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“there was ruth and
there was untruth,
and if you elung to the truth
even against the whole world,
you were not mad"
—George Orwell
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The Dangerous
"Acts of
Common Endeavor"

No post-World War IT international issue
wits more important than that of a total ban
of nuclear tests and an agreement against
the proliferation of A-weapoms, In the ab.
sence of such accords the world lives in that
total danger which heretofore existed only
in cosmic cataclysms, One might therefore
assume that the now-widening Americm-
Soviet consensus in that avea is a desirable
development. Unfortunately, this is por at all
the case, for a nuclear accord amang some
nuclear powers must by no means be con-
fused with a nuclear accord among all of
them, The former may even lead to out
right disaster. This would be the cuse if a
nuclear treaty between two, or more, powers
were directed against another nuclear power.
An anti-proliferation treaty signed by the
United States and the Soviet Union while
the Vietnam war continues to be escalated
and while American threats against China are
becoming ever more ominous, would en-
courage, not discourage, war, probably nu-
clear war,

With West Germany already possessing
hundreds of nuclear-urmed missiles and war-
planes, and with the United States accepting
the alleged “honor of the ally™ as sufficient
assurance that “custody of all such warheads
remains with the United States” (see Presi-
dential Assistant Bill Moyers' statement in
The New York Times of November 23,
1865) , there is little the Soviet Union ean
still hope to prevent through a nonpro-
liferation  treaty. Even while the United
States is, for the first time, quite anxious
to conclude such a treaty it seems determined
not to relent on it condition that the treaty
tot preclude her joint nuclear force with
her allies (read West Germany). American
apprehension that West Germany, il denied
the [ulfillment of the next stage in her
nuclear ambitions, might closely align her-
self with Gaullist France makes this an
unnegotiable U.S. premise.

Since Soviet approval of this condition
would constitute a de facto acquiescence in
the nuclear arming of West Germany (a pro-
cess that is neither reversed nor stopped by
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Soviet apposition anyhow), what is there for
the United Stutes to lure the Soviets with?
Why should the Russians enter into an agree-
ment that would make lite difference to
them, and the mére signing of which would
at this time be a propaganda liability in the
Communist world? The only conceivable
lure would be either secret provisians, or
separate  secret  agreement, obliging  the
United States to limit the range and quan-
tity of nuclear missiles in West German
hands. This seems to be the only concrete
concession that js still achievable by the
Saviets,

The small cutback of American troops that
is already taking place in Europe and suly-
stantial cutbacks such as advocated by
Senator Mike Mansfield, the Senate Majority
Leader, and the Senate Democratic Policy
Commirtee, are undoubtedly viewed by the
Soviets as steps deserving significant conces-
sions on their part. Sino-Soviet hostility has
much to do with the understandable Soviet
preference that U. S, mroops be deployed en
masse in South Asia rather than in Europe.
The guestion that arises is how much is the
Soviet Union ready to pay for a more desira-
ble deployment of U.S, forces. While she
might console hersell with the fact that the
price was so far paid by other countries,
whether Vietnam, Cambodia or China, this
cousolation is a mixture of fact and delusion.

One delusion is that Soviet security neces:
sarily increases as the number of U.S. troops
in Europe is lowered. In point of fact, the
pullout of U.S. troops is an invitation for
an increase in West German armed [orces.
Symptomatically, President Jolmson even
while pretending that he was rejecting Mans-
field’s and the other Senators” suggestion of
a substantial withdrawal of U.S. troops from
Europe, nonetheless virtuully confirmed this
o be an area ol American-Soviet negotia-
tions,

In time, Mr. Johnson commented, reductions

of Soviet troops in East Germany or new

military technol c.m. may permit the transfer
of some of the 450,000 to 500,000 American

troops. But in any case, he added, that Is a

decision to be reached only in oollaboration

with the North Atlantic allics. (The New York

Times, September 6, 1966.)

“Collaboration with the North Adantic al-
lies” could within this context only mean
that West German consent to a substantial
reduction of U8, forces in Eurape would be
obtained by encouraging a substantial in-
crease in West German forces,

The Soviets would also be wise 1o cansider
that at some point in the forseeable future
the United States, regardless of any secret
promises it might make 1o the USSR, may
well Jose effective control over the range and
quantity of missiles in the West German
amenal,

More delusive is the calculation that the
Soviets, by lewing the United States rape
the rest of the world with impunity, are
buying their own security. The Soviet Union
was alone among the big powers of the nine
teen thirties that entertained no such de-
lusion with regard 1o Hitler's Germany; there
would he irony, tragedy and ultimate decline
if now she desensitized herself with that kind
of & delusion. The Germans sung “tomorrow
we will own the world”; Johnson, Rusk and
McNamara proclaim their world-wide “re.




sponsibilities” in most serious statements of
America’s immediate foreign policy.

Despite Vietnam

The reasons for the American government's
sudden interest in a non-proliferation treaty
have little to do with control of nucdlear
weapons as such. With the emergence of
two  additional  nonsubscrvient  nuclear
powers, France and China, the worst of
proliferation has already nccurred, Why then
should the United States now be more in-
terested in non-proliferation than it had
been"all these years when an international
accord might have prevented the French
and/or  Chinese  acquisition of atomic
weapons?

The answer to this was given by President
Johnson in his speech at Idaho Falls on
Aungust 26, [966:

While differing principles and differing values

may always divide us [the United Siates and

the Sovier Union], they must not deter us
from rational acts of common endeavor,
The President was not merely paraphrasing
the docirine of coexistence, but had some-
thing very specific in mind. His aides
said that the President was convinced that
such a [non-proliferation] treaty could be
achieved, particularly if the Soviet Union, on
the one hand, and the American right wing,
on the other, would agree mot to Jet their
strung sympathics on Vietnam impede brond-
based efforts for world peace, (O cit.,, August

27)

The President himself made quite clear that
more than in obtaining a non-proliferation
treaty as such he was interested in selling
the Vietnam war to the Russians,

Qur objective there is local and limited, . . .

These objectives can be attained within the

Borders of South Viemam. They do nat

threaten the vital interests of the Soviet Union

or the territory of any of her friends. (Ihid.)

Since neither the National Liberation
Front of South Vietnam nor the Democratic
Republic of Viemam are about to receive
nuclear weapaons, the only reason that could
have caused Mr. Johnson to link the anti-
proliferation negotiations with the Vietnam
war is his desire to gain from the Russians
a carte hlanche for [urther war escalation,
Since thus far Mr. Johnson has had no real
reaction to the present scale of 11§, warfare

be eaused by his knowledge of things yet to
come,

Contrary to Johnson's words, the Ameri
can objectives in Southeast Asia cannot “he
ned within the borders of South Viet-
nam”; already the war invelves US. military
operations in North Vietmam, Cambodia,
Laos and Thailand. Certainly, Mr. Johnson
was not promising a de-escalation that would
shrink the present war theatre: but he was
provi the Soviets with a rationale for
acquicscing in furare US. actions in the
region, as they have acquiesced in past and
present actions. There would be no declared
new war and thus no need for the Soviets
to articulaie a new rteaction. The United
Stutes, pursuing its business as usual, will
“merely” proceed to “pacily” and occupy
Southeast Asia, and in the process “pun-
ish" the “real aggressor,” China, from the
air; and, as for the Soview, well, in reaction
to all of this they, tog, mn conduct their
business as usual by continuing to counter-

supply protests, interspersed with a few
symbolic weapons and perhaps even another
photograph or two of Vietmumese pilots
training in a Soviet air academy.

Beginnings of an Alliance?

What Mr. Johnson is really seeking is the
beginning of an American-Soviet defense
arrangement which would give the United
States a free hand not only wisawvis South-
east Asia but also vis-e-vis China. If in fact
the Soviet Union should at this time sign
a non-proliferation and/or arms-control
treaty with the United States, more import-
ant than any integral provisions would be
the implication that in the worsening Ameri-
can-Chinese-Soviet imbroglio the United
States and the Soviet Union are beginning to
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act as (passive) military allies. Far from
cantributing to world peace, American-Soviet
“acts of common endeavor” while the Viet-
nam war is on, would greatly encourage
further war escalation by the United States,
It would in effect offer no less than Soviet
blessings to a T1.5, attack on China. This is
precisely what Mr. Johnson is seeking.

What the Soviet Union would in effect be
accepting if she at this time made any
treaty of a military nature with the United
States is inherent in the end of American
international actions and doctrines. Accord-
ing to authoritative disclosures, additional
hundreds of thousands of U.S. troops will
saon intrude into Vietmam. Their very num-
bers testify o their serving ultimate ends
other than those officially proclaimed. Then
there has lately been a profusion of official
explanations that 118, "commitmenis” are
global and subject to no nation's invitation
or approval. Secretary of State Rusk, lor
instance, recently stated before the Senate
Preparedness Investigating subcommittee that

the United States might have to use its armed

forces in “collective defense agninst armed
aggression” even in the ahsence of clear-cat

American defense treaty ties with the nation

nttacked.” (Op, eit, August 26)
Considering what such words as “aggression”
and “defense” mean to Mr. Rusk, this
amounts to no less than a Doctrine of Glabal
Imiervention, or Pax Americana, Mr. John-
son himself confirmed this doctrine when, in
a speech at the University of Denver, he said
that

the defense of political frecdom everywhere

was the guiding principle of his foreign palicy.

{Op. cit, August 27.)

Four days later, at the convention of the
American Legion, he admited that which
all US. officials have been denying ever
since 1917, namely, that there was no neces-
sary connection between American interven-
tions and the “Communist threat” Said
Johnson:

Indeed we know now that so interwoven is

our destiny with the world’s destiny, so intri-

cate are the bonds between us and every con-
tinent, that our responsibilities would be just
as real in the absence of the Communist

theat, (Qp. cit,, August 81.)

It was no coincidence that in this very
speech, the President made clear that the
principal target of implacable American
“responsibility” is China.

Such is the world for whose prevalence the
Soviet Union is called upon to free American
energies. The Russians are to desist from
all pressures in order that the United States
can fully concentrate on bringing it about.

1s She Saying “Yes"'?

The Soviet response to President John-
son's invitation to “acts of common en-
deavor,” or at least a part of the Soviet
response, came in a Prevda editorial. It
denied the possibility of American-Soviet
cooperation growing irrelevant of the Viet-
nam war, Tt confined itself to a general
characterization of prospects without spe-
cifically discussing non-proliferation or dis-
armament negotiations.

Certainly, this much the Soviets had 1o
say, whatever else may be true about their
response. In no case would they publicly
confirm that indeed SovierAmerican coop-
eration can be expanded, particularly in ‘the
area of defense, despite Vietnam. Alas, the
Soviet denial confronts us with a sitwation
which is not altogether unlike a hushand's
denial of an illicit aflaiv even while con-
fronted with compromising hotel photo-
graphs. Mr. Johnson could peint to all too
many details of the illicit affair for any
denial ta be convincing.

He said 355%.. Golilberg, United States

representative ap the United Nations, had in-

formed him that “much of the substance of the
treaty” had been resolved hefore the negotia-
tiohs were recessed Aug. 4. He added that the

Soviet Union had joined the United Siates

in asking otber nations invelved to resume

the talks Sept, 12. (Op, cit.,, August 27.)

Even I[ the Soviet Union should, because
of the Vietnam situation, refuse to sign a
non-proliferation treaty at this time, the very
fact of promising negotiations going on at
this time confirms President Johnson's con-
clusion that

The conflict in Southeast Asia . . . “does nat

stop us from find new ways ‘of dealing
with ane another,” (Zhid.)

1f the Soviets sincerely
inhibiting effect on U.S, belligerence, they
must not only say that that belligerence is
in the way of SovietAmerican rapproche-
ment but prove beyond anyone’s possible
misconception that their deeds match their
words. At the very minimum they should
suspend all negatiations whether for a nu-
clear mon-proliferation treaty or a disarma-
ment (or arms control) accord, and they
should make the resumption of negotiations



(publicly and privately) conditional on the
il of U5, belligerence in Southeast Asia.

In waking such a position the Soviet Unian
would not compromise the interesss of
peace, lor the simple teasan that a Soviet-
American relaxation of tensions in the face
of escalating combat in another part of the
world merely secures the aggressor's rear.
Formal agreement or not, the very fact that
the Commander-in-Chief of the U.S. forces in
Vietnam knows cordial negotiations with the
Sovicts to be in progress is necessarily heeded
when he weighs the risks of further esca-
la

The fact of Soviet-American negotiations
despite Vietnam is here for all to see. Unless
the Soviets will make clear beyond anyone's
possible miscalculation at which point they
would add to America's risks i menacing
China, the impression is unavoidable that
they do not intend to add 1o those risks.
In such a case, even without a formal, or
public. treaty, the Sovier Union would in
effect he responding affirmatively to John-
son's invitation. She would in effect be acqui-
escing in whatever the American designs on
Asia, She would, in fact; act as that kind of a
(passive) military ally against China which
President Johnson invited her to be,

Il this is a misreading of Soviet intentions,
then it is high time it-he corrected. Onee
American bombs start falling on China it
will be too late for the Soviets to protest
against them; and alsa too hyporritical, If we
are imputing to the Soviets incotrect con-
siderations and policies, they certainly are
responsible for international behaviar that
makes such impumtions possible.

One thing is certain: continued ambiguity
about Soviet intentions cannot be accidental.
The absence of resolute, meaningful and
effective Sovier opposition to America's as-
saults in Asiz is not possibly due to a lack
of means for conveying intentions; it can
only be due o a lack of opposition.

U Thant's
Farewell Contribution

Mote than anything
cision not to make himsell available for an-
uther term a5 Secretary-General of the United
Nations {5 a protest against the merciless
implacability of the American decimatars of
the peaple of Vietnam, Az on previous occa-
sions so in his tarewell statement he s
decried U, 8. Vietnam palicy with a direct-
ness that is amazing for someone holding his
office. Nor was this his only challenge, When
he professed “dissatisfaction with the fact
that the organization has not vet achieved
iversality of member p.”" it esciped no
one that he was criticizing the United States
lor blocking China. But in addition to spe-
cific criticisms, Mr. Thant found himself
in allout philasophical conflict with the

general world view that underlies American
international bhehavior:
In my view the tragic error is being repeated
of relying on foree and mil ry means in a
deceptive pursuit of peace.

Exceptionally important as is Mr. Thant's
protest, his refusal to continue in his office
15 mare than @ protest, 1t is a positive con-
tribution 1o all of mankind. Diplomatic
pragmatists have pointed our that precisely
because “the world situation appears . . . to
be extremely serious,” ta quote his own as-
sessment, he should stay on and not “lose
any chance of infiuencing events through the
Breat prestige and respect he enjoys” (1o
quote the editors of The New York Times,
Sept. 2). We believe that Mr. Thant i
“influencing events” by upholding a moral
principle much more than he would by
compromising it. By stepping down in a
situation he feels unable to render morally
acceptable, he is teaching humanity that
right is still right, and that one should not
accommodate onesclf 1o those whose power
and immorality suffice to brutalize the world,

U Thant's farewsll lesson i5 that even
when persevered in wrong does not become
right, and that morality is incomparihle with
opportunistic “realism” which so often causes
American political Agures 10 se arbitrary
limits to their own pessible dissension [rom
those who call the tune in America, Oppor
tunistic rationalizers render themselves in-
capable of moral outrage and with thus
crippled personalities forever continue 1o be
self-serving in the name of allegedly saving
something rather than nathing. They are
the Stevensons, Humphreys and Goldbergs
who, often against their awn judgments,
participate  in  outrageous  International
crimes,

U Thant could not do that and he de-
serves the thanks of all humanity for pro-
viding so prominent an example of moral
behavior. In an cra when so mucl of world
politics is influenced by lribes in dollars,
CIA cloakand-dagger activities, ar the fear
of them, no act could be more positive,

Mr. Thant’s candor had not been reserved
for his act of parting from hiz office. On the
contrary, he has many times spoken out in
ways displeasing to powerful individual mem-
bets of the United Nations, particularly to

Prompenh, Cambodia: President de Gaulle and Prince Sihanouh,

the United States. He has practiced this
candor h a degree deemed by many sur-
prising in a man of his position. Also other
characteristics of his parting statement are
faithful reflections of his personality. His
modesty is convincing precisely because it is
not of the swdied, publicrelations variety,
As the son af a people that has known colo-
nial oppression, Mr. Thant has deep sym-
pathy for the underprivileged of the world.
His high office has never gone to his head—
he remains that true servant of humanity he
has been long before attaining internarional
prominence. He is the product not anly of
his own great intelligence but of the spirit-
stressing culture into which he was born. T
took all of these personal und ethnic virtues
for him to decide, despite all temptations
and pressures, that the first thing he owes
humanity is to remain a mworal human heing.

We regret deeply the need for him ta step
down. But with grear admiration do we
applaud his moral decision. Of all his many
titles, past and present positions, Le has
earned most thoroughly that title which it
is most difficult for anyone to justify—that of
a decent human heing.

De Gaulle
Understands...

President de Gaulle has certainly heard
all the Viemam [liction that has been ema-
nating from the Washingion lie factories
ever since April 7, 1965, when Lyndon John-
son renamed his unchanged policy from one
af opposing negotiations to one of favoring
them. That the French leader has, during
his in Pnompenh, elevated his past
of the 1S, position to the status
1 policy recommendations did not
happen due o an unawareness of Washing-
ton’s claims, but because of them, The simple
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truth is that de Gaulle, like most of human.
ity, does not believe .S, rationalizations,
He, like most of humanity, believes, however,
in the correctness of one formulation John-
sou uffercd while responding to President
de Gaulle in Lancaster, Ohio, on September
5, 1966, Said Mr, Johnson:
We cannot walk away from the simple fact
that the peace and security of many narions
are threatened if aggressors are permitted to
suceetd in a stritegic iren of the world, if vital
treaties are Lroken and il men and arms are

maved illegally acvoss inteinational boundaries
to conquer small nations,

Precisely. And that is why not only de Gaulle
but so many others would do much o dis-
courage future U.S. aggression by seeing the
present one fail in Vietnam,

A US, government official lectured Presi-
dent de Gaulle:

fairnces should have led him to note North

Vietnam's refusal to negutiate as the principal

difficulty. (The New York Times, m_nﬁr Bl
Which lecture is equivalent to a verdict the
Nuremberg war criminals would have passed
on themselves if given the opportunity; and
which lecture, however, is guite consistent
with an old tradition of the 1.8, government
ol claiming to be the only just and unbiased
judge of any conflict in which it is engaged.

To most people other than the U.S.
government President de Gaulle's now clear-
cut aligmment against the 1.5, role in Viet
nam will be a source of great encouragement,
His fortitude and sense of justice cause de
Gaulle 1o be accepted by ever growing por-
tions of hwmanity, regardless of national
houndaries, as a leader they can identify with
in many areas of thought and activity.

Tuna Fish and a
Cambodian Village

Because the honsewives of a certain nation
were using only pink tuna, the entrepreneur
who had bought a huge shipment of white
tuna was stuck with it, unable to unload
the merchandise. Came an advertising wizard
and in return for equal partnership affered
ta sell every last bit of the unmarketable
canneel fish. He merely had labels printed
with the legend, "White tuna, does nor get
pink in the can.” The merchandise was sold
in no time, and as for the advertising man,
in his nation no one ook him for the swind.
ler he was, bur for a business genins, So
much so that the stary became one of the
classic boasts in the annals of American
advertising.

Somehow this story rame to mind be-
cause of the way in which the United
States undertook to extricare isself from an
international embarrassment that resulied
from air raids on Cambodian hamlets on
August 2, 1066, While members of the
International Contral Commission and other
diplomats were in Thlok Trach to investi-

gate n Cambodian charge that that village
had o July 831 been suafed by American
aivcraft, with lives lost in the process, the
place came again under ULS. aerial atthck.
The investigating diplomais were forced ro
take cover.

Since this substantinted the frequent Cam-
bodian complaints of American attacks, a
special gimmick was needed to counter the
eyewitness testimony by Canadian, Indian
and Polish representatives. We do nor know
who the advertising man was who devised
the solution but we strongly suspect that it
was the same wizard who got Americins to
eat white tund because it does not get pink
in the can.

His expedient was again ingenious. A UL.S.
spokesman addressing newspapermen in Sai-
gon used a blackboard to draw a map show-
ing Thlok Trach ta be inside South Viet
nam, The implication was that the United
States: had a “right" to attack the village.
As could be expected, the Cambodians re-
acted vehemently 1o this addition of injury
to injury and Prince Norodom Sihanouk
cancelled a planned visit to Prnompenh by
W. Averell Harriman, President Johnson's
special envoy. A lew days later, the State
Department’s permanent spokesman  “'cor-
rected” the tecord, now acknowledging that
Thiok Trach "is under the administration

of the Royal Government of Gambodia” and -

voicing deep regret for “any loss of Cam-
bodian life and property and any intrusion
into Cambodian territory which may have
accurred.”

The tuna-like chicanery this time consisted
of the T1.5. government's pretended confusion
in political gevgraphy. OF course, it never
really had a doubt that the artacked village
was a Cambodian village, but it would ap-
pear as having been momentarily misin-
formed rather than as deliberately injuring
Cambodian sovereignty. The cynicism goes
even beyond that. The U.S. officials in charge
could not have assumed, even for a moment,
that the members of the Tnternational Con-
rrol Commission and intelligent people any-
where would not see through the pretense.
But the pretense was nonetheless staged in
order to put the international diplomats
on the spot: they in turn lhad the choice
of pretending to believe the Americans oy af
calling the U.S. government a bunch of cyni-
cal liars. Now, which Canadinn or Indian
diplomat was going to call the US. govern-
ment any such thing?

As with the tuna, the trick worked, The
international  diplomats were mancuvered
into partial silence. As for Cambodiz and
her Chiel of State, well, why worry about a
small nation that does not even have respect
able megatons of noclear weapons?

With this as immediate background, Cam-
bodia could not have deserved more the con-
solation and encouragement she must have
derived from the official state visit by Presi
dent de Gaulle, The respect and admiration
the President manifested for Cambodia's
integrity have been amply earned by her
The visit was also a contribution to Cam-
hodias’ security. It was certainly no accident
that the French President made the visit at
a time when the host country is ominously
threatened and menaced by the United

Statew, In paying mibute to Cambodia Gen-
eral de Gaulle was speaking for all those
hundreds of millions of humanity who st
allocate their respect and admirtion not to
the mighty but to the just,

Why They
Kill Civilians

There is no reason to doubt the sincerity
of General William €. Westmoreland, com-
mander of U.S. forces in South Vietham,
when he repeatedly expresses concern that
so many civilians are being killed by his
troops, There is every teason to assume that
the General would not want to kill more
peaple than is necessary to bring about an
American victary. But certainly he wonld not
trade victory for any humanitarian concern.

