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SECRETARY LAIRD: Good Inorning, ladies and gentlemen: 

I thought I might =ake a short opening statement and then I'll be glad 
to respond to questions. 

I thought it Inight be helpful to follow through on President Nixon's 
speech last night with SOIne brief additional comments concerning the 
Vietnamization program and then to =ake myself available to handle any 
of the questions which you =ay have today. 

As indicated on the chart which is immediately back of me, last year 
at the Christ=as period the troop ceiling in Vietnam was 549,500. Follow­
ing the President's meeting with President Thieu at Midway in June, the 
President announced a reduction in the troop ceiling to 524,500. Then 
following this, in September, the President announced a further reduction 
in the authorized ceiling, with the objective of reaching an authorized 
ceiling of 484, 000 in December, and last night the further announcement 
was =ade by the President to reduce that troop ceiling to 434, 000 effective 
April 15, 1970. 

This =akes a total reduction which has been announced in the authorized 
troop ceiling of 115,500 since the Vietnamization program started on July 
first. 

As you know, our actual strength in Vietnam as of yesterday, Decem­
ber IS, was 472,500. I want to =ake this very clear: this figure fluctuates 

as long as it is below the ceiling figure. Of course, this year as in the 
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past, some of the troop replacements in the pipeline going to Vietnam 
were held back because of the Christmas period, and this figure of 
472,500 could fluctuate and go up or down, but the important figure that 
we use for planning purposes, I am sure all of you who cover the Pentagon 
realize, is the authorized troop ceiling figure. I think it's important for 
us to understand that the strength figure does vary from one to two percent 
below that (ceiling) figure but the figure that we use for planning purposes 
has always been the authorized troop ceiling. 

Just prior to the completion of the Phase II Vietnamization redeploy­
ments on December 15, we were able to return home all of the National 
Guard troops and all of the Reserve troops that had been called to duty 
for Vietnam service. 

At this very time, the President is meeting with representatives of 
each of these units that did service in Vietnam, and I wish to join with him 
in wishing these Reserve and National Guard troops that have returned 
home so that they can be with their families during this Christmas period, 
not only a very Merry Christmas, but I also wish to express to them our 
deep appreciation for a job well done. This was important, we thought, to 
see that they were all returned to the United States so that they could be 
with their families during the holiday period. 

This makes our force in Vietnam, with the exception of draftees, a 
completely volunteer force now and the Reserve units and the National 
Guard units no longer are on duty in Vietnam. 

Looking ahead now as to the implementation of President Nixon's 
announcement of last night, I have directed that there be a third redeploy­
ment conference to be convened early next month at the headquarters of 
Admiral Jack McCain, Commander in Chief of the Pacific, at Camp Smith 
in Hawaii. That conference will take place immediately following the start 
of the new year. 

I want to express at this time how extremely proud I am as Secretary 
of Defense in the manner in which Admiral McCain and General Abrams, 
together with the commissioned and noncommissioned officers of their 
staffs, have put their shoulder to the wheel on this Vietnamization program 
since its start following the Midway conference in July. We have made 
real progress and it is moving forward ahead of schedule. 

Before turning to your questions, I want to add a word of caution 
about the Vietnamization program. I think that there are some people, 
when they talk of the Vietnamization program, that indicate that every 
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battle, every activity that goes on in Vietnam will meet with success. 
Now, it's true that in the major encounters that we have had recently in 
Vietnam, the forces of the South Vietnamese have been extremely successful. 
But I do not want anyone to assume that those forces will never suffer a 
defeat in any battle, because in a war such as this, there will be times 
when they will suffer some setbacks. We must be prepared for those 
temporary setbacks, and I hope that the success that we have recently 
been having will not be disturbed by a temporary setback should one occur 
at some future time. 

The President's announcement last night, of course, marks the 
completion of another significant milestone in President Nixon's program 
for peace which, as all of you know, is a two-phased program. It com­
bines negotiations in Paris with Vietnamization, as far as Vietnam is 
concerned. 

