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It has been no surprise to us that the first two 
editions (over 3000 copies) of our pamphlet VIETNAM 
were sold so rapidly, thus necessitating this third, 
enlarged edition. Every step taken by the American 
ruling class in escalating the Vietnam war, each 
lick by Harold Wilson of LBJ's arse, makes the need 
for a dispassionate analysis of the origins and back 
ground of the war more urgent. Yet what has the 
traditional revolutionary movement produced on 
Vietnam? Virtually nothing. 

Walk into .Colletts in Charing Cross Road, as I 
did before preparing this pamphlet, and see for 
yourself. In the periodical rack nearest the en 
trance, one pamphlet 'Fleet Street to Hanoi' tells 
you about the Red Cross mission that carried med - 
ical supplies to the Northern capital. It's 4 pages 
long. Then proceed to the back of the shop. There, 
mingled with paper back editions of Stalin and Mao, 
you will find lvor Montague's 'Vietnam', the offici._ 
Communist Party pamphlet, which tells us all aboW, 
U Thant's proposals for peace, There is also 
'Vietnam, the Dirty War' by Robert Guillain ( are 
some wars 'clean'?). We read here how Saigon 
women have renounced their old costumes and 
'turned to jeans to please the ·visiting Gis', and how 
prostitution now blooms. 

Finally one can get 'US War of Aggression in 
Vietnam'. This is published in Hanoi and reads like 
the old 'For a lasting Peace, etc ..• ', a part from 
the last few pages of quotes from Lord Russell, de 
Gaulle and Wayne Morse! 

And that+s it! That's the best that the combined 
forces of 'the left' can of fer. Not a single pam - 
phlet that traces the history of American expansion 
into South East Asia, that tells the story of the 
Communist Party of Indochina, that deals with the 
struggle between the major power blocs for the -· 
domlnatton of mineral-rich Vietnam. And not a 
single sentence anywhere that looks for the victory 
of the social revolution in Vietnam. Without 
exception these piddling little pam-phlets are for 
the defence of the status quo, preferably to be 
imposed by the United Nations or some other align 
ment of capitalist states. 

As readers of our pamphlet will appreciate, 
this document has not been prepared simply to 
cash in on the mass movement that has developed 
against the Vietnam war. We are presenting the 
reader with basic facts, without which a meaningful 
appraisal oî the war cannot be made. In a spirit 
of complete opposition to the ruling classes of each 
side we are recording all the dirt we can, on all 
the participants in the struggle for Vietnam. The 
fact that no other or ganization of the left has pro - 
duced such a pamphlet· is yet further evidence of 
the complete bankruptcy of their thought. 
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INTRODUCTION 

It is impossible to understand the situation in 
Vietnam today without seetng it in the context of the 
world situation - a world where the giant economic 
powers, the USA on the one hand, the USSR and 
China on the other, are struggling for supremacy. 

The two power blocs have met face to face 
in Vietnam, and the thousands of Vietnamese who 
are being killed and mutilated daily are the un 

reonscious pawns in this world-wide struggle. 

More than 950/o of Vietnam's population are 
peasants. As far as they are concerned they are 
engaged in a peasant war. The greatest differen 
tiations in land ownership exist, and have always 
existed in the South and it is here that the struggle 
is sharpest. 

. The vast majority of the peasants support the 
Vietcong which they see as representing freedom 
from foreign domination, and the ending of the 
feudal system still prevalent in the south of the 
country. It suits Chinese foreign policy to support 
the movement for liberation at this stage, and 
American foreign policy to oppose the same move - 

,A ment at this stage. This fact dominates the total 
'W situation more than any actions of the Vietnamese 

themselves. 

The American aggression in Vie.tnam has already 
created a world-wide movement of opposition. W e 
support this movement wholeheartedly. But our 
support is not based on any starry-eyed illusions 
about the Vietcong. W e r ecogntae that the Vietcong 
has the mass support of the peasantry. W e also 
recognize that it is a 'Popular Front' controlled by 
the Communists, whose objective is to set up a 
bureaucratie type of class society in South Vietnam 
similar to that existing in the North. We also reco 
gnize that the Vietcong has some pretty murky 
political ancestors and that its hands are bespattered 
with working class blood, 

It is not the first time in the history of 
eommunism that oppressive bureaucracies have 
been founded on the sacrifices of millions of 
dedicated revolutionaries. The ruling circles 
in Moscow, Peking and Hanoi are using the 
genuine hatred of the peasants for the foreign 
invader and their genuine hunger for land as 
cynically today as they ever have in the past. (1) 

FRENCH 

COLONY 

Indochina (2) became a French colony around 
the 1870's. It was never a particularly efficient or 
profitable colony - indeed in the 18901s French 
legislators frequently coinplained that France spent 
80 million Francs in order to earn 95 million each 

(1) Needless to say, both Moscow and Peking 
have their own particular 'line'. China's 'People's 
Daily' accuses Russia of not supplying adequate 
material help to Hanoi. Pavlov, First Secretary 
of the Komsomol replies that the USSR wishes to 
give more military atd, but is hindered by China's 
refusai to allow transit. Russia r-eopens disarm - 
ament talks with the West at a time of increasing 
American air attacks, while China' s Chief of the 
General Staff bellicosely says: 'We welcome the 
presence of more US forces for it will enable us 
to wipe out the root cause of the war' (quoted in the 
'1Daily Worker', 2. 8. 65 ). North Vietnam has, 
ever since its foundation, remained strictly neutral 
in the Peking-Moscow dispute. 

(2) Indochina comprised Vietnam, Cambodia and 
Laos. For the West, Vietnam has always been the 
most important of these three countries. Vietnam 
is inhabited by Annamese, who constitute 3/ 4 of 
the population of Indochtna, The administrative 
regions of Vietnam were Tonkin, Annam and Co 
chinchina, 
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year. (3) The colossal expenditure went to main 
tain an enormous civil service bureaucracy, equal 
JjlUmerically to the British administration in India. 
(Population of Indochina: 30 million; of India: 
325 million). 

To increase a nattona'lr-evenue always in the 
red, the French encouraged opium sales and made 
alcohol consumption compulsory. (Both distilleries 
and poppy fields were government monopolies.) 
On September 8, 1934, the semi-government paper 
'Aurore d'Indochine' wrote: 

'The administration has decided from 
today that all inhabitants must consume 7 litres 
of alcohol annually. • • • the sum, due . for all 
alcohol delivered (i. e. to villages) whether 

sold or not, will be paid in full. The 
consumption of alcohol is obligatory in 
Tonkin and Annam and will :soon be enforced 
in Cochinchina ••• ' 

I:ildustrial production was negligible. 96~ 5"/o 
of all exports consisted of raw materials. Raw 
latex was hardly worked on but exported as such, 
at very low cost, by the Michelin Rubbar Trust. 
Although Indochina' s soil was rich in coal and 
various metals, there was only one smelting 
furnace in the whole country. Two -thirds of the 
coal was exported. Even rice was exported. 
French imperialism saw in the non-industrial 
isation of its colonies a guarantee of stability. 
It sought by all possible means to prevent the 
development of a numer oua, concentrated and 
educated working class. 

(3) During the 19001s Indochina bought, on average, 
100 million francs of French products, out of a 
French trade total of 20 billion francs. Ironically 
the economic ties between the two countries reached 
their maximum after the signing of the 1954 Geneva 
agreement. In 1957, when North Vietnam had been 
eradicating French influence for 3 years and South 
Vietnam was free from direct poliMcal control from 
Paris, Vietnam as a whole was more dependent than 
ever on France's willingness to buy her overpriced 
(15"/o abové average world market prices) goods. 

Year Exporta 
to, 

France 

Imports 
from 

France 

Exporta 
to 

USA 

Imports 
from 
USA 

1939 32. 2"/o' 4.2"/o 55.7"/o 12"/o 

1957 50.8"/o 22.7"/o 29. 3% 13. 7"/o 

(See 'The Malayan Economie Review'. April 1961, 
pp. 55-80.) 

"' 

The pattern of land ownership was also very 
backwar d, Sorne 700 European settlers owned 
20% of the cultivable land, of which only half was 
worked upon, The vast mass of poor peasants 
owned less than 5 acres and in the North often 
less than one acre. Irrigation was very primi 
tive. Indochinese rice fields produced less than 
half the yield per acre being obtained in Japan. 
Even phosphate fertilisers were being exported. ( 4) 

The average wage of workers in the Tonkin 
coal mines was under one half-piastre per day, 
Many of those working on rice plantations were 
paid in rice alone, Unemployment was rampant, 
and thousands of workers were employed only six 
months of the year. Tenant farmers paid at least 
40"/o of the rice crop to the landlord as rent. 

Virtually all authorities are agreed that the 
living standards of the Indochinese people declined 
dur ing. the period of French rule - according to 
the 'Syndicate of French Exporters' between 1900 
and 1937 the population increased by 80"/o, whn-., 
total domestic rice consumption increased by W -' 
only 23%. 

