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PBEFACE 

..... : .: .. In: the ·present Wo tk, I ha1re tried to analyse how the 

Paris Peace Agntement on VietnEun was negotiated and the 
; ' .. · , . . . . I . . . 

: .ro~.· Hepry ,Kis~~ger· played· in it, f~ Paris peace nego~ 

t+ations. th~·t ~egan in{.1968, ano. the Ag~ement which was sub-
·~ . . ' . ' . . ' ' . ";, ' 

sequently .signed in 197.3 wexe events· ot areat importance 1n · 
' " " I ~ . . 

•... ~fl. recent.history ot 1ntemat1,::mal relations because they 
., ' 

br~~ght tpe. US !mpe:rialis ts· agg:ression 1n Vietnam to an end. 

This studY _·has ·been di~decl into three main chapters .• 

. Th.e. tirst chapter >lias been diy1.Cled into 'bto parts, the .first 
\ 

.one'. '*IntrodUction" ~races. the ozig1n and course of Vietnam 

war·.thn>ugh its' var1ous p.has'es . .", ·The second part 'tQuest J 

. . . 

fo.r Peace in Vietnam" deals With the details of the peace 

initiatives and responses by t11.e waring .nations. It analyses 
.. . ~ . 

the' factors that brought the warJ:i.ng nations to the negotia-
, ' ' 

·-ting ·table• ·The. second chapte~ t'.hen g~es. on to discuss the 

,various negotiating positi<;ms adopted by tm United States, 
'~ ' ' I 

North Vietnam., South .Vie$nam and. the National Liberation 

Front 'Of South .V+etna.m and severa:l s;hi.fts that took place 

dur:Lng the proce~u~ of secret ·negotiations between Henry 

Kissinger and Le J)uc tho. An at:f;E\,mpt has been made to find 
'• . 

out how and why t~se shifts :took place and the factors 

causing .the shifts h~ve been ana~ysed. · The writer believes 
. ! . \ 

that. the major factor. w:p.ich iri.fluenoed the peace negotiations 

was revisionism within the Vietnam Workers• p_arty. these 
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mV1s1on1sts supported the ;Soviet Union WhiCh was anxious 

to have peace in Vietnam by colluding With the USt instead 

of supporting J:'eVolutionax,· liberation struggle. In the 

third ,Chapter I have examirJ,ed altogether two different 

news ot diplomacy. l t ha~l been shown how Kissinge r• s 

d1plomaC)'·was ;in accordanCE• with one or these two. I have 

also tried to· examine Kiss~Lnger• s secret diplomacy 1n t:te 

peace negotiations and how it set:Ved the interests of the 

Amer.Lcan monopoly bourgeois clique. Finally on the basis ot 

analysis offered in these chapters. I have drawn some general 

conclusions. 
. . 

I would like to state here that l nave made an effort 

to seek truth thtough facts. To some readers tm Views 

expressed heze may appear to be somewhat diffe tent from the 

usual "run of the mill" e:a:planations. I Will only say that 

l have set my\ own 1Q8as bc•ldly because I feel them to be 

correct. l- had cons:t.de rahl~ ditticulty 1n collecting data 

.for this study because maJl7 prima17 or secondary sources 

on 1 t, either distort o.r ~conceal tbe facts and often g1 ve 

misleading information~ 

The dissertation was prepared under the supervision of 

Professor B.K. Shrivastava, American Studies DiVision of 

tm School of' Inte mation,al Studies, Jawaharlal NehrU Uni

'Versity. I am greatly :l.rlidebted to him tor his guidance 

and help. I may add henl· that the Views stated in th1s 
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dissertation-are enti~l.y my own and I alone am resPQn• 

sibJ.e .~or .. the news -~tated. here". -l expmss fD.Y sra~itude 

--~ P,rofessor M.s. Venkata:ramani tor his interest 1n this 

_stu:d1"•- _ I _am j;hanki'ul fo-r the ·help rendere-d by the staff of 

J~~ha~lal NehfU University Library and the staff 'of Sapru 

_ ~ouse ~ib:ra:ry, and of the United States lnterhationa·l 

_ ~mmunioations Agency, Nelrf Delhi. -. _ 

_July _1981 ,--
New Delhi-67. 

'·. t 

A. Ma th1alagan 
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Cha-pter l 

lNTRODUCTION 
QUEST FOR PEAt::E IN VIETNAM 

Introduction 

The Paris peace neg<•t1at1ons on Vietnam war were a 

vital eyant both in the hi.stor,y of the United States and 

Vietnam. The peace negotiations started on 10 May 1968 and 

finally a treaty was signed on 2? January 19?3 1n Paris. 

The official title of the text was "Agreement on Ending 

the War and Restoring Peacc3 1n Vietnam". The treaty was 

signed by Secretary of Sta1te William P. Rogers for the 

United States, Foreign Mirdster Nguyen Duy Trinh for the 

De·mocrati.c Republic of Vie1;nam (DRVN), Foreign Minister 

Mrs. Nguyen 'fhi B1nh for the Provisional Revolutionary 

Government (PRG); Foreign M.inister Tran Van Lam for the 

Republic of Vietnam. Henry A. Kissinger, the then 

National Se«Nr1ty Adviser to the President, and Le Due 

Tho, a member of the Politb'ureau of the Vietnam Workers' 

Party, played a major role :ln the negotiation process .. 

The treaty was signed in twc) sess1ons because the Saigon 

Goveinment had not recogniSEld the Provisional Revolutionary 

Gcwemment of Vietcong. rn the morning the participants 

we~ tbe United States, Nort!h Vietnam, South Vietnam, and 

the Provisional Revolutionary Government of Vietcong. In 

the a.fternoon, only the United States and North Vietnam 

participated. All the refel'ances to the Provisional 
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Revolutic.mary Government wE•re put 1n separate set of docu

ments signed by the United States and North Vietnam. 1 The 
'· 

Signirlg 'of ·the treaty brought to an end the U.s. involve

ment in Vietnam of twenty-t:wo ~a~ •. , . ..• ' ' '. ' .. ' -, ' . 

fhe Vietnam war caused great misery .to .the entire 
.' ·' ! 1 . ,. ~ ' , ' :,. ~ • . ,. ' • ' • ' .' . • 

population of VietAam for ~lm.os.t a quarter :of a eentu". . . . ' . ··2 - . 
It 1;l}e cost ?1 the war was hi_gh .f.o~ ~he United States,- i~ 

' ' ' . . 

· w~s ,mucn bighe r, tor V~etnam., .. 
' • \ •• ~ '• ' • ' 11 . ' 

. i Beto~. going ,into the detaiJ.s of peace negotiations• 
I I • ' ' ' ~~ ' • ~ ' 

it is .desirable to trace thet origins of the Vietnam war 
•': '\ \ '·, '' ·-, ,I ,, •·' • ' ' 

' 

and. the US intervention 1n :tt. This will help us to . ' -' . . . ~ . ·' ' . ' 

unde~t~ci .the p~oblem 1n pt'()pe.r perspe~tive. 

, Vietna,m 1s a country ~n South East Asia, bordering 
' . 

China in the north, Laos .in the west, and Kampuchea 1n the 
1 ,! 11 ' 

south-west. T~1e rest or the area .is surrounded by the Gulf 
• ' j • • , . •• 

of Tpnlf:in, the_ South C~a Se~a,. and the Gulf, of Siam. The 

coast.;une .of Vietnam describEts a m1ghty •s• running from · 
3 

the Southern border ot China to the tip of the Indo-China 
•' '! ' . . . . . . t 

1. fiew Xork fiJnes, 28. January 1'973, P• 1. 

2. the military tolll 
. Killed W9W1~d 

United States ' . g1,000 303~16 
South Vietnam • . . 1 3,$28 1+99,026 . 
Vietcong & North Vietnam 924-,048 Not available 
fb:e tJ¢teCl States• exwnctlture on Vietnam war, accprding 
to the US official est1ma1;e was $ 180 to $ 210 billion. 
see New .l'ork 41me@t 28 Jar~uary 1973, p. 1.. And also 
see Theodore Draper, nanos:ts of Vietnam", Dissent 
V~ew York) 1 vol.261 WinteJ• 1979t P• 31. 

3· "lndo-China11 is the name the French apPlied to Vietnam, 
Laos and Cambodia. The term has neither ethnic nor 
geographic precision. see Marvin E. Gett~eman (ed.), 
Y1itnam; H;lstoa;Doewnents. and om:g1ons on a ;Major 
World Crisa,s (New York, 1966), p •.• 
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'I 

' 

; ; '.'. l • \ 

peninsula. Stretching :for more than 1200 miles, 11f nearly 
.·' . ' ,. 

e_quals the J.ength of tbei entize Pacific coast of continental 

Un1ted'states.' T.he rien, deltas or' the Red R1~r in the 

North and. 'the Meko~g Ri ~er 1n the 'south have often been ' 
' ... ' 

J:ilonied· to two· rice basloats suspended at tne ends of a 
,\ . 1-. '· ' ' ' ' • ' '· ·,; ' ' : 

jleasant's carrying pole; for along with the generally 
' . ', ' • ~ 1.. ,, ~ • I 

na:rr.aw coastal ·plaiils 'the;y produce nearly all of Vietnam's 
. , ; 4 .. ' .. •' ·• '·: -' I 

rice. · 
. ; . .: . '· '1· " . . . . ' .. 
the total.· po~at1on ot Vietnam in tm early 1970s 

' ' ''•' ' ' "' ' .·1' ' ' _·' I ' ; ' ' ' 

was about 40 million', with about 21.2 million liVing north 

'of· the 17th ·~raiiel. and. '18.~8 million to· the south. 
J '· ~ •I t 1 I 

The rioh'natural :resources and high quality grain 

prociU~~d: ·from fertile lands or' Vietnam attracted the' 

fotei£ners· to .. develop tradla relations With it. The FrenCh 

e.s.tablished trade xel~ti~ruJ With Vietnam during the first 

halt of lthe eighteenth cen1;ucy. In order to further their 
.· . ' . . . ., . . ' . . . . .. !) . : ' 

trade the French decided to• invade Vietnam in 185'?. . . 

' 
, 'lt~ · George MeT. Kahin and ~rohn w. Lewis, ifhe Unite.d 
, , st;ajes 1p Yietnam (New :rork, .11967), ~.3. 

~~· The ! .. rench came ;into contact with tbe Vietnamese 1n 
1661+. fo establish a pl~ofitable trade with Vietnam 

. as the Portuguese, Dutc:h and English had BJ.ready 
done was a difficult task. .The continued decline 

, of other Western powers in ~e Far East, encouraged 
_the _FrenCh to esta.b~ish trade relations with, Vietnam • 

. The Vietnamese realizing that they were being explo1•. 
ted by the French, began· to . resist. ,French thought 
that only: milltary; intel"'rention. could force Vietnam 
tQ prOVide .a base. for Fntneh c,olonial. exploitation. 
'lhe decision. to invade V:tetnam was made by Napoleon III 
in J~y ·1857. However, t•he execution of his order was 
deJ.aye·d until the summer of 1858• The Fl'$nch empire 
like similar other empires grew out or tt.te need for 
overseas markets. _ See %1)9 New Encyc1QJ2aedia Britanniga: 
Macrqeew,a, Knowies.&e in Depth (Chicago, 1977), vo1.19, . 
pp .• 12 ~5. 
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Thus, the war 1n Vietnam s~~arted in 1858 with the 

Fllanch etfo~ to impose colonial rule 1n Vietnam. ~he 

·Vl~tnataese · ha'<i been tight~g ·the French, since. 1858 till 
'1 I . . • . ' ' I 

19;'11-'t \!'hen· the· latter fina~ly le:ft, the country •. Occasionally 
\ ~· . ; ' ' ... . 

'the war becaue a full-scal.e war. •... During the .nine~enth and 
' . . 

early twentieth· centuries, ::the· war :was more lik:e .. a brigandage 
. ' 

rather than. a· war. · · 

·Xhe' !all· ot Franoein 1940 jtoll~ing the G$rman 
, r \. :. ! : 

invasion: w~altened· the French colonial hold over Indo-China. 

· The Fxench colonial· regime 1n ·ViEttnam collaborated with 
. . . 

' . 

Japan, after the former tell in E:u:rope. ln Indo-China a 
~ : 

powerful :freedom' movement gleW UJI See king to OVerthrOW , 
~ 

the .co~onial. re~inle called "Vie_tntinh" , und!r ·the leade.rship 

of Hd Chi Minh. . 

The French were ousted front power by the Japanese in 
' "' V.ietnatn on 9 March 1945' while the· Second World War was 

• . ' l •• 

0~ ' . . 

nearing its end. But, the Japanese themselve.s were forced 

to surrender Vietnam on 15 August 1945 .to the Vietminh · 

forces, .in the walfe of American bombing of Hirosh1ma and 
~ I' f' 

N.agasald.. · 
' \ 

6. ·~vietminh." is an abbreviation· of .the Vietnamese for 
· nteague for the Independence of Vietnam". .It was 

J.e.d f'rom the beginning by Ho ·Chi Minh who was , 
fighting for the Vietnwrese i:ndependence since the 

· world War I. 



. 
Bao Da11abdioated and aec:epted the position of "Supreme 

Councillor'' in the Democratic REipUbllc of Vietnam a new state 

f'o~d On 2 September 194; by Vj.etminh. Four months later, 

1n Januaq 1946, Ho Chi Minh an<l his colleagues wgn the general 

elect1Qns with 98,'+ per cent of the votes polled .• 

In July 194;, the Postdant ConCerence decided to disarm 

suCh Japanese forces Which still; rema.ined in Vietnam. And the 

Chiriese ·were to occupy Vietnam n.orth ot: 16th parallel, while 
. . 

the British were to take ·OV&l' the south of it. The plan implied 

a division of Viemnam' into two parts and the elimination ot 

.France t~om the scene. This was because the US did not favour 

the return or the French colonialism in Vietnam. the Chinese 

army from Yunnan proVince which t9nterecl Vietnam was actually 

not a Kuomintang army!' The Ymman province had mnained an 

autonomous province with its own army~ Chiang Kai•;ihek1 the 

KMT leader, wanted to c onsolidatn his control over Ytmnan 

prov1nC$ and considered the 180,000 strong Yunnan army an 

obstacle. He therefore ordered 1.1n1ts of the. I<MT army into 

North Vietnam that Showed no part•icular interest .in the internal 

affairs ·of Vietnam and on the W'hc•le helped to con.solidate 

7• Bao Dai was a Fxoench controlled emperor of Annam tor a 
a decade prior to. 9 March 19lt·5· He became head of the 
Jl@IDinal independent Vietnam 1'ormed by the Japanese on 
11 March 1945', after the Japanese Victory over the 
i'rench-. See Kahin, n. 1+, p .. 18:. 

8. }?aul M. Sweezy, and Leo Hubez:man (eds.), "What Every 
Amencan should know About lndo-Chinatt, Monthly Review 
(New York) • Vol. 6, June 19541 pp. 50-5'1. 
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the power of the Government of the .Democratic Republic of 
9 . 

Vietnam. 

This was not the case in South Vietnam. Ma~or-General 

Douglas Gracey, CC~mnander or the British forces 1n south 

Vietnam, exceeded both the Potsdam decision and the orders of 

his superior, Admiral Louis Mountbatten. Gracey took the res

ponsibility of restoring French colonialism 1n Vietnam once 

again. Be refused to deal with the Govel'IUJlent of the Democratic 

Republic of Vietnam. Instead, he signed an agre~ment with 

France turning the area again to the French control. Having 

acquired control over South Vietnam, French High Commissioner, 
"" 

Admiral Thierry d•Argenlieu, tried to extend it over the 

north also. On 28 February 1946, Chiang Kai .. shek agreed to 

withdraw his forces from north within th~e monthS in return 
10 

tor some French concessions. 

The departure of the British and the Chinese forces 

brought the Vietminh Government under direct pxessure from 

France. By thiS time it was evident to Ho Chi Minh that no 

support would be forthcoming either from the United States or 

9• Ibid. 
10. The French agreed to give up all extraterritorial rights 

they had held 1n China and to transfer to China their con
cessions 1n Canton, Hankow and Shanghai. They also agreed 
to relinquish that part of the Haiphong•Yunnan railroad 
t..Q.at was in China and to permit freight to be transported 
over it duty free in either dizection between China and 
Haiphong. see Kahin, n.4, P• 2.5. 
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the."· :Sov1e t Union. In , that si tuat1on the 9:overr1ment ()f the· 

Democratic Bepublie ·of· V1e.tnam Si:gne.d: an agreement with the 
. . I. . • 11 

F~nch on 6·:Marcb:· 1946, ,after enormous ·concessions from 

the· latter, . 

aut the· French did .not_ abide by· the Agreement. ~hey 

vi'olated .it :later by".insta.lling a· ,puppet regime in Co chin 

.Cl'd.na·and subS:tituting the':French .for tlle Vietnamese to control . ' . 
customs at ·:the Haiphong ·Jarbour. ·The ;French did. not stOp 

there,· they started encJ'Qacbing upon t~ Vietnamese preroga

tives.,.. ·Relations between the two sides vo:rsened rapidly. 

During--the s\:tmmer o·f·19lf.6 further attempts at negotiations 

between France and. the Yietninh did not Sl.lcceed.. 'lhe mounting 
' tension· <=ulmina ted in the ~xench naval bombard.men t of Haiphong 

on 23 November· 1946,. As _a re·sult, atleast 61000 Vietnamese 

ciVilians were ·killed. As· tm war continued, Ho Chi Minh 

made several atte.mpt_s from 25 Aptll 194-1. on to ~each a cease

tile agreement· W1 ~h France. But al.l such attempts ended in 

failure.· ·w1t.D1n· one year· flbm the moa:8nition or the Govem-,. 

ment of :the Democratic Republic of Vietnam• the Fxench came 
\ ~ 

dOwn to the point of asking· t,or 1mcinait1onal surrender~ · 

Ho ·Chi Minh· :m .t\u~e d,. 

11• Faris·, J.eC08Q1sed Democratic Republic of Vietnam as 
a _.Free Staten. ·The DRVN could hSve its own govem• 
JrJ.ent, parliament, army, an.d treas:ury, forming pan 
of the Indo-China Federation and· the French Union, 
~he F.-ench· als9, agreed to abide by the resul.ts of a· 
referendum ~rr-'Cochin ·China, which was to determine 
whetb:lr it ·should be reunited Wi.th Annam and Tonkin. 
Se~ ibid., P• 26. 
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. . ( ~ I " 
. :Meanwhile, former US Ambassador to Paris, William c. 

. ~ \ ' 
' r ' ' 

~ul~t, me~ J)ao Da1 1n Hong Kong. He asked Bao Pai to accept 
,<. • 

1 
' • ' ! 'i ' ;, ' , '. "! i,; .. ', , i_ ) ' 1 .'I . 

. the leadership -ot anti-Bo :Chi: Minh forces~ The latter 
• ' I' 

accep~d .1~. W~ll1am Bullit contacted the French High 
' ', .,_ :, ! ~ ~< ' ,' ' ' '• •' ' i ' ~ l ,· ' I . . ' : I 

_Compd.ssion~.r ~ satgon; M •. Ba~rt, through the French 
' ' ' ' ~ ' ; ' .. . '• • 1 

C9\Jflsel_ wh~ was, 1n Hong Kong, -. They made Bao Dai the "Chief 
' ' I ' 1 ' ·~-· I ' I '· ... ,, 

,_ 

.. I -was.Bao Dai Government a legitimate one? According to 
' ,I , ' > , ~ • . ' ' f ' '; ' , .. , , ' ' \ ' •. ' , 

, G~~.ard_: _Lyon ... caen, Professor of Law at the University or 

~iJon., .. J.egally, .it. was peyOJld ~n7 doubt that' the Democratic 
\ \ ' ~ ' ' ' 

' '' 

Republi~ or Vietnam wa• the ~ly legit~a~ Government. He 
' . ·, . 

,gives two reasons; 

.. 
.. 

(a) _After ~s abdication of 1945, ~ao Da1, 
according to his own statements, was 
nothing but. a plain citizen. He was 
without .any mandate to treat on behalf 

(b) 

ot his country with the French, a tact 
' which renders the Auriol-Bao Dai accordS 12 
of no_ juri&cal value and precludes their 
binding the Vietnamese nation. , 

on the other hand; the government formed 
by ~~sident Ho Chi Minh has authority 
over the greater part of the country and 
enJoys the .;ontidence of its inhabitants. 
ln January 1946 - an unprecedented event
there took place elections with universal 
su·rtrage fran which emerged the pxesent 
National Assembly- ••• ,. and. the government 
of the Republic conserves the le g1 timacy 
which the French government itself con"" 
ceded to :lt when it signed with it the 
accords of March 6, 1946. ( 13) .. 

12. In March 19491 Bao Dai exchanged letters with President 
Vincent Auriol. of France which when ratified woul.d 
make Vietnam an Associated State •~ 
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The validity of the above argument is obvious and 

one can tberefoN conclude that the Government or the 

Republic of Vietnam, not the Bao Da1 regime, was the 

legitimate government and the French were aggressors in 

Vietnam. 

on 21 June 1949, the United·States officially welcomed 
. ~ . t • 

,, . ~ ' ; 

~ forthcoming formation of the Bao Dai' s l'egime. Bao 
'· + ~ 1 

v 

Dai•s statement that the people of Vietnam will decide the ' . .· . . . ' 14 
future ·Constitutibn was viewed with satisfaction. fhe 

United States described 'Bao Dai as.· a stauneb patriot. 