I would also further like to announce that the President has directed 
me to go to Vietnam early in February to assess the situation as it affects 
our security, the security of American forces, and also to assess the level 
of military activity on the part of the enemy and the infiltration from the 
north. 

I will go to Vietnam and I have asked the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff to accompany me on this trip. This (trip) was directed by the 
President of the United States yesterday and that trip will be made. 

I will be glad to respond to any of your questions. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if there is a substantial rise in infiltra­
tion how can you take the risk of ordering a 50, 000 man cut before it's 
clarified? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: It is true that there has been an increase in 
infiltration within the last few weeks. However, I want to make it very 
clear that the infiltration is substantially below the .infiltration of 1968, 
when you consider the infiltration of 1969. 

About seven weeks ago we noticed an increase in the input, then there 
was a leveling off and there has been a further increase in the past few 
weeks. This increase however does not put us in a position where we 
cannot go forward with the program as planned because the force level, 
as far as the North Vietnamese and the Viet Cong are concerned, is much 
lower than it was a year ago. We have taken this into consideration in 
our program, and the success that we have been making in the Vietnamiza­
tion program, in the military aspects of that program, makes this 
announcement of the President's possible. 
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QUESTION: Following that, the President said that despite this 
increase in infiltration he was ordering this reduction and called it a risk 
he was taking for peace. I can understand that it is a risk, but how is it 
a risk for peace? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I think it is most important for us to show that 
we are proceeding on two fronts. The two fronts are our real desire for 
a negotiated settlement in Vietnam, keeping in mind our primary objective, 
that is, the primary objective of peace, and the right of self-deterIIlination 
for the people of South Vietnam. 

We have not made great progress, as far as the Paris peace talks 
are concerned. As you know, the Secretary of State and I met with our 
negotiating team in Paris last week. I had the opportunity to IIleet with 
Ambassador Lodge in Paris and then on Monday, the Secretary of State 
and I met with the negotiating team. Although we are not encouraged 
about the activities in Paris, we still are pressing for a negotiated settle­
ment. The Pre sident made that very clear once again last night- -that 
we stand ready to negotiate. 

I believe the Vietnamization program, as we show this movement, 
is preparing the South Vietnamese to face up to the responsibility for 
the combat responsibility in South Vietnam in Phase I of our Vietnamization 
program. As we show our determination to go forward with Phase II of 
the Vietnamization prograIIl, which makes it possible for the South Viet­
namese to handle their own support activities--whether they be in the area 
of artillery, aircraft, logistics support- -this puts the North Vietnalnese 
and Hanoi on notice that we are serious about this program, not only as 
far as turning over the combat responsibilities but in giving the forces of 
South Vietnam the kind of support that is needed and necessary for theIIl 
to be succe s sful. 

I believe the President again last night, as well as in his May 14 speech 
and his November 3 speech, has tried to deliver this message as clearly 
and as concisely as any President or any leader of any country in the world 
could. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will the cut in actual troop strength in 
the next four months roughly equal the cut in the authorized ceiling? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I will direct the Joint Chiefs of Staff, CINCPAC, 
General Abrams to stay within the troop ceiling for prograInIning purposes. 
I will not project actual troop strengths because this is one thing that can 
only cause the Department of Defense and me as Secretary of Defense 
credibility problems. With more than 40, 000 men going in-country and 

out of country just on a rotation basis, it is a very great mistake for us 
to get into projections of actual strength. 
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planning and in all of our directives to the commanders 
will be the authorized troop ceiling, and that will be 
the ceiling that will govern our activities as far 
as the Department of Defense. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the event that there is 
a substantial increase in enemy activity, a substantial 
increase in infiltration, is there a possibility that 
in response these authorized ceilings could be increased? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: That's a very "iffy" question and 
I don't know if everyone heard the question. But it is 
based upon a major increase in infiltration, a major 
increase in enemy activity and certain other contingencies 
which I do not anticipate will take place. But I can 
assure you that on my visit to Vietnam the first week in 
February, those problems will be lOOked at very carefully 
by me. 

