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THIRD Thich Nhat Hanh, Buddhist Monk,Poet, and exiled leader of &
FORCE Third Force in South Vietnam, expressed the anguish of his

people and appealed to the consclences of the American people
to bring to an end the sufferings and destruction in that country,.

Thich ¥hat Hanh sees three stamggles going on simultaneocusly in South
Vietnam, The first 1s a struggle between Communism and anti-Comrunism,
This 18 not the most important aspect of the war, It involves only a
minority of the people. The masses of the people know nothing of
ideologies, They are interested in staying alive, being at peace, and
firding independence. Indeed, they have striven for independence from
the French and Japanese, and now from the Americans.

!

{
There is & second struggle, that for national independence. The

Mational Liberation Front is made up meinly of non-Communist people.
To be sure, there are Communist elements, especially in the leadership.
However, the NLF claims to fight for national indspendence and not for
Cormunism, The Anti-Communist elements in South Vietnam also claim to
be seeking national independence but have largely failed. It is the NLF
which has been able to virtually monopolize nationalism,

There is a third struggle, the intermational contest between the
great powers. The gread powers e&pecially the U.S.A. and China, are "
fighting out their fears of each other"in Vietnam. Both belleve they
are helping the Vietnamese people. In reality, thes Vietnamese people
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iave become the' vivtims of that strurglo, A 3§

{ The U.S.A. has been surrounding China witl military bases, creating a

ertain kind of mental attitude in China. The U.S. fear is based more

n imagination than reality. It is argued that if the U.S. doesn't fight
n Vietnam, it will have to fight later in California., Thus the suffer~

ng8 of the Vietnamese people are largely the result of the fears the
eat powers have of each other, Thich Nhat Hanh referred to the long

xperience Vietnam has had as a neighbor of China, and feels that the
ietnamese better understand China than do the Americans, He suggested

hat a long peace for the world means getting rid of fear, Caricatures

f China as a monster are extremely dangerous. What China will become

n the future depends on the way the United States deals with China.

hina may become a monster——because the United States treats it as a

onster,

b N T Y iy

{ The National Liberation Front has grown because of U.S. policy. f
Vashington has to be firm and to control everything. This violates the
iight of the Vietnamese to make decisions for themselves, Moreover,

T.S. soldiers know little of Vietnamese culture, and they can not dis—
finguish guerrillas from peasants. All this helps the NLF appear to fight
for National Self-determination.

. Because of the suppresesion of political opposition by the Saigon
tegime, only the religious leaders are left to provide a viable altern-
stive to both the Saigon regime and National Liberation Front. Buddhist
end Roman Catholic leaders in the bombed rural villages, for example,
must provide action to remove the sufferings of their people. The
oriests—Buddhist and Roman Catholic alike—know that their followers

are inclined to join the MLF., But the religious leaders do not want their

seople to align themselves with a movement in which there are Communists,
Jn the other hand, the religious leaders cannot urge their followers to
support Saigon and Washington., They want to stop foreign intervention
and keep the country non-Communist.

Between tlc two extremes there must be a Third Way, Fresently the
competition appears to be between the NLF and Saigon regime. But the
objective should be the formation of a coalition government represent—
ing the ¥LF, tho adhorants-of the Salfon regime,-ahd tho elecmetts led.by
she religious leaders., Such a coalition government would ask the U.S.
to stop the bombing and military operations without demanding its
immediate withdrawal. ZInding the military operations would produce in
he Vietnamese population a sense of relief,

Such a governrent will be supported by the peasants and non-Communist
2lements in the National Liberation Front, and by others, Presently,for



example, the SUuth'Vietnamése army doesntt: fight-bevanse it has-no zood

cause to fight for. ¥t will become a factor for peace if it has a sov-
ernment to serve. The NLF will be forced to coorerate, for if it keels

on fighting it will lose popular support, and it will prove that it fizuts
for something other than the self-determination of South Vietnam.

In a moving statement, Thich Fhat Hanh said both Communism and Anti-
Comminism are producing the suffering of the Vietnamese people. Yet hoth
want to save us. Communism wants to save us from Imperialism, and Anti-
Communism wants to save us from Commnism, "We need to be saved from
salvation.!"

Both sides can save face. '"We have suffered so much we know peace can
not be estatished by the victory of either side." The Front can not be
crushed. The Socialist bloc of nations can't let the NLF lose. But the
NLF can't push the United States out, and the U.S, can't afford a defeat.
One possibility is that Vietnam might be wiped out.

What Washington will do depends on the American people. The policy of
Washington is a coansequence of the way of thinking prevailing in the
United States, one that says Communism is the greatest evil in the world.

At the practical level, Washington wants to talk to Hanoi only, assum—
ing that if Hanoi leaves the NLF alone, the U.S. and Saigon forces can
liquidate the front. But Hanoi can not do that, for its yrestige will
fall. The NLF must be recognized, but dhe Vietnamese must be allowed to
arrange things themselves. The U.S. must abandon the idea of maintain-—
ing military bases in the South after the war 'is over.

Those who wish a fuller treatment of Thich Nhat Hanh's thoughts on the
tragedy of his country will want to consult his book "Vietnam, Lotus in a
Sea of Fire."

ANOTHTR "It is not generally known,..but General Dayan has made
POSSIBILITY &a interesting offer to President Johnson. The Israeli
army, now unemployed, will fight the Vietnam war for us
at cost plus ten percent. President Johnson's response is unknown...
Secretary McNamara was tempted, and Secretary Rusk was not...but it
aprarently was negative since we are still plugging away there on our
own., We may not be an important military power like Israel, but we have
our pride, And let's not lose perspective. The Israelis didn't do it all
by themselves: since 1948, the American government has sent Israel
$1,600,000,000 in foreign aid and the American Jewish comrmnity has
added another $2,000,000,000, All this in only twenty years. You can
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do a lot with threé and a talf bi‘lifén iiollars. Look -t what welre
~etting for it in Vietnam every month "’

| Dwight MacDona'd,"Politics"

& *isguire,Septemoor 1967
DID YOU Ore of our\ road.ers 8aw, what we did not see,in,of all

SCT THR " places,Readers Digest, for December 1967,pp. 75 & 77,
IMPLICATIONS?

“Nothing in the past experience or 1magination of these
university-graduated mirses (average age:28) can pre—condition them
against the brutal mtila.t:ons of the Vietnam war, "The injuries they
handle are unprecedented, " says Major General Byron Imdwig Steger, the
Army's Chief Surgeon in thi Pacific, "™because this is a war fought largely
with; small arms—boodby traps, punji sticks, claymore mines, high velocity
bul;‘ets Nearly all inﬁ:.ct multiple wound.s of the most viciously
'*rutila.ting kind, " : o

Senior Flight mu'ee Ma.Jor Lola. Ball said. "I keep remembering a
claymore casualty we flew home. He was just a kid really, and there was
nothing much left of him--—no arms, no legs, no eyes, just that big heart
beating. Each time I checked to see how he “as doing he whispered, "Just
fine, ma'am, thank you kindly." Sometimes it hurts so much inside you
Jjust crawl back to quarters and have a gulet little cry.®

A (LOBAL "Even as American troops attempt to pacify hamlets in Vietnanm,
CONFLICT? special Army teams are now touring scores of our cities,
making contingency plans for their pacification next
surmer , "
Richard Nixon, address to the National Association
of Manufacturers, New York, December 18, 1967

O0ffice Help! Does anyone have or know of an adding machine eitting
News around and not in use! The Syracuse FPeace Council office
could sure use one!

Al80—e——e D3y you know we have an eager volunteer who comes in for a few
hours every afternoon and givee of her time and energy?! Her name is

Debbie Young, a student at Nottingham High School. Abig thank you from
all of us to Debbie! e
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= For many months we Americans have been informed by

ASIAN Arbacsadors, Generals, Cabinet Secretaries and the President

DEBACLE  that progress was being made in Vietnam. VWrote former
Arbassador Lodge: '"Today, in Vietnam, it seems clear that
the large enemy units are so split up and of.-balance that they caa-
not divide the country or occupy any point against our will
Indeed, our military performance has been magnificent.! '"Military
success is giving Vietnam a chance to evolve toward stability and
constitutiocnal govermment ., . " ", . (economic and social programs
have advanced . . ." "The picture is thus one of solid achievements
behind us . . ." ("We're Winning in Vietnam," Saturday Evening Post,
July 29, 1567)

wvents in the last week of January and early February belie the
official optimism, The New York Times put it succinctly ("The Week
in Review," Feb, 4, 1968):

"After five days of savage attacks by the Vietcong the
length and breadth of Vietnam, only one thing seems certain.
That is, that the facts of life about the war have finally
been made ummistakably clear to everyone in the United States
from President Johnson on down.

"Swept away in last week's hurricane of fire were the
rising plles of glowing reports of progress in pacification,
retraining of the South Vietnamese army, and destruction of
the enemy's political and military forces.,"

Desvite the s0lid achievements psychologically and militarily
of a numerically smaller force of men with less available fire power
(i.e. weanons and munitions), spokesmen for the American government
continue to speak of the results as a defeat for the enemy, it being
alleged that he did not achieve his objective. This reminds one of
the two Australian newspaper men who, on their return hom from
Vietnam, talked about the U.S. pudlic information officers who turned
battlefield defeats into victories at the mimeograph machine.
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The fighting continues in many of the cities of South Vietnam as
tihis is being writien, The tremendous destruction of property and
life staggers the imagination., The conseouences of such destruction
on the surviving civilian populations cannot be immediately assessed.
Will the Vietcong be blamed for the immense suffering created dy this
new form of warfare? Or will the Saigon rezime? Or the United States?