After Bao Dai be6ame the Chief of State• he was being 
' . . . 

accompanied by us official and unofficial representatives. 
'. 

The Bao Da1 regime was .legitimatized by the. US Gcwemment. 
t • . ' 

Later President Dwight D. Eisenhower addressed Bao Dai as 
' ,, . 

"Your M.ajesty".,. after the fall of Dienb.ienphu 1n 1954. 

On the other hand the People's Republic of ~hina and 

the SoV"iet Union recognized the Democratic Republic or 
Vietnam. Th~y established formal. diplomatic relations with 

the Government of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam on 18•h 

J~nuary .Emd 31 .January 1949 respectively. 

11t-. · J2!partment of State Bullet~ (Washington, D.c.), 
Vol.. 21, 18 July 1949, P• 7 • ·. 

15• D1enb1enphu, a fortress situated in a 'Valley at the 
western· extremity of Tonkin. Here, 517,000 Fzench . 
forces collapsed before the Vietm1nh forces 1n 19$4. 
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In late 1940s the French army :1n Vietnam had exhausted 
' ' 

its :resources • It was felt that at this stage that e 1 ther 
. . I • 

the war must be stopped or the United States should tam the 

respons1b1li~y of carrying on the war. 

The• United States decided to support France through 
. ' '16·. 

material and financial aid in 1950. This was an open inter-
·-' : f 

vention, though the indirect intervention through manipula-
~ . • . t 

. t1ons had begun 1as far back las ~ 1944-lt;. The American 

dollar flowed to boster the French military effort from 19!50 
·' . '. . ' 17. . 

amd ~t 'increased in tbe follOWing years. 
"'·j: '·. ' 

16. On 2lt- May 195'0; us Cha.rge d'affairs 1 Edmund Gu1llion1 
delivered a letter to the Chiefs of State of Vietnam, 

· Laos and. Cambodia.· The· main content of the Jetter was 
that the us had aacided to initiate a programme of 
economic aid. to ·the states of Vietnam,. Laos a.nd 
Cambodia in orde.r to restore stability and pursue 
peaceful and democratic development. See J;leJ)!rtment 
ot State ~ullet1n (Washington, D.C.), Vol. 22, 
12 June 1~50 •. P·• · 977• on 2? June .1950, Presl.dent 
Harry s. Truman announced that he had directed 
American military to assist the forces of France and 
the Associate« States 1n Indo-China. And he also 
ordered the dispatch or military mission to provide 
close working relations with those forces. See ibid., 
Vol. 23, 3 Jul.y 1970, p, ;. 

11. The .American aid began with the modest sum of 10 million 
dollars in 1950. The amount reached 1.063 billion 
dollars in 19S4. On 26 April 19;1+ the US announced 
that its aid to Indo-China WO\Ud run to 1.33 billion 
dollars. This amount equalled one-third of the entire 
American foreign aid programme. See Kahin, n. 4, p.,32. 
And also see Guenter Levy, Aprica 1n Vietnam (New York, 
1978) t pp. lt-;. 
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. 'When the Situation deteriorated beyond redemption as 

ra~ .a~; French were . concerned, General Paul Ely, French Chief 

or Staff·in Vietnam, demanded on 25 .March 1974 American 

1nt.e~n~ion 1n vietnam. He· stated ·that cmly the Americans 
~ ' 

could save the French from· defeat· at·D1enb1enphu. President 
' ' . . . 

Dwight Eisenhower and Sec·re~ri ot State John Foster Dulles 
~ . ! . 

held·wide-.ranging discussions With the officials 1n the State 

and Defense departments. The cobsensus among them;appeared 
. . 

to pe that unless the French granted complete independence 
. . \ 

;o.ViE~tnam the United States could not enter the war. 

Why did the United states insist on independence for 

Vietnam? · Was ·it put of love tor freedom? President 

Eisenhower a.nswen these questions :rn his nemoirs •. Acc.ord-. . ' . . . . 18 
1ng to him· the FrenCh suffered heavy losses and costs. .t>ue 

to these F.rench became "!!eaty ,o.f the war. so Eisenhower 

provided an ~lterna~i~. He -,r~e:· 
I ' 

· ·These losses anc costs to ~he F.rench might 
be lessened, I believed; if allies could be 
bs-ought into carry part of the load in de fend
ing Indo-China. SuCh a development would · 

· • depend, .of co~rs~, )lP~. a clear appreciation 
throughout the F'tee World that the war was 1.n 
no sense an effort on the part of the French 
to sustain their 1· ozmer. domination over the 
area:, but was in fact a clear case or freedom 
cle.feruU.ng itself from communist aggression. · 

. ·· · · ( contd, ••• ) 

18. The French, in more than '1 years of heavy fighting, 
· to subdue the :mbels, suffered some 150,000 casuali!" 
ties and the cost amounted to about $ ; billion. 
see Dwight D. Eisenbowe rt anda te !'or Chan e .. 1' 
w · H use Years . 1 1 (London, 19 3 1 pp. 
33 ? .• 
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to bring about such an apprec1at1Qn, there 
would have to be a definite and public pledge on 
the part ot the French to accord independence 
and the right of self-determination upon the 
Associated States as soon as military victory 
should be et.>ta1ned. ( 19) 

' ' 

He further added that the French engendered the. popular 

antagonism among the Vietnamese whiCh ultimately helped 
20 

Ho Chi Minh and his men against the French. t'iha t it logi-

cally meant was that the us would not nave insisted Ol?-

1nd$pendence ot: Vietn~m; if French would have able to 

control Vietnam as~ he t orzner expected. Perhaps., a~other 

reason tor Amencan insistence on freedom was that the us 

~~ted to take the msponsibility of Vietnam directly. 
i' 

.Despite al.l-French e:rtorts and American sup~ort 

Dienbienph~1 rell on 7 Ma7 1954. In the rwantime; ·the, ~eneva 

Conference was convened on 26 April 1954 to discuss the 

Vietnam problem. The Contezence continued till 21 July 19;4. . ' 

The Vietminh withdrew to the north of 17th Parallel, as 

proVided by the Geneva Agreement. The mason Why the Vietminh 

agreed tt Withclraw from the south was that they agreed to 

accept that the f11ln ple(ige of naticn-wide elections 1n 1956 

,and subsequent unification of the country. The Vietminh 

would have stayed 1n the south if these two points Would not 

have been ·included in the Geneva Accord. 

19 •. lb1d., P• 336 .• 

20. Ibid., P• 332ft. 

21. See for details Kahin, n. 4, PP• 43 ff. 
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Neo-Colonialism ;in South Vietnam · 
' - < • 

Eventhough· the Fxench ~ere defeated :1n 19~, AiJericans 

went to the· he~p of·Bao .Dai •. Ngo Dinh Diem, who was in exile 
·, ~ . 

in America, was br~ught. in and made premier in the Govern ... 
. ' 

ment headed bY. Bao Dai~ J?iem la~r became the P.resident or 
;, ' ' ' ' 

South Vietnam. But one does not get any idea about how N go 
• 

1 
I I , 1 , I 1.o 

Dinh Diem became ptemler, immedi.ately ,after his return from 
~ ~ . ' 

I~ ' I • 

·the United States. Bao 'Dai and Ngo Dinh Diem to<;>k the 
. , 'I -

place alongside Syngma.n Rbee, south. Korean P~si~nt an.d 
' ~ • • ' ,: t • ' ·,< • • • + • • •• • • • 

Ch1ang Ka1-she k 1n Washington'~ stable of "Asia~ fighters 
·' \ ,. \ .. 

against Asians". Pre,ident Eisenhower's letter to .Ngo Pinh 
·-. ; • •• t ,J\ ' ' • • ' . ... 

~~em on 1 October 1954- marked ~m beginning. of dimet inter-
• • • -. • ' ,•. > • ' 

vention of the United. States. Eisenhower said in the letter 
' ' , o < - , • < I l , \ i' ' • ' ~ • : < 

delivered to Diem through US Ambassador Donald R~ Heath on 
. ; ~· ' . ' ' . ' . . 

23 October 19.53 that, "to assist the Government of Vietnam. 
. . i. . . .. ' . 

1n: developing and maintaibing a ,st;rong, y.Lable state,. 
" ~ ' ' ; ' '. . ' . .. \ 

eapab~ of xes1sting attempted subversion or aggJ'Sssion 
.• '·, . . ' . 22' ·'. ,, ·. . 

through military means~' While_ g~ving the aid,, the United 
.. . 

States would expect fran .the Government ot Vietn~m to intro-
.~ I I'• • 

duce necessary reforms in South Vietnam., 
< ' ' ' • • ' ' • ' • 

This was a new moment 1n Vietnam. Je.an-Paul Sartret 

the well•lul.own F:reneh philosopher, calls ~t as tta new moment 
:. ' 

in the im}J:!rialist process which is usually called neo-
·.··' ; ' ':·23' . ' . 

colonialism•" He also states that the new rulers of the 
22. Ibid., PP• '456-7 •. 
23. · Neo-Colon1al1sm means the state power is 'governed solely 

by imperialism through their puppets Who have either no 
domestic social base or have their social base eroded 
entirely. See Frontier (Calcutta), Vol. 13, 27 December 
198ot P• 4. 



- 11+ • 

neo-colonial state would not represent the interests of the , 

masses, but those .of the PJ"i:vileged people and of foreign 
. 24 

capital. 

Senator John 1'"'. Kenne~ called upont before the 

·. e~ct1on :was .tq .be held in Vietnam, the Gowinme;nt of the 

.. , u~ited States ·t.o oppo~e e.lect:.lon -~ Vietnam in 1956.. He 

arglle:d ·that neither the United States. nor tree Vietnam ·was 

a. party to the Geneva Ag~eme~t.. ~~refore•' ~Y would not 
' . ~ . . 

be .. ~ party to an e.lection ~ ~11· . fhe United States 

.. h1nte d . to N go :Pinh Diem: not to . bqld election which was supposed 

. to. be _held '.Jl 19)6. according to th~ :Geneva Agreement. Diem 

.refused to hold election and.these ended any possibility 

· , . oC un:Lf'1cation or Vietnam •. 

. . . .. When, Kennedy beCt;lme the President of the United States 

on :,20 .January ~961, he. found the _situation in V.ietnam deterio

rating ... rapidly from the American point of view. His adminis .. 

tration started sending American forces to Vietnam. In 1961, 

900 American men were in Vietnam. Their numbeJ" had tncreased 

.. to.16, ;oo in 1963.•. Meanwhil$, the United States started 

shoWing its displeasure at Diem• s way of running govemment. 

The united States enco~rage·d and shared ~sponsibility a 
' 

military .coup, which took place on 1 November 1963; ~sult1ng 
f 

. -~ .the ··assasination. of Diem ~d his 'brother Ngo Dinh Nhu. 

24. · t!'eari-Paul Sartre, nGenoeide ... , ~ew Le t:t Review (London), 
r .. o. 48, March-April 1968, p. 1 • · 

' . . . 
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Kennedy himself' vas assasinated on 22 November 1963, and 

LJildon. B. Johnson became the next President of the United 

states.. In 1961, Nguyen Van fhieu won the presidential 

election in Vietnam. 

An important question mmains to be answered. WhJ 

did the Uni~d States intervene in Vietnam? !he answer is 

simple, tba t is. to "eonta1,n commun1sll" t especially the 

Chinese coiDJnUnism. 'l.be policy of containment or coDllrtU.nism 
26 .. 

t.Lrst enunciated by George F. Kennan 1n 19lt6. Later this 

po.l:l.cy was adopted by the· Truman Administra t1on. fhe' proc-
·. . ~ ' 

~a.tioil of the 11Ti'Uman .Doctr.t.ne" on 1.2 .March 191t-7 was 

bas-ed on the idea of containment. 

26.- George Kennan wamed the Unite<; States that the SoViet 
"POlitical action is a fluid st,.ream which moves cona
tantq, wherever i.t is permitted to move toward a given 
goal". ·lt is expansive 1n nature. fo con.tain the 
SoViet expansionism the .A.me rican poli~y ttmus t be that 
ot a long term, patient but firm and Vigilant contain• 
ment of Russian expansive tendenCies"~, See O.orge F. 
Kennan, '

1f3 ~~~~s f sgne.t. con~gt,~ ~AAD Dip1op!acx::U•t:o LOndon, 195?-. pp:or:; 

27. Part of Harry s. Strwnan• s speech mn as follows; 
n. •• 1 believe that it must be the policy ,of' the 
United States to support tree peoples Who are 
msisting attempted subJucation by armed minor! ties 
or by outside pressuxes. I believe that we must 
assist fl9e peoples to work out their own &!st1n1es 
1n. their own way. I believe that our help should be 
pnmari~y through economic and tlnaneial aid w)lich 
is. essential to economic stability and ordorl.y 
political pJ:Og~ss ••• •• see Dermnen} ~f sta~ 
1\Ql&,t!Dt voJ.. 16, 23 .March 19 7 t P• . 3 • 
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American intervention in Vietnam could be viewed 

· -as the ·logical· extensicm of the Truman doctrine. The seecls 

or CommUnist expansion, Which the us wanted to contain, were 

sown. 1n 184.7.48 i~selt when Karl Marx and Frederick Engeles .. . 

wrote;' · · · 

· The' Communists dis&lin to conceal their views 
and aimS. They openly ,d:!cla~ that their ends 
can be att'ailled cnly by the forcible overthrow 
of all existing social conditions. Let the 
ruling classes t·remble at a . communistic xevolu
tion. The pr9letaf1ans have nothing to lose 

· but ··their chains. ·They have a world to w1n • 

._ , WORKIN~ MEN OF· ALL COUNTRIES t UNIT& t ( 28) 
• 

~- . ' . 

Therefore, it would have been better for Kennan _and 

Truman to blame Man and Engels and the ideology they gave 

birth to be called "Communism", instead of blaming the 

Russians .1n late 19ltos. Later Truman and the National 
' ' . 29 ... · . . 

Security council· condemned · the Chinese on 2.~ . June 1952, 

in the context or South East lsia. To rationalize 

its intervention ?J)'Ul· Vietnam, tl;le ·United States adopted the 

uDomino Theor.ytt. President Eisenhower told a. press 

28. · ·Karl Mamt _and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the 
Communist Party (Moscow, 1967), p, 96. · 

29. Truman,and the National security Council asserted that 
·the loss of any country in south East Asia to the 
Chinese_ aggression would have critical psyeh_olog1cal1 _political emd economic consequences. see Levy, n. 1o, 
p. ). ' • I . . • ' • 

30 •· ·Domino Theory aeans that if one oountr;y. especially 
· in South East Asia, falls to communism, nearby nations 

will also tall one arter another. 
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conference on 7 April 19;4 that "you have a row of dominoes 

, Set UPt yOU lcnOclt over the first one, and What Will heppe~ 
. ' 

to the last one is the certainty that ·it Will go over very 
. . 31 : ' 

quickly." 
' ': ; 

John Foster Dulles, the then se.cretary of State, 

presented an intelligence report on $ April 19~ before the 

House Foreign Affairs Committee asserting that the Communist 

Chinese participated at Dienbienph\h He made various allega. 
32 . . ' . ' ' . . 

tions against the. Chinese 1n that report. But Cijarles 
: . ' ,. 1 • •' ),i• 

Favrell, a correspcndent for· Le Mende, later contradicted 
. ' 

Dulles • l'eport.; · He wrote a 

· '" •.. Mr. Dulies , 'Who has · a poor opinion of the 
Vietgunnel'$ 1 sticks to.h,1s C,hinese. · He has 

··'disposed. .them on the battlefield and having 
qualified them' a$ r&:dar ope.rators, telephone 
$pec1aUsts.,. tnick dr1V$z:s, ~Cbnical advisers, 
etc., he .endows them 'With a general, a certain 

· Ly Chen-how Whose name he discovered :1n the 
gaiJ.ery .of faded ~tars· to Which. we:re relegated 

· the. glories· of Chiang Kai-shek's army which 
occupied Indo-China north, Qf 16th Parallel. (33) 

,•, I , ' 

31' .• s.. resident· .Public Pa rs 
, United Sta es DW1 t D·. E1se 

D.C., 19 t P• .) 3•. . . ... ,_ 
> -~-........ '. \ • • ) • 7 

32. Dulles said that a Chinese c~st General LiChen-how 
. was stationed· at D1enbienp~ headquarters of, General Vo 

Nguyen Giap, the Vietminh· Commander. ·Thexe -weie many. 
Chinese communist technical mil1tar.v advisers under L1 

· Chen-how at Giap' s head.ql:lSrters. Besides there were ' 
numerous, other Chinese Dl1l1tary advisers at the diVision 
level. See fiew York times, 6 April 19$41 p~ 1. 

33· . Sweezy and Huberman, n~ 8, PP·~· 33·34· 
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. ,paul .Sweesy and ~o Hu~rmar1 have argued that the 
• r : ~ 

role or the C.h1nese communists 1n. Indo-China was non-dis tent 
: _ • · r - • · • · · ,, , t • ' ' i ' : , 

.before 195<>. On~y after. 19~, t~e qhinese force reached 
I 

the Ind0:China border and established conta~ With the Govern

ment of. the ~Dem9cratic ~pubJ.+c or Vie:t~am • 
.. c· .To .crush th~ Chinese .. Comm'Qll1sts Americans gave ai(l and 

• - 0 > \ ' I 

supp.orte·d.. Chiang. ~1-.s~~k~ s regime ~fore 1949.. ·But the 

Chinese .COJntiiunists un4&S'; ~ · ,lea~~ship of Jttao Tse-tung 
I ' f ' I 

.. succeeded .in establis~g P.eople.' s .ReJlUblic of China in 

octobe~, 1.91f-9 .•. Tl'le ,Un~te.d. States ~:tervened in Greece and 

Turkey- .in :19lt.7. .In ~. :sa~e manner, it intervened in Korea 

and V1etpam $~pet~a.l:l.J after C~a became a communiSt country. 

J'rozn 'then .·onward4, .~~.United. s~tes wa~ted secure bases 1n 

the Fa.r and. Sout,b E.ast Asia. · 
. t • \ ~ . 

. . To contain .Chinese communism_ in South East Asia, the · 
' ' 

United States adopted t~e -ne~colOn.ialist policy• fb.at is, 

(a) To e~1minate .French presence a'nd take Qire'ct control 

or SOu.th Viet~Wil•' (b) To liquidate the national and revolu• 

tionarj ·mOvement 1n South Vietnam. (e) To rig up a puppet 

d1ctatorsh1p deVoted to Washington,. (d) And, to embark on a 
' '', '. ' ' '\ 3$ 

reconquest of Nortll Vietnam. 

)4. ~b1~• $ P• 30. 

~5· .Nguyen Khac yien (.ed.) • us ~eo:..coloniS.lis·m in south 
Vie~nam (Hanoi• ·1971) t P• 1 • 
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The ·united States wanted to· contain communiSm 1n China 

b;y securing bases 1n Vietnam and 1n other neighbouring countries 
~ . ~ . ' . -

.f)f China. "The imperialists enCircle ·Ch.inatt as Che Guevara 

said ·•t·through. South Korea, -Japan·, Taiwan, South Vietnam and 
'. . ' ' 36 

Thailand· atlea$t" • ·Thousands of Vietnamese soldiers and 
' . 

c1v:111ans were· ld.l~d because they wexe communists. Jean-Paul . •' . ' 

'sartre called American bombing and killing of the Vietnamese 

as "Geno~ide:tt • 
37 . 

·There· nas been· sharp eontracl1ction in American preach

ing and practice. They· advocate freedom and principle or 

self-determination but they abandon aU. these principles 

when they C].ash with their national and class interests. A 
' , .. ··' 

glaring example of th1S iS their .aggression in Vietnam. 

Americans may not 1like communism• it 1~ their :right, bu.t they 

should ·not have talked nonestl7 about fl'eedom and denied 

the tight of the Vietnamese to choose their <:lin .ideology and 

\la;y or life. 

ShoUld American Presidents be blamed for haVing committed 

the un;~ted.· ·States to ex~?minate the Vietnamese comrmmists, ' 
· · The . 

or should·sOD&th1ng else is t~ be ·blamed? LTrS intervened in 

Vietnam because it wa.nte d t o export its capital to foreign 

36• Che Guevara, uvietnam Must Not Stand Al~e"1 .. ~~w. ~ttrt Review (Lmd.on), No. 43, May-June 1967, P• ts~t-. 
~ . . . \ 

~7~. The term '•Genocide' is def1ned by t~ 1945· cenvention 
as nthe 1ntenticm to-. oos~roy ltholly or- 1n part any 
natimal ethnic or religious _gr.oup. fhis. definition 
could be applied to any form or warfare Whatever" • 
See Sartre, n. 22, P• 12 •. 