This program which we have announced -- which the 
President announced last night -- is based upon the progress 
which we have made in turning over responsibility to 
the South Vietnamese to meet the VC as well as the North 
Vietnamese threat. 

When I came into this office as Secretary of Defense 
there was no program approved in this building to prepare 
the South Vietnamese to meet a North Vietnamese threat. 
We have taken into consideration in our program planning 
the possible North Vietnamese threat. Those projections 
are based not only on the VC threat, but on the North 
Vietnamese threat, and this is what we have done for our 
planning purposes in the plan that has been approved by 
President Nixon. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the President also said that 
if this happens, he would take proper action. I presume 
this is not a slap on the wrist. It would be military 
retaliation? Could you discuss that? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I can assure you that this will be 
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watched very closely as far as the Department of Defense 
is concerned, and we will certainly make any necessary 
recommendations to the President of the United States 
to protect the security of the American forces in 
Vietnam. But I will not get into a discussion of any 
contingency plans. It does not serve any useful purpose. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if the Vietnamization 
program, as it proceeds, makes the situation increasingly 
disadvantageous to the North Vietnamese and to the Viet 
Cong, why should it be expected that they would facilitate 
the pursuit of this program by keeping infiltration low 
and U. S. casualty rates low? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I will answer the second 
part of your question as far as the program -- the 
second part of your question has to do with casualty 
rates. Of course every effort is beIng made by us to 
minimize United States casualties. They have run sub­
stantially lower, the lowest rate that they have for the 
last three years, and we will continue our efforts to 
minimize united States casualties. 

As we turn over more and more of the combat 
responsibility to the South Vietnamese, our casualty 
figures will, of course, be affected. 

As we move into Phase II of this program, I 
want to make it very clear that we still will maintain 
security forces with our support units that remain in 
Vietnam. These security units will not have combat 
responsibility in-country but they will have the security 
responsibility for our United States forces. 

As far as the first part of your question, 
which dealt with the infiltration, I cannot make any 
projections as far as what the reaction will be by the 
North Vietnamese, and I do not want to interpret at this 
time whether the increase in infiltration is in the form 
of units being deployed in the South or whether the 
increase is merely to fill in vacancies and gaps in spaces 
that are a result of the enemy activity and combat 
activity during this last year. It is too soon to make 
that kind of an estimate. 
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I can say, however, that on the basis of the 
present infiltration there is not a possibility in­
country at this time to level a substantial attack 
against U. S. or South Vietnamese forces over a prolonged 
period of time. I am sure that you understand that the 
infiltration that we are talking about at the present 
time, to get down in the III and IV Corps area it would 
require possibly up to two months at least. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you talked this 
morning about a two-phased program and a two-pronged 
program. Have you dropped battlefield activity as one 
of the three criteria? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: No, I have not dropped battle­
field activity as one of the three criteria. I alluded 
to the fact that this was one of the areas that I will be 
looking into again in February on my trip. It is one of 
the areas that we watch on a constant basis every day I 
meet with the Vietnamese task force which we have on 
Vietnamization here in the Pentagon. I meet with them 
every morning. So if I have given that impression, I 
want to apologize to you for it. 

The three criteria that will be used as far as 
troop reductions will continue to be progress in the 
negotiating front; two, progress in Vietnamization as 
far as military modernization of the forces of South 
vietnam and, three, the level of combat activity carried 
on by the VC and the North Vietnamese. 

In making my statement, and in enlarging upon the 
President's statement of last night, I did say that the 
reductions announced thus far, these three reductions were 
based primarily on one item -- that is the progress that 
we have made as far as the Vietnamization of the war is 
concerned, the progress we have made in turning over 
responsibilities to the South Vietnamese. 