The best that almost a century of French rule 
could offer as evidence of the 'humanitarian mission' 
of colonialism was 1 doctor for every 3 8, ~ inhab- , 
itants (compared with 1 for every 250 people in 
France). The Annuaire Statistique for Indochina 
( 1941 -42) showed tha t for a population the siz e of 
Spain there were but four seoo ndary schools and 
that for every 100,. CXX) inhabitants there were 25 
children at primary school and 5 at secondary school. 

The Popular Front government of Leon Blum 
introduced an 8 -hour day legislation in 1937 ( 5). 
Trade unions had been banned by the same govern - 
ment, but French employers were forced to reco - 
gnize and negotiate with the powerful rank-and -file 
workers' organizations mainly led by Trotskyist - 
representatives. W· 

·, 

(4) · See 'Mouvements Nationaux et Lutte de Classes 
au Vietnam I by Ahn Van and Jacqueline Roussel. 

(5) 1936 and 1937 were notable years for widespread 
strikes and peasant demonstrations which the 'Popu 
lar Front' hoped to appease. In the same years 
'independent' Japan had no work limit for men, and 
women and youths were limited to 11 hours a day. 
Indian workers had a 12-hour day, while in China 
and Thailand there were no restrictions :, I .;i 11, 
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VANGUARDS 
ARRIVE 

The Indochina Communist Party was founded in 
1929. At first its activities were essentially 
peasant ones, in spite of its 1proletarian1 jargon. 
In the towns the !CP worked in close alliance with 
the infl.uential Trotskyist Party. (6) In 1933 the 
two parties presented a joint slate of candidates 
for the Colonial Council elections. Candidates of 
both parties were elected, demonstrating the 
•elligent recognition by the French authorities 
··he essentially parliamentary and bureaucratic 
character of both parties. (7) 

The early 130s were years of numerous 
mutinies, peasant demonstrations and industrial 
strikes, which the vanguard parties sought to 
cash in on. Together the !CP and the Trotskyists 
enrolled thousands of supporters. Then, in 
August 1935, the Seventh Congress of the Com 
intern took place and with it a switch in the 
Moscow Une. Collaboration with the Western 
'democracies' and the 'progressive capitalists' 
became the order of the day. Obediently the !CP 
Central Committee dropped the slogan 'Down with 
French Imperialism' from its programme. The 
campaign against Indochina's feudal rulers, and 
even the demand for national independence were 

.:,ropped. At the same time an intensified struggle 
y-gainst 1Trotskyism' was launched. This was no 

accident. The opting out of the class struggle by 
the !CP left the field wide open for the Trotskyists 
led by Ta Thu Thau. Their membership grew to 
5000. The period of the late '30s was one of 
frequent strikes and demonstrations which rocked 
the state and the economy. In local Saigon elec - 
tions the Trotskyists at times commanded up to 
80o/o of the votes. But the !CP line was that of 
their 'comrades' elsewhere in the world, and Ho 
Chi Minh proudly reported to the Comintern in 

(6) The !CP stood for the 'dictatorship of the prole 
tariat and peasantry'. The Trotskyist Party for the 
1dictatorship of the proletariat in alliance with the 
peasantry'. 

(7) Even as late as 1938 a Trotskyist candidate for 
President of Saigon Taxi Drivers' Union won the 
election bands down. 

---~ 

July 1939: 'As regards the Trotskyists - no 
alliances and no concessions. They must be un - 
masked as the stooges of the fascists, which they 
are'. 

The Popular Front days came to an end. In 
September 1939 France banned the Communist 
Party at home and abroad. The Stalinist honey - 
moon with the French colonialists thereby also 
came to an end. In a statement issued on Novem 
ber 13, 1939, the !CP tried to reconcile the ir 
reconcilable. It denounced France's 1imperialist' 
war against Nazi Germany, but at the same time 
asked its supporters to struggle against Japan 
(which at that time threatened Russian positions 
in the Far East) : 

'Our Party finds it to be a matter of 
life and death ••• to struggle against the 
imperialist war and policy of thievery and 
massacre of French imperialism ••• 
while at the same time struggling against 
the ae:gressive aims of Japanese fascism. ' 

COLONIAL 
ABIA 

The French exploitation of Indochina was only 
a small part of the whole sweep of colonialism in 
South East Asia. At that time India, China, Burma, 
'I'haîland, the Philippines, Malaya and Indonesia 
were all under direct Western domination. 

Japan, being the first Asian power to industri 
alize, was to pr'ovide the first challenge to the 
old imperialisms. As late as 1870 all technical 
innovations ( save those dealing with the theatre ! ) 
were banned in Japan. A mere 35 year s later a 
modern Japanese army and navy were decisively 
to maul Czarist Russia in 1905. One of the victors 
in World War I, the only Asian nation to be a party· 
to the Washington Naval Conference, Japan had 
entered the big leagues as a major capitalist power. 
The origins of the Second World War (in the Pacifie) 
lie in the dependence of Japan on unintenrupted 
imports of oil, iron ore and coal (Japan being poor 
in natural raw materials), in her need to seek 
colonial markets and in her need to expand and con 
solidate her spheres of interest. 
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Japan's expansionist drive coincided with the 
determined push of American imperialism into 
the Pacifie area, Like Japan, America had arrived 
late on the scène, Her first conquest came in 1898 
when under cover of the 'Maine' incident and the 
resultant Spanish-American war-, US forces over - 
ran the Philippine Islands. At the Treaty of Paris 
the McKinley government took over the islands in 
return for a $20 million payment to Spain. For the 
next 4 years some 60,000 US troops were busy 
crushing a native movement for independence. 

As US domination spread into Samoa and Hawaï, 
the Japanese were busy gobbling up Korea and 
Manchuria. The Washington Conference of 1921- 
1922 was the last serious attempt to reach a modus 
vivendi. In effect America made a deal with Japan 
whereby Japanese hegemony over Manchuria would 
be recognized in return for an.agreement not to 
invade China. (Along with Britain, France, and 
the other European powers, the USA was happily 
sharing the loot derived from the intensive exploit 
ation of China. 

In September 1931 the Japanese launched an 
attack on Northern China, and later landed 70,000 
troops at Shanghai, leaving the Kuo Min Tang 
government no alternative but to surrender Man 
chur îa, In 1934 the Japanese claimed all China to 
be part of their sphere of influence. In 1936 the 
Japanese demanded joint Japanese -Kuo Min Tang 
military attacks on Maoist-controlled areas. 
They also demanded that the 5 Northern Chinese 
provinces be granted 'autonomy ' as Japane se 
puppet regimes. The rejection of these demands 
by the Kuo Min Tang made the Sino-Japanese war 
of 1937 inevitable. 

A major clash between Japan and the US was 
equally inevitable. American economic expansion 
in the Pacifie area had steadily increased after the 
mid 1920s. Between 1931 and 1937 Asia took the 
following shares of American exports: 

Machinery' 15% 
Copper 26% 
Iron and Steel 33% 
Paper 40o/o 

More specifically, between. 1932 and 1938 the US 
consistently held first place in China's foreign 
trade. (ln 1935, for example, America's share 
amounted to $102 million while Japan's was only 
$80 million). 
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THE 
PACIFIC WAR 

The image of a good-natured, peace -seeking 
US State Department being caught unawares at 
Pearl Harbour by a cunning conspiracy of Japanese 
war lords is the stuff of propaganda. It has not 
the remotest r elatfonship to the facts. By 1940 
the US President and his closest advisers had 
decided that the Japanese must be pushed back, 
even if it meant going to war. They had also A, 
decided that ïollowtng the defeat of Japan, the - 
was to become 'the' Asian power, at the expense 
of the older imperialisms in gencral, and of France 
in particular. Indochina wa s: a particularly juicy 
plum waiting to be picked ! 

At Teheran and Yalta Roosevelt openly proposed 
that France's rule in Indochina should be replaced 
by some sort of international trusteeship. Stalin 
agreed with the suggestion, which was vetoed by 
Churchill. 

The first effects of this new American policy 
had appeared in June 1940, when the French 
Governor, Admirai Decoux, urgently attempted 
to acquire aircraft and equipment from the USA 
for use against the impending Japanese attack. 
The equipment had already been paid for, but A 
Washington stepped in and refused delivery. W' 
Decoux was virtually forced to accept Japanese 
demands for 'facilities' in the Bay of Tonkin. 