\ 
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38 
countries tor the purpose of increasing profits and to 

seizs foreign territories; and to sateguaJ"d the (economic 
,39 

interests of ••imperialism", The United States had to inter• 

vene 1n Vietname because, apparently Vietnam was becoming 

a Communist country. Though, the Americans did not have 

much investment in Vietnam, however~ they ~d control over 
f. . ~ ' . h :, ' 

the monetary and .. loan. institutions. , ~}le United States• 

inte~ntion in Vietnam vas .. a. •tJ"ategic move. in the· long-term 

clas's ~~·re$ts of the big monop'oly' capitaliS·tS ~ . , . 
' ' ' • I 

js~' see the ·Table. giving de·tails. or' 1nwstments by the. us 
Government and by the big monopoly capitalists 1n 1946 

· · · and 1959.-· The ·big ·monopolies investe~ mom than double 
the amount the gcvenunent invested abroad. Th~y 

'Virtually controlled the ·government Which would· obviously 
serve their interests. Whenever the.re iS a thl'eat to 

· ' · . their 1nteres·ts:1 · they would not w.orry about freedom • and 
se~f determination. They- would try to save their 

·· ::iriterests at, any cost• 

'39· nimpe·rialismtt is the mQllopoly stage of capitalism. 
V .1. Lenin outlined the basic teatums of imper:Lallsm 
'tui' follows:"( 1} the· concentration of production and 
capital has cevel.oped to SUCh a high stage that it has 
created mon9Polies· Which play a deciSive role in ecol'lo
mi.c life; ( 2) the merging or bank capital with indus
trtal capital,tnd the' creation, on the basis of this 
• finance capital• ot a financial oligarchy; ( 3) the 

'export of'.' capital as distinguished fran the explort 
of commodities acquixes exceptional importance; 
(4) the. formation .of international monopolist capita
list associatioo.s which share the world among them
.se~ves, and ( 5) ·the territorial ·diVision of the Whole 
world among the biggest capitalist powers is completed". 
see; v.:t. Lenin I· tmm!~alism·. , the Highest stage of 
Qap!talism (Moscow, 978) , p. 84. 

. ' 

1+0. See for details, Vien, n. 34, PP• 8,3-18o. 
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ps Inyesimtnts. A'QtQAQ; 1964 . and 1929 
·.(in mil:J.i.otls- of Dollars) 

. ' 

. . Western Latin A~rican Other fol"fiign. Internationa~ 1 

AU areas E.urope .Canada ~.Republics ·countr1~s . Instts .. & 

· ;946 .. · · i9~ i9£i1i _ ... 122=. 15§ . _ 12~t •. 1§lil) •. _ 19=§ 1946 u • 1 · .~ . ,pUaJ.;Loc;ted 
--------------------·~------... ·--- 2 .... - ---... -- . ---------2------------~----2-------2~-''" . ..,. . . ' ' .. 

~ I > ' • \ 

Total 

Private 
Investment 13,~25' 44,775' 2~7ltl 9,1()0· 5,605' 15,769 · lt-,009 10.838 1; 168 6,812 --

US Govt. 
Credits and 
Claims ;, 168 20 t004 3, 46lt . 9.378 :1:0 

-( 
;:( 

source: .Baymond F. Mi.kesell (ed.), us Pri.vate & Gmnuimtt lmt&tpnt Abroas 
(Oregon, 1962)., p •. 5'6 .. 

2,25'6 
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. . ~2 
Vietnam. ~he Rational Liberation F;ront (NLF) and its 

mtlital'y a~ Vietcong we·re well, determined to fight the 

.forces or .. south Vie~nam Go-Rmtnent .a~d ·the Un1·ted states, 
' . 

even unae~ tJ:>.e;,diftiCUJ.t condit1ons.:·.·Arter"·tormat1on or the 

National Uberat~~n Fron.t ift:Decem'ber. 1960 ihe preblems tor . . 
United State~ illcl\:laseci, ·.Even.· sopbtstieated.;ams. and ammuni

tions of the United States could never bring t~3V1etcong to 

their lmees. But unfortunately t~ .reVisionism cropp!d up 

in. the Vietnam Workers• Party in tm l.B.w ·1950s created enough 

difficulties for the Vietcong and the Ho~ Vietnam Communists, 

in the1:r ·e»nf~ntat1on With the Amei"iean .:tmpeJ'talS.sts and 

their neo.colon1al agents 1n South Vietnam.· 

: fhe people of South Yietrl:am• disiUusloned with com•. 

petent administrations 1n South Yletnam, turned their eyes· 

towardS the Vietcong to.r better JJ~fe. the United States had 

to saire 'ttte dJing Government or the Republic of Vietnam and 
' 

the. National Libera~1on .Front ltas formed on 20.December 
1960, mainl7' to co-ord:lnate tbe stl'Uggles of the 
va.rious 1oe2.a1 classes. and s t.rata.. It brought the 
fight to a bighe~ ~vel by. advocating the overth.roll or 
th$ .. US•Diem _ .. xeginle.. .. 1n tbe beg1nni.ng1 .late.r•. it foug.ht 
agaj,p.st .. the. m1J+tar.v junta and Pres1.~n;t Ngll~n. Van . 
fb1~u ,legime.. _Its aim vas to establish an independent• 
pea~tult anQ. democratic govemrnent. fhe m1litarr·arm 
ot the National Liberation Front vas Vietcong. 

' ' . . ' 

'fiJ:leVisiontsm" is a tJ,an4 h0st1ie to t>1a~1sm v1 thin 
MaJS1Sm itself.. ~s would come· out with the most 
purposeful amendments to Man, i.e~,. mrtsion of · 
Maa:x. ,See V.I. Lenin, Against; ReV1·sion1srn (Moscow• 
19721 • P• 11. ··.Since tne reV1s:ton1sm :tn. the Vietnam· .· 
·workers' Party became a decisive factor 1n the Paris 
Peace negotiations 1t W:ill be. discuss'd 1n detail latf,:-~. 

· Abo1.1t reVioni,sts in NOrth. Vietnatn see for details 
P•J• Honeyt f~'~clh Ngrth Vietnam: Its R~le in 

· .. the siW-spvieti31sP1lti (Cambridge, Mass., 19 6l, pp. 1 rr. 
And a .. o see C!heSter A. Bain, Vie,?m; . The RQots 9r 
,Conflict (New Jersey, 1967), P• 1 . tt. · 
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· · The Unite·d States Presidents, irrespective of' the 

parti$s'. they belong, are determined to fight the Canmunists. 

That·· is because they are part of the ruling elites Who, 

ma'inly ·sene the interestsj of the ·big monopoly capitalists. 

The dsterminative role of ·tne econQD.y 1n the context of new 

spli~re of s ociallif'e 1s expressed m the fact that the class 

dominating the econ~y has the material possibility of imposing 

will on the whole of 'society and of subordinating it to its· 

organisati'on of administration and rul.e. Politics 1s nothihg 

but the cmcentrated expression and the consummation of the 
• • l:l ' ~' ' ' 

econom1¢ 'aspirations of the class Which. controls the state 
' . . ' . . ~ ' ~ . . . . ; - . 

macb1n~· a1;~ ~s:able to realize its economic ilrte~~ts ~i~h 

·its help• · 
' .. ,, 

Therefore, not the 'U.s. Presidents but the big 
. ' . . . . ~ 

mon':'poly capitalists or the United States should be blamed. 

Even; out: o.f the total U.s~ investment abroad, the private 

owners ·haw. ma3or investmen~ not govemment •. It is these 

private owners -who influence the govettunent policies and 

negate democ::racy, Which would· go against their interests. 

Altematiyes. for America 

From the American point or view, the end ot Diem-Nhu 

regime and .fllilitary junta regime s?lve~ nothing. As the 

war continued, the situation was increasingly worsened in 
1 ~ . • 

lt-1. V. Kelle, and M. Kovalson, Hisior1cal ~a~erialism: 
An gr12pe B§ [ia;g;ist Theon; Cit so(ite£;Moscow, 
1973 t p. 1 • . 



at the same t~e fight the Vietcong~ The u.s. imperial 

design, ·of containing communism in Vie'tnam and ult~ately 

to ·contain· Chinese Communism from 'spreading ave~r South East 

Asia,· was ·successfUl ·to some eX.tent 1n the 1960s not because 

of its own effort but because of the rtse to power of the 

revisionist· lsaders in North Vietnam. they Objectively, 

sabotaged th8 l:J.bera~on war by colludinf,with the soviet . 

social• 1mper1alists. · The Tet offensive · of February 1968, 
. . ' ~ 

shocked the· United states. fhe Americans came to mal12Je 
' 

that it would ·be difficult to win against the Vietcong and. 

the Oo.rmnunists ·in North Vietnam by military means. 

Under these Circumstanees 'the Amertcaris were left 

with two altsrnatives. ·one ·was to 'establish military control 

over South V.1etnam ·and assume all responsibilities or war 

to· completely ·destroy the Vietcong bases. The other was to 

make peace·w ith ·the North Vietnamese pro-soviet taction and 

get out of Vietnam. The first choice would have led to a 
' . 

total vwar against ·the North Vietnamese communists and ultima- · 

tely against China. This would ·have. been ~ore coptlier . 
' . . ' 

tor the US than· what it did cost to them. As far as the 
' ' ' 

. 44. In 1957, out of twelve Politb~reau rneuibers the~ were 
seven Pro•Soviet members 1h the Vietnam Workers•Party. 
See for details Honey., n. lt-2, PP• 19-38. 

lt-5. On YJ January 1968, the Vietcong ~~rillas. attacked 
central and northern part of South Vietnam. The main. 
assault 1n the ·rest of the country began one . day 
later.·. ~This ·was during the middle of the Tet period, 
the Vietnamese holiday season during the Lunar New 
Year. 
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second. a1tenm.t1ve was concemec, thO mViatmlsts 1n north . . ,. .... . ,- ~ ~ 

Vietnam _were not pwpa.red to C:Oill) out openly against ·the 
~ . . . --- - . 

Ubent1Gl war an4 make peace ~dietely With the United 
•• • ' < • • '.- ••• 

Gta.~s. ~he lAtter els~ ta•d a tU.l.Grnn:tl• 'fo malte peace 

1n the 15)60s and to lsave Vietnam would bn'W t:eant a losa 

toa- them because .most ot the vs.etcmgs wm cOl'QilUnists and . . lt6 . . . 
pro-Chtnese. fbe Americans olso believed that the Vietcong 

would· .run over South Vietnam attar they loave Vietnam nnd 
. • . . 1 . 

:S.t would have made tbSnga easier tor the Chinese to ~ke 
' ' ' ;. \ \ ~ I 

--~r ~~t~ East Asia •. Mo:re~:r, nald.n6 peaee end .sett1ns 

-out 9f rtetnam '1:188 not so eas, for J\maricans 1n tho 19()0s. 

Suld>eqer, a eolumn1st ot the fi!w.Jgrk~§. wrotes 

Tt&S hOEtrl of the crisis is not truly 1n Vietnam, 
i't.e qu1ntessent1al problem 1s he74 to d&feGt 
~evolut1CI'181"7 warfare. BlseWheftl 1n As1a and '< • 

Atli.ca (WhJ' leave out tatm America?) we vtU 
contmue. to _face the threat of th1S techn1t:tt» no 

· matter what bappens to tho Vietna,n-sse. th8t is 
. !nf'.UJ-pable. (4?) 

He senected the ~eelws of many otbem. Unless and until 

tho revisionist lenders in t~ortb: Vietnatl we.m able to wan 

awo.y t.h.e Vleteong from. 'the mvolutionaJ7 path to the reV1-

a1on1Bt cne the Auericans could not com out of Vietnam. 

tet, ,fn»n 1964. mw.ru·dS several peace 1nittet1 ws 

w_re token by :tnternot1~1 ~rpn1za~1onnt neutral oountnos 
apa the van1!1g rmtiCIDD but all 1n vein. we shall now discuss 

the quest for pence 1ri Vietnam, 
fl ·j __ •• Mlttn -1 

lt6. ~~~ XOlJs.ilmlf, 11 P.~'Cb 1969, P• 3• 
4?. mhJ.a., 3 MarCh 1965, P• a.o. 
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I 

Quest for Peace in. Vietnam· 

A Canadian member of the International Control Commission, 

name remains unlalown, took the first in~tiative tor peace 

on a June 196»+, When t?-e tried to :r.tnd a possible basis tor 

negoti(ltion$. He w~nt to Hanoi, but North Vietnam showed no 
. ' ' - \ ') - . 

interes.t because the United 'States was bombing North Vietnam. 
! r I \ . ' ,• ' 

Exactly ~a.month later, U Thant~ the then ·Secretary General 

·of ~~·United Nations made· the next m~ when he :rec~nded 

rec~nwnirig the, 1954 Geneva c~.fer$n~·· for negotiating peace 
' . 

i,r} 'Vietnam. This time it was tumed· .dotm· by the US,· the 

.. US State· Department spokesman asserting that the.re was no 

nee'd ·ror a new 'politica~ settlement. · In the same year, and 

later yeax"S as well, 'the United .Nations and other neutral 

countne.s tried on several occasions to bring the belligerents 
' 1t8 

to peace tablet but !ailed~ · · . 

During the period o:r bombing halt from .12 February to 

2 March 19651 u ~hant, Alexei .Kosygin1 former Prem1e r of 

the Soviet ·un1.on 1 and Charles ~· Gaulle, former President 

of France • tried many times tor. peace ·1n Vietnam. · The 

North Vietnamese .responded positively assuining that during 

· this period of l\lll possibilities tot peace coul.d be explored. 

But the United states rebuffed all. efforts. The North 
. . 

Vietnamese thought that the United States was not interested 

1n an earl.y peace settlement. In the later peace initiatives 

48. See .Appenc11x 1. 
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49 
Hanoi showed li:ttae interest.- Instead of responding 

positively to the earlier peace initiative$, the Johnson 

Administration announeed its own position on 2; Februa~ 

· 196;'. ·secretarY or State Dean Rusk stated that any 'negoti

ated settlemen·t would be conditional on Hanoi's acceptanCe 

. or South Vietnam as an independents tate. He laid yet another 

con.dition when he said ·that Hanoi should agree to pull out 
;o ... 

its forces from South. His implication of these terms vas 

that Vietcong should surrender and pull out all infiltrators . 

to the north. bef-ore the peace talks would begin. 

Responding to the American statements, the National 
' ' . 51 

Liberation Front came out with 1 ts harsh ttF1ve-Po1nt" 

manifesto on 22 March 1965'., It unequivocally stated that 

the National Liberation Front would not compromise With the 

United States, unless and until the American forces were 

withdrawl{n .from Vietnam. But North Vietnam was not that . 
st~eat, regarding its app~oaches to peace negotiations. 

·~. . 

Thre'e weeks later, on 8 April 19651 North Vietnam announced 
52 

1 ts nFour-Pointu stand. Arter studying the proposal the 

49. K~hin, .n. 41 p. ZJ'l•· 
50• Department of, State Bulletin, Vol. $21 15' March 196;', 

PP• 362-72. . . 
The aims of the °Five Point11 manifesto were: to achieve 
an independent, democratic, peaceful, and neutral 
South Vietnam; to reunify the divided Vietnam; to 
de.fend North Vietnam; and. ~o defeat the American imperiat 
lists and Vietnamese traitors. See Gettleman, n. 3, 
PP·• 409-19 • 

·EXcerpts of ttFaur-Point'* stand ( 1) Recognition of the 
basic national r.i.ghts of the Vietnamese people, and the 
United States .must Withdraw from South Vietnam all of 
its troops. (2) Peniling the peaceful remnification of 
Vietnam. Geneva Agreements on Vietnam must be strictly 
respected. ( 3) The internal attairs of south Vietnam 

( contd •.•• ) 
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Uni~d Sta~es po~n~d .to the Fa·ct that the North Vie~amese . 
. ' ' .. :, ... 

never .. speCifically said that the toJ;mer had to accept four• 
• '. '• -• .f •· ,, ', • ' ~ 1 1 

. ' 

points. be,fo~ ~eg~ti~~~ons. ~egan. But Hanoi .decla~<i that 

th.e .. f9Ur ... p91.Jlts. could be the basis or fUrther negotiations. 
~ > ' • c' '' I ' ' • • 

·• j I 

It .. cpnstitu~d ·~ specitic declaration to enter into 
I . . f I . ' ' '• . ' . ' ~ l 

'• ' 

. '· 
ne got.ia;tions • 

. ' ! ' • .· ... ' • 

. . , . : .~he United States mo:e specifically did not accept 

the third point. because it. refuse.d to recognise the pr~gramme 
. ' •' ' ' ~ ~ . I I ,I 

o.f the National Liberation Front • But North Vietnam 
O 

0 
• _,,,-, 0 • I 1 0 ' ·, • ·, • ; < 

0 

w • ,• 

recognir.e4 and S\lPPOrted the programme of the National. 
, • o I • • ~ • ' t ' ' ', • • I 'I • • 

Liberation.Ft;-ont• And also insisted that the National Libera-
.' I ' ' 

I 

t.ion. Fr<mt ~e •ct.)gni~d as .the sole and real repzesentat1ve 
• o ,. ' I .,.. ' 

' ~ I ' 

of South Vietnam. 
~ ' ' 

On 7 ·' Ap~il 1965' President John$on stated in Baltimore 
·I !! ·.' < ' • 

' . 
. that the .Ulli~d states would xemain xeaay for unconditional 

f • f ' ' 1 • I , .' ; 

' negotiations. But he 1ns1sted on the exclusion of the 
• -

0 
0 1 

t, ' "' ' . ~ ~ f • I < ~ 

N.at1~alJ.tbe~tion Front from .the talkS. Hanoi _did not 
' ' .accept t~s • .In turn Hanoi accused the United States of 

• • "-' I• ' ' ' ' ~ . : :; . 

·concealing its · wa~like acts by calling for peace • The . ' - . , . . . '. . . 
:~overnmen~ .o~ t~e ~pub~ic ot South Vietnam issued a leaflet 

~on 1l. April1965 in .xesponse to . .tOhnson•s Ba,lt1more speech. 
' . ' 

. 52. (contd ••• ~) .. must be settl~d· by: the south· V~etnamese. 
peop~ · thems~lves in ·accordance with the programme or 

. the National· Liberat.ion Front of South Vietnam. There 
Should not be any foreign ·interference·•t4) The peaceful 
reun1~1ca ~ion of. Vietnam without anl foreign· ,J.ate r. 
terence. See Nguyen Khac Vien (ed.~;, Sotttlr'Vi&tnam; 

' · Data. and Prospects (Hanoi, 196~) t pp. 31f:J-4: . 
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The leaflet asserted. that ~ohnson•s speeCh could lead to 

n divergent interpretations". Xhe Saigon Government deemed 

it necessary to emphasis that ••negotiations proper can only 

take place when pre-con~tions laid out wUJ. have been 

accepted andc arried out'! The main pze .. cond1t1on was the .. . ~ 

withdrawal of communist troops and cadres from South Vietnam. 
. . . ~ 

The United States published nFourteen-Point" programme 

on 'l. January 1966 clarifying 1 ts position. The fourteen

points were elements which the United States believed can go 

1n.to peace in south East Asia.· .In a letter to the camnun1st 

leaders on 24 January 1966 Ho Chi Minh condemned the Unitcld 

States~. fourteen-points. He 1nS1sted that if the United 

Stated rea~y had any :e~pect for the Geneva. Agreements it 

should nave with«U"awa all troops including sattellte troops 

from Vietnam. No one could possibly believe that the United 

·states, Which encouraged South Vietnam to violate the 195'4 

Geneva Agreement, could be really interested 1n genuine peace. 
' 

;3. See for details Kahin, n. 4, PP• 430•31. 

;4. The important points from fourteen-po:ints were; The 
Geneva agreement& of 19$4 and 1962 were an adequate 
basis for peace. The United states would welcane 
negotiations without pre-conditions. Hanoi's four
points could be discussed. The United States did not 
want American bases 1n South East ASia. It would support 
free elections 1n South Vietnam to give the south 
Vietnamese a government of their own choice. The -ques· 
tion of reunification of Vietnam should be determined 
by the Vietnamese themselves •. The Vietcong would not 
have difficulty being zepresented and having their 
views represented if for a mODJ9nt Hanoi decided that 
it wantedto cease aggressiOn. see Depafl!ent of 
State BuJ.l.etin• Vol.. ;tt., 14 February i967p. 225'. 
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On 8 February 1967 JoJ:mson wrote a letter to Ho Chi 
. . \ . 

Minh asserting that· he. very muCh wanted the ·vietnamt· conflict 

to be brought to an end thrw~ peaceful mean·s. He contended 

tha.t.'he was much w~rried aV-er the "lives lost, wounds inf'lie~d, 

property destroyed and hUman misery caused by the war". 

Ho ·chi 'Minh xepue·d· on 15 February 197?: · 

••• the united States Government has constantly· 
intervened in Vietnam,, haS J.aur1ched and 1nten .... 
s1fied its aggression against South Vietnam 
tor. the purpose· of. prolonging the division of 
Vietnam and of tJ'ansform1ng South Vietnam into 

c ·an .American .colony and an American military 
base • •• 
.. 
• • • Until they have gained mal 1ndependence, 
full llbet>ty and true peace ... 

. ~he ·Vietnamese people will never yield to force . · 
nor agree to talks under the menace of bombs. (55> 

Ho Chi Minh ~as very partic~r about unconditional American 

bombing halt. ntough, he appealed many times to stop the 
. \ ~ 

boml:iing unconditj.onally, the United States never :msponded. . . . 

