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Due to the mess

ourﬂi troops against the liberation forces

12 an American unit mutinied at Phubai

. Opposition to the war is widespread

“Thus, Nixon has had to offset this by

| ‘naval power, The number of sailors and airmen

.i-'.".*'- ed to the S enth Fleet operating in the South China Sea has

1 by 21,01}0 1o w 000 since the offanswa began (this strength s not
1_- ded in troop totals).

3 ,. Jot for a single moment has American |mpenaltsm given up its aim

? “of “saving”’ South Vietnam from “communism™ (i.e. for capitalism). As
‘Nixon put it in his April 26 speech: “We will not be defeated and will
" never surrender our friends to Communist aggression’’. Imperialism has

merely had to adopt its methods to the situation on the battiefields and
the mood of the Amerm&n,?eople Hence, on the one hand, the
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11 you oppose the Vietnam war and
conscription, if you want a social-
st Australia, if you support the
struggle lor women's liberation,
the struggle for national liberation
throughout the world- join the
SOCIALIST YOUTH ALLIANCE.,
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N::}_rlt The bureaucratic leaderships of these caumnea F-}lm _ne eri-']lmt
?ﬂ?' 4 ts above the defence of another workers state uft er imperialis
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Httai\[l:il;cn-- can only have been encouraged in his prese?ttiembsm;btﬁgt _”:
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7 king to the escalation O e nbing |
ssivity of Moscow and Pe _
?\IE::}rth :nd South Vietnam in recent weeks. As the April 25 editorial in
\Washington Post'* noted: : ‘ il
thE”"I'hna: I(?emlin, by limiting IS reaction and by continuing

preparations for the pending summit, bring the North

‘dent will succeed in his evident attempt to ,
\P.fri‘:::;ese offensive to an end before t_hg summit IJEiEI"'*S- Fl'i’q;r:;'?
moment, Moscow seems to regard Its provision of hardware t}? & g
including hardware used e{iin T_h;e ?‘iUITi '.igﬁrf;ﬂfnk?g?'?

- ialist credentials alike. ing."
grei[rgs:::earna?riszﬁatism's new escalat_ion qf the war dnrf_:'u:tly; mvfjlves
the Soviet Union and China. It also places in question Nixon s‘trl;:{ tg
Moscow. It would be the height of Stalinist myopia if the Sowlat an
Chinese bureaucracies accepted this new escai;tnon. ThISI would r:ol':
only place in jeopardy the Vietnamese rewlutmn but ultimately wi
only encourage imperialist aggression against other u_.w:-rkers states, even
the USSR and China. To this imperialist blackmail there is only one
principled response — form a united front of wc}rREfs states for an all
out defence of the Vietnamese revolution; no secret diplomacy.

At all events, blockading North Vietnam will not affect the current
offensive. The supplies for this have been accuml._:lated and rncwa:d
South over many months. The military position In the South will
continue to deteriorate for the imperialists. However, if the workers
states do not live up to their responsibilities, there is no doubt that the
liberation forces will be much handicapped in the future.

There is no doubt that the Vietnamese will continue their long and
heroic struggle to determine their own destinies, for which
so many of their brothers and sisters have fallen. The peoples of the
world who support their struggle have a role to play, too. We must
organise the most massive, sustained antiwar actions internationally
until the imperialist aggression is ended. We must demand that all
imperialist troops, material and aid is withdrawn from Indochina
immediately — ""Out Now!"". We must also call on the workers states to
stand firm against imperialist blackmail, solidly behind the Vietnamese
revolution,

Immediate and unconditional withdrawal of all US troops, bases and
matériel from Indochina — OUT NOW!

End the bombing now!

Victory to the Vietnamese revolution!

For a united front of workers states to defend and aid the
Vietnamese Revolution!

No secret diplomacy!
smash the Blockade!
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QUICK RESPONSF
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IN AUSTRALIA

All centres have already re
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Five hundred Brisbane stude
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[n Canberra 150 demonstrators p;

the US consulate, A vigil has hilgﬁ%
will continue until the maes Protest g
Friday, =

In Melbourne 2, 000 demonstrators
gathered in the city square fromw
they proceeded to the offices of Pan 4y
Here, police viciously attacked the
crowd and two arrests were made, T
march then proceeded back 1o the ey
squarc.

At Pan Am several windows were brokss.
This was unfortunate as it gave polies
an excuse to attack the march and i
media the opportunity to divert attesis
from Nixon's offensive and onto the
icsue of law and order. ]

In Sydney 1,000 demonstrators assembis
outside the US consulate in Pitt Street
and shouted slogans demanding the IS
get out of Indo-China. Further actes
is planned in Sydney for Friday,

In Adelaide 1,000 student demonstais
marched through city streets. Seyesl
smoke bombs were thrown and 2 cosle
of demonstrators were arrested. Furthes
protests are planned.

In Brisbane the Queensland Trades s
Labour Council has called for a comp
black ban on all U, S, 5hippinglloh¢
imposed by the A, C, T U St
follows threatened action by seamen i
wharfies and certainly points the Wiy
forward for industrial action against e
wWar,

The following motion has so faf bees
passed by the Sydney Antiwar Coaliti®
a meeting of protestors al Adelaide

University at a front lawn meeling 4%
the Macquarie University Student Lo
Executive: &
This meeting condemns the provoca

actions of the United Stales govemme
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THE ANTIWAR
WHAT SHOUL

Nixon's current exercise in brinkman-
ship raises anew the need for the anti-
war movement here and internationally
1o assess the situation and respond
massively to the new aggression against
Vietnam. The current escalation by
Nixon shows clearly that none of the
basic aims of imperialism have changed:
it still seeks a military victory, Only the
rhetoric and means change as one
method after another of achieving

these basic ailms is shown to be futile,

So with the basic nature of the war
remaining unchanged it follows that
the basic role of the antiwar movement
that has developed over the last seven
years remains unchanged. In fact the
key point to understand is that we need
to do what we have been doing for the
past several years but to do it now with
a greater sense of urgency,

Unfortunately the "peace" rhetoric of the
past few months confused sections of the
movement. After this attempts by SYA-
SWL in Sydney to continue the protests

in the form of the highly successful
moralorium were sabotaged by the AICD-
CPA forces who wished to take unilateral
action on their own - in one case public

meetings, in the other so-called "advanced

actions' - at the same time castigating

the SYA-SWL proposals as "sterile debate"

and "needless talk", But what was really
happening was this: the AICD-CPA forces
had been sucked in by the dropping away
of the liberal-pacifist section of the
movement and had come to believe
along with them that the antiwar move-
ment as we knew it was "winding down, "

A parallel phenomen occurred in
Melbourne where the Taft led CPA forces
supported the Worker Student Alliahce
"multi-moratorium" idea, This was a
concept of "enlarging" the moratorium
protest to cover social services, Niugini,
black struggle, unemployment etc. etc.

Because they were confused about what was

happening in the war, they were unable
to mount the necessary campaign to
educate the movement and its sympath-
isers nor to plan and mount the necessary
mass action by which this propaganda
activity is complemented.