One headline in the Utica Daily Press (Feb. 8) was ominous:
"Wecessary to Destroy Town to Save It From V.C." U.S. military com-
randers decided "that resprdless of civilian casualties" they had to
destroy Ben Tre, a city of 35,000, in order to rout the Viet Cong.
Lt. Col, James Darc said, "We will never know for sure the number of
civilians who died." 45% of the city was destroyed, and the Lt. Col.
said, "Many families are buried permanently under the rubble." With
friends like these, who needs enemies?

Over a long period of time, it seems apmarent that the United
States — 1if not seeking a military victory in Vietnam —— was at least
trying to improve ite military position so that it might necotiate
from a position of strength., And yet, as many observers have sugsested
(including Harry Brandon in Saturday Review), whatever battlefield
successes were obtained did not conceal the fact that the Saigon
government was politically weak as compared with its adversaries, the
Viet Cong. It has Dbeen the latter who have had the widest base cf
popular surport in thot unhavry land., Hence Saigon has not wanted to
negotiate, even if the U.S, did.

Now recent events suggest that the United States and its Saigon
allies.are in a much weaker position relative to the adversaries
thon it was even a few weeks ago. Does this mean that the war will
be rrolonged with new escalation and more widesprecad terror and
destruction for the peorle of Vietnar, north and south? Or doos it
mean that the United States will make a realistic estimnte of its
rosition and proceed to extricate itself from an untenable position?

The latter course might demand that some officials acknowled:e
mistakes, Thus, as Hans Morgenthau suggested some years ago, the
problem of "face" which confronts the United States may not be a
diminishing resvect for the nation's power in the eyes of the world.
It may be that some U.S, officials fear a loss of "face!” with the
American peorle, and fear the consequences of such admission on
thelr chances of retaining public office.



THE The seizure of the U.S., electronic intelligence vessel by
TUEBLO the Worth Koreans leaves many guestions in the minds of

vecrle familiar with previous incursions into the airspace
or coastal waters of other nations, Of one thinz we can be grateful,)
that the United States chose to try to nesotiate the release of the
crew and, eventually, of the vessel.

We cannot be certain that the decision to negotiate rather than
to try to recapture the vessel was bascd unon sound instincts of
governmental officials, or upon a realistic assessment of the
cavabilities of the United States., Already one war was going badly.
Could the United States afford to open up another front in Asia?

WHAT Frof. Channing B. Richardson, Prof. of International Affairs
IT at Hamilton Colleze has written of the costs and prospects
COSTS  of the Vietnam conflict in The Courier, a weekly paper pub-

lished in Clinton, New York (Feb., 8). He calls Vietnam a
"rad adventure. "

""Mad is a strong word -- but what other word renlistically
describes an involvement which daily threatens us with global
war, alicnates us from every single one of our rajor allies,
blocks possibilities of livable adjustments with Russia, maddens
hundreds of millions of people in the Third World whom we necd
on our side, does the work of China for her at no cost to her,
drives Vietnamese nationalisr firmly into the arms of cormunism,
stops our feeble-enough cfforts to solve problems at home, and
bids fair to brutalize our own scciety out of all recognition?"

Prof, Richardson exslored several possible alternatives open to
the United States, and concluded that it is guite rrobable that Ho
Chi Minh "speaks for more Vietnamese than any other person or groum."

"A united, highly nationalistic and comrunist Viet Nam —-—
vrobably vursuing a course of neutralism and independence -- is,
arain, a better risk than the ones we are now taking. The way
to stop a 'war of national liberation' is not to destroy a
country, not to visit violence on an entire nation, but rather
to ally oneself to the hopes and needs of the peovle of that
country. 1In Viet Nam we have allowed oursclves to apoear to be
acainst their natisralist revolution, their anti-colonial revolt,
their demands for freedom. We have thus given communism its
best weanon: mnationalism, We have welded the two together —- a
ma jor poiitical error, 7You do not stop ideas by navalm --
indeed, you sometimes defeat just tiiose ideas and attitudes you)
hewne to win, )4
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The Syracuse Peace Council remerbered its devoted servant of
25 years, Miss Lena Gray, on her retirement as coffice

HONGRED secretary. TLena will be missed by those accustomed to

forgo
Counc

seeing her in the Psace Council office, but she will not be
tten by those to whom she beca. v synonymous with the Feace
il. Horce is a lottor which she scnt:

"I wish t0 cxprcss my thanks and approciation to the Syracusc
Peacce Council for its splondid gift to mc on the occasion of its
thirty-sccond Birthday party at First Presbytorian Parish Housc,

last Tucsday cvening, Jamuary 30, 1968.

ARNUA
IFSTI

FRACE

"The AM-FM Panasonic radio which you presented to mec at that
time is lovely, and I am surc that I shall derive a greoat dcal of
nloasurc from it, Its tonc is beautiful, and onc is afforded the
opportunity of rcaching many stations. I have always cnjoyed
msic, and your proscnt was a well-choscn one.

"I was surpriscd and dolightcd with the handsome symbidium
orchid corsage for which I thank thc Peaco Council; also, many
thanks for my dinner ticket.

"Way the Syracusc Peacc Council continuc to find its niche,
and may its influonce be wide-spread,n B
(signed)
Lona Gray

L Reoserve the dates of April 5th and 6éth for our 28th
TUTE  annual Institute of International Affairs, Our
lunchoon spcaker will be Congrossman John Dow.

The Peace Council has a modest sum of money in the Leslic

STIPRNDS West and Hans Handov Funds which is avallable for the

study of peace. Further information may bo obtaincd
from the SPC office.

18061 Teuusad
9 JOWULJEMS

UOT229T100 8oBHJ]
9297 T10N SJOWYFJIEMS

"A'N ‘9snorvifg

08EC# TUIOZ

aIvd | #22€T ‘*X°N ‘osnoealy
03w480d "9°Q 300148 00s0Ud) 3s8®BA 410
og® ¥Tng | 1ToUNc) 00®¥C] OBNOBILY




— — -
Fuolichet Tor ond Ny Lne Syrocise Ivnce Glancdl : ST O2F
Pier B, Fentodr. Fditon SL L0 ner vem' Marel 1665
GIVIL Trne cemriete text ¢f tlic reoned ¢f the laticnal Advisory

Cummiszslion c¢n Civil Dizorders is nco yet available (as
thic is written on Marca 4}, However, the official sum~
¢ some insigabe of pariticidar irterest to peace makers,

DioohleRs

Lre bacic czuse for itine Giscuers s the percistent racism of

aalf

American sociel . "Ouwr nation 1s moving towvard twe societies, cne
black, one Jl.ve -— scunrate ard unequal. . . Waal white Americaus
have neve” feily uuderstord —- but what tle Negro can rever forgev --
ig that wiiite voclety is ceeply imuvlicated in the zoelto., Wailte
institusi.ns create it, white 1nstitutions maintain it and white
cociel s condon iv.n

In profi1eq T disorder 1o Newark and Detroit, it is apparent
that much of the violence developed as a consequence of fear,
N¥ational Suardemen and Pclice were afraid, Sometires they fired at
"snivers" when in reality the shots heard were those of other suards-

men or police on neizhboring streets, but out of sight.

The Police play a crucial role in our cities. "!Prior! incidents,
which increased tensions and ultimately led to violence, were police
action in almost half the cases; police actions were 'final! incidents
before the outbreak of violence in 12 of the 24 surveyed disorders."

"The volice are not merely a 'spark! factor., To some Negroes
police have come to symbolize white vwower, white racism, and white
renression., And the fact is that many police do reflect and express
these white attitudes, The atmosphere of hostility and cynicism is
reinforced by a widespread belief among Nesroes in the existence of
police brutality and in a 'double standard! of Justice and protection
~— one for ¥Negroes and one for whites.,"

"The abrasive relationshib between the wolice and the ghetto
community has been a major — and explosive —- source of grievance,
tensior and disorder. The blame must be shared by the total society."

Yet in the face of "an accumulation of unresolved grievances and
by widesvread dissatisfaction amons Negroes," in many places "the
rrincipal official response has been to train and ecquip the police
with more sovhisticated weavpons.,"
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COMMUNITY Sreaker at the 32nd Annual Birthday Party of the SFC
FRACR-YFEPING (Jan. 30) was Ross Flanagsan, secretary of the Quaker
Project on Community Conflict,

"Peace~keeping is a job for the community and not just the police,
We must be involved or othorwise we will have a police state."
Flanasan continued, "I believe the police are one of the most critical

‘institutions in American socicty today as to what happens to the

country. I believe our police are unprerarcd tc cope with social
conflict and that an open attempt is being made by the right wing to
seduce this group to their reactionary methods,

"If we don't open some important, cooperative efforts in the
field of community peace-keeping, we'll find we have a domestic army
full of recruits fresh back from the Vietnam War , . . Unless we can
work with these men, who cannot handle social violence, we will have
a militarized domestic army committed to keeping down social change,"

Flanagan suggested that peace-makers can "help the rest of the
community accommodate to the very real tensions and conflicts inev-
itably occurring in our time" by "debrutalizing the power institutions"®
and by insuring that "when conflict occurs it takes place in a climate
where people can still talk and recognize each other's mmanity."