An Utdent1cal situation Vietnam faced in. 1945 and 1946. In 
' ~ . 

spite or Vietminh•s repeated appeals for cea$ef1re, French 

rein.forced their military forces. The F·~nch tried to. colo

nip Vl.etnam once again. . Whethe f it ·Was France or the · 
:·~· ' 
,• ,. • + 

United States so long their imperial economic 1ntere.sts were 
. . ' 

at stake, they could not s~ve up and they did not•· · 
" "";-~ .. 
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.In June 1967 a group of. scientists and intel.lectuals 

!rom F'razlce, Great Britaiti, Sovie.t ~ni.on., and the United 
' 

states met in Paris~ They discussed· the problem of Vietnam. 
' ' 

I-t wais ... de·ctded .that Herbert Marc~Vich1 a French microb1o-. . 
l·ogist who took part in the tal~, ~hould go to Hanoi to dis-. 
cuss P.~s.si~le peace negotiations. ·on 21 July 196?; Mareovich 

went to Ha.rioi ·with Rayuiond. ·'AUbrac, a friend of Marcovich 

as well as of Ho Chi Minh. These two Frenc~n had contacts 

with Hen~·.~ssinger, then· prof'essot of Government at Harvard 

Unive~~+ty, who also took part 1n the fans discussions. The 

objective of this peace· 1n1t1at1ve wast 0 stop the American 

bomb:tngs h'V1e~nam. ·In return ror Hanoi's agreement to 

enter 10 pranptll'" into "product:i.Ve0 negotiations. · fhe two 

French men met Pham van Dong-• Premier of the DemocJ:atic 
. . 

Republic of Vietnam. The French outlined the proposal or 
the United States emphasising two points; and end to 

American bombing and a ceiling on North Vietnamese suppUes 
I . 

to the Vietcong •. Pham Van Dong inSisted. on his own two 

points,· one that the United states should unconditionally 

stop bombing Vietnam and second, the United states should 

pull out its for-ces fran Vietnam. 

tater Aubrac met Ho Chi m1nh along with Pbam Van Dong. 

Ho Chi Minh said . that he did not· l.ike the phrase ttpeace in 

Vietnamu. He did not want to give an impression ·of moral 

equivalance between North f1etnam and the United States. 
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.He told Aubrac that the de~ails. of negotiations were with 
' . \ $6 

Premier Dong. 
- ' . . . 

., ', : . 
Arter hav.ing gone th~ou~ the Hanoi's n!ply, the 

' . ~ ' . 
Jhonson adm~istration a"'thorized Kissinger 'to ~onvey an-

;"'; 

· otheJ" message. .In m1<1-August ,K1~s1nger conve.yed the message 
• • . .I I ' -

to ·the same F:rench intermediarie.s. The pro~osal eonveyed 

United States• willingness.t o stop boJ:Dbing or ~.North 
Vietnam if the latter would enter pr<Dptly into productive 

discussions. It was PJ"e,pa:red to assume that While d.tscussions 
/ . 

were going Ont North Vietnam would not "take adVantagen of 
. . ~ ' . 57 

the bombing halt • Hanoi refused to xeceive the French 

team. But the Frencm ·men passed on the information to Hanoi 

With the notit'icat:Lon of bcab1ng halt around Hanoi. Hanoi 
/ 

sent the same negative nply .after two weeks, In reply to 

Han·oi, the us proposed a direct meeting between Kissinger 
' 

and a Hanoi .;representative~ . Hanoi :rejec~d it again, the 

Johnson adminiStration sent Kissinger to France for yet 

anoth.er attempt at peace. Kissinger contacted the French 
' 

men and gave the information. Aubrac contacted the North 

Vietnamese who replied that there was nothJ.ng new to add ;s 
as far as they were concerned. 

;6. Marvin K.alb, and Bernard Kalb, Mssinge[ (London, 1974) 
PP• 70•72-:, , 

57 • , The same proposal. was announced by President Johnson 
on 29 November 1967, publicly in san Antonio which 
later came to be known as "San Antonio Formula" • 
See Johnson, n. ;;, pp. 266-7. 

58. The peace channel. through the Fxench intermediaries 
came to be known by t.he code name of' "Pennsylvania". 



- 33 -

59 
On 31 March 1968, Jolmson announced four major decisions. 

An important decis1Ql1 nagarding Vietnam, was that he 

stopped most of the bombing or North Vietnam, hoping that 

thiS would lead to peace in Vietnam, On the one hand, the 

United St~tes :was see~g peace With .North Vietnam and on the 

oth~r, it was 'expanding and modernizing the South Vietnamese 

army. This contJiS-di~t1on 'can be basily explained• On the 

. one hand,. the, United States· wanted t'O pose tot he world that 

it w:as ,peace and freedom loving nation, On the other, it 
1 " ~ t · 

1 
• z • • ~ 

wanted to secure a ba"e 1n Vietnam againSt communism to 

safeguard its economic interests. ' 
i ' 

. f~ Gove~ent of· the Democratic Republic of Vietnam 

declared 1:ts readiness on 3 April 1968 to a ppoiht ·its represen-
. ' . 

' 
t.ative to the peace tal.ks with the United States. J:ts 

; : ' '<: 

repreSeJltative had to contact the us representative with a 
' ' 60 

view to end American bombing .raids unconditionally. Follow .. 

1ng discussions the 'United States and North Vietnam agreed 
' ' 

on 3 May 1968 to begin .formal talkS on 10 May 1968, 1n 
. . . 

Paris, The American and North Vietnamese delegates met in 

formal conference on that &17. But the substantive talks 

on Vietnam began only em 13 May 1968 •. 

59· Lyndon Johnson would not accept the party's nomination 
tor 1968 P:res1aential election, second term. He nad 

· · decided to expand and model'nize the army o.f South Viet
nam. He stopped most o! ·the bombing of North Vietnam. 
He had decided to increase American forces 1n Vietnam. 
See ibid., p. 365'. 

New York Tims,, lf. .April 1968, P• 16. 
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All the peace moves by the United states and its res

ponses to the initiatives of others would seem highly strate

gic without hampei'ing its interests in South East Asia. It 

raises ee:rta1n questions: Why did the United States try for 

peace in the late 1960s, instead of going ahead lttl.th its war 

policies? What we~ the factors that led to the Change 1n 

America's policy? 

EXtema1 and lnte mal Facto%'§ 

~wo kindS of factors brought ab()Ut th1S Change, eXter

nal and in'te rnal. 

Exttmal Faswm 
1• ·The unwavering aatermination of the National Libera• 

tion Front and its military arm Vietcong to Ubera te south 

Vietnam from .foreign imperialists• clutches conVinced the 

United states that it could not win the war through mili

tary means. Thei:r fighting e trort and guerrilla war tactics, 

tor example t Tet offens.ive or February 1968, weakened 

American will to carry on the struggle. 

2. the puppet regime in South Vietnam did not nave the 

domestie social. base to consolidate their pos.1tion against 

the Vietcong. The Americans realized that there was no 

prospect tor this. 

3· This filled in with the general trend of national 

liberation movements which triumphed among the third world 

countries. They were able to end the colonial and neo. 

colonial. exploitation. This trend, especially after the 
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second Wor~d war, had been the do'Ddnant trend, for example, 

.in Cbina, CUba, etc• · 
·J+~ The· world public· strongly protested against the· 

Aitieri.can bombing in North Vietnam. The non-aligned countries 

'condemned and demanded the sto·pping ·or ~rican bombing in 

Vietna.an and pressed it to move toward peace. 
I 

;.· The N'ational Liberation Front and Vietcong en~oyed 

the. support . of .North Vietnam, China and, of course, the 

soviet Union !or anns and ammlmit1ons. 

6. · No European allies of the United States he~ped the 

.Unite.d. $tates aggression 1n Vietnam. 

· ·'l•· The rift Within the .. international canmunist movement . 61 
found an. eCho 1n the Vietnam workers• Party. The revisionist 

policies of peaceful coexistence of countl"1es with different 

social syste~ and peaceful transition from capitalism to 

socialism were emphasised in the "twentieth congre.ssn 195'6. · 
62 

b;Y the Sov.1et Union. China strongly differed on these 

.points. The oppo.rtun1s:ts:· in t.he party started shoving 

their colour in 1950s by colluding with the Soviet Union. 

Since one major pro-Soviet taction in the Politbureau of 

the Vietnam Workers• .Party favoured ~ace negotiations, 1t 

61. ~here we~ two factiobS emerged in the Vietnam workers• 
Party. One faction was committed to· Ma:r:x1sm-Len1n1sm 
and supported the Chinese communists. The another 
was committed to opportun1sm-spl1tt1sm and supported the 
Russian ·reVisionists. see . for details Hon9t n. 421 
P• ~ ff. And also see Bain, n. 421 PP• 145 rf. 

62. Paul M. Sweezy, and Leo Huberman, '*Arter the Twentieth 
Congress", MonthlY Review (New York), Vol. 7 .. 8, July 
19;'6, pp. ?b-79. 
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be~~ possible . for the United States and North Vietnam to· 

change ~om their .. warlike actiVities to peace negotiatiOns. 
~ . . 

Internal Factors 

·· Apart from external factors; internal' tactors also· 

played· crucial role 1n Changing America's policy. 
~ ' 

1. ~he United States raced severe financial crisis 1n 
' 

19'60s. President Lyndon Johnson himseJ.f' admitted that 1n 

196?-68t the financial cr1~1~ was JliOst s~rious 1n the 
' . 

United States. Whenever the Jo~son Aclnd.n1Strat1on tried 

to' consi<»r ~hether they would do more in Vietnam they had 
.. ; . 63 to take into ccmside ration m01'1$tary and budgetary constraints. 

This financial Cl'isis influeneed to some extent the teduc .. 

t:t.'on 1n · caiung ·up a .large number of American troops to 

Vietnam. The total. amount of expenditure a1 Vietnam war 

war nearly $ 210 bill1ont accordi.i.Lg to official estimate.-

2.. Amei'ican public protest against the k1lllng of people 
. ' . 

1n Vietnam and_ .large expenditure <11 Vj_etnam war grew in 

intensity. Moreover, thousand~ of American soldie~s were. 
' ; 

dying .in the war. ~ricans wan~d money poured into the 

deteriorating Cities. and into pul,)l1c improvement programmes, 

that would improve the lives of suffering under privil.eged 

and ··exploited Ame rioans • · 
• 

· 63. Johnson, n, ·55, PP• .lt06-1$ •. 
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These socio-economic and political factors. forced 

America to co• to the peace negotiations. The peace nego

tiations started in May 1968 in Paris and lasted for 

nearly five years till January 19731 because they had to 

ta}te. t11to. account many diverse and compllca;ted .issues and 

.i>rol;JJBms • We shall discuss these in detail 1n the next 

chapter.· 
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Chapter II 

THE NEGOTIA~ONS 

In the f'irst week of May 1968• the Government of ., 1 
the Demoe~tic Republic ·Of Vietnam named Xuan IJ!huy and 

Col. Ba Van Lau as the chief and ~puty respectively or 
.. 

the delegation to the Paris Peace negotiatiOnS on Vietnam. 

While~ .the Governme~t. ot the United States named Ambassador 

Averre.l w. Harrlman as· the head of its delegation to· Par1s. 

Ambassador Cyrus R. Vance was named deputy to Hattiman. 

Vance and Lau along with their delegates attended the formal 

con!erence of peace negotiations on 10 May 1968 in Pans. 

They ~met at the former Majestic Hotel near the Arc de 

Tromphe 1n Paris. The sessions roUow.lng this were also 

held at the same place, next .neeting taking place on 11 May 
' 

1968. At this the full deleg~tions Jepresent1ng North 

Vietnam and the United States were present.. Thuy :tnsisted 

on a complete bombing halt by the United States throUghout 

North Vietnam. Harriman asked to restraint from Hanoi 1n 

1n return tor a total halt in American bombing of North 
. 3 

Vietnam. He called the North Vie~names<a '•aggressors". 

1. Xuan Thuy, the then Minister of State, was a former 
Foxeign Minister of North Vietnam~ His diplomatic 
career begain 1n 1953 as the SecJ"etary General ot North 
Vietnam• s Peace Committee. fhuy was pro-Soviet 1n the 
ideological struggle between the Soviet Union and the 
People t s Republic of China. see U,ew York Times, 

· lt- May 1968, P• 14. 
2. Awrrel w. Harriman was 1n Parts onee before this 

Confe xence at. the direc'\iion of Pxes.1dent Harxy s. Truman 
to help organ1ee the Un1te.d States' "Marshal Plan". He 
also partieipat&d in the Geneva Conf'e~nce on Laos in 1962. 

3· New York Tifies, 14- May 1968, P• 1. 
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'fhe second session was held on 15 May 1968, Both. 
'· .. 1 ' ' ' ,. ~ 

Sides kept on a9cus~g ea.ch ot,ber without rnald.ng Sl')f 
'• ' ' I \ :, • 

progress"· The same 1s.sue of bombing came up for debate . ' '·, ., " ' 4 
many sessions late_r. Le .Due tho . arrived in. Paris on 

3 June 1968 ~d ~diately .1ss~d .a cal+ for an nScondi

tional .~ltn in American bombit).g ot .North Vietnam .• 

The North Vietnamese delegation contended 1n the 
• t .. • 

seventh negoti~ting session on S June 1968 that they had 

res~n~d to xestrtction ot American a1~ at~acks on the 

north by entering into oft1o1al talks in Paris • It asserted 

that the next move,, a total halt in bombing, was upto the 

United States. Averrel .Bard.man on tm other hand asserwd 

that there was a massive 1nfiltrat1Qn or troops fxom North 

to South Vietnam.- 'fho did not take part 1n the seventh 

session but he partiCipated~ the next 9ne. 

On 26 June 19681 the United States sought a break-
~ . . / 

through 1n .the deadlocked ta~ 1n Parts. It appeal.ed to 

the North !1etnamese delegates for ~or.ne ,indirect sign or, 

unpublleized moVe of military mstraint. Cyrus Vance 

char8ed the North Vietnamese that they ·had. intensified 

the fighting. ·xuan Thuy rejected the new suggestion made 

by the u .• s. delegate. But. a shift took pla~ in the 

4. Le Puc 'fhot Polltbureau member and also a membe.r ot. 
Ho Chi Minh's inner circle, outranked X uan !huy. He , 
watJ described by the North Vietnamese as a special 
counselor, ·but Thuy remained a nominal head of the 
Q&leg~tion. He was .a nationalist an,d supported the 
So.· ¥iet line. . See. ibid.1. ·4 June 1968, P·• 11. Also 
see ibid., 11 March 196~, P• 3. 

5· Ibid. t lt June 19681 p. 11. 
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\ 6 
position of' North Vietnam. It rephrased the th1rd .. po1nt, 

which was the main point of its long.;stand1ng four-points 

prqposal~ · the words :nmust be11 were omitted 1n the statement 

issued on 18 Jul7 1968 in Paris. Some Weste m Cliplomats 

regarded this change as a potentially important move 1n 

the Paris talks. 

Attet the shift in the position or North Vietnam, a 

· re J.axe d and re coneiling att1 tude can be found in the U.s. 

moves. fhe u.s. negotiators apparently urged President 
I . 

Lyndon B. ,Johnson 1n the first wee.k o.f October ·1968, to 

consider bOmbing halt in Vietnam. C~trus Vance left for 

Washington to ·meet JOhnson tor the same purpose. But 

Johnson was not yet ready for halt in bombing. 

·MeanWhile, 'secret talks were held between the fiorth 

Vietnamese and the American negotiators :1n the monthS of 
'l 

october 1968. It was apparently to end the prolonged 

deadl.ock in the Paris talks on bombing issue • And also to 
-

adml.t South Vietnam and the National Liberation Front in 

the peace talks. 

General GJ'Gighton w. Abrams, the u.s. Commander .in 

South Vietnam, told President Johnson on 29 October 1969 

that a cbmplete halt· in the bombing of North Vietnam was 
' . 

6·. The statement simply said that point three affimed 
· the J"igbt of self-determination for the South Vietnamese 

people 1n the settlement of their internal affairs~ 
see 1b1d~t, 19 July 1968t p. 3· 

?.· Ibid"' 17 October 1968, p •. 1lt. 
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acceptable to the United States. Tbis assurance and the 

secret deal gave enough basis to Johnson to announce a 

complete halt to all American. air, naval and artillery 

bombardment of North Vietnam on 31. october 1968._. This w:as 

1n exchange for Hanoi having accepted the pa.rt1c1pat1on of 
. ~ ~ ' . . ~ ' ~ 

the South Vietnamese Govenunent at the Paris· peace talks • 

It was ironical ·that the North Vietnamese accepted the · 

South Vietnamese, whom they wanted to overthrow, to 'parti

cipate in tb.e Paris peace negotiations. This shows that 

the leaders and the politburoau members Who favoured peace 

negotiations with the American imperialists wete getting an 

uppel'hand 1n. NOrth Vietnam. fhe United States also accepted 

the participation of the National Liberation Front 1n the 
. 8· . 

peace talks. This was part of a package deal WhiCh the 

United states arranged secretly With North Vietnam to move 

the Paris tal.ks to a more substantive stage. 

In the first week of November 1968, President Nguyen 

Van Thieu of South Vietnam did not accept the proposal of 
I 

the pal'ticipation of the National Liberation Front in the 

J?ar1s talks. Consequently, the plenary session on Vietnam, . ' . 

that was supposed to be held on 6 November 1968 was post-

poned till 25 January 1969. ln the second week of November 

1968, Thieu ag:zeed to tbe participation of the National 

Liberation Fzont as a part of North Vietnamese delegation 

not as a separate entity. 'It is ciuite probable that the 

8. ,Ibid., 1 Nov~mber 1968, PP• 1 and 11. 
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United· States after :having itself accepted the ·participation 

·of 'the· National Liberation Front exerted pressure on 
' ' 

Nguyen Van Thieu to' accept 'it·. Th-e National Liberation 

Front ·decided on 3 November 196{1 ·~.·pattici~te 1n the 

.. I Pans ·talks. ' '1-t named Fc)reign ,Min~ster Mrs. ,Nguyen '1'h1 
' . ' 

B1nh' who· was 'hitet ·;repla~d 'by Tran Buu Kiem, to lead 
,_ ; . . . . - . 

its deJSgt:ition ·m· Pan·s~ 'l'he' National.· Liberation Fmnt 

1s~ue<i·a· collllD.Unique on 3' NoVembex-. 1968 stating that its 

primary obJective was to ·overthrow the Saigon Go~rnment . . ' 9 
and to create a regime flt1endly to North Vietnam.. It 

.reiterated that it had not given up the ob3eet1ve of'' the 

~overthfoW or the Saigon "Government While it had agreed to 

participate ~·-the p!ace negotiations. W}lat this author 

teels is thS:'t the National Libe·ration Fron't; need not nave 
gone· to Paris ~o ·o-Ver~nrow the Saigon Gov'emment. To 

l . 

overthrow the latterl. :tt· should have· oont1nued gUerrilla 

war With .its ndlitary am Vtet·<:ong and not· through engaging 

1n ·peaoe negotiations with the American imperialists and 

their ne.o-colonial agents ·~ South Vietnam. · 

When the South V1etnauese Govemment retused to 

participate 1n the expended peace talks on Vietnam 1n Paris, 

the· United States wanted to go ahead with the peace talks 
' 

with the de'l.egations of North Vietnam and the National 

Liberation Front. The New York Times Z\lported that; "some 

9. · lbi~ ,. 5 November '1968, P• 1. 
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senior .adVisers t:lle rel:l.ably xeported to have urged t~ 

President to take a f1xm stand with Pres.ident Thieu and 

make it clear to h1m that Saigon: w.ill not be allowed to 
' ' . . . ~ 

veto Upited States efforts. to bring abo\lt a settlement 1n 
·~· . . ' . . ' 

Y:1etnam".. Sect."etary of state Clark M. C~tford wamed 

the 'south Vietnamese Government on 12 Nove~ber 1968 that . . 
un~ss they agreed soon to participate in the Parts talks, 

. .... .. ' ' . . 

~·the United.~states might .reel compelled tQ proceed with the 
''~ 

delept1on of North Vietnam and the National Liberation '" . . ' 

Front. 
' ' 

On 26 November 1968t the South Vietnamese Government 

. c:m.veyed its teadUless to participation in the expanded 
11 

peace tal.ks.. fhie.u announced on the £ollow.tng day that 

he had appointed Vice President Ngyuen Cao Ky to ttoversee 

and controJ.tt the Saigon delegation. On ? December 19681 
' ' 

the. South Vietnamese national legislatul'9 approved the 
I ' ~· ' t 

expanded ta~ks which inc~uded South Vietnam and the 
' ' . 12 ' 

Nat.ional Liberation Front. Pham Dang Lam, who held 

many impOrtant posts 1n the Foreign Ministry or South 

Vietnam Goverrunent.1 was appointed as the :nead of the 

Saigon delegat::Lon. 

11. Ibid.,, 27 November 19681 P• 1. 

12. Ib1d., 8 ,December 19661 p. 1. 
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ln December 1968, the Pxes1dent.,.elect BJ.chard M • 
. ' ' 

NiXon named William ·P. Rogers as Secretary of State, Melvin 
' . 

R. Laird as s~c~tary of Petense and Henry A. Kissinger as 

National security AdViser to the Presiaent. The'se three 
' ' ' ' 

appointments were related to the na.tioru:U. se curt ~Y of the 

United S~ates. 

Before his appointment Kiss1nge::- bad written an 

article on "the Vtet Naw Ne&Qt1at1ons" 1n Foa'k&n Af:fairs 
~ ' . . ' 

a. journal of US foreign policy est~bl~sbment ~ . He suggested 

in 1t that the peace talk$ on'V1etnam should proceed on 

two 1;~Ckst (jne 1nvo.lV1ng the u·s and North Vietnam on 

military wi.thdra.Wal ffOm South Vietnam and the other . ' 

involV1n& South Vietnam and the National Liberation· Front 
. 13 

on po:U.tical settlement of South Vietnam., · He envisaged 

two sets of secret talks based on his two-track approach. 

le felt that the secnt ~lks between the United States 

and North Vietnam on ,tzo~p ·Withdrawals woldd .force South 

Vietnam and tbe National Liberation Front tO meet on 
11+ 

pGlit1cal. issues. 

