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Relations between the United
States and the Soviet Union are
deteriorating.

In the midst of all this, the
leaders of the American govern-
ment are thinking about . . .
Vietnam. Vietnam? Vietnam.

Indeed, many Americans will
find it hard to believe that their e SEERE
leaders are once again trying to
deepen their country’s involvement in Vletnam; 80
irrational 15 the 1dea But that is exactly whdl is
happening. g
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T HE JUSTIFICATION FOR intensified American
intervention is that the Communists have upset
the peace agreement made two years ago. But the
evidence is rather the other way on initial responsi-
blhty tor the breakdown of the truce. In the current
issue of Foreign Affairs, hardly a radical journai;
Maynard Parker writes: - . .
' “Almost from the moment the dgreement‘w'as
signed, President Thieu took to the offepslve inan
attempt to eradicate the Communist ink |spots . i
The second phase began on January 4,. 1974
with a speech by Thieu ordering the army “to }:ut '
"them in their base areas’ and. ended in May, 1974,
resulted in a marked increase in large-scale otfen’
sive operations. . .”

Thieu also bloclsed lmplementatlon of the agree~
ment’s political provisions, including creation of a
new national council and assurance of free move-
ment between zones in South Vietnam. In fact he
prohibited any public mention of the agreement’s
terms. Parker says the other side “evidently did
think there would be at least a period of peace and
were unprepared for — and staggered by ~— the ag-
gressiveness of” Thieu’s military operations.
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B UT HOWEVER THE AGREEMENT ha beerl vi-
olated, the fundamental fallacy is the notien
that more American 1ntervent10n can bring peace
We tried that..

Then why are we hearing again the 1sast10us
phrases of a decade ago? The most important source
of the official obsession is well known. Henry Klb-
singer spent four years fighting the war, and enlarg-
ing it into Cambodia, and he does not want to “lose.”
He wants to keep Thleu 111 Saigon as long as he is in
Washington. , T

Henry Kissinger complains about Congressre-
stricting his flexibility. The reason it has done so'ts
evident from the Vietnam example. More|than any
past secretary of state, he has maneuvered gnd
tricked and distorted the law to get around what' he
knew was the will of Congress and the nation. - -

No one should underestimate Kissinger's sales-
manship now. He can still cry havoc better than
anyone. But at least he does have to ask this time -
ask Congress. Is there really a new spirit of inda-
pendence in Congress? We. shall know better when
we see whether it has the courage to end the gros.
tesque obsession with Vietnam. St e
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