General Westmoreland speaks of hundreds
of civilian casualties, but a military spokes-
man in Saigon admitted on August 24 that
the “incidents” have reached “epic propor
tions.” Fromn Saigon an American correspond-
ent reported:

The known incidents do not reflect the full

problem of civilian casualties by any mcans

.« 1t ix believed that much larger numbers

of civilians are hurt every month in incidents

that never drsw public attention. (Charles

Mohr in The New Yark Times of August 25.)
The situation was described more precisely
in a New York Times editorial:

Most of South Vietnam’s vefugees, who now

total more than a million, apparently have

fled allied fire-power rather than Vietcong
depredations, Almuost nen..w_. provincial bos-

pital is erowded with civilian wounded, a

majority of whom evidently are victims of

American air power and South Vietnamese

artillery. (August 21.)

Since “the bomb tonnage now being
dropped on Vietnam each week is larger than
dropped on Germany at the peak of World
War 11" (ihid.) . masses of civilian casualties
are unavoidable. An American pilor's descrip-
tion of an area after 1.5, bombings—this
area in Norvth Vietnam—gives some idea of
the survival prospects of any civilians:

The southem panhandle egion of North Viet-

nam, the narmw strip between Laox and the

Guif of Tonkin, looks like a moon valley,

an American fighter-bamber pilot with o

expetience sail. There are huge craters an

few signs of life . . . (Of. ril, August 7))

It needs 1o be noted what it is that often
differentiates  regretted “incidents”™  from

conscience, One recent “incident” occurred
on August 11 when American planes raked
a US. Coast Guard cutter with machine-
gun and rocker fire, causing American cas-
Itics. Had the attacked ship been a North
Vietnamese trawler instead and the casualties
Vietnamese civilinns, there would be official
LS. jubilation, not regrets. Another "ind-
denmt” resulted v casuzltics among  ULS.
troops when, on August 26, they had napalm
dropped on them by American planes—
something Vietnamese fighters and civilians




alike continuously have done to them.
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There is u e difficulty in con-
fining the Vietnam war o military combar,
No matter how much the U.S. forces may
h so to limit their operations, they simply
cannot do this without giving up the ambi-
tion of tory. For in Vietnam the U.S
forces are fightng a people, a whole peop
It is the people that wants neither the
American  “protectors” mnor  their  Saigon
stooges, Either American troops kill as many
Vietnamese as is necessary in order that the
survivors siop their opposition, or they stop
“pacifying” the. tragic country. That is why
with reference to the current talk of pre
¢ ::c:,:_ methods against the killing of
civilians it can be reporied [rom Saigo

critics doubit the value of an official policy that
is widely ignored—such as the policy aguinst
the _:::__n of dvilian houses on military
sweeps, (Ibid.)
Tht also why ther Westmye d’s
headquarters nor the Pentagon find it pos
sible to issue restrictions bind their
—NQ.;.m.

After some co

decided issue no directives pu
restrictions on the use of air sorties in the
South,

Some officdals :._n sugpested  that mir ralds
that did not ) for ractical
ground action might be batred. Bambing vil-
lages hecause they were dominated by the Viet-
» five might have been directed
st passing United States planes
ualties and was of insignificant
e, the officials sa {Gp. dt.,

Whatever restrictions are  issued, military
ders retain the “ultimate discretion
to depart from . .. ” Nor could it be other-
wise. It is cither dele the Vietnamese
or leaving them alive; you cannot have both.

That the United States ab by no hu-
manitarian restriction whatever is most 1rag-
ically shown in the official U.S. auitude to-
wards private European efforts 1o save some
of the children among a ietnam'y war victims.
The Swiss organization Terre des Hommes
has  undermaken 10 _:.—_,.: lize  children
burned by napalm 5 various countries of
Europe. The
ceeded in making ) beds a ,-:ur_.... itself
assumi the hosy cost. The tes-
cued children woule from among tf
many thousands who now have their wounds

1 their E:.:ﬁ.m.

.H«_ﬂ. «na .r_..:::: is a

ever _51..:2_“ any H_c:_:.u_ mr
would expect the ties 1o offer
their full cooperation. Such cooperation is
essential for without the 1.8, providing aeria
tnnsportation the could not get
o 1t European The United
States, however, is ed, [or teasons
al propaganda,




hundreds of its young napalm victims. Ac
cordingly, the White House has informed
Terre des Hommes that "neithey 118, air-
craft nor US. funds are available in support
of the activities which you plan 1o underiake
in Europe.”

When a nation reaches a point at which
ils interests are contrary to the hospitaliza-
tion of wounded and bumed children, it
could not be moe obvious thar it has be-
come an eanemy of humanity.

For many years the 1.8, vroops and their
indigenous hirelings have tried o reconcile
their military policy with their own public
relations interests. The main reason [or their
lack of success is mot inherent personal
cruelty—although war makes people brutal
and this war mekes them especially brutal—
but because all attempts to induce the Viet-
namese into  voluntary submission  have
failed. That is why so long as the United
States will deny self-determination to the
Vietnamese, it will have to keep killing them,
rebels and civilians alike—the two heing
equaily integral parts of their nation.

Middle East
Danger Spot

The situation on the Syrian Israeli horder
poses the kind of danger against which pro-
phylactic internationsl action must be taken,
lest it erupr into more serions hostilities in
which the further danger of a bigpower
confrontation would be inherent. If any-
thing constructive is to be done to avert
these dangers, a degree of objectivity is
called for that would enable hoth the United
States and the Sovier Unjon to consider the
problems involved on merit instead of their
present automatic support for their respec
tive tegional allies’ positions. Just because
Syria happens at thiy time to have 4 govern-
ment that is {riendlier to the USSR than the
government of Istael, does net turn feduyeen
terror into acts of virtue. Nor does deliberate
diversion of the Jordan's waters become an
act of progress and construction when its
principal aim is mischiel visa-vis Israel.

However critical one may be of Israel's
loreign policy—which, incidentally, hus late-
ly shown some, if all wao timid. beginnings
of greater balance—one cannot single out
that state for preaching that it alone must
not protect i vital interests. As long as
Syrians, or any other of her neighbors, con-
tinue to. consider Israel and anything lsracli
to be fair game upon which any act of
violence may be perpetrated, one may find
the Tsraeli vesponses distastelul, indiscreet
or exaggerated, but one can hardly recom-
mend (o Israel to abstain from responding
altogether. Tt is high tme for the Soviet
Union, which has traditionally abided by
norms of legality on its borders, ta acquaint
her supporters in the Middle East with
these facts and laws of lile,

Lyraeli patrol launch guards a trawter

Israel itself can do much o cause not only
the Soviet Union but also many African and
Asian nutions to adopt more objective
standards of judgment, First and foremost,
she must show hersell in international forums
to be a more genuine, consistent and reliable
friend of those who struggle against the old
and new forms of colonial domination. Viet-
nam is the place to start from. The official
support  which  France—lIsrael’s  long-time
friend—mnow proclaims for the aspirations
of Viernam's patriots should be one of the
reasons ‘far Istael 10 manifest quite boldly
that the sentiments of her population can
mold her [oreign policy even more than
the U.S. Department of State, Unfortunately,
this is by no means always the case.

Right now Israzl has an opportunity of
taking some mild listhenics in integrity
merely by not letting the U.S, spy agencies
inspect the MIG-21 which a distrnught Iragi
pilot landed on her territory, If there is
still time to appeal, Tsrael would be well
advised in this case to exercise more integrity
than she displayed when once before asked
for a “favor” by 1.8, nuthorities—in the case
of the late Dr. Robert Soblen, in 1962, U5,
intelligence does not stand o gain as much
as Israel stands to lose, not in the least in
the U.S. authorities’ respect for her inde
pendence. Istael must realize that her wellare
and security largely depend not merely on
her ability to retain the friendship of the
United States, but also to recruit new friends
among the socialist countries as well as
among the newly independent nations of
Asin and Africa.

Patience and
Patients in Peking

Although it may well be true that no
leader has in this century dane for his nation
as much as Mao Tse-tung hins done for China,
the almost god-like adualation of him that is
encouraged by the Chinese Communists iy
outright repugnant and contemptible. So is
the phenomenon ol excited gangs of young-
sters ronming the strees of Peking and other
cities to enforce, through persuision, ridicule

on Lahe Kinneret,
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or vielence, complete cultural conformiry,
This is a particularly vulgar kind of Me-
Carthyism, one rthat literally operates in the
gutter,

The task of consolidating a nation as
regionally diversified as the Chinese is as
difficult as growing dangers from abroad
make it necessary. But this does not make
the particular forms of the consolidation
acceptable. Whatever social experience China
iz accumulating that might be applicable” in
other nations as well, its current Cultural
Revolution is least of all 4 part of it. On
the contrary, there can be no doubt at all
that much of what is worthwhile in the
Chinese system 2nd that should be emulated
by other nations in need of social change,
will be obscured by the current totalitarian
excesses and rejected because of them,

But to say this is not in any way (o
endorse the hostility the Tlnited States is
fanning against China. Tr is not to rejert
the revplution of which the present totali-
tarian excesses are a part. Indeed, when it
comes to this kind of revolution, no matter
what excesses oceur in its path, one must
not transter pne’s loyalty to those against
whom the revalution was muide in the
first place. Those who quite properly
appalled by the violence and other excrsses
ol social revolutionaries should realize
these revolutionuries are meredy Trnsgnted
reformers, They have not frustrared theme
selves, nor have their ideas frustrated iem;
their social program is frusteated by its en-
emies. Only when needed reform czunot be
petitioned into existence is revolution bain;
and what characieristics it acquires depends
ati those who oppose it as much as on those
who make it

The world-wide dialogue between America
and social revolutionaries is not a dialogue
between pacifists and non-pacilisis: the con-
test @5 on the very admissibility of radical
spcinl change, It is only because the Unived
States precludes such change by whatever
means it would be accomplisled that the
change becomes contingent on violence. The
United States is determined 1o wse st least
as much violence to defend the statwr guo
in mimy parts.of the warld as revolutionaries
are ready w apply 1o change it. The violent
methods of social revolutionaries are not in-
herent in their philosophies; they are last
resorts, steps of rdesperation. They are an
externally caused perversion of the revolu-
tinonar humanitarian aspirations, not i ful:
fllment of inherent cruelry.

There would not have been a revolution
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in Russin in 1917, il the needed sociul re-
forms could have been petitioned into exist-
ence. And when the two successive revolu.
tions came, they need not have rtaken a
violent comse had it not been for an ex-
ernally imposed need to defend them.

When the Russian revolution prevailed
despite foreign attempts ro squelch i, it was
not left alone to concentrate on its social
program. Having failed o destroy the revolu-
tion, the interventionist powers did all they
could to pervert it. Western theoreticians
have often openly argued that the arms race
was necessary not for actual defense but to
dislodge the Soviet economy. The revalu-
tionaries could not be allowed 1o achieve
their socio-cconomic potential; their energies
had 1o be diverted.

Not only the arms race but a diversified
system of harassment was employed overing
diplomacy, economics, culture and every
other aspect of international life. Militarily
endangered, cconomically boycotted, cultur-
ally ignored, with spies and saboteurs pene-
trating every available pore, the Russian
revolution not only could not concentrate
on the social referms for which it had heen
made, hut was hound to develop symproms of
paranoix. Stilin's labor camps, terror and
police methods were not freely chosen meth.
ods of public administration but Tractions
o unrelenting pressures from abroad.

Snviet paranoin has been overcome not
because of the death of any one man, al-
though there was one man who had persoli-
fied it and who is now dead. It was the newly
won: sense of security that came with the
defeat of Germany and was bolstered by the
acquisition al nuclear weapats that enabled
the Russians to become calin and less self-
conscions.

These truths alsa apply to the Chinese
revolution. Reprehensible as is the present
oult of the leader in China and TEpUgHANL as
are the many manilestations of xenophahia,
what else can one expect ol a country under
virtual siege? Indeed, if one considers the
duration and the many ways of China’s ha.
fassmenit, one cannot explain the mildness
ol her neurotic responses without paying due
attention to the self-restraint and patience
that are universally known 1o be Chinese
traits,

None of which makes xenophobia or par-
anoia desirable, If, however, we should tim
onr back on anyone who is driven neurotic,
then we become the allies of his unconsd-
onable persecutors. If all revolutions should
be deserted which the United States has the
power to pervert or frighten into parinoia,
then we may as well give up all thought of
basic social change and embrace that Static

Saciety which the American military estab-
lishment hopes ta ensure for the benefit of
its ultimate order-givers,

Beyond any of its undersirable nspects, the
Chinese revolution stands for the very right
of people to social change. Tt and similar
vevolutions have varying proportions of the
desirable and the undesirable, But the one
wholly undesirable force is that which would
keep the world stll and immabile for the
explaiters,

Hendrik
Verwoerd?

We are not in mourning,

The German
Generals Won

A few old-Nazi gencrals of the West Ger-
man armed forces have resigned because of
feuds they had with their civilian superiors.
Their misgivings ranged from (he right to
trade unian membesship on the part of
cvilian employees of the Bundeswehr 1o
safety procedures involving the 1U.S.made
Starfighter warplanes, an alarming propor-
tion of which ended up in crashes. But he-
neath the specific issuex in dispute looms the
general question of civilinn subordination
of the West German military. With a mili-
tary establishment in Europe second only tn
thitt of the Soviet Union, and flattered by the
United States into considering themselves
the continental “bulwark agninst aggression,”
what is more natural than for military com.
manders—so many of whom had served Hir-
ler and had been indicted by allied conrts
@5 war criminals—to gain in arrogance; They
are psserting  themselves  even politically,
precisely as officers of other nations do
whenever allowed to play an undue role
Plon  of concenteation eomp  Wolmirdeben—
one of such plans drawn by Heinrich Liibke,
now President of West Germany,

Aaimaleemn Can b e n
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in their countries' lives. Except more so, far
after all they have & Prussian and Nazi
tradition behind them. And they have an
ideology, which even il purged of many
of Hitler's teachings, tetains his pathological
hatred of and appetite for Fas Europe.

Although the men who challenged  the
West German Defense Minister had to step
dowiy, their demands have been acceped
and the power of their successors has been
enhanced. It is quite predictable thar this
enhancement of the military versus civilian
autharity in West Germany will further
aceelerate as its armed forces are encouraged
by the United States to grow in replacement
of G.l.'s detoured ta Southeast Asia.

Another encouragement of the traditional
arrogance of the German military derives
from the ever greater quantities and sophis-
tication of the weapons at their dispasal,
Many of these weapons had not originated
in any deflcnse plans but rather in those high-
pressure sales promotions which are admin-
istered by Secretary McNamara for the im-
pravement of the United States balance of
payments, West Germany is literally forced
by the Pemiagon ro purchase expensive
weapons systems from American mianufac-
turers, One such transaction involved the
Starfighter, which has so far cost the lives of
36 German pilots, The total price for the
vise of West German. armed forces and their
weapons will be enormously higher and it
is mot yet certain which nation or nations
will have to pay it it sends a cold chill dawn
One’s spine as the German goosestep is trans-
formed [rom a gory reminiscence into a
WDJ. _uu.n—uﬁnnw.

Black Power
Is Not Black

The violent racist counter-demonstrations
in Chicago and Cicero, Niino give the
lie to the liberals' myth that American racism
is 2 regional phenomenon of the South. Not
only is this an exploded myth, but many of
the myth-makers themselves are not free from
the sickness of racism,

The mentality of the bigot & fike an
assemhlage of ever smaller circles. If the
outer circle represents the master race atei-
tudes that Americans—Southerners, North-
erners, conservatives and Hherals alike—dis
play toward other nations, then each of the
smaller circles represents ever more articulute
prejudices toward ever more Immediately
available prospective victims. The miliaristic
Messianism thar causes this nation to assume
“glolal responsibilities” is merely an exten
sion of whatever aceounts for homegrown
racism. All too often the liberl's civil rights
activities, especiully in behall of Negroes,
are no proofl of his own complete Treedom
from bigotry but something of a “humani-

tariun” compensation for the arrogance, in-




Justices and inhumanities he supports abroad.

A position paper. written by members of
the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Com
mittee, that serves as the basis for their
orgatization’s "hlack power” philosophy,
shows the authors to be fully aware of these
inter-relationships. When facing white Amer-
ica, they say:

we view in oreality 180 million racists, . . .

(The New York Times, August b, 1966.)

And when facing their white "friends,” they
adled:

So far, we have found that most white rad
have ,SEM: to escape the horrible veality of
America by going inta the black community
and attempting to organize binck prople while
neglecting their own  people’s racist com-
munities. . . .
We have the whites in the movement cor-
responiding to the white civil servanis and
missionaries in the calonial countries who have
warked with the colonial people for a long
period of time and have developed a paternal-
stic attitude toward them. (Ihid)

This deserved belittlement of men who
tried “to- be good” 1o them is done by the
authors not out ol blinding bitterness but
out of a penewrating understanding of the
nature of the American sodety, They do
not bargain for a share in its spoils, they
do riot want to join the club, but justifiahly
disclaim co-responsibility for America's in-
ternal character and external:role:

We are not, after all, the ones who are re-
sponsible for a genocidal war in Vietnam; we
ure not the ones who are tesponsible for
neoeolonislism in Africa and Latin America;
we are not the ones who held a people in
animalistic bondage for 400 years, We reject
the American dream as defined by white peo-
le and must construct an American reality
by Afvo-Americans, (Thid.)

Yes, indeed, all top many American social
eritics would have us believe that that in
this country which warrants opposition is
merely a marginal exception, o weak point in
an essentially and historically healthy bady.
Nomrsense! America is what she is as a logical
constquence of hersell, I other peoples are
divided into those who fear us and therefore
submit to our will and those who fear us
and therefore hate us—this is not in spite
af what we are but because of it. And what
we are is not at all divorced from what we,
or the generatians that preceded us, were.

The authors of the position paper say:

in this country and In the West, racism has

Tunctioned as a tvpe of white nationalism

when dealing with black people. (Tbid))
How truel And how much of the “inexpli-
cuble” restlessness in the ghettos is ex-
plained when the authors add:

The brond masses of black peaple react Lo

American society in the same manner as colo-

ninl peoples react o the West in Africa, and

Latin America, and have the same relation.

ship—that of the wlonized oward the colo:

nizer, (Ihid)

If such is "black power,” then above any-
thing else it is the power to understand the
mechanics of the American society and a
resolution not to partike of a robbers' fiesta,
but to pursue the imposition of long-for-
gotten morality upon the nation. Call such
power whatever, it still remains the power
of insight and enlightenment. The dreamers
of a decent society can respond with full
dignity to “black power’s” invitation:

Whites are the anes who must fry 10 raise

themselves to our humanistic tevel, (Thid)

HUAC Is
Not Alone

That there is little likelihood for the in-
quisitorial Pool bill 10 pass hoth Houses
of Congress does not erase the fact that a
committee of the House of Representatives
has approved jt and that many Represen.
tatives are bound to vote for it in deference
to their electorates, Essentially, the bill would
outlaw and punish epposition o the govern-
ment's war and policy in Vietnam. Even

without it, the [reedom to meaningfully
oppose the government on this score s
severcly circumscribed, as  Administration

spokesmen repeatedly pointed out in arguing
against the bill.

With or without the proposed new piece
of legislation, there is complete consensus
between the Administration and extreme ad.
vocates of open repression: that effective op-
position may not be tolerated. Agreed on
that “principle,” they are divided on whether
to tolerate channels of mild opposition such
as can be easily eschewed. The Administra-
tion, true to its “liberal” premises, proceeds
from the assumption that some steam-letting
valves are less effective for the ends of those
using them than for its own purposss of
upholding a democratic image and sidetrack-
ing opposition from porentially dangerous
avenues. As for sincere adherence 1o demo-
cratic principles, no one should be deceived
into assuming that the Administration would
hestitate to resort to anything, including any
degree of repression, that would be needed
to uphald its foreign adventures,

The hearings a subcommittee of the House
Committce on Un-American Activities held
on the proposed legislation occasioned a
display of Congressional hooliganism—a des-
ignation fully justified by paid Commities
goons eager to rough up anyone who would
play another role than that assigned to him
in the Committee’s scenario, That even an
attorney, while arguing in behalf of a wit
ness, was not spared such treatment is a
reminder that HUAC has stooped to that
level of political operation which one used to
associate with the Nazi Party’s notorious SA.

The
Old Fixer

Just because & man somehow gets himsell
to reside in the White House docs not mean
that he need or can forget all abour his
lotmer profession. He may even haye ample
apportunity to practice it. Fspecially when
his occupational hackground is that of one
of Washington's most notorious fixers in the
city's long history of corruption. Or was
anyone so naive a3 to assume that having
dumped his chiel-ofstaff, Bobby Baker, and
such other of his staff members as a few
prostitutes, Lyndon Johmson would know
how to be a straight, honest man even in the
unlikely event of wanting o7

Nothing could be more consistent than
for the old hustler [rom Texas to form in
Washington a President’s Glub as an institu-
tonalized channel for tading campaign
“contributions”™ for government contracts.
Which is merely a miniature replica of the
club he and Bobby Baker had maintained in
the Senate. In the new version, ordinary club
membership is available at a measly $1,000
bur access 1o its sawmctum sanctorum  at
510,000, According to Clifton Carter, the
recently resigned executive director of the
Democratic National Commirtee, the mem-
15 of Johnson's new Congress “are as-
sured of a direct relationship with President
Juhnson, Members who want 1o talk to the
President, the Vice President or one of their

amsistants have only to contact my office,

Members will immediately be put in contact
with whomever they want to reach.”

That a sospent $1,000 or even §10,000 is
a good investment was shown in a number
of cases. Even in the case of the President's
old-time friend, George R. Brown, whase
Club “wontribution” of $25,000 “coincided"
with the award to him of a contract for Pro-
ject Mohole, the investment would have more
than justified iself had it not been that
Congress suddendy abandoned this plan for
drilling below the cnist of the earth, Other
Club-member enterpreneurs had beuer luck.
A mere 510,000 from the top executive of
the Anheuser-Dusch brewery “roincided"” with
the withdrawal of a pending anti-trust suit
against that firm. A $L3-million contract
in the antipoverty program “happened” o
coincide with a 53,000 Club “contribution”
from the contractor firm’s Washington mun.
ager. With all these people who were not
born yesterday we can be certain that the
economics of membership is very, very sound.