In March 19691 MelY1n Laird J'etlll7led flX>m a Visit 
' ' 

to South 'ietnam with an opt11Ust1c xe)pprt that the us 

co\lld train, equip, and inspire· the South Vietnamese to 

. . ' 
13. Henry A •. Kissinger, "The Viet Nam Negot1ationstt 

lSJ•i.m Affi.i.m (New York) 1 vol. 47t J:anuary 19&9, 
PP• 230-31• 

14-. New York Tiuss, :JJ January .1969, p. 3'+. 



15 
till· the gap~ created by the: departing 'American forces. 

This CEUJ1e. to be. known .as "Vietnamizationn ··or the war~ 

. On .. ~ January 1969t Pws.ident-el:ect NiXon nameCl . 

. ~e~r,y Cabot Lodge, .the .then Ambassador to Bc>nn and Who had 

a~~o. served tnce as. Amba$sador to Sa.igon,·
6
as the Chief 

Negot1?-tor to the .. Paris ·talks· .on Vietnam. The first 

p~nary ~ess;Lpn of the expan~d talks .staJ"ted on 2; 

January 1969t arter ten.weeks of deadlock on procedural 

.mattf3rs. The .delegations from North Vietnam, the National 
. ', I 

Liberation Front, the United states, and South Vietnam 

parti,cipated in the plenary· sess1,on • 

. Th~re was a shift 1n North Vietnam• s stand 1n the 

plena.%7 .. sessions of the expanded peace·. talks on 22 

Fe~~%7 1969, X1.mn !huy indirectly accepted the North 

-Vietname.se involvement 1n South Vietnam b'U.t refused to 

a~cept the proposal of the mutual troop withdrawals • He 

asserted that the United State$' demand tor mutual with

drawal$ was: tantamount- to asking for "the departure of 
17 

·Vietnamese from Vietnam" • 

. After thf3 change 1n North Vietnam's stand, there 

vexe several.corresponding changes 1n the stand. of the 
' 

1$.· ·RiChard M .• NiXon, l:be MemoJ.n ,Qt: R•ctmrd Nixon 
(Lon, don, 1978), p. 392. 

16• . New X'Otk TWs, 6 January 1969, P• 1, 

1?. Ibid,·, 23 February 1969; P• ·2. 



Uni.ted State's and South 'Vietna~ in. the Paris .talks. 

American experts in Paris were ready. to eoneede that· the 

National Liberation Front may· be moxe ·independent than 
. '' . '. ' . '. '· . . . ' . ' 18 

the United Sta~es had previously been willing to admit. . 
' ' .. \ ~ . . . '~ 

· Detense secretary Laird said some reductions in the American 
' '19· . . ' ' . . . 

forces in Vietnam was desirable and possi:ble .• 

The US officials in Patls noted a subtle shift in 
' " ' 

North Vietnamese declarations which could be indicating 

an eventual wiiungness to enter 1nto secxet 'discussions 
. ' 20 

about the mutual· troop withdrawals .• ' ·The Government of 

the Republic of Vietnam reported on 25 March 1969 that 

it was ready to begin unconditional, private talks 1n 
·. . ' 

Parts w1th the National LibeJ>ation Front and North 
', 21.: .. ' . ' . ' 

Vietnam. Reliable and· well placed sources reported 

that there wei'e indirect communications between the 

negotiators of South. Vietnam and the National Liberation 
' ' 

Front through North Vietnamese intermediaries and also 

through diplomatic chan~els 1nvolving the United States, 
., 22 

the Soviet Union, and possibly France or other countries. 

According to the US administration souroest Laied 
considered a withdrawal or 40 ooo to !)O,ooo American 
soldie li'S from .Vietnam.. See 1t1d., 12 March 1969t p. 1. 
Ibid., 13 MarCh 1969, P• 18. 

1?1;• Ibi4~; 26 MarCh 19691 

22. lb1cl., 29 March 19691 

P•· 

Pto 

1. . 
3. 



The New Xork limes nlported on 30 MarCh 1969 that 

so• specialists detected signs that North V:tetnam and 

the National Liberation Front we m inehirig toward de facto 
23 

recognition of the Saigon regime and vice ve .-sa. 
. '.. 24 

NiXon announced 'the' "Eight Pointn prog~ . on 
' . ,. ' 

14 May 1969 to br1ng ~ace ih Vietnam. It cleared ~ome ot 

the ambiguities~ thoup it ditd. not. rep~sent'_ ~ny actvanoe. 

Another new development 1n the us policy towards Vietnam 
. ' 

was NiXon's announce~nt on 8 June 1969 about the with-
. ' . . '.' ; .. 25. 

drawal or 2;,ooo American soldiers tram Vietnam. !he 

withdrawal took place before the end of· August 1969-.: 

NiXon took this. decision after he met with fhieu 1n the 

Midway Island, a US naval station located halfWay· between 

~ash1.rlgton and Sa-igon. This was part of Lairt11 s policy 

of V1etna.m1zat1on. of' the war. · 

~n a step that indicated their growing confidence 

. and strength, the National. Liberation Front decided to 

establ1sh the Provisional Revolutionary Government (PRG) 

23. Ibid., 31 Ma~ch 1969, P• 3• 

2lt,. ~he following were the main po:i.nts: As soon as 
aggrement can be xeaehed, all non-So~th Vietnamese 
forces would begin withdrawals from South Vietnam. 
As soon as possible after international body starts 
tunetion1ng1 elections would be held under agreed 
procedures and under the .supervision of an inter
national bodT• . Arrangement would be made tor the 
earliest possible ~lease of prisoners .of war on 
both sides. See for details D§parif.nt of State 
Bu~iQ (Washington, D.C.) t Vol. ~ ~ June 1969, 
p. •. 

?S~ New Xpfk Tines, 9 June 1969, P• 1. 
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26 
of South Vietnam on 10 June 1969. ~his was done with the 

· idea of raising the status of their· negotiating team.. The 

de.legat.ion of the Provis.1onal ,Revolutionary Government of 

south Vietnam Nplaced the de~gation ot the National 

Liberation Front 1n Paris on 11 June 1969. Mrs. Nguyen 

Th1 'Sinh became the head of the PRG• s delegation 1n place 

of Tran Buu Kiem• head of the NW1 s delegation. 

segmt PaiU .PiiQ! talk§ 

Thexe were strong indications that informal contacts 

were established 1n February 1969 1n Paris between the 

United States and North Vietnam. But no fruitful result 

came out ot it. , 

In July 1969• Kissinger persuaded NiXon to establish 

a personal line ,of communication to Ho Chi Minh by a 

seol'et letter proposing serious negotiations or sec:et talks 

~ Paris between Kissinger and the North Vietnamese repxe

sentat1ves. Kissinger proposed that the lette.r be delivered 

by .Jean Sainten;,y, a French Banker and former delegate

general in llanoi who had been on pe~onal terms with Ho 

Chi Minh. Sainteny delivered NiXon• s letter dated 15' .July 

1969 to Xuan fhuy. Within a week North Vietnamese approved 
27 

a secret meeting between Kissinger and xuan Thuy. 

20· The Provisional Revolutionary Government was proclaimed 
by the National Liberation Front to take over the 
control of foreign and intemal policy from the latter. 
See ibid., 12 June 1969t p. 1. 

2.7. Ma.rvin Kalb, arid Bernard Kalb, Kissinger (London, 
1974) t p~ 138. 
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. the . first set~ret convers~tio~ took place 1n Jean 

Sa1nteny• s Paris apartment Where Kissinger met with xuan 
l 1 \ 

Thuy and .Mai Van'Bo, the North Vtetn~ese representative 
0 •O I '· 

in Pa~~ on 4 Au~t. 1969 •. Xuan ~4UYJ' insisted on the 

complete withdrawal. of United States and 0 satelliten 
. . 28 . ., '' . . . ' ' 
forces · !tom VJ.etnam and also the :re.moval of Thieu, Ky, and 

. 29 . . ' ' ' ' ' .' 
Huong Gover.nment and the es6abJ.+shment of a coalition 

government of the Provisional Revolutionary Government and 

remnants .of the Saigon administration as long as they stood 
' ' ' 30 

for "peace, independence and neutrality". Kissinger 

offered the Withdrawal of all American forces With no 
. . •' . . ' ~ ' . 

provision whatever for residual forces. He also proposed 

de-escalation of Jnilita.ry operations. These were little 

more than exchange well lalown positions. 

Between late February and early- April 1970, Kissinger 

met Le Due Tho four times 1n a V1lla near the F:rench ·capital. 

At the first meeting on 21 February 19'71; Kissinger made 

two new ·points: that the United States was 'prepared to 

withdraw all its. forces and retain no bases 1n Vietnam, and 

that 1n arranging .for mutual Withdrawal he ·did not 1nsist 

28. "Satellite" torce$ means the troops contributed by 
allied countries or the us 1n support of the South 
Vie.tnamese Govemment., 

29. · · T ran Van Huong was the then Prime Minister in the 
Government of South Vie.tnam. 

, 
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that North Vietne.mese troops be. placed on the same legal 

basis' as Amertoan forces. But Le Du.c Tho insisted ori old 
\ . ' ! " ' ' 

de.mandS that befo~ any negotiat-ions the United ·states· 

wo~ld have to. set a: ~adlin~ tor unilateral w1thdrawa~ . 31 ·. .. ' . ' . . . 
from Vietnam. Tho also insisted that military-· and 

·political problems be dealt \lith simultaneously ~ .... -a 
' . . . 

position from which he never deviated until october 19?2. 
. . . ' . . ' 

At the mee't1ng on lt April 19711 Xuan ThUy summed· up 
'• ' ' 

Hanoi• s ob3eetions to the US pos.ition. ·The siXteen-month 

dead.line tor total Amencan ~thd.;rawal of the US position 

was "wrong" because it was J.onger _than the North Vietnamese 
' demand of six months l no settlement was po.ssible un.le·ss 

. . . . 3~ 

Th1eu, Ky: and Kh1e1n .. reg~ was changed; and the us ·dele-

gation 1n Paris lacked a senior UJplacement for Henry Cabot 
. 33 

Lodge., as ;Chief negotiator. · 

.·one .important secfet meeting toolt place on 13M~ 

1971. .Kissinger offered a new *'~even•point" .proposal 
; I · .. • 

to the North Vietnamese that the .United States ·would agree 
' ... . . 

31. ·Ibid., p. ~t-1+3. · 

32. Tran Thieu Kh1Eun, who 'had replaced Tran Van Huong as· 
.·Prime Minister of South 1ietnam. . 

33• ·Ibid.,· ·-P~ ·1t1ts-, 
Jl:t-• fhe ·other -important I>oirits of the seven• point 'plan 

were call. tor guarantees for the independence, . 
. · ,neutrality, and territorial ~tegrity of Laos and 

; . Cambodia; with both ·sides renewing their pledge to 
respect the 1951+- and .1962 Geneva Accords, the · 
·political ··fUture of South Vietnam was to be left to 
the· South Vietnamese to settle. See tor details 
ibid., pp. 1018 and 148~·9· 
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to a deadline for the withdrawal of all its forces in 

exchange for the release of all prisoners of war (POW) 
35' 

and a eease-fize. fhis was the first tirle that the 

Uni·ted States had indicated ,a willingness to Withdraw uni• 
• ' · , I , 1 : lo ~ • 

laterally., wl.tho~t insis:ting· ol') an equivalent assurance of 
. ; . --

f I ~ I . • ' ~ .. ' l ; ' . • • ~ • 

withdrawal. from the other side. · · 
' ' . 

. Kissinger .met Le Due .~ho an~ X~an ·~hUt on 26' June 1971. 
'. .' • • 1 ' 

· !rhe North.Vietnamese representatives ~presented .nN1ne Po1nt11 

progra~ WhiCh among other. things sought :a aeadl.i~ fot 

us ·w:ithdrawa~- of 31 Deeember 1971 :or ~iX months away.· 
. ' . 

They explicityly agreed for the first time· that ~merican 
• •' r 'I I t l • 

prisoners of war would be Je.leased simultaneously with US 
• < 36 

·withdrawals. They also proposed that a stand.;.still cease ... 

fire would be instituted .in completion of the agreement and 

would. be ·subject to the international supervision and 

guarantees. · ·fney asked the United states to '*stop supporting" 
. . . . . . 37 

~hieu, Ky and Khiem Government. · To "stop supporting" t~e 
' ' ' ' : ' 

United States• allies could. neari anythj.llg from withdrawing 

the us forces to ending ·all econol!iic and military aidt or 

even conniving in their overthrow. 

fhe meeting on 12 July 19?1; between KiSsinger and 

Tho•Thuy turned into' a· real negotiating session. lt. was 

' 
36• · see .for details K1s$inger, n. 30, P• 1023. 

37. Ibid., 



··a-pparent· that agreement was within reach on important 

·- points like'··l)rinc1ple of· total. US w:l:thdrawal, release of 

· prisoners· of· war, rea·ff'irmation of· the Geneva .Ag~eements 

. of '1954 and 1962, and irrte.rnat1onally supervise,Ci cease-· 
38 '·. 

nre~ i There were· twd basic disputes on: the ®.est1ons of 

reparations· and. ~he Government of South Vietnam.. On 26 

J\lly 19711 1\iss1nger and ·Le .Due. Tho had· narrowed their· 
. . .. · .. ~ 

differences on all but· two: ot··Hanoi' s nine· ·points~ · 

· '· . · ' J(issitlger proposed· on 16. August 1971 to the North 

Vietnamese that· all the US priSoners be released two 

·-monthS ·before. the· final us withdrawal; ·he agreed that it 

could· be' siinultaneous. The North· Vietnamese agreed that 

· all the US prisoners throughout Indo-i-Chiria would ·be released 

and not only those held by them as had ~en their original 
. 1tO . . . 

positioniJ · · 1'h1·s time Kissinger told tte North Vietnamese 

that· the ·United States· could withdraw o.nly nine months 

after an overall· settlement 'had been mache,d,. The North 

V.:tetnamese rejected it, saying that it did not meet their 

ob3ectives on ·tl':e two unteso~ved key issues.· ·They complained 

·that the proposed AIB:!rican ·withdrawal date was too distant. 

Kissinger believed that the us had to deliver south to 

, · 38•. Ibid,, P• 1028,. 

39, •.. :The· two unresolved points were US Troops pull out 
and the political tutuxe ot South ~1etnam-. , see 
Kalb, n• 271 p. 182. · 

4o.. Kissinger, n. ?Jl• P• 1035 •. 
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North Vietnam be fore the latter would allow the US to 

leave ·South Vietnam•· B~ made :his twe.lfth trip to Paris 

to neet Xuan -Thuy in private on 13 September 1971 ~ The 

meeting adjoumed -after ··two hours, the shortest secret 

-session evei':. · Sin~ Le DUe· fho was .not presen.t Xuan 'Thuy 

:zna;d.e, no effort to say· anything; t~te.fore not much ·progress 

:could be made. On 2.7 January 1972 the NiXon administration 

·discloSed to the American ·public aboUt the secret peace 
. lt-1 . 

talks 1n Paris between K1ss.tnge·r and Xho•fhuy• . ·. The 

negotiations between Kissinger and Tho,· with wb,om Kissinger 

met sev&ri tiines 1 and·Xuan Thuy· with who.m he net five times, 

ended i.ri September 1971, 

After a lapse o·f nearly :seven' 'months Kissinger again 

mat Le ·Puc fho secretly in Parts on '2 May 1972. fhe talks 
I 

were ·broken ·off after a thme hour sess.ion. l~o prog:ress 

could be· made. This was one of the most unprodu'cti w 

sessions· of' Kissinger• s secret talkS• 

·, ·. Again Kissinger secretly met Le Due Tho and Xuan Thuy 

d.n Paris on 1.9 ,uly 1972 tor siX and a half hours. 'tho 

modified Hanoi's standard proposal of a three part provi

Sional coalition Government or National Concord, ·that 

once President Thieu resignedt ·the rest of the govenunent .. 
could stay and even .re eeive American help, pending a final 
. ' .· '.' . . . 42 . 

negotiation with the Vietcong.. ..rhough., thele was not 
' ~' ( - ,; ....... 

·lt-1. New York Times 1 28 January 1.972, p. 1. 

· :42. Kissinger, n • .30t p-. 1313'• 
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mu.eh change 1n the North Vietnamese position, Kissinger 

could sense a change 1n the tone of the discussions • 

He r.rJ3t tho and fhuy on 1·August 19?2• In this meeting, . 

his teeUng that there was a change in Hanoi's app.roach 

was fUrther strengthened. Hanoi• s demand of the uncbn

ditional deadl.ine for the withdrawal of American forces 

was dropped ifi that meeting. ~he North Vietnamese also 

modified their political demand that the tripartite coalition 

government 1n e.ftect the 1 definitive• gov~mment would not 

have to engage in additional negotiations with the 
4-3 . 

,communists. Xhey gave up the veto ove:r the composition 
u. 

of the non ... Commun1st segments of the proposed stz;~ture. 

After the ~pse of nearly two .weeks Kissinger and 

Le Due Tho met again on 1'+ August 1972. K1ssinge r gave 

the North Vietnal'D'Jse a number of documentsi a statement 

of general principles drawn .from the two pmced:ing meetings; 

a ten-P91nt negotiating document answering ilano1' s ten . . 44 
points.,. Neither the North ~ietnamese nor Kissinger put 

forward any political proposal. 

KiSsinger met privately tor the seventeenth time in 

Paris on 15' September 1972 With the North Vietnamese. In 

it he brought forward the us over-all plan to the North 

Vietnamese. Le Due Tho dismissed lt as nothing basically 

a.,3, Ibid., P• 1316. 

44. The North Vietnamese negotiators had-put forward 
ten points to Kissinger 1n a secret meeting on 
1 August 1971. See f'or details 1b1de:, PP• 1315-16. 
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new, instead he tab~d a new ttten-po1nt .. pmposal. Its 

main featu, was to dep~ve some of ·the power of the 

Government of National Concord. Kissinger met the North 

Vietn~se again on 26 and 2? September 1972. Le Due Tho 

··submitted yet another new c»mprehens1Ve. proposal~ He 

ca·lled. for a Provisional. Govemment ·'of ':Nat.tonal Con~rd 
I; ~ I' ' ifi 

without p~~iderit fhieu, but once agairi he reduced its 

functions. The Govexnment or National Concored was to . ' ' . -. . --' . ' 

00,_ adVi~ory to the ex~stl~g govel".l'lments with a vague . 

· re_swnsibility to mediate. between .the two sides, and with 

neighter enforcement P9wers nor. the .r:Lght to conduct . ' ' . ' 

foreign policy. It was ~ke the US pr.oposed· Committee of 

National Reconciliation Wllich would. "c:>pe~te 1n accordance 

With the principle of unanimityn .... that 1s, any member 
\ 

had a veto, gU.aran~e.ing its importance even for its 
' "t'l 

limited func:tions. In these two cays meetings they had 

in principle settled all military issues .lilse cease-tire, 

Withdrawals, infiltration, release of prisoners, 1nter

~ational su~rvision and the Laos question. Kissinger was 

very optimistic about the poss1b~l1ty of a breakthrough 

befo%9 1972 elections 1n the United States, though there were 

still some unresolved issues., 

·4;. Ibidi., .'1332. I ' 

46. Ibid., p. 1336. 
I 

4-7• Ibid •. , P• 1337. 
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The next private meeting of K1ssinge~ and ~ho·Xhuy 
,. ' . . 

was held on 8 october 1972~ Xhere wexe many unresolved 
. ' 

' ' ' 
problems in the North Vietn~se pX'OpOsal, particularly 

' ' 
the modalities of a cease-fire, the withdrawa.l of North Viet-

• •, • 1 • 
. ' 

namese forces trom Laos and Cambod:1a1 an end of 1nfil· 
' - . ' 

t~ti~~ through .Laos ~nd Cambodia into South Vietnam-. .. 
. Le Due tho suggested that the United States and North 

Vietnam sign an agreement settling the mill:tacy questj.ons 
. . 

' 
betWeen them -- Withdrawal, priso!lers, and cease.f1re • 

' . 
on the political probl$ms of 3outh fietnam they ~hould 

only agme on the main prinCiples. Fol' the first time, the 

North Vietnamese seemed. ready to separate the m111~ry 
. . 48 

from the political aspects of the war. After the sign-

1ng or the agreement a eease·fl~ would immediately take : · 

"' ' 

place. fpc no longer demanded the formation of a Coalition 
.•;. . ' . . ' . 49 

Government of National Concord befo.re the oease.tire. 

Le Due Tho scrapped the proposal of an end or . 
American mi.litary aid to s~uth Vietnam as an abs~lute 

pre-condition or settlement. He was now willing to 

pe nnit the United States to continue to supply South 
. ing 

Vietnam. Hanoi said notbL,about withdrawing its troopS 

but it accepted the US Proposa~ of 31 May 1971 that 

1+8. fhe United States and North Vietnam would settle 
'military aspect or the troop Withdrawals. While 
the competing Vietnamese factions would settle the 

. polJ.ti·ca.l matters. 

49 • . , Ibid. 1 " P• "13lt4. · 
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·infiltration into South Vietnam mould cease. Tho was 

silent. about North Vietnamese troops in Laos and Cambodia. 