Similar confusion occurred in other
centrés with the necessity for forming
completely new committees in Hobart
and Adelaide under SYA-SWL iniative
which were responsible in the April 20-
22 period for rebuilding the movement
in these centres,

SPECIAL EDITION
OF DIRECT ACTION

As soon as we heard the news of Nixon's
escalation we began preparation of this
special edition of Direct Action. The
situation was serious enough in our
opinion to warrant dropping all other

plans and responding with all our resources

to this latest aggression,

The article "Vietnam: Three decades of
imperialist counterrevolution™ has been
reprinted from The Militant, a revolution-
ary soclalist newspaper published in the
USA,

We have held over all our usual features:
our In Brief colwmn, Women in Revolt,
The World Revolution, We have no news
this Issue on the Labour movement and
he developments of the past two weeks:
this will be printed in our next issue.

The second half of the struggle at
Latrobe University has been held oveg
till our next issue. Also in our next issue
will be a report on the May Day demon-
strations, an analysis of the Niugini
clections, and an article by a long-time
CPA activist on internationalism and

the failures of the CPA in this aspect of
revelutionary politics,
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with these features will be much
as we return to our regular 16
pages/colour format to continue as the
biggest, cheapest and most widely read
left paper in this country,

Chir next publication date 1s May 22 -
1O make sure of your copy, subscribe

NO one is confused any more!
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December 15, 1969 demonstration in Sydney marked new upturn in antiw

At last [ife Ttself” clarilies the situation
for those who won't learn from history,
At last we can be confident of rallying
old and new forces to defend, once
again, at this crucial stage the struggle
of the Vietnamese for liberation.

What was it that made the antiwar move-
ment successful in the past in forcing the
partial victory of withdrawal of Australian
combat troops? At this point a summary
of the things that made the antiwar

forces strong is necessary:

Firstly the building of mass demonstrations
on the streets has kept the movement
independent of political parties and has
enabled massive numbers of people to
take action on their own behalf against
the government. This has raised conscious-
ness and combativity and stopped the
movement from being sidetracked into
compromies and betrayal, Besides , it

is the mest effective way of getting our
views to a massive number ofpcﬂpi: and

demonstrating the size and confidence
of the movement,

Secondly, the demand of immediate
withdrawal of all US and Australian
troops from Vietnam as the central
organizing slogan of the movement,
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Subsidiary demands have been necessary
to round this out but withdrawal has

been the common demand around which
a massive movement could be united and
mobilized and yet be a demand which if
implemented guarantees the right of the
Vietmamese to self-determination,
Unilateral withdrawal indicates that we
know that US imperialism Is the aggressor
in Vietnam,

The third factor that has made the mass
antiwar movement successful has been
its internal structure of non-exclusion
with democratic decision making. The
days are gone when red-baiting of sections
of the movement could sway people
about their course of action. Attempts
by some sections of the movement to
make decisions in closed rigged comm-
ittees have been successfully exposed
during the period of the momatorium. The
norm eéstablished in most sections of the
moratorium of mass meetings of all
supporters with democratically elected
committees is the only way to guarantee
full participation in the movement by
all who support its aims. A democratic
movement with no red-baiting is a
defense against provocateurs and of
becoming divided by ruling class
propaganda, It allows all sections of

the movement to participate in decision
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MOVEMENT—
D WE DONOW?

making yet does not prevent individua!
initiatives from different sections, It
guarantees that the most effective and
united movement is bullt with the
resources available,

50 the best way we can aid the Vietnam-
ese revolution in the coming period is

by remembering these lessons of the past
and concretely forming democratic
committees around the unfulfilled deman
of the moratorium oriented to mass
action on the streets,

A good start has been made by the
immediate response to the Nixon
escalation. In the coming months we
must renew our efforts to mobilize a
mass movement around the following
demands: '
"Immediate and unconditional with-
drawal of all US,; Australian and allied
forces from S,E, Asia ! "

“An immediate cessation of the bombing
and mining of Indochinese territory and
waters! "

"An immediate end to all Australian
political ,military and economic support
for the warl"

"Immediate withdrawal from SEATO,
ANZUS and other military pacts! "
"Self-determination for the Indochinese

F“EGPIE.. L}

ar movement after lull and Nixon's "plan",

DRIVE FOR 500 NEW SUBS
WELL AHEAD AFTER THIRD WEEK

Direct Action's drive for 500 new

of this special Vietnam issue has put a

subscriptions is well ahead at the end of heavy financial burden on our resources:

the third week. Sydney still remains
far in advance of other centres 50 a
concerted drive is still needed in these
areas to catch up. Sydney looks like
fulfilling its quota by the end of the
fourth week, The drive will last for
another five weeks during which time
the special subscription rate of 135 for $1
will operate,

Totals received to date are as follows:

AREA SHOULD NEW QUOTA
BE SUBS

we didn't plan on Nixon's escalation.
But we felt a quick response was

necessary and to make this possible when the cost of this issue.
the occasion arises mext we need your

Sydne 56 133 150
f\}’tlb‘;:.lmt 56 59 150
Adelaide 23 13 60
Brisba ne 23 a 60
Hobart 11 11 30
Canberra 8 3 20
General 11 8 30

188 232 500

We urge all readers to take ndvantnq:lnf
e

our offer now! Only by securing a sta
subscription base will we be able to
continue to take advantage of the major
world events and give you, the reader,
up-to-date coverage, The production
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special

Support now,

So send us your sub now and any
donation you might care to make towards

15 issues for $1.00

NAME . o o s mnr ms i = i e

offer

ADDRESS - - cc sccmmmamss v
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THE WOR

The international character of the war in
Indochina has caused the involvement of
other countries. Because of their common
ties with Hanoi, Moscow and Peking
were directly challenged from the begin-
ning, Both China and the Soviet Union
were the ultimate target of the assault
launched by the Pentagon, as, of course
1 were the East European workers' states,

as well as North Korea and Cuba. The ;
role played by these countries has always
been closely watched by the US admin-
fetration as was evident in the qu‘.nt,lg-_'-n
Papers. At all stages the administration
sought to avoid a direct confrontation
with either China or the USSR.
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During an earlier stage of the war in
1954 both the USSR and China were
responsible for a previous defeat when
they forced the Geneva Accords on the
Vietnamese, Even though Vietnemese
liberation forces controlled most of
Vietnam the country was partitioned into
two sections until free elections could

be held, The elections were never helr{
and the US established a firm base against
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam and

China,

In the period since 1954 the role of the
workers states has been ambivalent,

On the positive side hac been the aid
given 1o the revolutionaries. While
Australian government figures show
total aid of $1000 million from the
Soviet Union and $300 million from
China more recent figures indicate that
in 1971 only $100 million came from
the Soviet Union and only §75 million
from China, This aid is undoubtedly
quite meagre and when it is compared
with the US military expenditure in
Indochina for the same period of $9
billion, the Soviet figure comes to only
one ninetieth of the US effort,

The weaponry supplied to the Vietnamese
for the current offensive can be seen for
what it really is: insufficient and delivered
too late,

So Vietnam has been a testing ground
for all forces and tendencies in world
litics, In the case of Moscow it will
recalled that in the beginning the
Brezhnev-Kosygin leadership made rather
forceful statements denouncing the US
imperialist aggression in Vietoam.
Stalin's heirs even permitted expressions
of solidarity with the Vietnamese,
including some demonstrations in fromt
of the US embassy in which stones and
bottles of ink were thrown at the building.
The tab for the damage was , of course,
picked up by the Soviet government.
This activity was soon curtailed, however,
and brought into proportion with the {low
of material aid that the Soviet bureau-
cracy doled out to the Vietnamese with
an eyedropper. Above all, Moscow avoided
any action io any other theatre that might
- have given the Pentagon cause to reconsider
ils aggression in Vietnam and to retreat,
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Al the same time, the Kremlin maintained
its understanding with Washington and
secret diplomatic channels

