thousand dol-a joke. 
Jle'natoi- SMITH. Because of the sensitivity of an executive session, understand the necessity of, it would seem to be appropri­I may just make a request, or ask the advisement of the whether or not, if Mr. Perot is available, whether or not be allowed to sit in on that deposition or that hearing, if executive hearing, (a) because he has the appropriate !JIanu,CEiS: and it is not an informational situation anyway. It is idEmtity situation and he has been directly involved. And to clear the air regarding any charges of perhaps being put out in public that was said inside the pri-

know if Mr. Perot intends to be here or if he is not. It matter. 
. I need to go on home. And if something strange up, I could come back. 



202 

The CHAIRMAN. Let me just say to you, Mr. Perot, you do 
the clearance, and I will make available to you, in short 
whatever record-I mean there will be a record of it. And We 
make that available to you. 

Mr. PEROT. This is General Peroots tomorrow? 
The CHAIRMAN. No, we are talking about the private session 

the station chief that you mentioned earlier this morning. 
Mr. PEROT. Oh, no, the private session with the station Chlet:_ ... 

had the meeting. Whether he can remember it or not is up 
The CHAIRMAN. We will make the body of his remarks aV'liIalbilj 

to you for your statements to the committee, so that you can 
spond. And there will not be anything that will be kept from 
with respect to that. 

Mr. PEROT. In all deference to him, it has been 
years. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the committee will meet in this room 
General Peroots, in open session, tomorrow morning at 9:30 a.m. 

We stand adjourned until that time. 
[Whereupon, at 6:45 p.m., the committee adjourned.] 
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HaIJO~ June 15, 1990 

LElTER OF INTENT 

In anticipation of the normalization of relations between the 
UnIted States and the SOCialist Republic of Viet Nam, this letter is 10 

formally invite Mr. Ross Perot and/or his designated companies to assist 

Viet Nam in its economJc recovery and redevelopment effons. 

- (~ ...... UO\c,..~._ ~...J .... ~k ~' .. • u .. ; ....... ,) 
AThe Socialist RepublJc of Viet Nam will ~ Mr. Ross Perot 

and/or his companies as an agent of Viet Nam in the[procurement of 
capital investment and establishment of Joint venture companies (Within 
tbe laws on foreign investment in Viet Nam) in the fol1owing areas : 

Bectronics, computer and communications hardware and 
software assembly and manufacture including parts and components ; 

Oil and gas ;Q': ~# of (Or-, .,~' •• J 
Metallurgy - rare earth and other known and unknown metal 

resources ; 

Food/agriculture - processing and d!stnbutlon of products and by 
products i 

Transponation - development and operation of air, land and sea 
oystems ; 

Real estate - development. [1J.. .. I c .. j,A. ] 

Compensation to agent to be mutually agreed upon by both 
parttes based on 'effon and investment. 

[~-... .~ LJ-c, of: ,/ItAA .... __ _ .f. 2A If" , pi ... 2·" ,,,, 

, • .". ... .... ~~ ... Ie -- '1.... ~ J 
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2. 

Nothing in' thJs Jetter of intent is to be construed or 1s intended to 

violate or circumvent the present laws of either country as the effective 

date of the proposed agreement is conditioned upon the official 
estabUshment of normal relations as declared by both countries and 
Within the spirJt and letter of the prevailing Jaws. 

It Js understood by both parties that this letter of intent Is subject 

to the condition of normalization contained herein and formalization of 

the agency agreement In September 1990 or as agreed. 

NGUYEN CO TIlACH 

Minister of Forefgn Affairs 

Sociallst Republic of Viet Nam 
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23 Augu :it 1.992. 

The Honorabl e John F. K@:.:ry 
Cha.irman, Senate Sl~le(:t COllunittee on 

POW/MIA Affairs 
Uni ted StatN: Senate 
',Iashitlgton, DC 2051J - 651)0 

De a r Senacot' Kerry, 

t have just had the opporbmity to view a tape of th.! 
te lecast hearings c~nducted by your Select Committee on 11 
Augu st 92. I am writing t ·:. express my unhappiness ~it:h the 
fal se statenlent made by tiro U. Ro ss Perot to the eff.!.ct that 
I am (ot: wa~) un oE!ll'rpl('yel! ·:o f the Central Intelligenc.! 
Alene,. . Fot' ti,e t'ecord, I ",auld like to assure YOll ':hat: I 
• • not now, and h3.v~ never been, employed by the CIA. 

It is terri~ly di~Rppointi;."lg to see Mr. Perot, a man lo;hClm I 
admired for tti !l wv:clt uil beh alf of the prisoners in the ear 1y 
1970N. noW" dea1.ing in innu ... ndo a nd gossip as regards t:h~ 
role played by myself and ,:"thers on the POW/MIA ia su.!. Mr. 
PU'ot has hp.d ample time to get his facts straight; he has 
chosen instead to b~lieve ,.,hat he wants to believe w:lthout 
regard to the truth. 

I respectful ly requ~st that you assure the final rec.)rd of 
),our hearings r.efl.eets the truth regarding my non-employment 
by the CIA. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
, Paul D. Mather 

LtCol, USAF (Ret.) 
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N~ .... York. August 10, UBiZ 

Ambassador Lan~'9 Mea.~~" t~r Senator J. Korry 

11 Ms. B. Crouettf'!o did nCit rut 
Amtu ... .sS'odor SAid at the Aug1ust 
unde. r511.nl.'ftbl~ that ' she Wr'ot6 what 
OAn ba asked for a full r~cord of 

in her "-rticle "J) what 
8. 1992 interYi~w. It 

she was only int~r~~ted in. 
the interview if neees~~ry. 

2/ At the- intervi"w the ambassador askfld "hi. Crossette f., convey hi 
S~n.t .... r J. Ktorry his lUessat.gtl that Vi~tna," has made thr. maxiaru.l" 
eftol-I", in imrl~lflt".nfin," the fl.K"roem"mt~ r"'l\ch~.d beh",'C'n the 10m 
count rios incJuttin~ those between t.(inister Nguy~n Manh C,un and 
GonerAI .1. Vessey and belwe-fltn Mr. La IAat and Mr. Sn)umon. Vietl1nll 
~ill continue to do sn in the ruturo. It is rt"~rcttabJe thot 
Ms. (:,,01l,,011c did "nt convey to the Senet",. this mps!.=ItI:"C nor I'll' 
tl'8' mcssa~e in her Au~ust 9 article. 

3/ Whl1t the Ambu.S~Ador su.id lit the Jtlt6rv;cw W(\8 .. 1I1~)C-"IlIl!e tor tilt' 
1I.~. /tide to undcrstand th", recent rf'~linrs and cunf':~rns of tht" 
Yj,.tnl\mcse flt-orle in theIr r.ooperatit'h with the U. S. to rC!solve tile 
eompl~x MIA issuf'l. That taessarc is nflc,t"l'Isary tor the bethr 
\tndcrstandine; and better cooreratj(ln betweftn tht.' two cotlldries. 

Thl" surEe8tlnn~ made by the Yietn.m#\~ ... side at the l.tell' 
technical mp.l'tlinc ot MIA ~"xperts or the two countri("s are "jlnt!'d at 
irn(lru .... i"C the effil!'eti .... ~ness of ,h", invflstll'ation,. I:'n llve-stehtinr 
reorol'11o'. It to!! absolutely not ". ulilinee of the rulcs" a.s all"'e"'rl, by 
Col. Crill". Nevertheles:,;, the Yietn.mt'>/J" side should point out \1,,11, 
ill it~ .... iew, shor'-notiee inv~~ti~.tion is not a rood en~per.tiv e 
wily b~causc it is A Inftnifestation ~r ~'atrust of 1he U.S. sid~ in 
the Vi~tn.me~e ~ide and thlg has caused cr~~1 irritation ~m~n~ 1h~ 
Yiot"am~s~ I,~ople and officiAls. 

Pil 2: 10 
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H.R.PEROT 
"'00 l.A.Iu!SIOE SO""AJIIB 

11137' Hl!alT DIlI'·1! 

D"'L~. Tax...a: ,sasl 

September 30, 1992 

The Honorable John F. Kerry 
Chairman 
senate Select Committee on 

POW/MIA Affairs 
Washington, DC 20510-6500 

Dear Senator Kerry: 

The following is in response to your letter of 
August 29, requesting additional information 
reference my testimony before the Committee: 

1) Names of former POWs who had mentioned 
those men left behind after April 14, who were 
"called in, chewed out and told to cut it out." 

The wife of one former POW came up to me 
the day of the hearing, and stated that 
this had happened to her husband. Unfor­
tunately, I did not get her name. I do 
recall other POWs mentioning this shortly 
after they came home in 1973. I do not 
recall the names, but I will continue to 
try to locate people who had this experi­
ence. 

2) Any additional written comments regarding 
dOcuments provided to you at or immediately be­
tore the hearing. 

No. 

3) Any additional information concerning your 
knowledge of a SEAL operation during which 
"either most were killed or all were killed, 
and • • • that a few were captured and were on 
display to some senior people who visited from 
other Communist countries." 
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Senator John F. Kerry 
september 30, 1992 
Page Two 

I read about the SEAL operation in news 
reports. It seems rational to me that the 
Senate Committee could check with the Navy 
and Navy SEALs to se.e if such an operation 
ever occurred. 

4) ]J.n'.! c:dd i t .i ':m~l in~o":l'!'.atiC'!l c~~-=2!.·nir.g "in: 
other covert operation(s) by the government or 
others to recover POW/MIAs or information ap­
pertaining to POW/MIAs. 

No. 

5) Any additional information regarding top­
ics discussed during your testimony that you 
believe would be appropriate to include as part 
of the official record. 

No. I mentioned a Marine pilot who was 
shot down whose alleged fingerprints were sent 
out in the mid-'80's. The Pentagon had no fin­
gerprints. There is a possibility he was fly­
ing under the control of the CIA and the Agency 
might have his fingerprints. The name is 
Norman K. Bi11ipp. I believe he was flying a 
mission toward Laos. Senator Robb expressed 
interest in having his name. 

Siru:~z.rel~T , 

Ross Perot 

RP/sb 

Z50) 
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/016W 
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"'0'1 91 
. n VI!:Nfl'~~ 

HS" ~ -UO 
S5-01 

1E,:srm w"s~oc J""'I!OI4TE 11<18 
Sie oe" w .. SHt~IIIJ_SC-IS ... /P\ol-·H"11 P"."IEOlAT E 

USAC1LHI "T S!"IAFT"'., Hl//T4.?C-PE::-r<./1 IKttf;))ATci 
JCAC bU&;II.S PT iii l""'Ei)lAT~ 

Not.~ nn privacy conl1der­
at1ons: this report 
mention a Lt. Peter 
Heaatord, a POW/MIA, 

H;)~CLUlU ~JIIJ)/J51/J~ll/~~lll l~"Ejl,rE 
tlA,S>tOC I/Jlw·whjJ-:.rll 1,..Oi!:I(a.TE 
".S"OClll'W-~llll I ... "p;::.IUri:. 

and AP newsman Dennis 
Nedd. 

LIAIS ON 5~N~Ku~ fh I"~~~IAff 
FlO E ~ T ! A L SfCTIO" 01 C~ ~) YI~~f(A~c CZ)O) 

sn fOil; E6.P/VLC 
~:CL; 040'1. 

""5, l6. 
SOTH ,cTK'I.~SI' ~o F('STHA~O KHO~L=)~t or u.s. 