As for LB], well, he is ar {t again. You
just cannot make a fur collar out of a
pig's tail.




From Accumulation to Destruction

by Scott Nearing

Many social changes separate the peddlers
who plodded the highways, pack on back,
fram the monster supermarkets, gigantic mail
order houses and colossal national adver-
tisers of 1966, Peddlers, hucksters and modern
merchants have one thing in common; they
"make money"” by selling goods produced hy
somebody else. Today's peddler is a business-
man, Instead of “making money” he “piles
up profits,” The results are much the same,
except that with the passage of time and
the revolution of sclence and technology
businesses become more and more compe-
titive, and more and more profits are made.

Making money in the past left only scat-
tering  disjointed records. In recent years
corporate profits have been recorded year
alter year. Back in the prosperity year of
1929 corparate profits in the U.S.A, were
$10 billion. Four years later, after the de-
pression, they were $1 billion. Since then
they have climbed, irregularly, to their im-
posing 1965 total of $75 billion, before
taxes, and §45 billion aflter taxes were paid.
Corporate profits, before taxes, in the five
vears ending with 1965 have totalled §504
billion,

Profits in the billions are potent social
forces that shape the lives of peoples and
guide the destiny of nations. To what end?
Profitcers have one embracing purpose—to
increase profits. Urged on by insatinble greed
they scheme and struggle for more, more,
more.

Small enterprisers in the old days might
satisfy themselves by eating well, by decking
out their women-folk and their homes with
frippery and finery, and buying a yacht and
a fine home or two. But profits of millions
and billions in the hands of corporate direc-
tors and executives are too large for personal
consumption. They are a major economic
and social force that demands a largescale
outlet,

Business prafits are used at home to npen
mines, build factories and construct cities.
But since businessmen are profitcers first and
tmtionalists only incidentally, they tend to
invest their prolits where the intersst rate
is highest and the security greatest. This
leads them heyond their own frontiers.

Business history in the United States shows
how this principle works, From 1815 to the
1890's United States business invested chiefly
at home “winning the west” and spanning

Dr, Nearing, =ociologist and economist,
nuthor of more than two score books, heade
tha Bocial Science Institute in Harhorside, Ms,
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the continent with railroads, exploiting its
timber, coal, iron, oil. In the 1890's the
domestic demands for investment had been
met and re wis a surplus of investable
funds. U.S.A. business therefore turned to
Latin America, Canada, Asin and, later on,
to Europe.

North Americans did not invent the game
of exporting capital. Italian, Dutch, French,
British, German and Japanese business enter-
prisers had scoured the planet searching for
markets, for raw materials, for lood, and
for cheap labor power.

In the course of their search they had
conquered, occupied and populated colo
nies, organized the African slave rade, and
fought for centuries to determine whether

Canada should belong to Britain or Frante;
whether Portugal, Spain, Holland, France
or Britain should menopolize profit-making
in India, Indonesia and China.

Nation-building and empire-building had
gone on side by side. After the defeat of
Napoleon in 1815, the British were top-
dog among the Great Powers. From 1815
to 1914 Britannia ruled the seas and British
businessmen heaped up millions of profits
in pound sterling. They had won their
supremacy in world trade, investment and
colonial domain by developing and impres-
sive production apparatus at home, by a
network of conling and naval stations that
girdled the globe, by shrewd husiness prac-
tices, by [arsighted diplomatic deals. Most of




all, they had defeated their Spanish, Dutch
and French rivals in bloody battles on land
and sea in wars that lasted for decades.

Independent peoples it the Americas,
Asia and Africa do not yield their land, ac-
cept slavery or [orced labor, and wear the
yoke of foreign empire builders without
bitter resistance, Even after the yoke has
been firmly fastened around their necks, they
resist and rebel in their struggle for inde-
pendence.

Empire building is a bloody business, and
empire building has been the leading pre-
occupation of the great powers since the voy-
ages and discoveries of Portuguese, Spanish,
Italian, Dutch, French and British adven-
turers that began around 1450,

The United States entered the empire

T L P -
building competition late in the game—
after the Americas had been conguered and
colonized, after Africa had been partitioned
and while Asia was being carved by the
European powers into colonies, dependencies
and spheves of influence.

United States interests began to take an
active. part in the planet-wide struggle for
th and power only after the Spanish-
American War of 1898, It was not until the
War of 191418 had weakened the chiel
European powers beyond repair that the
ed States, in April 1917, entered the
war, broke the stalemate between the Allies
and the Gentral Powers, and took its place
at the Vewsailles Peace Conference of 1919
as the arbiter of Great Power dest

Twenty-twn years later, by entering the
War of 198945 in December 1941, the
Lipited States again broke a ruinous stale-
mate in the struggle among the European
crnpires and emerged, in 1945, armed with
a monopoly of the atom bomb and at the
summit of planet-wide power,

By building a production apparatus in
North America, by dominating the sea and
the air, by husbanding its strength undl its
rivals were bled whire, the Washington gov-
ernment had survived the bloody struggles
of 1914-18 and 1989-45 as The Waorld Power,
The survival stuggle that preceded this
victory had cost tens of millions of lives,
devastated and destroved entire countrysides.
Empire building was proving a bloody busi-
ness,

The heaped-up profits of 2 maturing priv-
.._Hﬂ..m-z—ﬁﬂuw‘_umwm Gﬁﬁu—aa.\. made —__ﬂ Tn.—? to

empire easy and, in a real sense, inevitable,
It was “manilest destiny” that put the
screaming American eagle atop the weorld.

Twao great forces are present in every hu
mun socicty as they are present throughout
vature. On one side are the builders. On
the other side are the destroyers. Building
up and tearing down are the two chiel pre-
occupations of mankind. Building is slow.
Tearing down, with the aid of science and
technology, has become astonishingly rapid
and incredibly bloody and destructive. As
war was mechanized in the 1930%, this truth
grew more evident. Tt was underscored by
the release of atomic energy,

4

AL some point in the history of every
Great Power, the painful task of building is
laid aside, plowshares are beaten loo swords
and the entite people, with minor excep-
tions, rushes Into an orgy of tearing down,
It is only a few decades since the total of
USA. federal spending for the frst time
exceeded the billion dallar mark. Last week
Congress passed an appropriation bill of 58
billion dollars for “defense” (in other words,
tor destruction) .

This change from building ro destroying
is not peculiar o the United States. Each
of the Great Powers has an entire depart-
ment ol government devoted to the science
and art of destruction. Usually, as in the
United States, the Murder Machine called
“Delense Department’ has more money to
spend than any other branch of government.

Government-financed research  hires the
best brains to design and build ever more
destructive weapons. At the same time top
administrators are directed to plan and pre-
pare for the next orgy of murder and de-
struction. To make assurince doubly sure,
millions of men and some women are put
on a permanent government payroll and
trained in the art and science of wholesale
destruction and murder. In a word, they
hecome  professional mass destroyers and
killers, and war profiteers in their own right.

I'his Murder Machine is not only the best
financed branch of government, but it is
recognized and proclaimed as the chief pillar
upholding the edifice of pence, freedom and
civilization,

From the itinerant peddler to the small
businessman with cappers in his tll, to the
corporate directors and executives of 10686,
men have travelled a straight road from pro-
duction to accumulation and from accumula-
tion 1o destruction. The road is clearly
marked by historic milestones, History re-
ports the chiel episodes in its course and
its general direction. The United States
Oligarchy (business, the military, the poli-
ticos, and the shapers of public opinion) are
travelling this oft-trodden road in Cuba,
Santo Domingo, Korea and Vietnam as care-
lessly as though they were about to attend
a foothall game or watch a television show.

With straight and pious faces they talk
abput the big profits 1o be made from war
contracts, and insist that war business is
good business. They yearn for “a real good
war” to revive the cconomy when it is
stagnant. Each year they make and ship
abroad millions of dollars worth of the most
up-todate and most deadly weapons which
they may not be using themselves, In i war
waging sociery, tl write and warn of the
menace ol peace and denounce peace talk
A8 lreuson.

With such a background, no wonder the
planet in” the closing months of 1986 is a
bloody mess. Big profits are made from
killing men, women and children. The dollar
bills that by the million go inw the pockets
and tills of businessmen, contractors and
ion makers are stained red with the
blood ol their brother men. Big business is
hlnody business.




Fernando Belaunde Terry:
The Frustrations of a Social Democrat

by Robert Carl Hirschfield

Inea descendants in Pevu's mowntain region.

His campaign for the Peruvian presidency
had been a bold and vigorous one, In speech
after speech the wealthy architeet enlled for
a sweeping agrarian reform law, the nation-
alization of Peru's oil, and the establish.
ment of meaningful democratic tule in the
tepublic, When, in June of 1963, Fenr
Belaunde Terry was elected President, So
Democrats in hoth North and South Amer-
ica hailed his victory as a significant st p for-
ward for the democratic lef Amer-
ica. In Bel e they saw a Peruy Betan-
COuTt, arn idual ca of altering his
structure drastically

Armed only with the
bladeless pocker kuife that constitutes execu-
power EX] l to cat

army-h wrchy down to size,
a ludicrous notion—dangerously, tr o
ally ludicraus. Reality was slapped sh rply
in the the So Democrars, and
Peruvian people are the ones who are

face by

the year of catarlysmic pe

upheavals in the Cuzco region. Peasans by
the

thousands were affi

themselves

ia 8 freslanee writer, who

— 5 Jehabier Phato

with the nascent peasant federation under
the charismatic leadership of the soon-ta-be
carcerated Hugo Blance. In ever growing
numbers they were invading the estates of
their masters and seizing control of them [or
as long as they could fight off the Contingents
of Guardia Civil sent to disperse them.
Clashes hetween peasants and Guardin were
invariably sharp and bloody, with the arms
superiority of the later gencrally prevailing
over the revolutionary fervor of the former.
Had the peasants possessed more than i mere
handlul of antiquated rifles Belaunde might
well have been faced with a full-blawn revo

lution u g affice. As it . @ Tural
crisis of i ronted  the
well-intentioned new President of Peru,

lable alncrity Belaunde
began work on an agrarian reform law. In
parlizment, where the Aprista-Odrista coali-
tion held a majority, there was endless
wrangling between that faction and the
President’s Accion Popular Party, with one
side accusing the other of abstructing the
law’s passage and being in the sery of the
oligarchy. It wag thus not until mid-1964
that an agrarian reform law was passed, em-
power the government to buy up and
distribute among the peasants all land not
be cultivated or wtilized properly. To no
one's surprise little land has since been

bought up and distributed by
ment, and Peru's latifundistas
powerful as ever.

Like all his predecessors, President Be-
launde has treated the peasants shabbily,
First he showed them his benign election
face and showered them with promises, then
he left them to their misery. If today they
no longer invade their masters’ estates it is
not hecuuse they have been placated by
Belaunde, but because they have been sup-
pressed by him. Under Belaunde, as under
the military  junta before him, peasants
wha attempted land invasions are beaten,
jailed, or killed by the Guardia Ciuvil,
The worst of the peasant massacres oc-
curred in Sicuani in  the early days of
1964. There, in the insurgent departamento
of Cuzco, police opened fire into a gathering
of peaceful protesters, killing seveatcen
peasants, many of them women, This mas-
sacre, along with the bloody dismantlement
of the peasant federation, brought an end
to the land invasions and to Belaunde's
democratic pretensions as well,

the govern-
remain  as

As far as oil nationaklization 5 concerned
the President has handled the issue even
more ineffectually than land reform. Whereas
at least a token amount of land has been
parcelled out to peasants, not a drop of oil
been nationalized. To be s this s
irely Belaunde's fault, From the start
¢ Aprista-Odrista bioc has opposed the oil
onalization bill and prevented its pas-
sage in parliament, What is move, this road-
block has heen solidified by the usu
of 1t ry generals, Bely
however, his failure to take this issus di.
rectly to the Peruvian pec nd have them
decide on it. This can be done in the form
af 4 plebiscite, which Belaunde warmned he
would  hald the t cantinued to
block the

the It
.Zﬁ\._d_—.
allow

will go
ze Pe
ssue to jeopardize

He will nat
s joh

Belaunde's inability o carry out the most
fundamental structural reforms has resulted
in the inevitable: the initiation of a guerrilla
warfare campaign against the goven
and the feudal and [oreign interests it rep
sents, The campuign began in May 1965
when the late Lufs De Ta P Uceda,
head of the M. 1. R, (Movimiento de 1
Iequrerda R 7 , established the
departamento of
n highlands, Starting




first with sporadic acts of sabotage, raids on
haciendas (large estares), and hit and tun
clashes with the Guardia Civil, the guerrillas
were soon launching - operations on a far
larger scale, In late July they ambushed
and all but wiped out a Guardia patrol in
the Pucuta zone of Junin, The Pucuta mas-
sacre compelled Belaunde to replace Guardia
Civil units with government troops, But
even this failed to stem the rising revolution.
ary tide, and a second guerrilla front was
subsequently set up in Quillabamba.

The outbreak of the Peruvian revolution
hit the Belaunde government with a political
rrisis a8 grave as it was [ar-reaching. D& La
Puente’s revolution and socialist program
provided the Peruvian people with a defi.
nite alternative to Belaunde, to the oligarchy,
and to the big American corporations. The
question of how the insurrcction should be
dealt with vexed the Peruvian government.
To the surprise of no one the military took
it upaon itsell to provide the answer. In col-
laboration with the Apristas and Odristas,
Peru's hard line generals devised a plan of
action that entailed large seale ground opera-
tions against rebel positions, mapalm air
strikes, and the promulgation of lg penn de
muerte—the  death penalty—or terrorist
activities, The severity _.uh these measures
appulled Belaunde, who strongly indicated
he would oppose them. Consequently, the
President came within a hair's-hreath of
losing his political life. Once again it ap-
peared that the military would intervene and
take power. Numerous genemls charged
that Belaunde was soft on Communism and
in sympathy with the guerrillas. The im-
pending coup was averted only by the Presi-
dent's complete acquiescence in the military's
brutal measures,

Despite this ignominious surrender to the
military, President Belaunde continues to
mouth meaningless platitudes about democ-
racy, progress and reform. And Social Demo-
crats continue to regard him as a hemi-
spheric leader dedicated to social change. Ta
substantiate this claim they point to his
agrarian reform programs, to his attempts
to nationalize the oil, and to his nicely
phrased ideas on social justice. Conveniently,
they ubsolve him of the peasant massacres
in Cuzco, the napalm bombing of guerrilli
zones, and the brutal repression of strikes
and anti-government disorders. This, say the
social democrats, mnst he blamed an the
military, not Belaunde.

The blatant cynicism of their logic is
[ascinating, The social democrats fully realize
the impossibility of altering the social struc-
ture of Peru through pariamentary means,
yet they tirelessly go through the motions of
seeking such an alteration. In effect, all they
are asking Belaunde is thar he, two, go
through these motions. Little else is expected
of him, nothing more required.

Il Belsunde is anything, he is a pompous
puppet performing on the stage of Peruvian
bistory. Like the puppets that have preceded
him, he has performed poorly and is being
brusquely pushed from the center of the
stage. Replacing him there is a performer
of far greater power and conscquence—
the Peruvian Revalution.

an honest man.

The Lie Detector

THE LIAR'S ABSENTMINDEDNESS IS A BLESSING; IT OFTEN LEADS US TO THE TRUTH

GOLDBERG GRADES THANT'S HONESTY
AND AGREES WITH HIM ALL THE WAY

From a news item in The New Yark Times
of September 2, 1966:

“Arthur | Goldberg . . . expresed pro-
found regret at Mr. Thant's decision and
praised his service,

“The United States Government, Ambassa-
dor Goldberg snid, has complete confidence
in Mr. Thant . . .

"The United States Mission understands
the 'many frustrations’ of the Secretary Gen-
eral, Mr. Goldberg said, and ‘shares his Full
Iaith” in the United Nations.

"The American statement included a long
passage emphasizing that the United States
wished to end the Vietnam war and that it
shared Mr, Thant's view . . .

“"Mr. Goldberg said .. . 'T think U Thant is

DESTROYING “ENEMY STRUCTURES™

From a Saigon news dispatch in The New
Yark Times of August 9:

“Yesterday, Air Force and Marine planes
flew 4086 sorties in South Vietnam . - . The
planes were credited by a military spokesman
with having destroyed or damaged 173 ‘en-
amy structures’, . "

THE DEMOCRACY OF KY'S ELECTION

General William C. Westmoreland, com-
mander of U.S. toops in Vietnam, during
a joint press conference with President John-
son on August 14, 1966:

“We do feel that the election has high
prospect of being successful. We do feel
there will be'a number of voters going 10 the
polls. There is every indication that the
armed forces of Vietmam will attempr 1o
provide security to get these voters to the
polls. Nevertheless, we do anticipate that
the Vietcong will do all within their power
to disrupt this democratic process.”

President Johnson in a speech at the Uni
versity of Denver on August 26, 1966:

“In Vietnam we are on the side of fair
and orderly elections that give, in the
troubled land; the widcst possible expression
o the will of the peaple. We have already
made it amply clear that what is freely and
[aitly expressed Dy that will, the United
States will accept.”

THE U.S. FOR DE-ESCALATION

From a news dispatch in The New York
Times ol August 23:

“Secretary of State Dean Rusk old U
Thant todny that the United Stites wanted
to de-tsealate the Vietnam war .

“Mr. Rusk visited the Secretary Genetal
and said fater that he had assured Mr. Thant
of the interest of the United States in scaling
down the war.”

GOLDRERG'S “IRONIC SOMETHING"

From "The News of the Week in Review”
in The New York Times of September 4:

"The American representative, Arthur .
Goldberg, said the Johnsen Administration
had complete confidence in Mr. Thant,
deeply regretted his decision, and hoped he
would reconsider.

“Mr. Thant may have found something
ironic in Mr, Goldberg's statement, For it is
very clear that Mr. Thant's despair over the
war in Vietnam, and his inability to get the
United States 1o follow his three points for
peuce, cantributed very impormntly to his
decision to forgo another term, The three
points were an end to United Stares bomb-
ings of North Vietuam, a ceasefire, and con
rultation including all the combatants—the
Vietcang as well as North Vietnam."

THE. STRUCTURES ARE
CIVILIAN HOUSES

Continuation of the same dispatch:

“According o aome Americans advisers
to Vietnamese military units, ‘enemy struc
tures” sometimes includes civilian  houses.
Once destroyed, they are listed as ‘enemy
SLructures.

WIHAT THE “ELECTION™ IS NOT

From a Saigon dispatch in The New York
Times of August 15:

# This election,’ a Western diplomat said
the other day, ‘is more a diplomatic exercise
than a political event,

“The comment seemed just, . .. In fact,
the South Vietnamese appear to be bored
by the whole thing, . . .

"It is important to realize 'whar the elec-
tion is not. It is not a test between the
Vietcong and the non-Communist national-
ists, for the Vietcong have been excluded, as
far as possible, from the candidate and
voter lists, It is not a referendum on the
American presence here, sven by implica-
tion. It is not an election for a national
legislature. . _ .

"Under one plan that has powerful sup-
port within the junta, a large tirmout would
not be left to chance. Citizens whose voting
cards had nor been punched at the i
would be denied certain privileges, possibly
including the right to gavernment rice dole
Few Vietunmese would ta cast their bal-
lot under that threat,

RUSK FOR “COMPLETE VICTORY"

From a dispatch immediately following the
preceding one in the same Times issue:

“Secretary Rusk warned in a speech here
yesterday that a premature American pull-out
from South Vietnam would ‘surely’ lead 1o
World War I11.

“Any withdrawal hefore complete victory
aver Communist aggression would be as
fatal ns were atiempts to appease the Axis
powers in the nioeteen-thivties . . "




Cloak-and-Dagger In Hong Kong

by Frederick Joss

ikl =0 S i

Hong Keng—IBritish or 1.5, colony? U.S. warships in harbor.

Recently, China amended her public evalu-
ation of Heong Kong's role within the po
liticostrategic network of her enemies. A
note to London and a statement by Premier
Chou En-lui have added the allegations that
the Colony now serves as a U.S. operational
base for the Vietnam War and that Britain
had offered the USA strategic facilities in
Hong Kong aimed at China hersell 10 an
carlier official statement of January 22, 1057,
This averred that Fong Kong government’s
policy was one of “shielding and conniving
at the activities of the Kuomintang agents
from Taiwan,” while consistently “attempt.
ing tn whitewash the serious erimes com-
mitted and to shirk responsibility.”

On the other hiund, Western news me
have been (and are) plugging reports i
spired and encoumged by authority siressing
the cometlike rise of Hong Kong's ugefulness
to China, vielding unprecedented corrency
profits 1o her and tending to oust Russia
as China's leading customer.  (In  fact,
Chinese exports to Hong Kong are becoming
more difficult.)

It appears that Peking i now in the pro-
cess of subjecting the entire Hong Kong
complex to agonizing reappraisal. Is Hong
Kong's development as a vital link in the
chain of enemy encirclement outbalancing
the economic and other advantages which
China—perhaps increasingly—derives [rom

This urticle first appeared In Bastern Werld,
a monthly published in Lomdon,

—UPl Fhoto

the fact of the continued British presence?
Does Britain in fact still adhere to the
unwritten agreement that the political status
quo be maintained for the time being? Is
British political power over Hong Kong
heing whittled away in favor of her dominant
ally, the USA? Are the London and Hong
Kong administrations slowly becoming mere
executive argans of the fronts for essentially
1.8, interests and policies? Peking comments
branding Mr. Wilson as America’s tunning
dog in Asia clearly indicate the wend ol
current Chinese thinking. In its evaluation
of the April riots in Kowloon Peking steps
gingerly: nor one word was sent out by
Hasinhua,

Pragmatic and methodical to a degres,
China is reviewing the actual siruation on
Hong Kongs ground. No observer would
cloim to be familiar with the actual reports
gent 1o Peking by China's semi-official men
in the Colony, nor to be fully conversant
with U.S. Intelligence files on Chinese Com-
munist activities in Hong Kong. The [ollow-
ing is an approximation of China's idea of
her enemies” overt and covert activities in
the Colany, and of her ppponents’ view on
the "Red network.,” Readers should keep
firmly in mind thar Hong Kong's parapoliti-
cal world is a jungle withour [ront-lines bur
with many overlapping areas. Many of its
growths neither know nor care which side
they may serve us long as they are satisfac-
torily watered and fertilized. Neither side

can be sure of the lovalty of all the echelons
ol the farces it imagines to command and is
certzin to pay.