The speaker urged his listeners to "organize int» peace squads,
undergo discipline," and thus, in a conflict situation, be able to
contribute to the minimizing of human suffering,

—— Ramona B. Bowden
Syracuse Post Standard, 1/31/68

ALARMING Informed observers tell us that the Army has been sending
PORTENTS veovle around in plain clothes to the major cities. Among

other things, these representatives have been seeking
Places to store arms, hold prisoners, station tanks and machine guns,
and so on, Menus have been planned, mavps made of subway, sewer,
water, and slectrical systems, routes chosen into urban slums,
assembly moints located for troops, and plans made for housing the
troops, (M.Y. Times, 2/16/68)

Bsquire (March 1968) carries a major article by Garry Wills
entitled "The Second Civil War," It indicates the elaborate prepara-
tions being made by numerous police agencies, the National Guard, and
the Army to cope with urban unrest. The new weapons and training all
suzggest that a basic response to unrest is, as the National Advisory
Commission sugrested, in terms of repression rather than in terms of
eliminating the basic causes of the unrest.



Writes Wills: "The danger is that white society cannot bear }
with patience the attritive ordeal (of confrontations between the
urban minorities and white majorities) —- that private citizens will
take arms; or that they will demand, of olected officials or of the
police, that the confrontations be brought to an end, This possibility
is a grim one. Just how grim, Richard Rovere told us last autumn:

'I can imagine the coming to power of an American deGaulle, or even
of someone a lot more authoritarian than deGaulle. Much of the
troublemaking in the months and years ahead will be the work of
Negroes, and I can oven imagine the imposition of a kind of Amorican
arartheid -~ at least in the North, where Negroes are casily scaled
off, If therc should be the will to do it, it could be done quite
"legally" and "econstitutionally." There arc enough smart lawyers
around to figure ocut how,!'"

DOMMSTIC Col. Robert Rigg, writing in Army Magazine (Jan. 1968),
SUERRILIA scos possibilities of "organized urban insurrection”
WARFARE which would make soctions of major American cities

"scenes of destruction approaching those of Stalingrad
in World War II." To be suro, "military firepower would be a poor
solution, " but "political efforts might vprove not much better." In
order to keep our cities from becoming battlegrounds, we need to
expand police and military intelligence and "traditicnal FBI methods.™

"Furthermore, there will also be noeeded among the well established
political-tactical-military informants those who can help guide troops
and police through the maze of buildings, stair-wells, streets, alley-
ways, tunnels, and sewers that may be the key to tactical success . . .

"Such cement-and-brick !'Jungles' can offer better security to
snipers and city guerrillas than the Viet Cong enjoy in their jungles,
elephant grass and marshes. This suggests protracted warfare of a
very new kind of city guerrilla forces become well organized by
dissident and determined leaders , , . "

Inasmich as riots are a means by which people relieve their
frustrations, ™violence in the future may even be by whites protesting
against poverty and their environment . . . " DPeople in congested
city slums "could fight guerrilla fashion for their own local aims,
They might not be fighting the federal government, but merely the
city or the state., As in Vietnam today, the fighters by night could
be workers »y day . . . .

"From a military standoolnt, successful warfare against urbdan )
based guerrillas in American cities could be as difficult and prolongéd
as the fighting in Vietnam if the insurrection is well organized."
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VI ITAN Precicenl Joknson has suggeated thal Vietnam velerans ccoold

AT very weil be a source of new manpower for our city wolicz
L SA torces, But, we recall, o cartoon in Saturda; Review —-
many weests aso —— walch showed two Black GI's in Vietnam,

«nt osand te tae other, fThese techniquss will sure help us wica ve

P ) 1:, a0 , f

Reviewing In troe Uame of America (the newly publis abd suu
Ar-ricanr violaticus of internmationsnl law), Don Luce concludes as
Tellows:

"Tn the Nome of America makes mdnv things clear. We are

cotnt ving alrocitlies in Vietnam, acd these are being repcrted daily
1 . wice selccevion of our ncws m(d-a. We are destroying the very
ool die whom we are in Southeast As:a to 'rave.' The war doe:z uave

. Yobumanizing effect on our own nex.  What was morally unacceptable
culy a Zew monthe ago is commonnlacc now; the morally unthiunkabdle

ojay will perhaps become the commonplace tomorrow , . . .7

The book "brings up questions of great legal and moral consequence
both at home and abroad, Ethics cannot be cetermined hy geography,
av” breaking domestic law in Milwaukee can only be consistently
condcmned if breaking international law in Ben Suc is similarly
condemned. . , "~

ON THF, The Noble Art of Losing Face
PROBLEM ‘ May one day save the Imman race
OF FACE And turn into eternal merit

What wezker minds would call disgrace,
~— Heinrich Heine
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In Memoriam s

Martin Luther King, Jr.

Jan. 15, 1929 ~ April 4, 1968 SR

] have a dream . . ."

e — . - ————— —

On April 4, 1967, Dr. King spoke at Riverside Church, New
York City, for Clergy and Laymen Concerned About Vietnam. In that
address he said:

A time comes when silence is betrayal . . . The calling
to speak is often a vocation of agony, but we must speak.

Told by many that peace and civil rights should not be mixed,
Dr. Xing said those who eay this

have not really known me, my committmente, or my calling.
Indeed, they do not know the world in which they live.

A8 though anticipating the process of negotiation in which the
United States may soon be engaged, he counselled:

Here 1s the trus meaning and value of compassion and non-
violence when it helps us to see the enemy's point of view,
to hear his questions, to know his assessment of ourselves.

He saw that the war was no accidental delinquency:

The war in Vietnam is but a symptom of a far deeper malady
within the American spirit . ., ."

Dr, King also accused the United States of being

The Greatest Purveycr of Violence in the World Today.
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Dr. King's death cams one year later, almost to the hour. The
Acostle of Nonviolence was himsdlf tine victim of violence.

* % % k Kk % k x

Wnen Dr. King said that the United States was the greatest
wirveyor of violence in the world, he was severely criticized. Yot
“he e¢mpiiical evidence supported his words,

His ceath in the week before Holy Weck had a sirange and dis-
cileting symbolism, It reminded us that D, King was a committed
Jollcwer of Jesus Christ. Memphis was his Jerusalem; an assassin's
»:liet was his cross,

Anril 4, 1963 was a tragic day for America, The nzalion locst a
traa friend, Blinded by racism, many Americans bave been unable to
recognize what a real friend he was.

d* K ok ok K R Kk K

VIVITAM This was thc theme of the 28th Annaal Institate of
CRISIS 1N International Relations urder the sponscoship of ikhe
CCNSCLENCE Syre.cuse Peace Council, April 5-6, 1963.

Siiney Peck, Associate Prolesscr of Sociology at Case Westewn
Recerve University, and peace activist in Oiilo, gave the cpening
e7frezs undcr the shadow of the tragedy of Dr. King's untimcly death.

Pick warned that President Johnsonits renunciation of furiher
briesidential aspirations does not meaz that he has suldenly become a
Lier of the anti-war movement Waen cne reads his speech, cone
4iscovers Laab the rationale for Amoerican invelvemcnt in Vielnam 13
toc fzae, We are involved to vrotect thae vital nabional cocurity of
Yo, Uuizcd States in response to an interraticnal Comrminist conumir-
cu::;f~ T-o epecch gives no irdication that the United Sitates interds
%o give up 1ts "client states" in Asia, ror its military prencuce
wouzre, nor its eiforts to contain China, The adlress 51gﬁal e a
~aciical rcsponse to a profound rilitary cefeat and to rising
Z.ocestic opposition to the war,

te

Peclkk insislod that the United States has been following a oolicy
heletal militariem® in which it tries to function as th: wezld's
Tres ULE, tuvelvenent in Vietnam i1is nod an erro-. Tio

LoWLEITE N, I

o

puc sl martee done dresk with trat basic policy, and signeliec an

tiiry tu o 2cuieve bliTousn ‘cntha*-c“ wiat, cﬂnﬂr‘ be achieve: on nia
uan:lff;ula. puch a hvictorr® se Loyond reach, iundeed, all  lax
aere 13 Yo nelotiate i torre 1ev o jesving Vietran,
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activists must resist the temptatlon to retreat into their own privacy
at a time when it avpears that mochanics for ending tho war have been
set in motion.

Mi*cheil Goodmar, one of the five indicted in Boston for sumport
of Draft Resistance (along with Dr, Spock, Rev. Coffin, Michael Ferber
and Marcus Rasxin), vpointed out that the legal jargon of their indict-
ment failcd fo acknowlodge tho very large size of the consniracy.

Morc than 3,000 verscas had signed "A Call to Resist Illegitimate
Authority, " and csher thousands rave signed statemonts of support feo
the five. The Press, Lowever, has cought to minimize the size and
nature of thc groups encouraging Resistance.

Goodman wernt o3 %c discuss the quality of American government,
suggecting that meliocre andé deteriorated human beings, "debased human
beings, " are attempting o rule as, and this is a part of the
contemnorary American Crisis,

Corerecsian John Dow of Bockland County was the third member of
the Instilute faculty, and reafiirmed his own oppesition to the war,
¢tressing that there is growing antipathy to the war among Corgressmcn
ané Sonators, and holding out hope for the political sysiem as a means
of inducing changec. :

LHE Ir. Acilmr Weskow, member of the. Institute for Poiicy
GOVERNME NT Stutics in Washingion, addressing a conference co-
HAS TOP-LED  egponcorcd by tle Amer¢can Friends Scrvice Committce

and I&incc*oh Uziversity in early April said:
iFer the first time in 2ur history a Government has tcaplea

It has topoled tecause of the military defeat in Vietnam, the gold
crisis, and internal strains that were "hothcuses for simmering change.'

" Vieotnam has proved tizat a real social revolution, as in Vietnam,
can mash one of the great world empires in world history to the
edge of crisis. Tae war also has heated all those social sirains
and Cisaffected clements thnt in 1965 were only simmering.