- played the role of a go-between, putting
pressuré on the Vietnamese and doing
everything possible to bring them to the
“negotiations table" set up by the imper-
Jdalist aggressor,

~ In the current offensive the bureaucratic
- leadership of the USSR has played the

. sme ambivalent role: on the one hand

it has supplied Hanoi and the NLF with
- more & cated armaments and on

the other hand it played an extremely

complicent role. When Russian ships

were attacked recently they did not

Ton 250 The St e, et to0
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- for toasting Nixon while Washington
~ rained death and destruction on Indochina,
Now the bombing has been extended to
~ Haooiand miﬂl::g, the country has
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with Nixon when they invited him to
Peking. The Chinese invitation had a
multifold effect. It set back the inter-
national anti-war movement consider-
ably by creating illusions of "peace”

Whether or not the Chinese bureaucracy
is able to force the Vietnamese to settle
on Nixon's terms he is able to use this
possibility as a cover while he continues
to seek a military victory.

Events since the Nixon visit have con-
firmed the fears of a sell out. Less then
48 hours after Richard Nixon's "Journey

“On the most acute questions of Indochina

Conference partitions Indochina with help of China and Soviet Union
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Peking's policy was no less perfidious
than Moscow's.

denouncing the US Empnelri.-:ulist aggression
and voicing solidarity with the heroic
Vietnamese, There was even talk of
readiness to send volunteers to participate I
in the fighting. The Mao regime l'!rd -
furnish material aid, particularly in the

form of small arms and ammunition,

211 of this was discounted by

However, _ :
Sino- Soviel

the Pentagon in view of the
dispute. Neither Moscow nor Peking
IJ]'C”.'l.'d -.'.':pdt"!l.' of closing this breac !I,

the main reason being that they pl 1ced
their narrow national bureaucratic ahead of

{nterests of the world socialist revolution.

On top of this, the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution that Mao opened up
in a bid to liguidate his rivals, or
potential rivals, in the bureaucracy
was taken by the Pentagon as suificient
assurance that the ruling caste in China
was so deeply divided internally as to
be incapable for the time being o_f
offering any serious resistance to inter-

yvention on the mainland of Asia even
though the American military machine

became implanted within striking .'
distance of the borders of China.

Early last year Peking issued grave i
warnings to the US during the abortive iy

invasion of Laos when fighting threatened
to come closer to the Chinese border

but then Nixon's response to Mao's long 1

term efforts for "peaceful coexistence™
showed the reality behind Peking's empty
rhetoric, "Chairman Mao's Revolutionary
Diplomatic Line" turned out to be a
policy of class collaboration. In particular
the Chinese bureaucracy collaborated

and an end to the conflict in Indochina,

for Peace"” had concluded, US planes
renewed the air war against North
Vietnam. Peking's statements in the
period since then have been extremely
moderate, The New York Times
commented in its February editorial:

and Taiwan, the negotiators chose to
be purposefully vague, but Peking's
hard line has unmistakably given way to
a new flexibility, The war with Saigon
is no longer portrayed as a fight to the
bitter end. Premier Chou considers
negotiable the peace proposals now on
the table. His exclusive mention of the
offers by the National Liberation Front
may even contain a hint of strained
relations with Hanoi, "

The most elementary duty of both China
and the USSR to the Vietnamese, who
are struggling to defend their revolution
against the American assault, is a joint
public call for an international united
front in defense of Vietnam,

This does not mean that the Chinese
and the Soviets must give up their
differences. The debate on these questions
could continue between the two govern-
ments and parties, and with other
tendencies in the world Communist
movement, Lenin's conception of the
united fron t was to bring together for
specific aims all tendencies in the
working-class movement, despite
fundamental disagreements on other
questions,

It would be criminal to engage in
diplomatic manoeuvers or sectarian
denunciations when what is needed is
common action,
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[n the beginning, the N
Msao leadership staged giant rallies, £

By DICK ROBERTS

Nashington's central objective in Viet-
nam has remalined the same for over
16 years — since President Dwight
Eisenhower's administration took
over from Frauce after the battle of

Dienblenphu In 1954,

The task, as the U.S. rulers see lt,
ls to crush a peasant-based revolu-
Hon under the leadership of Commu-
nist forces and thereby to stabllize
a pro-Western regime in Saigon.

But this peasant revolution had been
advancing for at least 15 years even
before Dienbienphu. Ho Chi Minh and
his followers first established the
"League for the Independence of Viet-
nam” ("Viet Minh" for short) in 1941,
during the Second World War Japa-
nese occupation of Indochina. And
the Viet Minh had come to power
in Indochina in 1946, following Ja-
pan's defeat.

The years of repression before 1946;
the nine-year war against the French,
which lasted until 1954; the brutal,
reactionary South Vietnamese regimes
of the 1950s; the last 10 years of
U.S. occupation and slaughter — in
short, three decades of imperialist
counterrevolution— have produced in
Indochina a deeply entrenched and
widely supported revolutionary strug-
gle.

To crush this revolution today re-
quires crushing its base In the popu-
lace, that is, destroying the people
of the countryside— destroying theilr
homes, villages and towns, destroy-
ing their crops, destroying their for-
ests, and forcing them into heavily-
guarded concentration camps.

This is Nixon's "Vietnamization®
plan. Its rools go back to the “coun-
terinsurgency” programs of the Ken-
nedy administration, and before the
U.S. occupation of Vietnam, to the
colonial policies of the French.

Knowledge of this history can be
a powerful weapon of the antiwar
movement. It underlines unambigous-
ly that Washington's basic strategy
in Indochina is what used to be called
scorched earth: the terrorization of a
people through unrelieved destruction
and repression. From the very start,
the antiwar movemen! has had the
responsibllity of exposing for the
American people the real character
of Washington’s war in Southeast
Asia. This is an Important part of
the crucial job of mobilizing millions
and millions in the struggle once and
for all to bring an end to the war.®

Indochina as a French colony

"Indochina is, from all points of
view, the most Important, the most
developed and the most prosperous
of our colonies,” Albert Sarraut, co-
lonial minister of France, declared in
1923,

This lush land was the third most
important exporter of rice in the world.
It exported rubber and corn. It had
mineral and timber wealth: anthracite
coal, which was exported, iron ore,
tin, zine, phosphates, manganese, and
fungsten.