I'" L6.0S 
aOYLStGAO'UII;T TelCO~ OF 11/11/91 

YtE"ITlA"If HS18 "inIC; tAL ~i:J 
""'t: i OUt i l_C 

VIE~Tl Ol'OJ 01 OF 03 ll08l'l 
50TH 'UHltASf OlSCOUNTEI) ANY rOSSlt1H.UY 

'OW'S I~ LAOS AND of"'tfO ANY FIRSTHA"IU 
OF u.s. 'OW'S 0"' /'tH,·S. \:IUiUHi "EfTHtC; 'IN 

=:C",,- , l'Jn WITIt CHAAGf "NO DC", 50TH )AIU fHA' 
OVlt [NG THE WAit yeus C,. Hu,,-,eu OF 

ISO~fRS 5~t"'G HflO IN LAOS WEA~ O"lLT 
~~~;;~OA 1'0 INCl\f,ue THE ,.OAALE Of" THE f"o\fHET L"'U . = HE 1"515T£0 ON GOL SINC~RITY IN ACCOU~1'lN~ 

5. POWtftIA'S ANa URGEO CH .... GE TO CONVEY TO THE 
0" '~Wt"t ... ·s THAT THAT THE'l.e ARE NONf LIVING IN 

SOT"', WHIL~ CU~AIlLY IN Fr. ... tl ... eALTH. ,t.9IOUP.EO 
"NO HIS "E~T"'L F ... CULTIES vfkT "'CUTf. END 5U"""kY. 
'fS'o~se T? STAO~G E1'teASST PRESSUA£ TO "k~AHG~ AN 

...... ",. "'ITH ,"OArlE" 'ATHEr l."0 S"O~ESHAN, SUIH 
LAO "INISTRY OF FUREIGN "'~fAIKS {"fA, "~RANGfO 

AHO Dt~ TO ~feT WITH 50TH AT TH~ 11Ft O~ 
U'9l. T"e L"O " ... Of A SPEC IAL 'OHIf Dr 

:~~~~::~~~ THIS "'~eTtNG AS A FUkTHEIl fZ",""L!, AND 
tON, 0" THeIR tO~lT"£NT TO COO"~KAIIN~ WIT~ 

u.s. ON THe POW/"IA Issue. 
C""'aG! ANO oe~ eove_eo THE FULL LlST ur UU!STIONS . 

GY ""'U: rI"NGKOIt, "lEA !l1EI" A. THe LAO !'tAO STATt:U '" 
-"T,OI., TH"T 50TH WAS IN 'tE!lT POOR Hf"'LfIoh TI1'" Ht; 

,l:.CI' 'Ot'" i .. e; , 1 
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07/Z1/9Z 115Hl · '''INTERf HI 
VI( NTIANE 2503 

"<O~'~"!;('~':"T::'~°i:° ~ ~ ...... ~ 7/"'fi" CO'IFIOENP" '/" 
vlENTI Ol'O) 02 OF O} tZ08S1! 

I~RE-OO 

51'-01 
INIt.-Ol 
550-00 

A~~ -O? (rAE-DO ~A-09 

P.-~t P~-ot 1'-01 
/OH~ 
------------------ .~JO ... O lZOft5ZZ 1l.0 

lloaztz NOV en 
A1'If1o\8"55Y VIF.NTJ.lNE 
SECS TATE 105HO;:: tl'lI'lCOt.H'.:. Z!99 

SfcoEF WASHOC//OASD-lSA/i>i(-1HA// II', I'I!:~lAr f. 
USA CILHI F1 S~AfTE~ HI//TAPe-PEo-li// IMMED'AT~ 
JCR e ''''Il~ERS PT HI t~~f1[ATE 

INCP AC HO~CLULU HI//J3/J51/J51l/FPAI/ IMHE~IATe 
oICS WA SHOC/I, ... -"'!t .. /JCiT // I~t'\EOlATE 
'IA WASHOC/lPW-:O\U/I IMJ'lEOlt.TE 
MAC Ll AISQU &A/<4Coc;OK TH trtl'lEOliT[; 

D N F toe ~ T I A L SECTlO!~ oz n F O) V[f."TIA .~C OISO) 

II" AL SO FaR F&P/VLC 
10 123 56: OECL: 'JA)!l 
'A~S t "OPS. l& 
IUBJ! SOTri P!TriRASl= ~o FI~STHAND KNCwlEOGf. OF u.S. 
".··nn ... • S IN lAOS 
I. A"E RICAN ,..UrtEN SEING H!:LO IN LAOS. 
_ I N e ollitLY l'i'1l, tuNO! RELEASE!) '''11 &I'\flt.1CAN PR(SONt:RS. 
aMQN' THIS :~u"eEfl WEJl:= ') AI'IEfllCA:-tS c .... rUfl'fO IN LAOS A:<tO 

C-QIIF[BEUT fAt 
VIENTI Ol501 OZ Of 0) IZO,'l! 

TO HANOt ~y VlfTNA"ES~ FO~CES. 
_ ON Z' A'kII. 1"7}, yeu TOLD /'\R.. DEN:tlS Nf:JO, AN 
AUCC.14.TED PReSS NEloI'S CDIUteSPO!'(O'ENT, THAT Tr1Ek~ w~ftt: NO 
~ICAN pOW·S TN LAOS. 
-- leTw EE~ THE 158 YOU ~fNTI0NF.D IN 1969 AN!J TH~ NIN~ 
IILhse o FIt.O~ HANOt THf!It.E AilE AT LEAST llt9 AMEIUC"N 
•• UON !!:R , \lHl('104 HAve riOT 8EEN ACCOUNle'~ FOR, THE U.S. 
IChfI.H"'E NT CO~S1DERS IT A MATTEit OF THE HIGHEST "MORITT 
TO DEle"''''I'''! WHAT H.l'PEU?EO TO THEM "tID OTHERS CA'Tull.EO 
1"11. 1969 . 
--DO YOU HAye ANY IN~OR~ATION WHICH COULD HELP ElPLAIN 
TIllS? 
..... AS I ..... ENTIONfO t.EFQlle. I "AD !'to FIRSTHAND If.NOWlEO:lt: 
... tey ' '''ISO~U.S AND TH[ ONLY INfO~!1"TIO'" I HAl) WAS 
'&S~D 0 "4 UOla AND !oIEWS RIE-OftTS tSSueD ey THe: NLHS 

es t~ S~" NEU~. TOU ~UST UMO~R.STAND THAT fVfN 
AUTHOR.tTI!S IN SAH ~EVA COULD NOT A'CU~ATELT 

THE HUM&ER.S Of AJR'R.A~T HIT OR. PILOTS KILLEu. 
H"" " IWEO . THE AIIl"LANIES WOULD "'TTAC~ "'NO nltoP 

" .... ,.,;80 " 6S. ANO THE SOLOIEItS MOULD fIkE S~AL L A~"S ~~U 
AT THE M. IF THE AIR.PLANE WERlE HIT, IT wOULD 

CONTINU! ON AND CR.ASH ~T SDHe PLACE FAR. AWAY • 
• e8I1FI A( IITlt l I 

N5"'~-OJ 
5S-01 

PACOIE 3 
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07/Z1/'12 nH'tl. PlJNTF.R: Ii( 
ql VIENTIANE 2~Ol ~. 

(IH rJt~( nUL 7-1.f-,t--
TluT "'tu. or "01.0$ I:> VC':II.T DIrrrCUlT, 'IIUI1 U.: S~ JUHGL~ 
"NO Rucr.t'O ~')uHHIN$. THEIU: WAS ,.0 WAT TO I(1iOw Jf rtf!! 

: ,(tOTS WEAE tUtLi:, all. ~AN.lGfO TO ~ .. tI('iUTc OUT. ':VE~ IF 
T",y 010 SU:\Y!VC rilE 41T",(K, THEY eculO Nft'::R I"IAVt 
SURVivED I.Lnt.lf" IN' TIoll'< MOUIHAIHS~ .\$ F!J!\ f'AISO'I::It$ 
TA"t:~. t :»OWl K:-'UW !'lTSt:.LF T~f REAL IOUl'.8;:1I.5 !!IUT t 
UJofOeA,STANc THAT Tlltt welt!;: .AlL Jl.loru"'''''!O TO Ttoif 1,,/.5. Al"ltK 
rH!: \fAR. (r.n"~EIfT! SOTt< lJ'J'EAItEO ~CT TO R!;""(I'IB[!I. THE 
I1,1.!"E 0' OENI'H\ I1t:'Jt) . END (O,.,14"HT) 

'01 .. fDf .CT £"l 
-'§i:£XCEA+1 ~ 

"AIi! 0) VII;,.ll OZ:;03 01 OF Ol 120dSl! 
-~. WE U!ofOEAST.o.HO T' .... T t"'!i'l" 'TeAi!.S I"!.o.Vf ""SSEO $llt't ltit: 
IU,R.. eur 00 Ynu It'I!)H :l" ANY OFFICE O~ °EilSON HI Tlte 
GOVEIIHro:fNT vI"' LAOS If"!) ~AY tlAVe .. NT 'It;CO,\!J'S :If TI1I;SE 
'Wf~lC~H PAtSON(AS~ 

-4 . We (OU1.0 ~IOT 1(F(P sue .. tEe'lt.O,S IN THE llilEIU,TE' 
l~O!!'. Ot(.AV~~ r: .. THe 'VIIISIANI HU"1)r .. ~u ATT4CKS, THe 
PEO"lc 4~O TH£ VILlAGtS "'Gt( SPA(AO CUT OVfk 4 GU",T 
4t.tA. QVit ONLY i''l.FI'1(CUPlT ION :..lAS Tv SUIlVIVE ANO 
COHTll'fJe TO .. ,GriT ,.~It VJl'UK1 . I'H.U M.I,Y "".I,ve ~eEN 
.. EPO .. rs o~ BATTLB eVT TII<:II;( WA~ NO POSSIetliTT Tl 
lteeOkO n~E: DeTAIl ". 1l SO, IT IiIOULD HAVE" 8'EcN I'lPQSSUli: 
TO l'I.Al'HAlfII l\Kri "(COUIS UI(Utl( I Ht: lC""iJIT IONS TIl THF 
LltEIAT!O ION'S. 
-'J. 01( 12 5EPT"K~FR 1'1"", YOU INFO~"E:> LJi:VTcIU:,r pereA ""f" 
IICSSFOII.O·S Jt.t:l.rlVfS THAT H~ )Vl(y!Vtll ""1) w.t.S C!l'TlI~Fn. 
-- \o.S youiI. S1"ATe"'E~T :O"'SE~ O~ !;VIO(s<::( THAT 11"!';'SSFO",O 
SUlvtvElll 
•• 1" ':i0. O/I'AT "'.s tro( eVIO!:!Hcer 
-- WW ' T WA .. PEHEO TO LT. HcSSFCR~l 

- " . AS 1 'tOTtO IIe'Fo.-.!!. I HAD NO IfIIFCIIUHIuN MYSELF ON 
NA~es 0 .. INOlyl0UAlS C,,'TUItED ~V OU~ fOltC!S. eUT ONLT 
ItFCfIY!O THI! ""'O"TS FII;OIl SAl' NtVA. I Oo..'T ItE"IeK!5(A 
THIS ItAKf . AND J WOULD HAVE HAO NO EvrDfNr.~ THA' Hi HlO 
su,vtvEO OR ANY l~r~~ATION 0" WHAT Y~D "_'~eNe~ TO HI". 
-~- nN THE 20TH OF NOVEI'SeA 1'Ir.'t YOU STATE!) IHAT IIlC 
'AT"'!T LAO HAU 'A,",Ul!.fO OVfll.. 10 UR' ..... N A!l'l YCU SIoiWJEO A 
LIST 01= rl~ or Ct" A"'E'IC.~l '~"IUI\t:O. 
- - WHn na WHAT OI!.GA~'IATIOH .. 11;0'110(0 T""T LIST7 

~~IG!fi ' l kL 
~eNl lAC 

PAGE 04 vlEHTI eZS03 -!)~C" 03 lZOJ'll 
-- WHO ~!Jt.e THt: 70 "e~ UN rHt LI~I ~N~ WHAT HlPPEHFD ro 

T"'"7 
-A . I OON°T ."t&U. 'NY L.UT 01' ,1,.r:S\)NE"S. AS rHi . 
' ''OKeS'''AN lit ylfNII ....... et I ","U\lI..U NUl ", .. VI:: H.I,') SUCH 

. :.:;;n:::zcCh" ~ 
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0 7 /21/'12 ll<;SH· P~INf(,,; HI 
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.... c, 01 
~'TI ON (AP-Ol 
1",.0 lOG-OU 

N$CE-OO 
UUE-OO 

40~-~0 

'&-01 
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C tH.-OO 

""'-Ul 
"A-09 
P-Ol 

lNi\-Ol 
550-00 

----------------- - l~C~41 120oH!. flO 
o 1201212 NOV '1 
f~ AHFH8ASSY VIENTI&NE 
,0 SfC STATf W.~HUC II".Nf"Or.lTE 1II:l!l 
.N'O "c:)c;r IoA$:.(OC/(OASo-15"('''-''IA// 1MEDIAn: 
tOA USAf .• ' ~t FT Sl/ol:<TE', '41/(Tol:OC-!'CO-It(( II"IMtOIAH' 
COl J C"I.C e"l\lIfll.:' 1'1 HI I"HflllHe 
USCtNG,A' HONOlULU '·II/.Jll,JHIJ~lllf<PII/ IMt;OhTF 
,lCt WASHilr:/IPw-Mlol/JGTII Il'./'\EO!.I.T~ 
"A WASHOCII'W-.'IIAI/ 1P\~fI)IAH 
JeIlC LJA1S0'~ eANGI(OI( TH 1o'\1':r.!l;:AT!: 
C a H ~ Tn; ~ T I 4 l ScGtIO~ 0) o~ 'J VIE~TI~~t Ol,O) 
D!rT lL S~ Fait t: AP/VLC 
10 lZ)UI oeCl: OlO It. 
TA'S : MOPS. LA 
SUI .. '!: SOTH I'HH"AS!: •• ..J i<'_STHA:-tO KNO"iiLi;OGE OF U.S • 
'DV/~U'S IN LAO!; 
If!II'O .. I1ATlON. EXCF,IIT T".OUCH 11..1,010 ,,~o '1EWS 1I.£,II0ltl:; fROH 
SA" NEVI . I I\r;ALLY OO"'T "NUW A~OUT PtFSf; Flt;UJt.H Oil 
lINn MAY "AVe HIPPE~EO TO Tilts.: fI·EH. 100 I':UST 

£:9,pcr"TT., 
'9 S' t fiAt 

.ACE OZ Vlt~TI 0250) 0) OF 0) 110SZ~1 
IfIfOtlt Sn NI) IH4I ",U(t4 Of \lH.ll lJ.I,S ANNOUNCeo W~S fOIt THE 
",1,oSe 01' HOOILllIN~ TMf Jo!ASns AND JH~TILlIW" 'iafATFt 
IIQUL & IMnNf; OU" F'=!I!.CES. 
N "e, A Qt,eSllUNS. 
"J. (HAllee A.~I('~ S')T'1 '" He HAC AfIIT GEtu~~"L )'AT~/'IeHT "HE 
~I'HT W I~" TO HAkE TO THE POw/~tA FA~ILIES ON THE Issue 
., I' ow/"r,,'s r~ L"US. 50TH ~F1PnNJEO WItH SOME 
't.OOVENC.! THAT lit. HAO e'!e~ THE Sl'OKfSI"'.AN ON: TH15 lSSUF 
fOIl " ... NY YF.ns. II' SAID THAT WHENeveR TIIC F"~ILIfS 
-.oT! "' u~ . He A~Slojt:ll.c.Uo WHEN THeY CAlUO av 0I1of0:'£' HE 
S'OKE oI"EeTLY 'JrTH THEt'. \ljHEN THEY '""Ie ru llOS. HE 
.fltO~F D TH!H AN~ TAL~EC 'E"SO~ALLY WttH THE"_ ~E fUllT 
UHOf~STOOO lHellt "ItIEF ANO 10~r.1HG FO .. l~e[A LOYEJ 
INIS.. SOTH Solio. "HI"! ::Icptl! INTENSITY, THAT Ht SPI)IC,~ 
1'1" WHOl fHF. AAteo St~~ElI;tTY TH~T THE L.I,O G~VrRN"E~T WAS 
:O"",ITTI!:O TO coo"eJUTluN WlTH ALL r.nu~tll.1E5. AJiO 1/01 
·&lTlCUU.~ WITH TtlC U. S. eN THE I'OW/"'U. ISSUf.. lHt. WAR 
IS lON:; OYER ."It) THE. LAO ~O NCT VI EW TWE U .. S .. AS A~ _KY. ( I( 'ACT. SOTH S"'(O I HAl LAo-U .. S .. I~LATIONS HAV' 
:tfATlV IMP.OvEo AHO ARE BECO"ING IN'lI.edING LV CLOH. ... 
nee L.AO Wou\' O NUll IN THE P An HlYE H ... O THE. CAPUILtTY all 
..... INf£ NTlOli YO I'I.!;(P LIye I'OW·S IJrf LAOS A~D THeY nn kOT 

..LllniF le!:J Y",,, I 'AGe 
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vtENft.t.N: 2<;0) 
01/21/92 llS5~l P~!~T~~: ~l 

co' EIrE' , 7-1..(-,L-
~OW", 50TH (""'HUllEO THAT All THt POW'S HAj BH~ 
1I.ETI.{RN€O AT THe €~:J 01= TIiE WAR ."'iD THAT THERE ARe NO 
LIve P.tSONERS IN LAOS ~o~. H= OtS'UU~TE~ ANY 
POSSl5tLITY TH":r ANY FOR~I:A. f1ttSf'lNEK COUl!) H"'V~ SU"'VIVED 
eN HIS OW" IN 11-1:= ~E~·")TE AReAS. 50TH u!tGC!l CH"RGE Hl 
I). COfl(MENT: "lTlI(1)~"i SI)TH "'AS CLEARLY IN c;RAIl H="tTH, 

-E:9'CFtOE.iT I 'I. 
C!lb'FlBE.Hf4t -

P4r.F 0) vHtHI C;'!'iOJ 03 OF 0 ] lZOSZqZ 
HIS "'IN!) ANi) MEMORY ':II':) NOT ,U""'EAR IMP'! .'ro. H:' WAS 
VtCOROUS "'Ni> r-o .n"iC Q~J~C It~ t'llS RESPONS!:S "N~ S~=I1EO 
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HEARING ON THE UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT'S POSTWAR POW/MIA EFFORTS 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 12, 1992 

U. S. SENATE, 
SELECT CoMMITTEE ON POW-MIA AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC. 
The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:55 a.m. in room SR­

Russell Senate Office Building, Hon. John F. Kerry (chairman 
committee) presiding. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF RON. JOHN F. KERRY, U.S. SENATOR 
FROM MASSACHUSE'ITS 

The CHAIRMAN. The hearing will come to order. I apologize to all 
the delay. We were in Executive Session with the station chief 

Laos and it took a little longer than we expected. And other 
"em~lrs are still, in fact, up there with him now, which is why we 

part of a committee here. But we are going to proceed so 
can get through today's schedule hopefully on time. 

welcome today General Leonard Perroots, who was DIA Di­
from 1985 to 1988, Richard Childress of the NSC staff during 

Reagan administration, and Richard Armitage, who was in the 
DSPIl,rtlment of Defense during the course of the Reagan adminis­
~!!!~)I1., _ !,111 of whom had had responsibilities with respect to the 

issue . 
uent.lenneI1, we welcome you today. I thank you for taking time. I 

have already spent time with the staff and we are appre­
you for that. 

:~ed. 
would stand so that I could swear you in and then we will 

your right hands. Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God. 

~neral PERROOTS. I do . 
... r . CHILDRESS. I do. 
Ambassador ARMITAGE. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. I understand, General, you will lead off with an 