In August 1941 Roosevelt and Churchill met 
aboard the cr-uiser 'Augusta' for the Atlantic 
Conference. There they issued the Atlantic 
Charter, pledging themselves to peaceful aims, 
no territorial aggrandizement, fair labour laws, 
the right of all peoples to choose the ir' own gov - 
ernment, and other items of high-sounding 
double -talk, What they didn't declare was their 
deal for a joint war against Japan; Winston 
Churchill, never one for subtleties, let slip to 
the House of Commons six months later that 
after meeting FDR he was reassured that 'the 
United States, even if not herself attacked, would 
corne into the war in the Far East'. Indochina 
was to be the scene of Japan's last move before 
the holocaust began. 



In July 1941 the Japanese occupied air bases 
in South Vietnam. The Amer-icans replied with 
an embargo on petroleum shipped to Japan, and 
a freezing of all Japanese assets in the USA. At 
the eleventh hour, only a few days before Pearl 
Harbour, Roosevelt offered Japan a non -aggression 
guarantee in exchange for a Japanese evacuation 
of Indochina. 

Between 1942 and 1945 the struggle between 
American and Japanese imperialism was fero - 
ciously fought out throughout the whole Pacifie 
area. In this pamphlet however we can only deal 
with these events inasmuch as they involved the 
struggle for the control of Indochina, 

Throughout the period of the European war, the 
French troops in Indochina had been 1recognized 
as the legal authority' by the Japanese government. 
The Nazi defeat in France in 1944 and 1945 inspired 
these French troops in Indochina to drive the Jap- 

. .Aese from the colony. The Japanese struck back • 
• March 1945 they launched a full-scale offensive 
against the French garrisons. The American Air 
Force was operating in the area, and urgent appeals 
were sent to it by the French for ,help - appeals 
pointedly ignored by the American command, The 
reason is best told in the words of US Genral Chen 
nault, commander of the 14th US Air Force: 

' ••• orders arrived from theatre head 
quarters stating that no arms and ammunition 

, would be provided to French troops under 
any circumstances. I was allowed to proceed 
with "normal" action against the Japanese in 
Indochina provided it did not involve supplying 
French troops... General Wedemeyer's 
order-s not to aid the French came directly 
from the War Department. Apparently it 
was American policy then that French Indo - 
china would not be returned to the French. 
The American government was interested 
in seeing the French forcibly ejected from 
Indochina so the problem of post-war sep 
aration from their colony would be easier •.• 
While American transports in China avoided 
Indochina, the British fl.ew aerial supply 
missions for the French all the way from 
Ca lcutta, dropping tommy guns, grenades 
and mortars. ' (8) 

British planes had fl.own 1500 miles in attempts 
to assist. US planes, 150 'milés distant, Ignor-ed 
the plight of their fellow imperialists. The French 
garrisons were annihilated. On·March 10, 1945, 
the Japanese declared Indochina 'independent' and 
installed Bao Dai as Emperor. (9) 

,, 

THE CONQUEST 
OF POWER 

With the outbreak of war the leadership of the 
ICP had left Indochina for the safety of the neigh 
bouring Chinese provinces. They went along with 
the new 'National Unity' line, (10) especially as 
the South China war lords were prepared to back 
Ho Chi Minh and his well -disciplined communists, 
The Chine se had ambitions in the mineral -rich 
Tonkin ar ea , and felt they could use Ho to 
achieve their ends. 

Ho had other ideas though. The official 'Party 
History' declares: 

'The !CP advocated an extremely clear 
policy: to lead the masses· in insurrection 
in order to disarm the Japanese before the 
arrival of the Allied forces in Indochina; 
to wrest power from the Japanese and their 
puppet stooges, and finally', as the people's 
power, to welcome the Allied forces. ' 

(8) General Claire L. Chennau1t 'Way of a Fighter', 
p. 342. Chennault was later dismissed for minor 
interventions on behalf of the French. By way of 
corroboration, General W edemeyer himself tells 
how he visited Roosevelt in March 1945: ' .. , He 
evinced considerable interest in French Indochina 
and stated he was going to do everything possible 
to give the people in that area their independence. 
• •• He admonished me not to give any supplies to 
the French forces operating in the ar ea, 1 ( 'Wede - 
meyer Reports', p,340). -- 

(9) 10 days after the Japanesc capitulation, later 
that year, Bao Dai was to abdicate, No one held 
the puppet strings any longer. But as will be seen 
both the Vietminh and the French were to pick them 
up, in succession, a little la ter. Such was the 
dearth of supple -spined politicians at that time ! 

(10) The 'Viet Minh', a broad alliance in which 
even the French were asked to participate, was 
controlled by the ICP, It was formed in May 1941, 
As the war progressed it became an effective 
guerrilla force against the Japanese (and French) 
and mainta ïned close liaison with and rendered 
considerable assistance to the American military 
forces, 
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In August 1945, Ho entered Hanoi and without 
a shot beirtg fired, the city was his. 152,000 
Chinese troops moved into the Northern areas of 
Vietnam, and Ho set about organizing elections, 
to be held in January 1946. He promised the 
Kuo Min Tang generals that the Vietnamese non - 
communist parties would be given 70 seats in the 
first legislature provided that they did not com 
pete in the elections. Not surprisingly, in Jan 
uary 1946, the Viet Minh single list of candidates 
was overwhelmingly elected ! 90"/o of the popula - 
tion went to the poll.s, 80"/o of them voting for the 
'Fatherland Front'. 

Two months la ter. in March, the elected 
Assembly of 444 held its first meeting. A 
second meeting took place in October 1946. but 
only 291 members were present. Questioned 
about the absence of so many legislators, a Viet 
Minh minister announced they had been arrested 
for 'common la w crimes'. By the time of the 
third meeting (November 8, 1946) the 'people's 
legislature' had shrunk to 242 members ! The 
Assembly was to meet once more (in March 1955 ! ) 
to approve a resolution which said it, was the 
'sole representative of the people'. The next 
election (after 1946) was to be in 196 0 ! 

Parallel with the Chinese occupation of the 
North, American and British troops arrived in 
the South. The country was in a state of chaos, 
and in these first months the Viet Minh's organized 
aasaastnattons reached their peak: opposition 
party leaders, religious sects and Trotskyists 
were systematically mur-der ed, 

American policy at this stage was to supp~rt 
the Viet Minh. Like the Chinese war lords, they 
believed they could use Ho as a stick with which 
to beat the French. The Frenchman Paul Mus 
tells in his book 'Vietnam - Sociologie d'une 
Guerre' of the visit of an American officer to a 
Vie'. :.~inh prison camp. When a young French 
officer cried out to the American to liberate them, 
the American replied: 'Those fellows must have 
some reason for putting you in there. So why 
don't you stay where you are?'· The name of the 
French officer was Jean Ramadier. Two years 
later his father was Premier of France. 

When the official surrender of the Japanese 
forces in Tonkin took place on September 27, 1945, 
no French flag was flown (although Soviet and Viet 
Minh flags were) and the only French general pre - 
sent was offered seat no. 115 at the ceremony, 
behind the· Viet Minh leaders and a bevy of junior 
Chinese officers. 

French reinforcements were ferried into South 
Vietnam by the British Labour Government in 

October 1945. The French renounced all rights 
in China as the price of the Chinese withdrawal 
from Indochina, and in an agreement signed on 
March 6, 1946, France recognized 'the Republic 
of Vietnam as a Free State having its own gov 
ernment, parliament, army and treasury, and 
belonging to the Indochinese Federation and the 
French Union.' 15,0.00 French troops were to 
be stationed north of the 16th parallel to be rel 
ieved progressively, within 5 years, by Vietnamese 
troops. 

THE FRENCH 
COU NT ER 
ATTACK 

The Viet Minh, at this stage, was a good 
Stalinist organization. Sl:alin believed in imple - 
menting the Yalta and Teheran agreements. The 
Viet Minh therefore advocated nothing mor-e ra - 
dical than 'independence within the framework 
of the French Union'. This explains the Viet 
Minh's readiness to sign with France the disa-s 
trous agreement of March 6, 1946. 

It also explains, on the internal front, the 
liquidation by the Viet Minh of the Self-governing 
organs of popular control and administration 
that had been thrown up in the course of struggle 
against the Japanese and the systematic assassin 
ation of revolutionary militants, including the 
legendary figure of the Trotskyist leader Ta Tu 
Thau, a few weeks before the signing of thé rotten 
compromise with the French. ( 11) It explains ' 
the dissolution of the Communist Party into the 
Viet Minh and the Viet Minh's nomination of the 
traitor Bao Dai as a 'councillor of the Republic' 
and their description of him as 'a symbol of our 
will to remain within the framework of the 
French Union'. 

' ) . (11) Before the Second World War, Ta Tu Thau 
had spent many years in the French concentra - 
tion camp on the island of Pulo -Condor , From 
gaol he had been repeatedly elected to the Saigon 
Municipal Council. In August 1945 Ta called for 
the setting up of workers and peasants councils 
in place of Viet Minh r-ule, He was arrested, 
'tried' before 'peoples' committees' and three 
times declared innocent. There seemed little 
point in az-ranging for a fourth trial, so he was 
shot a few days after his third acquittal. 
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On the external front it explains Ho Chi Minh' s 
repeated efforts to compromise with France, 
efforts which were only to provide breathing space 
for the French Army to build up its strength. 