On 9 ~october 1972 Kissinger banded over the US 
(' 

pro}!osal to 'Le Due Tho and Xuan :fbuyt Both the sides 

'accepted some pxnvisions of the us. 'P~posal,. re.formulated 

others, dropped some, and a~d.ed 'new, ones regarding 1nf11-
. ' ' .. ' ' ~ ! . 

tration, 're·placement or material and Laos and Cambodia. 

After two hours breakt Le Due !ho handed Kissinger a lengthy 
. 

docliment:.that he proposed· should be s.igned by the United 

St~tes and N'orth ·Vietnam• It set down guidelines for. the 
5'\l 

political negotiations of the two South Vietnamese parties. 

This· was. e»ntrary to tale ea·rl1er agreed strategy of nego

ti'ating political and military issues se.p~rately •. perhaps, 

the Change was due to the insistanae. ··Of the· Vietcong 1n 

. south Vietnam that ~ho should· put· 'this forward to. KiLSSinger 

. who took note of the document but did not· agree With it. 

. 'The next day, on 10· October ·1972, . Kissinger. delivered 

a new message to Le Due Tho enumerating ·the. us requirements 

~bOut .security and Laos and CambOdia·. ·. t'hey.·compare.d the 

· two dra·rts, :reconciled on ·some ot the points, ·temporarily 

·put· asfde insolub~ issues and sta~d negotiating separately 

'on. topics such as Laos, ·that did not fit into a Vietnam 

'.pea·ee agreement. · Xhe folloWing day1 11 October.; Kissinger 

arid Le Due fho· agreed on a cease-fil'e; an Amarican Withdrawal 

50. . Ibid•; P• 135'0. 
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~1 
in _two months, and stmultaneous release of prisoners. 

Tr.,ey changed Hanoi'S. provision that the two South Viet ... 

namese. parties haq. to agree. on a political .settlement within 

thre~ montlls to ~-.weaker t:o:rmulat1on •. transfortJling a.n 

objective obligation· toto ,a sub3ect1ve p~~se to make an 

eftort.~ ~he *1Adminis.tration of National Concordn was .turned 

into. a "~ationa:t Council of. National Reeonc1l1at1on and. 

Con coni~.,' At every me~ting and. with various formulations 

KissingeJ" .kept demanding· a North Vietnamese coJnmi:ttnent to 

withdraw thei~ tl'Oops frotn the South~ Le Due Tho resisted 

as a· matter or principle be cause he di.d not regar,~ South 

Vietnam .as a fox:eign country.. 'rhey finally set~led f'or 

ban 9n infi.ltration .and a formulation that after .the 

~ase .... fixe the two South Vietnamese parties would discuss 

"steps to reduce military numbers on both sides and to 

®mobilize the tro.ops 'tleing withdrawn't .. 52 

Kissinger and<Xuan 1!huy met at Choisy-le-Roi 1n 

Paris on 17 October 1972. They improved the political. 

provisions further by making explicit· that the National 

Co1mcil of National Reconciliation and Concord could 

supervise the ele·etions;· it had no· authority to ordet:' 

them• Any new election' that might be held would first 
have' to bf3 agree¢~. unanimously .by the, South Vietnamese 

par.ties. ~he National ColU'lcil not only gave a veto to 

;1., lbi-d., P•, 1353•-

52. Ibid. t P• 1354. 



.Sai~OJH it ;was Q£tpr.l.Wd of any~~ to do. With m,gard to 

·replacement or mllitary equipment Xuan .fhUy insiSted on.~ 
I J ' ' ' I ., ' ' ~ 1 : ' l I . ' ' ' I \ ' o ' ' 

prinCiple of ~quality, . and Kissinger on tbe principle. of a 
I& J ' ' ' ~ { • ' • ' • ' ' ' ' • ' 

one-tor-one repla.oement for woxn-out equ1pmnt, Xuan ifhll.y' 
' ' • ' ~- ·' • f • '~· J ; ; ;' 

finally accepted the us formulation but made it.contingent 
i ' . : ' . .• ' ' . . i. : ,. ' '. ' .•. '5'3 . 

on the zelease of ciV'iUan detainees .in South Vietnam •.. 
' ' ' 

e 
Kisa~inger ~~ects<l t~ proposition sapng. that it was ~ be 

' . ! ' ' ' ' ' . ;_, ' . . -.. ~ . : . . . . 

settled between the Vietnamese parties • . He found Hanoi• s 
' ;· ' I I : { ' ~ ~ ";, ' '., ' . • ' . . ' • • . ' . ' ' I • . \ • ' ' 

assurances regarding a ~a.se-ti.re 1n Laos and Qambodia 
I ' ,'1 , j ' ., 

unsa tiS.factQry. 
I ' ' ' ' 

Kissinger ~ft tor Sai~on f?n · t~. sapte <lay to. convince · 

Presi~nt !rb1eu that his deal With the North Vietnamese was ,. 

a good. one and should be accepte d•; the talks between 

Kis'sin'ge~ and fhie11 accompanied by important officials started 

on 19 octob(tr 1972~, · Kissinger was· not able to convince tile - ' ' 

South Vtetna.,~Dese, ttlo ·made twenty-.s:Dt amendments to the 
~ 1 ~ l , 

agxeed' .points between the Unitsd· States and North Vietnam.' . .' ·' . ' . 

nssinger explained and· succeeded ··1n bringing tm· ·South 
. . ;1+ ' - . 

Vietnamese to silt ·points · With which the J.atter disagreed., 
r. ; 

But South Vietnam had to g1ve· up 1n the race of a us that 
. , l l 

was dete®ried to Cbnclude an ag~ement With North Vie.tnam. 

Tbe s . .u. points axe ·e;s follows: ( 1) the "'administratiw 
structure1

' l. ( 2) the "three Ihdo*Chinese ·states"; 
( 3} the OJnll.ssion .of any reference to a Withdrawal of 
No :rth -Vietnamese forces t'rom the Soutm ( 4) the 'right 
to self•detennination; ( 5') the use Qf Cambodia and 
Laos tor routing of troops and supplies; ( 6) and the 
re-establishment of a nrm dem111tari$d zone between 
the two Vietnams~ See Kalb1 n. 271 p ... 369-. 
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\ \ (. 

:rhe Up1ted ~~tes:t indeed_ became .a ned1ato;E" between 

the south Vietnamese and the North Vietnamese and the Viet-
• ' .. ' . . ' •• ' .... ' • ' ' . ' • ! • • ' . ·-

co~~ ~ring \~he earl>': 1970s. . K1~s1nger, .~~~d the So'-'th :Vie.t .. 

-./ . namese ·that the United States might cut O.ff aid tot he . 
, ,t . , • . '~ '. ' : 

1 . l . f ., ' • I ' , 

(onner, ·.if ~ey (lid not s~gn the peace agreement. Kissinger 
"' • ' J ~ • ' • ' I , • • , c · , ~ \, ' 

· al.so told them tnat the, u:s might even ~1gn a sepal'Bte peace 
• 'f ! ' .. ' \ \' • • • ' ' , ' ! • ~ j . • ' ~ 

tt,x;e~ty ~.t~.tne ~ortp :Vi~.tname.se. Tbie~. hesit.ated., It was 

a.l.mo.st like a blac.lqn~il. 
' . •, l I >, ·: , ',, \•' • 

1 
t 

K~ssin&er retum~d from Saigon to washington on 2a.. 
• "" ' . ' .· \ ' ' . I ' ' \ 

Octe>"Qer 197~ to consu;Lt President NiXon. After consultations 
. •. I ' ' .. , ' ' . 

Kis.singer announced beto~ .tb~ newsmen on 26 October 19?2 
'' . . . ..... ' . '' . ' . 

that the • peace i.S at. hand• .1n Indo-China. He was optimist.1c 
1 ~ • • .f , ' •• t ; ~ , ' I • > 

1 
, • , I , : 

, that political ar~gement cou~d be zeached .in one more nego-
• ' . I • ' ' ~ 

.tiating session with the N.orth Vietnamese~ . 
. , . ' • '· • ; ' ' ' . . i; • . 

A1fte~, K1s~1n~ex-~ s •peace is .. at hand• statenent, Le. Due 

Tho· proposed an earl_y resumption of the Paris pr.1.vate nego-
. . . . I . . • ' . . , , , ' : ' 

t1at1ons. ~uan 1'}lUy tolq. Agence France Presse on 10 November 
> ' ~ > • • I I • • • ' ; I , • • j ' j 

.1972 ,that Tho l(ould be returning. to Par.t.s to .meet Kissinger 
' ' . . ' . . . 

. again. . On . the. same day Gene~l Alexander Haig, J"llt then 
' ' . . ' ~ 

Kfssirlge;r:• s ~p~ty .on. the National Security Council starr, 
',, • . J • 

. and William Bunker1 the then US Ambassador in Saigon met 
.. \' . ' . 

President ·Xh1eu. to narrow ·~e .. diffetences between the US and 
. ' 

the south Y.1etnamese Governme.nt •. 

·fhe. United States an'd. North vi~.tnam agreed to zenew 

the private .talks in Pa~s • Kissinger and Le D~c Tho opened 

$5• Hew York Times, 27 october 1972, p. 1. 
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another. round ot neg:otiaUons on 20 .November 1972 .in Paris 
. . . .. \ ' 

tor a. Vietnam eea.se:-f'ire., nss1nJ~r presented th1eu• s 

®mandS arid then NiXon'$' ,demandS : before .Le J)uc Tho. He 

also' p~esente_d Tho With a long lis~ of, •protocols', for 

the :'maJlt).er in ~ch .the pr1n.ciples of 11greement wexe to be 

implemented•· Re, •was. det~rnd.ned to ellminate an.v ambiguities 

about the N·at1onal· Council .of National Reconc:tl:Lation and 
• . • t' . ' - • . . ·. 

' s 
Conc.ord. · Tho did not an,.wer .immediately to these problems •· 

one day or negotiatiQn ended. without any progress. 
' ' '. .. ~. ,. . : . ' 

·- · .. When. they· met again 1n the aftemoon on 21 November 

1972, Le Due Tho emphasized that the changes Kissinger , was 

demanding were not 3ust ntectmical" but substantive• not few 

but many, tho rejected most of. the· changes and accepted a 

few technical Q'i~S• . He withdl'eW important concession tbat 

American prisoners would be mleased Without linkage :to 
. ')7 

Saigon's. ·release of Vietcong civilian prisoners. . He added 

another demand that .al~ American ciVilian teChnicians· be. 

111 thdrawn ·along w1 th u ,.s. military forces,, 

~he following day, on November 22, Kissinger .turned to 

essentials· of clearing up the translation of the phrase 

5'6. NiXon's main demand was that there· should be a cease
fire thro~ghout Indo-China along With South Vietnam • 
.He placed liis . emphasis. on a ambigUities'' ' tt de taiJsfl 
and " central pointstt • 

' ' 

')7. Kissinger,. n. 30, p. 1418. 
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uadministra.tive structure" to describe the National CouncU 

of National Reconciliation and Concord and strengthening . . ;a 
the proVisions in respect for the demilitarized zone •. He 

also 'Wanted to find some solution to the problem of North 

Vietnamese forces and a cease-fire in Laos closer to the 

time of the cease-nre 1n Vietnam. Tho ma:tntained that the 

Vietcong prisoners be released at the same time as American 

prisoners of war and that American civillan technicians be , 

. withdrawn along with U.s ... troops. , No problem was SQlve d in 

this .meeting• 

On 23 Nove~ber ~12, Le Due Tho suddenly .. revived his 

discarded demand 1 or the ouster or· the Thieu regime. The 

denounced Thieu's "two-Vietnams" theory and demanded ttthree 
. :" ' 

Vietnamese States". He charged the United States and the 
' 

South Vietnamese had changed the basic character of the 

deal, which was arranged on 8 October 19721 by. presenting 
' . . 

a new set of proposals. The talkS continued till 2$ November 

1972• Kissinger s_uggeste~,. on 2$ Novembe~, ~hat the nego- · 

tia tions could be :resumed only on 4 Decem~ r 1972. tlio<-~ · 

agreed for it• 

· · Meanwhile President fbieu sent his close adviser 

N guyeri Phu Due to m9et President Nbton who :mfl;lsed, at the 

first instant to meet him• somehow Nguyen Phu Due met 

Ibid. 
' ' 

rhe three Vietnamese states, Tho demanded1 were North 
Vietnam, and south V.ietnam was to be divided into two 
parts. One was for the south Vietnamese under Thieu 
and another was for the Vietcong. See Kalb, n. 27, 
p. 367. 
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NiXon· ·on 29 November .1972 ·and aelJ.vered a personal letter · 

from ·Thieu asld.ilg for an ·~rgent summit befoxe signing of 

any cease~ttnr agreement·f· -NiXon· categorically ruled ,o'Q.t 

any· sUJmi'd;t with Th1eu 'be,fore ·a.ri ·agreenent. could be feached 

in Paris~· NiX·on ··told Due that· the Un1ted· states was going 

to: s.1gn cease~£tre ·agreement w~ith ~North Vietnam,· with or 

wit~oU.t·South Vietna~ ·as soon as he· was convinced that the 

agi'eetnent .was ·nght~ ., The south Vietnamese were told. that 

it 'had to f1gbt alone with ·the Vietcong ~nd· the North. Viet• 

nameset if the former refused to sign the .peace agreement. 

On 4 December. 1972,. Kissinger and. Alexande.r. H~ig met 

twice with Le Due Tno. .at Ct.Q.J5y ... le-R91 in Paris prtvately ... 
-· . \ ' 

In the. 'mom.1Dg. session. Tho emphasd.s.ed on the political 

prisoners in the 'Sputh Vietruun. He told Kissinger .that the 

polit1.cal prisoners ha:d to be released, otherwise the peace 

negoltiat'ions might be ·jeopardized. In .. the. Afternoon 

session Tho withdrew, ~ccording to Kissinger, nine or the 
61 

twelve Changes that had. be.en agreed two we.eks p~viously. 

At ·the same time he maintained aU his demands tor changes 

1n the Octobe,r agzeement. 

Besi~s the negotiations 1n private the semi-public 
. . . 

plenary sessions bad ·also been going on :1n Paris without 
R ~ ~ • • 

much important issues being discussed. All significant 

60. Kalb.; n .• 27, P• 4o..,.~ 

61. Kissinger, n. 30, PP• 1428-9. And also see Kalb, 
n. 271 P• lt06. 
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1ssues were discussed in private talks between Kissinger 

and~ Due Tho~/ In the meetings which we.re held on 6 and 

7 December 1972, Kissinger and Tho narrowed some difference~. 

Tho dropped the. crucial 9-emand for the ielea.se of civilian . "62 ' . . . . . ' 
' •• < •• • 

prisoners .l.n South Vietnam. . . 

OJ).' 8 December 1972, f<is.singer and Tho ag:reEad finally 

to drop the whole phrase _"'adni1~1strative structure", trans

la.tion' of which had caus.ed so much angu1$h• Tho confirmed 
. ' . ' 

h'is ~iliin.gness to go· back to the original 'text on civilian 

pris~mers" Kissinger states that Le Due Tho defined the 

demilitarized zone 1n ~uch a way that it provided a legal 
' .. 

Justi.f'ica t1on for permanent intervention by Hanoi in South 
.. 63 ' . ' . 
V;ietnam. fho reiterated his demand tor a total Withdrawal 

of American ciVilian technicians working With South Viet• 

namese armed forces. 'fhe next day Le Due Tho gave the 

United States the tight to ha"Ve American civilian service 

sophisticated South Vietnamese military equipment.. But 
' ' 

he .was finn on the issue ot demilitarized zone. He agreed 

~o have the experts meet to begin on the p'rotocols to 

confirm the language of the existing texts of the agreements. 
. . . 

On 11 December 1972, Le Due Tho J:e3ected signing 
. .·. 6lt . 

,Pl't)cedures that Kissinger had assumed settled. First, Tho 
I \ \ 

conceded the issue ot American ciVilian technicians assisting 

62• · 2!he North Vietnamese had conceded this demand .in late 
October and reneged on 1n N.ovember 19?2. 
. I , 

63. .Kissinger, n • .30, p. 1436. 

64. Xb1s was a complex arx:angement by which Stigon could 
s.ign without recogrmziJ),gthe ProVisional Revolutionary 
Government of Sou.th Vietnam. See ibid., p. 1439. 
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South Vietnamese armed forces, then he insisted that this 

applied only to the public text of the agreement to avoid 

embarrassing the United States. so, he asked for a 

written private understanding that U.s. technicians would 

be withdrawn. the problems or 'protocols and demilitarized 

zone remained untouched. 

On December 121 Le .Due Tho xeceived instructions on 

the demil1tarized zone from Hanoi. He had a proposal 

that omitted the phrase "civilian" ,f:rom Kissinger's formula 
\ . 65 

· for permitted movement across the demilitarized zone. 

He also produced p.rotocols for the cease.tire and intema• 

tional control. machinery. The u.s. side studied the 

North Vietnamese drafts of the protocols• Kissinger 
66 

reported to President NiXon that they wem "outrageous". 

He w.r1tes about the North Vietnamese. proto_cols on I.nter

national Commtssion of Control and Supervision that, 

~he one spelling out the size, composition, 
and functions of the International Commission 
of Con t:rol and Supervision (ICCS) left the · 

· superv.isory .machinery sub3ect to so many 
multiple vetos that it was inconceivable bow 
it could possibly inspect anything. The ICes, 
~hich would have two members proposed by the 
Communists (.Hungary and Poland) and two by 
our side (Canada an.d Indonesia), would :require 
unaniJnity to make any investigation or to 
file any report; no· member would have the 
right to fiJ.e a minority report. Moreover, 
the ICCS would have no transport of its own , 

65. Ibid., p._ 141+1. 

66. Ibid,. t P• 1442., 
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but would have to ask the party being . 
·~inspected for its ·approval as well as for 

any 3eeps ·or tele.phones or other equipment; ... 
In case· a loophole had been left uninten.:. ··· · · 
tionally, the number ot ICCS inspectors would 

:be ·limited'to· 2;o,·· including support personnel, 
to inspec~ infiltration across seven hund1:red . . 

· · · mile·s of ·jungle arid an even longe :r ·shote line • ( 67) 
-'\ 

i ·! ,'I '' , 

On 13 December 1972, Le Due Tho introduce« seventeen 

new phrases that .in e rrect xeintroduced earl1~r North 
, : ~ ' ' ; , -. , ' . ' ' ·' ' I \ ' ' 

Vietnamese demands which had been dropped by !lim in earlier 
,. . . ' ~ - . 

sessio~s with K1ssinger. He proposed that .the N;ationaa 
·• ·' I j ,'. 

Council. or National R€concil1ation and Concord should 
' . 

nd1recttt certain ~pacified activities •. Kissinger had 

re je cte d ~s as implying a governmental authority for the 
'' "·' ' •', I < ' 68 

Council incompatible with the pamse of the agreement .• 
. ' \ ' ~ 

Tho then tried ''Oversee" or "supervise" which had also been 
" ,. 

reJected by Kiss1nge.r. Finally, they agreed on the weaker 

word "promote". Kissinger :nalt that .he yeas raced 'With . ' 

deadlock because the North V.1etnamese were determined not 

to come to a peace ag~eement. 

the very same day K1~sin get re tume d to the United 

States· from Paris. He had a discussion· with President 

NiXon. Kissinger and N1Xon reached a conclusion to 
I 

dispatch a cable t·o Hanoi·. They sent a ~m.1ng to Hanoi . 

that "serious negotiations" would have to· be resumed 

Within ..seventy-two hours; otherwise Anerican bombing 

l , . 
67. Ibid. 

'' 68. lbid.,r Pe 1443. 
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69 
of Viet~am would be resumed. The Atrerican side concluded 

·that ·they: would have no more ot this one step forward one 

step backWard strategy. 

By mid-afternoon 17 DeceD1ber 1972, the time for an . \ 

ultimat\mi had run out. · NiXon ordered the xesumption of 

American air war north or 2oth pa;rallel. Shortly after the 
. l ~ I 

" ' 

l?ombing began Haig went to Saigon with an ultimatum from 
\ .. ,. . . . ' 

President NiXon; if 7hieu did not agzee to an agreement 
' . . . 

.. ·:on Vietnam,. the United States would sign a separate cease

tire. agl'eement With North Vietnam, And all military and 

economic aid to South Vietnam would be cut off. 

The American bombing of North ended on 30 December 
. . .. ,• ' : 

1972• The technical talks on the protocols :mconvened on 
~ . ' . . .. '· 

2 .. Janual'Y' 1973 and were led by Deputy.Assistant Secre.tary 
. . 

tor. ~ast Asia, William Sullivan, on the imerican side· and 
' ' \ ,. 

vice-Foreign Minister Nguyen Co Thach for Hanoi. On ·... . ( . ... 

· Us$1nger• s· instructions,· SUllivan made clear· to· the 

North Vietnamese that ~he· ~talung tactics. of Hanoi in 
~ . ·, \ ' : . ' ' .'.' 

December .1972 were no longer acceptable, and this led to, 

a business like session. over the next few days Thach 
=~~ '' .. ;, . . 

and Sull1van settled n~arly halt of the issues, leaving 
• • • - ~ • ' 1 • 

rest ·to Kissinger and Le Due Tho. · 

Kissinger and Le Due ThO resumed priy-ate talks on . ·.: 
8 January 1973 in Paris. They discussed· issues concerned 

69. Kalbt n. 271 p. }:t·12 • 
. , 
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I 

with the demilitarized zone and the method or signing. 