*In order to economize on space, many

of the sources for the Information In this
article are not given. However, all of the
quolations and source material unless oth-
erwise noled have been taken from the
following five books, all of which are po-
perbacks in print, and which, in addition,
are Indispensable - reading for antiwar ac-
tivists:
The Struggle for Indochinag, 1940-1955,
by Ellen J, Hammer, Stanford University
Press; Vielnam: Between Two Truces, by
Jean Lacouture, Vinloge Books; How the
United States Got Involved in Vietnam,
by Robert Scheer, Fund for the Republig
The Indochina Story, by the Commiliee
of Cencerned Asion Schelars, Banlam
Books; and At War with Asia, by Noam

Chomsky, Yintage Books.
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French economic policy fyp fn-
vored development of the rage e
rials for export and suppre u-
mestic industrial developm

1
Tonkin,” Ellen Hammer writs 1;
namese were employed in Fre ex-

tile industries and in Frendheq
mines. Vietnamese laboren .
worked the French rubber plashns
in Cochin China. Many of thedan.
tation workers were recruitediihe
villages of Tonkin . . ., and seshuth
far from their homes to worklder
a semimilitary system.”

Most of the land was owf]by
absentee landlords. In the Wng
Delta, out of a population four
million, only 225,000 ownefind.
In one province, 9.6 perce:dlthe
landowners held 65.5 perceniithe
cultivable land. Most of the pdace
existed as penniless tenants i§ted
to the absentee owners andks.

Long before the organizatiof the
Viet Minh, Vietnamese natilists
chafed against imperialist domilon.
As in North Africa and theftile
Crescent, revolutionists met funs
of the Foreign Legion, whosther-
als ordered whole village lofde-
stroyed in reprisals for individiicts
(a policy only later (o be #ted
by Hitler and perfected by Bfen-
tagon). The years 1930-31 saxiav-
age repression of rebellion isido-
china in which thousands werlled
and many thousands Imprsd
cluding Communists and o
of other revolutionary groups

Paris maintained its hold oscc-
china during most of e d
World War, despite Japaness
tion, through the maneu
pro-Vichy regime. While Japsped
the ports of Halphong and C#nh
Bay and the air bases it €0
as the springboard for afl
Philippines, Malaya, and [
East Indies, the French &
tion occupled itself with quell
namese resistance. The Vi
:alled upon the French (0¥
them against the Japanese
They were met with the bull
French occuplers,

in-
sis

1945: Viet Minh betray®
But the end of the wart
new upsurge of struggle By
mer of 1945, the rwnlull.ﬂﬂ
full sway under Viet Minh 1
In the northern provinces @
revolutionary forces took P
gut a shot being fired. In @

[ T,

inces, they were meekly opposed by
Japanese troops. "People’s Committees™
sprang up throughout the countryside
abolishing the old "Councils of No-
tables™ that had been fostered by the
French. :

The Democratic Republic of Vietnam
was established in August. The flexible
emperor Bao Dal negotiated with the
People's Committee in Hue: in return
for support for the new republic, Bao
Dai was promised state protection of
the temples and tombs of the Royal

- Family.

"Never before had Vietnam seemed
so united,” Ellen Hammer writes, "Em-
peror and people, Catholics and Con-
fucianists, conservatives and Commu-
nists, they all seemed to support the
new republic. In Hanoi, now the capi-
tal of Vietnam, Ho Chi Minh reor-
ganized the National Liberation Com-
mittee, bringing in a Catholic and
several more moderate nationalists to
form the Provisional Government of
the new republic. . . . Sept. 2 was In-
dependence Day for Vietnam. The peo-
ple of Hanoi cheered wildly. It looked
to them as if the war were over and
Vietnam were free.”

But this proved to be short-lived.
On one side, as a result of reformist
illusions of the Viet Minh Communist
leaders, and on the other side, as a
result of machinations by British ar-
mies and French administrators, the
imperialists were able to regain a mil-
itary foothold in Salgon within a few
months and subsequently to launch
the long counterrevolutionary war
against the new Vietnamese govern-
menit.

The big powers that emerged vic-
torious from the world war— Britain,
the U.S., and the Soviet Union—de
lermined that the defeated Japanese
forces in Vietnam should be disarmed,
north of the 16th parallel by Chinese
armies and south of it by British
troops.

Revolutionary socialists in the Viet
Minh, as well as  others, warned
against this Imperialist maneuver.
They urged against any negotiations
with the Imperlalists and refused (o
glve up their own weapons to the
British and Chinese troops, which
were supposed to be there only to
disarm the Japanese.

But Ho and the other Communist
leaders of the Viet Minh bent to Mos-
cow's pressure for “peaceful coexis-
tence” with the imperialist war victors.
This meant cooperating with the Chi-

nese and British disarmament and ul-
timately negotiating a status for Viet-
nam within the French Union.

The Trotskyists and the Cao Dai
and Hoa Hao groupings, who de
nounced the British troops and de
manded guns for the people, were ruth-
lessly crushed by Communist Viet
Minh forces. "The Viet Minh closed
in on Trotskyites who belonged to
the 'Struggle’ group as well as to
the International Communist League,
and a number were killed," writes El-
len Hammer. This included the prom-
inent revolutionary leader Ta Thu
Thau, who was murdered despite his
acquittal in three trials by local Peo-
ple's Committees.

On Sept. 22-23, a British coup in
Saigon displaced Vietnamese rule and
reestablished the nucleus of a French
administration. (In northern Vietnam,
there was no such move against the
Viet Minh on the part of the Chinese.
Chiang Kal-shek had no wish to re
store Hanoi to his imperialist rivals
in Paris. This gave Vo Nguyen Giap
time to consolidate and extend the
arena of Viet Minh control.)

The French then stalled for time,
conducting a series of negotiations
with Ho. Just over one year later, in
November 1946, Paris was ready to
launch Its counterrevolutionary war.
This was precipitated by an air bom-
bardment and naval artillery shelling
of Haiphong, Nov. 23, in which some
six thousand Vietnamese were killed
— thus employing once again the clas-
sical model of imperialist colonial
warfare: destroying the populace in
order to "save IL"

Franco-Vietnamese war

The nine-year-long "dirty war" fol-
lowed. Its detalls, which in many re
specls were repeated on a bigger scale
in the latter half of the 1960s, need
not be considered here. The French
raised an army of over 400,000 (in
addition to the Saigon army which
came to number about 200,000).

Napalm bombing of civilians was
frequent and there was an exiraor-
dinarily high rate of infant modality.
= __ all the Viet Minh could offer its
adherents was more of the same mis-
ery and the continuing prospect of an
unending and destructive war,” Ham-

mer writes.
*In view of the terrible circumstances

of life in the Viet Minh zones, the

striking fact is not the number of peo-

ple who left, but the numbér who

lo a single purpose. 'All the prisoners
WE question are unanimous,” Nguyen
Van Tam, prime minister of the Bao
Dai government, said; "they are fight-
ing for the independence of Vietnam.™

Three points about the Franco-Viet-
namese war, however, should be
stressed. One of these points is the al-
most complele lack of support of the
world Communist movement to the
Viet Minh. Just the opposite of the
cold war myths that Democratic and
Republican administrations have re-
peated down to this day, the Indo-
chinese revolution was above all a
national revoll against foreign dom-
ination. It received little help “from
oufside.”

The Stalinist policy of “peaceful co-
existence” has taken a deep toll on
the Vietnamese revolution. The Com-
munist Party of France supported "its”
government in the suppression of the
revolution. On July 24, 1946, the
French CP newspaper
asked: "Are we, after having lost Syria
and Lebanon yesterday, to lose Indo-
china tornorrow, North Africa the day
after?” And Maurice Thorez, the CP
vice-premier of France, co-signed with
the Socialist Premier Ramadier the or-
ders sending French troops against
the Viet Minh. These “revolutionaries”
consequently never questioned why
Moscow refused anything close to suf-
ficient aid to the Vietnamese— and is
still far from providing the measure
of economic and military aid the So-
viet Union is capable of producing.