This is the real significance of the agreement 
of March 6, 1946. General Leclerc's forces 
were in a blind alley. With the help of British 
troops ( the Labour Government a gain!) they had 
captured Saigon on September 23, 1945 but hadn't 
the strength to cope with the Vietnamese partisans 
in Cochinchina or in the Northern provinces where 
Chiang Kai Chek's troops were still stationed, 
Unable to win militarily, French imperialism 
sought to win through 'diplomacy", 

In exchange for vague promises of a 'free state 
••• belonging to the French Union', Ho Chi Minh 
allowed the French Expeditionary Corps to occupy 
the main towns and the key highways of the coun 
try. He called on the population to welcome the 
French back. Ho Chi Minh then went to France, 

eo the Fontainebleau Conference, which the French 
succeeded in dragging out from early March to 
late September, when they signed a 'modus vivendi' 
with Ho Chi Minh. They, of course, used these 
precious months to reinforce their expeditionary 
corps and to set up, at Dalat, their first puppet 
government, that of Dr. Thin. ( 12) 

By November 20, 1946, the French Expedi 
tionary Corps felt strong enough to resume hostil 
ities. On November 24 the French Navy captured 
Haiphong after a bombardment that killed over 
6,000 civilians. The French were now ready to 
reconquer their former colony, All Ho Chi Minh's 
efforts had been in vain. 

The French recognition of Indochine se 'sove - 
reignty' had been a tactical manoeuvre. While the 
French politicians spoke of 'sovereignty', French 
forces had been steadily built up for colonial re - 
conquest. 

(12) The popular basis of Dr. Thin's government 
was very thin indeed: of its 11 ministers, 7 were 
French colons, Dr. Thin committed suicide a 
few months later, His 'government' was followed 
by that of General Xuan (who happened to be an 
officer of the French Army ! ). In April 1949 Bao 
Dai (yes, that man again) was installed in power ••• 
by the French this time. What with their recent 
experience of military rule in Saigon ( even the 
'Daily Telegraph' now refers to the South Vietnam 
government as 'a committee of paid generals') 
the people of South Vietnam must have had a belly - 
ful of 'representative institutions' of the Western 
type. 

During this period ( 1945-1946) in France itself, 
the Communist Party could have taken power. 
This probably explains why the USSR never openly 
supported Viet Minh ambitions for independence. 
Indeed the French Communist Party cell in Saigon 
warned the Viet Minh than trying to resist the 
French occupation of Saigon (September 1945) that 
'any premature adventures' towards independence 
might 'not be in line with Soviet perspectives'. 
(See Harold Isaacs 'No Peace in Asia', p. 173) 
This explains why the French Communist leaders 
in Par-Iiament (Maurice Thorez was Vice -Premier 
at the time) did nothing to oppose the war credits 
or any of the emergency measures connected with 
the first phase of the war. (13) 

( 13) Communist Party members today will often 
deny that the French Party ever voted the war 
credits for the Indochina war. Sometimes they 
will even imply that the fighting in Indochina only 
started in 1947, after the Communist Party had 
been turfed out of the French government. Here 
is the chapter and verse to na il this lie. 

- In September 1945, the French government, 
in which the Communists held scvcral ministries, 
demanded 193 milliard francs of military credits, 
of which 100 milliard wcrc specifically dcsignated 
to set up the Expeditionary Corps. The Party 
voted FOR this mea sur e, 

- In January 1946, on the occasion of the annual 
budget vote, the socialist deputies asked for a 20Vo 
reduction of military credits. Charles Tillon, 
Communist Minister for Armaments, opposed the 
demand, and the Communist deputies ensured that 
it was rejected. 

- On July 26, 1946 a budget of 189 milliard 
francs was approved by the Communist deputies, 
On the same day the Assembly adopted with their 
support a constitutional definition of the 'French 
Union'. 

- On October 3, 1946 the Communist deputies 
voted to approve the final 1946 budget which inctu - 
ded the military budget, 

- On December 20, 1946, a whole month after 
the murderous bombardment of Haiphong, the 18_2 
Communist deputies voted ùnanimously, together 
with the rest of the Cham ber, to send congratula - . 
tions to General Leclerc and to his Expeditionary 
Corps! 

- On December 23, 1946 the Communist 
deputies voted the provisional 1947 budget, 
which included 7 0 milliards in military credits 
required 'because of the resumption of hosti 
lities in Indochina'. 
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'.No wonder then that French right-wing 
politicians rose in the National Assembly during 
the Appropriations Debate of March 14 to 18, 1947, 
to thank their own Communist colleagues and the 
Soviet Union for leaving France to fight its war in 
Indochina without outside disturbance. In the same 
debate Premier Ramadier emphasized 'in the Indo - 
china question, we have always noted to this day 
the correct attitude of the Soviet government'. 

Between November 1946 and the summer of 1954 
the French colonialists fought a protracted war 
against the Viet Minh forces, eventually suffering 
complete defeat at Dien Bien Phu on May 8, 1954. 
Two months la ter the war was over. ( 14) France 
had lost 172,000 casualties (30,000 Frenchmen 
dead , forgetting colonial troops ! ). Her hold on 
Vietnam had ended for ever-, In April 1956 French 
forces left the country. 

During these years a change in American policy 
had taken place. Mao Tse Tung had come to power 
in China and had recognized the Ho Chi Minh regime 
on January 20, 1950. Eleven days later the USSR 
had followed suit. (15) The USA then gradually 
began to change its attitude to the puppet Bao Dai 
and to the French military operatton, The 'New 
York Herald·Tribune' expressed all the doubts and 
misgivings in the minds of America1s rulers: 
1We are in a difficult position. Bao Dai1s regime 
cannot be considered truly independent as long as 
French troops remain in Vietnam •• , But if 
French troops were to leave Indochina the whole 
country would be overrun by Ho Chi Minh's forces'. 

(14) The first US 'Military Assistance Advisory 
Group' had arrived in Vietnam in July 1950, but 
at this stage its funds were limited at $23, 5 million. 
The imminent defeat of the French forces in 1954 
led Dulles and those around him to demand a mas - ' 
sive stepping up of involvement in the war, inclu - 
ding the use of nuclear weapons, to-extr-Icate the 
French forces in Dien Bien Phu. But at this 
stage the majority of the Amer-ican ruling class 
still regarded the events in Indochina as a French 
colonial war. 

(15) Between 1945 and 1947 a Russian 'recognition' 
might have helped the VfetnamRepubl.ic, Material 
help would have enabled the Viet Minh partisans 
to throw out the foreign invaders. The Viet Minh1s 
position was then so strong that the French had had 
to negotiate with Ho Chi Minh. .But Stalin was at 
the helm, rigorously applying the Yalta decisions. 
It was only after the consolidation of the new regime 
in China that Russia officially recognized Ho Chi 
Minh. 

The erstwhile 'allies' (France and the USA), 
for a while estranged, were obliged to overcome 
their mutual suspicions in the interest of higher 
things. But the US rulers remained determined 
that they a.lone would have the pickings, As 'US 
News and World Report' wrote on 16. 4. 54: 'One 
of the world' s richest areas is open to thé winner 
in Indochina. That's behind the growing US con 
cern , • • Tin, rubber, rice, key strategic raw 
materials are what the war is really about. The 
US sees it as a place to hold at any cost ••• 
Actually much more than Indochina is involved. 
The real target in this war is the same vital area 
the Japanese gambled their empire for in the 
Second World War ••• Today South East Asia's 
raw materials are still necessary to American 
industry'. 

GE NEVA 

AGREEMENTS 

The Geneva Conference began its discussions 
on Indochina on May 8, 1954 (the day Dien Bien Phu 
fell). The participants were Britain, France, the 
USA, the USSR, Communist China, Cambodia, 
Laos, South Vietnam and North Vfetnarn; The 
agreements were reached on July 20th and 21st. e· They provided for a provisional military line at 
the 17th parallel. They prohibited the introduction 
into Vietnam of war material or of 'any troop re - 
inforeements and additional military persona!. 1 

They prohibited the establishment of 'new military 
bases' and emphasized strict non -adherence to 
'any military alliance'. They further provided for 
general elections to be held in July 1956, at the 
latest, under the supervision of an International 
Commission comprised of delegates from Pol and , 
India and Canada, 

It is ironical to note that the two states repre - 
sented at the Geneva Conference who refused to 
sign the final declaration were South Vietnam and 
the United States. Ironical, because their major 
objection was to the partition of the country - 
today it is their main justification for their war 
against the North; 
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In effect the Agreements paved the way for the 
consolidation of two bureaucratic states. The 
two Vietnams are theoretically complementary. 
In the North: rich mineral deposits, and some 
industrialization (although 80"/o of the population 
are peasants ), In the South: agriculture. Both 
sides rely on outside aid, 

BUREAUCRACY 
IN THE 

DRTH 

The Northern regime inherited an area twice 
ravaged in less than a decade, plundered by 
Japanese and Chinese, bombed by the US Air 
Force, ploughed under by French tanks. In 
addition the sudden exodus of 860,000 refugees (16) 
to the South created a serious crisis of food pro - 
duction. Only a Russian 'crash' programme of 
Bur-meae rice staved off a serious famine. 