" Mhere are throe major snirzes of the strains, Some elements
of the American e«'2-l:shmea*, whica owns $he first perfianent war
maciiine in United S-ates fiopb!f and the most overvhelming in
raman histery, arc disa¢veriny that *his war maculne 1S uccless -

“cantot win poiaticel victories g ¢f the establiermans
ne

.
fwoulu iike tu move toward a isary way of managil; “he €nnile,

P .



"Secondly, some elements of the 'new class' of the sducated,
which has been spawned by the sultizersities, the bureaucracics and
the national government, have turned against these Sponsors.

"Third, the 'underclass,' especially its black elements, but
also the Spanish speakers and the Appalachians, has begun to tura its
desperation from a burden into a weapon."

STORM In recent months a number of occurrences indicate that
WARNINGS Latin America will be the coming center of great unrest.

In Guatemala, the involvement of some Roman Catholic
missionary priests and sisters with the ™underclass"” resulted in their
being expelled from the country.

More recently it has become apparent that the Roman Catholic
Cmrch is in trouble in Argentina, and the trouble within the Church
is related to the social and economic conditions in the country.

One priest insists:

"The Roman Catholic Church in Argentina has about 15 years left,

"If, in that timo, the church and the nation have not both
undergone a deeply rooted social revolution, Argentina will become
Marxist,” (N, Y. Times, 4/21/68)

Will there be more Viotrams closer to home?

T8CAT *8d ‘saowyjaeme
U0T309TT0D
9089 9I3[T0)H 2J0UUFIZAE

1
‘31‘%mm@|
08€Z °ON 3jTuxeq e
aiva #22€T ‘AN ‘esmosvadg
edeysod ‘s : 35 9980UdY ‘E 6470€
‘830 31Joai-uoN l TIoUNo) ©0%¥ad 98MOBILS




‘(

& ‘
‘? \
~ - ~ —\//c ~-r-r - c V{aJUN111988
PEACE NEWS LETTER )

) o

J" {{5‘\’
Published for and by the Syracuse Peace Council 627
Alan B, Peabody, Editor $1.00 per year May 1968

NEW DEPARTURES was the theme of the Hon., John G, Dow, Member
in UNITED STATES of Congress for the 27th New York District, at
FOREIGN POLICY the S.P.C, Institute of International Relations.

Congressman Dow advocates the development of a new forcign
policy for the United States, one that takes "into consideration
the aspirations of the two billion veople who live in the undevel-
oyred portion of the world." In Asia, Africa, and South America
there "is the revolution of rising expectations" which means "that
in the next fifty or one hundred years the world in those areas is
going to be in tumult., It's going to be a period and era of robel-
lion and difficulty because of the efforts of these people to help
themselves, "

Pcople in these areas "just want something a mite better for
thelr children than what they have known today. . . .they have a
notion that the world is better and there are possibilities for them
beyond the limits of the villages and places wherc they live."

The U.S, has failed "to perceive this general fact about the
world" and consequently has goitern into difficulties in Vietnam.
Vietnam has desired to be free from colonial domination as have
other countries in Asia, But it did not happen "and those who
representod the nationalism of the Vietnamese were betrayec. . . .
in a series of events in which the United States tad a harnd, !

Congressman Dow briefly reviewed the tragic serics of events
by which Vietnamese nationalism was betrayed by the Western Powers,
and noted that the Gencva Accords, designed to solve the problem cf

Vietnam, were @enied by the SEATO treaty under which the U.S. came
to "regard South Vietnam as a special area® for our protection and
possible intervention,

The American involvement accelerated after 1960 although the
Geneva Accords permit us to have only 685 military people in Soulh
Vietnam. ¥"At %he samc time that we were increasing these trocops --
which was 1In contravention of the Geneva Accord wiich we lhad
agreed to uphold -~ at the same timo we ,, .o accusing tac Horth



Vigtnamese of agsression -~ aggrewsion from-the Worth. . . .~“There
were some mindreds of North Vietnamese coming down into South Vietnam
from North Vietnam, But the accepted definition of aggression in
the United Nations and, ., .the SEATO troaty is armed attack. . .
The appearance of the infiltrators with small arms, . ,was really
not any more aggression than the addition of American troops and .,
advisors, . .to the original 685 provided under the Geneva Accord."
Those accused of aggression were 50% South Victnamese, at least,
"They were people who had been born in the South and had been
stranded in North Vietnam after the French departure and they came
back to South Vietnam into their own country. . . ."

Today Vietnam is a land "that requires a political solution,

. .an economic solution, . . .a social solution, . , , a moral
solution, and all that we have offered is a military solution and
that has failed. ., . ." There has been little land reform and
"corruption has not been cured in South Vietnam,® Meanwhile
extengsive "devastation” has occurred with some two or three million
of the sixteen million South Vietnamese being refugees in their own
country. "And the pacification program has failed., . . ."

The worst evil of all is that the South Vietnamese do not have
"s government of their own choice™ but "Live under a puppet govern-
ment" and "the great aspiration for national self-realization ., . .
has been denied. ., . .They don't have the opportunity to exert or
oxpress or believe in their own nationalism, And that is still . , .
one reason why the Vietcong fight so much harder than the.
South Vietnamese Army."

What, asked Congressman Dow, can we learn from the dismal
oxperience of Vietnam? M"If only we can learn a lesson from this
situation it will save us from countless repetitions of the same
occurrences in other countries as they take place again and again
in the next few years as other rebellions develop in Africa and in
South America and in Asia, "

Basic to our difficulty "has boen the almost paranoic hatred
that exists in this country azainst communism. , , .This terrible
hatred and fear. . .has been instrumental in lcading us to this
sitvation wo are in in Vietnam, This hatred and fear is so severe
and fierce in some of our people that it seems to justify anything
we do in Vietnam, . , that what we do there is not subject to the
normal measures of right and wrong" because against communism
anything goes,



)

Bat Communism is not ™Mz sure fire success.™ Many African states)
have freed themselves without becoming Communist, "™Morecover, the ’
Communist world is divided. . . .And not all revolutionaries are
Communists. . , .Not all the revolutions are communist and it may
be. . .that where the revolutions arc more seriously opposed the
People may turn to communism as a rofuge." Unfortunately Amoricans
assume that "every rebcllion and every revolt and every effort of
people on these three continents to do something to benefit them~
selves is colorecd with communism and we'rc obliged to stamp out
communism, Then we're putting ourselves in the position of stamping
out every rebellion, every revolution that is going to occur in the
next century."” This, suggested Congressman Dow, is impossible.

The few long range proposals for American foreign policy current-
ly under discussion seem not to deal effectively with the roots of
our problems, For eoxample, the Navy has oroposed a Fast Deployment
Logistics vessels program which would facilitate suvplying Marines
airlifted to any part of the world to deal with outbroaks.

Moreover, the Gulf of Tonkin episode suggested that therec was
an "effort to generate trouble." If the Dofense Department is
capable of generating incidents, and has FDL vessels loaded with
supplies, American intervention will be facilitated.

Positively, Congressman Dow offered three basic requisites for
a new foreign policy. One, "we must find ways in all, . .countries
to by-pass the overlay of profitecrs, absentee landlords and
military autocrats who obviously manage the power. , . ." Presently
the State Department maintains we must support "the authorized
government, " that is, "the people in power." A Bolivian scholar at
Columbia pointed out to Congressman Dow that in supporting existing
rogimes we are intervening in other countries, but "'mostly on the
wrong side'" and "'there's no rcason why you shouldn't use that
same abllity and that same cavacity to intervene on the side of the
masses of people who need your help.'" i

Second, Congressman Dow recommends that more American aid be
channeled to other countries through international agencies., It
1s quite likely that much of our present aid, channelod directly
to particular countries, is used to influence boneficiary countries
to follow "a course that we would like them to." ‘South Koreans and
Filivinos aro fighting in South Vietnam in all probability because
of the aid which their countries get from the United States. )



Trird, the United States should avoid getting entangled "in
local situations overseas.," Vietnam makes clear that such entangle-
ronts place the United States at the mercy of small powers., 'We
have placed our destiny in a large measure at the mercy of decisions
by a small leader of a small country, namely Ho Chi Minh., Apparcntly
the whole fabric of American socicty must be shaken to bits in order
to ostablish that we have held our own with Ho Chi Minh, This is
an oxample of the folly of involvement in situations of which the
complexity is beyond our ability,"

MRGOTIATIONS: In a speoch delivered on the floor of the Housc on

April 30th, Congressman Dow cxpressed his hopes for
"American disengagement" and his feelings that the negotiations
should not be vested with cuphoria, Two painful issues exist. One
has to do with the participation of the Vietcong at the confercnce
table. A sccond has to do with "the footing upon which the Saigon
government participates,”

Congressman Dow noted that in April, General Hershey indicated
"that the draft will rise in this present 1968 fiscal year from a
rrojected 285,000 to 346,900. A comparable increase is projecied
for 1969, This poses the question: Does our American Government
really put faith in tho negotiations themselves?!
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INTTRNATIONAL Prof. Channing Richardson, Bristol Professor of

LAW AND THE International Relations at Hamilton College,

USE OF FORCE addressed the Annual Meeting of SPC on June 4 at
University Methodist Church, Syracuse. Dr, Richarcd-

gon contended that a "major task of our time is to brlns the conduct

of governments under law, "

History demonstrates that the centralization of power in emerging
nations is dangerous, and that it was necessary to bring govermnments
under law--to curb the power of governmente to use force and violence
in interngl affairs, Just as internal restraints have been needsd to
curd governments in their exerc1se of vower, 80 there 1s need now for
international restraints,

There will‘always be disputes. -The question is, how will they be
handled? They cannot be wished away. Our objective must be to get
" governments to submit their conflicts to law.