When Mao came to power in China
in 1949, the Viet Minh looked hope-
fully to the new Communist state on
their boundaries for desperately need-
ed help. And they did get some aid
from Peking as they have since. But
it also has been far less than is need-
ed: "Perhaps the most significant as-
pect of this aid was . . . what it failed
to bring,” Hammer states. "Most con-
spicuously lacking was Chinese help
in bullding and supplying a Vietna-
mese air force, without which each
Viet Minh offensive was bound to end
in a bath of blood. . . ."

The second general point thatshould
be made about the Franco-Vietnamese
war concerns the character of the Sai-
gon regime. It was not until June
1949, almost four years after the es-
tablishment of the DRV, that the
French were able to palch together
a Vietnamese government in Saigon—
with the still flexible Bao Dai as its
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fuged to join the Saigon government
They recognized it wouldn't last a
minute without French support and
hey feared associating themselves
¥ith the hated colonlalists.

So from its very inception, the gov-
ernment in Saigon — which is the sames
one that Nixon is defending today —
has had no base among the Vielna-
Mese masses; in fact, it was set up
by France as a means of combalting
the independence forces, It has alwayvs
existed solely through repression of
the masses with the financial and mil
itary aid of foreign imperialism.

The third generai point is that U, §
recognition and aid to the Saigon re
Eime began immediately after its in
ception, that is. during the Truman
administration. A June 1949 State De
partment document welcomed the for
mation of Bao Dai's regime, describ.
ing it as "the new unified state of Viet-
nam” which would "form the basis for
the progressive realization of the |e
gitimate aspirations of the Vietnamese
people.”

From then on, the flow of dollars
o back one after another Saigon re
gime steadily increased. From $150-
million in 1950, it soared to $1-billion
four years later. By 1954, Washing-
lon was underwriling 80 percent of
the cost of the war being fought by
French troops. On April 6, 1954, in
the middle of the batile of Dienbien-
phu, Washington announced that in
the nex!t fiscal year it would increase
its aid to $1.33-billion.

1954: Geneva accords

When the French forces finally col-
lapsed after the famous 55-day siege,
it was evident that the Viet Minh was
more deeply rooted in the countryside
than il had been nine vears earlier
at the war's oulsel. The
seph Alsop traveled in Viet Minh-con-
trolled areas of the Mekong Delta

the winter of 1954:

journalist Jo-

‘I '1_.1..'('I|IJ]I'j Il]l"L [ hl_"" E!.h.&‘ to r!-.-ll'lrrr' o

I had hoped to be able to report — that

on that long, slow canal trip to Vinh
Binh, I saw all the signs of miserv
and oppression that have made my

visils to East Germany like nightmare

journeys to 1984. But it was nol so.

. At first it was difficult to conceive
a Communist government's genuinely
‘'serving the people." 1 could hardly

imagine a Communist government
that was also a popular government.
Bui this is just the sort of govern-
menl the palm-hul state actually was
while the struggle with the French con-
tinued. The Viet Minh could not pos-
sibly have carried on the resistance
for one year, let alone nine years,
withoul the people’s strong, united sup-
port.”

Dwight D. Eisenhower recalled the
same period in his memoirs. Eisen-
hower was "convinced that the French
could not win the war. . . . | never
talked or corresponded with a person
knowledgeable in Indochinese affairs
who did not agree thal had elections
been held as of the time of the fight
ing, possibly B0 percent of the pop-
ulation would have voted for the Com-
munist Ho Chi Minh as their
leader. . . ."

Yet the Eisenhower administration
seriously considered inlervening (o
save the French at Dienbienphu and
possibly even using nuclear weapons
to do the job. In a trial-balloon speech
April 7, 1954, the then vice-president
Richard Nixon stated: "The United
States as a leader of the free world
cannot afford further retreat in Asia

. . . if this government cannot avoid bl -

it, the administration must face up

to the situation and dispatch forces.”

little support. o b
Even men like Ngo Dinh Diem re
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Hoa
- had at one time fought with the Viet
- Minh against the French, but many
- members of which had gone over to
- the French side in the protracted war.
- Then Diem turned on the peasant
- masses, including members of the

i

American people,
1 & Congress, and disagreeme

the intervention plan by the British
government as well as important sec-

of the French government per-
John Foster

nt with

tOrs
suaded Eisenhower & nd

Dulles to hold back.

What the Imperialists could not win
militarily, however, they succeeded in
winning- diplomatically with the help
of Moscow and Peking. This is- the
main significance of the 1954 Geneva
accords. By artificially dividing Viet-
nam into two regroupment spheres
along the 17th parallel, north of it
for the Viet Minh forces and south
of it for the French, the imperialists
won a crucial breathing spell to once
again attempt to stabilize their hold
in Saigon.

The fact thal the accords also prom-
jsed elections for two years later in
1956 and reunification of the couniry,
could not be taken seriously under the
circumstances. Douglas Pike, a former
UUSIA officer, writes in the Center for
International Studies publication Vier
Cong (MIT Press) the following:

"Oniy the Viet Minh, the winners,
lost. Or were sold out. Ho Chi Minh
somehow was persuaded— apparent-
ly by a joint Sino-Soviet effort—to
settle for half the country. . . . The
shock of understanding that they had
been betrayed, when it came a year
later to [the] North Vietnamese, must
have been great indeed — nine years
of sacrifice in the name of indepen-
dence and unity washed down the riv-
er of abstraction.”

Ngo Dinh Diem

Diem, following his refusal to take
part in the Bao Dai government of
1949, spent some time in the United
States and gained influential backing,
particularly from thr Catholic Church,
of whick he was a member.

Senators John F. Kennedy and Mike
Mansfield (who became an important
architect of the Kennedy administra-
tion's Vietnam policies) saw in Diem
a pro-Western Vietnamese leader who

3, could provide an allernative to both

France and the Viet Minh by forming
an “independence” government thal
would exclude the Viet Minh.

In a speech at the time of Dien-
‘bienphu, Kenpedy said that his con-

- pcern was Yor the security of the free
.~ world, and for the values and insti-
~ tutions that are held dear in France
- and throughout the non-Communist
~ world, as well as in the United States.”
- Such an institution apparently resulted
- from the Geneva accords, and Diem
- became its ruler ip July 1954, even
. before the Geneva conference was
" ferminated.

- At first he waged war against the

lico-religious sects of the Cao Dali,
Hao, and Binh Xuyen, which

£

W Minh who had stayed in the

i following the Geneva accords.
F ale manhunts against dissi-
€nis were organized in the rural
eas In 1956," stales the Committee
: ﬂnmmed Asian Scholars. "The
~ patiern of these manhunts is clear:

~ - - denunciation, encirclement of vil-

es, searches and raids, arrests of
| plundering, interrogations
ivened sometimes by torture . . .

‘Geportation, and regrouping of popu-
iations suspected of intelligence with
. "Beventy-five thousund or more peo-
ple were killed in this campaign. As
fany or more were incarcerated, . . .
Londitions in Diem's "reeducation cen-
ters,’ brought to light only after his

|

T

pressure from the

overthrow In 1963, were gordid

indeed. Dellberate starvation, deliber-

ate blinding, deliberate maiming.

