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Committee Formed to Help Vietnamese Child Victims of Our Napalm...
To HELP THE CHILDREN: In the box below are excerpts

from three eye-witness reports in three leading monthly maga-
zines of what our napalm is doing to Vietnam's children. We
suggest that those concerned see that all three articles have
the widest possible circulation; no one who loves children
can read them without tears. A Committee of Responsibility
(777 United Nations Plaza, New York City) has been formed
by some 100 physicians, clergymen, scientists and others to
bring war-burned and war-injured Vietnamese children here
for treatment. The honorary chairmen are Rev. John C. Ben-
nett of Union Theological Seminary; Prof. Bentley Glass;
Methodist Bishop John Wesley Lord; Episcopalian Suffragan
Bishop of Washington, Rt. Rev. Paul Moore, Jr.; Dr. Albert
Sabin, Dr. Benjamin Spock, Mrs. Philip Stern and Dr. Helen
Brooke Taussig. The biggest obstacle is Administration hos-
tility. Obviously it does not want the American public to
see child victims. The kind of facial surgery the worst
burned need is only available here. We'll report on the cam-
paign as it unfolds.

WHAT'S A LITTLE MURDER BETWEEN FRIENDS? On the
CBS Cronkhite show Jan. 16 there were shots of Tran Van
Van's furneral. His widow said she asked one of the junta
leaders, "Why did you let Ky murder my husband?" John
Hart, the CBS news correspondent, sought to smooth this
over with the official U.S. propaganda line in Saigon that the
Viet Cong murdered Van to cause dissension between the
Constituent Assembly, in which Van was the foremost South-
ern leader, and the military. But I am told that off-the-record
in U.S. circles in Saigon it is taken for granted that Van was
killed by the military to get rid of Ky's No. 1 civilian rival.
In the Jan. 21 issue of The New Republic, Tran Van Dinh,
who was South Vietnam's Acting Ambassador in 1964, ex-

The Solemn Mendacities of the Baker Trial

"The procession of savings and loan association of-
ficials who testified [at the Bobby Baker trial] raised
almost as many questions as they answered. One Cali-
fornian said Baker listed seven Senators—four of them
Republicans—as potential recipients of the money.
There was no explanation of why the Secretary to the
Senate Democrats would be raising funds for Senate
Republicans. However, all four GOP Senators were
members of the Senate Finance Committee which at
the time was considering an omnibus tax bill that in-
cluded a tax hike for savings and loan associations.
The Congressmen listed 10 men who provided the money
in amounts ranging from $1500 to 17,300. In all cases
it was in cash, mostly in $100 bills. Those asked why the
contributions were in cash rather than check said it
was more expedient to collect currency because the
money was to be divided up among so many Senators."

—Robert Walters: Washington Sunday Star Jan. 15.

plains why people in Saigon do not believe the Viet Cong
killed Van and reveals that Van had told friends he hoped,
if elected President in late 1967, to "start a dialogue with
the National Liberation Front to end the war."

JUNTA NOT GETTING POORER: The Saigon junta is not
doing badly. The Saigon Post (Jan. 12) reported the theft
of 10 million piastres worth of gold and pearl valuables from
a customer's safe in "a foreign owned bank" in Saigon. The
valuables belonged to Mrs. Tran Thi Kim Dung "wife of a
noted personality." The noted personality is head of Ky's
"CIA". She claimed to have deposited 30 million piastres
worth of jewelry, gold and pearls in the bank. That is the
equal of about $300,000—in one vault alone, no doubt on
her husband's salary. Another wife safe from malnutrition

What Our Napalm Does to Vietnam's Children—From Three Leading Monthlies
"In the children's ward of the Qui Nhon provincial hos-

pital I saw for the first time what napalm does. A child of
7, the size of our 4-year olds, lay in the cot by the door.
Napalm had burned his face and back and one hand. The
burned skin looked like swollen, raw meat; the fingers of
his hand were stretched out, burned rigid. A scrap of
cheesecloth covered him, for weight is intolerable, but so is
air. His grandfather, an emaciated old man half blind
with cataract, was tending the child. A week ago napalm
bombs were dropped on their hamlet. The old man carried
his grandson to the nearest town. . . . Destitute, homeless,
sick with weariness and despair, he watched every move of
the small racked body of his grandson."