The breakthrough came at t.he next session on January 9. 

Le Due Tho proposed that Thach and Sullivan be assigned 

to work full-time on the protocols and not participate in 

the .main talks between hiJB and K1ssinge.r. Tho agreed to 

Kissinger's compromise formulation on the demilitarized . 
' 

zone, which he reJected in December, Kissinger and Tho 

settled all the outstanding questions in the text of the 

agreement. And they also made major progress on the lll3thod 

of signing the agreement. After the demilitarised zone 

issue was settled there remained primarily an issue o£ how 

to sign the documents so that Saigon did not have to acknow ... 

ledge the Provisional Revolutionary Government. After 

several days Kissinger ana>Le Du-e Tho divised a formula 

accoa·ding to Which the Provisional Revolutionary Government 
70 

was nQt mentioned in the document. 
71 

. Kissinger and his colleagues worked fifteen hours a 

day 1n negotiating ,sessions, zev1ew1ng drafts; briefing 
• ' J 

.. _.. south Vietnamese •. and exChang1ng cables ~th Washington. 

At last on 1.3 January 1973; the draft agreement was once 

again complete, together with all Understandings and proto-
1 

cols. After "extensive" and "useful" negotiations, Kissinger 

.left Paris on 1·3 January 1973 for washington to report to 

l{iJion. 

70. Ibid••· P• 1464. 
71. Kissinger's colleagues were William Sullivan., Winston 

Lord, John .Negroponte, David Engel, and Peter Rodman, 
joined toward the end by George Aldrich, Deputy Legal 
Advisor at the State· Department. · 
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' ~·' 

The toll~wing da.Y Kissinger briefed NiXon about the · 

deve.lopments in Paris .n~ace negotiations •. And President 
.· 7~ 

N;ixo~·.ordered.. a· halt to all the u.s. military actions 

against No~th Vietnam, The halt included air strikes, 

shelling~ md. mining. The United States and'North Vietnam . 
. ' . 

Jointly ann~U:nced. on 18 JanUa.r)r. 19?3~ that· Kissinger' ~ho, 
\ ' ' . 

and Th~y· would meet on 2) Janua'ry·. The . .fou·r'\f1de·d. plenart· 
, r ' 

sessions was conclud8d on ·the same day artei- 1?4 me:etihgs 
' ' \ 

in Paris •. 

.. , In the meeting Kissinger and .te Due Tho settled the 

last few details" and in1t1alGd the Paris 'accord. NiXon 

anno~ced on' the same dSy that an agreement "to' end the . 

war· and b.ring peace with honor ill Vietnam and· Sou~h East 
·, ' ' . . ?3 ' ' . . 74 

Asia'*• was initialed 1n Paris. fhe accord on Vietnam · 

was signed by the u.s. secretary of state and the Fo"ign 

Ministers of North Vietnam, south Vietnam, and the Prov1s1o ... 

nal Revolutionary Govemnent. 
; ' 

A .De.mgc,mtic Peace 

i'here can be no peace, as ;Long as the exploitation or 
' . ' ' . ~ 

man by man exists; as long as the monopoly capitalism exists 
' . ·,, . ' . 

in the world.. Peace is possible only- When the exploiting 
. ~ . . 

classes (the landlords and cajd.talists) have been overthrown 

72. ·X:al~, n• 27, p, 420, 

73• New York Times, 24 January 1973, P• 1. 
. . ~ . ~ ' 

?4 •. ·Highlights of the Paris agreement on Vietnam, as set 
out in the text 1 are given 1n the appendiX • see 
Appendix. 2., 
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., 

~nd deprived ot aU powers (politi~al and eeonomi~al) by 
I ·~ 0 I ', ' ,> \ • ' If, 

. thtf exploited class ·(the workers and the.landless peasants). 
, r, , , ' ,. 'f • ' • 1 I · • • : <j. i r ~ .I t ' ' • 

1 

;rr~. the imperialists say and pmaeh peaoe at al~,~ 1t is not 
' < '. • • \I oc< \ • I \,· • ' '• • t ' •' . • ' 

a ~al· democratic and honourable peace.. That 1.s a peace 
·, ' ' • ; ' ~ f : • • ' .l • 1 • .. ,, 1 • , ' ' • ~- ; • .·: - , 

which would allow the 9Qnt1nuat1on of exploi~tion •. Chairman 
' , ~ '• • ' ; ; ; : ,, ! ' ' ' ' t • J . ' ' ~ " f I • 

Mao fse-Tung spoke about the peace at the Eighth National 
I \. f ·, • ' I ' ·' ·,. • . • • .• t' •. ' . • ; 

.. Congntss of the Communist Party ot China 1n 1.95'6, When he 
< • i , ' ; '~ l ~ ' • I 

. , said: · 

' ~ · .. 

Obi!· country and all the other Socialist 
.. · countries want peace;- so do 'the peoples of· 

all the countries of the world. The only 
· ones who crave war and do not want peace 
are ·certain monopoly capitalist groups in 
·a 'handful of imperta.Ust countries· which ' 

·depend. on. aggression for their profits., (75) 
'• ~ ! :, ,. ; ' ' I 

·only after the exploiting system has been overthrown 

··· 'apd systems 'Of oppression of .man by man have. been .abolished, 
•. r • ' I ' 

·ana: not 'before·, it will !be 'possible to achieve peace. 

l.mperialism doe.s ·not stand for peace.. It 1B 1\tll of antago

nist~c So~ial COntfQdictions' Which WoUld naturally lead to 
. •,' 'I ' \ 

wa~ •. ·.A~· v .I •. Lenin' said that to urge the ·imperialist 
I ' : ' ~ I ' j ' ; ' I ' l ' 

governments, "to conclude· a democratic peace 1s like preaCh.;.. 
. ' ' : --. : 76 ; .· ' . 

in~ Virtue to brothe~ ~epers'~~. 

So With this understat}ding of. peace we shall. analyse 
•••. \ ' ' ' ! ' ' • ,, 

11 the -Vietnam Paris peace negotiations; 
j 1 . ' ' I ' " ' • 
:1 
1 ,, 

· · '75•' Quogations f'rom Chairman :HapiTse 'l:ung (Peking,,. 1977), 
P•: $. . . . . 

76t. V •I•. Len1il, :Le.tters ·. fN'II Afar (Moscow, ~977), P• 47. 
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§.oviet Influence. on Peace Negotiation~ 

It would thus appear that there can not be any peace 

negotiations between the Communists and imperialists, Why 

di(l then the. North Vietpamese and Viet eong, Who. claim 

themselves to be. communists, undertook to negotiate with 
' . 

th~ Americans instead of carrying on their relentless 

stru.gg;le? There iS a. glaring inconsistency about Whose 

cause· one can only speculate • 

. As already mentioned in the first chapter there was 

a rift. Within the international communist movement and it 

was reflected .1n the North Vietnam Workers• Party as well. 

This tact alone can give us a clue to the above question. 

The rift 'between Communist China and the Soviet Union 

took a sertous tu:m When the latter adopted, at the 22nd 

Congress in october 1961; the f ollowing programmes: 

...... pea~.ful co ... ex1stence of countries With different 
social systems, · 

...... disarmament• and 
77 

-· peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism. 

The Russians thought that the most important question 

:.racing the world was war or peace. If thermonuclear war 

would come, the Russians a;a;·~guedt civilization itself would 

be destroyed., They wanted to avoid the war, so that the 

?7• Paul M •. Sweezy., and Leo Huberman; nThe Split in the 
Socialist World!', Monthlx; Ren;,w (New York), Vol. 15', 
May 1963, p. 2. · , 
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superiority of Socialism over capitalism would be clearly . ' ' . ', . ·. ' 

demons~rated. Otherw~se 1 they argued, that the bright 
' ' . '78 • , • ~... • ' ~- • t ' l . . . - . 

tutull) of socialist countrieS W011ld be ruined. ' 

China not only differed on these points but criticized 

the Russian ideology as not communism but· zevis1on1sm. 
' 

China stressed that a socialist country haS no antagonistic 

social contradictions and .it .is impetmiss~ble for it to 

embark Qn wars of expans.ion. Whexeas, an imperialist 

country is full of antagonistic social contradictions and 

it iS natural that it would embark on wars of expansion .• 

nTo bel.1eve otherwise", China stressed, n1s not Leninism 
. 79 

'but bourgeois pacifism". 

On the question of disarmament the Chinese stressed 

Lenin' s wordS that, 

78• Ibid •. t PP• ·1 .. 2. 

79• Ibid., P• J• 
80. "By proletariat, the class ot modem wage-labourers 

Who, haVing no means of production of their own, are 
reduced to selling their labour power in order to 

.
live••. see Kar~ MaX't, and Ftederi. ck Engel:J 1 Manifesto 
of the Communist Part:y (Moscow, 196?), P• '+0. 

81. ttby bourgeoisie is meant the class of mo<em capitalists, 
owners of the means or social production and ,employers 
of wage labour• • see ibid. 

82. swee zy, and Huberman·, n. ?7. p. 5. 
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fhe thJ:eat. ot war comes not trom a:nnanents b~t :f'~m 

1m.per.t.al1sm~ The imperialism has to be fought to the end and 

the ·way- of countering it .is not by d1sa:mement. 

on the question ot. pea,cetui trans1t1on.ltrom capitalism 

.. ·.to Socialism, the Chinese believed; that ~pita:U.sm would never 
• ' ' ! I 

ge~t: brans to %'.bled by ;its~-ir. Peacet\tu,-. unle~·s .it 1s overthrown by 
, < , ' ' ' , , • , • \

1 
I\ ': "f . . 

tb9' w:orld.ng clasS··thZ'ou.gh armed· revolution. · ·upto nowt history 
• • • \ • ' f ' ~ 

I 
0 

\ ' 
1 

• • I ~ > < , 0 < •, ' ' ~ ' 

.has. not Wi:tnessed .a single. example ·o:f peaeet\il transition from 
OJ • ' ' • ~ 

I ' ' 1.: , ) 

capitalism to .so¢i.:alism,; >:''Even. 'When it 1s possible to· secure 
• '. ' . " • l . ' 

.state· powtu.·-·through peacetul; means" t' the Cbinese emphasised; 
.. ; ' . . . . 

. "·one- must be prepaied to deal immediately .with armed intervention 
- . ' -. ' ' ~ . . . . 

r _ • ·. . . . , .. · . , • -

by foll:Jign .1mperiall.Sts and with CoUhter-xevolutionar,y aJ:med . .. . , : . . . ; .. '' , .... \ ..... :··· 83 ' -,· : '' 
xebell1ons supported by the 1mper1alists." 

. . 
" • ; I 

2:h1s was not a simple diffe renee ot opinionS but an ideo-
·.'· ' , 'I ' ' ' ;_ 

logical struggle be tween the Chinese Communists and the Russian 
, cO- > • , • 

cOunter•revolut!onarJ.es. This resu.lted,in split among the 
' ~ . ' ' . . ' . . 

socialist countries of the world., .and in and between the 
: I j ' • • ' ' \ f·. • ' ~ I ' 

-Vietnam Workers' party and the Vietcongs• National L1bera .. ". ' . 8lt ; . \ . ' ' , . 
. ·tion Front. T~ ma~or taction in the Vie~m Workers• 

J?arty supported tile SoVi~t.1deology and t}J:) minor taction 
• ·,.. • ·., •• : · !. . . . • .. ·a;· , , 
s.~~~~te~. ~~6:. Chiru::.se _ ~~~t~ ~·~~~gy •... Ou~ of th~_. ~welve · 
~----;.;;;;;.· ·- ~- . ,• 

• . 8:3~ .. Ibid;.,; P• 1 9•· · · 

Slt~ -· :New YoX'k t1.mep, · · 11 ·March 19691' 'pi; · 3;. ··. · · 

8;. _ .. ,~he Politbu%'38.U members' Who, belonged to Pni•SoViet 
''faction were Prem1er Pbam Van Don'g.l Le Duan, first 

. ·.: .' Secreta~ of the Vietnam W~rkers• Party, General Vo 
. Ngu,-an. Giap, Pbam -Hun. g1 a p.rotege o~. Pham Van Dong, 
·.xuan fhuy, and Le Due l:ho. ·· Hoang Van Roan was an 
indirect supporter of Soviet Union. 
·;he Politbureau .members who belonged to pro-Chinese 
were ~xuong Chinh, fontsr Secretary General ot the · 
Vietnam Wo:ekers• Party, Nguyen Chi Thanh, head ot 

contd •• ,./ 
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1,.; J' 

. PolitbU.~au .members seven. we:re pro.Soviet, th:ree were pro-

Chinese and two wel'e taking the m1ddle path. Pxesident Ho 
~ ~ • : > 

Cbi Minh was mediating between these two tac;:tions... Mos:t of 
i I I <. l , ; •,· J• 

1 
. 

the North Vietnamese became revisionists. The available sources 
. ~-. f I!, 

indicate that the spU:t in the Vietnam Workers• Partr started 
', >" : " ! l ,, ,_. ... ; . ' I, ..,• •' > • 'l I • ,• 1 

1n .19;,7 and it became very clear in the early 1960s:. 
• ' ;: . I ' !. ; ' ' ' j . •.' ,' ' ' . ' \ \ ,. ' ., . I ~ 

'l'he SoViet Union and Communist China started quarreling 
I Ji 1\, : ' ; ' . 

ov:er transitt:tng. ~e tormerts military .equipment to Vietnam 
, < :· ( ': • ; ' • : '· ' ' •• ' ;. 

via China in 1966. ibe SoViet Union acw.sed China. tt.tat it was 

, ob~t:ru.cting the trans1 t ·of aid supp3.1es . to Vietnam. But China 
' ' . 

' ' 

oade it cJ.ear that the Soviet Union's sl.andeJ> was based on 
' .·~ . . 

pule invention. The purpose wa$, China· charged the Soviet . . . ; 

Uni;On,. ••to ditu.~pt the fighting tmity between the Chinese and 

· Vietnamese peoples anQ. undermine the Vietnamese ,people's war to 
... ' . . . 87 
.~esist ·u.s~.:~ sgg~ss1on. and save their country". . China also said 

:~\. . ) ; ' . . '·. '! • 
. that it was a boUnden· duty of the international proletariat to 
" . ' . : ' . . . . . ' .. . . . 88 

.help Vietl;tame~e .·.fra,temal people in acl'p.eVing goals .1n Vietnam. 
'. . .. . . . ' ' ... 

· .fhe. Vietilames• had, every- right to rece'1ve aid trom ever.Y 
'• ' ! •· ·.; ''t , , : . 1r • , , I 

sociali$t countJY to tight ·against the u.s, imperialists .• 
. - ' .... 

~ • ' •• '.;.• • ' • l • 

---"""""""-.·, oont~ ,./ the V~~tn3l!le~~. People• s,Army ,Polit1ca1 depart~nt, 
... ·.'.· :~~yenH· Duy Tiinh•· · 'o;reign Minis~r •. see .ror details· 

.c, • .,. oney a _ . 
. , · .. S .. a e D s (Cambridge, Mass., 1963 t PP• 27tt. 

nd al.so see ster A. Ba1nt Xie:tnaw ·'!'he Roots of 
'·. . 'Oontlict (Ne'f Je,rseyt. 1967>. ,PP• 14,f'f. Xna: aiso see 

Donalds. Zagoriaf V.i!iWm frtangJ&a .Mq§cow, Pektng• Hanoi 
. ; . ,, .; (New tor!t,_. 1968) 1 PP• ~ tt... . And. a).so see Uew Ygrk XlJDes., . 

I+ )otay 1_9C>Ot P• 1'+.. And ~lso see 1b1d•t. 11 Marcli 19~~P• 3• 
86. -R,s,, Asesaign Bfis No ~PJmds and pur ~gm)far ;to Aggpssion 

p;as lp ~ound§ (Pekin~, 1966), p. 13. · · · · · · · · ·· · 
. 87• · Ibid• . . , . . 
88. George Met. Kah1n, and.John W .• LeWis, ~m Unit@d S;tates 

;n Vie tnY! (New York, 1961), P• 227• · 



. Cbina came out with interesting infonnations that the 
. ' 

sovi~t 'Union .colluded with ~he United States and betrayed 
' ' 

the Vietna~se_t struggle a~ainst the United States. In 
I , 

'I , 

' 
On June .~, th;e day a:rte r the firs. t bombing 
raid, A. Rosch1n, the Soviet ·repmsentative 
to the disamament Conference in Geneva, made 
it clear· that the· U.s. air attacks would not 
atfe ct the possibility of the Soviet Union 
and the United States arriving at an agree
ment on disarmament. In reply to question 

·put by a journalist, he imp~dently ~clared; 
')If we did not consider there was such' a 

· · possibility1 we. would not be, here .• "'~his 
lifts the bl.ack curta1n on tht:r collusion 
between. ·the United States and the Soviet 
Union and their exchange of information on 
Vietnam. , One: does .the bombing and the. other 
does the pulling, and both these actions 

· are intended .to .achieve the. criminal purpose 
of t f'ord.ng peace talks through bombing' • · ( 89) 

· · · China opposed the Paris peace talks on Vietnam and 

· said that it was .a. conspiracy or the Soviet ~v1sion1sts ' ' 90'.. . . 
and the United States 1m~Xi~J4sts. On 20 Decembe.r 1968, 

at a .reception celebrating the e ighth anniversary of the 

•.founding of ·'the NLE., 1n Peking, Deputy Ch1ef of the armed 

forces of People • s Republic of Chir)a, wen Yu Cheng, . . ~ 

asserted that the SoViet Union supported the u.s. on the 

·Vi-etnam .question because the latter !$d supported the 
. . . '"'~9'1 '' 

, Sov,~e,t•led invasi-on of Czechoslavakia • 

. 89~ N,ote • j •• ~6t P• 12. 

, SO. Ibid •. , .P• 13 .• 
. ' ~ 
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. The.··soviet Union, it seemed, was :Ln a hUrry to settle 

the Vietnam war tnrough p!lace negoti~tions. 'lhe New York; 

f:J..mf(s wrote.· on 23 November 1968 .tnat, . 

one theory··i's that the Soviet leaders would 
. now .Uke to see a spee(J;y -settlement of the 
Viet~am ,Q.U~'stion and told Mr. ~ho that Hanoi 
Shou~d accept a to~la 'permitting the Saigon 
~g1)ne to joip. the Paris talkS~ (92) · , 

~ ~ 1 ' ~ . 

When the New YO!:k T-ips wrote abaut 'the apJ>ointment 
. ' 

of Lodge ··as ·Onief·negotiator to the Paris talks, it said: 

'"the aid or soviet deplomats in Paris a+m<;>St certainly will 

· be needed to secure Hanoi's agreeJnent ·• something Mr. Lodge 
\ . 93 

may find more· difficult to win than M~. HaJ>riman.n Even 

Harriman ~elf said,! ~ an tnterv1ew· on a National Broad-
\ 

casting Company telerts1on.rad1o programme, Meet the Press, 

that the Russians were helpfu~ in getting the Paris talkS 94- . . . ·. 
moVing • · · · 

The South Vietnamese ·specialists on North Vietnam . 

reported in .March 1'969 that 'old. d.itferences between the pro

Moscow and pro.;..Peking groups within' the North Vietnamese 

regime and the MLF of South Vietnam had been sha~ned by 

the hoat:1le outbursts following the· SOV1et•Ch1nese border 
· . · 9S 

clash in early month March 1969; · This tension echoed in 

92• Ibid., 24 November~ 1968, 'P• 8. 
· , ·93. Ibid., ~?January ,19691 P• Ita • 

. 91+. Ibi<l.,, 27 Ja!iuary 1969, P• 12. 
95'• lbid•t '11 March 1969, p. 3. 
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and between the North Vietnamese and NLF delegations :i.n Paris 

as well. The South Vietnamese and American experts were or 

, the opinion that the Vietcong guerrillas leaned toward 
. 96 

Communist China. 

Since pro-Soviet faction was dominant in North Vietnam• 

it went to the extent of $ending back the Chin:~se labour 
. . ' . ' 9? . 

battallions that were. rep~1r1ng· bomb damage. ··ThiS was one 

of the major steps taken by :Nortn Vietnam to disengage .itself 
. ' 

from dependence on .cOmmuniSt (}hina. The SOViet Union might 
. . 

have. advised the North Vietnamese to send back the Chinese 

.labour battallions,. otherwiSe ·the;re was no reason !or the 

.North Vietnamese to do so.· 

The major facti<>n which supported the Soviet Union 

became more 4olninant after Ho Cbi Minh's (who was mediating 

between both the factions to 'keep them united 1n the war 

against the American 1mP'rial:Lsts) death 1n septembe.r 1969.· 

Under these circumstancest. Ch1na extended its support for 

. Pari$ peace negotiations from 1969 onwardS. China might 

. have telt that the North Vietnamese. ·would disengage completely 

.from China and would become pr~Soviett if it did not extend 

its support for peace negotiations. And, moreover, China 

might have thought that since most· of the Vietcong were 

Commun1sts:and ·Pro-Ch.1nese the peace negotiations could be 

96. Ibid• 

9'1·· Ibid., 31 August. 1969, Section IV, P·• 10. 
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" 

U$ed as a tactic to diive ·the Amet1cans ·out and to defeat · 
. ' ' I ~ ; . • r ' I . : . 

South Vietnamese forces, so that the two V1etnams could be 
. . 