~~~~~~~~.~~~and---~ It is only appropriate. 
vHAl1iM.~ [continuing]. Others of you may have statements 

we will proceed. Thank you. Senator Smith, do you have 

;~§;~'it:r SMITH. I will defer for the moment. 

~~~~~ii:'~~' Senator Brown? a BROWN. No. 
(217) 
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The CHAIRMAN. General? 

TESTIMONY OF LIEUTENANT GENERAL LEONARD H. PERROOTs, 
USA (Retired), FORMER DIRECTOR, DlA 

General PERROOTS. Mr. Chairman, if I look somewhat d;,;he've'lecL 
I watched the hearings all night long. You're to be commended 
the manner in which you conduct these investigations and 
strength you have in continuing the effort so many long hours. 

I'd like to begin by congratulating you and your committee 
your efforts to shed more light on this critical and e~~~~.~~~ 
POW IMIA issue, an issue that virtually dominated my I 

and actions as Director of DIA for over 3 years. 
I have earlier provided deposition to the committee as requestecL 

However, in view of the subsequent recent developments r~::y~~~: 
from your hearings on July 24, Mr. Chairman, I not only 1 

the opportunity to appear here in open testimony, but contacted 
Senator McCain and requested that I be given an opportunity to 
address this committee to respond to certain allegations that 
made during that session. 

I felt I needed to do this to set the record straight. In this pre­
p.ared statement, I will directly respond, point by point, to the qUe&­
bons that your committee staff provided. I am struck by the fact 
that by far most of the questions relate to my association with Mr. 
Ross Perot. After watching 6 hours of the testimony, I have a 
better understanding of why those questions appeared. 

While I can understand the interest, indeed in some cases 
relevancy of Mr. Perot's involvement as it applies to me and DIA 
under my tenure, I find it interesting that there were no questioDl 
regarding the multitude of significant initiatives which we under­
took from 1986 to 1989 to improve our ability to support the POWI 
MIA effort. 

I assure you, Mr. Chairman, that my comments here are not mo­
tivated by any desire for any agency or self-aggrandizement. How­
ever, It seems to me that as a result of so much notoriety ri~~;~~ 
the negative aspects of this issue, especially as relates to 
ment support, there has been a growing sense out there in the 
terland of America that very little good work has been done to ... 
solve this issue and that frankly, we just don't care. 

It seems to me that in this climate of mistrust that it is appr('pr,: 
ate, on occasion, to call attention to those very positive steps 
were taken, steps that I continue to be very proud of. I believe 
it is important that the American people know that there 
are dedicated, tireless and committed people in the Defense 
gence Agency who have made and I'm sure continue to made mar 
nificent contributions in supporting the POW I MIA effort. t 

I believe that they need to know that in view of the constan 
drum beat of criticism in the agency from the media and a varte~ 
of other sources including at times, some Members of this comm; 
tee. Mr. Chairman, I'm not suggesting that there were not pr d 
lems in DIA. There were problems. Many related to resource ~ 
organizational limitations from the late 1970's to the early 1980 II-
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But while I cannot speak for what transpired before 1985, I can 
I&el~orics'lI'y and proudly say we made a sincere effort to identify 

problems and to fix them. 
Ch,aiIcman. with the committee's indulgence, I'll briefly 

~~~§'~fi~iE~~~~~1 for the American people as I 
did you have with Mr. Ross Perot? 

began with my inviting Mr. Perot to join 
, ~"'.~~C.·.~::;:l. advisory board. As I entered the office of Director, I 

a group of talented and respected people from outside DOD 
over my shoulder, to have full access to our mes !,nd to P!o-

me with an objective assessment of how I was domg my Job 
how I could do my job better. 

Perot already had a long-standing recognized sincere. inter­
POW IMIA issue and he was one of my first candidates. 

aforttllla,teJiy, Mr. Perot said his duties precluded him from being 
IlII1-tam,e member of the advisory board. He recommended his 
~,:~~~a~ Brigadier General Robbie Risner for membership and 
'. I concurred. 

' B()wE~ver, Ross offered his assistance to me in support of my ef­
whenever he had time and whenever he was in Washington. 

White House had acknowledged Mr. Perot's efforts in support 
POW I MIA issue and cOIDiffiended him for his efforts. 

of his past activities, I made a decision to provide him 
to keep him personally involved for our mutual benefit. 

\tiestI'on: What access to POW IMlA intelligence was Ross Perot 
what period of time? 

! ~~;~:~a~~1.h~ad full and unrestricted access to all POW IMIA re­
III of classification and he had that access for the 

was Director. 
the purpose of this access? Well, the purpose was mul­

raceted, First he needed to observe what we were doing and how 
doing our job if he was going to be helpful. Second, I 

breathe fresh air into the process to attempt to allay 
the allegations that there continue to be some sort of a 

up of data. 
that Ross Perot had a network which provided him 

information on the issue and frankly, I wanted to tap 
Access to the mes offered him an opportunity to cross­

and solicit assistance from our analysts. 
Ross Perot had credibility. He had credibility. Particular­

' ~~'::~tfamilY members who knew that he would objectively an.d 
• issue. But simply, I wanted to explOIt thIS 

support and I wanted him on our side. 
.P;~;;;id;~t Bush or the NSC authorized Perot's access? 

Perot's support as a member of my advisory board 
!,O,thorilZirlg him access was my idea. I kept the Vice President 

of our activity, including Mr. Perot's involvement, 
t~h~o'~c~m~e~m~~bers of the NSC staff or personally. 
" of Defense, Mr. Weinburger, was aware and 

impact that Mr. Perot's private negotiating forays into 
[letnwm have on the effectiveness of the U.S. Government's efforts 

I'elilOh,e the POW I MIA issue with Vietnam? 
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Well, I can't speak for the U.S. Government. My charter \V 
collect, evaluate and to report. I was not involved with policy aa 
ters. Mr. Perot's activities during my tenure had no adverse 
on my mlSSlOn. 