Intornational Law today, according to Phillip Jessup, are those
practicos, limitations, and rules, to which governments have found it
oxpedient to submit., Ite sources are treatics (self-limitations vn
sovereignty voluntarily accepted by tho governments concerned), the
customs of "civilized nations turned into usage and law," judicial
docisions of existing international tribunals, and the writings of
groat "publiciste" (men whose writings are statements of what tho law
probably is). '

International law has several weaknesses, First, it is not a
universal systom, Devoloping nations ara apprehensive about it be-
cause it is a reflection of the power of the white, western European
. 8ections of tho world. Thoy ask, what relovance does this have for
. ™us"? Morcover, Communist nations have, in recent years, tended to
‘qtress absolute soverelignty whlle Western nations have moved in the
direction of accepting limitations on their activity,

on.minor issuss, But when the chips are down, international law is
"ot enforceable sgainst major governments." Great powers are no
better or worse in this regard than 1ittle powers, All governments
guard their soveroignty and decide for themselvese on use of

violence.

Second, ™here ie no enforcoment," Governments limlt themselves l



Third, the usc of force is not prohibited and vanned., It 18 legal
in self-defense "as defined by the sovernment involved." Indeed,
"force has become. . .the ultimate att. of .sovereignty" for all powers,

Members of the Peace movement can find allies in uncxpected places.
Not the least has been the movement to softcn and limit the use of
force which has been underway from the Middle Ages or carlier when the
Church sought to limit the days of the week in which fighting was per-
missible and to define non-combatants who ought to be protected. More
recently have been the Bed Cross Trecatics (Geneva Convontions) pertain-
ing to non-combatants, prisoncrs of war, open citics, hostages, cte.
Tho Haguc Convontions of 1899 and 1907 sought to control and limit tho
usc of certain tyves of wcapons., Currently Arms Control has provon
"surprisingly succcssful, " c.g. tho Domilitarization of Antartica,
the Test Ban Treaty, the Controls on the Uscs of Outer Space, and the
Treaty on the non-Prolifcration of Nuclear Weapons.

Our task as members of the pcace movement is "o get our governmont
to cxpand thc catogories of disputes and conflicts that it will submit
to adjudication or arbitration, Thero arc featurcs of Berlin, Vietnam,
and the Dominican Republic situations which could be adjudicated by
intornational tribunals, Many significant disputcs have beon seottled
by adjudication, including a festoring border dispute botweon the U.S.
and Mcxico over land at El Paso, Toxas. Tho machinory and the eoxpori-
once are in oxistence, a body of law exists, Our job is to pressurc
our government to use the machinery and the law that oxist,

Prof. Richardson pointed out that the U.S. Arms Control and Disarma-
ment Agency, taking a "hard-nosed® position, has bcon an ally of tho
peacc movement, Ho also pointed out that the Pormancnt Court of -
Arbitration at thoe Hacuc was last used by tho Unitod Statos in tho mid-
1920's, and that the World Gourt 1s "conspicuously undorused,®

Dr, Richardson closcd on a somewhat optimistic note. "The rccord
is not all bad, Increcasingly governmonts aro involved in tcchnical
and functional coopcration,! through a wide varicty of int-rnational
agencics such as the International Monctary Fund and the Universal
Postal Union, Such coopcration iInvolves "™inding, legal obligations®
into which governments cnter because it is in thelr intercsts to do so,
Reciprocity becomes the basis for enforcement of thesc arrangements,

The law grows, ™ot becausc of idealism but from necessity.? Law
1s predictable and "international law is now a nocessity, The true
national interest of the U.S, is not in conflict with the interest of
tho international community. "



ANOTHFR The nation is again shocked a2nd dismayed by the violent )

ASSASSINATION  dcath of a second Kennedy in less than five years, and

the sccond majotr assassination in American society in a
two month period. There is an intrinsic and molancholy dimension to tho
doath of Robert F. Kennedy. There is the indescribable sufforlng of
his family, a family which has endurcd much tragedy.

Put therc is a social dimension to this tragedy which must not bo
overlookcd, One ncod not have agrccd with Robort F, Xennedy and one
need not have wanted him to be President of the United States to recog-
nize that the political scenc will be tho poorer because he is gone,
"Bobby" had a way of identifying with the poor and the submergod minori-
tios in this country. Hc had become their spokesman on the national
scone, Who will now smeak for thom in the scats of the mighty? Ho was
opposced to the war, and spoke from a basc of power that other opponcnts
of the war do not have. Who will now provide cffective opposition to
policiocs which have becn dotrimental to this country? (This is not
meant to deprecate othcr candidates, but is an attempt to raise tho
rcalistic question which pecaceniks, likc roaders of PNL, may overlook.)

Alrecady therc seems to be a terrible irony developing, Either
McCarthy by himsglf, or McCarthy plus Kennedy togcther, have pulled far
more votes in Prosidential preferential primaries than President Johnson
and Humphrey., But it anpears as though tho wishes of Democratic voters
will be lgnored, and the Domocratic candidate will be the one who stands
for what votors revudiated in states where party adhorents had a say.

I. F, Stono, in his Weeckly (June 10, 1968), raiscd still another
rolevant consideration:

"Amid tho shock over this onc act of unorganized and insanc violence,
wo wish moro meople would stop a moment and think how conditioned wo arc
to take organized violonce for granted. Wo are still human cnough to be
shocked at onc man's shooting. DBut preparations to kill millions are
part of our way of lifc, not only here in Amorica but overywhere elsc in
the world. We spcnd $80 billion a yecar to kill, maim, poison, burn and
asphyxiate other human beings at will; we train our healthiest youth for
murder and enlist our best scientists to devise new mecans of killing.
Giant cormorations draw profit from the organization of means for
slaughter., We livo in a huge human abbatoir but our nostrils are so
conditioncd to the stink that we no longer notice it. That man who just
fell into a ditch in South Vietnam with his guts torn out by a bullet
from an American helicopter also had childroen, perhaps ambitions,
certainly some spark of that wonder we call a soul,"

)



MORE Ralph Chandlor, from the Office of International Aflfa
VIETNAMS? of the United Presbyterian Church, reccently spoko in Ut"ca
. at the First Presbyterian Chursch following his return from
Guatcemala,

Dr. Chandler doscridbed Guatemala as a country about tho size of
Ter=cssec where 75% of the people are affected by malmutrition, and
whore a foudal social structure contimucs to exist. It is also a
country which is faced with guorrilla warfare., Dr. Chandlor is con-
vinced that a massive trans.y .rmation of socicty is necossary in Guate-
mala and olsewhero in Latin America; this will require social surgery.

One quostion confronting the churches (Roman Catholic and Protest-
ant) has to do with violence and revolution, Are thore situations
where revolutionary violonce is preferable to the violence of the
s .u8 quo? Dr. Chandler is convinced there are. such situations, 1In-
dced, in some places the only way change can bo achieved is through
violent opposition to the existing order,

Dr. Chandler sees CGuatemala as at the place South Vietnam was some
scven years ago, The United States is backing the "wrong horse" in
Gratemala, He sces the Rovolutionary forces, with which he spent somw
cays, as comvosed of "beautiful people." Most of them are under thir%y
yoars of age, and they are fewer than 200 in number. A Mot will die
in Guatemala affirming the dignity of man." The U.S, is standing in
the way of rovolution, having provided the funding for 1500 new
policemen to help maintain the status quo, and the U.S. is hated in
that land,

18061 *guueg ‘oJOWYIIBAG
0907100 ©IOWUIIBAS
wo1300T1T0) 00¥d

L
s

OSCZ *ON jrmxeq

1K 'esnoe;2§‘
] , g 22ET "L'N ‘esnomalg
08eysad ‘S°A i : ’ ‘38 oesouep g 640€

1920 313033-m0x TEoUnop 09%0g 987 SIS



PEACE NMNeWS LETTER

Published for and by the Syracuse Peace Council

Alan B, Peabody, Editor $1.00 per year

TER "Most Americans assume that when and if the war in
INSATIABLE Vietnam can be brought to an end, the resultant reduc-
PENTACON tion in military expenditures will make available tens

of billions of dollars for meeting the growing backlog
of urgent domestic needs,

"On the face of it, this seems a reasonable assumption, The war
is currently gobbling up the nation's resources to the tune of
approximately 330 billion a year. One would suppose that if the war
were ended, this sum could be anplied to fighting voverty, rebuilding
our cities, and scores of other constructive undertakings,

"nhappily it isn't that simple. What the optimists tend to over-
look is the grim fact that the military establishment in this cowntry
has become a Frankenstein's monster, with a voracious anpetite bevond
the ablility of the executive and leglslative branches to control,

"Joseph W, Barr, the Undersecretary of the Treasury, as much as
acknowledged this in a speech delivered in California (June 26). Un-
less the diplomatic and military objectives of the United States are
drastically revised, he declared, a settlement of the war in Vietnam
will result in little if any reduction in Defense Department expendi-
tures,

"There are several reasons for this gloomy forecast, which has
been made in varying forms by a number of other fiscal experts in %
recent weeks, For one thing, there is little expectation of a
Vietnamese settlement which would not entail the retention of large
numbers of U,S, troops in Southeast Asia, For another, an edn to the
fighting wonld be accompanied by a huge surge in expenditures for
other Pentagon activities which have been cut back because of Vietnam,
rarticularly military construction and stockpiling programs. A third
factor is the inexorable effects of the current inflation and
projected military pay increases on the Defense Department budget.