This is one of the cornerstones, of course, of our 
whole doctrine, the Nixon Doctrine outlined on Guam by 
President Nixon -- to turn over greater responsibi~ity, 
particularly as far as ground forces are concerne41 for 
the future security of Asia -- that this will be a 
responsibility of the Asians themselves and we will give 
them needed and necessary support in Vietnam. The 
Vietnamization program is the first move towards imple­
menting that important new doctrine as far as the national 
security planning of the united States. 
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QUJ:;STION: Hr. Secretary, can you give us any idea, 

even in general terms, either of what units or what 
groups or what individuals, even in general terms, will 
be included in this next group? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: The announcement as to the units 
will be made immediately following the planning 
conference in Hawaii. I think it should be made'very 
clear that this planning conference will move forward very 
early in January, and that announcement will be made by 
General Abrams. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your trip out there to 
Vietnam will coincide with Tet, will it not, and is 
that deliberate? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: It is not deliberate. We will be 
there during the particular period in which we have had 
increases in enemy activity in South Vietnam in the past. 
I will be there during that particular period for an 
on-the-ground survey of the situation. 

I think you will realize that I had earlier planned 
to go to Vietnam in December. We thought that the Congress 
would be adjourned by that time and that my testimony on 
the Hill would have been completed, but I have been up 
on the Hill, as you know, quite regularly this month, 
so I was unable to go to Vietnam in December. 

'David Packard, the Deputy Secretary of Defense, did 
go to Vietnam and returned and made a report to all of 
you here in the building last week. The important aspects 
of this trip were, I think, reported in detail to you, 
but the February period is a very important period 
from the standpoint of the war in Vietnam, and I am sure 
that all of you realize the importance of the month 
of February. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you give us an estimate 
of the present troop strength of the Communists in Vietnam, 
compared to the troop strength a year ago? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I would rather do it this way in 
order to cause the minimum amount of difficulty as far 
as your reporting is concerned. We have tried to stay 
away from this figure business. It's like estimating 
infiltration or estimating troop strength -- it's not 
an easy task. I noticed that some of the reporters that 
reported on the October 15 moratorium here in Nashington 
I read reports that there were 119,000 at the Washington 
l,lonument and then I read other reports there were 435,000. 
We actually had pictures of those people takenfrom above 
and there was a great variance in the estimates I noticed 
by the press in reporting exactly what the figures were. 
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__ 4·. ___ . ::. __ 

So, :\'lhen you get into this figure business, I've been 
deliberately trying to stay a"lay from fixed figures. 
I would rather use ranges. I "lOuld estimate that the 
range of enellly presence· in Vietnam iCfrj~~tb:~=rieighborhood 
of at least 40,000 beloVl last year. ... 

QUBS1'ION: 
of the drop in 

Hr. Secretary, is this primarily a 
infiltration, do you bel,ieve? 

,' ... 

result 

-'" ---- -- --~-. -.-_. ----- ---- -- ------ - . - .. _. _. ____ .- ::!-__ :':::._:_:.-_~-_-:.'- -- .. __ c ___ _ 

: SECRETARY LAIRD: This is a result of certainly 
a drop in infiltration. As compared Vlith 1968, there 
has been a decrease in infiltration. The primary factor 
involved in the decrease is,o.£ ,course, battle casualties 
taken by the other side during calendar y~flr 1969. 

I .::.:.:_· __ :·..:.:..::.:::-.:.·_---.::_:::~.::.:.::...::.::..:·_7..:...-: .. -_:-~4:...&:: __ -::: __ -~-: .• - --- - A_ --_-----~.- ---_-'--.:.-;;:-_.-:..'.- ••• --.". ___ ._ - .-----.- .•.•. - .• -- .. -.:. ...... -~.---;.... 

QUESTION: Is there a chancE? that all U.S. 
combat tr)ops could be pulled put .. by the end of 1970 
regardles 5' of the Paris peace neg,:tiations? 

" 

question. 
chance. [ 
would you? , , 

• • 
SECRETARY LAIRD: ,That :,.s ,mother "iffy" 

I vlould not say. no tha" there ,,'asn' t a· 
think you wouldn't exp"ct me to say no, 

. 
This is a matter, thougl, , again that I hope 

that some of you will read over tl e testimony in "Ihich 
.' these vert same questions were asi.ed of me before the 

Senate Fo:eign Relations Committe(. I answered them for 
seven hou:s and I think you will,; ind vie went into great 
detail on that very question. I 1ried to make it as 
clear.as.! could that we were not going to engage in 
putting ('.It timetables as far as 1 he Department of Defense 
was conce rned • ~. 