The National Liberation Front

Unlike the nationalist religious sects,
which attempted unsuccessfully to op-
pose Diem from 1955 on, the members
of the Viet. Minh who had remained
in the South after Geneva attempted
to make peace with the new Salgon
rﬁ]{"lhn::was because Hanoi susltained
the illusion that Diem would evenfual-
ly live up to the Geneva accords Elec-
tions. if held, would certainly bring
about a reunification of the nation
favorable to Hanoi. Ho also appar-
ently believed that it would be possible
to get desperately needed economic
help from the Saigon government.

But no such aid was forthcoming.
The terror was stepped up, with a
"guillotine on wheels® traveling from
village to village. Jean Lacouture, a
French journalist familiar with the
Vietnam of this period, describes Han-
oi's dilemma: "The installation of the
fanatically anticommunist Ngo fam-
ily in Saigon, Washington's unre
served support of that dictatorship,
and the constant increase of Ameri-
can forces in the southern zone made
it clear to the men in Hanol that
they faced . . . a final partitioning. . .
and moreover a platform was perhaps
being established in the South from
which some day a military action
might be launched against them.

"The pitiless 'witch hunt' conducted
against their comrades in the South,
resulting in the latter’'s pathetic ap-
peals for help to Hanol leaders . . .
led them, after 1959 and five years
of honest application of the Geneva
Agreements, to intervene progressive-
ly in the South. . . .°

In March 1960, a small group of
old resistance fighters met in eastern

nounced the formation of the "Nation-

al Liberation Front of Sout

1955-1964

ification:
Pacificatio pacification

= .. at the beginning,
was not a response 10 rebellion. Un
the contrary, rebellion was a response
to pacification,” the Commitlee of l.f_t:rn-
cerned Asian Scholars wriles Chal
is central to understanding the pres-
enht conflagration in Southeast Asia.

Al no time in the last three decades
has a regime existed in Saigon that
has had the support of the Vieinamese
peasant Their sympathies
have been on the side of those fight-
ing against imperialism.

The Viet Minh did not even com-
pletely abolish the absentee-owner-
ship plantation system, it did not
give all the land back o the peas-
ants, it did not succeed in eliminat-
ing rents, and it had to inflict heavy
taxes in order to pay for the end-
less war. As at Geneva, the Viet Minh
subordinated the needs of the Vietnam-
ese revolution to the interests of Stal-
inist world policy.

But the peasants supported the revo-
lution and still support it because it
offers fundamental improvements and
it is fighting to end oppression; it is
not the oppressor. The rule by ter-
ror comes from Saigon. There is no
other way to impose the oppressive
rule of capitalist property relations
on revolutionized masses.

Whether directly in the form of pul-
lets and bombs, or thinly veiled in
the form of pacification, terror has
come to be known by whole new gen-
erations of young people in Southeast
Asia as the only thing to expect from
Saigon and its Washington backers.

Averell Harriman, the powerful rul-
ing-class diplomat influential in six
administrations, has admifted in his
recent book, America and Russia in
a Changing World, that". . . the Diem
government was entirely dependent on

masses

South Vietnam and issued an appeal
lo patriots to regroup with a view
loward ultimate collective action. A
letter was read from Nguven Huu
Tho, a Saigon lawyer serving a five
year prison term as president of the
Saigon "Committee of Peace,” which
called for resistance.

In September 1960, a Congress of
the Lao Dong (Workers [Communist]
Party) in Hanoi called for the libera-
tion of South Vietnam from Ameri-
can imperialism. On Dec. 20, 1960,
about 100 persons who had gone
underground in South Vietnam an-

the U.8. for military, political and
economic support. Before the end of
1961, the situation became so grave
that President Kennedy sent a team

. o review the situation and recom-
mend action. They reported that fur-
ther American involvement was essen-
tial if the Diem regime were to sur.
vive. , . . President Kennedy increased
substantially our military advisers
and supplied tactical air training and
support. . . ."

This was the birth of full-scale U S
pacification. Robert
dent Moaobilization

Scheer, the Sty
Commitiee. and

h Vietnam."

others have done an excellent {oy
of showing the paths from th P
covered Southeasl Asia
various U.S. campuses to the State

Department and ntagon
then to the battlefields where the 1:::

ification projects reach blnud? fruj
tion. The "strategic hamlet® pPro 3
initiated in 1961, is described by th;
Committee of Concerned Asian g‘._.hm‘

ars.

"The peasants were forced (o
in the 'hamlets, digging moals
ditches, etc., while the crops in their
own fields wasted away either from
lack of care or from the firg eff
of the chemical crop dealmctiun Pl‘-n-.
gram, which began in 198], The
burning down of pgasant homes out.
side the 'hamlets’ was continueg and
increased. Peasants were not reim.
bursed for their burned homes, nor
were they compensated for
labor. . . .
hunger and starvation.”

Work

To guide and oversee such opera.

tions, Kenned:* had set up a "Special
Group for Counterinsurgency® gn the
top level of his administration, headed
by General Maxwell Taylor.

Diem'’s fall and U.S. escalation

Building an army in Saigon capable
of maintaining a pro-Western regime
hars alwlﬂys been an object of imperi-
alist policy.

By 1960, the U.S. had helped tg
build up the so-called South Vietnam-
ese Army to 350,000 troops — armed,
clothed, paid, and trained by Amern.
cans. By 1965, the year of Johnson's
major escalation, the Saigon amy
numbered 500,000, and it had grown
to nearly 800,000 at the end of Johp-
son's administration. Nixon has bulll
it to about one million—in a coun
try of about 14 million people!

The growth of the Saigon army was
one of the causes of Diem's collapse
in 1963. The fact that Diem had des
troyed the bases of rival factions in
Vietnam contributed all the more to
the power of the Saigon military. Bud-
dhist groupings showed the world how
much the Vietnamese hated Diem's re
gime, with their demonstrations and
horrifying self-immolations in the
spring and summer of 1963, but the
Buddhists never offered a strong po-
litical alternative to Diem or to the
subsequent military regimes.

It was logical for the Kennedy ad-
ministration to orlent toward unaduk
terated military dictatorship and f0
dump Diem when world public opix
lon rose so sharply against him &8
a result of the Buddhist protesis=
and Madame Nhu's remark: "I would
clap hands at seeing another monk
barbecue show."

Diem was assassinated in November
1963. There followed one and & hall
years of coups and countercoups U
til June 1965 when Gen. Nguyen Ca0
Ky emerged as the first durable su¢
cessor o Diem.

Ir thils period, Saigon's rule had
steadily deteriorated. However, ther
was still no substantial Tnfiltration
from North Vietnam." In June 1964
Thomas Hughes, State DEP“ﬂmHI
director of intelligence, declared thal
by far the greatest part of the Vid
Cong forces in South Vietnam BI€
South Vietnamese, the plrer.u:nncl«\‘.'l‘llﬂ"?’l
of Viet Cong weapons come not from
Communist countries but from €8F
ture, purchase, and local manufac
ture.”