W!'at was your i~volvement with Ross Perot in attemptin~ 
obtam a purported vIdeotape of American POW's in 1986? - ... 

W~ll, we we:e both committed to obtaining the tape whatever 
requIred .. I belIeved It was necessary-I believe now it is neces&u 
to chromcle developments related to the tape in order to 
stand our respective involvement. 

On January 27, 1986, then Congressman Billy hand 
ried to the White House a letter addressed to the 
Major (Retired) Mark Smith and his attorney, Mr. Mark 
whIch they revealed the existence of a videotape which 
showed 39 American prisoners in captivity in Laos as receQn"'t "las;eQ1 
tober 1985. 

Mark Smith claimed that he had visited the mideast and 
a copy of the tape in the presence of a mideast intelligence 
nel. Now, the next day, on February 28, Mark Smith, in ~ltim'llII 
before the Senate Veterans Affairs Committee talked 
letter to the President and he promised to gain ~ccess to the 
tape for the congressional committee Members within 1 week. 

Now what followed was a period of frustration, as we never 
tained a copy of the tape. I had pledged to Congressman 
Hendo~, who was working with Mark Smith, any support 
sary, eIther personally from me or from my agency to assist in 
acquisition of that tape. ' 

We contacted the mideast intelligence service which Smith 
claImed h:," access to a copy. We were advised that they 
no such VIdeotape and stated that the meeting described 
could not have taken place. Nevertheless, nevertheless, I 
that we continue to pursue acquisition of the tape . 

On ~ebruary 20, Congressman Hendon telephoned me 
hours m my quarters and reported that Mark Smith was in 
trying to obtain the videotape and needed some assistance to 
away some obstacles. I responded to his request and provided 
support asked. 

On February 28, another letter was delivered to the White 
stating that Mark Smith had returned from a trip overseas 
offer which would have Congressman Hendon then ['.o""r",;8)['­
Bob Smith, now Vice Chairman, Mark Smith ~nd ""rla1<" 
cini travel to Southeast Asia to view the tape, after 
would be required to pay $4.2 million in cash to take the nri.nnaJ 
the tape and other evidence. 

On March 3, Con~ressman Hendon, Congressman. Bob 
M:,rk SmIth, along WIth attorney Mark Waple, met with rel)re­
atIves of DIA. The proposal as outlined in the letter of the 
dent was presented to DIA by Congressman Hendon and 
Smith. Hendon and Mark Smith were asked by DIA if 
any further information about the tape and both replied 
had names associated with the POW's shown on the tape. 

However, when asked, both Hendon and Mark Smith refused ~ 
provide any of the names. I've always been at a loss to understaP"' 
why Senator Smith was not able to exert sufficient influence ~ 
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and Mark Smith to convince them to turn over this poten­
information to the governmental agency responsible for 

jj;Olmting for POW's. 
my involvement with Mr. Perot in this effort, my recollec­

that I discussed this tape with Mr. Perot as related to Gov­
Nulnellt policy, a policy which precluded us from paying for infor­

also recall Mr. Perot saying that he had talked with Vice 
Bush and they had discussed the tape. I recall Mr. Perot 
me realized that this could be a scam, but stated 

me that we needed to pursue it. He indicated 
the $4.2 million in a safeway, payable only after 

~~:~r~~~:~: of its authenticity. his efforts to be a reflection of his patriotism and 
over the issue and that still applies. He made no 

of any renumeration nor any offer by the Government for 
navback. 

a memo which indicated that the Vice President has tele­
Congressman Hendon to inform him that Ross Perot had 

asked to look into the latest reports of POW's in Southeast 
and asked Mr. Hendon to cooperate with Mr. Perot to deter­
whether or not recent reporting was valid. 

that Mr. Hendon was in touch with Mr. Perot during this 
have recollection of Mr. Perot mentioning the possible a1-
of funds for either transportation or to assist in the re­

alias Mr. Gregson who was in a Singapore jail 
this was the fellow who allegedly had the 

knows, the tape was never made avail-

;::n:,~~,~:?to these questions, Mr. Chairman, are provided in 
Tighe's own words from the forward of the Tighe Report. 

quote directly, General Perroots called me into the DIA for a 
discussion of this issue soon as he assumed his position as 

a-:tor as DIA. He was determined to assure a thoroughly profes­
effort. 

8g1'eE!d to conduct an investigation at General Perroots' request, 
","u~e. Now I use this direct quote to correct a misconception by 

lately that the Tighe Task Force was somehow forced upon 

for emphasis. No one ever approached me to take on Gen­
It was solely and exclusively my idea for good and hon­

"!"lSOns. I made my case to General Tighe and he graciously 
~~io~ offer. I might add that I took him on despite some 
!'I by some outside the intelligence community that he 
~ this as an opportunity to foster his own views, regardless 
eVIdence. 

as can be confirmed by the public record and by my 
'~l'en'a, General Tighe himself, I never questioned the honesty, 

~~;~ or motives of General Tighe and was pleased at his ac-
l: of my offer. 

to what influence I had over its conclusions and recom­
I18!Bct..ti,on". Well, the answer is absolutely none. General Tighe 
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and his people, as well as the review board, had total access to 
of the files with no strings attached and the conclusions and 
mendations were theirs. 

Again, I quote from his own words in the report itself to 
trate that I offered absolutely no constraints. And I quote, 
rector of DIA further insisted that my investigation go amrw~_ 
my fmdings took it. The charter emphasized that were 
for any indication of any impropriety or cover up, quote. 

Now there was some discussion among the task 'l~:i~.~~~= 
over the wording of one important conclusion. The u 
ing was and I quote, DIA holds information that es(:"o;~r.es_ 
strong possibility of American prisoners of war being 
and Vietnam. 

There were discussions over the word possibility versus pl"()babi 
ty and the addition of the words, of war vice the word simply 
oners. General Tighe ultimately agreed on the conclusion as 
rentiy written, that is, DIA holds information that establishes 
strong possibility of American prisoners of war being held 
and in Vietnam. 

Mr. Chairman, here's where I must publicly take issue with 
eral of my dear friend General Tighe's remarks as your 
public hearing. This is difficult for me. First, concerning 
matic announcement that was prompted by Senator Smith 
believed that his room was bugged and that it was the un:ani.DlOI 
conclusion of task force members. 

By the way, Mr. Chairman, since Senator Smith knew he 
going to follow that line of questioning, it seems to me 
might have been more effective and enlightening if I would 
been invited to aPl"'ar with General Tighe during that p_u"b"lilnc

red ing. Perhaps that s not appropriate, but the thought no 

me. 
Mr. Chairman, I've been personal friends and continue to be 

sonal friends with General Tighe for many years. He has 
entiy been complimentary toward my efforts in supporting 
POW!MIA issue and I'm grateful for it. But I simply cannot 
this bugging claim go unchallenged. 

It is inconceivable to me, as it must be to you, that now 
years later, the first mention of bugging is uttered. I have 
contact with General Tighe frequently over the years. He cor.tillL_D 
to be a member of the DIA Advisory Board at my rec:orn,m~:n~!~ 
Never, never did he or any task force member mention 
had even a suspicion of any bugging of their facility. 

Just 3 weeks ago, 3 weeks ago at Dulles Airport, the next 
ing after the hearing, I asked General Tighe why he had 
charge. He quickly responded that he knew that I had n~~~ 
do with any bugging, that he was prepared to say that. )' 
told him that wasn't the point. The point was that If 
was even the suspicion that the room was bugged, no matt:er 
bugged it, surely he would have told me and I firmly believe 
would have. 

It is inappropriate that I hear it over 5 years later in a 
hearing. Also the statement by General Tighe that it was 
mous conclusion of all the task force members that the 
bugged is false. As Mr. Arthur KIos, a member of the task 
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2 days ago on August 10, 1992, quote, I cannot imagine who 
want to bug the room or for what purpose, unquote. 
Chairman, I can't imagine who or why that room would 

bugged. I asked for General Tighe to do the report. I 
the review board to support the effort. None of these 

are shrinking violets. None of them would hesitate telling 
anyone else their views. There's no need to collect their 

via a bug. 
Chairman, the thing that adds to this growing lack of confi­
that the American people have about our public servants is 

this charge almost appeared to be staged and reacted to. 
committee's response to the allegation, if you please, 

to imply acceptance of the charge before sufficient investiga­
conducted. 

reaction, as I recall, was something like, now things begin 
sense. Senator Grassley stated and I quote from the tran­

jrip,tio:n, that is why people do not trust the Government and sus-
created on efforts to resolve the issue, unquote. 

&I~;~M ~ Smith stated and I quote, I was shocked to learn that 
being bugged, not allegedly bugged, was being 

for the identification of the individual who 

~:~~!~~iOf General Tighe's office, not the alleged 
of General Tighe's office. All of the com-

~~tI.:~~~:"{ allegation that there was a bugging. 
li do not believe there was. There is no evidence 

was. And yet the American people again were left with a pic-
of a sinister operation by the Defense Intelligence Agency. 
this is unfair. I don't have to tell you the responsibility to be 

objective. And for the most part, you've demonstrated that 
Pl'Cl<:Y. I watched you for 8 hours and I command you for it. 
I.urt~,p~, Senator Smith, I'm told, in DIA that they're waiting for 

investigation that you were going to demand. I'm waiting for 
because I'm demanding an investigation of that bugging. 

It:'d~:~~al~~~ made by General Tighe at that hearing need to 
a ii.K.un, Senator Smith prompted General Tighe with 

where you denied information? Surprisingly, his re­
I knew I did not have access to all intelligence in-

:~~~~:r~:~~~~tBha~t's simply not true. I directed that all files or that the task force or review board request-
be provided. 

regard, it's interesting to note that General Tighe called 
case history files for that entire period, files that he was 

' '':'''!!liar with. The point is, the point is, I repeatedly asked 
and the review group if they were getting the sup­

needed and never received anything but a positive 

$~n~llenoe", again I remind you that the people involved are 
was any problem in getting necessary informa­

they not have called attention to it and made it even a 
record in the report? I'm sure they would have, because 

all men of integrity. 
:... .. ' ... '0, I hear of this alleged problem for the first time over 5 

I cannot accept that. There were other references by 
at the hearing that bothered me. He suggested that 
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he was surprised that I had what he described as my people 
board the review group. 

Let's review the makeup of the review group: General 
Dougherty. a distinguished aviator and lawyer; General 
Kinston. distinguished combat veteran and commander. 
first commanding officer of the JeRC-he also accompanied 
aI Vessey on several trips to Hanoi; Lieutenant General 
Flynn. distinguished aviator and ex-Vietnam POW; Lyman 
patrick. a giant in the intelligence world; Brigadier General 
Risner. fighter pilot. ex-POW and a close confidante of Ross 
Major General Murray. a Vietnam veteran with special knowled" 
of Vietnam logistics. 

These distinguished men belong to no one. They're in nOI>od~"1 
pocket. They are patriots with a strong commitment to this 
Two of them spent years in north Vietnamese camps. They 
with no strings attached and they knew it. I wanted the very 
people I could fmd to provide an honest and objective review of 
efforts and to characterize them as my men does a great disservial 
to them. 

Final question. Where you satisfied with the attention and 
sources the POW IMIA issue was receiving during your tenure? 

The answer to that question is yes. because I demanded att;e.!!I~ 
and resources once I identified the problems in the agency. 
in my statement. I mentioned the many significant initiatives 
accomplished in 3 short years. Let me briefly elaborate. 

Early we concluded the range of investigations designed to 
tify for me the problem areas. You're familiar with the 
Report. you're familiar with the Tighe Report. 
tional collection priority to priority one. Never betot·e 
been done. It had been a five in the late 1970's under Gene 
It was never above three. 

We increased the number of people dedicated to the effort 
over 300 percent. We brought on new fresh blood. both at the 
ing and management level. There would be no tired analysts. 
automated the entire data base for the first time. This greatly 
cilitated the analysis process. 

At my request. my request, Mr. Casey. the DCI. authorized 
the first time the creation of an intelligence community worki:1II1I 
group which I chaired. The purpose of this group was to 
unified intelligence efforts and to constantly discuss ways to 
prove collection and analysis by the intelligence community. 