The Chinese do not—as may appear from
a necessarily oversimplified precis—dogmatic-
ally equite British or even KMT agencies
with formations of the U.S. government. The
interrelations of various political, economic,
military, veligious, educational and other
badies are forever kaleidoscopically changing.
The Chinese do not lack the subtlety to
realize and follow them.

The basis of the anti-Communist network
has rtemained essentially unchanged since
1949 when Triads (originally a pro-Ming
anti-Manchu underground moveinent which
had come to domiuate all local organized
crime)  were virtually identical with the .
KEMT politico-militury network in the Col-
ony. The Triad-KMT network controlled
and still controls the bulk of over sixty
local trade unions affiliated to or relying
upon the Hong Kang & Kowleon TUC
(linked to Brussels and the TLO), has clase
connections with the more recently devel-
oped Kaifong (29 district welfare organiza-
tions) movement and the Hong Kong United
Associntion (UNA) as well as the litter's
(only potentially significant) off-shoots: The
HK Democratic  Selb-Government, Demo-
cratic Socialist, and Labor Parties, KMT-
Triad threads lead inta the UNA's rivals
at their Chinese levels: The HK Civie As-
sociation and the HK Reform Club. (which
share the elected seats on the impotent
Urban Council), and into most of the 33
Government Departments  (especially those
for Health, Chinese Affairs, Education, Re-
sertlement, Social Welfare and Labor) . Triad
hold on the Police has certainly diminished
(Leftist observers admit) but Triad influence
is still assumed to be effective in Masonry
Lodges, some of which were once identical
with Triads. KMT- Trial groups are strong
in so-called Kaifong neighborhood organiza-
tipns, in most businessmen's associations and
clubs dominated by the Shanghai and Chiu-
Chow communities antd in most Chinese pub:
lishing houses. Leltists claim that certain Re-
settlement areas are virtually encampment
vemnants of KMT armed forees, Triad-KMT
financial power is considerable and generally
held to be derived from internal organized
crime  (especially the retailing of narcotics)
and from U.S. sources (including those of
missionary, philanthropic and  educational
nature) . All Chinese Christian bodies, most
youth organizations (some directly developed




from the Tong officially wolerated KMT Youth
Corps), and most higher Chinese institutes
of learning are considered to be dominated
by KMT circles, largely by the use of lavish
U.S. funds,

While the Triad KMT aim ut the logal
and mainland Chinese, U.S, agencies in ong
Kong (according to Leltists) have glohal as
well as regional and local targets. The U.S.
government is believed to have shifted the
center ol regional political and propagandist
activities as well as of defense communica-
tions from Taiwan to Hong Kong. Leftists
are certain that the functions of the legend-
ary, 17.5. Naval Auxiliary GCommunications
Center (credited with directing and supply-
ing KMT incursions into the Mainland) in
Taipei have, over the last fifteen months or
so, been taken aver by covert hodies dis-
guised as U.S. consular departments. Radio
communications are (LS. Navy-based. Also
the main tasks of the tremendous 1SIS and
related organizations in Taipei are now
vested in their parallel numbers in Hong
Kong, The financing and general direction of
anti-Communist  information, propaganda
and entertainment media throughout South-
cast Asia (including Hong Kong) as well as
the manipulation of global public apinion
by means of the Western press battalions are
stationed in or passing through Hong Kong.
Leftsts point 1o the swongly American-
dominated Foreign  Correspondents’ Club
(FCC) on which Government House, Gov:
ernment  Iuformation Services and ather
agencies of Hong Kong government in.
dubitably rely in various ways,

Up to 85 per cent of U.S, diplomatic,
copsular and press persannel are thought to
be CIA.

Leftist observers maintain that U.S. agen:
cies finance or subsidize at least 26 local
tiewspapers and 38 perivdicals (all listed in
KMT government publications in Taipei)
and aid the distribution in Hong Kong of
many others produced in Taiwan and else-
where. They alsa think that US. govern-
ment missions in Hong Kong control activ-
ities avowedly undertaken by agencies of the
KMT authorities in Taipei, such as the
Oversers Chinese Affairs Commission (OCAC,
logistically supported by Taiwan Garrison
Command), the TFederarion of Overseas
Chinese  Associations (FOCA), the Free
China Reliel Organization (FCRO), Asian
Praple’s Anti Cormmunist League RoC Chap-
ter (APACL-RoCj, etc. These and other
bodies have offices in Hong Kong, run radio
stations (from Taiwan), newsletters, trmin.
ing institutes, and varipus "Mainland Serv-
ices,” Official KMT yearbooks published in
Tiaipei and KMT sources in Hong Kong
claim thut these and other organizations are
largely responsible [or alleged guernrilla ris-
ings, acts of saboage and internal subver
sion by the Anti-Communist National Sal-
vation Corps, Youth’s Anti-Communist and
National Salvation Group, Anti-Communist
People’s National Salvation Army, Demo-
cratic  Youth  Alliance, Patriotic  Party,
Chinese Revolutionary Labor Party, etc, in
Kwangtung, Hunan, Yunnan and elsewhere.
Leftists accept KMT claims that OUAC and
FOCA hold commanding positions within
Hong Kong's new Chinese University and

250 Chinese and Anglo-Chinese grammar,
middle and technical schools, where recruit-
ment takes place for KM'T organizations
and paramilitary bodies. Also under U.S.
acgis (Leftists aver) are the RoC (Republic
of China) Fellowship of MRA (Moral Re-
armament) and UNA-RoC which have
founded subsidiaries in the British Colony.
MRA-RoC and UNA-RoC are coardinated
with OCAC, FOCA, FRCO, APAL, cic. by
their highest functionaries (General Ho
Ying-Chin, Chairman of UNA-RoC and
MRA-RoC heads the RoC President's Strat-
egy Advisory Commission, and his colleague
General Chang Chun is Secretary-General of
the RoC President’s Office and Senior Ad-
viser to the RoC President) who are “the
Pentagon’s Own Men” in Taipei: General
Ho has not only served as RoC Defense Min-
ister but forged his U.5. links as Chiefl of the
RaC Military Mission in Washington. Gen-
erals Ho and Chang are under the immediate
command of General Peng Meng-chi, Chief
of the General Staff. Thus (Leftists claim)
Hang Kong's Rightist bodies and groups are
actually under KMT military command,
though in practice controlled if not directed
hy lecal 1.S. bodies. Several youths convicted
by the Hong Kong courts after the Kowloon
riots were UNA-connected.

The Hong Kong telephone directory lists
a Bureau of Transport and Warchousing of
the Chinese National Government Ministry
of Communications (while Taipei’s Govern-
ment Information Organization—RoC.GIO
—appears under the names of its subsidiary
news and radio serviees) . The Voice of Amer-
ica—a secton of USIA—has offices and a
studio in Hong Kong's Rediffusion House.
Some VOA products go out over Hong
Kong's radio networks (most are, of course,
exported) ,

USIS produces and subsidizes a number
of digests, newsletters and other material
primarily aimed at resident and visiting
journalists, and also supplicd to research
bodivs, specialized reviews, lecturers in the
USA and elsewhere. The best go out under
the imprint of a Catholle rescarch institute
(which even has paying subscribers) and
local universities. A gargantuan monitoring
and translation service, under USIS, powrs
out enormous quantities of often expertly
selected, arranged and angled news and back-
ground material, eagerly received hy Pekin-
vlogists, big-name columnists and other
shapers of world opinion.

A Tfertile local film industry, & number of
travel agencies, and the majority of local
Chinese banks (the biggest of which became
a subsidiary of the leading British-owned
bank last year) are included in the Leftist
image of the U.S.KMT newwork in Hong
Kong. Several of their prominent function-
aries are well-known for their intimate associ-
ations with pro-Peking circles,

That all Western-based and Western-
fnanced missionary and charity organizations
are regarded by Leftisis as essentially com-
vertied with subversion and espionage goey
almost without saying, and their listing ap:
pears superfluous,

Compared with the bewildering prolifera-
tion and comperitiveness of U.S.endowed
anti-Communist networks, the pattern of

comparnble pro-Peking activities in Hong
Kong seems uninspiring and uncomplicated,
But they should not be underrated.

While organized labor was overwhelmingly
pro-KMT only a few years ago, the position
is reversed now. The Hong-Kong Federation
of Trade Unions, loyal to the parental All-
China Federation of TUs and through it
linked to the World Federation of Trade
Unions (WFTU), has now more affilinted
unions (about 60) than the KM T-controlled
Hong Kong and Kowloon TUC but their
membership is far greater. The Federation
runa its own chain of clinics, libraries, clubs
and other wellare organizations.

The official People’s government body in
Hong Kong is the Hsinhua News Agency
which operates directl§ under the Peking
State Council (Inner Cabinet consisting of
Premier and Vice-Premiers). Linked to it
are a small number ol news agenis (not
more than hall a dozen, all Chinese lan-
guage), and a larger number of periodicals
(including two monthlies published in Eng-
land), as well as a firm of film distributors,
four lurge cinemas, and a powerful chain of
bookshaps. It is estimated that the majority of
Hong Kong's primary schools use textbooks
printed in China, The Hsinhua network co:
operated closely, until last autumn, with the
Anitara agency of Indonesia, Tt conducted the
local end of China’s first and not too success-
ful attempt (Ex-Acting President Li Tsung-
jen’s Press Conlerence in Peking) to make a
dent in the overwhelming 1.5, domination
of the overseas press corps in Hong Kong.

A Hong Kong KMT delegate to the last
APACL (Asian People's Anti-Communist
League) meeting (in Maunila, early Septem-
ber 1965) stated that the Bank of China
(and a dozen import-export corporations)
control thirty department stores and forty
banks in the British Celony. He might huve
added & number of travel agencies, domi-
nated by the official China Travel Service
(which represents the Chinese visa author-
ities) ,

It bas been known for many years that
Chinese private bankers and other leading
businessmen in Hong Kong have channelled
huge investment funds originated from over-
sens Chinese sources (and their American
and other associates) into China. Early thiy
year a reverse traffic opened: Hong Kong
now serves as 4 channel for mainland Funds
pliced in Taiwun [or investment there.
Taipei investment policies and a degree of
jitters in Hong Kong are respansible. "Com-
munist” investment in Taiwan is still small
but glaringly symplomatic. The number of
“Red” department stores is now 85. One of
the lurgest burned down in March..

The chain of pro-Peking bookshops (co-
ordinated by the importers, "Peace Book
Company”) which hapdles press products as
well as books proper, is linked to a number
of local cultural and literary civcles, as well
as youth clubs. Some KMT sources see a
link o the mainland's Communist Youth
League,

The Chinese General Chamber of Com-
merce acts as the local elective body for the
National Peaple’s Congress in Peking. (Hong
Kong sends eight members. At the last elec-
tions, » year ago, a ninth Hong Kong resi-



dent went to Peking representing the Chinese
community in Jakarta where he had served
as TIsinhua correspondent. None of these
men are induostrial workers, firmers or fisher-
men.)

A large proportien of the Hong Kong
community have tics with the All.China Fed-
eration of Indusury and Commerce in Peking.
Also the All.China Students' Federation
(which has its own press) and the All-China
Democratic Women's Organization have their
eifective (il not official) branches in the
Colany. Many teachers—serving on pro-
KMT, governmentrun and the few “pro-
gressive’” schonls—keep contact with the All-
China Association for the Dissemination of
Seientific and Technical Knowledge, and the
All-China Federations of Scientific Societies,
and ol Literary and Art Circes, Numerous
group excursions into China are organized
and financed by these hadies. Similar links

with Hong Kong are maintained by the All-
China Athletic Federation (which sponsored
the recent controversial China tour by a
Hong Kong football team including players
who had been internationals for Taiwan).

U.S. sources and some local police officers
are convinced that tip-offs of KMT arms
dumps, commando landings, etc. are supplisd
to the Hong Kong authoritics of the Peking
Ministry of Public Security and the Chinese
Liberation Army General Political Depart-
ment operating in Hong Kong, Undoubtedly,
all 118, and U.S.KMT activitics are an open
book to the men in Peking,

Most pro-Peking intellectuals, teachers,
editors, bankers, and businessmen in Hong
Rong are ex-KMT. They maintain closest
social and family contacts with those still
in the KMT-US, network. Potential defec-
tors from the KMT-U.S. ranks are often tald
to yemain overt members of Rightist organ-

izations. There is little militancy in either
Lefrists or Rightists. The latter are gencerally
disillusioned, the former cocksure, Leltist
progress in Hong Kong has been steady
over many years but seems to have accel-
erated considerably over the last year or so.
China supplies all the propaganda Tong
Kong Leftists need. It is largely the injection
of US, dollars which keeps Rightist activ-
ities alive which seem more inspired by
business interest than by conviction. As far
#s there is a Chinese Rightist community
in Hong Kong, America’s stack appears to
Lave risen and Britain's slumped. Clearly,
Rightist Chinese sources in Hong Kong pro-
vide Peking with much of the supposed
evidence that Britain is slowly yielding Hong
Kong to the USA. both politically and
strategically. Chinese suspicions in that di-
rection are political fact, not a propagandist
pose or diplomatic gambit,

!

U.S--lan miz? What Kind of an Affair?

by Lynn Palma

The seesaw of American diplomacy, prop-
ping its fulerum upon Rhodesin. continues
haphazardly to manipulate the levers of 1.8,
business interests on the one side and Ameri-
carestyled ideals on the other. Inside the
United States lan Smith’s outlaw government
has at least been somewhat controversial,
Internationally, the United States, like other
“democratic” uations, purports to pursue a
policy designed to bring Rhodesin's govern-
ment tumbling down, in some spectacular
if indefinable manner. Steps supposed to
lewd in this direction include the imposition
of cconomic sanctions and the withdrawal of
diplomatic recognition. However, the 118,
government’s ostentatious display of disap-
proval of the apartheid regime does not
inhibit its pelicy of permitting American
business to remain on the best of terms with
the apartheid economy.

When Ian Smith declared Rhodesia’s in-
dependence from Britian, the ULS, govern-
ment demounstratively recalled its nmbassador
from Salisbury. Few then twok issue with
the decision to allow many of our consular
personnel to remain in hat country ine
definitely. What they did not realize, how-
ever, was that among the remaining Ameri.
cans were approximately 1800 experts in
petrochemistry and mining,

It is widely held that the most effective
single measure against Smith's regime would
be complete discontinuance of Southern
Rhodesia’s oil supply. The United States
hus supposedly been cooperating with the
British oil embargo, Why, then, are Ameri.
can oil and mining engincers still there in
[orce?

Misn Palma is o student of politieal journnl-
lam at ths University of Callfornia. She has
recently returned from a world study tour
thut included Africs,

Well, actording o Newsweek, the 118,
investments in Southern Rhodesia amount to
$600 million. The main task of the U5,
experts is to ensure that these millions con-
tinue to produce profits.

In the welter of these contradictions, one
could genuinely question whether we are
planning to “make the world sate for democ-
racy” or, simply, safe for American markets.
The answer is clearly defined in the minds
of muny of vur African eritics, Editor
Stepthen Mhando of the Dar-es-Salaam Na-
tionalist wrote that US. policy is determined
by the unwillingness of Mobile OQil, Callex
and Aminoil, to close down their Southern
Rhodesian refineries. In a conversation a
lew days later, Mhando teld me that without
ofl from these sources, Smith's regime might
well have collapsed by now.

Supplizs from the Cape

These companies find numerous methods
for continuing the fow of crude oil to their
plants. The greater part comes from the
United States via the Union of South Africa.
Evidently, these companies sell oil to South
Africa, which in tumn sells it back 1o them
in Southern Rhadesia. Thus American busi-
ness meanders through the fissures of official
American ideology.

Again, covert support of Smith's coterie by
U.S. interests caused the American Commit-
tee on Africa to address a special letter 1o
Secretary of State Dean Rusk. In it, Gearge
Hauser, the Commitee's director, declared
that the United States was not observing the
embarge on tvade with Rhodesia, "Our ac
cusation,” said Hauser, “is based on th
fact that the LS. government has not in-
troduced any restrictions on the import of
chromium ore {rom Southern Rhodesia, cven
though chromium makes up almost hall of
all American imports from that country,”

Meanwhile, the African public learned
that @ Rhodesian information agency had
been set up in Washington. When a wive
of protests followed, 118, officials declared
that their government was closing the agency
down. In f{iuct, however, it contivued operat-
g, When the ambassadors of many African
countries demznded an explanation from the
State Department, they were begrudgingly
told that in reality there was no decision to
close the sgeucy; the United Stares merely
refused 1o recognize its head as the official
representative of Rhodesia.

Americans can still feign surprise wlen
developing Alvican nations view them as
unfriendly, but this can hardly confuse these
nations as to who are and who are not their
friends. .
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Puerto Rico: A Land Robbed of Itself

(A two-week

some

Part Il

impressions, and a few of the visitor's own prejudices.)

by M. S. Arnoni

San Juan, Puerto Rico

Puerto Rico is supposed to be a shining
example of what happens to a people that
entrusts its fate to the United States, Tt is
America's answer to the ery of “Yankee Go
Home!™ that reverberates throughout Latin
America. Tt is the lure that is relied on to
divert people from Castroism, nationalism
and all other forms of anti-American rebel-
lousness. It is supposedly the greatest of all
economic mirvacles. Yet, more Puerto Ricins
have lefe their island in search of employ-
ment than remain employed in it. And the
number of Puerto Ricans who live in that
ultimate misery that qualifics them for U.S.
surplus food is as high as the rotal number
of the island’s employed (and underem.

ployed) .

But despite these Irighitening stalistics,
the deprived Puerto Rican society provides
LIS, investars ot only with cconomic bene
fits beyond anything offered them anywheore
elie, but eve astronomic non-repayahle
cash gifts, Not ouly are their enterprises sig-
ificantly subsidized through prolonged total

tax moratoria, giveaway land- and plant
rentals, public works (such as highways)
undertaken to suit their conveniences, and
statvation wages, but they may be receiving
pubilic monetary gilts exceeding the wages
they pay out. The American "[ovestor” uses
muitchinery and equipment % of whose
cost is financed at nominal rates by the peo-
ple of Puerto Rico; has working capital 509,
of which was similarly ohtain and gets
as. much as §1100—and in some cases still
more—in non-reg h for every man

he employs. (The total annual wages of such
a full-time empioyee may be as low as §900.)

IMidden Suatisties

S0 much has been made of Puerto Rico's
SCONON miracle” that one talking of
the island’s misery is bound to draw the
suspicion of politically-inspired gloom. But
no suspicion can obviate the fact that side
by side with the huge plant complexes of
(.S, investors, highways cutling across the
country, and modern bank and hotel build-
ings in San Juan, there exists another Puerto
Rico—the one that is not heard from, that
quietly sulfers, starves and disintegrates. Such
is not the Puerto Rico of the tourist, al-
though an guided tours vight in the heart of
San Juan, he is bound unsuspectingly to pass
within yards of slums of unspeakable squalor.
But then the medin, here no less pervasive
than in the 1United States, can be relied on
to divert his attention rom the silontly suf-
fering part of saciety.

isties teveal other-
wise unsuspected scope of deprivation—nearly
a third of the labor force is unemployed
and nearly a third of the population receives
surplus food from the U5, Department of
Agriculture. These are stitring statistics
which give the lie to boasts of general pros-
perity. But they are not the statistics one finds
in publicly distributed governmental litera-
ture,

Two already-cited st

Conventlonal employment and unemployment
statistics, however, are of little u 5 mtas-
ures of the degree to which Puerto Rico's hu-
man reSsourees are or are not

Many people who want jobs, especially rural
women, seasonally unemployed farm workers
antd young people with letle work experience,
do nol even look for work. They know that
there are practically no jobs to be found
which they are capable of filling.

This is the educated opinion of H. C.
Barton, Jr, Director of the Office of Eco-
nomic Counsel of the Puerto Rican House
of Representatives. It was expressed in a
statement hefore the U.S. Senate Subcom-
mittee on Labor on January 8, 1966. As
against the officially given unemployment
rate, that for vears has been set around
107, Mr. Barton determined:

Puerto Rico had a total employment deficiency
of 243,000 jobs in April 1960. This amounts
to. 30% of the cilculated size of the Inbor
force. For purposes of measuring underutili-
mtion of human respurces, this calculated un-
employment  deficiency for Puerto Rieo fa
omparable to the standard figure of the un-
employment used in the United States, which
has ranged avound 5%, du
By compurison, the 309
Rim i that o
TEROUT of the 1 is about six tmes
wreater than the U8, average. It is about
donble the amount of unemployment exper
enced by the United States in the great de-
pression of the 1930%,

Little surprise that so shocking a doeu-
ment was not saved from official suppres-
sion even by the authority and high office of
its author. Indeed, 1o obtain a copy of the
Barton report one had to induce a friendly
government official to disregard a binding
prohibition.

The suppressed dorument sheds light on
many other staristics whose gloom is as



cleverly concealed in propaganda literature
as the risk of cancer in a cigarette manulac
urer's commercial, We learn, for instance,
that the living conditions of those “gain-
fully” employed are not necessarily much
better than those of the unemployed, Nor
is the longrange trend of growing rather
than diminishing unemployment less worti-
some. Says Barton:

A substantial part of existing employment
consists of poorly puid, substandard jobs that
will disappear ‘with technological “advance.
About 40,000 are expected to disappear during
the next five or ten years in agriculiure
alone, Moreover, population of labor force
age is increasing at a very rapid male, adding
about 30,000 a year to the number of new
jobs needed for full utilization of ur human
resources. (/bid.)

The Misery of the “Fortunate™
‘That deprivation has no bottam and that
things can always be worse sadly emerged
from the recent boasts, such as they were,
of Mrs. Aida Girau de Pagan of the Public
Welfare Department of the U.S. Department
of Agricalture. On May 13, 1966, at her
Department's exhibit in a warehouse at the
lsla Verde airport, she proudly disclosed
the tragic statistics of her office:
As of June 1965, about 700,000 Puerto Ricans
were Rnn?.m_._m food from the surplus food
program of the U.S. Department o Agricul-
ture. These people represent whout 118,718
Puerto Rican families, whi ates that
2ger of the population of Purrto Rico is
aided by this program. (&l Mundo, San Juan,
May 17, 1966.)
In addition to the distribution of foed to
“qualified” paupers,

it was also revealed that 446,466 ple 1e-

ceive assistance from the Public Welfare Divi-

sion, @ tow] that represents 87650 families.