"oJ' . 

If vie' re ordered to put them out, that is a 
different matter, but nly recomrnen~lation to the President 
has been and continues to be that, we announce our 
reducl<uns on force levels and .;'Ll~·horized ·troop strengb. 
in vietni:m on a four and never· to exceed a six nlOn ths 
basis. 1. 'he,ii'cVf! this is most imJortant, because "Ic've 
had too ;",,;~-yof'-timistic foreca's'ts' in the past comin'J from 
the Depa)·tment of. D,efense and ·It· ~ caused consioerable 
problems .;.s far as the credibility of this Department. 

Since Iny first press cO,lference in this room 
when we c.llnoullced the fact that \:e would have regular 
open pre~s briefings every mornins. we've had more press 
conference's t.h"n any other Cabinef officer. We've tried 
to be as opcn-rin-(\.~fo)~lhcomincJ as ",re possibly can, but 
we're not, goi~ij to get into the business of making fore­
casts th,t arc not possible 'of accomplishment. 



"QUESTION: Hr. Secretary,yithout getting into 
the numbers, would you anticipate that this latest 
increment, of 50,000 to be brought dO\m ~,ould find a 
majority leaving the country after the Tet offensive giving 
you maximum coverage during the period when you are trying 
to determine what the infiltration is? 

SECRE'l'ARY LAIRD: Yes. 
. ---.-.-. - ~--------,-"",,, ... ,,~ ...... -.--~----.-.~.. . - -.-------.----------,----~-.--.:-.-.~:.~ . .:.-~-~--.-----. -_." --;--- -----_. ---:,_ .. _- -"----

" 

- .. 

, , ' 

what:was the enemy 
troop 

QUESTION: Hr. Secretary, 
strength a year ago? 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I am not going to' get into 
the question of those figures. I think I have indicated 
to you the figure that was used a year ago'hy the previous 
Administration -- I will have Dim make':that available to 
you -- bu'~ I have indicated to you that there has been a 
decrease nf"at least 40,000. ,Tha ','s ~lithin the range 
and the l,nrtion of the range and ( accept that particular 
figure at thi s time. • . 

. .. \ . __ .",' •. ':'.-:.':.-. -... -,:.. :.';.:..-:;r- -,.'~ ---" 

QUEE~'IOH: l-Ir. Secretary, do I understand you to 
say that Lhe Np,r.th Vietnamese and Lhe VC do not have 
the capac,','ty at',lhis time to sta~J<' a major offensive for 
a long p(.)·iod? ,i think th<lt' s ~lhi~ 1: you saic1. 

SE(;RJ:?lll~Y LAIRD: ~'h<lt is co,"J'ecl. 

QUES~'ION: Your reply to the l:i11 sugges'ted th<lt 
they have a potential for about a million toc1ra\l on 
for troo!)!;, and thus they have a considerable force in' 
country iillc1 neilr the country. vlh" , do you feel that they 
cannot &\ist<lin an offensive? vlhc,'.:,'s your reasoning? 

".' 

SECmTARY LAIRD: 
'troop level figure. 

.-. I don't ),:'0,", where-You.;got that --...---
C";cS'/l'Oil:- It's the anslVer in the agate type in the. 

- .•.. --__ J 

back of tile Senate hearings. 

SECF,ETl,RY LAIRD: I think YOIl are talking about 
a strenc,th that: -has to do \"i th the South Vietnamese 

~ .... , .... 
forces, l":.'!cause I have never usec1 a figure of one 
Dlillion :-:...:i::::c'oliht'ry ---

..... ----_.--'- ... --

QUE.':'j'ION: Not in-country, tc draH on from the north. 