We used to sit around and say. what can we do better lto~~~~~::': 
this effort? Organizationally. we moved the POW IMIA d 
DIA from under a directorate and elevated it to be directly 
the command element for my personal scrutiny and SU]PP<>rt. 

In response to criticism of debunking and by tired analysts. 
established a procedure that required a review board to look 
every case to determine the disposition and action. Thereby. 
single analyst could ever made that determination again. .dell" 

We implemented an aggressive analytical effort designed to 1 
tify the most probable areas of potential ~ctivity. All reports ... ~ 
considered valid in this review. My motive for this geographi­
clustering-I see you have one--BS to identify the most likely arf1I6 
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on the ground human collection effort. even if we had no 
specific evidence. 

introduced the new level involvement into the effort across the 
Virtually all the Defense Intelligence Agency SES's or 

executive service people were asked to review and comment 
the effort. We created and fmanced collection teams for in­

:::~o:; the ground interviews of refugees and other classified 

capability remains in effect today. It's a significant ac­
IIIDIlplishlooent. We implemented an open door policy whereby any 

member could talk to me personally. and day or day time of 
concerning our efforts or their concerns. and believe me. 

exercised this policy frequently. 
energized a very special collection effort at NSA to accommo­

one of General Tighe's chief concerns about our ability to get 
a particular area. 

instituted an active program of briefmg for the Congress to 
them apprised of our efforts and fmally. we gave the POW I 
effort full budgeting support out of the GDIP. the General De­
Intelligence Program. for any initiative. It was my number 

priority for funding in the agency. 
there are more. These are all self-imposed initiatives. 

.....v·,· .. not directed by anybody. They were made as a result of a 
"18i1;iv,~. caring agency determined to do its very best to improve 

BUl'POlrt to this vital issue. 
a personal vantage point. few can truly appreciate the 

of commitment and responsibility I felt at this effort. I had to 
those family members in the eye and pledge our best effort. 

needs to wear the mantle of responsibility to fully under-
the impact of that responsibility. I spent hours lying awake 

night trying to . think of new ways I might improve the effort. I 
haunted by the thoughts of some of my comrades in arms pos­
being over there and by their suffering families who deserved 
ounce of our energy and our commitment. 

ask myself the question. What more could we p<>SSibly have 
But Senators. I can honestly say in retrospect. we gave it one 

of an effort and I'm so very proud of the men and women of 
that responded tirelessly to my constant and often relentless 

~1IID'ls and I feel certain that the same responsiveness prevails 

"i~~~~~ today. ~ you for your kind attention. 
prepared statement of General Perroots follows:] 
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PREPARED STATEMENT 

TESTIMONY OF 

U Oen (Ret) Leonard H. Perroots 
Fonner Director, Defense Intelligcngc Agency 

1985 --1988 

GlVENTOTHE 

SENATE SELECr COMMI'ITEE 

ON POW/MIA AFFAIRS 

12 AUGUST 1992 

•• QaItmU. 

I ~ like '" belin by ccoguulatin, you IDd your Commiuce f ... your off_ to shod __ 

..... 00 this c:ritieal and emotioDli POWJMIA I"uc; .. I .... lhat YimWly domtIIuod my 

...,pll and actio", u the Dtm:1A>r of DIA for ""or Ih ... yean. I have eartter pzovided • 

..,ation to the Committee. u requested. However. in view of subsequent recent d£velopmentS _lin, from your heario .. on 24 My. I not only welcome !he Opportunity 10 appear hac in 

CIfCIl teStimony but I ~ntacted Senator M;Cain and requeatecl that I be given an opportunity to 

JddrUS this Committee to respond to ccruin alle,_lions that were made durin, that session. I 

feb 1 needed to do this to set the record sntahL 

'" IhiJ prepuod .lItement I will dirt<tly respond point by poinllo the question. your CommIttee 
IafI' provided.. 1 am struck by fact: that by far, most of the Questions rdate to my usociation 

willi Mr. Ross Pet<>!. While I can UDderstJnd the intmst IDd indeed in some cue. the relevancy 

ClfMr. Peroe's involvement as it applies to me and DIA under my tenure, I find it intcrestin, that 
... were no question. relardin& the multitude ot significant initiatives which we tlndertook 
lam 1986--1989 to improve our ability to suppon the POW/MIA etron. I assure you Mr. 

Qalnnan. that my comments are Dot motivated by '0), desire Cor any _seney or selt­

IIIfIDdizemenl However, it seems to me that as . ·reswt of 50 much notoriety regardin, the 

IIPlive upects of this issue. especially u rl:lates to IOVe:mment support. there bas been • 

prtrinc 5Cnse out there in the hinterland of America that very Utile good work has been done to 

IIIDlve this issue. and that we just didn't care - it seems to me that in this climate of mistrUst that 

II b appropriate on occasion to call attention [() those very positive Steps that were taken. Steps 

"'1 continue to be so vuy proud of. 

I believe thlt it is important that the American people know lblt there were and are dedicated • 
...... 1Dd commined people in the DefCllJO lntclU,.... Aeeney who have made, IDd I am.ure 

-..mue to make, maanificent contributions in supportin, the: POWlMlA effort. I believe tb.ar: 

.., need to know that. in view of the constant drumbeat of cridcism of the Aleney from the 
s...,. "1'''11.' "" IIIdia aDd I variety of other sources including. u times. this Committee. Mr. Chairman. 1 am . ~ 

- lUapsting that there were not problems tn DlA. There wen: problems. many related. to 

_ and orpnizationallimilltions from lite late 7r1. duoulh the culy Sri.. BUI while I 

- .peak for what tran.pirnd beto .. 19S'. I can "",oriaDy snd proudly •• y we mlde • 

..... erron 10 ideality and scope those problems - and '" fix them. So Mr. Ch~. with the 
Committee's indulaence. I will briefly chronicle those achievements publicly (or the ~ClQ 
.... u I respond to your prepuod questions . 

. I· 
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A.ulUCt 12. 1992 

1. What intcracdon dld you have with RIm Pemt1 

My hucnctioQ began WIth my lBvtdn, Mr. PcrulID join my DlAIPOW Advicary Board.. 
AI [cn[ertd the office oEDnct« I WUl1ed a pour of talented and ~~ people from 

outside. Dol) to loot OYer ()IJ( ~ 10 have fulllC"" to our files and to pnvide me 
with an objoctivc :luta:JDent of bow 1 ..... doinJ: my job aod buw I coWd do my job better. 
K.nu Ptror tlre&dy lwla1on,.st&rldina. ra:opiud cinctre iDterest in the POWJML\ Wile:. 
and wu one of my first eanc1idttes. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Pe:ot Mid his dude; precluded. him from. beint. tullliJnc membu uC 

the .. dvilOf)' board.. IU: reeolTlr1'lC.nde4 b1s Iood fricud, Bripdicr Generu Robbie Risner. 
(or rDCmbcuhip. However. Ross offved blJ assistance tn me in ~pport of my drocu 

whenever he had tirne and was In WuhlD,IOn. The White House had. ackDowledaed Mr. 
Peroc". dI'0CI1 in support of the POWJMIA issue tnd commended h1m ruc his cfl'cxu. Itt 
view of his pur activities. I made • l.kclsioo. to provide him. 2C«U, and to keep him 

ptm)mill), lnvolvtd for our IINtusl benefit. 

2. Wluti ICUn 10 POW/MtA ifttoDi~ was Ross PtIOC. given. and. what pc:riI.d of lime? 

He had full, unrestricted access 1U aU rcpcru, n:,Udlell of cia"ification. He had mit 
ac:ccu for the entire period I wu Direaor. 

3. What wu the purpose of hi.1CCeU1 

The purpose wu muldta",tQJ., rUJI: be nccdocl to obSCII'Ve what we were doing and bow we 
W~ doln, oW' job. SecoocIlr. I wantel'l tn bret(tmh air inlu lho ptOtCSI, 10 allay ooce 

lind for IU the allee'dun Iba1 ~ contiaucd to ~ lOme son of a linister awer-up ot dalL 

Third. I knew thllllou Puot hid • netwUt whkb ptovkbllWn diRcdr with iDformalion 
nn the: Issue. and I wantoJ to cap daat IOCrCC. AccoSt to the rlk. offered him In opponunhy 
to CTOu-oheck infomwioD and solidt wimnce trom our llJIlysLS. Founh. Rou Perot had 
erec:libility. pwcuJarty IlDJ':;,:~mij1 ambcn wbo knew that he would. objectively tnd. 

vicorouJly pursue this US1X.. PIn simpty. r 'WlDtcd to expJoh Lhis r~ of ta1ecc ud 
• uppon. 

4. Had Vice Pruident Busb or dIG: NSC ~ Pcrot'IICCe&I? 
• • ..... ..",..." ..... 1/" •• ,c 

5~1icibna Mr. Paol. mpport IS a member of my Advbory Croup wu M1 
idea. r kept the Vice ~ appri.sc:d of all of our .cavity iDc:llldina Pdr~ Puot's 

.1. 
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blWlvcment. either throu,b (bembcrs of thc NSC staff or personally. Also. the Secretary 

of Defense. Mr. Weinber,cr, was aware anclapproved. 

Whit Impact did Mr. Perot's private ne,on.ting (orays into Vietnam ~.vc on the 

effectivenesl of the USG's efforts to resolvc the POW/MlA issue with Vietnam? 

My chaner was to collect. evaluate and repon. I was not involved with poUey Pl3.rterI. Mr. 

Perorlactivities durin, my tenUIt: had no adverse effect on my mission. 

WhIt was your invol..,.ement with Ross Perot in aaemptin, to obtain I purported video tape 

of American POW. in laIC 19861 

We were both commined to obtaining the tape. whatevcr it required. I belie,ve it is 

DCUSSuy to chronicle developIIlents related to lite tape in order to undentand our 

mpcctive involvement. 

On 27 Januuy 1986. then Congressman Billy Hendon hand-carried to the White House a 

letter addressed 10 the President from Mljo.- (Retired) Mill< Smith and his anomey Mr. 
Muk Waple. in which they revealed the existence of a video tape which alleledly showed 

39 American prisoners in captivity in Laos as n::cent is October 1985. Smith claimed mat 
be had visited the Mid·East and viewed. copy of the tape in the presence of Mid·But 

maeUigence persoMeL 

The next day. 28 January. Mark Smith. in testimony before the Senate Veterans Affairs 

Commincc, talked about the lenee to the President and promised. to gain access to the video 

llpe (or the congressionIl committcc members within a week. 

What followed was a period. of frustration II we nevct obtained. copy of the tape. I had 

pled&ed to Conaressman Billy Hendon. who was workine with Mark Smith. any suppcn 
DeCe$Ul)' either personallv from me or from my agency to usist in the acquisition of the ff'I,,·f.,. 
tape. We contacted the intelli,ence scMce which Smith had claimed bad access to I copy . 

We were ad'lised that they knew of no such video tape and stated that the mtelin, 

detcri.bed by SmJth could not have taken place. Nevertheless, [ insisted that we condnue to 

punue acquisition of the tape acgressivcly. 

On 20 FebNuy. Congressman Hendon telephoned me II 2300 in my quoners and!epOrlCd 

that Mark Smith wu in CyJmss tJying to obtain the video tape and needed some assistance 
10 clear aWl)' some obstaCles •• [apin pledged my full support. 

.). 
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On 28 Pebruazy. another letter was delivered to the White House statin, that MarJe Smith 

had returned from • trip oyc:neu with an otter which INoold hive: ConcresmllD Hendon. 
then ConlfCSsm&n Bob Smith. Mark Smith and SeaalOr' DeCot'dni travel to South East 
Asia 10 view III. lape I&< _ dley would be roquiIed 10 pay 4.2 million dollln in cub 

10 take die oriJinIi of die !ape and oilier eviden<c. 

Qn 3 Mln:h. Con", ....... IIondoa, ConJruSUWI Bob SalIlII and Marlc Salilll. lion, willi 

attorney Mark WapJe met with representadves of OtA. The proposal u outlined in the 
letter to III. Pmident wu p .... nted 10 DIA by Congrusman Hondon and Marlt Salilh. 
Hendon and Mark Smilll were asked by DIA If Ihey !wi funhcr Infonnation about lIIe lape 

and bolll "Plied that lIIey hod .,...,.. wociated willi lIIe PW' •• hown in the lape. howCvtt 
w~n askt:d. both Hendon and Mark Smith Rfused. to provide any of tbe names. I havi 
alwtys been It • loss to understand why Senltor S .. ith was not able fo exert 

litnuence on Hendon and Smith to convince thelD to tum over thil pote~lti~)' vital 

information to the govc:mmental',enq responsible for accounting for PWs. 