Immediate state plans were drafted in all 
fields of food and industrial production. Inva - 
riably, the se first draftings proved to be over - 
ambitious, but in general North Vietnamese 
achievements were considerable. 

- One of the most difficult problems of the 
consolidation period (1955-1958) was that of land 
reform. The first measures had actually been 
drafted in 1953 (and applied where possible). They 
contained sets of rules for determining 'social 
class' which were quite comical - for example a 
piglet was equated to so many quarts of rice, etc. 

(16) 600,000 of these refugees were Catholics. 
Cardinal Spellman had succeeded in getting the 
US government to sponsor Catholic Action against 
the communists. Very successful psychological 
warfare leaflets were dropped: 'Christ has gone 
to the South' and 'Virgin Mary has departed 
from the North'. Bishops and priests left, in 
many cases taking their whole congregations 
with them, Over 99% of the non-Catholics re 
mained in North Vietnam. 

•' 
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By the use of dogmatic formulae the whole popu 
lation was subdivided into five categories ranging 
from 'landlord' to 'agricultural worker'. (Simi 
lar classifications were devised to categorize 
town dwellers). Added to these classifications 
were rules whereby daughters of landowners who 
married into a 'low' class must first have spent 
one year in the new class before being considered 
part of It, but a poor farmer's daughter who 
'married up' could remain married for three years 
before being reclassified into the new (less desir - 
able) social category. 

On November 2, 1956, at exactly the same time 
as Soviet tanks were rumbling through the streets 
of Budapest, the Ho Chi Minh government faced its 
most important uprising of dissatisfied peasants. 

By coincidence Canadian members of the Inter - 
national Control Commission were in Nghe-An 
province when the outbreak took place. Within a 
matter of hours the uprising had spread to neigh 
bouring villages. Troops sent to restore order 
were driven from the village. Hanoi acted as any 
colonial power would have done. They sent their 
325th Division to crush the rebels. Close to 6,000 
farmers were deported or executed. 

Ho reacted to the rebellion with eminently prac - 
tical measur e s, The land reform tribunals were 
abolished, as of November 8, 1956. The Minister 
of Agriculture was sacked, The problems of North 
ern land reform were largely problems created by 
political dogma like those quoted above, for, as 
contrasted to the South, 98. 2% of all land in the 
North comprised properties of 5 hectares ( 12 acres) 
or less, and the land was owned by those who tilled 
It, The exodus of 860,000 richer peasants to the 
South also provided plepty of surplus land to be 
parcelled out to the landless peasants that remained. 

I have already pointed out that both North and 
South Vietnam are dependent on outside aid, Accord 
ing to official Hanoi statistics, communist bloc 
grants and loans between 1955 and 1961 totalled more 
than $1 billion, of which the USSR provided $365 
million and China $662 million. This works out at 
over $70 per person, which is roughly what the 
Saigon regime received from the United States in the 
same per iod, 

How much of this aid actually reached the 
people is, of course, a matter for conjecture. 
Bureaucrats are the same the whole world over. 
For instance late in 1955 the official Party organ 
'Nhan-Dan' admitted that the National Trade 
Service of Ho Chi Minh' s native province had 
embezzled 7 00 million piastres ($1 million), 
a drug making factory had embezzled 37 million 
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piastres, and the Public Works division of Nam 
Dinh hâd diverted 16 million piastres, originally 
allocated to the building of houses to its own 
officials, etc, A subsequent investigation rev 
ealed that 20, 4 million piastres had been mis - 
appropriated, another 578 million 'wasted' along 
with 35,000 labour days and 444 tons of rice, 

BUREAUCRACY 
IN THE 
SOUTH 

As early as the spring of 1952, General 
Gruenther (NATO Chief of Staff) had told the 
American Congress: 'From a strategtc and 
economic point of view, retention of Indochina 
is considered more important than Korea. ' 
(Daily Telegraph, 7,5,52). Not surprisingly, as 
the French moved out of South Vietnam, the 
Americans moved in. 

They quickly installed their own puppet Premier, 
the unsavoury Diem whom even a laudatory 'Time' 
profile of April 4, 1955 described as capable~ 
'exploding into tantrums if interrupted' and who 
will, if a personal enemy is mentioned I spit across 
the room and snarl "dirty type".' 

Diem's father had been mandarin first class in 
charge of eunuchs of the royal harem. Diem had 
served as a provincial governor under the French, 
then as Minister of the Interior, where he had 
served the Japanese. On their defeat he switched 
his -allegiance to America. He had spent the post - 
war years travelling about the United States winning 
support for his fanatically anti-communist, 'pro - 
catholic ideas. He was particularly favoured by 
John F. Kennedy and Francis Cardinal Spellman, 
the voices of Catholic America, 

Diem quite openly assumed dictatorial powers. 
A year after his accession he 'organized I a refer - 
endum to have Bao Dai ousted in favour of a repu - 
blic. Not to be outdone by Ho's electoral returns, 
Diem managed to secure a 98. 2% vote in favour 
of the republic. 
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The widespread corruption of the Diem regime, 
the absurd 'morality laws' which forbade dancing 
and the singing of sentimental songs, the wide - 
spread persecution of all non-catholic elements 
are common knowledge. They are openly admitted 
by the Americans and I don't intend to elaborate 
on them here. 

The predominant issue in South Vietnam is the 
land-starvation of the peasants. Out of a total of 
250,000 land owners, 6,300 (most of them absentee 
landlords) own 1,035,000 hectares of rice land, 
(45"/o of the total) while 183,000 small holders own 
345,000 hectares (15% of the total). In other words 
less than 3% of the landowners own 45% of the 
land. ( 17) And this in spite of three so -called 
Land Reform acts (Agrarian Laws). Total food 
production in South Vietnam before the recent 
intensification of the war was only Ï of the 1938 
total. 

The latest stooge installed in Saigon is Air 
Marshal Ky. Just before his appointment Ky ,A 
interviewed by the Western press. The interv. 
was published in the Sunday Mirror on 4. 7. 65. 
Ky said: 'People ask me who my heroes are. I 
have only one - Hitler. We need four or five 
Hitlers in Vietnam. I admire Hitler because he 
pulled his country together when it was in a 
terrible state in the early '30s.' 

Dicta tors of South Vietnam have changed cons - 
tantly in recent years, but the colonial economic 
status of the country remains unchanged. The US 
rulers more and more openly admit that it is 
'their' war, and that they intend staying in Viet 
nam even if the impossible should happen and 
they should be asked to leave by one of thcir 
puppet Saigon governments. ( 18) 

Prior to 1954, while the battles were being 
fought in the Northern provinces, the Saigon govA 
ernments were dominated by Southern landowner9' 
and representatives of the old feudal nobi l ity , 
Since 1955, ironically enough, they have been 
dominated by Central Vietnamese and Northern 

, Catholics • • . at a time when the burden of the 
struggle has been in the South ! 

(17) See 'The Two Vietnams' by Bernard B. Fali, 
p. 153. 

(18) This was stated quite bluntly by Henry Cabot 
Lodge, US Ambassador in Saigon, to a Senate 
Committee on August 9, 1965. President Johnson 
said five days later that the remarks had not been 
intended for publication • , • but he did not deny 
that they had been made. 



The only consistent feature of the various 
Saigon governments has been the hatred they have 
managed to inspire in the masses of the Vietnamese 
people - a fact tacitly admitted by Eisenhower in 
his memoirs: 

'I have never talked or corresponded with 
a person knowledgeable in Indochinese affairs 
who did not agree that had elections been held 
as of the time of the fighting, possibly 80o/o of 
the population would have voted for the com 
munist Ho Chi Minh. ' ( 'Mandate for Change: 
The White HouseYears 1953-1956', p.372). 