" 



. J.l. •. ... __________ . ____ _ -------_&.-" - - -- . __ .- -.. - ----- ".- .-- -". "-
SECRE'l'l,RY Ll\IRD: That's the total force available 

and part ,)f their force is not only in the north, but 
part of their fon:e is in Laos and I \1<1S talking about 
the capability at the present time in South Vietnam 
to launch a major, sustained offen.sive. I do·not believe 
that they have the capability in-country, in being, at this 
time to launch such a major offensive.· That was the 
answer to the question. You are now broadening this and 
taking forces that are in the north, in'~aos and in other 
areas, and that is a different question than I addressed 
myself to carlier. 

QUESTION: Do you rule that out as a possibility 
. that they could use those forces? .. .. 

SECRJ;TARY LAIR"b: I rule out ':he Ilossibili ty that 
they coul(~ move thos~ forces in-conntry during the partic~l<,r 
period of tlIhe that \1e' re discussi Jig here through the 
15th of A] ril 1970, and have them :~n'III a~d IV corps 
ready for such an activity. ',', , • --- ._ ... ---_ .. - ... _._ .. _ .... __ .....•• _ ............. - ........ ---~ ..• -~-- ... _._ .......... . 

..• 

'"/hen I ~ms discussing the que. ,tion asked earlier, 
the. quest on dealt ... ,ith this peri(d, in this time frame, 
and my an ;\-ler ~:as that it ~Ioulcl I](I\: be possible in 
that peri.)d of time. I don' t ~ran': to give the impression 
that an a :tack can't be made by t~i ~ forces of the Viet 
Cong and :he North Vietnamese. 1 am talking about a 

. , . major, su itained offensive campaigtl. 
. ~ 

.' --. 
~":QuEs.i'i9Hi.Do you agree there are a million men 

under arm; ---

SECF,,'fARY LAIRD: \vhere did'that voice come from? 

Qum~'J' rOll: Hot from me, belh~ve me.' 

SECJIETARY LAIRD: 
thought ;l.aybe someone 

have 
I \1ill' tell you 
it ~'ight nOH. 

It was ra':i'.er pleasant fTiough';"-I 
else ~Ias gJing to take ovc-r~'···-·-

if Heather \l?nts attention, she ~lill 

.... 

r
·-~· ........ , 
_QUES.TIOl~ : 'l<cM' if I could j l'S t think of a 'lues tion . '. 

QUES'i'ION: Hr. Secretilry, is the Administration conl<,:.l-
. . thd 1 f 't'JA'I'O? platl.ng <,lY troop ~ll. riMa s rOC.l., 

SEC"r;'j'ARY J,i\IlW: In the 197C bucJgct HC havc func1ccJ <.11 
presently assigned combat troops for NATO t.hroughont 
fiscal year 1970, .and \'Te \'Iill continue in the 19'11 budgct. 
lIe \'lill· n:; .. ke our requcst. to the C,~ngress b"sed on the 

·~-i)i:-·c.s:c:nt··c"J[\bat. strength in Europe at· this ti.me. 
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. . "12 • 
I want to 'make it very clear th·5.s wi"ll be the ......­

recommendation of the Executive Branch. As I made clear 
to the'NATO Defense Planning Committee in Brussels the other 
day, this is a matter that is reviewed by .a c'o-equal branch 
of this government, the Congress of the United States, but 
this ~,ill be our reconunendation as far as the 1971 budget 
is concerned. ' 

. , .... _._ ......... _- -~..... QUESTION: Mr. Secretary', would"you give the 

average number of troops under the troop withdrawals 
that have been announced so far as having been 12,500 
a month? ~Iould you like to see them be considerably 
higher than that? lIave you argued for a higher rate? 

'r. 
SECRETARY LAIRD: No, I'm i?::support'of this 

program. 
-. " ,. 

QUESTION: How would th~"s most recently 
announcecl reduction, the one',that the President announced 
yesterday. affect draft calls in:'.970? 

SECRETARY LAIn.D: The p:ogrammed draft calls 
can be rc 1uced.'~r 1970 on the bas:Ls of this' third 
increment reduct.ion of forces in Vietnam. 