—Martha Gellhorn in Ladies' Home Journal Jan. 1967.

"In the American press the Vietcong are almost always
presented as indiscriminate terrorists. The reality is not
so simple. At certain times and in certain villages the Viet-
cong are in fact terrorists. But often they are trying to
win the hearts and minds of the general population. . . .
Frequently the Vietcong carry out the public execution of a
government official and this is reported as a 'terrorist at-
tack'. But the truth sometimes seems to be that the official
was oppressive, his execution a welcome event. . . . Their
savagery is personal—and primitive. Ours is impersonal
and sophisticated. We and the South Vietnamese use artil-
lery to shell villages; we don't see what happens at the
other end when the shell explodes, killing and mutilating

women and children. . . . The Vietcong do not use napalm;
we do. . . . I have been an orthopedic surgeon for a good
number of years. . . . But nothing could have prepared me
for my encounters with Vietnamese women and children
burned by napalm. It was sickening, even for a physician,
to see and smell the blackened flesh. One continues for
days afterward getting sick when he looks at a piece of
meat on his plate because the odor of burned flesh lingers
so long in memory. And one never forgets the bewildered
eyes of the silent, suffering napalm-burned child."

—Richard E. Perry, M.D. in Redbook January 1967.

"Napalm, and its more horrible companion, white phos-
phorus, liquidizes young flesh and carves it into grotesque
forms. The little figures are afterward often scarcely hu-
man in appearance, and one cannot be confronted with the
monstrous effect of the burning without being totally
shaken. . . . The initial urge to reach out and soothe the
hurt was restrained by the fear that the ash-like skin would
crumble in my fingers. . . .

"American soldiers in Vietnam who accidentally suffer
serious burn injuries from napalm are rushed aboard spe-
cial hospital planes—equipped to give immediate first aid
treatment—and flown directly to Brook Army Hospital in
Texas, one of the world's leading centers for burn treatment
and for the extensive plastic surgery that must follow.
Burnt Vietnamese children must fare for themselves."

—Wm. F. Pepper in Ramparts magazine January 1967.
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Sixty-Three Votes Against the House Un- Americans in Democratic Caucus
is Mme. Ky. The Tokyo Yomiuri (Dec. 14) reported that
430,000 yen (about $1,200) was stolen from her handbag
while she .was shopping in a Tokyo jewelry store. Her hus-
band's salary is supposed to be $200-a-month!

THE FIGHT AGAINST THE UN-AMERICANS: Year after year
the fight goes on to get rid of the House Un-American Activi-
ties Committee. There is no stranger phenomena in American
legislative history than the survival of this tough and noxious
•weed. In the name of Americanism, this Committee carries
on the most un-American activity in Congress. It is an In-
quisition, a heresy hunt, a pillory for non-conformity; it be-
longs in medieval society or in a totalitarian state of right or
left. Yet most members are either afraid to vote against it,
or themselves have so little understanding of what a free
society means that they enthusiastically support it. As the
new Congress opened, Edwards of California and 17 other
members petitioned the Democratic caucus to take up the
question of HUAC with a view to its abolition. They were
defeated 128 to 63. But 63 votes is more than the anti-
HUAC forces have gotten since it was almost abolished
at the end of World War II.

The next round will come over the appropriation. In the
first two days of the session, anti-HUAC resolutions were
introduced by 17 members, including four of the five re-
maining Negroes in the House: Diggs (Midi.), Conyers
(Midi.), Hawkins (Cal.) and Nix (Pa.); Dawson (111.)
was the only Negro who did not join them.* Hawkins in
an extension of remarks opening day said he had predicted
last year, when the Committee asked funds to investigate the
Klan, that it would turn next to the civil rights movement.
He warned against a witch hunt in the Negro ghettoes, say-
ing that the leaders of the uprisings are "just plain frustrated,
angry and tired of being poor." Edwards spoke of the use
made of the Committee's files as an instrument of blacklist-
ing. All kinds of McCarthy-style rubbish, which would nor-
mally be libelous, is surreptitiously circulated by the Commit-

* The others who put in anti-HUAC resolutions the first
week were Edwards (Cal.), Bingham (N.Y.), Dow (N.Y.),
Fraser (Minn.), Kastenmeier (Wis.), McCarthy (N.Y.), Ro-
senthal (N.Y.), Annunzio (111.), Brown (Cal.), Farbstein
(N.Y.), Scheuer (N.Y.) and Yates (III.), all Democrats and
one Republican, Bradford Morse (Mass.).