As for my involvement with Mr. Perot in this effort - my m:oUection is that I d1seussed. this 
u..pc with Mr. Perot IS related to glWermacnt polic)" a polley which preeluded. us from 

paying for infomwlon. 

I aha reel \ \ ; Mr. Perot saying that be bod ta1kOd with Vice President Bush, and that llley 
had discussed the tape. I recaD Mr. Perot: informin& me that he realized that this coUld be I 

team but swed he aped with me that we nceded to pursue it. He indicated he would 

pJed&e the 4.2 arillion in a safe way. payable only after full vtrification of its authenticity. 
I considered his efforts to be a rcfloction of his patriotism and sincere concern over the 
issue. He made no mention Qf any remuneration nor any offer by the Government for any 
psyback. 

I recall I ~mo which indicated that the Vice President bad telephoned Congressman 
Hendon to inform him that Ross Perot hid been asked to look into the luesl reportS of 
POWsin South East "ria and ukod Mr. Hendon to coopmte with Mr. Perot 10 detennine 
whether or not recent reponin, was valid. I know that Mr. Hendon wu in touch with Mr. 
Perot during thl; period.. r have a vazue recollcedon of Mr. Perot mentionin, the possible 

allocation of funds for either tramponation or to assist in ~ reJeuc; of Mr. Obassy. alias 
Mr.Grepon..-wbowulnaSinpporejail for fraud charges . This was the fel101f'" 
allegedly had the fn • . As the Coanittee kno'lol~. the tape 'IoIat "e'lfr Mde 
available by Mr . Obas~y. 

· 4 · 
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! AupIC 12. 1m 

WJW ... u yout role in the OI1l1liz1.don of the Tipc Coouni"ion in 1986 and ,!blC. 

iIIfluenCe did you have 00. itJ CODCluaiccl md recocmnMCIatioru:7 

". ana ... to these. que.uioaJ U'e provided 10 Ocncral np"a 0W1I words &om the forward 

~ dis nahc Jtcpgrt. "General Perroots ealled. me in to IIlc DIA tor alc.qtll.y ~ of 

"Iuoe lOOn after be ua~ bla position u Dinctcr DIA. He wu determined 10 ~ 
• dIor'Ou,bl,. profeuioraal DIA dfon .• J all'ced 10 eonduct .An inveldption at General 

Paroot,J' rc:qUt.t." I used thb dfreet quote: to ecmecl I m1Jconc:epdoo by. lOme thAt the 

1"1gM lut. rorc • . wu somehow f0rce4 upoa 1llC. A,ain ror empbuiJ - nn one ever 
IPfI'O"hed me to we: on Gcnaal Tighe. It was solely anc1 eJ:cllulvc1y my idea rOt ,004 

.. honorable feUOnL I made my case to 0encnJ. Tipo And hc piouliy accepte4 the 

tJIkr. J mtaht add that I took him on despite some tttpidadon by JOmO wuide the 

iMc1UJeDC. community, that he tn!&bl 115e this oppottV4hy ~o {o,W' hil own view., 
rqan11e.ss or me CY1dc;,,"- For my put. u ean til!. eonftnne4 ~ lhc pu.blic I'CCOfd aDd by 

Gcaml Ti,he himself, I never questiuo.cd thc honc.ty, intcpiry or motivei olOenen1 
npe. and WIS pleased It his acceptanee of my offer. 

AI ., what influerw:c I had ovcr its tondu.sions and recommendation!! - the &n5'Wcr is 

absolutely none. Gcneral nab. and his people. u weU as the review baud, had total 

ICiCtH to all of the fUes with nu su-ln,'lnachcd..t.nd the conclusions and t"CCOImDtDIJallona 

WIt: • .heirs. Alain I quote from his own wolds In the rcpon: itself., Wwtnte that I ofFered 

lbIolutely no eon5ll"11nu: -rhe Director DIh further insilte6 that my Lnvcsd,alion 10 
lD.ywllC3 my findinp take IL" The chatter cmphulud tblt they ViCt'S to look fot any 

iDdieation ofimproprlctY or ~CUVC(·up.-

TIII:rc: was IOItiO discuuion &mOIl, the Task Fortc Illembcn over the wordina of one 

iIDporunt cnneluslon. lb..: uldmttc wontin, was: "'DIA hold' informadon mit ~llbliJ,bed 
Ibo IUOn, pouibUlty of Ameriean prisoners of Will' bein, held in LaOl &tid Vietnam." 

nere WCTC dilc::ussion. uver the word possibility VI. probability. and the addilion of the 

"'CII'da, -of war" vic. simply the word ·prlsoners.~ Oencral n,bc uhimataly aped on the 

OODtluliM II eum:.n.t1y \UhtcfL 

Mr. awrman, heR U where I mun publicly tab bsuc witb JCvcnl of my dcar friend 

Oeaenl Ti&be's remaru It your recent public hurin,. 

111m. COlIccmina the dzamatic announcement Iha' 1VU prompced by Senator Smith that he 

llelieved that his room was bu,pS.·· aDd that if was lhe unanimous conc.:lusion of the task 

IaKc mcmbcrl. By the way Mr. Cht1rman. since SeDUDr Smith knew he \Ill; ,oln, to 

lIDo. that line ot quwooinl. it scans to me that it WOClld have been mucb n lOR t.ffcctivc 

.,. 
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and. enH,htcning if [would have been invited. to appear with General n,he durinl'.tbc 
public hc:arln,. 

Mr. Chairman. [ have been p<nonaI frielUb and continue to be personal friends ";th 

Oeneral TIghe fo< "'""y ycus. lie hu CCOJistendy been complimentary to",,* my efforts 
in supporting the POW/MIA wue. But, I limply ClMot let this bUIling claim go 
unchallenged. It is inconceivable 10 me, u it must be to you thlt now, over five yevs later, 
the first mentioD of buggin, is utte~ I have been in contact with Genen! Ti'he 

frequcndy over the yean. Neyer, never did he or task Coree members mention dw they had 
even I suspicion of bug&in, of tbeir facility. Iult three weeks 110 at Dulles aiIport. one 
day after the hearing, r asked General n,ho Why he had made this charge. He quiek1y 
responded lb., he knew !hat [had nothinl to do with any huggin, and !hat he wu __ 
to say that to anyone. [told him mar WII not the point. Tho point wu that if there ever 

was even the suspicion that the: room wu bugged _. no matter who bugged it A. surely be 
would have told me, and I firmly believe he would have. It is inappropriate that I hear 

about it over five years later in a pubJic bearing. Also. the Statement by GoneR! TI&he that 
it was unanimous conclusion of all the wk forte members that the room was buUed is 
faIse. As Mr. Arthur KIas. a member of the task f~ stated on 10 AUIUIt 1992, -r CIJUlOl: 

imazine who would WlDt to bug the room or for whit purpose." 

Mr. Chairman, I can't imagine .. or. that room would have been buUed. r asked for 
General Tilhe to do the report. I asked for the Review Board to support the effon. None 

of these people are shrinking violets. '. None of them would hesitate telling me or anyone 

else their views. There wlS no need to colloc:t their views via I bug. 

Mr. Chairman, the thin, tha[ adds 10 lhis growin, lack of confidence that the Americ&l1 
people have about thcir public savants is the way this chUIc wu staled and reacted to. 

Even the Committee's response to the allelations seemed to imply acceptance of the c:harsc 
before sufficient iDvesti,ltion was conduc:led. Your reaction u I recall WIS sornethiD, like, 

"Now things begin to make more sense." Senator Grassley stated. "That is wby people do 

not truSt the ,overnment and suspicions are created on cfCom to resolve the issue." SenallX 

Smith Stlted. an~ r quote, "I wu shocked to learn that the task force WIS bein, buuecL I 

In'end to uIc for the Idenlifu:adon of the Individual who authorized 'he husging of General 
Tilhc', office." All of the comments implicitly accept the alielation that there W15 • 
bugginl· Oentlen:ten, I do not believe the:e was. There is no evidence there wu _ and yet 

the American people were again. left with I picture of I sfnister operat10.n by. tht 

Defense Intelligence AgeDC)'. This is unfair - you have a responsibility to be fait and 
objective and for the most pan you have demonstrated that capacity. Funher, Senltor 

·6-
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August 12, 1992 

S ·dJ.1 am IOId ill DIA thAt they arc watdn, b lOme word !tom you either demlnctin( an 

~ IX'dcnwIditJ" tho identifiCtbon of the ilIdividual who mlcrcd. it. What iI tba 
~ L for 008, am DOW publicJy demInill.D, III iJavutiprion 10 cJ,ar·up this allepdon. 

()tbcf c;omwcnll mKc by Gme:ral TiSbc at dar hwinl neal 10 bo addreued. A,ala, 

SeaaIOt Smith JIrOCrlPUd ~cn1 'n&hc with die 4luc1ti.oEl, "Were you dented lntonn.llon7· 

SiUPfWlI,ly his relpOflle wa" "Yes, I knew I did Got have IC«II 10 ~ LnteUi,enc:e 
Wort"IltiOD. ~ Alain, that. limply is not true. I directed thl' III file, or any other 

lftfomWion th, .Tuk. Pore!: .nd Review BO&nl requested or needed bt providetl. In thlt 

repn\ it is 1nteresti~11 to note that Oenual Tiahe eallecl for only 43 CISC MslOt)' filII .­

m.. that h, wu most famili3f wllb. The poinlis, I repeatedly asked. Oenen.ll'ahe an4 the 

.mew Ozoup if Ihcy were ,eum, th,support they needed and never n:::c:eivcd anythin, but 
• po.iliye &flIwcr. Now l~tlemen. "aIn I mDiDd )'Ou that the ptOple involved arc not 

dm1d. It thCR wu Illy problem iD ,enin, necuwy tntonnarlun, would tby not have 

«*led attentioD to it 1M made it I IJlltlcr of rcc;ord in the r.pon1 rm.we they 'w6uld have, 

because m* ICC aU meA of integrity. Again, r hear of this a&ud problem for the fint 

dIac OVII' five years 1IIftr. I cannot aca:pl dw. 

nm wm:: Olhct rr.fCl'CDeot; by Ccnenl l1ahe at lhlt bcarin. that bothered ene. He 
IIlUtmd that tie wu swprlscd dw. I had .... b.( he described u mx pcQDk: on board lobe 

levlcw Cboup. W. nview the make.up of the Remw Orwp. 

Orncn.l Oouahc:ny, .... _ .. _~_~_~ .... __ .A distinpished aviltOt' and I1wyer. 

0cDc:nJ RobenKWtOn. _ ...... _ ........... A tUSdnruhhcdcomb&t ~1Cnft aM c:ommJlIder 

aDd the fine Comnundin, Officer or th~ JeRe. 
He. also accompanied Ocnc:n.l Veu,y on scvew 
aiPI to Hanoio 

Lc. Oenera1 Peter Aynn. ....... _ ............. An ex-Vlemaw POW; 
Lyman ICIrtplUkk ... ___ .... _ .... _____ • A pant ill me intelli,ence world; 

BrlJ.adic:r Oeneral Robinson Risner, ... AD ex·POW 1Ild. elox conf"cs.un of Ron Paor, 

~ Oencnl Mumy, ....................... A Vi,tzwn ve~ with special kDowlc:d&;c on 

V!eawn IooJsW. 

1\ae cflsdnJUlsbed, men bdonJ to no one. They ate: puriob with • s1IOD1 comzni.u~t" 
.... ~ Two of them lJICllt yean in North VlewamcK CUDpt. They HIVed with 110 
IIrtnPlDIChed IJId tbey.uc. it. I waDted the very but penrl1e I eou1d. Gild w ptoYidc aft 

...... and objtcti .... review of our ttrms. To cate&oriR them II "my IDIft" does • pat 

-"'1Dd!em. 

