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Straight From the Crystal Ball of The Army's Top Guru
It is my opinion that if we had continued to bomb, the to gain by continuing the struggle.

war would be over at this time—or would be nearly over. —Gen. Westmoreland, U.S. Army Chief of Staff, at the
The enemy would have fully realized that he had nothing House Appropriations hearings on the 1970 Defense budget.
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The Atrocities Nixon Condones And Continues
The Pinkville massacre falls into perspective if we re-

member that from the first days of the struggle against the
French Gen. Giap's strategy has been to fight a "People's
War." Without our ever fully realizing it, ours has become
an "anti-People's" war. Some years ago an American Colonel
who was never identified, put it very plainly. Mao Tse-Tung,
the foremost theoretician of the People's War, said that the
guerrilla swims among the people as a fish does in the sea.
The U. S. Colonel said we would "dry up the sea." Our
strategy has been to destroy the villages and the crops, to
drive out or kill the people, wherever we suspect Viet Cong.
We set out to create a desert where no "fish" could live. The
soldiers at Pinkville may not have been ordered to kill
women and children but they were certainly ordered to burn
down the village and kill the livestock, to destroy their homes
and their food supply. If the main target of a "People's War"
is to win the confidence and support of the peasantry, the
main target of an Anti-People's War is to uproot or destroy
the peasantry the guerrillas may have won over. From such
a strategy Pinkvilles come naturally.

The Biggest Booby Trap of All
In the rules of war, soldiers and civilians used to be sep-

arate categories. The strategy of the Anti-People's War has
given us that legal monstrosity we now read about—the "in-
nocent civilian." This implies that some civilians are innocent
and some are guilty. The latter are not only fair game but the
safe rule when in doubt is to shoot first and investigate later,
or just add them to the body count. Horrible as this may
sound, it has its logic and the logic grows stronger as the
spiral of hate mounts on both sides. The guerrillas use
civilians in their area—like the home population in any war—
for many auxiliary tasks. The civilians—including women and
children—take up those tasks ever more willingly as they
see their homes and livestock, their menfolk and ancestral
graves, destroyed by indiscriminate bombing and artillery fire
and by "search and destroy" missions like the one in Pinkville.
Relations are not improved by calling them "gooks" or—
more politely, as in Lt. Galley's indictment—"Oriental human
beings." They retaliate with home-made mines and booby
traps, including the "ponji", the sharpened stick coated with
excrement. The biggest and dirtiest booby trap of all is the
filthy pit of this war itself, from which we emerge stinking
in the nostrils of mankind.

Maybe If People Were Just A Little Dumber?
Rep. Jamie Whitten (D.-Miss.): How are you going

to make folks believe if the U. S. and the South Viet-
namese couldn't contain the Viet Cong and North Viet-
namese, how in the world are you going to make any-
body believe the South Vietnamese can do it by them-
selves? . . .

Gen. Westmoreland (Army Chief of Staff): Well, I
think there are two things that can be done. One is
somehow to give the American people a deep apprecia-
tion ... of the way the enemy has been weakened
progressively . . . and how amateurish his tactics are,
BO that every time he goes into battle he loses an in-
ordinate number of men . . . Second, the American
people should be assured that the South Vietnamese
army, DESPITE THE WAY IT HAS BEEN POR-
TRAYED BY THE U.S. PRESS, [emphasis added] is
doing very well . . . We are ahead of schedule . . .

Rep. Whitten: For 10 years this committee has been
listening pretty much to the same type of thing from
that side of the table. The American people have been
reading it. The part that you did not touch on was:
How are we going to get it over to the people, make
them believe it?

Gen. Westmoreland: I am afraid I cannot answer that.
—Pps. 168-8 Pt. 7, House Appropriations hearings

on the 1970 Defense budget, released Dee. 2.

There is a flurry of stories from Saigon about "reindoc-
trinating" troops on the humane treatment of civilians. But
we are dealing here not with an occasional atrocity but with
a deliberate policy. What a fear-crazed and hate-filled GI
may do in occupying a hostile village can be put down to
the brutalization of war. The real crime is higher up.
When the President announced that he was revising our
chemical and bacteriological warfare program and sending
the Geneva Protocol to the Senate for ratification, it looked
like a gesture of contrition. It turned out to be the most hypo-
critical kind of public relations. For it excepted from these
restrictions the two weapons of gas and chemical warfare
from which the civilian population of Vietnam suffer most.
These are the tear and lung gases which drive them out of
their home-made bombing shelters into the open where our
B-52s and fragmentation "anti-personnel" bombs can destroy
them, and the herbicides which kill their crops and threaten
—like Thalidomide—their unborn children.

How can we convince the world that we have not turned
(Continued On Page Four)
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Triumph and Despair Closely Linked in The Hunger Conference . . .
There was a moment of triumph at last week's conference

here on hunger and there was a moment of despair. They
came close to each other. The moment of triumph came when
the Conference by acclamation approved a 5-point program,
the most radical of its kind ever adopted at an official meet-
ing, which would indeed wipe out hunger in America if imple-
mented. It included a guaranteed annual income of $5500
a year for a family of four, as compared with the $1600 a
year plus $720 in food stamps offered by Nixon's pending
welfare legislation. The moment of despair came when the
conviction spread that all this would remain manana unless
there was pressure on the White House to act before the con-
ference disbanded. Militants seized the platform in the huge
Sheraton Hall of the Sheraton-Park Hotel, and begged the
delegates to stay-in until the White House responded. Their
pleas grew more desperate as more and more delegates
walked out until barely a hundred were left. Even these
lost heart when the lights began to dim and the TV cameras
were dismantled. It looked to the real spokesmen of the
hungry as if words were again the only outcome.

