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s President Backed
’ie the Editor:

Many thousands of Arrﬂx-
cans, both soldiers and civilians,
_are caught,in a highly danggr-
ous situation in Vietnam. is
is especially so in the lighf,”gf
our previously announced )}1—
tent to withdraw.

Considerations of the pot
tials of their risky situatipn
must come first. This requu‘es
action by ome commander ﬂn
chief, not 101.

s This is no time to hold the
1972 election, or even the fill
etection for 1970. Nor is this
the time, nor do we have the
afmosphere now, for respongi-
ble debate over the fine lifies
of authority between Congress
and the President, or betwee
the Senate and the House. Sud:
cessful extraction of our Amet;
icans from over there, out of
potentlally explosive s1tuat10nfﬁ
15 the first order.

Our President’s plans for
doing so have been previously
announced, clearly stated. L
approve of his announced curs:
rent actions for carrying themi
qut. I commend him for mot
telegraphing his moves aheag!
to the enemy.

Orderly, well calculated and.
well defended withdrawal j§:
the preferable choice. Retreat
in haste is a risky businesy,
which could result in a terrib
slaughter of our own countt$is
men. The history .of military
withdrawals is replete with em
amples.

What we need here at home
right now, rather than hyster-
ics, is good common sense,
based on sober thought, ~fore
the sake of our men over there
at least, if not for ourselve
That is our real and first rﬁ
sponsibility at this time. i
: DoNALD E. CLARK™,
= ‘Rohnert Park, Calif:, May 3, 18w+
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#the constant self-rxghtem,ls

Guards’ Training

To the Editor: )
As a member of the 107
Infantry National Guard

of New York State, I would

like to point out certain facts
concerning the useless killings
of the four students at Kent
State University.

All National Guard units
throughout the country are
trained for riot control in a
standardized manner. The ob-
jec lve is always to clear out

¥ mobs with the minimum

az;n"”qnt of force.
- ;’%’:‘; bayonet is an obvious

detétrent in moving crowds.
Gas' is also used to separate
large groups and clear specific
areas. The only time that the
M-1 rifle is used is when there
is an immediate threat to the
lifer of the individual soldier.
Never are we told by the offi-
cers to fire into crowds as a
tactic.

Critics point out that the
stiidents threw rocks, and that
there was sniper fire from the
buildings. In the first place,
the buildings should have been
secured by the troops and pa-
trols set up on the rooftops.
Part of our trammg deals with

“reahty oi‘ being pelted w1th
gwd.

aqg%?icts by thenqr W
o is by no ‘means should' ,
ﬁjﬁs‘ﬁfy firing back with bullets: '-

The statistics show that orly

by heat stroke.
What - becomes appall

tudes by President leon, 3 éce
President Agnew and .others
‘who are quickly satisfied
ieasy answers. It is easy to]

3sonahze the issues. It is eaﬁy

‘to label all student dissenters
'as “bums.” But it is not easgy.to
accept the reality of ouf-#
.} am ashamed to be a mem-
ber of the National Guard. -
Specialist/4 ANGELO RAMON
New Yq;@s, May 5, 1970
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one soldier was mjured-—feffed.

Cambodia Decision
To the Editor:

The President’s Cambodxan
decision was announced with
a nice sense for iromic timin

‘on the very eve of “Law Day}

U.S.A.” 1t will vex internation-
al law and international law-
yers for years to come.

We have invaded Cambodia.
The U.N. Charter provides that
“All members shall refrain . ..
from the . . . use of force

'against the territorial integrity

... of any state . ..,” and
this rule is reinforced and re=
stated throughout the corpu”s‘
of international law.

The President gave us no
hint of how his action in Cam#
bodia could conceivably square
with this most solemn and

‘fundamental international legal
commitment. Our Vietnam role

has been explained on the
ground that we were joining
the South Vietnamese Govern-
in an exercise of the

S lay 70

right of “collective self-de-
fense.”
».The best that E i be s

for our new venture 1S that t
Cambodian Government

warned a few hours beforehas
$:t a U.S. invasion was on{

o1 know of no occasion sit
11 enactment of the U.
arter in which the U.S. h
frankly resorted to raw
iforce in the territory of an-
%er state without its permis-
n and invitation.
} €That the other side first vio-

‘lated Cambodian territory—angd
hgnce mterna_txona! law—is n¢

1sians occupied Czechoslovakia
Countless speeches now
cproclaim = that this nati®
schooses “law”—rather than
force, to which the Commu-
nists are said to be addicted—
as the chosen instrument
‘“Hettling differences. Countlgss
‘ther speeches now and in the
"months to come will counsel
ur citizens to nonviolence in
iihie face of biting domeshc
roblems.
4’ Yet -the President of the
Umted States has chosen force,
not law, in Cambodia. What -
is to be said for fine ideals
and restraint in the face of.
sfich a flagrant violation - of
(ﬁ;c international legal come
“#itments?

A

WiILLIAM D. ROGERS
- Washington, May 1, 1970

The writer was formerly Depuity
U.S. Coordinator of the Alliange
for Progress and from 1966 to
0 president of the I\EW
k C%Lter for Inter-American
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