QUES'rION: Is there i. fa ctor that you usc 
I' so many j 2Her per man? 

" 

SECn.E'i'ARY LAIRD: 1 ~,oL'ld like to say of this 
50,000, L majority of the 50,000 spaces will be reduced 
as fa~ <\~ our end-strength is concerned. ~Ie will move to 

. discharge a m'mber of individuaL, from the milita'ry servi;2 
based upcn this third increment reduction frol)\ Vietnam. 
So, our ",ad-strength will bc'redur::ed by 'almost 90 to 95 
percent cf the spaces that are; II this third reduction H, 

the ceili..ng. 

Does that anS\'lCr you,: question? 

. . 

And this will have an, (',ffect upon our draft 
program f.or calendar year 1970. Ne no\" plan an end­
strength of 3,23S',QOO men. vie H).ll reduce that. almost 
50,000. That will be worked out in ele ~lanning con­
ference, but it will be about frn;n 90 to 100 percent. 
1 don't ',:ant to give you the exact figure because the 
planninu conference, depending 01, some final decisions 
on certain units, \"i11 make some l'ifference there. But 
1 can predict that it ""ill be arc'llnd 95 percent. 

" 
QUES'l'IOH: That is the fiscal 1971 budget? 

, 



--- --' -,--'- -
-.' . 

SECRETARY LA!HD: . 'j'hat will be the fiscal '70 
budget, but you were :~,a~,killg' about calendar ye'ar draft 
calls and I'm talking about the fiscal end-strength which 

,:,is on June 30. Is there any confus,ion about that? 

QUESTION: HOI~ will it 
draftee projections,for calendar 

_________ ~ • .:...:!:__ • _ __ ..:...r , ___ .•. ______ • ___ " ........ ___ ', .. _ •. 

affect the 250,000 
1970? 

i:_' __ ' ______ ~ __ . 

. '. 

.. 

"., ,,- 'SECRETARY LAIRD: . The' 250, 000 dr~it"~~ll projection" 
will be phased dOlm. I \olould assume and this is being 
worked on at the present time, that there \OlOuld be a 
possibility of a reduction in the area of around 10 
percerlt. Those figures are being worked on at the present 
time, but there will be a reduction in the programmed 
draft calls for calendar year 1970. ..,. 

I mi~ ht "add one thing abou't the draft, too, as long 
as I have this opportunity. The d.:aft bill, of course, 
is one of the programs that. I·· \0]<15 very much interested 
in in thiE year 1969, and I cbnsid'lr ~t one of the major 
accompli5Lnents of the Administration, But there are 
stories U at have floated around that there is a loophole 
in this ;'dj ~i'j:t' .pliocedure. " . 

"--- ---- . 

I "'Jart it understood that yo'; can't be exposed l\-:ice 
to the rar dom selection process. )Iou are only exposed 

'once. I < ssured the congressiona,l. cOIT'J1littecs of this 
fact \,]hen I testified before the jicuse and the Senate. So, 
the idea i hat you can Inove yourse 1 f fnto. another lottery 
posi tion l·y actions I'/hich you tab" is not the case. 

... " 
'j'he r,umbe:: \o/11ich i,s selected for you is the number 

.that stay!' I,]ith you all· through yc>ur period of eligibility, 
'!'hc eligL)ili ty is for 12 lllol1ths. If you choose to e>:tenu 
your period by a student defermer.t, you stay a constructivr, 
19-yearold but you keep the same number. 

I th'cnk that should be undeL3t ooel because some YOUllc' _", 
people haole been misinfo:r::':.ed ... f>y c~rtain sources conc("05;~c; .) 
this very important poi'11't; __ L,thi'll; in planning, for their 
future th,~y should under'stand t1i-::t very thoroughly. 

QUES~'IO": Hr. Secretary, on <,nother subject., could 
you cO!1~n('nt for us in some detail today about a report 
that you ,tre having differences \01: th the State Department 
over \olhcther the Army should use L io;Log ical agents to 
produce poisonous. toxins for mililcTY uses? 

, 
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