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Disengagement at

The coming week is to mark a turning
nham as momentous as the declaration of

months ago. By Wednesday all American

War are supposed to be released from capt

Vietnam. And, for the first time in a deca
to be no more United States military persd

with the South Vietnamese armed forces.

Last. minute sparring by both sides about
the prisoner release and corresponding troo
is hardly surprising, for once the scheduled

completed North Vietnam and the United St
used up their most effective leverage again

Administration supporters and critics a]

dependently discovered virtue in silence

States responsibilities in Vietnam after thi
of disengagement. No one has wanted to sa
thing that could disrupt the process of freei
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and withdrawing troops. The rationale for t
is about to end.

The critical and so far unanswered ques
Vietnam’s immediate future is whether the
ministration claims a responsibility or a right
the truce provisions on its own. There are
commitments, the White House insists; no 1
lateral policing actions exists on the official
Paris. conference documents state explicitly
event of any violations of the cease-fire agre
signatories “shall, either individually or join
with the other parties to this act with a vie
mining necessary remedial measures,”

Yet the impression passed around in
seems to be that President Nixon would not
resume. bombing or other combat operatic
North Vietnam if the terms of the truce a
tantly violated. Some officials even imply th
dent has the right, under some “emergenc
to act without Congressional or internation
to enforce the cease-fire agreements,

With disengagement, the United States wou
be calling the shots in South Vietnam. Enfo
the truce arrangements will be the responsih
international mechanism and, ultimately, the
parties themselves. The end of direct United S
‘vention in Vietnam should be firmly proclain
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