(Zhid)

All these are frightening absolute figures
when they pertain ta a population whaose
total is merely 2.5 million,

One could go on and on compiling
equally alarming statistics showing that be-
neath a propaganda mirage of prosperity
the vast majority of Puerto Ricans live in
squalor,

Neither unemployment nor public charity
constitutes the demarcation line of misery
in Puerto Rico. It profuscly spills over into
the employed sector of the population. In
a country where an hourly wage of 45¢ i
not unusual, and where the cost of living
does not substantially differ from that in
the United ‘States, 26%, of the 711,000 per-
sons reported “at work™ in April 1966
worked less than 35 hours per week.

The unenviable state of most of Puerto
Rico's “guinfully” employed was told in
another uztmwnama;. il official, statistical
analysis. It had been commissioned by the
Government of Puerto Riro from an Ameri-
can economist, Herman Miller. Had it not
been for unauthorized disclosures in the
daily EI Imparcial (March 17-23, 1966),
we would have learned nothing of that
study.

Miller went belind the relatively impres-
sive figure of $2,100 given as the average
annual family income at the beginning of
our decade, Not satisfied with fictitious aver-
ages, he came up with a more precise
hreakdown:

Only ene thitd of the fumilies have incomes
age, Two-thirds, about 300,000
families, have incomes far below that average.
1 the 448,000 families in Puerto. Rico wure
i d into five groups, the intome picture
is the following:

The lowest onefifth receives less than §400
annually; 2 per cent of the national income,
The next highest one-fifth receives between
$400 and §844 per year; 6 per cent of the na-
tional income.

The next highest one-fifth, the one in the
middle, receives between $845 amd §1,682 per
year; 12 per cent of the national income.
The penuitimatz one-fifth receives from 31,683
to §3,100 per year; 21 per cent of the national
income.

And the highest one-fifth receives more than
§8,101 per year; 59 per cent of the natiomal
income.

1t should be poted, then, thut almost 60 per
cent of the national income i distributed
amang onc-fifth of the families, while the ene-
fiftl ‘of the families at the opiposite and
mannge to swvive on only 2 per cent of the
national income . . .

Miller found that “the socalled pacific
Puerto Rican tevolution, far from gaining
impetus, is losing ground as time goes bhy."
“hallenging the Planuing Board’s official
optimism and its projection that by 1970
few, if any, families will have an income
of less than §1,000 per year, Miller wrote:

Present data for 1950 and 1960 suggest that
there was very little change in the distribu-
tion of income during that period, The
tion of income received by heads of familics
from the lowest ecconomic stratum to the
highest was identical in both years . . .
The gap has not been closed hetween the
best-paid and worst-paid workers . . . Projec-
tions based upon the most conservative figures
of the 1960 Census demonsirate that b
1970 families with incomes lower than §1.
per year will constitute 30 per cent of the
total familles in Puerto Rico,

Where, then, is the prosperity the Ameri-
can business enterprises are so loudly al-
leged to have brought to the Puerto Ricans?

Investors’ Paradise

With more than 1,100 manufacturing
plants established under "Operation Boot
strap” and with hundreds of millions of
dollars invested annually in capital goods
(in 1965 alone $714 million), it is para-
doxical that a small population of two and
a lalf million carmot support itself. After

all the years of wooing corporate u.s, in-
vestment and bonsting “miraculous achieve-
ments,” whiat accounts for the fact that in
1965 Puerto Rico's external trade showed
a huge deficit of $510 million? Why have
close to one million Puerto Ricans left
Puerto Rico in tecent years to trade their
fortunes in the slums of American cities?
Why is there so much misery in an island
advertised for its happiness?

The answer lies in the fact that Puerto
Rico has been turned into the 118, business-
man's Garden of Eden, loat, fiesta, orgy. It
is administered strictly and precisely at the
convenience and to the advantage and pleas-
ure of American investors. As throughout
Latin America, so here too, the overt and
covert profits pumped out of the economy
exceed anything invested in it, while no
indigenous  economic development  that
would compete with North American in-
terests is tolerated. Puerto Rican agriculture,
for instance, is victim of American can and
jar stuffers who have many ways for making
sure that the population would neither eat
nor grow its own produce.

Since Puerto Rico js outside the Federal
tax system, U.S. Investors pay no Federal
raxes, neither ﬂ_m:a:m— nor corporate. More-
over, under the Industrial Incentive Act of
1968, these investors are also exempt from
paying any Commonwenlth and municipal
taxes for perinds of 10, 12 or 17 years, de-
pending on the location of their plants (and
with an option of 509 exemption for
double the period). As already mentioned,
low-interest loans are made available by
Puerto Rican government agencies enabling
the investor to statt with a very small por-
tion of the amount that is made 1o work for
him. In joint ventures of U.S. and Puerto
Rican investors such low-interest loans are
ayailable up ta 759, of the assessed value
of machinery and eguipment, up to 76%
of the assessed value of land and building,
and up to 509 of the working capital. A
brochure of an agency of the Puerto Rican
government lists an “example of a typiral
financizl plan for the joint venture pro-
gram,” whereby a tatal of $125,000 in equip-
ment and working capital on the part of a
Puerto Rican-11.5. investment unit suffices to

—TMept. of Industrisl Development, PR,

These charts show precisely how Puerto Rico’s smaller tax bite
leaves a larger slice of profit for you:

Corporate Income after Taxes

Dividend Income after Taxes
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inUS
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aperate a §400,000 undertaking. The actual
breakdown is as follows:

limited assistance only, for even they do not
have a full picture of the scope of this

A—Machinery and Equipment ........ooiiiiiiiiiiia $300,000
75%, Mortgage from Government
Development Agencies ............ on praaie el $225,000
2597 by principals ....oeevereravinnrrisrinacanss 75,000
B—Werking Capifal ......ocoimnrissssivaesnssrarisares 100,000
509, Investment by Puerto Rico
Industrial Development Company ...ovvevevaiannsin 50,000
50%, Paid-in capital from principals .......0i0inine 50,000
Total Capital Requirements ........ VeseeRiTa $400,000
OF this amount, the total capital tequived legalized robbery. In a mimeographed

from the private investors is $125,000; their
profis derive from $400,000.

Investors who prefer not to erect their own
plant buildings can lease from the govern-
ment multi-purpose factory buildings at an-
nual rentals as low as 50¢ (and up to 95¢)
per square foot.

A booklet issued by the Puerto Rican
Economic Development Administration lists
many other inducements. Some tell in one
and the same breath the investor's dream
come true and the agony of the local popula.
tion. Among such incentives is the fact that
“in hiring, you could count on from 4 1o
10 screened applicants for every job”
(screened for the prospective employer by
the government’s Department of Labar),

Here is another incentive:

In Puerto Rico, unlike in the U.S., minimum

wages are ser separately for each industry and

the true toral labor cost stays close to the

established minimum rate—within 10 or 12

er cent. (In the US., fringes and other
idden costs add up to 30 per cent of the
payroll) Average industrinl wage in Puerto

Rico as of June 1965 was §1.22.

Another brochure of the same govern
mental agency gives the following example:

Say your firm nets $100,000 before taxes. U8,

prafit after Federal Corporate Income Tax

would be £53,500. 1f you took this as dividends,
your own income after taxes would be down

o about $27366. (Not considering income-

splitting or State taxes) This sume corporate

profit would vemuin $100,000 in Puerto Rico,

And all of it can be taken tax-free as dividend
income .,

This is how manufacturers in Puerto Rico

average three times as much net profit after

taxes s in the rest of the U.S.

The same booklet assures the prospective
investor:

Even after your tax holiday, you'll always

have a 209, advantage compared with US.

taxcs,

“Gifs" 10 the Non-Needy

But the most scandalous outrage is per-
petratett when the few lucky Puerto Ricans
who earn §1.22 per hour must part with
some of their earnings to provide cash gifts
to U5, millionaires. It is not easy to find
out particulars about these gifts, Official
literature directed to prospective U.S, inves-
wars merely hings ar the availability of “added
financial incentives.” Some provides code
numbers so that “qualified” persons can ob-
tain more information. Even high officials
of Fomenta (the agency in charge of indus-
trial development) often have only frag-
mentary information about these piveaways.
Those amang them who are themselves ap-
palled by the practice and who would want
o bring it to public attention can be of

Fomento brochure, which is not intended
for general distribution, we found, however,
under the title “Financial Incentives Grants”
the following passage:

In the new incentives program, location in

any 60 of Pucrto Rico's 76 municipalities

qualifies your project for generous cash al-

lowances . . .

The amounts of these grants depend on the

number of production workers employerd and

m.n __n.E_. ..m_uﬂncuuq.mﬁ.:.«n_ nrc.munon Nnmana.

Tants vi Tom o §1, em 2

Plants rn-.wm._n 2/3 male labor vmﬂuqnn M.%M_nmw

for an additional grant of $100 for each male

employed,
In cases of projects deemed especially im-
portant, there is room for individual har-
gaining for still greater grants as “each case
is treated individually according to its im-
portance,” The grants can be used for a
great number of normal business expenses,

One wonders how this system of “gilts”
would affect the $400,000 preject for which
our investors needed a meager §125,000. If
they employed a hundred people or so, they
might qualify for sufficient grants to enable
them to be in a §400,000 business without a
penny of their own. What happens [rom that
point on? If they should employ more than
one hundred people, would they be paid
cash as an incentive for an investment they
would own without ever having made?

It is ensy to see from these data who gets
what and from whom. Virtually the sole local
benefit from the 1.8, economic dominance
is that some tens of thousands of Puerto
Rican manufacturing workers are employed
at an average hourly wage of §1.22, The price
for this benefit includes all prospects for a
real bootstrap operation. For Puerto Rico
must not develop its own national economy,
protect iwell againm imports precluding
domestic industry or independently engage
in foreign wrade. It is today's defeated South
to the droves of corporate carpetbaggers.

The decline of Puerto Rican agriculture
is one of the sad economic consequences of
the island’s political subordination, It will
have a lasting detrimental effect not only
in economic but ulso in social and cultural
terms. Indeed, the diminution of the indi.
genous agriculture provides a catalytic factor
for ethnic disintegration.

In a single year, employment in agricul-
ture dropped by nearly 109, (from 137,000
in 1964 ta 124,000 in 1065). That this drop
was not caused by introduction of machinery
is shown by the fact that it was accompanied
by a crop production drop of 49, The long-
range trend is no different: the total farm
value and the ol crop production show
a steady deeline.

A comparison of Puerto Rico and other
countries of Latin America muy show the
former to be relatively better off econamic-
ally. But this merely proves that none of
them, while remaining under U.5. economic
domination, has a real opportunity of ralsing
itsell by its bootstraps.

- - -

A two-week study rour of a country, no
matter how intensive, cun produce neither
a comprehensive nor an authoritative pic-
ture of reality. This is especially so in the
cuse of Puerto Rico, which, however small
physically, is an intricate, complex land and
soclety, But a two-week study tour can alert
ones instincts to processes that might escape
the attention of people who live with and
in them dayin and dayout. This discern-
ment does not occur without the interference
of the observer's prejudices and prejudg-
ments: in fact, quick impressions are always
at their mercy. Certainly, we brought with
us to Puerto Rico our own prejudices and
prejudgments. Of some we are aware. This
observer believes that human equality is
meaningless and impossible unless it s
granted to the individual in his relationship
with other individuals as well as to the
society of which he is a member in it rela-
tionship with other socieries. Nationalism ix
undoubtedly an outmoded fragmentation of
the world’s population. But those who use
this truism merely to deny to others the
right to self-determination while they them-
selves collect peoples and lands into their
nationalistic bounty sack are no forerunners
of a more enlightened age in the human
adventure; they are, in fact, the successors
to the robbers, pirates, conquerors and ty-
rants. of all ages. The merit of superior
physical force is no merit. It does not be-
come one with the passage of time. Loot
never hecomes legitimate property. Time
does not sanctify the immoral acquisition;
not even after 68 years,

These “"prejudices” determine for us that
the Puerto Ricans, small as their numbers
are, are entitled to their own national Jife
nio less than the more numerous people of
the United States; that they have a right to
decide their nutional destiny neither under
duress nor in the presence of foreign oops;
that they have an inherent right, and obli-
gation, to use their land and resources to
their advantage as a people rather than to
the advantage of an intruding power.

Albert Einstein provided a moral-political
guideline that is applicable 1o the Puertn
Riins. While opposed 1o nationalism and
nation-states, he mnonetheless favored and
worked for the cstablishment of a Jewish
state. He wanted to see it in existence so
long, but no longer, as other peoples pos-
sesseel their states. 1Tnrdl we have One World,
the dissolution of ethnic entities by their
physical conquerors is group cannibalism
rather than universalism,

A warm, joyous, and beautiful people are
the Puerto Ricany. One feels happier for
having been in their midst. What is there
one can wish them from the bottom of one’s
heart upon leaving their beautiful island?

That the [uture return to them the mastery
of their fate.



Vietnam and the Generals

by Harry Lore

It has now hecome apparent Lo even the
most benighted that the U tes has
embarked upon n major war in Asin. Victory
i the goal of this war—military victory in
Vietnam over the guerrillas in the South
and the Communist government in  the
North. § or Thurmond stated it well
when he said on June 30, 1966, “There is
no question in my mind but that we ought
to win this war . We should use such
power as is necessary to bring victory to the
U.8. forces in Vietnam.”

Mr. Lore practices law In Phlindeiphin. He
ts a membar of the Committee on Internn-
tional and Forelgn Luw of the Philadelphin
Bar Assoniation, Mr. Lore served ns an ni-
toraey In the legal assistomce programs af
the National Lawyers Guild in Danville, Va,

What share has the 11.S. military had in
framing the policy that now has us com-
mitted ta the war, which, as Senator Hartke
said, eon February 21, 1966, has us “trapped
between the impossible and the intolerable"?
There is persuasive evidence that the us.
military was more than a mere bystander to
the derisions which brought about the
present situation. MWhile under our Constitu-
tional system the military does not frame
policy, the Vietnamese war appears Lo be an
instance where this sound political axiom
has been ignored, Clearly, the warnings of
the Fulbright Memorundum of 1962 have
come 1o fruition today, and we can now
appreciate what the Senntor meant when he
wrote, “1f the military is infected with this

virus of right-wing radicalism, the danger
is worthy of attention.”

The “infection” has produced what Sena-
tor Morse called a “plan for national
intervention” by the Military Establishiment
(Congressional Record, May 16, 1966, p.
10172), Leading militaty figures revealed
much of this plan in a series of speeches in
1961 and 1962 which for the most part went
unnoticed. Whenever they were about to
admit publicly more than wis good for the
image of the United States, the compromising
portions of their speeches were ordered
deleted, The deleted statements have none-
theless become available because they were
placed in the Congressional Record of Feb-
ruary 19, 1962 by Senator Thurmond who




was substantiating his accusation that civilian
censorship was "muzzling” the 1.5, military.
These statements offer an insight into the
mind of the American military leadership
and serve to dispel any lingering illusion
about the present motivation of that group,

In a speech that be was scheduled to
deliver on September 8, 1961, General George
‘H. Decker, the Army Chief of Staff, cut
through the double talk about our presence
in Vietnam and, but for prior censorship,
would have told his audience:

Twday on the other side of the world from

Betlin, the officers and men under General

McGarr, warking on the ground with the

overnment and  military forces of South

Yietnam, are projecting the will of the Ameri-

can people in n way that cannot he dupli-

rated by any other means.

Admiral George 'W. Anderson, Chief of
Naval Operations in 1961, was aware of the
real motivation behind the Vietnam inter-
vention and would have, on October 27,
1961, rold a meeting of the Navy League
what it' was, il only the censor had nat
deleted  the following passage from  his
speech:

If one of these little places falls into Com-
munist hands that action might be the pro-
verbial straw that broke the cimel’s back—
and as a consequence all of Southeast Asia
or the Middle East might be progresively
beyond our reach.

Can a clearer statement of imperialist aims
be imagined? Yes! Lt General Arthur G.
Trudeay, then the Army's Chief of Research
and Development, planned to say, on June
I, 1961, if the censor had not cut it:

We must win this struggle or we lose the

warld.

Rear Admiral Claude V., Ricketts, in 1960
the Director of the Strategic Plans Division
of the Office of the Chief of Naval Opera-
tions, was prevented by the censor from
asking the thetorical question whether our
military power was to be "a dyke, massive
but inert” or was it to be “part of a forceful
nnd determined prosecution of our national
policy.” Colonel William P. Yarborough of
the Special Warfare Center was stopped by.
the censor Trom stating in his speech of
June 14, 1961

We st altack Communist-inspired insur-

geney in each threatened country before its

emergence i such form as to demand mare
elrastie action.

The talk which General Decker was pre-
pared to deliver to the Army War College
in June, 1961 was so wild that the censor
ruled all of it out of order on the grounds
that It would give the Communist press and
radio a “field day." The General found cer-
tain areas of Southeast Asin disquieting be-
cause of what he called a "tendency toward
neutralism.” After detailing the “psychologi-
cal impact” of 1.8, military forces deployed
along the borders of the Saviet Union and
na, lie took up the probability of their
use in “coping with internal aggression.”
He aoffered a detailed program for the use
of American military forees in rural pacifici-
tion. His speech ends with the somber—
for 19fil—pronouncement that "the United
States is engaged in war now.

Here then is the military thinking,

The Generals are having their day. Al
ready the war has extended beyond the
boundaties of Vietnum. Estimates vary as to
the number of American troops in Thai-

land—one Senator saying there are 40,000
(Congressional Record, June 28, 1966, P
15433) and the dir Force Times of July 18,
1966 claimiing that there are “only” 20,000,
and, parenthetically protesting over the
[act that the men servicing the bombers that
raid Hanoi and Haiphong are "outside the
combat pay and tax break zones” and thus
not cligible for these benefits. (A description
which certainly fits Thailand,)

Already the war is costing, according to
Fortune magazine (April 1966), around
$13 billion a year, with every chance that
it will go up to 521 billion in order that
“technelogically sophisticated military [orces,
magnificently equipped to kill and destroy
[can  be] inefliciently employed againsc
meager or elusive targets” and “B 52 oper-
ating at a cost of more-than $1,300 per hour
per plane [may] fly a tenhour round trip
from Guam to South Vietnam to strike ar
an enemy that has no large installations or
encampments visible from the air.” Desperate
must be the situation when a leading Senator
calls for the reactivation of battleships as a
salution to the military impasse on the
ground and a former Chief of Research and
Development of the US. Army Chemical
Corps suggest the use of “toxic warfare,” e,
poison gas! (Brig. Gen. J. H. Rothschild,

Ret., “Propaganda and Toxic War," Ord-
nance, June 1966.)

It is not peaceful settlements but military
confrontations that are bound to he sought
by a country which is dominated by military
leaders who publicly espouse brutal ap-
proaches to international issues, Tt is thus
that America, in assuming the role of inter-
national policeman  against revolution, is
turning back the clock to emulate the Con-
gress ol Troppau which, following the
French Revolution, legitimized intervention
for the Holy Alliance, Our militarists are
committing the frantic acts of desperation
that are the hallmurks of counter-revolution.
Fulbright called it the “arrogance of power,”
but it is worse than arrogance that causes
mapalm to be indiscriminately dropped. It
is contempt for humanity.

We should ponder these lines which
Alfred North Whitehead wrote about the
Germans:

When other Western nations m_n-..an:.uun any-

thing especially disgracelul s feast they don't

Loast of it, bul Germany scems to be peculiar

in that the more atocious the act the more

veliement (he Gevmans are in wlirming its
rightenitsness,

How much more these lines now apply
to America than they ever applied to the
Germans|

!

Imperfect Sonnet
The architects of our deaths wear Fly Bait
keys,
Go to committee meerings, mow their own
lawns,
And on Sundays in linle white chapels, pewl
As the century ticks off, the sheep turn grey,
They are easier now 1o clussily and fumigate,
Fer with computers in and hookkeepers out,
No one is Iorced to shout or do angry
ran-cans
Where cant is impractical and unhealthy.
And if men talk, their wngues are so still
You can hear the moonshot or a homb drop.
Tis all very quiet— (pause) —yet as

Oscar said

From prison seveuty years ago: *, . with a
kiss."

The brave with a sword, man, no longer
swings.

—Lawrence P. Spingarn

The Lic

there are terrible pages in this book
blaodthirsty

oranges on this tree there is swamp

there is plague in these branches a swarm

of venom in this forest, beams of light

some heans of light.

but pigeons.

what do the pigeons say what carry on their
{eer,

we.

who do we say we 0. who do we eat.

there are black vines on this mountain,

everywhete we say everywhere.

doing what we say we do and say,

this open hook this dictionary speaks

ol cults and cornerstones. of juices.

fand we put in our mouths, chew. tells us

common places

arrangements law and order space and
hammers,

we,

who do we say we to. who curse.

in what church in whose backyard on what
mile,

runner of distances

maker of speeches for otlier men's mouths,

other men's feer.

o back again go back and stumble through

the tertible pages in this book.

our book.

we,

stap one pigeon. stop twa. lsten.

we who chew and listen

pay in sleep the price of what we say we

—Margaret Randall

All the Best Definitiona Are
Ostensive as Any Child Knows
T understond late one night
i is meant by a “search-and destray”

ﬂﬁ—._.yu:.—:

when I found that our kitchen was being
secretly infiltrated by a good sized army of
cockroaches

L gota pressurized can of potent
and moverd through the kitchen quickly and
cally

They came out from everywhere by the

hundreds to die but of course none of them
would ever

surrender

When it was over I felt like a victor

liolding my empty weapon high in the air
over the heaped

COTpEES

—Rudolph von Abele



Oswald and the State Department

e

The unusual hisjory of a singular rela-
tiomship between a izen and the State
Department hegan when Lee Harvey Oswald,
aged 19 and just released from the Marine
e withont warning at the
ibassy in Moscow at the el
of Dciober 1958, He tanded 1o Consul
Richard E. Snyder his pasport and 2 writien
statemient to the effect that he wished to
renounce his 1§, citizenship and that he
affivmed his alleginnce to the Saoviet Union,
He informed Snyder th application for
Soviet citizenship was pending before the
Presidinm and that he had offeredt Soviet
authorities all information of radar optTa-
tion that e had acg red in the Marine
Corps.

