‘waged. by the commander of '
. the U.S.Air Force. in Viet-
/nam until h¢ was dlsclplined

/in his arguments about pro-

‘Hanoi “'paper: Nhan - Dan

“sistent, illogical”:
_“smelled of’ bandltry "

. Hanoi invective, ‘or

. supposed to be tnggered by.

in March'was denounced bit-".
térly by the North Vietnam- |
ese’at the time, but nobody
here took any. notice, per-
haps' because they d1d not
pln it on him personally
“While ¥ President = Nixon

“Was: “making peace proposals

‘to Hanoi in private, and or- -
dering in. public the air
strikes which he described
as “protectwe Teaction,” the °
‘Commuriists objected” that
they were no: such thing: 42
“How ican peop! Believe ;

tective reaction,” the ‘main
asked. Mr. Nixon'ss argu-{.
ments, it said; were incon- \
i hey

“Was this - just th usuaial 5
t

‘hdave something to do: \withY

‘ordered -by Gen ‘John' D.

‘Lavelle after: he. took com,
mand in" August 19717
- “Protective reaction”-was

" the naturée’ oi the air str’u(e7

enémy action-/against U,S.
aireraft. Gen, Lavelle told ‘
‘his men, however, that their .|
reports should not disclose
bombing raids um'elated to
-enemy action. ..

Certainly . the North Viet-
namese objected  emphati-
cally and expressly to; ~Mr,
Nixen’s claim that the: S,
_strikes were aimed at:*ge-:"i
‘lected . military targets.”
‘Hanoi repeatedly claimed. :
that, on' the contrary, the *
U.S. Air Force had bombed - -
divilian ~ . populated : areas .

4

- under the:guise of “protec- -
© tive reaction”: strikes; and -
I that this lead to heavy’ os ;

of life. - T
Defensge Secretary Melvln
" Laird said. during the heavy

- air.raids last December that

they were ‘éof limited dura-
- tion and 'that their termina-
“tion- would be announced.” -

+*This. was, indeed, .duly an-
".nounced,. but .we. are.now

told that Gen: ‘Lavelle did _

not stop, * - «eeom
What would Hanoi now

' ‘make of the admlnistratlon s

credibility, especially - sin
C .
Laird had also gone out o(;
his. way to insist .that the
ll))lemb;in% l}xlad ‘been “ap-"
ove Yy t e Pres d :
b g i ent and
- Hanoi agam formall
om- .
plained in February‘Y fh:;
although the United States
had - . announced offlclally N
that the new: series of alr "

; Nixons peace
: _“boast » and specifically his
eight-point peace:-plan; Were
“contradicted” by his ac

re offect” on :
é 1 e’s’ unau-

i quarter of all such n'ussions

After * the . Mylai coverup, ’

.these flgures can. hardly be.

accepted without:a fun and

n:;eung whlch'
adviser Henry Kis er was
.due “to. hav !mt% ‘emig-

Polish govarnment set. up se-

s.repeating it-? ,

“eret " talks :between Hanor
‘and Washington But Hanoi
.was bombed,, without White
-House ~authority, and: the
‘Comimunists . angrily a-gan- |
scelled the talks. . . ‘
" The "Nixon admmistration
now admits that Hawks-and
doves ‘in the -Hanoi leader-! .
.ship hdve been arguing for:-

- some .time about- the: best:

course to take. There is rea-

.son -to believe that ‘North "

‘Vietnam had made full prep-
:argtions: to launch. its offen-
sive in. February but drew-
‘back from it because at that
time the doves were able to -

- muster’ sumclent mength

“in. Hanoi, .

It is arguable that th' :
U.S..air smkes ‘were used py:
the  Harnlol hawks later ‘as

_an argument for launching

the'. offensive™ after : all, in~.’
March, - just to show- Mr."

Nixon that ‘they: 'too had a -
.- “position: of strength”. from.-j

-'which to negotiate, . =
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