No wonder the Americans weren't prepared to 
allow the 1956 elections agreed by the Geneva 
Conference ! After all, what price 'democracy' 
when the other chap looks like winning? In fact 
.Iohn Foster Dulles stated it just as bluntly as 
that ! Asked at a press conference why the US 
supported the refusai of the Saigon government to 
~ the elections for national unification, Dulles 
s11P'it could only happen when 'there are condi 
tions of really free elections'. Asked to elaborate 
he sa id that this meant 'a guar-antee that there is 
not a serious risk that the Communists would win, ' 

AMERIC AN 
WAR 

The civil war that followed the American 
A'opired frustration of the Geneva Agreements 
Wls increasingly become an open imperialist war 
of the 'old type 1• At first thousands of American 
military personnel arrived, dis1wJsed as 'advi 
sers' • Direct military participation and escala - 
tion began fairly modestly. In 1960 there were 
less than 800 'advisers'. By the end of 1964 
they had gradually grown to 21,000 men, most of 
whom were now openly listed as fighting soldiers. 
There are now more than 400,000 American troops 
in Vietnam - not counting the US Seventh Fleet, 
the personnel manning the air bases in Guam and 
Thailand and the 700,000 Saigon government troops, 
Australians and so on. And still the generals call 
for more! 

What better evidence of the opposition to and 
failure of American policy ! 

North Vietnamese territory was attacked for 
the first time in August 1964 after Hanoi torpedo 

boats had fired a few shells at American warships 
in the Gulf of Tonkin. Regular bombing of targets 
north of the 17th parallel began in February 1965. 
The Americans have recently invaded the 'demilita 
rized zone' between North and South Vietnam, esta 
blished at the Geneva Conference. 

It has been noted by all visitors to North Vietnam 
that the Americans are using anti-personnel bombs 
to an increasing extent. The fighting is becoming 
increasingly bloody, A characteristic fact is that · 
this is the first war in history where 'body count' 
and 'kill ratte! define a victory. Every day, without 
exception, we are told the exact number of combat - 
ants killed. American operations are named 'Search 
and destroy' and are described much as hunting 
expeditions. Probably thousands of innocent by - 
standers are described by US statistics as 'dead VC 1, 

Here is a typical press report. It is from the 
'Sunday Mirror' (4. 4. 65) : 

'In a Viet Cong-controlled area every young man 
of military age is assumed to be a Viet Cong sol 
dier who has thrown a way his weapon just before 
capture. Most areas of South Vietnam (three - 
quarters of the country) are now Viet Cong- 
contr olted, ( 19) Therefore most men in the coun 
tryside by that yardstick should be presumed to be 
Viet Cong soldiers or sympathisers. That is cor - 
rect.' 

'Vietnamese troops always beat up or torture 
prisoners. They think nothing of it, It is normal 
procedure... 'American adviser s have nothing 
to do with dunking men head first into water tanks 
or slicing them up with knive s, When this starts 
the Americans turn their backs and walk away. 
It is none of my business, one American told me 
as his troops were working over a captured Viet 
Cong in black pyjamas - the normal Viet Cong 
uni for m. 

'Inevitably innocent peasants are kneed in the 
groin, drowned in vats of water, or die of loss of 
blood after "interrogation"; but you cannot identify 
Viet Cong from peasants unless they admit it - and 
Viet Cong don't help by talking • • • Most men don't 
talk under torture. Women~ do.' 

It is hardly surprising that the American camp 
aign to 'win the hearts' of the peasants is showing 
little r esult, 

( 19) One basic if unpleasant fact should be made 
clear, 90o/o of the people of South Vietnam live on 
1/5 of the land. Thus the statement that the Viet 
Cong control 3/4 (or sometimes 4/5) of the country 
is meaningless. z About 4/5 of the countryside is 
almost uninhabitable with less than 20 persons 
per square kilometre. 
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A few years ago Lyndon B. Johnson was dead 
set, 1against senciing American Gis into the mud 
.and muck of Indochina as a blood-letting spree to 
perpetuate colonialism and white men's exploita 
tion in Asia' ('Congressional Record', April 1954). 
As late as August 1964, Johnson was running for 
the Presidency against war maniac Barry Goldwater 
(who was threatening to defoliate the trees of Viet 
nam!). The electorate chose Johnson as the man 
of peace. On August 29, 1964, Johnson said : 
'I have had advice to load our planes with bombs 
and to drop them on certain areas that I think would 
enlarge the war and result in committing a good 
many American boys to fighting a war that I think 
ought to be fought by the boys of A sia, to help pro - 
tect their own land. And for that reason I haven't 
chosen to enlar ge the war ', In his campaign 
speeches he consistently opposed escalation, the 
'bombing of North Vietnam and so on, 

As firmly as be was opposed to the Vietnam 
war , Johnson was allegedly dedicated to the war 
against poverty. He was going to be the man who 
would lay the foundation stones of the 'Great Society'. 
It is interesting to compare a few statistics on 
Johnson' s two war s : 

* The population of South Vietnam is 16 million. 

* The estimated number of Americans assessed 
as being 'below the poverty line is 34 million. 

* American military costs in Vietnam are 
$2 billion per month, 

* It costs $400,000 (f: 142,900) to kill a single 
enemy (each corpse is the consequence of 
75 bombs and 150 shells ! ). 

* In addition the US bas handed out $ 3 billion 
in 'aid' to Saigon. 

* In 26 months the 'war on poverty' has been 
allotted $4 billion. That's $100 for each 
person in need, 

Of course all the military expenditure. doesn't 
go on bombs, $25 million went to build a Pentagon 
in Vietnam for the use of 68 American generals. 
$18. million went to construct two dairies for 
supplying milk cheese and tee cream to the troops. 
$40 million went for a year's stock of chemicals 
to defoliate trees. 

'" 

BUSINESS 

AS USUAL 
PEKING STYLE 

One of the most effective weapons in the ar senal 
of revolutionary anti-war propaganda has alwa:ra. 
been the exposure of the high profits being rea-,. 
by those who do well out of getting ordinary people 
to butcher one another. While the workers died on 
the field of battle, shares leaped ahead on the Stock 
Exchange. It goes without saying that the Vietnam 
war has been an extremely profitable one for Ame - 
rican big business. 

What came as a staggering revelation to the 
starry-eyed Stalinists, Trotskyists and Maoists, 
however, was the exposure by Dennis Bloodworth 
('Observer', December 18, 1966) of recent traf 
ficking in steel between China and the US through 
Singapore. Earlier that year the peak transactions 
were reached when China sold the US some 
f 357,000 worth of round and flat steel for use in 
the construction of new air and army bases in 
South Vietnam. The Chinese were paid through 
banks in Hong Kong. 

This was a vital transaction for the US, as 
only Peking had been able to meet the specifications, 
the quantities and the six-week delivery dates 
demanded by the military purchasing officers. 
Once the immediate crisis had passed (and the 
Japanese and Belgian suppliers had caught up with. 
mounting American demands) US officials re - 
turned to tighter controls - which do not allow 
trading with 'Red China' ! 

It was further suggested that cement manufac - 
tured in Haiphong, North Vietnam's main port under 
frequent American bombardment, may also be 
reaching construction bases in South Vietnam, 
Certainly during 1966 big deliveries of cement from 
Haiphong reached Singapore, coinciding with big · 
bulk sales of cement·from Singapore to Saigon. 
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That the consignments were the same was never 
conclusively established. In terms of marketing 
this isn't really relevant, It doesn't matter whether 
one specific bag or another finished up in Saigon. 
The general directions of the traffic are however 
very revealing, Morality can never be a factor in 
the functioning of the world capitalist economy. 

Russian accusations that the Chinese are trading 
with America on a· grand scale are not just propa - 
ganda, 'Izvestia' pointed out in November 1966 
that Hong Kong imported f: 145 million worth of goods 
from China, and exported f: 187 million worth to 
America during 1965. 

As the war progresses Hanoi becomes ever more 
dependent on Russtan technical aid that China could 
not herself provide. At the same time the Chinese 
accusations against Russia à s America' s secret 
ally become increasingly vitriolic. In fact Russia 
upplies North Vietnam with the minimum required 
prevent the collapse of the Ho regime. Russia 

as to save face as the 'leader of the anti-imperi 
alist camp'. The Vietnam war is an obvious em - 
barrassment to a Kremlin trying harder than ever 
before to reach friendly relations with the USA. 

The invectives hurled by one 'communist' power 
at the other is a simple case of the 'pot calling 
the kettle black'. Meanwhile the Hanoi government 
carefully r-ernains neutral. It dreads the day when 
ît might be forced to accept 'volunteers' from 
abr oad , thus finally sur-r-ender-ing control of its 
own state, 

BRITAIN & 

V·IETNAM 

To say that successive British governments 
have arse-crawled behind American policy, in 
Vietnam and elsewhere, is to make no great revel 
at ion, Indeed within the framèwork of the capitalist 
world it couldn't be otherwise, (20) 

British support for America' s war is more than 
just 'moral' support. The 'Sunday Times' (16.10. 66) 
blew the gaff on the British Jungle Warfare School 
in Johore, South Malaya, wher-e South Vietnamese 
learn how to kill their countrymen at the expense of 

the British Foreign Office and the British taxpayer. 
The School boasts that it has helped train some of 
Saigon's really 'top brass'. Some of the pupils are 
American servicement - all eager to learn from the 
British experience in hunting down 'communists' 
in the Malayan jungles. 