"Compounding the problem is the fact that Congress, against the
advice of ex-Secretary of Defense McNamara and leading scientists, has
now voted to start work on an anti-missile defense system of exceed-
ingly dubious value which is expected to reach an eventual cost of
anywhere from $40 billion to $100 billion., The Johnson administration
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s reluctantly geing along with this for fear of being accused in the
oming campai— of neczlecting the nation's defenses, Congressmen
favor it, in many instonccs, becauss billions more in military con-
tracts is good for business in their constituencies,

3 (3 e

" How,! asks the Mew York Times editorially, 'can a government that
racshly wastes resources on such a perilous military boondoggle hope to
porcuade its own citizens and other nations to limit their arms
acquisitions?! How indced? The explanation is that Congress for two
dccades now has been an e er patsy of the military-industrial estab-
lishment, ever recady to hand over without question whatever vast sums
are demanded,

Until and unless this master-servant relationship is reversed, it
will take more than a .cease-fire in Vietnam to mzke enough money
available for the domestic ills which cry out for treatment.”

'——Editorial in The Berkshire Eagle
' Pittsfield, Mass,, June 28, 1968

38 The Sentinel is the name assigned to the anti-~ballistic
SENTINEL mi.3ile system which the present administration in Washington
hzs decided to build, TLast September, when Sccretary of

Dofense MclVamara announced the decision, he made a convincing case
against deploying an antimissile system against the U.S.S5.R., ». nting
out that it would compensate for our system by building counter measuret
“ubto their strategic offensive missile force, and by adding to their
rurbers of missiles, sett’ _ off a costly and wasteful new armc race.

Consequently the decision to build the Sentinel was made ostensidbly
as a Gefense against a potential threat from China. Dr. Jerome Weisner
of Mass, Inst. of Technology, and a science adviser to President
Zennedy, calls the syst®m "senscless and totally unnecescary." Ho
fusther comments: "I have always been baffled by the loglc waich
acknowledges, on the one hand, that the United States strategic power
is adequate to deter a Sovieot missilic¢ attack, but, on the other hand,
that it still makes sense to build a defense against a much weaker
China," Moreover, he writes, "The questionable value of the Seniinel
system is imwlicit in the puzzling Administration offer not to build
this anti~Chinese system -f the Soviet Union would agree not to build
its (Anti-Ballistic Missile) system."

Dr, Weilsner t~rms Sentinel as "already teochnically obsolete" in
"the 1ight of new radar and missile technology.'" But more important,
by the ime o defensive system is supposedly perfected, the offense
has long since developed a means of overcoming it." Thus Sentinel
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will not work as intended, and will lead "to an expanded arms race !
at great cost and with no immrovement to naticnal security." There-
fore "it is silly to waste a penny on it" when "we desperately need
money to anply to badly neglected and more urgent problems at homs.’
(Letter, New York Times, June 23, 1968)

On June 24th, the Scnate, by a vote of 52-34, rejected a motion
to elimlnate $22? million from a military construction authorization
bill to start the $5.5 billion Sentinel system. The Johnson Adminis-
tration, while initially advancing the system as a defense against an
omerging Chincsc missile threat, plcad with the Senators that Sentinel
is a defensive move against the Soviet Union. Subsequently the
PLes1dent publicly urged that the U.S.A. and tho U.S.S.R. needed to
Tocognize thé futility of Anti-ballistic missile systems. Premier
Kosygin of the U.S.S.R. responded favorably in a speech, and the two
nations will enter conversations looking to limitations on this form
of weaponry which are c ﬂonsive and of dubious utility. Howover, the
questions will arise, can a govermment which succumbed to pressures
to build a uscless system resist prossures to continue its construc-
tion and its oventual expansion?

Why did the administration, last Fall, roverse a previous decision
and decide to build Sentinel. Drew Pearson put it succinctly: "The
answor is that the people whc forged the decision were the defense
contractors who stand to make a whopping profit out of it. They
brought quiet pressure on Congressional friends who in turn brought
pressur. upon the administration,

"Ths great corporations primarily responsible were McDonnell,
Douglas, the Martin Company, General Bloctric, Sperry Ran”, Raytheon
and Western Eisctric and Bell Telephone laboratories. The following
corporations also will got a piece of the $5 billion pie: AVCO,
Block ®ngineering, Burroughs, Brundy, Control Data, Cornell Aero-
nautical Laboratory, Hughes Aircraft, Radio Corporation of America,
Sporry (—roscope, TRW, and Wheeler Laboratorles All lobbied with
their friends on Capltol Hill for the ABM system." (Clinton
Courier, Oct, 12, 1967). .

Congrossional Quarterly, in a special study dated May 24, cor-
roborates Pearson's allegations, More than 15,000 companies will
benefit from Sentinel, Customers of one brokerage firm were told a
year ago that when Congress approves the ABM, it '"will shake the
money trge for electronic companies." In the final quarter of 1967, )
following McNamara's announcement, soms 75 rutual invesiment funds,
according to Congressional Quamrterly, "soid $90 million in other
stock holdings and invested the proceeds in electronics."




LOCAL NOTES

Hiroshima Vigil

The Syracuse Pecace Council and the Women's Intcrnational League for
Peace - Syracuse Branch will co-sponsor a Hiroshima Doy Momorial

Vigzil on Sunday, August 4, 1968, from 12: to 1: PM at Columbus Circle.
You are urged to lend your support to this Memorial by your
particivation, Come - bring your family.

Fall Seminars

Univorsity College will offer two special six session seminars

- beginning in late September which may be of interest:

A. Black and White Seminars on the Kerner Report will be held in
High Schools throughout the area (Cazenovia, Fayetteville-
Manlius, Nottingham, Henniger, West Genesee and Corcoran).

B, A seminar on the 1968 elections - issues, candidates, platforms,
commentary and analysis.

Details may be obtained from the Counseling Office at University
Collese, Syracuse University.
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PAX AMERICAFA

Many books on U.S. Foreign Policy have appeared in recent years.
Some are highly technical, too difficult for the layman, Others arec
popular and fail %to do justice to the complexities of policy formulation
and execution. Ronald Steele's Pax Americana lies between the extremes.
The author, a former Foreign Service Officer, offers a significant
critique of U.S. policy around the globe which can be read with profit
by members of the peace movemcnt.

Steel contends that the United States "as the most powerful" and
richest nation on earth "has intervencd massively in the affairs of other
nations." Her noble impulses and generous motives have not prevented
"ruch of the world!" from viewing her as "a great imperial vower" with
"an ermire of nominally independent client states,”

American idealism has been the impetus for overscas intervention.
U.S. military power since World War II has made such intervention
possible., For twenty-five years the U.S, has "been pursuing a foreign
volicy &csigned to promlgato American values." This is what the cru-
sade against Commnism has really involved. The nation's goals have
been unlimited; its mo2ns have been limited, Statesmen have not always
discerned "which actions have a direct relation to the nation's security,
and which mercly represent wish-fulfillment on an international scale.”

The U.S. is "an imperial vower" which believes it to be her role "to
make the world a happier, more orderly place, one more nearly reflecting
our own image," Persuaded "of the universal validity of our institutions
and of our obligation to help those threatened by disorder, aggression
and poverty," it has assumed the role of "protector of Burope, the
guardian of Latin America, the protector of weak and dependent nations
released from the bondage of colonialism,”

The U.S. did not acquire its empire for profit., Rather, it was
acquired becausec ™we bolieve we have a responsibility to defend nations
everywhere azainst communism," Unfortunately the U.S. confused "com-
munism as a social doctrine with communism as a form of Soviet imperial-
ism," assuming "that any advance of communist doctrine anywhere was an
automatic gain for the Soviet Union." ’ /

Over a period of years the U.S. hag been confronted with changecs in
both the communigt bloc and the free world which have undercut the
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"sbsesSion with communism as an ideology." Consequently there has becn

a detente with the Soviet Union, but "the obsession ... has now switched
its roost to Asia, and the specter of a global conspiracy directed from

Moscow has been revlaced by the specter of one directed from Peking,

The focal point has changed: the obsession remains the same . . . "

. Steel stresses the intellectual problem which underl ies American
foreign policy: the tenacious grip of an jdeology versus a realistic

" amoraisal of trends in the affairs of men and nations.

The dogma has lingered on because it alone can Justify a good
many of our current involvements, Without the belief that popularly
insnired revolutions are likely to fall into the hands of communists,
how justify the intervention in Santo Domingo? Without the assump-
tion that any communist government in Asia must automatically be
subservient to Peking and manipulated by her, how justify the war in
Victnam? Without the dogma, how could there be public support for
the policies of military intervention being pursued by the adminis-
tration? Such policies are reasonable only if we assume that there
is a universal communist conspiracy and that all revolutions are
masterminded by the same malevolent socurce ~- formerly Moscow, and
now Peking . . . ., :

The emnirical evidence indicates that old alliances are being
shattered and that new political constellations are growing, The

‘hegemony of the two nuclear giants seems to be numbered. While "each

rorains committed to its ideology," neither can onforce it on the other
without risking nuclear war, Hence "dialogue, compromise, and even
agreement” havo resulted, '

As previously indicated, peaceful coexistence with the Soviet Union
has not ended ideoclogical conflict for the United States. Continents
and enemies have been changed, "It is almost as though we were unable
to view the world without demons-—— as soon as one was put to rest,
another immediately appeared."

Victims of our "self-imposed ignorance" and dogma concerning China's
intentions toward us, we discover that the Chinese are victimized by '
their "insularity and rigidity," "The question of how to deal with
China is the greatest foreien policy problem facing this country today..."