-, . 
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1 Auault 12, 1M 

a. PlnILl que.tioa; Were youl&lisfied with the alwnloalDd ~I the roW/MIA WDe 

""" reedvtnl durin, your rcnwc't 

The IlIIWCf to that q\lertio~ is yes hec&11K I demandc4 attcQd.ot\ lII4 relO\lf'«r CXlCt. 1 

Identified the preblca in the Alene)'. Buiy in my . tatement. I mendonal the many 
. ipiBcant lnldatives 'tile IDeOQlpl1Aled In lhn:c 5bon)Utl- lAt me brieny eJ.a.~ 

.. Early OIl we conductad a rmse of investipdons dtsipa! 10 identify foe me the 

probJ.ln arm - 0 ..... RcpoIt, TI&hc Rcp<xt. .Ie. 
b. We raised the n.a.tioa&l c:oUectioD prinrily to PdortW'1 .• ne\"CC' before had thu 

beu dOfIe. It had been. 5 14 the lab; 7(1, under Genertl. nahe and wu never 

above a '3. 
e. We increased the nWDbcr of people c!edicattd to this effort hy over 3001II. We 

brou,bt on new (ruh blood at both lhe wortdn, and man.cement leveL 

d. We IUtomated the entire, data bGso lot the first time. 'f'lIir areatly taclUlUCd. the 

ana1yoiJ pmct .. 

IS.. At my requClt. Mr. Casey. thcDCI. lutborizedfer the fint time the: cm.Lion of 
an intstliaencc community wartinlllOUP wbleb I ch~ The purpose of this 
croup was 10 WutC. wUfied budUpDee effort antS to conStantly dliC!I.IJS ..... ys 

to improve collecrion and analysis by Ihclmdli~ COIIIIU ret,)' . 

t. OrJanll.ltionally. wo tDOYM the POW/MlA Division trom under. DiRc;torate 

and elevate<! it to be dktly under We command clement Cor my petSOMI 
squdny and $uppon. 

'0 In recpoose to criticism of c1c-bunk..inz by "tin:d anlll)'1t1.· .... established a 
pruccd~ thllt required. revi.w boud. to InoII: at every casc I.U dco:rminc tho 
di_po.ldon and .ction. Thetobr, PO ,il'l,le analy.t could malee that 

w:l.tlDlinadon. 

b. W. implernatred an Ign:¥si\'e lIlIlyticaJ. effort duigned to kleftrify the most 

prublb1c atCU of poteNial aetivity. All reportI were coo5Kkced Yalid. in thit 
NVie.. My motive roc drls ~iW c!u.tcM, wu to ideDIify the mn11 

liBlx Il'CU fOl' on tb .. s;rouM IllJM1NI' coUecdOD efran. even if we had no 
Iw<I opedlle'-

Aupat 120 1992 

L 1 iatrodl1ccd ICDior IeYeJ mvolvemcat into tho dron: aemt. the ApDC)'. 

vtmWly all DIA. sns-. wen ub410 m'iew anti eommeru 011 the dfcrt 

t. w. c:nlted. Ind tl.nance4 collcc:doa lCamJ fqr incrused on.the--l!'ouD4 

1nterv1ews of re[u~ arul other eJ.autfted. HUMINT QPCftdona --: thil 
capohllity.......w to em.. .mr. 

~ Wo lmplemtJ1~ aD -open doer poUcyM whcRby an,. family member$ cnuld. 

talt to Dlt penona1f,.- lay day 01' any dmc of day - conc:emW, our effOl'll OJ' 

tbeVconeerm. Bell~ me.. w;y exctdd mi. poliey frequenUy. 

I. We enerai* I .pecW collection elfon If NSA to ~mmodato on~ of 

OcnOftl TI&hc'. conc:m!l. 

m. We lruu.utcd an .ed .... propm. of briefUl.,' tor lbe Cuusrcu 10 kl:cp them 
apprUcd. of our efforu. 

Do We ,.ve the POW/MlA tUM full hud,edn, SVppM out of the ODIP for JU 

iaid.ti..-e - .1 Prtor1.ty uC my AJCnC)'. 

lbc..: were aU Kif-imposed bUtiarives. !bey wm OOC dirtclCd by anyone. They wr.re 
1IIIde u • resUlt of I sensidvc. urin, "c.ney dct.ermiDed to dn irs very best tu iruproYe our 
wwon lO W. viw islNe. 

.... penonll YI:D"'i' point. few WI. tnlly lW,"i.tc the ""54 of commirme.nt and 
IIIfODIibiJiry r telt TO ddJ eaort. I hI4 to look those family membcn In the e'le and. plcdp our 
... clfon. One awe 'NUl' the mantle of n:sponslbillly to f.aUy understand W: imptCT ()( dw 
_,.. .. i .... ""iry. T spent 110an lying ..... 11 nicht tr)'inlltl think 01 new way. I wicht ~ 

.. tttWL I.,.... haunted. by the tbouJht of some of my ~in·1tInI pollibly bein. over 

..... and by their lutrerinJ Cami&. who deJerve e ... ery aunce of our cllerlY aod our 

..... 'tmeDL 1 uill uk mystJftbe 'luesz:lon. "What won: touJd we potaibly have dcae?-

.... So_on, I un hoacltly Sly in reuospect. we:: live it ODC. h.U or &II effort. ud r am so YCr)' 

01 the meo IQd wOCDCn of'DlA that responded tirelessly 10 my conJtlDl" aM. often 

' ,III ..... "" ... dL I teel ctrtain thai. dW same: R¥POOJiYCnUS prnaiU: et die AJeDC)' tnday. 

.,. 
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T~e CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, General Perroots. I 
precIate that forceful testimony. Let me just service notice agai a~1 
was called on to .do this yesterday and I am doing it today. n. 

I do n,?t do t!Us wIth pleasure, but I am going to-tell you, wh""" 
er m thIS audience chooses to respond in any way, positively -
negatI.vely to a~y testimony, we will ask you to be remoVed. n: 
commIttee IS gomg to do its work in dignified fashion and we will 
not have demonstrations in support or antipathy, one way Or the 
other. The Sergeant at Arms is so noticed. 

Mr. Childress, if you would give your opening statement, please. 

TESTIMONY OF RICHARD T. CHILDRESS, FORMER STAFF 
MEMBER, NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

Mr. CHILDRESS. Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, distinguished 
Members ?f the Sen~te Select Committee on POW/MIA's, thank 
you for this opportunity to appear before you to discuss the effort. 
of t~e executIve. branch from 1981 to 1989 to achieve the fullest 
possI~le accountmg of American servicemen and civilians that 
remam unaccounted for as a result of the Vietnam War. 

I recognize the tremendous responsibility this committee has un­
de~en o!, the P9W:/MIA issue. Your recommendations and con­
cluslo!,s will ~ significant, as will unintended consequences on 
American public opinion and decision making in Hanoi. 

The focus of your questions to me concerned the involvement of 
Mr. Ross Pero~. I took the liberty of providing a more omnibU8 
statement to. ~d you from my perspective in understanding the 
c~ntext of his . mvolvement as well as attempting to provide you 
WIth an overvIew where the Reagan/ Bush administration begllD, 
what. we went throu!th,. what we accomplished, some impressioDS 
on Vietnamese negotIatmg phases, the live prisoner issue and com­
!l'ents o!, the bureaucracy. I have attempted to answer your specif­
IC questIOns as best as I can recall, but the paper record would be 
the most accurate. 

I do want to express issue concerns as well. The media has por­
trayed the committee's work as resolving the issue. Statements 
have been represented that it is time to get the issue behind \III 
once and for all. I have a sense of deja vu, for I felt the issue could 
be resolved on my watch as well and that involved over 7 years of 
intense negotiating efforts. 

As you know, current media sentiments ignore Vietnamese 
knowledgeability and assume the answers are all in Washington. 
In the end, we're still left with the same hard facts. Vietnam can 
easily account for hundreds of Americans that have not yet exer­
cised the requisite will to do so. 

In spite of a lot of publicity about Vietnamese cooperation lately. 
from the measure of resolving cases, it is clearly meager. In "'1 
larger testimony, I outlined why this is not a new pattern. Presl" 
dent Reagan assumed office with a personal commitment to resolq. 
ing the issue and made public statements concerning it in the 
1970's. 

Under this commitment, the administration was determined ~ 
pursue the issue as a matter of highest national priority during hiS 
term in office. Frankly, a mess was inherited. No policy level nego" 
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tUItions were ongoing, intelligence priorities were at an all-time 
)ow the previous administration had adopted a position endorsed 
by 'a House select committee and Presidential commission that 
there was no credible evidence that anyone remained alive in 
Southeast Asia and remains recovery was problematic at best. 

The JCRC in Bangkok was staffed with two personnel with no 
direct administrative support or even a vehicle. The central identi­
fication lab was undermanned, thousands of refugees had not been 
and were not being debriefed. The DIA had a small core of analysts 
who felt the office was going to be closed completely in the 1970's. 
The National League of Families had been demonstrating in front 
of the White House as well as foreign missions, did not trust the 
Government, and although a member of the Inter-Agency Group, 
they did not consider it effective. 

Government-provided transportation for the families to come to 
Washington for briefmgs had been halted in the 1970's. The only 
organized congressional interest being shown was by the House 
subcommittee on Asian-Pacific affairs and the House POW/ MIA 
task force. 

Private Americans were attempting to organize Rambo-like 
raids. Live sighting reports were randomly classified, if at all, and 
there was little general public interest even among many veterans' 
groups. I could go on but the challenges were immense. 

How we tackled and met the above challenges is in my testimo­
ny. The committee asked several questions concerning Mr. Ross 
Perot and the larger testimony was provided so the committee 
could put his involvement in the overall context of the issue and 
our negotiations. 

I had contact with Mr. Perot briefly on three occasions, two 
phone conversations, one in 1984 and another in, I believe, 1985 
and an almost 2-hour briefing with Mr. Perot in the Pentagon. I 
believe I was called over by General Shufelt at DIA at the time. 
Mr. Perot wanted to talk to me about our policy and strategy. 

I have no first-hand knowledge of precisely how long Mr. Perot 
had access to POW/MIA intelligence or what access. General Per­
roots, I think, has answered that question. I understood from DIA 
that Mr. Perot was invited to participate as a member of the Tighe 
review group, but declined and nominated, or accepted, then de­
clined and nominated Brigadier General Risner to take his place. 

The policy community was generally proud of the progress we 
had made up to this point in comparison to 1981, when we believed 
Mr. Perot had left the issue. There was a general feeling that given 
his public posture, providing Mr. Perot access to see how far we 
had progressed would be positive in building greater public support 
for the priority. 

I have no first-hand knowledge of any direct taskings to Mr. 
~rot by the President or the Vice President. It's my clear impres­
lion, however, that Mr. Perot was discouraged from going to Viet-

be
DaJn in the spring of 1987 and that if he insisted on going, it was to 

as a private citizen, since we had already selected General 
yyessey months prior as the President's emissary to Hanoi. General 

essey had accepted t he mission, was already in the research 
JIbase prior to his projected travel. 
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Upon Mr. Perot's return from Vietnam, as I recall, he was de. 
briefed in early April concerning his trip. He also asked to meet 
with the President which was scheduled, I believe, in May. I waa 
tasked to prepare the meeting documents for the President frolll 
the National Security Advisor, which included suggested talking 
points. 

As I understand the purpose of the meetin~, it was to allow Mr. 
Perot to directly brief the President on his trIP to Hanoi. I did not 
attend this meeting. I did see his written report after the meeting. 
I was told that in addition to receiving Mr. Perot's briefing, it waa 
emphasized again that General Vessey was our emissary to Hanoi. 

It is my opinion, in response to your question, that Mr. Perot's 
trip was counterproductive to U.S. efforts. The Vietnamese at the 
time had not been informed an emissary had been appointed by the 
President, as that was to be the task of the advance delegation 
after assurance that Hanoi was prepared to receive General Vessey 
on a humanitarian basis. 

The Vietnamese were undoubtedly aware of Mr. Perot's pUblic 
posture in the press and his access, thus his trip could have been 
interpreted as official. More importantly, he reportedly told the Vi­
etnamese of General Vessey's appointment and held broad ranging 
discussions on Vietnamese economic and political goals which im­
plied direct linkage. 

In addition, when he returned, derisive press reports about the 
Department of State and previous U.S. negotiating team members 
were pUblished. Confusion reigned for a while. We answered ques­
tions in White House and State press conferences to clarify Mr. 
Perot's private status. We also had to answer Vietnamese concerns 
who appeared confused as well. 