The Labour government builds and guards 
airfields in Siam which are used as US bases and 
RAF 'observers' fl.y on combat missions (remem 
ber the US forces in Vietnam were once also just 
'observers'). 

This country manufactures and sells napalm 
to the USA (remember how British napalm sud 
denly appeared on the scene to deal with the 
'Torrey Canyon'?). It al so manufactures poison 
gas which has been used by the American forces 
to 'flush out' Vietcong fighters from their bunkers 
in South Vietnam. The Labour government has 
sanctioned large consignments of military equip 
ment to Ky. The Ford Company alone has sent 
a thousand engine s to Vietnam. 

There must be dozens of other examples. If 
you hear of them, please write to us and make 
sure they are well publicized. 

HDBSON'S 
CHOICE 

To choose sides in Vietnam is to place oneself 
in the tutelage of one or another bureaucratic 
system, As things stand at the moment the Viet 
namese peasant who revolts against his feudal and 
foreign.masters has no alternative but to support 
the National Liberation Front (NLF) which is 
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(20) This is a fundamental yet elementary fa et, 
Tory, Labour, Liberal or even Communist 
governments can exist only as the 'personification' 
of the capitalist state, and can only continue to 
exist by remaining as such, with all that this im 
plies in relation to other capitalist powers. There 
are only two ways in which the British rulers could 
break from America: a) by a re -alignment of 
capitalist forces, for example by complete integra - 
tion in the European Economic Community, or 

b) by a revolutionary change within Br itatn, J 



controlled by the Communist Party and Hanoi. (21) 
He identifies his struggle with that of a party 
seeking power. In seeking to free himself, his 
actions support the accession to power of another 
class: the bureaucracy. 

This is not to say he should do nothing. At this 
stage, revolutionaries in Vietnam probably have 
little alternative but to be involved with the NLF 
and participate in the military struggle against the 
Américan forces. One can't be 'neutral' while 
air craft are flying over one I s home, dropping 
bombs. 

The revolutionaries' attitude would be not un 
like that of Tito's partisans during the Second · 
World War - active resistance to the aggressor 
on a class basis, defence (against all attempts at 
dismembering them) of whatever autonomous 
class organizations may have been created in the 
course of the struggle, possibly a tactical verbal 
silence in relation to the theories propounded by 
the 'communist' leaders. All this with a pers 
pective, once victory has been won, of the break 
with Moscow (or in this case Hanoi) and of an 
autonomous , independent 'road to socialism'. 
It would be a mistake however to take the parallel 
too literally. Indochina is not Yugoslavia. And 
the break with Moscow didn't prevent Tito keeping 
Djilas in gaol for over a decade, or Yugoslavia 
from remaining a class society ! 

For us, in Britain, the situation is quite 
different-. We are not militarily involved in the 
struggle. There is no necessity whatsoever for 
us to align ourselves with any bureaucracy. We 
do a positive disservice to the cause of socialism 
if we participate in the general mystification 
concerning the class nature of the Russian, Chinese 
or North Vietnamese regimes. Revolutionary 
socialists should clearly and constantly propagate 
their conception that socialism means the poljttcal., 
organizational and ideological autonomy of the 
working class, They should retain their vision 
of the type of society they seek to build. They 
should repeat often and loudly that the new society 
will never be achieved through bureaucratic man - 
oeuvres but only through the activity of those who 
understand and want it. 

(21) Let's not get lost among the various organi 
zations that have sprung into being over the years. 
Technically the Indochina Communîst Party was 
dissolved in 1945 (in favour of the "broad alliance') 
and jvaa replaced by the Association for Marxist 
Studies. In early 1951 the Vietnamese Workers 
Party (Lao Dong) was formed. The same man, 
Truong Chinh, was successively Secretary-general 
of the ICP, Chairman of the Marxist Study Group, 
and Secretary-general of the Lao Dong Party. 
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·This is not a utopian position. History shows a 
number of examples of the vindication of revolu - 
tionaries who refused to align themselves with onë 
or other alien power or hostile cla s s, In Septem 
ber 1915, at Zimmerwald in Swrtzer land, three 
dozen revolutionaries from 11 countries, bellige 
rent and neutral, assembled and denounced the 
imperialist nature of the war, calling on working 
people 1to put an end to the slaughter'. This must 
have sounded 'utopian' and 'absurd' to the hundreds 
of thousands (if not millions) of 'aligned' socialists 
of that time. 

Europe at that time was in the grip of mass 
chauvinism and war hysteria of a kind rarely seen 
before in history, Yet, a mere two years la ter, 
in October 1917, it was precisely the Zimmerwald 
position that was to triumph. The Russian workers 
and peasants aimed their guns at their own oppres - 
sors, and began to lay what might have been the 
foundations of a new society. e 

Those who seek a new social order in Vietnam 
should look neither East nor West, neither to 
Saigon nor to Hanoi, but, like our Zimmerwald 
comrades, to the autonomous action of the masses 
themselves. 

THE BRDADER 
BACKGROUND 

From our documentation of the history of Viet 
nam, one fact emerges to supersede all others - e 
that what happens in Vietnam is mostly determined · 
in Moscow and Washington: in Moscow in that in 
spite of Hanoi' s inde pendent position, Ho is depend - 
ent on Russfan military aid (aid that, as the war 
intensifies, Peking just couldn't provide); in Wash 
ington in that the successive puppet governments 
installed in Saigon wouldn't last a day without the 
armed American presence, 

Another point we must note is the basic simil 
arity in the social structure of these two great 
powers, dominating the historical development 
within Vietnam. With the passing of t irne , they 
grow more and more alike. Both are class socie - 
ties, in both there is the class that manages, and 
the class that obeys. Both systems are based on 
the accumulation of capital. In both the worker 
is a wage labourer, producing a surplus, which 
is converted to capital. In strictly marxist ter - 
minology, both are capitalist. 



In the West, .the state controls and 'owns' an 
increasing proportion of the national economy; 
the role of the private capitalist is gradually les - 
sening in significance. (22) In the East, mean 
while, production is increasingly geared to the 
demands of the market. (23) 

The basic identity of the two systems is rec - 
ognized by the more advanced sections of the 
ruling class in both states - it is unfortunately 
only the 'revolutionaries' who still manage to 
delude themselves into seeing the communist 
world as in some way connected with workers' 
power. 

Although the two major world powers are 
fundamentally capitalist, capitalism has altered, 
and is constantly altering. One of these changes 
is the new relation of imperiaÙsm to the colonial 
wor-ld, 

. . In the days before the disintegr.ation of the 
eôitish Empire, it used to be argued by orthodox 

,:1Îarxist-leninists' that the relatively high living 
standards of the British working class were pos - 
sible only because of the super -exploitatton of the 
colonial peoples. The old imperialisms needed 
their empires to dump their surplus commodities, 
to obtain cheap raw mater ial s, or to export their 
surplus capital to, This exploitation was very 
real, but subsequent évents have shown that 
capitalism CAN exist and in fact expand quite 
happily without colonies of this parttcular type, 
The examples of Britain, France, Holland and 
Belgium are there to show It, 

(22) This development was clearly foreseen by Marx 
himself in vol.ID of 'Capital'. He anticipated the 

A'-state taking over the role of 'capitalist'. Anyway, 
9!1the capitalist is only capital personified' he poirrted 

out. 

(23) 'The most important point to emerge from 
Mr Kosygin's speech was the speed and deter 
mination with which the new profit-linked system 
of economic management is being introduced into 
industry. The Premier repeatedly emphasised 
that introduction of the new _system is a pre 
condition of success in r-eachmg the 1966 -7 0 five 
year plan targets. He announced that 1,000,000 
workers will be working under the new system 
by the middle of this year. By the end of the year , 
one third of the workers in the engineering and 
textile industries will also be governed by it. ' 

'Financial Times', April 13, 1966, From 
article entitled: 'The Soviet Congress: 
New Light on Economie Development.' 

,, 

- . ·--------··--------- - \l 
\ 

Modern capitalism isn't based on 'oppressed' 
nations. As it develops now, it is more total 
and all -embracing, dra wing the ex -colonial 
countries into its own giant hierarchical struc - 
ture, expanding its dominion over,the world, 
including everyone, at every ievel, in every 
nation, manipulating each and all as worker and, 
consumer alfke, The relationship of modern 
France to modern Algeria is fà.r more typicai of 
modern capitalism than, say , the rela tionship of 
Portugal to Angola (or of the USA to Vietnam). 