Johnson ordered the massive escald-
tion of the war in the spring of 1965,
the continuous bombing of North

Vietnam, the attack on Snuthf'v'lettl;::
by U.S. combat troops, iOf
¥ om e first

essentially related reasons: In =
place in order to stave off the imm

e vy,
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and

their forceq
Many thousands suffered

nent collapse of the regime In Sal-
gon; second, to demonstrate to revo-
lutionary movements throughout the
world the cost of armed uprising
against imperialism; third, to stabll-
lze Imperiallsm's hold In Southeast
Asla and to provide a military base
In order to "contain and roll back”
the advance of revolution in Asia—
ultimately, perhaps, In China itself.

James Reston wrole in the Aug. 27,
1865, New York Times: "The U.S.
bases and supply areas are being
structured on a scale far larger than
Is necessary to care for the present
level of American forces. . . . In fact,

the U.S. base at Camranh .. . is
belng developed into another Okin-
awa, not merely for the purposes of
this war, but as a major power com-
plex from which American officials
hope a wider alliance of Asian na-
tions, with the help of the U.S., will
eventually be able to contain the ex-
pansion of China.”

Noam Chomsky has commented on
this explanation of U.S. motives in
Vietnam, "The phrase 'contain the ex-
pansion of China' must be understood
as code for the unpronounceable ex-
pression 'repress movements for na-
tional independence and social recon-
struction in Southeast Asja.™

The truth of Chomsky's observa-
tion is all the more apparent on the
rare occasions when the unpronounce-
able is blurted out. Gen. Maxwell Tay-
lor told the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee on Feb. 17, 1966: "Like
the Communists, we have secondary
objectives derived from the basic one.
We intend to show that the 'war of
liberation,’ far from being cheap, safe,
and disavowable, is costly, danger-
ous, and doomed to failure.”

The war: 1965-1968
Former Army Chief of Staff General

Matthew B. Ridgeway has stated,
"The Korean War taught that it is
impossible to interdict the supply route
of an Asian army by airpower alone.”

Bernard Fall, the late expert on
Indochina, wrote in 1967 before his
death; "What changed the character of
the Vietnam war was not the decision
tn bomb North Vietnam: not the de
c.s6n o use Armmerican grouand troops
in South Vietnamn: but the decision
lo wage unlimited aerial warfare in-
side the country al the price of liter-
ally blowing the place to bits."

Colonel James A. Donovan in Mili
tarism, U. S A (from which the two
previous quotations are taken), writes
that "at the end of October 1968, when
bombing of the North halted, the to-
tal bomb tonnage dropped in both
North and South Vietnam was glven
as 2,948,057 tons. (Total tonnages
dropped by U.S. alircraft in World
War II, in both European and Asiatic
theaters, was 2,057,244.) So we
dropped 50 percent more bombs on
Vietnam than in both Europe and
the Pacific. . . . Only about onefifth
of the total bomb tonnages were
dropped on North Vietnam. . . ."

"It has been generally agreed,” Don-
ovan writes, “that the psychological
effect of the heavy bombs falling from
unseen aircraflt has probably been tre-
mendous: they have terrorized the en-
emy, the Inhabitants, and even near-
by friendly troops. . . . In the popu-
lated coastal provinces of South Viet-
nam . approximately 70 percent
of the villages have been destroyed
by our bombing, artillery shelling,
and fire®

A leaflet thal was sometimes dropped
on villages before they were destroyed
declared: "U.S. MARINES WILL
NOT HESITATE TO DESTROY, IM-
MEDIATELY. ANY VILLAGE OR
HAMLET ... USED AS A VIET-
CONG STRONGHOLD TO FIRE AT
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OUR TROOPS OR AIRCRAFT." Once

the village was destroyed, another
leaflet was sometimes dropped. It de-
clared that the survivors should turn
to the Saigon government, which will
“help you to live in peace and to have
a happy prosperous life.”

Based on news dispatches of the
time, "Operation Cedar Falls,* one of
the bigger "search and destroy” mis-
sions, was described in The Militant,
Jan. 23, 1967: "In essence, the cam-
paign is designed to demolish every
single hut, including four villages, In
a 60-squaremile area 30 miles north-

west of Saigon. ... the area has
first been bombarded by an undis-
closed number of B-52s for a con-
siderable period of time; it is daily
bombed by alrcraft supporting the
ground troops; and it is saturation
shelled in addition by ground artil-
lery. Following massive bombing and
shelling, troops have moved Into the
villages, murdered most of the men,
removed the women and children to
refugee concentration camps, and fi-
nally burned the villages to the
ground.”

Towards the end of 1967, after a
full year of "search and destroy™ mis-
sions in the same area northwest of
Saigon ("War Zone C*), Westmoreland
announced that the NLF was through
forever in War Zone C.” Shortly af-
ter, however, the NLF launched the
famous "Tet offensive™—the largest at-
tack of the war—whose main thrust
came from War Zone C.

The NLF demonstrated that de
spite the years of terror and the holo-
caust of bombs, the revolution was
still strong— perhaps stronger than
ever. It had the support of the peo-
ple in virtually every town and city
of South Vietnam. In brutal retalia-
tion, Washington made the people pay
a horrifying price for this courageous
demonstration of solidarity.

Former Undersecretary of the Alr
Force Townsend Hoopes describes the
U.S. retaliation in Limits of Interven-
tion: In Salgon, "artillery and air
strikes were repeatedly used against
densely populated areas of the ::IIY.
causing heavy civillan casualties’; in
Hue, "80 percent of the bulldings had
been reduced to rubble, and in the
smashed rulns lay 2,000 dead civil-
ians. . . . Threequarters of the clty':
péople were rendered homeless. . . .
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asmajor tactical furn. It was forced
not only by the herolc stand of the
Vietnamese revolution but also by the
cry of horror which swept the world
at Washington's ‘murderous counter-
attack.

The long work of the American antl-
war movement to bring out ever larg-
er and broader forces had a major
impact too. By early 1968, not a sin-
gle leading architect of the war could
show his face in public. The president
grandstanded to closed army bases —
and there were indications that Gls
might put a stop even to that. Fur-
ther, the antiwar movement here had
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gained massive support from abroad.
In October 1968, there were demon-
strations against the war of 100,000
in London and 800,000 in Japan!

The imperialists were forced to
abandon the continuous escalation of
U.S. troop shipments; they were
forced to cease bombing North Viet-
nam for a long period; and most im-
portantly, they were eventually forced
to begin cutting down on the total
number of U.S. troops in the war
arena.

This did not mean they were forced
to give up the perspective of winning
the war. What was unclear to many
Americans a year ago is becoming
increasingly obvious now: Nixon's

"secret peace plan,” "Vietnamization,”

"gradual withdrawal,” etc., etc., are
all nothing more than a hoax de
signed to keep U.S. troops In Indo-
china indefinitely. The basic aim in
Washington remains what it was from
the start: to crush the revolution. But
the conditions under which the admin-
istration Is attempting to carry this
out have significantly changed.

Nixon was and remains caught in
an inextricable dilemma: on one side
is the dire necessity to world imperi-
alism of winning the war; on the oth-
er side is the massive and growing
antiwar pressure which consistently
narrows the president’s room for ma-
neuver.

Each new aggression is a desperate
lashing out to deal further punishing
blows to the revolutionary forces and
the peasant masses who refuse to sur-
render. Each blow is designed to ex-
tend the arena of terrorization. Pac-
ification efforts have been reduplicated
and even Intensified in Cambodla and
Laos.