In my written testimony I described the hostile reception accord­
ed Vessey's advance delegation after Mr. Perot's trip. 

Concerning the question of resources and attention, the answer is 
evident in my testimony; few resources and less attention were 
being brought to bear on the issue when the Reagan/Bush ad~ 
tration assumed office. We went from ground zero to a national PrI­
ority program in less than 3 years. 

It was gratifying to me during this period that I had complete 
and total support from both President Reagan and Vice President 
Bush. They were personally interested, committed and supportive. 
In addition, each of the National Security advisors provided en­
couragement, resources and commitment to the issue. 

Due to the functional nature of the POW/MIA issue, it cut 
across departmental and agency lines. The Secretaries of State ~d 
Defense were all behind the effort and supported the upgrades 10 
personnel, intelligence priorities, public awareness, outreach to 
families and diplomatic initiatives. 

Importantly, on the lAG, where policy initiatives were ham­
mered out, we had staunch advocates on the issue. It was a coher­
ent team that could disagree, coordinate--

The CHAIRMAN. Let me just ask, Mr. Childress, I notice that ~ou 
have a long statement and I notice that you are going line for llOe 
at this point. Is this a summary? 

Mr. CmLnRESS. No. I've got about that much left (indicating). 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, that is terrific. 
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Mr. CHILDRESS. I was not going to do 13 single-spaced pages. d 
Senator SMITH. Long statements come from Senators aroun 

beM~ CHILDRESS. Importantly, on the lAG where polic.y initiatives 
ere 'hammered out, we had staunch adv,,<:ates of the Issue. It w~ 

Vi oherent team that could disagree, coordInate and re-agree WIt -
a C b' t' ut rancor because we had the same 0 j~ Ive. . . 
o I the middle of all of this was Ann MIlls GrIffiths proddIng, sug-

~ing criticizing and pitching in to help. In terms of resources, 
~ve ';'ore than tripled manpower during this peri~ .. ¥o!'ey, not 
bud eted, was found by the departments for all ~he InitiatIves: We 
Vier~ able to pursue the issue without compromISIng other natIonal 

objectives. I ed d ding 
Additional resources were contemplated or P ann , epen final 
Vietnamese agreements. The results of our efforts brought 

:Swers to approximately 175 families. We negotiated the return ~f 
a rivate American who many believed w~ de~d and made ~ e P<fw issue one of priority. This is a legacy In which we feel prIde. 

I welcome your questions. 
[The prepared statement of Mr. Childress follows:] 
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Tes~imony of Richard T. Childress 
?ormec Staff Member, 

National Security Council (1981-89), for the 
Senate Select Committee on POW/ MIA Affairs 

12 AuguSt 1992 

Senator Kerry, Senator Smith, distinguished members of the 
Senate Select Committee on POW/ MIAs, thank you fQC this 
opportunity to appear before you to discUS3 the efforts of tbe 
executive branch from 19a1-1989 to achieve the fullest 
Possible accounting o f American servicemen and civilians who 
remain unaccounted for as a result of the Vietnam Wac. 

1 believe my biography is with the Committee. I was a3signert 
co the National Security Council in the fall of 1981. 
Although the purpooe of my aSSignment was to woek in A3ian 
Affairs -at the NSC, my initial task (approximate ly e.hr~e 
months) '''''as to aid the admin(stration's task force on the sale 0= AWACs to Saudi Arabia. I assumed responsibility for 
POW/ MIA Affairs in January 1982. At the time I served at the 
Deputy Director level. twas 3ubsequently designatp.d as 
Director, POlitical-Military Affairs (Novp.mber 1984) and my 
title was changed to Director, Asian Affairs, in March 1986. 
Despite the title changes, my responsibilities included 

.POW/MIA ' from January 1982 onward until my departure and 
retirement from active military service and the NSC at the end 
of February 1989. 

To aid you in your important work, I believe it important to 
describe the enVironment surrounding this issue which the 
Reagan/Bush administration inherited, what we did to correct 
it, and Our experience in implementing our program through the 
period. I have attempted to answer your questions beSt as I 
can recall, but Obviously paper records provide a specificity 
that memory does not. 

President Reagan assumed office with a personal commitment to 
resolving the issue and had made public statements concerning 
it in the 1970s. Under his commitment, the administration was 
determined to pursue the issue as a matter of national 
priority during his term in office. Frankly, a mess was 
inherited. No policy-level negotiations were ongoing, getting 
information on POW/MIA was an all-time low intelligence 
priority, the previous administration had adopted a position 
endorsed by a House Select Committee and a Presidential 
CommiSSion that ~here ~AS no credible evidence that anyone 
remained alive in Southeast Asia and remains recovery was 
problematic at best. the JCRC in Bangkok was staffed with 2 
personnel with no direct administrAtive Support or a vehicle, 
the Central Identification Laboratory was undermanned, 

241 

- 2 -

h d not been and wer2 not being debriefed, thOUsand~a~far:;~i~e~or: of dedicated ana ~ysts who felt the 
the DIA 90 'n9 ~o be closed completely ln the 19705. off ice was ... 

f iIi had been demonstrating in The National Le~gue 0 Fam W:~l as foreign miSSions, did not 
fr ont of the Whlte Houseda:lthou h a member of the lAG, they 
trust the 9o~ernm~nt, anffective9pOliCY body. ~overnment-provided 
did not con~lderf ltt~~ ~amilies to come to washington for transportatlOn or 0 
briefings had been halted in the 197 s. 

, , I interest being shown was by 
The only organlze~ ~ong~~s!~~~ipacific Affairs and the House 
the House SubcOmmlt ee ' were attempting t o 
POW/KIA T:SkbFOr~:eW~!t~sprir=~:s~~~~~;n~eports wer~ randoml y 
organ~zfe damiof-a~ all and there was little gene ral pUblic classl le , ... , 
interest even among many veterans groups. 

1 could go on, but the challenges were imme nse. 

1991- 1983 

trated effort was made to begin 
During this period~ a c~n~~~dles we faced. Before I assum~d 
addres~ing the myrlad 0 Group adopted policy proposals 1n 

~~81u~~:~'W~~~dI~~~~a~~~~~~SiSlof f~~~h~; ~::~l~~e~~no~ea 
national strategy that w~s imp ~men . . 
summarized in the followlng baS1C pOlnts. 

, needed t.hat would 8igh-level public , policy stateme~:Sa~ar~thers that thin9s 
signal the Indochlne~e governm~:Ck on the U.S. agenda. had changed and the lssue was 

had to be opened with Vietnam Policy-level negotiations 
and Laos. 

needed so the strategy would be A bipartisan approach was to administration. 
sustainable from admlnistratlon 

i as needed and was to be A pUblic awareness campa ~n W written materials and pUblic implemented through speec es, 
Commemorations. 

' d h manitarian to minimize The issue had to . be de~lne as , ~ue t o other political 
attempts by Hanol to llnk the !~ions without alarming our 
issues and allo~ dir2e5COtO~~g~1!tnamese occupation troops in allies facing over , 
Cambodia. 

Intelligence priorities had to be upgraded. 
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Diplomatic approaches towards others countries requesting 
their help to urge cooperation from Vletnam and Laos were 
required. 

Integration of the National League of Families into our 
strategy and better communications with the families was 
needed in order to rebuild trust of those who had the most 
eo gain or los"!. 

Private irresponsible activities, such as crOSs -border 
forays, had to be ac~ively discouragp.d while accepting 
information from any source. . 

By the end of 1983, President Reagan had made two major public 
addresses on the issue, as had the Secretary of Defense, the 
Secretary of State, the National Security Advisor and the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs. 

Richard Armitage led the first policy-level delegation in 
years to Banoi in 1982. a four-member delegation of the 
National League of Families visited Vietnam and Laos in 
Sep~ember of 1982 in coordination with the administration. 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State O'Oonohue traveled to Laos 
following the League trip and presented the Lao with a roadmap 
to improved relations and flagged the need for concrete 
POW/MIA cooperation . The Vietnamese agreed to increase the 
number of ~echnical meetings and with the aid of the League 
Executive Oirec~or, Ann Mills Griffiths, I met for an extended 
informal dinner with Foreign Minister Thach in October 1983, 
the h.1ghest level meeting since the end of the war. Th'e 
purpose was to urge mutual Vietnamese cooperation to resolve 
the issue. establish dir~ct and open dialogue on U.S. expectations 
and se~ the stage for sustained high-level policy negotiations 
in the future. 

Contact ~as increased with the Congress to brief them on our 
program and solici~ full bipartisan support. The PUblic 
awareness campaign was launched through the aforementioned 
speeches, supplemented by visits to veterans 9ro~ps, holding 
of POW/MIA Recognition Day Ceremonies, the adoption of a 
national POW/MIA poster, the pUblication of a 000 Pact Book, 
medi'a briefings, the flying of the League POW/MIA flag over 
the White Bouse, pentagon, State Department ana Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial on POW/MIA Recognition Day. 

Importantly, during this period, we raised the intelligence 
priorities, rewrote the intelligence collection plans to 
include POW/MIA, reinvigorated the refugee interviewing 
proces~ and flagged the issue as a priority in nacional-Ievel 
intelligence taskings. In addition, based upon the discrepancy 
cases at the end of the war, unresolved live-sighting reports 
and the hiseory of Vietnamese manipulation of the issue. we 
changed the Carter administracion It-.I'e prisoner position from 
~no credible evidence- to the curr~nt position: 
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h far been unable t~ prove that Americans 
.Alth~~~~ ~:t~~~:dta~:inst their will, the informa~ion 
are ,s 1 des ruling out that possibil1ty. , 
ava:l~~l~ot~n~:s~~:~t~ live-Sighting re90rcs receive ana ~111 
A~~~~nue to receive necessary priori~y ,and resourc~~lb~:~d on 
c 1 th t at least some Am~r1cans are 5t -
the assumpt on a prove er~e we will cake appropriate tive Should any report , "01-- _ 
~~~ion ~o ensure the return of those involved. 

' . d b'laeerally with other countries, to 
In the ASEAN meetl.ngs an 1 h ' was raised and br iefed 
includ p. the USSR and the PRe, t e lSSU~ 
with requescs for $upporc and informatlon. 

We reached 0putla~~ !~~ Np~~!~~~~.Le::u:c~~o:~~!!~St~~de~~!~!e~f 
chern on our h We told the 
the 19709 and pl~dged ~u~h:U~~~~~et~a~u~:'of the war in Laos 
families at rneet1ngs 0 be the 
and Cambodia and added the Lima Site 85 num rs to n SEA I 

officiail~i~~s~~e~h~~: ~~:~~~gE:~~U~~:~c~~~~~~o;o:n~ her :taff 
per~on~n 1982 to ask they provide recommendations, man~ 0 1 
:~~ch went into our national strategy. Tdhe DedPutcYe~~;~ona 

, t with ~he League Boar an re 
Security Advlsor me, h - h re tasked to the administration 
further recommendatlons w 1.C, we , 2 W'~ pledged t o 
by the National Security Ad~1.sor 1.~e1~~1~tiO~S and make them a 
incl ude the Le~gue as well ~n o~:CY iormulation. We dispatched 
full y equal oarty in our IA po 1. , I 

~::~~~~~ :!~l~: f~s ~'~~e~t~~~N~~!:i: ~~ c~~n;~~~~:~!~~:I~~s ~he' 
fam ilies to come to Washl.ngton, for governmen 

d' ge privace irresponsi ble 
We felt the most effective way to 1.SC~~~~ousnesB on che one 
efforts was to demonstrate government i or individuals 
hand, while signaling ,variouS .org~~~~a~h~~sand cooperate with 
that we would accept 1.~format1.on k he law and would tu(n over 
them as long as they d~d ~ot brea t 
any information they rece1.ved. 

1983- 1985 

DUring this period, our strategy deepened and we began to get 
Its from our efforts. On the 

accelerated concrete resu in s increased unilateral 
techn ical level, frequency ofv~e~~amgwere ehe hi~heSt since 
repatr iation of remai~s f~~~gen~e information increased. We 
the end of the war: nte _ otiations on a plan 
entered into 5usta1.ned POI1.CY-lev~lh~egtwo years. Sensitive 
with Hanoi co resolve the 1s~ue wht l~ye prisoner issue as a 
dialogue on the need to reso ve t e he administration 
first priority was fully de lye loped a~~o~ the Cabinet level as 
Commun icaced this to the V etnamese 
well. 