Savder tald Oswald that he waould have
1o return to the Embassy on a regular works
ing day to complete the formal act of
reneiation. A few duys later Oswald sent
ory letter o the Embussy, protesting
ton of his sct of yenunciation
and reiterating his wish to dissolve his T.5.
citizenship, He d | not reappear in peron
to carry oul the necessaty formalities.

Early in Japwary 1960 sent
Minsk. He had been
theatic seument desi

s persan [ “withe

wis

10

After little mare
wrate to the
2 he had |

«nd mow wished to return o
provided that he recrived guaran
under any circom

stances an

der consideration

ging ne the foremost
authority Jeegyrt nnd ils Feai-
ings_and

jact Index

part of u chapter from
% on Lhe asraasination

1200 o

April 186
rusakova, He

Eosed geion T2

by the Suire Department, Oswald miet and
J Marinn Nikolae
1 the embassy of his The Warren
's wish 10 accompany i
PEEATY

age and of I

him to the U.S., reque
procedures [or her entry
T

visa to

proved.
The Siate Department ultimat
1ed Orswald's legal statos and o
ot expatriated

T C

embassy, after intorviewing
walds in Moscow in July 1961, rec
the State Departt

i's application nts sugeests t
.8, should be ap-

fied information
e had said he would: the Russians t

by Sylvia Meagher

guestioned him or asked him for such in:
formation and he doubted if he would have
complied if they had

Marina Oswald, for her part, told the
embassy that she had never been a member
of Komsomol, membership in which might
have disqualified her from receiving a visa
Her denial was later found to be 2 lie.

At the end of 1961 the Oswalds received
exit visas from the Soviet autharitics, per-
mitting them 10 leave the USSR, Oswald
fow told the embassy that he needed finan:
assistance for his and his wife's (and

i t daughter’s) travel to the
After futile artzmpts by Oswald to

T needed  (unds from  private
sources in the .S, the State Department
authorized the em! ke o Joan to
He sipned a promissary note for
962; his passport was returned
30 days and good

[he Oswalds departed
the Sovier Union en route to Fort Worth,
Texas,

One year later, Oswald appl for o new
passport at the New Orleans passport affice
His applicatio
His new passpe
later, on June 20

i

bt

t
the Tlepartment were
Qswalds were t

A teview of

an Oswald—s
iare, sel{




spite cause for negative action; (3) appstent
inaction and indifierenze o Oswalt’s possible
disclosure of classified military data; and (4)
pressure exerted on behall of Marinag Os-
wald's entry inta the U (In referting to
measures taken by the State Deparcnent and
ather U.S. agencies a5 “wnusual” or “extra-
ordinary,” we speak in the context of Cold
War policies and practices, without in any
way endarsing the restrictive and punitive
nctions taken against Americans who held
unpopular views: but which repestedly were
waived for Oswald's benefiv and convenience.)

We will now try to show, by dealing with
specific instances, that the record of Oswald's
trapsactions with the State Department iy
stuffed with annmaliss, ambiguities, lacunae,
and the plainly prepostorons.

Times Confused und Lost

At the outset, there is some uncertainty
about the exact date of Oswald’s first con-
tact with the Moscow embassy. Indeed, there
is some unceriainty also about his movements
immedintely before he entered the Soviet
Unitn, vin Helsinki, Finland, According to
a CIA repor, Oswald arrived in Flelsinki
on October 10, 1259, and remained there
until October 15 (CE 2676). The same
CIA report indicates that there was no
fiight leaving London on October 10 that
would have arrived at Helsinki in time
for Oswald to register at the hotel—as he
did-—before midnight that day.

The Commission solved the prohlem by
stating arhitrarily that Oswald left London
on October 2, 1059 (WR 690), untroubled
by the fact that Oswald’s passport contains 2
stamp of the immigration officer, London
Airport, and the words “Embarked 10 Oct
1959 (CE 946, page 7). That is typical of
the repeated perversion of simple fact in the
Watren Report, in the fice of contradictory
evidence in the accompanying exhibits.

In any emse, according to the Warren
Report, Oswald appeared at the embassy
on Saturdwy, October 81, 1059, some two
weeks after he entered the Sovier Union
(WR 747). But a cublegram sent by the
naval atache dt the embassy to the Navy
Department at Washington refers 1o a previ-
ous embassy despatch dated “26 October”
dealing with Oswald's renunciation of 118,
citizenship and his declaved intention of
furnishing Soviet authorities with informa-
tion on US radur operation (CE 917).

Curiously enough, Comsul Richard E.
Snyder sent a confidential letter on Octaber
28, 1959—aostensibily three dayn before Os-
wald's first visit ta the embassy—to Gene
Basier at the State Department in Wash-
ington, in which he requested adviee on
how to handle an atempted renunciation
of American citizenship (CE 914). Soyder
teatified thar the letter “wasn't direcred av
any particular cwe” (5H 271): indeed, i
Oswald first contacted the embassy on Octo-
ber S1st, he could not have inspired Snyder's
request for advice. Snyder ala  restified
that he had encountered only one cse of
renunciston of citizenghip prior to Oswald's
appearance; but that case was alrendy re-
solved when Snyder wrote his letter of the
2Bth (5H 279).

10 Oswald really came to the embassy

earlier than October 3lst, Sayders conii-
dentinl letter to Boster would take on a
different hue—as would hix effort to dis-
vourage ot delay Oswald's act of renuncia.
tion.

Anather ambigoity and perhaps o much
more gerious one involves Oswald's where.
abouts for a period of some six weeks after
his visit to the embassy at the end of
October 1959 and before his departure for
Minsk early in January 1960. According to
the Report, Oswald was interviewed at the
Hotel Metopaole in Moscow by news cor-
respondent Priscilla Johnson on November
16, 1859 and “lor the rest af the year, Oswald
seldam lefe his hotel room” (WR 696) .
The Report indicates chewhere (WR 750)
that the embussy notified the State Depart-
ment at the end of November 1959 that
“Oswald had departed from the Hotel Metro
pole within the last few days™ for an un.
known destination (CE 921); but the Com-
mission says thit Oswald “probably” did
not in fact leave Moscow for Minsk until
about January 4, 1960, basing itself on
Oswald's diary and on “other records avail-
able to the Commision™ (WR 750).

But the diary has a single entry dated
“Nov 17-Dec 30" rather than daily entrics
for those six weeks. Apparently Oswald
had found time before November 17th to
write daily entries, although he was busy
with official interviews and sightering during
that period, bur no longer found Hme to
record his meals or his emotions  daily
during a six-week period of being holed
up in his hotel room.

The “nther records” 1o which the Com-
mission tefers as providing evidence for
Oswald's presence in Moscow until about
January 4, 1960 consist of documents from
the USSR file pn Oswald (CE 985) . These
docaments merely esiablish his presence on
December 29, 1959 and on January 4 and 5,
1950,

Six weeks of Oswald's life (November
i6 to December 26, 1959) therelore remain
unacrounted for and wimpped in mystery;
and thar has been completely glossed over
in the Report.

The Cards Would Not Look Out

The peculiar business of the lookout cards
which were never prepared brings us closer
to the heart of the matter. Oswald’s attempt
to venounce his citizenship at the end of
October 1959 provided the State Department
with reasonable grounds for preparing a
lookout card, as the Department later
acknowledged (WR 731). The card was
not prepared, apparently as the result of
the exercise of discretion by the responsible
officess of the Dep No explanation
is offered in the Report.

On two subsequent ovoasions, however,
the preparation of a lookout card was manda-
tory rather than discretiomary, but no rard
was prepared elther time. The first instance
was in March 1960, The embassy had lost
all contact with Oswald and it was nnt
known whether or not he had expatrinied
himsell by an act of allegiance to the Sovier
Union, Brecause Oswald’s status was in
doubt, an official of the Passport office in
the State Department (Bernice Watermian)
made up a “refusal sheet” for Oswald on

Mareh 25, 1960 MﬁM 829) . The autamatic
conequence shoutd have been the prepara-
tion and filing of a lookout card, o that
the Department would be alerted in the
everit that Oswald applied for documenta
ation at # location other than the embassy
at Moscow, where he was known, Yel no
lovkout card was cver “prepared. modified,
ar removed from the file” according to the
Report (WR 751), The reason for the
failure has not been determined; the Report
merely rites conjecrures by the Pusport
Office that there may have been a clerical
error or misunderstanding,

The second oceasion for the mandatary
and automatic preparation of a lookout card
was in June 1962, as a comequence of the
advance of $435 to Cawald for his travel
to the U.S. As mentioned earlier, the State
Department made that loan after the [ailure
of Oswald’s attempts to ohtain the nesded
funds from private sources in the U.S. One
of those avempzs ta secure financial assistance
has such peculiar and mysterions features
thar we will digress for a moment from the
rubject of lockout cards in order to take
a look at the puzle,

One of the agencies to which Oswald had
appealed for a grant or loan of money to
meet the costs of his reparriation was the
Internationn] Rescie Commitiee, Lnc., which
describes itself as a “strongly anti-Communist
arganization™ (CE 2766). The Committee's
prrogram director informed the Warren Com
mission, in a lewter dared May 1, 1964, thar
the Committee first heard of Oswald in a
telephane call from the Stare Department
recommending  that assistunce should he
given Oswald. The letter continues:

A few days later we received a letter from

Mys. Harwell of the Wilbesger County Chap-

ter, Vernon, Texas (Red Cross), duted Joan-

udry 14, 1962, 10 which, to the best of my
recollection were attached copies of a Jetter
written by Consal Notbury,” American  Em
bassy, Moscow, to Lee Harvey Oswald, dated

December 14, 1961, and of a letter wildvesed

10 the International Rescue Commitrer, dated

m_ﬂ._E.J 14, 1961 (sic) , and ostensibly written

vy Oswald . . . To a layman's eye it wonld
appesr that both copies were typeidl on the
same typewriter, 1 do not know who adided
the handwritten words, “Mrs, Helen Harwell,
Executive Secretary, American Red Cross” to
the Notbary copy. What is mest puesiing,
although it did not then attract my attention,
is thai the Jetter from Oswald, duted January
13th, could have reached the [inited States
by Jauwary Ith, and that it reached ui via

Texas . . . On or about February 5, 1962

we did receive a handuwritten letier directl

from  Ouwold, dated  Jonuary 26th, which
makes no reference fo a prvicus communica-
tion kis .. . (OF 2766) (Lnlics adided.)

None of the persons wha might have
thrown light on this astonishing husiness
were questioned abaut it by the Commission
or its servaniagencics, the FRI or others.
Was iv possible that the embassy and the
State Departmont, in their ardor 10 repstri-
ate Oswald, ‘had gone sa far as to write
Jeters in his name? The Warren Report
tacitly, and probably {madvertently, seems
o acknowledge the fraudulent nature of
the Janimry (3th letter supposedly written
by Oswald: it sares that “between February
6. 1962 and May 1, 1962, Chwald attempied
1o secure a loan from the Red Cross and
the Internntional Rescue Committes” (WR
770).

But it was the Suite Department, not the




Red Cross or similar agencies, which played
“humanitarian” and advanced a substantial
sum of money to Oswakl, An automatic and
mandatory consequence of the loan made
to him in June 1962 was the preparation
of # lookout card, Lookeut cards are pre-
pared rontinely in such cases, as protection
against default by the borrower, who is
not entitled to travel abroad until he has
nuade full repayment.

Again, no lookout card for Oswald was
prepared! (WR 772); and again, the Com-
mission [ailed to establish the explicit re-
sponsibility for the lation of the rules,
The Report merely cites a State Departmgnt
memaorandum which is filled with conjectures
about possible administrative or clerical
errors which may have produced this second
lapse from mandatory procedure (WR 772) .

Who Said the State Department
Is Restrictive !

The average man may he nonplussed
by the State Department's perlect record of
oversight and error with respect to lookout
cards for Oswald, but the Commissipn takes
it in stride. It presents a deadpan account,
without editorializing, which is really only
a paraphiase of the testimony of the spokes-
men for the Department. By way of mitiga-
tion of what was tather shocking cavelessness
and unreliability at best, the Commission
points out that even il the Iookout cards
ad heen prepared, everything would have
happened just the way it did.

The lookout card that should have been
prepared in March 1960 (but was not)
would have been removed from the file in
August 1961, when the Passport Office de-
termined that Oswald had not expatriated
himself (CE 039). The lookout card that
should have been prepared in June 1962
(hut was not) would have been removed
from the file when Oswald liquidated his
debt to the State Department in January
1968,

That is nice rationalization but it will
not do. The real point is that a lookout
card for Oswald should have been prepared
and retained in the file primarily on the
ground that Oswald's presence abroad was
not in the interests of the United States.
That was the obvious inference to be drawn
from his defection and disloyalty when he
arrived in the Soviet Union in 1959, That
was also the ostensible justification for the
Department’s loan to Oswald, in the face
of his inability to qualify for the loan by
“loyalty to the United States Government
beyond question” (WR 771).

The State Depattment had an established
procedure for preventing certain categories
of persons from traveling abroad, one cate-
gory being persons whose travel was judged
not to be in the interests of the United
States, Moreover, the Department’s legal
advisor, Ahram Chayes, testified that other
federal agencies had the same privilege.

The Federal Bureau of Tnvestigation, for

example, requests the addition of several hun-

died lookout cards each year. Similarly, the

National Security Agency, the Office of Naval

Intelligenee  and  the  Central  Intelligence

Agency each request the addition of cards.

In all cases, these requests are complied w

and the agencies concemned are notificd when

any of the individuals in queston apply for
a passport (CE 950, pp 34).

In Oswald's case, however, neither the
State Department’s security branch nor the
CIA, FBI, or Office of Naval Intelligence
set in motion the procedure under which
they would e inlormed il Oswald planned
to leave the U.S. again. Those agenties did
not request notification despite the fact
that Oswald had affirmed his allegiance to
the Soviet Union, had proudly declaved
himsell te be a Marxist, and had even offered
clussified radar data to the Sovier authorities.
Their indifference is all the more bizarre
when it is posed againsi the notorious policy
of wmavel resuictdon of scientists, scholars,
artists, and other Americans suspected of hav-
ing improper political sympathies. An article
in The New York Times of October 20,
1963, charged that “for the past 15 years,
the (State) department has attempied ro
deny passports to many Americins on the
ground that their travel might be embar-
ragsing.'" Yet, four months before this chiarge
was published, Oswald applied for a pass-
port (on June 24, 1963) and it was issued
to him without a murmur only 24 hours
later!

The Department did not withhold or
reclaim Oswald’s passport, although his pres-
ence abroad had already proved “embar-
rassing.”” The radical deviation from ortho-
dox practice where Oswald was involved
cannot be dismissed as random, inadvertent,

ot innocent—it is toa consistent antd uniform,
vertically and horizontally, to be attributed
to recurrent clerical error. It is a paticrn
thiat mukes sense only i the context of a
secret arrangement which  placed  Oswald
outside the scope of normal measures of
attrition,

Have nnd Have-Not

Oswald certainly did his best to compen-
sate for the persistent negligence which left
him without a lookout card. When he ap-
plied in July 1961 for the renewal of his
1959 passport, he was thoughtful enough
to indicate on the applicaton form that
he had committed an act or acts which
might expatriate him or make him ineligible
to reccive the renewal,

The application form contained a printed
statement which set forth, in the disjunctive,
a series of such acts, preceded by two phrases
—"Have" and "Have Not,” on separate lines
with the twoword phrase on the second
line. Oswald, in filling out the form, struck
out the words “have not.”

The Commission acknowledges thar one
existing carbon copy of the application shows
that “have not" has been typed over and
that in effect Oswald had thus admitied
that he might be ineligible for an American
passport.

Snyder, who had handled Oswald when

o

Commitsipn
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he came to the embassy and filled in the
application form, was questoned but he
did not remember 10 which of the proscribed
acts Oswald had admiteed; it may have been
“swearing allegiance to a foreign state.” On
the other hand, Snyder suggested, the
blacking-out of “have not” may have been
a mere typographical errorl (WR 755.757) .

The Commission next states that there is
an “actual signed copy of the application”
in the embassy files at Moscow “which is
not a carbon copy of the copy sent to the
Department,” in which the obliteration is
slightly above the “have," which appears
on the line above the “have not” The
Commission infers from that that the strike-
out may have been imended to obliterate
“have.”

What is an “actual signed copy of the
application . . . which is not a carbon copy
of the copy sent ta the Department”? Where
is the ariginal application form that Oswald
filled in?

There is “one existing carbon copy,” loca-
tion utiknown. There is an “actual signed
copy” in the embassy files—but it is not
a “carbon capy of the copy sent to the

Department.”

Is it 2 carbon copy of any pedigree? Is
it the original of the carhon copy semt
to the Department¥

Only when the testimony is searched does
it emerge that on July 10, 1961, Oswald filled
in not one, but two sepatate applications!

Coleman Do you have an explanation of why

ot July 10, two separate Lypings were made

of the application for renewal?

Snyder No, sir; T do not. (5H 286)

Perhaps there was an experiment going
on at the embassy on July 10, Oswald, with
or without guidance, filled in ane applica-
tion in which he admitted acts of possible
expatriation; and another applicaton in
which he denied such acts, The “innocent”
application (with the “have” abliterated)
remained in the embassy files; the “guilty”
application (with the “have not” ohliter-
ated) was transmitted to Washington,

‘The Warren Report obfuscates the whole
baffling exercise by employing a plethora
of “copies” and “carbon copies” from which
no sense can be made. The technique only
heightens the impression of subterfuge and
deception, by all concerned.

In spite of Oswald's strikeont of the phrase
“have not," his application for passport re-
newal was appraved on the basis of an
accompanying questionnaire detailing specific
acts which the Swute Department evaluated
as non-expatriative.

The Passport Office’s Unshaken Trost

Two years later Oswald applied for a
passport at New Orleans, In the absente of
a lookout card, his passport was granted
within 24 hours. But Oswald was generous
enough to provide a substitute for the
missing lookout card: he specificed on his
application for a passport that his previous
passport had been cuncelled (CE 950, page
7y. That in itsell should have alerted the
Passport Office ro check his pust file, but
it did not delay his passport by an hour.

The Commission explains that Oswald
was one of 25 applicants, all of whom re-
ceived the same fast service in gertng pass-

ports. The "“NO" alongside of Oswald's
name on the weletype list of the applicants
meant “New Orleans” and the contiguity
was purely coincidental,

But the Commission did not inquire why
the Passport Olfice paid no attention to the
information that Oswald's previous passport
luid been cancelled, nor did the Commission
report u striking item of information which
is found in the testimony of Orest Pena,
proprietor of a New Orleans bar.

Pena testified that he, like Oswald, had
applied for a passport at the New Orleans
passport office on June 24, 1963 (1111 360).
Pena’s name is not on the list of applicants
for that day (CE 952). Apparently Pena,
unlike Oswald, was not so fortunaie as to
get kis passport within 24 hours; and the
Commission was vot so [ortunate as to be
accurate in its claim that all those who
applied for passports on the 24th of June
enjoyed the impartial solicitude of the Pass-
port Office.

Oswald, not content with calling attention
to himself by means of suspicion-inviting
statements on his passport application, went
further. According to the testimony of Lt
Francis Martello of the New Orleans police,
Oswald forthrightly told him after his arrest
in August 1863 that he intended to re-defect
to the Soviet Union and had already applied
to the State Department for the necessary
documents! (10H 56). Oswald's interview
by Martello was [ollowed by an interview
conducted by FBI agent John Quigley. Quig-
ley surely could have elicited the information
that Oswald intended to return to the Soviet
Union, from Martella if not from Oswald
himself. Had he done so, would not the
FBI have taken steps immediately to prevent
a second defection by Oswald, with is con-
sequent embarrassment to the US. Govern:
ment? Yes, if Oswald's relationship with the
government—and with the FBI in particular
—was nothing more than met the eye.

Quigley's interview notwithstanding, Os-
wald proceeded from New Orleans to Mexico
City, where his activities were logged hy
the CTA. About the middle of October 1963,
the State Department received a CIA report
which stated that Oswald had wvisited the
Soviet Embassy in Mexico City. The CIA
memorandum resulted in a review of Os-
wald's complete file by nwo Passport Office
lawyers, neither of whom saw any nced
or any ground for action.

James L. Ritchie, attorney advisor in the
Passport Office, testified that he read the
CIA telegram noting the visit by Oswald
to the Soviet Embassy at Mexico City, which
had been left on his desk together with
the Oswald file, on October 22, 1963 —exactly
one month before the asassination. He said
that he then reviewed the entire Oswald
file.

Coleman What did you then dof

Ritchie 1 made a judgment there was no

passport action to be taken, and marked the

file to be filed. (11H 102)

Ritchie's immediate superior, Carroll
Hamilton Seeley, Jr, alsa read the GIA
telegram and reviewed the Oswald file.

Calemman Did you after you looked at it say

to yourself “can we revoke this passport?”

Seeley T am sure that is why I looked at

it. I am sure of that, Mr. Coleman, that 1

looked at it with that view in mind, if there

was any action to be taken of that sort . .,

Colemmn . . . Did you know he had defected

or atempted 1o defeer in 1950 . . . that

he was going 1o pass some radar information
ta the Russians if they gave him citizenship?

Seeley  Yes, st

Coleman  Did you know that the Soviet desk

had indicated in 1961 or 1962 that it would

he to the interest of the United States to

him out of Russia and hatk to the
nited Statest . . . Did you note in his
passport application for his 1068 Tt
that he mam cated that one of the uwuc“_uwuhﬂ
that he intended to travel to was Russia?

... And you are saying with all that informa-

tion that you would look at that file . ., .

Read it and just put it back and did nothing

about i?

Seeley 1 did nothing about it other than

to note the fact that I had read the telegram

. . . there was no particular passport sig-

nificance to the fact that & man shows up

down at the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City

.. (LIH 208)

Abmm Chayes was questioned also about
the State Department’s indifference to the
prospect of Oswald's redelection to the Soviet
Union,

Dulles 1s it not correct though that when

you were trying ta get the visa for M.

Oswald, you made u very strong case that

his continued residence in the Soviet Union

was hurmful to the foreign policy of the

United States, or words to that effect?

Chayes Well, we were very nnxious to get

him back . . . we had him on our hands

then . . . he was very divectly our respunsi-
bility, so that anything he did or that went
wrotig during that petiod, he was under our
protection dand we were necessarily invalved,

If he went back as a tourist and got into

some trouble of some kind or another, we

would then have the cheice 1 think to get

involved, and we might or might not. (1

332)

We suggest that the Department had the
same choice in 1959, 1961, and 1962, when
it elected not only to “get involved” but
to move mountains on behalf of Oswald
and his Russinn wife.