Grenville Clark
Grenville Clark overcame a handicap worse than pov-

erty. He was -born into the highest circles of wealth
and social position. Yet he became a maverick of the
noblest type, and he grew more radical as he grew
older. His 84 years covered a wide span of American
politics. He began as a Bull Moose Republican before
World War I. A generation later he performed the
miracle of getting the overstuffed American Bar Asso-
ciation to create a Bill of Rights Committee. He used
it to defend the liberties of the CIO, then still a
struggling labor movement, and to help block the de-
portation of Harry Bridges as a dangerous Red. It took
moral stamina of a high order for a man of Clark's
upper class connections to do battle for such disreputa-
bles. The passion of his later years was world federal-
ism. With Louis B. Sohn he wrote "World Peace
Through World Law", sketching out a charter to which
mankind must some day come or perish. We believe
he would have liked us to mention that he was a reader
of the Weekly. His encouraging notes were deeply ap-
preciated. We salute in his passing a great gentleman
who lived by our country's finest traditions of social
conscience and of freedom.

tee to rightist and police organizations. Annunzio asked the
House to recall Wayne Hay's testimony last year about the
paid informers used by the Committee. Farbstein said the
Committee operates in such a way that the "mere service of
a subpoena immediately surrounds the one served with an
aura of guilt." Edwards agreed that "Its hearings have all
of the wrappings of a criminal trial, with none of its safe-
guards." We hope there will be pressure on the House
leadership to force the Rules committee to hold open hearings
on these resolutions.

NOBEL PEACE PRIZE: It would invigorate the anti-war
forces in Congress if the Nobel Peace Prize (unawarded last
year) went this year to Senators Morse and Gruening, the only
two consistent voices against the Vietnamese war and war
appropriations. Nominations have to be in by Feb. 1 so im-
mediate action is necessary. Peace and church organizations,
members of Congress, professors of political science, law,'
history and philosophy, and persons who have received the
prize in the past may submit nominations to the Nobel Com-
mittee of the Norwegian Parliament, Nobel Institute, Oslo.

McGeorge Bundy vs. Galbraith, or Complacent Sophistry vs. Astringent Realism
"It is therefore an act of folly for any true liberal to

argue that we must choose between Vietnam and social
progress."

—McGeorge Bundy in Foreign Affairs for January.
Q. Do you think because of Vietnam the non-defense sec-

tor could become more starved than in the 1950s?
A. There is a very real danger. The Vietnam burden

plays into the hands of those who do not quite have the
courage to say, "Let's cut Head Start, let's cut the Youth
Corps, let's cut school construction." But they can say
"We have a war on our hands, so we must postpone this
kind of civilian construction." It's an outrageous argument
because personal income after taxes is at an all time high in
part as a result of the Vietnam war. So what they are say-
ing is, because we are getting rich with the help of Vietnam,
we must cut down spending for the poor.

Q. Do you think that President Johnson can build a Great
Society here and fight a war in Southeast Asia without
raising taxes?

A. I have never been a friend of the Vietnam conflict. I
have been opposed to our expanding involvement there ever
since President Hennery sent me to Saigon in 1961. As
long as we are there it is certainly going to be difficult to
give our nondefense public services the kind of money they
require. Men who are capable of worrying about commu-
nism and insurrection in a basically bad social structure
in South Vietnam—one that encourages a great deal of dis-
satisfaction—are not so good at worrying about social un-
rest in the United States. .

—Interview (abridged) with John Kenneth Galbraith in
Challenge Magazine, inserted in the Congressional Record
pps. H 156-8 Jan. 12 by -Rep. Wright Patman (D., Texas).
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