American policy in South East Asia is, in this 
respect, out of step. It is in the tradition of the 
old imperialism. Indochina has been a sphere of 
US interest since the 1940's although today the 
political considerations have largely replaced the 
economic ones, Vietnam is seen as a major base 
against the advance of 'Red China' and of various 
local movements of national liberation. A ïew 
years ago, Eisenhower argued quite bluntly that 
'Indochinese tin and tungsten are essential to the 
American economy'. 'I'oday thi s is one of the 
less important preoccupations of America' s rulcr s, 

The major point in relation to Vietnam is that 
pr esent American pol icy is not basic but rather 
contrary to the newly developing form of capitalfsrn, 
The bureaucrats in Moscow and Washington both 
know this. In fact, both would welcome an imme - 
diate peace in Vietnam based on a Korea -type 
carve-up. 

The histories of Ho Chi Minh and of the 
Indochina Communist Party follow a pattern very 
familiar to students of comniunist parties in back 
ward countries. The 'revolution' was carried out 
through manipulation of 'popular fronts' and the 
'liquidation' of elements hostile to the creation of 
a strongly centralized totalitarian state, 

The state bureaucrats in Hanoi control the 
Viet Cong (or 'National Liberation Front' for those 
who get excited over names), whose tactics remain 
the same (murder of any opposition). The Viet 
Cong increasingly depends on North Vietnamese 
aid. Victor'y for the Viet Cong would mean the 
setting up of a regime modelled on the North. Only 
the most na ive can doubt this. There is no likeli - 
hood of a scattered peasantry - and even less of a 
scar cely existing proletariat - exhausted QY years 
of civil war, being able to impose an inde pendent 
socialist solution. 

In one sense the victory of the Viet Cong would 
represent progress. The Americans have given 
their support to the status quo, i.e. to the old 
feudal landlord class as opposed to the land -hungry 
peasants. The Ho regime is anti-landlord, for 
land reform, and for industrialization. Ir ontca lly , 
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the Ho regime is therefore the more capitalist of 
the. two, And as everyone know capitalism is 
'progressive' in relation to feudalism. (24) 
Support for the Viet Congis support for national 
state capitalism. It is progressive insofar as 
there can be no working class· power without the 
prior creating of a working class. 

Revolutionary socialists must support the 
struggle of the South Vietnamese against the old 
feudal regime. But they must also support the 
North Vietnamese against the Ho regime. The 
American presence serves to strengthen the 
ruling class in both South and North Vietnam. 
The intensified American attack - which at the 
moment falls short of all-out invasion of North 
Vietnam - drives the Vietnamese people closer 
and closer to the Ho bureaucracy. Because of 
this the defeat of the American intervention is the 
pre -requisite for the victo:i;-y of the social revolu - 
tion in both North and South Vietnam. 

WHAT CAN BE 

DONE NDW 

. .In England there is an enormous amount 
to be done, There can never be too many demons - 
trations, There can never be enough time spent in 
explaining and educating people about the real 
causes of the Vietnam confiict, about the class 
nature of the contending regimes, about the com - 
plicity of 'our own' government, and about how 
this confiict affects everyone .of us in our everyday 

. lives. 
(24) Vietnam is not an isolated case. The most 
significant development in the emerging colonial 
countries is that they are 'skipping' private capi 
talism and leaping straight into state capitalism 
often under the auspices of a national 'communist' 
party. In these countries the imperialist domi 
nation preceding independence precluded the 
development of a national bourgeoisie. Recent 
history is full of examples of bureaucratic regi 
mes claiming to represent the 'national aspira - 
tians' of the colonial people. Their leaders have 
generally enjoyed the full est" support of the trad - 
itional 'revolutionaries'. (To name a few: 
Kenyatta, Kaunda, Nkrumah, Castro, Ben Bella) 
In the past we refused to support these people - 
today we refuse to support Ho Chi Minh ( with 
even greater factual evidence behind us!). But 
some people never learn ! 

____ ... - ~ ·-----. 
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The most useful and _effective action will always 
be the one that is not just a 1protest1 or an 'appeal'. 
Our rulers can never act in our interests, let alone 
in the interests of the Vietnam peasant, To argue 
that it is possible to win peace by appealing to their 
humanity or reason is as sensible as praying to God 
for sunshine, All that this achieves is to mislead 
people into believing they can get others to act on 
their behalf. 

We must break with the old formulas, the peace 
marches and the vigils that have become so sterile, 
fruitless and demoralising. 'I'he Peace Movement 
is now almost like a club whose members wear the 
same uniform and badges and who go through the 
same old rituals, each Easter, 

More important, the traditional demonstrations 
are politically sterile. They limit the vision of the 
participants. They don't show the Vietnam war and 
British policy towards it as part of an international 
struggle, a struggle in which different social classes 
with different interests are contending, The •1- 
cing of one area of struggle from the total str-e 
stops the movement developing. It transforms it 
into a sect, whose 'raison ci•etre' dfsappear s with 
the 'solving' of each individual issue. 

The only meaningful struggle for peace is the 
r-evolutionary struggle, We are not pacifists. We 
are not 'peace in Vietnam' at any price. We are 
not for a 'peace' which would keep the people ensla - 
ved both North and South. We are for the social 
revolution and we know that no ruling class in his - 
tory has ever resigned its privileges 'peacefully'. 
The unconditional demand for 'peace' is a demand 
that the Vietnamese workcrs and peasants resign 
themselves to the rule of the bureaucrats - a 
utopian and reactionary demand, 

We need original ideas like those which inspired 
the 'March of Shame'. What needs to be exposeqA 
the whole nexus of power in our society, the tru9' 
character of the British statc and its royal ponces, 
and the links between the British ruling class and 
,the Vietnam war. 

In this respect some demonstrations arc more 
meaningful than others. When 40 or so young 
people stood up in Dorset Gardens Mcthodist Chur ch, 
Brighton, and told Wilson and Brown that thoy were 
liars, murderers and hypocrits - and when cight of 
them subsequently .stood trial before Brighton ma - 
gistratés - they succeeded in: 

1) making an effective demonstration against 
the Vietnam war and the arse-crawling of 
the Labour government. Their action was 
front-page news in every national newspaper. 



2) providing a first-class illustration to the 
rest of the congregation (many of whom were 
delegates to the Labour Party Conference) 
of just how wonderful our policemen are - 
unaligned witnesses turned up to testify 
about the unjustified police violence. 

3) undoubtedly caused many sincere Christians 
to pause and thtnk a little as to whether 
they had a moral attitude to some of the real 
issues in the world of today. -- 

4) exposing the tie -up between the state, 
the Church, the local Courts, and the 
police. 

5) demonstrating - to those who followed 
the court proceedings- the pathetically 
low level of intelligence of Brighton's 
magistrates, their incompetence, and 

~ the farce of the judicial system, where 
~· two people can be convicted on the basis 

of the evidence of one policeman, a self - 
confessed liar. 

One demonstration of this kind, and the con 
sequences that follow, does more to educate 
people in the ideas of revolutionary socialism 
than a thousand marches or political 'study groups'. 

The opportunities that arise from the presence 
of American forces stationed in this country are 
numerous. Every man in US uniformisa poten 
tial murderer. He should be made aware, in no 
uncertain terms, that this is how we feel about 
him, But we must also make it clear a) that we 
feel that way about any uniform. It's just that 
at this moment it's men in US uniforms who are 
dropping the napalm; and b) that once the Ame - 

Man serviceman gets rid of his butcher's suit, 9 could be just a fellow worker,. He must be 
appealed to on a class basis. 

Put it another way. It is our duty as revolu - 
tionary socialists to do everything in our power 
by word and deed to encourage US military per - 
sonnel to refuse to fight in Vietnam. Every leaf 
let that goes into a US base is a blow against 
Johnson and his war. We say this in the full 
realisation that any per sons acting to undermine 
the morale of the US Armed Forces might suffer 
penalties. Johnson's lackeys in Britain will 
show no mer cy, when such activities be gin to 
show results. (So don't get caught ! ) (25) 

(25) For further information about this 
campaign, contact the Vietnam Information 
Group, 96 Stanhope Street, London NWl. 
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But our main job is here, in Britain. Our 
main struggle is against the British ruling class. 
Not because they are any better or worse than 
the American ruling cla ss - but simply because 
we live in Britain and not in America. This is 
our contribution to the world socialist rcvolution 
- to end the world-wide system that allows the 
Wilsons and Browns to speak in our namc on 
Vietnam and other issues. 

We are not interested in 'bringing pressure 
to bear' on Wfl son, Nor are we interested in 
replacing him with someone 'more left' or 
'more honest'. We want to destroy the whole 
apparatus which enables one class to rule over 
others, which divides the world' s population 
into those who take the decisions, on the one 
hand , and those who have to carry them out, 
on the other. 

We are for the classless society, the society 
where people themselves take the fundamental 
decisions which really concern them, where 
every cook really par-t ic ipate s in the manage - 
ment of society. 

It is not possible to scparate ends and means. 
The everyday activity which gets people thinking 
and acting for themselves is the revolutionary 
movement. It is the new revolutionary society in 
construction. 
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