T behind all the belp that had been
extended to Oswald in returning to the U.S.
there was nothing sinister but merely the
assessment that “his continued residence in
the Soviet Union was harmful to the foreign
policy of the United States,” then the in-
ference is clear that Oswald's planned return
to the Sovier Union a year later was no
longer deemed by State Department officials
“harmful to the foreign policy of the United
Stares.” What had happened in the interim
to make the unrelinble Oswald reliable and
for the Department that was once “anxious
to get him back™ nat ta lift a finger to keep
him back or at least ouwide the Soviet
Union? Neither the State Department nor
the Commission addresied iwelf tw  this
question.

A Threat of Betrayal

The most forceful indication that there
was more to the Oswald “defection™ than
met the eve is the Government’s dumfound.
ing inertia in the face of Oswald's pro-
claimed intention when he arrived in the
USSR to give classified dati to the Russinns,
As embassy official John McVickar described
it:

+ » it was almost as though he was trying

to bait the cwmsnl into taking an adverse

action against him. He mentioned that he
knew certain classified things in connection
with having been 1 think a radur opemator
in the Marine Corps and that he was going



to turn this information over 1o the Soyiet

authurities, And, of course, we didn’'t know

how much he knew or anything like that

... (5H 301)

Snyder testified that Oswald had “volun-
trered this statement. It was rather peculiar”
{5H 265).

The first question that arises is, what
kind of information did Oswald possess?
John Donovan, former lieutenant in the
Marine Corps, testified:

. .. shortly before 1 got out of the Marine

Corps, which was mid-December 1959, we

th.wf.nm word that he had showed up in

Moscow. This necessitated a lot of change

of aircraft call signs, codes, radio frequencies,

radar frequencies,

He had access to the location of all hases

in the west coast ares, all radio frequencies

for all squadrons, all tactcal call signs, and
the relative strength of all squadrons, number
and type of alreraft in a squadron, who was
the commanding officer, the authentication
code of entering and exiting the ADIZ, which
stands for Air Defense Identification Zone.

He knew the range of our madar. He knew

the tange of our radio. And he knew the

range of the surrounding units' radio and

radar. (RH 298)

At the time of the first contact with the
would-be defector, the embassy had no way
of evaluating how much sensitive informa.
tion Oswald had; in any case, there is no
indication in the record that any attempt
was made o dissuade Oswald from disclos-
ing what he knew to a hosiile foreign govern-
ment. However, a dispatch was sent to the
Office of Naval Intelligence as well as to
the State Department reporting that Oswald
intended o furnish the Soviet authorities
with information on US. radar (CE 917).
The Office of Maval Intelligence in its
reply to the Embassy (copies of which went
to the FBI, CIA, INS, Air Force and Army)
asked to be informed of “significunt develop-
ments in view of continuing interest of HQ,
Marine Corps and U.8. intelligence agencies™
(CE 918).

The Office of Naval Intelligence then
presumably ordered the change of codes
and frequencies described by Lt Donovan,
and fssued Oswald an unsatisfactory dis-
charge from the Marine Reserves. There is
no indication of any other activity by Naval
Intelligence; as mentioned already, the Office
at no time used its right w request the
State Department to isue a lookout card
for Oswald. That is curious,

Another curions fact is supplied by the
FBI, in a report stating that it was deter-
mined on November £, 1959—only three
days after Oswald's appearance at the Mos-
cow embassy—that “no derogatory informa-
tion was contained in the U.S. Marine Corps
files concerning Oswald” (CE 2718), al-
thongh Oswald supposedly was notorious in
the Marines for his political deviation, his
study of the Russian language, and other
heresies. The FBI stated further that the
Office of Naval Intelligence “advised that
no action againse him was contemplated in
this matter” (CE 2718).

‘The unsatisfactory discharge from the
Marine Reserves went through in 1960. Os-
wald was indignant, if not incensed, at this
“injustice.” He fled an application for
review of the unsatisfactory discharge, ap-
pending a “brief” and a 4page statement,
as well as letters addressed to him by the
1S, embassy which, he pointed out, “hardly

reflects the opinion of the American embassy
that I am undeserving, through some sort
ol hreach of loyalty, of their attentions”
(CE 2661).

The brief dated April 18, 1962, and the
accompanying 4-page memorandum were
written by hand by Oswald at Minsk: yet
the documents not only manifest correct
siyle and surprising familiarity with legal
form and substance but gite specific sections
of the US. Codel Did Oswald memorize
a body of law in advance of his defection?
Did he carry a copy of the US. Code with
him on his travels, ready to consult it, as
he apparently consulted it in Minsk? Or
did he receive expert advice and assistance
in preparing his brief, from some mysterious
source?

Oswald, in his briel, not only appealed
for pullification of the unsatisfactory dis-
charge but requested recommendation of his
reenlisiment, on the following grounds:

In accordance with par. 15(¢) (7) 1 request

that the Board consider my sincere desive

to nse my former training at the aviation
fundamentals school, Jacksonviile, Flarida, and

Radar aperators school, Biloxie, Miss., as well

as the special knowledge 1 have accumulated

through my experience since wy release from

active duty in the Naval Service. (CE 2661)

(Ltalics in original)

The Calm of the Berrayed

Neither the Marine Corps nor the Office
of Naval Tutelligence nor the FBI seem to
have taken the smallest interest in any
“speeial knowledge" which Oswald may have
acquired in the Soviet Unionm. There is
no indication that the offer was followed
up with Oswald when he returned to the
U.S. It would seem that American intelli-
gence agencies are no less selfdenying than
their Soviet counterparts who, according to
Oswald, had not shown any interest in the
classified information he might have revealed
and did net even question him.

The Commission did not take testimony
from anyone representing the Office of Naval
TIntelligence, nor do the eihibits include
interviews with such pemsons by the Com-
missinn’s servant agencies. Consequently, we
have no firm information on the action
taken by the Office of Naval Intelligence
other than that which we have inferred,
and po explanation whatever of the decision
not to prosecute Oswald on his return 1o
the .S,

Did the Office of Naval Tntelligente con-
duct an investigation which led to the
conclusion that there was insuflicient evi-
dence to launch proceedings against Os
wald? Did the Office conclude that Oswald
had mot carried out his threat o hetray
classified informationt Did the Office even
interview Oswald at any time?

Those are some of the questions that the
Commission should have answered but did
not.

We know only that Oswald reappeared at
the embassy in July 1061, almost two years
after his announced offer to give radar in-
formation to the Russians, He was some-
what chastened. He now said that he had
not carried out his threat and that the
Soviet authorities had vever in fact gues-
rioned Lim 1o elicit what he knew ubout
radar and related matters (CE 977). He
reiterated the demands he had made by

letter, in February 1961 and thervealter, for
full guarantess that he would not be prose-
cuted under any circumstances upon  his
return to the US. (WR 752, 751).

The State Department had instrucied the
embassy not to give Oswald any assurances,
one way or the other, about prosecution
(WR 753) . Snyder, in his report an Oswald’s
return visit to the embassy, wrote that he
“indicated some anxiety as to whether he
would face possible lengthy imprisonment”
(CE 977); and that he had told Oswald
“informally” that he did not perceive on
what grounds Oswald might be subject to
conviction leading to any severe punishment.
However, Snyder emphasized, he had told
Oswald that the embassy could give him
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no assurnnce of immunity,

If we accept the Commission's evaluation
of those transactions, we must accept one
impluusible inference, and another that i
utterly incredible.  First, that despite re
peated demands for guarantees which the
embassy and the State Department refused
to give, Oswald decided to return to the
1.8, where he faced the risk of prosecution
and a long jail sentence. Everything sug:
gests that, on the contrary, he returned
knowing full well that he would not be
prosgcuted.

Second, we must believe Oswald’s state-
ment that the Russians had not been inter-
ested in his offer of vadar information and
that they had not solicited and he had not
given that informarion. Callaterally, we must
helieve—and this is even more dificolt—rhat
the State Department and the other intel
ligence agenicies accepted Oswald's disclaimer
as sufficient to close the book on the question.

1f those agencies really believed that the
Saviet Union had abjured the classified mili-
tary information which, thers was good
reason to believe, Oswald of his own volition
Iad offered them, they are staffed by hall-
wits. Because we have a high opinion of
the mental competence and vigilance of
the FBI, the CIA, and the others concerned
with this particular area of security, we
find it more plaasible to interpret their



serenity as an indication that they knew
that there was nothing to get excited about,

Even the Commission could not bring
itsell 1o suffer in silence the bland pose of
such preposterous naivete on the part of
the State Department and the FBL. Although
J. Edgar Hoover amd his conferees were
not questioned direcily about this particular
phase of the Oswald affair, Hoover himself
absolved the FBI of error hy stating self-
righteously that “the embassy gave him a
clean bill" (5H 104).

Abram Chayes of the State Department
had different ideas about where the buck
should be passed. He said that the FBI
had questioned Oswald fully and “was satis.
fied” with Oswald’s statement that he had

not given any information to the Russians
(5H 338). Lame and excruciated “explana-
tions” and. buck-passing came from other
witnesses  (see, for example, testimony of
State Department lawyer Carroll Seeley, 11H
200y, The explunations, individually and
collectively, were implausible and evasive.

But the Commission let the matter rest.
An FBI content with the “clean bill" pur-
portedly given Oswald by the embussy, a
Passport Office prepared to accept Oswald's
verbal assurance that he had not given
away classified data as he threatened to do,
a State Department and CIA ready to believe
that the Russians were not even interested
in Oswald's radar secrets—those are not the
familiar agencies we know and love (or
loathe, according to one’s inclinations) .
Allen Dulles, former head of the GIA, and
the other governmentseasoned members of
the Commission, must have known berter.

Nevertheless, the Commission as n body
managed 1o swallow and digest a gargantuan
serving of clerical enor, pemsistent coine-
dence, and perverse official solicitude for a
man who seemingly had forfeited all claim
to protection from hiy government. The
Commission concluded thae the cuisine was
delicious, and nourishing too.

What rubbishl The burden of evidence
in fact lends considerable credence to
Marguerite  Oswald's constant  thesis—that

her son had gone o the Soviet Union on
clandestine assignment by his own govern-
ment. She mude that suggestion, it should
be remembered, in January 1961 (GE 2681)
—lmaost three years befare the assassination
of President Kennedy at the hands of un-
known murderers, The record of Oswald's
relations with the State Department and
other federal agencies, particularly the FBI,
despite many blanks and missing links, goes
a long distance toward vindicating the in-
tuition and inferences of Oswald’s mother.

Marina’s Naturalization

The State Department’s transactions with
respect to Marinag Oswald are discussed in
Appendix XV of the Report (WR 761-769) .

The Commission indicates that Marina
falsely denied membership in Komsomol
when she applied for admittance 1o the U.8.
Her testimony reveals that she was a mem-
ber of Komsomal wntil she was expelled in
1961 as a result of her intention to emigrate
to the U.S. (5H 608:600), The embassy
and the State Department accepted Marina's
affidavit of non-membership in Komsomol,
apparently without any attempt at inde-
pendent verification,

The Commission, for its part, points out
that neither Marina's membership in Kom-
somoal, nor her false denial of membership,
had it become known, need necessarily have
tesulted in her exclusion from the 1S,
That we ure entirely prepared to believe.

Marina Oswald’s application for a mnon.
guota visa was approved by the State De-
partment, on [avorable recommendation
from the embassy, in October 1961, and her
papers went forward to the Immigration
and Naturalization Service (INS). The INS
ruled against Marina, on the ground that
Oswald did not meet the requirements as
a "meritorious case” and that, in the opinion
of the INS, there was doubt about his
loyalty to the U.S. despite his recantation.

That INS evaluation of Oswald was in
confiict with the view held by the embassy
and the State Department, which held that
Oswald had purged himsell and was ensitled
to the help and protection of the US. gov-
ernment. The position taken by INS—swhich
was consistent with prevailing official at-
tudes and policies—did not inspire the State
Department to reconsider its own assessment
of Oswald. Instead, the Department pro-
ceeded to search for ways to circumvent
or reverse the negative decision taken by
INS on Marina's application.

The record shows that the State Depart-
ment manifested impatience even before INS
made any decision in the matter; and when
the decision proved twn be negative, the
Department informed INS that in is view
"we're beter off with subject in U5, than
in Russin” (WR 764). The Department
also ser into motion preparations to have
Marina Oswald travel to Brussels, Belgium,
and to proceed from that city 1o the US,
taking advantage of the Fact that certain
technicalities would prevent INS from deny-
ing access to the ULS. to an immigmant of
Soviet mationality whose papers were pro-
cessed In certain third conntries,

At the same time as the Brussels prepara-
tions were initiated, the Department removed
another obstacle to Marina's entry into

the U.8. hy accepting Oswald's unsubstanti-
ated affidavit of suppert as “sufficient assur-
ance that she would not become a public
charge” (WR 762) . The embassy expluined
that Oswald’s affidavit had been accepted—
still another unusual decision—hecause he
had been umahle 1o find anyone else to
execute the affidavit, and despite the fact
that Oswald had no concrete prospect of
a job on his return.

Concurrently with these ingenious cfforts
to dissolve all the obstacles which stood
in Oswalds way, the Sate Department
exerted continuous pressure on INS 1o re-
verse its negative action, A high official
of the Department wrote to INS on March
27, 1962, formally urging reconsideration,
When the Department learned hy telephane,
on May 8, 1962, that INS had capitulated,
the good news was cabled immediately 1o
the Moscow embassy, without even awaiting
the formal communication from INS which
arrived the follawing day and which stipu-
lated that its reversal was bused on “strong
representations” by the Department.

Thus, Marina Oswald was spared the in-
convenience of going to Brussels and pro-
ceeded from the Soviet Union directly o
the U5, One wonders if she appreciated
the prodigious efforts made on her behalf.

What would have happened if the State
Department had not been ready to take
such pains for Oswald? Presumably he and
his wife would have remained in Minsk,
living their family life in much the same
fashion as before, when their activities had
created no political, diplomatic, or propa-
ganda problems for the U.8. Neither the
Soviet government nor the American people
were likely to make a cause celebre of
Oswald if the State Department had refused
to raise its finger on Iis behall, The Rus-
stans were leery of Oswald from the begin.
ning; and the American public would have
given Oswald no sympathy whatever after his
unpatriotic and disloyal actions,

The whole self-justification by the State
Department for its decisions and its trans-
actions with Oswald {5 “the interest of the
United States,” The Department has not
provided the smallest substantiation for iw
claim that such a principle was relevant or
decisive in Oswald's case. It has defended
its actions on the grounds of scrupulous
care for the rights of the citdzen, human
compassion, trust, and political tolerance.
Those criterin are wholly absent from the
Department’s known practices and policies
in pasport cases and in cases involving
manifestations of political unorthodoxy or
suspreted unorthadoxy. The selbportrair is
not remotely identifiable with the familiar
imnge,

But the Warren Commission has con-
cluded that there was no irregularity, ne
illegal actlon, and no impropriety on the
part of the officials Involved in the trans-
actions with the Oswalds! (WR 777).

We can only retort, after gasping at the
undeviating and uninterrupted record of
clerical errors and administrative options
which operated invariably for the henefic
ol the undeserving Oswald, that no govern-
ment agency is THAT perfect,



Better Housekeeping

In the morning
redding of race riots
1 wield the vacuum
cleaner, with less than
my usual assurance,
1 avoid
the space

under the bed
where my responsibility
tives like a hamster
fed on scraps of
vegetatian pity.

1 air the bed-

clothes where pain is

put to sleep

under an old

skin stretched like gauze

on suppurating guilt.
Newsphotos on

the bathroom foor

smell of distant

unmentionable messes:

blaad

in Vietnam staining

my irreproachable white

conscience.

Embarrassed T

lift too conspicuous
luce doilies from

the furniture

to dwell on higher
planes: my poems,
yesterday's busywork

Il of contemporary
holes
from seli

inflicted

blank cartridges.

So T hide

in hasty closets all
my rooms’ still life,
despairing to reflect
the houses

just like mine
where decndence is
ornamental wo
hut suffocates us
with the offal

word respectability
our status rolls in.

I try the airwick but
it doesn’t help;
the electric fan
shreds my disquiet
to confetti,
ruffles my reflexes
raises my submissive
“skirts till 1 rebel
I've had it,

—have il
a new kind of Sudsing
Protest

to really melt
the grime from our comman
humanity.

—1 think of buying TV time
to mount a soapbox
(smiling) "now,

gentle ladies—

avbest mat

rid our minds of

all plug-in appliances,
reject the mecea of

the mechanized man-Trap
befare we're sterilized

out of the entire

issue?”

Instead I try

this free confessional
detergent, hoping

that you'll fecl

the urgency clear throngh.

1t's getting late
for mourning
inequality:
the feminine Mistake
is niot the conflict
for careers
but shaped indifference
to neighboring terror, over
-laid fenrs,

In love
second 1o none
1 celehrate
the product ridding us
of saul pollution. Habits
of consent
have led us to the pass—
the boys
have had us and
their strictly hoyish
[un. It's time
to leave the vacuum
and go to work.

The world
debauch of history
needs cleaning up
hefore we can enjoy

the anly
satisfying
difference
in
peace.

—Helene Rosentahl

Vietnam . . . August 11, 1966

15 prople die, 182 are wounded
It is a tragedy
beeause
they are civilian.

15 people die, 182 are wounded
It is a victory
because
they are the enemy.

15 people die, 182 are wounded
It is un atrocity
because
they are ours.
Skin off the Iabels, taste the darkness
heneath,
Ask a leg it it is civilian,
an eye if it is the enemy,
a tongue if it is ours,
If they do not know, ask Washington—
they have all the answers.
—Ellen Sue Jaffe
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Delinguency by Otto L. Shaw. Hart Pub
lishing Ca,, New York. 185 pp.—$4.95.

The Hidden Assassins by Booth Mooney.
Follett Publishing Co., Chicago. 230 pp.—
§4.95.



Between the Lines, A Reparter’s Personal
Journey Through Public Events by Dan
Wakefield. The New American Library, New
York. 274 pp.—$5.05,

U-Thant, The Search for Peace by June
Bingham, Alfred A. Knopf, New York. 500
pp—35.95.

The United Nations and How Iit Works
by David Cushman Coyle. New Edition with
an Introduction by Hermande Tavares de Sa.

lolumbia University Press, New York, 256
pp-—36.00,

Marxism in Modern France hy George
Lichtheim. Columbia University Press, New
York. 212 pp.—$6.75.

Panama, Fouy Hundyed Years of Dreams
and Cruelty by David Howarth. McGraw-
Hill Book Co., New York. 298 pp-—$6.50.

Preface by Leon Henderson, Frederick Fell,
Inc., New York. 386 pp—36.00,

Ihiaiectics and Nihilism, Essays on Lessing,
Nietweche, Mann and Kafha, by Peter Heller.
The University of Massachusetts Press, Am-
herst, Mass, 344 pp.—$7.00.

An Understanding of Albert Schweitzer by
George N. Marshall. Philosophy Library,
New York, 180 pp.—$4.00,

Power and Impatence, The Failure of
America’s Foveign Palicy by Edmund Still-
man and William Pfaff. Random House,
New York, 244 pp.—34.95.

The United Natians Administrative Tribu-
nal by Byung Chul Koh. Louisiana State
University Press, Baton Rouge, La. 176 pp.
—5§4.00.

Human dims in Modern Perspective, Out-
lines of a General Theary of Falue with
Special Reference to Contemporary Secial
Life and Politics by D. W. Gotshalk, 123
pp—354.00. E

The Cycle of Civilization, A scienfific, - GENEVA AGREEMENT ON VIETNAM
deterministic analysis of etvilization, its social
basis, patterns and  projected  future by
Charles H. Brough. Harlo Press, Detroit,

amu.w_z._.m OF TMO ARTICLES

M. 5. ARNONI's “The Amarlcan Doctrine of |
Truth.”

M. 5. ARNONI's “How Strong Is the Junta?”

BERTRAND RUSSELL's 16 Questions on the
Assassination.”

DR. LINUS PAULING’s “Science and Peace”

M. 5. ARNONI's “Misinfermed or Amoral?”

The above reprints are available at 5¢ per
copy (for up lo five copies send also a self-
addressed stamped No. 10 envelope),

MEMORANDUM OF LAW BY LAWYERS
COMMITTEE ON U.S. VIETNAM POLICY

ARTICLES ON THE .KENNEDY ASSASSINATION

| M. 5. ARNONI's "A Manifesto of Belief in Man"

Bingle copy—25¢

Sia 50 copies—$ 7.00
Michigan. 414 %.I%.&. o 5 copies—$1.00 100 copies—$11.00
Look East, Look West: The Socialist Ad- 5 coples—$4.00 500 copies—845.00 |

Nationnlism tn Latin Amevica, Diversity
und Unity by Gerhard Masur. The Macmil-
lan Co.,, New York. 78 pp.—$5.95,

Western Policy and Eastern Eurape, edited
by David 5. Collier and Kurt Glaser. Henry
Regnery Ca., Chicago. 245 pp.—$7.50.

Cultuval Frontiers of the Peace Corps,
edited by Robert B. Textor, Foreword by
Margaret Mead. The M.LT. Press, Cam-
bridge, Mass. 363 pp.—$6.95.

World Politics and Tension Areas by
Feliks Gross. New York University Press,
New York. 877 pp.—$10.00.

Liberals and Communism, The “Red
Decade” Revisited by Frank A. Warren, 111,
Indiana University Press, Bloomingtan, Ind.
276 pp.—$6.95.

4 Short History of Ethies by Alasdalr Mac-

venture in Yugoslavia by David Tormquist,
The Macmillan Co., New York. 310 rPp—
$6.95.

Tales of a Tailor, Humor and Tragedy in
the Struggles of the Farly Immigrants
Against the Sweatshop by Sam  Liptrin.
Translation by Max Rosenfeld, illustrated
by William Gropper. Sam Liptzin Book
Committee, Bronx, N. Y. 272 pp.—§3.00.

Reluctant Pioneers, Village Development
in Israel by Alex Weingrod. Cornell Univer-
sity Press, Ihacs, N. Y, 218 pp.—$5.75.