We seek our intervention in Asia as "divorced from national advan-~
tage, " but -

.. to China's eyes, shaded by the spectacles of Marxist orthodoxy
and of historical suspicion of the West, the United States is a
threatening foe which nearly invaded Chainese territory in the Korean
war, which uses her military Power to prevent Formosa from being




returned to China, which has rimmed China with military bases from 7
Pakistan to Japan, which has kept her out cof the United Nations, )
which continues to participate in the Chinese civil war by sugpport- °
ing Chiang Kai-Shek, which is fighting a war with a communist ally

on China's southern frontier, and which seeks to deny China her

sphere of influence in Southeast Asia. T

China, contrary to most American opinion, acknowledges that revolu-
tion cannot be exported, It has given its M"ideological followers fair
warning that they are on their own," While China anplauds all revolu-
tionary wars, it prudently abstains from participation, In reality it
"conceals military caution behind verbal extravagance." '

Presently U.S. policy in Asia "rests upon the belief that China can
be contained through the maintenance of anti-communist states all along
her frontiers." But mere anti-communism has not made strong men like
" Syngman Rhee, Chiang XKai-Shek, and Ngo Din Diem "valuable allies,"
Unable to command loyalty within thoir own countries, they depended upon
the U.S. to keep them in power whilec the U.S, thought of them as "worth-
while allics," In Vietnam, "we wore in the sorry position of trying to
creato a state where none had existed, find a lcader where there was
nothing but rival gangs, and hold the line against a communist-led army
that had already won its war and was waiting to unify the country as had
been promised at Geneva.'

Recalling the American oxmerience with a changing Burope, Steele
questions: "if communism in Eastern Burope is not a threat to the West,
why is communism a threat in Southeast Asia? . . . The communist nations
of Asia, like those of Fastern Buropo, are just as oager to guard their
indenendence as are nations that aro non-communist . , ., "

The roason we aro supporting dictatorships such as those in
South Korea, Taiwan, and South Vietnam is not that they are 'freocdom
loving domocracics! (which thoy aro not), but that we think they arc
a barrier to Chinese expansion, But why not, by the same token,
support North Korca and North Viectnam as well?! If it is China we
are worried about, we should be aiding whatever nations are best
capable of resisting her , . .

It was Fidol Castro who "brought the cold war into the western hemis-
phere, and whatever else his revolution may have accomplished, 1t revo-
lutionized Washington's attitude toward Latin America." Money began
flowing into Latin America, but Latin Americans sce beyond American
verbal pieties "he raw boot and the unshoaticd bayonet of American mili—)

tary power," Indeed, they have often experienced its application —--
sometimes contrary to America's pledged word! )




Steole concludes 22T the U.S, 18 NOt “ehulaied &8 Tue NoUWel LOWArd
waich the less fortunate merbers of the family of nations should aspire,’
t is often an object of resecntment and calumny because "American nower,
to a degree not fully coanceived of even by the Amorican neople in whoso
rame i5 is exercised, has becn turned into an instrument for the pursuit

of an . merican ideology." That ideology goes beyond "defense of the
nation and its institutions" towards "the establishment of a world order
on the American plan. 1t is this desire to translate American ideals
into a universal political system that lies at the core of the current
crieis in American dinlomacy.,"

A rovision of U.S, policy will iwclude an effort "to determine which
invelvements are crucial to American security and wihich are peripheral.”
The United States mast also learn that power - especially military - has
. 1limits, It must Y"allow the new nations to work out their own destiny as
"§hey see Tit within their own frontiers" and this means that "disturbance
within a nation, however distasteful we may find them, must be the concer
of that nation alone and cannot be the excuse for a military intervention
dosigned to impose a form of government favored by the intervening power.

Steole concludes "Having failed to bring the world democracy, we may
nuw attempt the more realistic ambition of making it safe for diversity.
Americatls worth to the world will be measured not by the solutions sae
seeks to impose on othere, but by the degree to which she achieves her
own ideals at home , , ."

Ronald Steele, Pax Americana, New York: The Viking Press, 1967.
(Paperback edition, $1.85)
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UNDERSTANDING CZECHOSLOVAKIA

It is popular for Americans to condemn the invasion of Czecho-
slovakia by the troops of the Soviet Union, East Germany, Holland,
Hungary, and Bulgaria, It is vita’ly important that some effort be
made to understand probable reasons why that swall country was in-
vaded, The real reasons are not necessarily those announced., For
exarmle, on August 18, two days before the invasion, Pravda spoke
of the resumntion of "Subversive activities by antisocialist forces™
within Czechoslovakia, and charzed that loyal Cormunists were sub-
jectod to "slanderous attacks," vicious percecution," and "moral
terror,"

RUSSIA "A quick look at a mav of Burope explains better than
COTCERNED a dozen Pravda editorials the causes of Soviet alarm over
ABROUT ultra-reformism in Czechoslovakia, Under friendly Com-
DTFTISTS mmist rule, Czecnoslovakia 1s a crucial element of the

Soviet Union's defense shield z:-ainst the West, Even in
an ase of intercontinental missiles, the Russians feel more secure
with a buffer between them and the capitalistic West. Under an anti-
Corrunist Government, Czechoslovakia would be a dagger thrusting from
the frared West Germany to the Soviet Ukraine, piercing the defense
shield and perilously outflanking Bast Germany and Poland.

A loss of Czechoslovalkia would tip the present balance of power
in Burope against the Communists,- Soviet concern over stratczic se-
curity overrides gquestions of 1ldeological revisionism and experiments
with dermocratic reforms in Czechoslovakia, no matter how fierce the
polemics in the Soviet press on these issues,"

~-~ Raymond Anderson, "The Week in Review®
New York Times, July 21, 1958

Prof, Steven Muller, an . Bast Buropean exwvert, and Vice-President
for Public Affairs at Cornell University, likewise has asserted that
the major threat the Dubcek administration posed to Russia was mil-
itary in nature, It must be remembered that the Russians are indelibly
scarred by memories of nearly 10 million dead that their country has
suffered fromt wo invading German armies in this century. The col-
lective scar contributes to a virtual paranoia about the possivilities
of a third Gercag invasion, Fear of the Germans is the main reason,
sugzested Professor Muller, why the Soviets are sensitive to any threat



to the strength of the Warsaw Pact. This military alliance is be-
lieved, by Russian military leaders, to be the main factor prevent-
ing future Cerman aggression, :
—— Now Patriot, Sept, 1-14, 1968

Anrei A, Grechko, the Soviet Defense Ministoer, supported this
analysis when he stated, "the Soviet Arry considered the occupation
T of Czechoslovakia) vital for the security of the Warsaw Pact Coun-
tries," -~ New York Times, Sept., 29, 1968

f
ITTOLOGICAL Dr. Albert Parry, head of R:ssian Studies at Colgate
FACTORS University, stresses ideclogical factors as the basis
for intervention by other Warsaw Fact countries in
the internal affairs of Czechoslovakia, Soviet leaders feared the
develorment of a multiparty systom,

Within Czechoslovakia non-Cormunist political groups were gain-
ing recognition and freedoms previously suppressed. It appeared
that Czech lcaders were, in practice, about to eulogize the martyred
Rosa Iuzemburg who censured one-party rule: '"Freedom only for the
suvorters of the Government, only for the members of onc party...
igs no freedom at all, Without general elections, without unre-
stricted freedom of press and assembly, without a free struggle of
oninions, life dies out in every public imstitution," Such free-
doms seemed %o be coming to Czechoslovakia, and Soviet leaders gay
a series of fallirng dominoes: Prasue to Warsaw to Budapest to
Bucharest to the Soviet Union itself, S=2id Parry, "The recstless
Soviet intellectuals would bacorme yet more restless with such
tempting examnles before them, and the effcct on the non-~Russian
national groups in the Soviet Union--especially the rebellious
Ukranians right next door to Czechoslovakia-~was all too easily
prrdictable, In the Soviet leadership's mind's eye, those Com-
munist bodies of Budapest, 1956, dangled from the lampposts all
over acain--and this time all over Eastcorn Burope."

-- "Why Moscow Couldn't Stand
Praguet's Deviation®
New York Times Mazazine, Sept. 1, '68

I, ¥, Stone put it thals way: The Soviet Union "is still ruled,
ag under Czarism, by a system of secret police, censorship and
forced labor for dissidents, This kind of rule is wholly unsuited
to the Czechs,.,. But if there is frecedom in Prague, how can one go
on denying it in East Berlin, in Warsaw, in Kiev, in Moscow itself?



This is the question the Russians have ansyernd bty their brutal
occunation of Czechoslovitia, Perhans the {Czechs] cannot howe for
freedom until it has been won in Russia itself,"

-— I, F. Stone's Weekly, Sept. 9, 1968

TTCY™OLOGICAL In addition to the ideological factor mentioned
DISPARITY above, Stone seeks a "second disparity," "the tech-
AS A TUREAT nological sap between the Germans and the Russians™

behind the Czech occupation, Both Germany and the
Soviet Union continue as "rivals for the control of the lands be-
tween them."