Laos has been bombed even more
intensively than Vietnam. The Far
Eastern Economic Review of April 16,
1970, declares: "For the past two

o

of the most sustaided bombing cam-
palgns in history against essentially
civillan targets In northeastern Laos.
The area Is a carpet of forest dotted
by villages and a few towns. Refugees
report that the bombing was primar-
lly directed against thelir villages. Op-
erating from Thal bases and from alr-
craft carriers, American Jets have de
stroyed the great majority of villages
and towns In the northeast.

"Severe casualties have been inflicted
apon the inhabitants of the region,
rice fields have been burned, and
roads torn up. Refugees from the
Plain of Jars report they were bombed
almost dally by American jets last
year. They say they spent most of
the past two years living In caves
or holes.”

But the counterpart of the attack
on Cambodia was the biggest student
antiwar strike in history. And this
even further limited the Pentagon's mil-
itary options. Thus the present inva-
slon of Laos cannot openly make use
of American combat troops on a large
scale even for several weeks. It is,
however, a "search and destroy” op-
eration making use of Saigon ground
forces and perhaps an even more in
tense artlllery barrage and aerlalbom-

bardment than in earlier campalgns.
» ] ]

It sometimes seems to escape the
notice of the war-makers in Washing-
ton thal in the last analysis every in-
tensification of the war effort in the
30-vear history of the war has failed
This is because terrorization is not
designed to win the masses of people
to political support of the Saigon re
gime. The horrendous slaughter of
millions has not convinced those who
are still alive that Washington and
Saigon really want peace and democ-
racy.

Those who remain, like their sis-
ters and brothers who have fallen in
struggle, continue o wage what must
be counted the most courageous and
most inspiring of a people
against oppression in history. One im-
portant testament to what they have
accomplished is the deepening world-
wide radicalization of yvoung people,
which owes its origins above all other
factors to the example set in Vietnam.

But the vital task of once and for
all ending imperialist oppression in
Southeast Asia remains to be fulfilled.
The antiwar movement, coupled with
the struggle of the Vielnamese libera-
tion fighters, has limited Washington's
room for maneuver and this has be-
gun a process of withdrawing some
U. S. troops.

But the process is not irreversible.
The present lashing out Into Laos,
for example, (and it could soon be
followed by a similar thrust into
North Vietnam) brings the war dan-
gerously close to China's boundaries.

Can anyone guaraniee that Wash-
ington would not attempt to seize some
pretext for "armed reconnaissance mis-
sions” against China? Can the danger
of a third world war that this would
risk and nuclear annihilation be ruled
out so long as Washington is con-
Hnuing Its aggression in Southeast
Asla? .

Short of this ominous danger, s an
Incontrovertible fact that Washington
has once again expanded the boun-
daries of slaughter. This la the in
evitable logic of a war whose cenira
purpose is to liquidate a revolution
based In and supporied by the masses.
But that is Washington's alm. And
Washington will continue to prosecute

stand

that aim untl it is compelled to with-
draw all military forces from all of

Southeast Asia. This is the task of
around the globe.
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the war except on conditions that
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mated, azgressive warfare in the history ago of Jacques Decornoy O Le Monde , i
probably the most impressive western Then on April 15-16 this year, Us =
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analyses the tactical changes Nixon had 1
An additional aim of the tern
journalist covering Indochina, His view

to make under pressure from the world- of the world. L . ;
i reme especially in pew strategy is to reduce re iance on the
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however, did not mean that the imper- by f-ﬂtm’-“ University s Centre for Inter- this escalation, Anthony Lewis, wriiing

ialists had given up the perspective of Computerised weapons systems, with national Studies, which found that more in the New York Times, April \7 i g

winning the war. "What was unclear to acoustic and seismic detectors are being bombs were dropped on r:'d‘xh'“". inthe  The truth is now impossible to cs;.a
go is becoming used increasingly, eliminating the need first ‘.h"'-'e years of Nixon's administration if we open our eyes. The United Sfa)

than in the last three years of ]olmziou's. is the most dangerous and destructive
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many Americans a year a
for extensive ground forces. Saturation - X
In 1971", the report stated, "as much

increasingly obvious now: Nixon's "secret
peace plan, " w\ietnamization, " "gradual bombing, directed by computers, indis- b el 3 4
etc., are all nothing  criminately slaughters anything in a wide ombing is being done in Indochina as was leadership seems virtually imm
| done in all theatres in World War 11" 3 {on by re HOETS
persuasion by reason and experience

withdrawai, " etc.,
fl more than a hoax d:
M troops in Indochina indefinitely, The
Easicaim in Washington rem ins what "
it was from the start: to crizh the revol- areas, sprays 250,

ution. "

esigned to keep us area., The most common anti- personne
device now in use is the CBU-24. Each of

these. often dropped on heavily-populated The March 23 announcement that Nixon
000 pellets over a 45,000 was in effect cancelling the Paris neg-

"t is seven years - seven yearst -
Lyndon Johnson began bomblng‘m'
Vietnam, Literally millions of ton:
American explosives have been dro %
onl Indochina since then, but the pep
1 g sula is no more 'secure' ~ secur i
f‘;r THIS Eﬁﬁgﬁ{ﬁ RESULT American system we want to -i,,fi,i'}:
'HH?N / : S it, Cnly a fool or a madman could
INTOA g ' ) believe, now, that more bombing wi
X i ¢ bring peace 10 Indochina, BoL

W What was clear over a year ago is now IR ARA
glaringly obvious with the latest acts of TOOHASTY A WITH DRAKAL

reckless escalation.,

] When Nixon realised the political imposs-
|} ibility of maintainiog over half a million
 American troops in Vietnam, he thrashed
around for alternative military means.

"Why are we bombing? To keep Nan
Van Thieu in Saigon, To make,ps
Nixon is not the first American pre
to lose a war, To teach the Russia
lesson about supplying arms to our
enemies.

der cover of tyrithdrawal”, he escalated
the war into Laos and Cambodia. For the
soldier, the withdrawal was merely
: of station - some to Laos,
mbodia and Thailand - others to bases
the Phillipines and Okinawa.
e attack on Cambedia in 1970 prompted
sive response from antiwar forces
the world, and although attempts
de to news of the invasim
208 in February last year, that also
‘met by renewed protests, American
defeats in Laos and Cam-
continyed presswe of the

"Those are some of the reasons thaj
advanced. .. .none of them could re;
justify the disproportionate cost of
bombing in human or political te;

That assessment was valid before
latest act of aggression, How much
valid it is now, with the blockadin
North Vietnam and the mining of
Vietnamese ports,

With these acts, Nixon's fraud is tota
unmasked for what it is - a last-di
attempt by the American ruling el
retain their control of South Vietnam
Vietnamization has been shown to be
merely a way of escalating the wal
other means. It is up to the antiwa
movement around the world to ensus
= that this act of recklessness does not
i : ; \ ) succeed - organise demonstrations to.
= dem_and an immediate end to US
military operation in Indochina!

ATIONAL PROTESTS

of ' Vietnamisation” and
", Nixon further escalated the
h the resumption of massive bomb-
Nerth Vietnam in September
g government officials in
bandon the 'Fuence that
bombing halt"
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