Politics in Lebanon, edited by Leonard
Binder. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York.
345 pp.—3§8.50,

A Jew in Christian America by Rabhi
Arthur Gilbert. Sheed and Ward, New York.
235 pp.—$4L.95,

Pickets At the Gates by Fstelle Fuchs, The

Appeal for Volunteers for Vietnam—

2¢ per copy.

BOUND ANNUAL TMO VOLUMES with
fopic and author indices are available at .
$12.50. Volumes for 1961, 1962, 1963,
1964 and 1965 are available. (1959-1960

volumes are no longer available.)

THE MINORITY OF ONE
P. 0, Box 544, Passaic, N. J. 07055

Please send me:

[ 1985 [ 1964 [ 1863 [ 1962 [ 1961 :

bound TMO volumes,

reprints of Lawyers' Memorandum -

Lntyre. The Macmillan Co., New York. 280 Free Press, New York, 205 pp.—§2.95 paper- on U.B, Vietnam policy i

pp—$245 paperback, back. . .. reprints of M. 8. Armoni’s A Man-
The Renaissance Image of Man and the Stalin’s Failure in China, 192£-1927 by Hosta. of Bellel'in Man.”

World, edited by Bernard O'Kelly. Ohijo Conrad Brandt. W. W. Norton & Co,, New cooo.o. reprints of the Geneva Agreement

State University Press, Columbus, Ohio, 186 York. 226 pp—§1.75 paperback. o Vielnarn.

pp—36.00.

Powers That Be by Beverly Nichols, St
Martin's Press, New York. 240 pp.—$4.95.

God, Man and Atomic War by Samuel T1.
Dresner. With a Preface by Admiral Lewis L.
Strauss. Living Books, Inc, New York. 227
pp—385.75.

Love and Hate in Ching by Hans Konigs-
berger, McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York.
150 pp.—§8.95.

Goals, Priorities, and Dollars, The Next
lecade by Leonard A. Lechi The Free Press,
New York. 365 pp.—$6.05,

Berkeley Teach-

: Vietnam, Voices and

Ethies and Society, Orviginal Essays on Con-
temporary  Moral  Problems, edited by
Richard T. De George. Anchor Books,
Doubleday & Co., Garden City, N. Y. 217
pp-—31.25 paperback.

How Capitalism Can Succeed, A Primey of
Economic Choices for People Who Want to
Be Both Prosperous and Free by Spencer D.
Pollard. Stackpole Books, Harrisburg, Pa.
251 pp—§4.95,

Pius XIT and the Third Reich, A Documen-
tation by Saul Friedlander. Translated from
the Fre and German by Charles Fullman,
Alfred A. Knopf, New York. 238 pp.—$4.95.

. reprints of Appeal for volunteers |

for Vietnam.

Ameri

reprints of M. S. Arnoni's “The '
an Doctring of Truth,”

reprints of M. S Arnoni's “"How

Strong Is the Junta?”

Questions

reprints of Bertrand Russell's *
on the Assassination'

reprints of Dr. Linus Pauling’s

“Sclence and Peace,”

coonn.o. TEprits of M. 8§
“Misinformed or Amor;

...... booklets containing TMO articles
on the assassination of John F. Kennedy.

Arnoni's

vt : i g B remittance enclosed,
Documents, recorded at the Berkeley Campus B = i .
of the University of Calilornia by Radio ANTHEM OF THE NATIONAL Mall by;
Station KPFA, edited, compiled and anno  LIBERATION FRONT OF S. VIETNAM ~ NAME.
tated by Louis Menashe. Folkways Records, Orchestra and Choir of the Popular Army
New York. of Liberntion—a dise record now available Address

Consumer Finance: A Case History in
Amevican Business by Irving 8. Michelman.

at $2  (proceeds the record
originators),

See Page 30 for order form.

pledged 1w
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From
Readers'Letters

TELEGRAM FROM PNOMPENTL:

It is my pleasure to express my sincers appre-
ciation for the excellent article “State vs De-
fense,” dealing with Czmbodia, which recently
appeared in your esteemed publication. Cam-
bodian opinion is particularly sensitive toward
the author's comprehension of Cambodia’s policy
af sirict neutrality. This understanding is the
more comfarting 1 my countrymen and mysell
hecause of the fact that numerous American
newspapers incessantly denigrate and malign my
ﬂu—:.;ﬁ....

Again let me express my gratitude for the
objectivity of the ahove article, Please, accept
my high respect.

Pnompenh, Gambodia CHEA SAN

‘Secretary of State for Information

PITY THE JUDGE

Pity the peor judge under a legal system
which permits capital punishmentl

What can a man do after he has had a young
couple clectrocuted “for giving the atom-bomb
secrel to Russin, :._m_.nww_. being responsible for
the war in Korea,” and then leams that the
testimony on which he based his sentences was
entirely false?

The “secret” sketeh, a veplica of the “Naga:
saki atom-bomb cross section,” which David
Greenglaas said he gave Julius Rosenberg for
the Russinns, has now heen unsealed by the
court. ‘Top scientists, who had been intimately
involved in the productien of the bomb, have
examined the sketch and have branded it a
frand, certainly not a cross section of the atom
homhb.

Maorton Sobell is now spending his 17th year
in prisan, and it is too late to save the Rosen-
bergs. The United States must leam a lessan
from this tragedy and enact a “Rosenberg faw”
outlawing capital punishment.

Brooklyn, N, Y.

THE CRISIS OF BELIEF

A suggested answer to the problem posed by
the article "American Indifference to Atrocities
on Our Side,” in TMO, June 1966

At the time of the Korean War T onee heand
the comment that the Chinese and North Ko-
reans should not brondeast reports in English
on American atrocities in that war, because they
were beoadeasting to an American audience. The
implieation wag that an American audience
would teject out of hand reports of atrocities by
Ametican oops:

Anron KaTz

Much the same thing hus heen said about the
Germans ind the Naz concentration camps. The
attitnde of the Germans was Lirgely that “you
have to believe in something” Taking the
people through the camps after the war missed
this ¢lement entirely, The trouble was not
that the Germans did not. kbow about all this,
but that they had shut it ont of their minds.

Only people who are very sute of themselves
cun accept such evidence without going throngh
a crisis of belicf. 1 remember one woman from
the old French aristocracy who came to the
1S, in the wake of the German invasion of
France. She onee remarked that she leamned for
the first time, from Tolstoi's “War and Peace”
that French soldiers, too, had committed atroc-
ities. But that was all; there wns no consequent
crisis of beliel. 1 have always thought that this

was an example of what H, L. Mencken called
(he “interior sccurity” of the ariswcracy, The
Eutopean aristocracy had many fauits, but this
is a point in its favor

But if people do not have that “interior se-
curity,” facts which would shake acoepted hasic
beliels are simply shut out of the mind,

$an Franciseo, Calif. Gronor OLSHAUSEN

THE CONTEST OF RIFLE AND IDEA

Readiig in one of our Canadian papers, 1
noted that your Senate has approved a $68.2
billion dollar “peacetime” defense budget this
year.

Think how many schools, hospitals, homes,
and other necessary building this could financel
Consider how many hungry people this could
feed, ar the medicine and hospital care this
could provide!

We read that your forces ave in Vietnam to
stop the spread of Communism. The enuse of
any uprising is discontent with lving conditions,
and the need for reforms. In many of these
cotmntrics, this s held back by old customs and
monopolies. In such cases, the poor and op-
pressed have no other recourse but arms and
cvil war,

Your own Declatation of Independence, pro-
claims the Tight—even the duty—to revelt against
established governments who violate the basic
human rights of “life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness,”

The only way to defeat an idea is o put a
better one in its place, and your napalm, bombs
and bullets in Viemam are helping to extend
Communism instead of stopping it. If our West-
ern ways are superior, let us prove it with life,
not death, and we need fear no ‘Ism or ideology.

Vancouver, B.C,, Canada Eric CaRLsoN

“11,8, DENIES I'T STRAFED SOVIET SHIP™

The other day the US, denied that it had
strafed a couple of villages in Cambodia, killed
a number of people and destroyed buildings—
by producing a bogus map and stating that
those villages were in Fact in Saigon-governed
Vietnam. This was repudiated by Prince Si-
hanouk so virgorously that he cancelled Harri-
man'’s planned visit to Cambodia.

The headline quoted aboye causes one now
to expect that the U.S, government will promptly
produce A naval map, or some ather “docu-
ment,” showing that the strafed ship that is
claimedd by the Soviets does in fact belong to
the Saigon Navy, No one could be surprised by
such a claim. And it is bot easy to say when
Ametleans will decline to accept such reports
as true.

New York, N. Y. Lezow 8. Heratp

THE PUBLIC'S FRUSTRATION

It is hecoming more and more obvious that
the government is 1otally untesponsive to public
opinion and thal the public is less and less able
to have any say about its fate. The feeling of
Helplessness which thus arises produces a1 greay
deal of anxiety and desperation, and then has
a destructive effect on our society, 1 believe that
much of the trouble at home can be traced to it

Newtonville, Mass.  JerEmy P. Nanum, MDD

%, .. AS SIMPLE AS THAT,
1 PROMISE YOU™

1t is wonderful that Mr. John Steinheck ex-
plaina to the naive Russian poct {and incident
ally also to ignorant old me) how simple it is
to understand the situarion in Vietnam. ALl that
is necded is 1o know that it is the Chincse who
are responsible for the war.

Since it is Chinese weapons that are foreign
and murderous. I must conclude that our weap-
ons are indigenous and beneficent. Our napalm



does nat burn people: “defoliation’ is just the
fatemt American technique of ciop dusting. And
since our pilots are not o be blamed for
cvilian casualties, the faolt must be that of
the casualtics, We are very humanitarian, for
when our pilows do “arcidentally” homb riviliuns,
we pay $83.16 per killed child. (What ix the
rate for adults, if any?)

The explanation being tha simple, I assume
that 1 can now stop worrying about the war,
the draft, our country's good name and the
possihility of a nuclear hell for the whole
world. These worries will now tomehow stop
torturing me. Thank you, Mr, Steinbeck,

San Franeisco, Calif, (Mrs)) Zena Dauckaan

TO END THE WAR

We are now cngaged in an unwanted and
unjust war. We are sending daily hundreds of
men to their deaths, and furthey ravaging o
land which has known wur for twenty years.
We are barharians who are now horubing inna-
cent villiges by “mistake” We are Invaders
who tally under the flag of democracy while
actually stunting that ideal in our efforts We
are men who refuse to accept the facts; if a
natlon wants Communism, then we must not
interfere, for democracy also mcans freedom
of choite. We ave hypocrites wandering  the
world while invaolving outselves In situations
that do not conicern s,

The question now asked is what 1o do. The
wnaute are worricd about the loss of face, To
that, one might answer loosing 4 fuce s better
than loosing a face, a torso and limbs. Scaring
a face is preferable to killing innocent people;
withimawing is better than expanding the sir-
uation until nuclear war is imminent. And, 1
feel that when 4 person admits a mistake, he
is respected. By recognizing our faute, we acquire
respect.

How do we obtain peaces By recognizing (he
NLF ("Vietcong™) , North Vietam, and China,
Let our symbal be the dove, not the-hawk, which
is now worshipped in Washingron, We must re-
spect the sovereignty and rights of nitions, We
must withdraw from Viemam 10 save lives,
another nation and ourselves,

Litle Neck, N, Y, JErome Groorman

ALEXANDER DEFENSE COMMITTEE

On behall of the Alexander Defense Com-
wittee, which is siding victims of oprpression
in South Africa, 1 would like to thank you for
your protest of the Justice Department order
that the AD.C. register under the Foreign
Agents. Registration Act. We have no cdoubt
that the substantinl protest registered by lead.
ing organizations and individunls helped 1o
influence the Justice Department in its recon-
sideration of their order,

Assistant  Attorney Genernl Yeagley cited a
new: amendment to the Act, which had bren
signed. by President Johnsan an July 4th, as
the basis for the Justice Department's with-
drawal of their order that we register, Iowever,
this new legislution had pased both Houses
of Congress hefore the Internal Security Divi-
sion bad isued dts order 1o us,

We know you shure our view that the 1e-
scinding of the order represcnis an important
victory for civil lberties generally, It was, of
course, essential for the commitiee’s effoctive.
ness i raising fundy for the persecuted oppon-
ents of apartheid.

Again, thank you for your support.

New York, N, ¥, Rosenr H, Lancston

THE BEGINNING OF THE END?

The great tragedy is that so few people
tead anything that would Jar them into doing
some thinking an their own, As 1 tlk to prople,

it is apparent that they are saturated with
propaganda. These peaple cm be convineed that
a Communist take-over is imminent although
they have never known even one Communist.
They see nothing uisavory about our being
in Vietnam and killing people over there whe
never did us any harm,

When Max Borne tells us, practically as o
scentific conclusion, ag he recently did in his
brief memoirs published in the Bulletin of
Atomic Scientists, that (he human race does
not have enough intelligence to preserve tself,
I tremble at the thought that 1 may now be
observing the beginning of the end.

Keokuk, Towa J. F. Hunson, Esg,

THE OUTSIDE VIEW

We joined the peaceniks today in demon-
strating against the war in Viemam at the
University of Rhode Istand. where an honoriry
degree was conferred upon L. B, Johnson, We
faced the strutting arrogance of extraordinarily
large contingents of police, presumably there
to prevent us from attacking the war-niks while
the President droned on to a sraull audience
of political pary Sycophants, military TEprE.
sentatives, a small percentage of the university
faculty willing to be complinnt, hundieds of
boy scouts, some American Legionaires, a large
group of nuns, and several marching societies
in garish uniforms. An occasion so obviously
contrived could not he anything but cheap
and undignified,

We Imagined that we were viewing 2 facet
of Americanism with fts display of power and
contempt for everyone dissenting from the estah.
lishment with the same Perspective thay the
whole underprivileged world has of America.
From the outside we saw how it looks to the
Latin Americans, Africans, Asizns, and our own
Negro and Puerto Rican minorities, And we
were sickencd with the ugliness of that view.

Brudford, R.1. T. Guaney

I

MANIFESTO RECORDS AND REPRINTS

An unbreakable Lhour record of M. 8.
Arnoni's YA MANIFESTO OF BELIEF IN
MAN—A Specch on Vietmam and Ameriea®
is available ot $3.00 postpaid. We suggest
you obtain this record and play it to your
friends or publicly, whenever an opportunity
arises. We also suggest that you nss it for
gifts, We will send it anywhere with o
gift card in your name.

See order form on Page 30.

ALSO available are REPRINT booklets
containing the “MANIFESTO" speech. Use
order form on Page 29,

GENEVA AGCREEMENT ON VIETNAM—
full text is now avalluble in easy to mail
baokiet. See order form on Page 29,

1965 BOUND AND INDEXED VOLUMES
of this publieation are available ay 812,50,
See order form on Pago 29,

AMERICAN POLICY VIS-A-VIS VIET-
NAM, a Memorandum of Law prepared hy
the Lawyers Committes on American Poliey
Towards Vietnam, which appeared n anr
January and February, 1966 ismnes, is now
available in booklet form,

See order form on Page 29,

ANTHEM OF THE NATIONAL
LIBERATION FRONT OF 8. VIETNAM
Orchestra and Choir of the Popular Army
of Liberation—a dise record now available

at 82 (proceeds pledged 1o the record
originators),

See Puge 30 for order form,

AN URGENT MESSAGE

It is no pleasure 1o have, periodieally, 10
appesl 10 our renders fFor financial eontribu-
tions; 1 consider pur insolvency tp be ar
least partly my respunsibility in that I have
not mannged to engnge In such promotional
netivities as would sufficiently increase the
publication’s revenue,

Yet, here 1 um appealing. I do this for
the simple reason that we must not let this
publication go under partieularly in these
fnteful days of imternational terror and
peril. This is neither the tine nor the place
to tell the story behind the story of The
Minority of One. Qur supporters, and espe-
cially those who, throngh financial help,
are making this publication possible, would
be deeply gratified if | could share with
them some facts about the catalytie effect
we hove had. They would derive satisfaction
from cortain initiatives that had been under-
token by us—slgnificantly affecting major
develoapments. Prudenee dictates that no
more be said at this time.

To continue publication as well as the
alladed to activities we meed to pay up m
this time debts in excess of 820,000, You,
our reader and supporter, are of the only
group of people to whom we ean turn for
the needed help. We need it prompily.
Yhether you ean help us with a large sum or
enly with o small one, we need that help.
Your receipt will be of the kind you probubly
want: fulure issues of this publication,

Hopefully and thankfully,

Los Angeles Friends of The Minari
One  arranges meetings, discussions, and
activities.

Contact: Tel. NO 6.1757.

Portland (Ore,) Friends of The Minoriry
of One,

Contact: Tel, 246-5590.

I
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As Others View It

WAR WITH CHINA

Actually the war with China has already
begun, For the moment it unfolds on Viet-
namese territory, but that is clearly just an
appetizer. Vietnam no longer interests the
Americans. 1t is no longer the issue, This
unhafipy country only lends jwself to two
powers full of hate, who have made it an
exercise ground. It is the Vietnamese people
who absorb the blews, but that is another
problem.

T'he “hawks" figure that the time for pro-
crastination and half-measurers is past. It
is necessary now to get to the target. Accord-
ing to them, the American presence in Viet-
num already has paid dividends throughout
the "Uhird World. Tt has above all damaged
China's standing. It is to the American pres-
ence that they attribute recent events in
Indonesia and Ghana. But that isn’t enough.
They must cross one more threshold. The
¢nemy, Oh pain, the one who is evil in
carniate, is there on the second threshold. All
is ready to annihilate him. Just issue an order
and an hour later the American bhombers
can take off in the direction of China.

Le Figaro, Paris

THE GENERAL AND VIETNAM

General de Gaulle has built up a remark-
able fund of goodwill among the neutral
nations, He tecognises and 1o & large measure
shares their desire 1o avoid being involved
in an ideological struggle between East and
West. It is true that the General’s record
on nuclenr weapons, his tefusal to sign the
Moscow test han treaty or to join the Geneva
disarmament talks, may not endear him to
the nonaligned, (After Cambodia, he is to
make his first visit ever to the French H-
bomb site in the Pacific) But his efforts 1o
escape from the rhetoric of the cold war,
to explore the idea of a Europe stretching
from the Urals to the Atlantic, and to seek
a middle way (o Vietnam undoubredly have
a strong appeal.

In the long run the importance of his visit
will be to re-emphasise Prince Sibanouk's own
neutral positon. By the ideclogical view
of Southeeast Asiun aifais, the so-called
domine theory, Cambodin would be the
next country (o “go” if South Vietnam be
came Communist. But Prince Sihanouk is no
friend of the Americans. Although he pur
sues an anti-Communist policy internally, in
foreign affairs he is tloser to the Chinese.
As he sald a few weeks ago: "By supporting

us politically and diplomatically against our
waditionalvenemies, Thailand and Vietnam,
China until now has safeguarded our exis-
tence as an independent State.” Prince Si-
hanouk was wspet that the Americans Te-
jected the idea of an international confer-
crice last vear to guarantee Cambodia's bor-
ders. (France approved it.) He is now wor-
ried over American incursions from Vietnam
into Uambodia. 1f the General can now
dramatise the neutralists' fears still [urther,
his visit will be worth-while:

Manchester Guardian

SOLIDARITY

The Government of the Democratic Re-
public of Viet Nam and the Sputh Viet Nam
Liberation Front are fighting against [oreign
aggression and for the people’s right to carry
out a revolution,

Therefore, the Vietmumese are fighting lor
principles concerning all the peoples of the
world. For this reason, the Viet Nam stroggle
has become # matter of great importance for
the revolutionary, anti-imperialist movement.
This is the way we Cubans look upon the
heroic Vietnamese people.

This intolerable aggression upon the Viet-
namese people should be considered by all
Socialist states as an attack on our own peo-
ple. This is the way Cuba interprets it. Our
people, inspired by the ideology of prole-
rarvian internationalism, ave derermined to
give Viet Nam whatever aid dreumstances
may demand.

The people of Cuba, entrenched 90 miles
away [rom imperialism, once again express
their position through the declarations made
by our Government to the heroic people of
Viet Nam, at a time when Yankee planes are
dropping thelr bombs on the cities of Hanoi
and Haiphong. Granma, Havana

S. CLUTCHES

Events in Vietnam have long since ceased
ta be a subject for ideological attitu 18,

It is no longer a question of taking sides
in a political controversy, The central fact
should now be clear to all but those who are
determined not to see. The people of a
small Asian country have been struggling
Ior years to [ree themselves Iram the clutches
of the world's mightiest nation which will
not let go of them uniil they have been
totally destroyed.

How else can one explain Dean Rusk's
litest statement that the USA. will go on
fighting in Southeast Asia until the surrender

or destruction of its enemy, no matter what
its eritics may say? . . .

Apart from the Ky cligue, the ouly bene-
ficiaries of the American presence in South
Vietnam seem to be the local tarts, for whom
140,000 cans of bair spray are reported to
have been dispatched as part of the TS,
military supplies. The guantity does suggest
a formidable number of potential users and,
to that extent, the Americans have perhaps
had some success in introducing their way
of lile into a backward Asian country.

Now, Calcutta

WARNINGS OF WAR

President de Gaulle's speech in Cambodia
and U Thant's statement on standing down
from the United Nations Secretary-General-
ship demonstrate both the growing world
concern about the Vietnam war and the frus-
tration involved in secking a.setdement,

An increasing American commitment in
South Vietnam—there is talk now of doub-
ling the number of American troops—is
bound to stiffen nationalist sentiment against
a new form of foreign domination.

The only solution is a neutral Vietnim, in
which the Vietnamese settle their own aflairs
without outside interference.

As usual, President de Gaulle was vague
about how this goal was 1o be reached. But
he made one specific proposal which could
be helpful. This was his suggestion that the
Americans  undertake to  withdraw their
troops within a specified time a3 2 necessary
prelude to peace negotiations.

President de Gaulle’s proposal is a com-
promise: it would mean that while the
Americans had agreed o withdrawal before
peace talks, they wounld still have troops in
the rountry while such ralks were going on,

It was the failure of the US to grasp earlier
opportunities of peace talks on Vietnam
through U Thant that deepened his frustra-
tion and hastened his decision not to seek
another term. Yet if the UN is to play any
part in ending the Vietnam war and guaran-
teeing a settlement, U Thant is obviously the
hest qualified man o act on its behalf in
South-East Asia, He might be tempted o
stay on a5 Searetary-General long enough o
do so il there were more signs from the
great Powers, especially the US and Russia,
of their urgent wish for o peace settlement.

The Observer, London