The School Lunch Scandal
Even a handful, had they stayed all night, launching a

continuous stay-in and talk-in, a filibuster of the desperate
poor, might soon have slowly attracted support and captured
the imagination of the country, or forced the government to
call the police and put them out into the cold, to which they
are so well accustomed. What the radicals wanted was a
stay-in until the President invoked Section 11 of the Disaster
Relief Act of 1969 and declared hunger a national emer-
gency. Less than half the poor now get either food stamps or
surplus commodities. Even the school lunch program, though
24 years old, still reaches less than half the country's hungry
schoolchildren. A former Agriculture Department official—
Rodney E. Leonard—told the conference more than half the
inadequate school lunch funds go to purposes other than
feeding the children. The worst school lunch record is not in
the South but in the ghettoes of the Northeast.* The stay-in
pleaders wanted something to take home: free breakfast
and lunch programs for all needy children, free food stamps
for the poorest, a cut in the cost for the rest, and either
food stamps or surplus commodities in the 307 counties
which do not have either now.

From Moon Man To Con Man
Q. Can you explain your job for us, please?
A. Now, if we can talk very clearly from a distance

of a quarter million miles, I would hope that some of
that expertise or technique might be carried over to-
ward opening up the lines of communication which we
presently find somewhat constricted, particularly in
regard to the youth of this country.

Q. Col. Collins, what made you decide to trade in
your space suit for a diplomat's pinstripe?

A. The hope to make our country more united in its
approach to foreign policy.

Q. What's your attitude toward student dissent,
particularly as to the war in Vietnam?

A. Most of the dissenters are poorly equipped with
the facts.

Q. Col. Collins, have you had any prior experience
in public affairs during your military career?

A. No.
—Col. Michael Collins, who commanded the first trip

to the moon, at his first press conference as Assistant
Secretary of State for Public Affairs, after 17 years
in the Air Force, Nov. 28 (abridged).

*For the full story, told with burning passion, read Nick
Kotz's new book. Let Them Eat Promises: The Politics of
Hunger in America (Prentice Hall).

The Administration holds back because it is fighting in-
flation. But what kind of fight on inflation is this, when the
main cause of the inflation—the war in Vietnam—goes on?
It is the more than $100 billion spent on Vietnam, without
price controls or war profits taxes on those who made the
most money from it, which ignited the inflationary prairie
fire. The latest Pentagon figures show its spending this fiscal
year is only down $1.6 billion from last. The Joint Economic
Committee's latest report on the Federal budget says that
while the rate of Vietnam spending is expected to be down
$8 billion by the middle of next year, non-Vietnam defense
spending will be up $4.5 billion a year by then, absorbing
most of that "peace dividend," which could feed the hungry.
If the war flares up, or the Saigon regime totters, Vietnam
spending will go up several billion overnight. There will
not be a moment's hesitation. Why not some action at home,
on the hunger front, where the poor have paid twice for the
war in Vietnam ? First they paid in hunger for the inflation,
which has reduced the dollar's value by 16.6 cents since 1964.
Now the first-to-be-fired are paying again in the deflationary
program, which depends for its efficacy on fewer jobs and
reduced Federal spending. The poor bear the brunt of the
economic see-saw, the ups and the downs.

Closed Door Testimony Shows Pentagon Chiefs Still See Peace A Long Way Off
Chairman Mahon (D.-Tex.): I interpret your testimony

to mean that we are not looking forward to an early ending
of the war in Vietnam, but that we are looking forward to
shifting more of the burden of fighting the war to the
South Vietnamese. Is that about right?

Secretary of the Army Resor: That is about right, except
that I don't look forward to an indefinite war . . .

Mr. Mahon: Do you think that the ending of the hostili-
ties in Vietnam is a matter of months or years?

Gen. Westmoreland: I believe, sir, we can anticipate that
the intensity of combat generally will subside ... I believe
we can anticipate having forces in Vietnam for several
years . . . The uncertain element has been that of will. We
have not projected to the regime in Hanoi the will to stick
with this until we grind them down ...

Mr. Whitten (D.-Miss.): ... for ten years it (the war)
has been going on ... We were told by the former Secre-
tary of Defense for a number of years . . . that we could
expect that this thing would be over and he would give us
a timetable. That never did pan out . . . The enemy has not

accepted defeat . . . how much credence can we give your
honest calculations?

Secretary Resor: ... I think we seriously underestimated
the problem ... I think today we have a much better under-
standing of the problem. Accordingly I think that our esti-
mates of the current situation should be significantly more
valid. However, I do not want to be in the position of pre-
dicting to you how long it will take. I think that is one of
the lessons we have learned, that it is dangerous to make
predictions. I can only say I think time is running on our
side in Vietnam. Therefore if we can just buy some time in
the U.S. by these periodic progressive withdrawals and the
American people can just shore up their patience and de-
termination, I think we can bring this to a successful con-
clusion. . . .

Mr. Whitten: General, could you add to that?
Gen. Westmoreland: ... I have never made the prediction

that this would be other than a long war.
—Pp8. 162-174 Pt. 7 House Appropriations hearings on

the 1970 Defense budget. Oct. 8. Released Dec. 2.
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