Stone says, "The Czechs are badly in need of capital goods
after two d-cades of exploitation by the Russians and mismanagement
by the Communists, Rrssian industry is not yet advanced enough to
provide the hard currency to obtain them elsewhere. The nearest
and the easiest place to get the gnods and the credits is in West
Germany, The Russians frar more than anything else German influence
penetrating the old cordon sanitaire, So the Czechs must share not
only the pnlitical backwardness but the poverty of the Russians. "

-~ I. F. Stone's Weekly, Sept. 9, 1968

INTERMATIONAL A large group of people of "different professions
IMMORATITY and varying political philosophies" issued a public

- ‘ statement in which they raised their voices "against
the Soviet occupation of Czechoslovakia just as { they} have con-
demned the American war in Vietnam—-—and for the same reason, In
Czechoslovakis the Russian Government used the pretext that it had
been invited in by certain leaders to !'save socialism!' just as in
Vietnam the U,S. arzues that it has been invited in by Messrs, Diem,
Ky and Thieu to 'save freedom.' In both instances the true reason
for the use of military force has nothing to do either with social-
ism or freedom but geopolitical purmoses,

"It is »nrecisely becauss we have opposed the war in Vietnam so
long that we now opnose the invasion of Czechoslovakia for in both
instances a great power 1s trying to enforce its will on a weak
nation for its own purposes, We are 2ll the more saddened by this
new crime against small states because we had hoped after the Soviet
terror in Hungary in 1956 the leaders of the Kremlin would have
learned a lesson, For 12 years irndeed it seemed as if Hungary might
never be repeated but to our great sorrow it has,

™oreover there seems to be a growing ryghm of international



irmrorality., Soviet leaders zave invaded Funzary znd Cozechoslovaxia
0 trey can impose their tyre of 'socialism' while American lezders
invade Vietnam and the Domirnican Republic to imnose their form of

tderocracy.,!

"One crime suvplerments the other and each one strengthens the
precedent by which the strong try to dominate the weak,

"This precedent rmst be broken and the world brought to the
realization that it can only avoid nuclear cataclysm if the great
tovers forswear the use of military power to resolve political issues,

"o galute the valiant peonle of Czechoslovakia whose nonviolent
roasistance has captured the imazination of people everywhere, not the
least those who live in Bactern Furope and the Soviet Union itself,

"And we urge Arericans who almost unanizously challensze the
Soviet right to mlace its tanks in Czechoslovakia to reassess their
own vosition on Vietnam, Isn't this what our government has ' been
doinz? Faven't too many of us who are now critical of Mr, Brezhnev
Teen tolerant of the same tyve of deception and crimes when practiced
“v our own lezders? 3By all means let us raise our voices agalast
Soviet occupation of Czechoslovakia, But let us even more make our
voices ring with creditability and simultaneously challenge our own
sovernment for using t error and violence in Vietnam.

"Je demand that the Russians leave Czechoslovakia forthwith and
Derrmit the 14 million people there to determine their own destinyy
ind we demand that the American government withdraw from Vietnam and
prrrmit tho 32 million Vietnamese to docido for theomsclves how they
want to be ruled."

-~ Ad Hoc Committco for the Statement on
Czechoeslovakia and Victnam
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ON T "Foux yecars ago, the chaeering had not storped. Through'
TRANSFER out thet avtumn Johnsen saverea the adoration and the
oF prys:cal bumilt of the crewds, Ee campaigaad ebulliently
FOWLR acrzes the sountry, a Binyanesque figuve, rciling up 61

o Per coot of dne yaimiar vote, the biggest majerity in
nistory. sgzinet Barey Goidwecer, He came in preaciing cornseusas,
He goes cut amid dreunity Lis Tersomal popalarity at a low ebo  the
ﬁatign divided by the mest UnpcTdtar wne in ite histcry, hnlf a
miilicn men wnies arms in Vietrnam. 28,000 dead and 180,000 woundcC.,
He is trout.ed iy the fact t'a* the pendudum is swinging to the right
~—the liberal programs of iks Joanfon epcch may only have paved whe
way fcr a new conservatirm. fcr rereacumernt and evea repression. ¥

~—David Wise, '"The Twilight =f a Presidspt®

New York Times Magazine, Nov. 3, 1968

"Ay - examination of the Trotlems facing President~elect Richard
M. Nixon yielde at first, the obviocus: Vie’sna.m. the racial crisis,
“ae disengagement of youth from the traditional political process,
the budget, the arms race. Yet at the heart of the matter is some~
thing else,

"It is now clear %o him and to those who are watching his de-
liverate, circumspect aprroach to this terribly delicate husiness »f
transition that his chief problem—now, and for the next few years—
is to achieve for himself what the election demied him: the consent
of the governed; to fashion by force of personality and depth of
corviction what the people on Nov, 5 did not: a mandate to lead.®

~—Robert B Semple, Jr. "The Challengs
for Wixon,...", New York Times,
Yov, 17, 1348

SELECTIVE In recent months, the World Council of Clmrches
CONSCIENTIOUS (at its assembly in Swedsn), the United Church of
OBJECTION Christ, and the Christian Church (Disciples of

Christ) have dbeen among those religious bodies which
have affirmed not only their support of those believers who obdject
to rarticimtion in or support of all war, but their support of
those believars who odject to participation in particular wars,

¥ odmaY



Vatican Council II issued Schema XIII on "Tho Church and the
Modern World." This document urges military mon to follow their
congciencos in wartime situations and to refuse to carry out any
orders that they consider to be violations of natural law., "The
epirit of thogse who do not fear to oppose those who order such
things is worthy of the highest rraise,®

The National Conference of Catholic Bishops which met in
Washington during the second week of Novembor joined several
Protestant groups in urging revision of the Selective Service
ILaw to provide for the principle of selective conscientlous ob-
jection under which an individual :vuld have the right to refrain
from participating in some, though not necessarily in all wars,
on grounds of consclence.

Liout, Gen. lLewis R, Hershay, director of the Selectlve
Service System, challenged that part >f the Catholic Bishops'
Pastoral Letter, He said,

' "It!s no longer a religious question, but a political
one, If you say you sbject to all wars, I can!t object to
that. Religion is an individual thing,

"But what kind of religious belief have you got that
c.ases you to rejoct some wars and not others? That doosn't
soom to me to be a religious question but a political one."

. Apparently Mr, Hershey, like others who have objected to

Pleas .for legal recognition of Conscientious Objection, are not
woll acquainted with ecclesiastical history,  There arec bassically
three approachos which Christendom has followed with respect to war,

First, therc has been theo glorification of war, with war seon
a8 a Crusade for righteousncss, However, the church, which
briefly adopted thls view in the middle ages, early recognized
the pervasivenoss of sin and thc dangers of self-righteousness,
The mainstream of Christondom has traditionally rejected the
notion that war ie ever a Crusade,

Second, some segments of the church have been Pacifist,
Indeed, perhaps f * first three hundred years, the bulk of
Christians were pacifiat, Hacifism has to be taken seriously in
the church bescause of the teachings of Jesus as recordsd in the
Now Testament, . _ : . .

Third, while the church in the main has abandoned Pacifism,
it has not adopted the oprosife notion that wars
goods, Rather, it has followed the concept of ¢

are poeitive
he Just War, of




which Selective Gonscientious Objection is the modern version.
Traditionally, Just War theory has given bellevers certain criteria
by which to evaluate particular circumstances in which he is called
to act by his government,

Edward LeRoy Long, Jr, writes: "No particular way of stating
these conditions has been officially codified, but the same critsria
appear among different theologilans with sufficient regularity to
provide the following principles,

"a, A1l other means to the morally Just solution of a conflict

must be exhausted before resort to arms can be regarded
as legitimate,

"™. War can be just only if employed to defend a stable order
or morally preferable cause against threats of destruction
or the rise of injustice.

"c, A third criterion of the just war specifies that such a
war must be carried out with the right attitudes,"e,g.

S SN

"the intention to attain or restore a just and durabdls Ppeace,

"d, A just war must be explicitly declared by a legitimate
authority,

"o, A just war may be conducted only by military means that
rromise a reasonable attainment of the moral and political
objectives being sought,

"f, The just war theory has also entailed selective immunity

for certain parts of the population, particularly for
noncombatants, "

(See Long's War and Conscience in America,
Pnila., Westminster Press, 1968, pp. 22-33.)

The selective Objector to War faces a difficult task, for he
must glve careful study to the issues at stake in every particular
conflict, His objection, writes Alan Geyer, "should be the result
of a serious intellectual exercise in seeking out, analysing, and

~ ~ interpreting the available data on the war in queation....it

involves..., judging the competence and wisdom of the policy-
makers themselvea "

"The Just War and the Selective Objector,"
Social Action, April 1966, p. 17. - -

-




WED WILL America:: were under the impression that the halt in
EESOTIATS  the hombing cf North Vietnam was yredicated upon an
WHAT? © agreement amcng tle powers concerneé as to who wculd
sit at the negotiating tnlle and under what circumstances.
Avmarently this agrcement ticks dowsn,. at least insofar as the Ui: ed
Ssatec and its ally, South Vietrom ie concerned,
Otviously there are fcur porties involved in the conflict:
th 30 already named, :crth Vietnam, and tie Natiomal Liberation
Frews, But who 1s to e the sericr ncgotlater cn each side?
s o id P, Lav of the Yow York Urnivercity Schicoel of Law ncter
iTna Scuin Vietnamese iesire cxciticive coatrel of the
negcriatiore tecr se they are well aware of the fact ohat tue
nalure of the stouggle kas always bYeen and remaing an iutoradl
¢ 25act of the rsciee =f Viewwanm, ~f it le an internul
ceatiict and nev intermaticnal in sccre, the Lroitad Jiates
r »:," realiwe that we have ns right to be negotia~ing for the
cath Vietramese nor should we de fighting their intcrint
crflict for them.® (N,Y., Times, Nov, 17, 1968)

(“\n
r—iﬂ

Bub where would the South Vietnamese government bde but f r
the military power of the United States? Thus showld the moet
Powerful partner call the rlaye for Mour?® side, or should The
rartner which is allegedly sovereilgn in that part of Vietnam
scuth of the 17th parallel?
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