'Wlited. As far· as this latter part or the argument 1s 
I . ! ~ 

conce.rned, the present writer is of the view that this too 

1n a way ·tepresented a xetreat from ·the principle of conti ... 

nuous ·struggle t~ll l1bera~1ap is achieved. 

Nikolai J?odgorny, President· o:r' the. s6viet Union, went 

to Hanoi on ,,·June 1972 to ConVince the North Vietnamese 
. ,• • . ! 

about the necessity of serious peace negotiations in Paris. 
. \ .. \ ' 

·Marvin Kolb and Bernard Kalb· wrote: 

The North Vietnamese, feeling betrayed by 
· RuSsia• s· hospitality to N:Jxon, were neverthe· 
less Ql':lpenci9nt Qn Moscow as the Chief supplier 
of their war material and tlley listened ca:re
fully to Podgorny1 s message. lt was simple 
but tunaamental: he suggested. it was time to 
switoh tactics, t1tne for serious negotiations 
With the Unit~a States. fhe ns,kt he argued, 
would not be critical; afte :r all, NiXon 

, seemed serious about withdraWing, and the new 
u.s. position no longer ae:mande d a North 
Vietnamese t~oop pull out :from the south • •• 
After .leaving the Hanoi politburo to pOb.der 
his advise, Podgomy flew back to M.oscow, 
where he p~miSed that the soviet Union 
would 'do everytlling possible for a de-escala
tion of the Vietnam War• and for the success 
ot the talkS in Paris that he said would 
IeSUllJ3 shortly. { 98) · · · · 

The North Vietnamese indirt!c~ly accused the Russians 

of setting their "national interests against the interests 

or the world revolution", or "showtng weakness" and of 
' ' 99 

· 1_1 .1gno~c; and: tolerating the u.s. imJ;edalists' crimes'• 
. 

98. Kal'b, n.~ 2.7, pp. 336-7. 

99. tfew York :russ, 19 June 1972, P• 33. 
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Commentators 1n the Soviet media deCended its deciSion 

to proceed with the summit on Strategic Arms Lim1tation 

·ralks (SALT), despite the m1n1ng of Haiphong, nThe war of 

aggression 1n Vietnam can be ended only through neg.otiations" 

a Moscow radio canmentary said, adding that "practical 

experience clearly shows that the VietnaJn problem can not 
100 

be solved by military means". This was Moscow• s advise to 

Hanoi• 

All these clearly demonstrated the soviet conclusion 

that the advantages of colluding with the U.s. imperialists 

on matters lim Strategic Arms L:1m1tation Xalks 1 trade and 

cxedits would serve tnore the interests of the soviet state 

monopoly capitalism than helping the North Vietnamese. 

The guerrilla strategy of protmc1;ed war was changed 

bf the North Vietnatoese after soviet Union insisted on con

ventional battles employing tankS and heavy arms. The 

Chinese had indicated their disapproval ot North Vietnam's 

shift from the guerrilla strategy to conventional battles; 
. . disengaged 

ewnthough the latter had to some ex:tentL1tself from the 

fonner. 

The pro-Soviet Union forces 1n North Vietnam influenced 

the decision-making processes.. The t{ew Y,ork ~1mes wrote 

,on 13 August 1968 that the soviet Union's role in the dead

locked Paria ~lkS was possible because Hanoi was looking 

100. Ibid. 
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101 
mol'e: .to the Soviet Union than to China for advise.. ~he North 

' !-· ... •' '·, . •' ' \ .. •. . . • ' 

V1etJl!iJnE:lS8 ~ccep~d tp.e American pe,aee .. offer 1n APril 
. . ' . ,. . ' '-- . 

19.6~3. .. t.ne N9rth Vi~tn~ese. rephrased their third point of . ' ,· ' . . . . . 

tou;r.poipts at ~ Pans talks. 1n July 1968. ~hey entered 

tnt.o. ,a_ se.cre_t. pe,ace, negotiation llith the United States 1n 
. . ~ . . , 

.1969 •.. T.hey ac'*pted .. tile continuation or T~eu regime in . ... ,. ' . ' . \ , . . ' 

powet:" in the PariS peaQe aec~rd •. The negotiat,ions became 
' ' ' •. 

poss1J>le only when North Vietnam relented and modified its 

earlier position~ 
. ., 

. With .all. t~se evidences Clle. can say that the Paris . . 
,paace. agreement ~s pothing but a lQgical appl~cation of 

.peaceful. co.exis~n~ of countries with different social 

syste~s and peace.tul transiti~ from capitalism to socialism 
• 

ot Sovi.et rev:Lsict'l1st policy. 

On~ .. more a.pect or t.ts peace negotiations remains to 

. be examine d. Tpe United States claimed that tree dOJn was in 

danger in Sou.th V~e_tnam., It said that south Vietnam was 
' ' . 

invaded by North V1etnam. The United States asserted time 

and..again that. 1~ bf:ld intervened ,in Vietnam 1n order to 

restore stability and pursue peaceful and democratic develop

ment 1n VietnaJD. But what .ha,ppened to the u.s. commitments 

. for fteed()J'll .in South ,Vietnam, at"ter 1968? Why did the United 

states becQJ'.IIe a mediator be~ween South Vietnam and North 

V.ietnam? Whl' did it threaten South Vietnam that it would 

· 10·1. Ibid. 1 14 August 1968, p. 3. 
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cut ott economic aid an~ would sign the Paris peace agree-

aent'' with North Vietnam,. if' Sol.lth Vietnam did not sign the . . 
o I 1 ' , , • • ' ' 

~ ' ' \ 

peace agreement? Why did it leave Vietnam, after twenty 
I' \ • f. l J ' ,, 

two years ot involvementt 
: \ ·'·. \ 

As discussed 1n the nrst Cba.J>ter, the objective of 
' ;,, ( ' ~ •' f ' • ' . i • ' 

U·.s. intervention :1n Vietnam was' to contain Chinese Communism . ' ' . 
, I , i ' ;t r ' I • { , ~ I 1 

1 \ , • i ' 

which· was spreading 1n 't'he south East Asia. The North Viet-. . . ' 

n~s~ ·, ~OSt . of them, . be came:·. ·Ie~i~ion1sts from, late. 1 9!)0s 

onw~·rds, by. ~upport.ing the aussian coun.~r-revolutionartes 
,· ' ' \ ~ 

and following revis.ion1st1C· policies 1n North Vietnam. Since 

the No:rth Vietnamese leaa&rs' were' ;COmiD1'tted no more to ' 

communism{' th~ u~s· •. objective was .served'. considerably by 

the'·North :Vietnamese· themselves;. so the U.s. did not bother 

about··oanger or fre&~Ql1•" as it· ala1med, in south Vietnam. 

Th8'0nited'Stat;es,' the~fO:t'et' collu~d with _the Soviet Union, 

<HJmpr,Qnise'~ .. wiLth t~ North Vietnamese.,· imposed the· peace 
\ - ' ' 

agre~ment on. the swth, Vietnamese, :and left the Vietnamese . 
to fight among, theB!SJelve$ ~ 

' ' \ 

. :. , .This ~as, the. commitment o.f the .Uilited States to freedom. 

Those. wno ~lk of'. democratic. Al'l.lerica,. point out that any one 

can· crit1t;1ze the .state there.- But they forget, that 1n 

America• .on.· the ·one hand, there is, a heavy concentration of 

power in the; ~dS, of di.ffe.:rent .monopoly groups and on the 

othert the dif·ferent.monopoly .groups theJBSelves are engaged 

1n ,cut•throat competition for super•prof'1t. It is Only this 

c~pe~it~oq ~ong capfta,l~sts : 1ihat. ~s pro~ected as freedom 
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.. 
under American democracy. What are· the conditions or the 

proletariat ·and other 'oppressed sections in the US? The 

workerS and oppressed inside the factory ''dQ possess the right 

to cr1t1CiZ$ the Amer~oan system to a vecy limited extent but 

once they start doing soneth1ng against the system the b1g 
I ' 

monopoly· capitalists and their l.Bckeys will r~act ferociously. 

A gla~ing example of this was the Punishment meted wt to a 

number or nJVolutionary workers and Bob Avakian• C~ntral 

Committee Cll~i~n· of 'the ilevolutionary Ccrmilunist Party, 

v.s.A. · ".F·reedOm" and· the ttrJ.-ee ... worlc:i", the gospel or American 

im:P!Iia.lism, actuaUy mean _freedom to exploit and the .free 

world to be exploited by the big .mon·opoly capitalists of 

America., to. become number One exp~oiters in the world4 · · 

Whethe.r it is AJnEl rican imperialists· or soviet social 

imperialists, When their interests are at Stake; they Woul'd 

go to any .extent to collaborate, compromise and betray the 
. ,; ' . ' .·. 

allies or enemies to save their interests. .In the Vietnam 

war the two 1xnper1al1sts (the Soviet Union and the United 

states) ~d the soviet protagonists 1n North Vietnam found 

fighting for their early perceived intentsts at one ·stage, 

no more necessa;y so they colluded with each other. The 
~ ; \ ' ' 

Paris J;eace tJ:eaty on Vietnam was the outcome or their 
' 

collusion. 
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Chapter II~ 

KISSINGER .: THE DIPLOMAT 

I/ President RiChard M. NiXon deputed in 1969 his Assistant 

, for National Security Affairs Henry A. Kissinger to negotiate 

secretly with the North Vietnamese representatives to end 

the American 1nvolve~nt in the Vietnam war. Kissinger 

had oome 1n contact with the Vietnam question for the first 

time 1n October 1965'; when he v1s1te.d South Vietnam at the 

inVitation ot Henry Cabot Lodge, the then Ambassador in 

Saigon~ He sta,ed in South Vietnam .for more than two weeks, 

from 1~ october to 2 November 1965', and met with au the· 

principal South Vietnamese leaders, including President 

Nguyen Van Th1eu and Nguyen Cao Ky. According to stephen 

R. Graubard, one of Kissinger• s biographers, "Kissinger came 

away appreciating the meaninglessness of many of the phrases 

that American officials habitually used. A 'secure al9a' 

was often secu:r:e only during daylight hours; a 'pac.ified 

.:region' was sOmetimes paCified only on the wall map of the ,, 
American offi.cia.l responsible tor the operatior.ts". Kissinger 

reported his findings to .Ambassador Lodge. Before his Visit 

to South Vietnam, Kissinger• s knowledge en Vietnam was 

extremely l1mi ted. 

Kiss.1nger re-Visited south Vietnam in July 1966 for 

two weekS, a gain at Ambassador Lod.ge • s inv1 ta tion. He 

1. .Stephen R. Graubardt -ss1ngera . Portrait of a Mind 
(New York, 197.3), p. 24. 



publicly e:r.pl$ssed his Views on the Vietnam war for the 

first ~. in a, guest column in· the· well. known. Look magazine 

on 9 August 1966 •. Be. set forth two principal propositions,. 

One was that the ·Vietnam war, could not be won by. military. -

means., And the second was that it had to b~. se.ttled by 
2 

negotiations. Be maintained some distance be;tween bimsel.t 

and both the extreme hawkS and extreme doves. 

· · 'After the publication of the L'ook piece 1 Kissinger 

maintained silence on the issue or Vietnam ro.r almost two 

years. · ·.His ·friendly biogl'Elpheri have bad gre·at ·difficulty 

1n explti1ning his· silence. Stephen' Graubard says that · 

Kissinger did not write on Vietnam ror a ver.y simple mason · 
3 : 

that be had nothing to say.. surpriSingly, G:taubard was not 

aware of' KiSSinger• s Look article of 1966. 

In 1967; Kissinger agreed to· undertake secret negotia

tions through tte French intermediaries W1th the North 

Vietnamese leadel'S. But he failed. No prog~ss could be 

made.- This has been discussed in detail earlier • . 
During the presidential election of 1968• as one or . : ' 

the advisers of Ne_lson A. Rockefeller, one of' the several 

aspirants for nomination as the Republican Presidential 

2. Theodore Draper, "Ghosts of Vietnam', J21ssent (New York), 
Vol. 26; Winter 19799 P• 31. . · . 

3 •. Graubard, n. 1, p. 2a5. 
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candidate, Kissinger developed his views on Vietnam 1.n a 

larger ·rra.nework that embraced China and the soviet Union. 

Graubard stunl'Jed. up. Kissinger's th1nldilg 'thUs: ., '!:-

.1 . , " · · , 1 ; l -~ , ' ~ :· ~ •• ,• '· . ' 

IndoClWla had iJnportance • • • for each of the 
two ma~or Communist sta~s:. China; and the. Soviet 

· ·. Unton• !hey were. an .1nseparable part or the 
Vietnamese .pu~zle,; Ame.ricap. mlations W1·tb both· 

· woUld ·intimately artect decisions that were 
reached at· th~ negotiating tab~~ .. Kissinger . 

. d1d not' mean for American policy toward: the 
. Communis"t giants. t~ pe de~ rmine d only by. consi

. · aerations in 'Vietnam; he did not1 however, 
underestimate. the importance. each could have · 
in V1e.tnanese peace· talkS. (It) · · · 1 

' ' . ~ ' 
'I • > 

Kissinger emphasised that the V.ietnam problem could be 
' ' I: ' 

0 ' 

. settled through COIIUJllmist China and the soviet Union • 
. ' . .. l ' . . 

. It was n.ot N~leon R9o~teller but R1chard.Ni%on, Who 
. . . ' .·. 

not only won the. Republi~an p~Siden1;1al· .nom1na tion but also 
' ' .. . . 

the p:residentia.l J"ace., The newly elscted, president was 
. - ' ·. .:} 

impiessed with Henry Kissinger's knowledge in international 
' - ' 

affairs that he appointed him ~ Assistant to P~sident on 

National se,oU.rity Aftairs. In January ·196.9t ~ust before 
' ' ' ' ' ' . 

KiSsinger assumed his white House %$spons1bilit1es·, he -
' . I 

published another article on Vietnam in Foret gn Affairs. 

~his article :repeated, the points he had made during Nelson 

Boc.keteller•s election campaign~· 

' 
· · Kissinger• s secret negotiations With Le Duo' Tho and 

Xuan Thuy started on 4 Augus~ 1919.··, He 'continued the secret 
·.. • • • - ' ~ ~ ' • 1 •• ·~,:l"--- . 

~. Ibid., P• 246. 
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negotiations with the North V1etnanese till January 1973. 

Both Kissinger and Le Due Tho wre Jointly awa~ded Nobel 

Pea~ P:ri.ze 1n 1973 tor their role in concluding an agree

.aent on the Vietnam war. Be fore going into the details or 

Kissinger• s diplomacy, it would be better to have a brief' 
; 

discussion here on ndiplomaeyn · so that on(i can ,put Kissinger' e 

dip.lomacy 1n a proper parspective. 

'. 
DiplomaQi is. for , Whgm? 

·' 
Harold Nicolson says& n ••• diplomacy ·is neither the 

invention nor the past1me or soue particular pol1,t1cal system~ 

' but is an essential element 1n any- xeasonable .~~ t1on . . . 6 
between man ~d man and between nation and nat1on1'. Nicolson 

' . 
t:raQes t~ origiri of' diplomacy to the Greek ciVilization. 

As Gree~ civ1U.~tion develoPed, the· complexity of the 

commercial and pQJit~cal relations be'tween city ·states also 

increased; therefore it became neeessary to ra:Lse the standard 
' ' ' 'l 

of rudimentary form of diplomatic semoe. According .to 

Nicolson .in· the ·dBvelopmental proce·ss ·or ·diplomatic sei:'Vlce, 
' . 

it. came to be $COgntZe<l as a profess·ion distinctt from that 

;.. The Oxford English· Dictionaxy -gives the meaning of diplo
macy as foP-ows: ".Piploma.cy is the management of inter
national mlations by negotiation; the nethod by which 
relations are ad3usted and managed by ambassadors and 
envoys; the business ·of art of the diplomatist". 

6. Ibid.~· P• ...... 

'l· I.bid.:1 P• ''l· 
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of a statesman or politician.. It acquired i~s own rules,, 
. . . ' ' 

conventions and prescriptions only af:te r, the Copgress of ' ' ' '8 - '' '-
Viefala 1n 1815'. 

';~f~' . . ; ' . •' . 

Professor R.B • Mowat asserts that Woodrow Wilson, the 

u.s •. President at the time of the V$rsailles peace conference, 

inaugurated a new fo·:rm. of diplomacy which 11owat termed as 
9 ' ' 

"democratic di.p.lomacy". Reacting sharply to the secret 

aeal$ entezed 1nt.o by both the warring sides befoie the First 

World War. Woodrow Wilson 1n ·hiS; famous n~he Fourteen Points 
' ''' ' ' ''' ' ' 10 

Speech" said that there should be an open d:i.pl.omacy_. It 
. . ' . . ~ . ~ . . . . ' 

; ' 

was a good point. But, did he follow it? The American 
. ~ . ' 

President did not f}ven inVite any important member of the 

Senate Foreign Relations CoJmnittee t or any of the leaders of 
' ' I 0 

the Republican Party to accompany h1m to the Peace Conference 
11 ' I ' 

at Paris in January 1919. Henry B, :Parkes, an American 

historian, says: 11 Cor1Vin¢ed of the righte~usness of his 

ideals, he did not Wish to be hampeNd by· associates Who 

8, Ibid,; p.- 12. 

9• Ibid., p. 1~. 

'' 

10. The .first point of Woodrow Wilson's "Fourteen•points11 

. was; "Open covenants of peace, openly arrived at, after 
which there shall be no private 1ntemationa~ under
stantl1ng or any kind but diplomacy shall proceed always 
frankly and 1n tm pubUc view"•. See Frances Fa.rmer {ed.), 
~he Wilson Reader (·New York,. 195'6) .; P• 1?7. · 

11., Henry B .• Pa:rB&sJ The -~ted States of Agriga.; A Iiistoz:y 
{Calcutta, 19?61-~ P• ) • 
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' ' ' 

might disagree with him. Be· be-lieved that once the txeaty 
I 

haQ. been_ drafted, the· Senate would not dare· to refuse ratifi-
12 ' 

cation"• 

.It- seeJS3 that ·Wilson wanted tO iDlpose his own ideas 

and views on. the -Congress. On the 'one hand he was advocating 

open an.d frank -diplomacy, on t:t:e other lie was. deceiving the 

Copgress by practicing secxet · diplomaqy~~ Since all the U.s .. 

presidents are basically lacke·ys ot mor1opoly. eapitallstst 

Pxesident Wilson could not have been an exception. One can 

say, Wilson's diplomacy and foreign pollcy also served the 

inte xes ts . ot the monopol-y capi tal1sts. 

In any <x>untry Where ·exploitation or man by man exists, 

whether it .is an imperialist country or sem1-.feudal and semi ... 

colonial.- it:s diplomatic apparatus 1s bound to maintain the 

status quo and serve the interest of the appropriating few 

and not· the ~working masses. so the diplomacy or the United 

States under Woodrow Wilson was also· directed against the 

~opl.e. Furthermore, Wilsonian diplomacy was not scientif'i· 
13 

cally accurate .and different from the oJ:.d ,one. 

K. Anatoliev says ,that the old diplomacy of Taleyrand 
and Pr.t.nce Bismark can not claim to: be sc1ent1f1cally 
accurate since they obliterate the substance. of the 
matter• the social nature -or diplomacy, See K• 
Anatoile. V; ~ode ;m .,P.1plom.€UW . P.rineiJ!leS, . Documents, People 
(Moscow, 192), PP• 29-JO. · 
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r 
. Most ot' the reci'U1ts 1ri the diplOmatic ·service Sr$ 

from the eli~ ,grQups W:ho, mp~sent the .interests of cer~in 

sections of the nation rather than the country as a whole. 

According to N1c;olson• good orators, men or trained powers 

ot observation and .$ound Judgement were generally employed ., . . 

in the· ~plomatie service, such statements 1mp~y that 

·. pe0,ple. of 1nbom. ~te~ligence should be empl9yed 1n the 
L ' ~ I 

Oip~omati,e service~· .. ~ tha't the standard ~t :~plomacy can 
' > \ • ' ·, 

The· approach ·ot.NicolBon and Mowat is typical of · 

t»tty•bourgeo1s intellectuals who ·believe that diplomacy . . 
should be dominated by the elite and serve thfr exploiting 

m;tnority. 

~n contrast to this view o! diplopcy wa.s the concept 

of new diplomacy that was outlined for the first time 1n 

. the history ot· mankind by V.I. Lenin 1n the. so~1et Union 1n 
,. 

1917, It is .cons.1derecl to be sc1ent1!1cally accurate, 

because it is based .on the substance of the matter: the 

social nature of diplomacy• K• Ivanov says that the old 

diplomatic service of tsarist Russia had been recruited 

exclu~ively t.rom among the titled ar.tstocrac~ .and the upper 

.crust or· the bourgeoisie, Which was totally unfit to serve 

the interests of the working class. It was replaced by a 

14. Geolt:r:ey Moorhouse, 'I'he D1~;Lomats: :J:he. F,oreim Office 
Today (London, 1977) t PP• 1+6-53• · 

1;. Nicolson, n• ;, pp. 12 f.f. 
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SoViet diplomatic apparatus to serve t.he cause of the 
16 

workers' and peasants' revolution, the cause of socialism. 

Lenin 1n bis speeCh at the concluding session of the 

Ninth Congress o.f the Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks) 

on ; April.. 1920, emphasized the Oifferences between the 

methodS of SocialiSt and Capitalist diplomacy.. He stated: 

~he point is tb.at in capitalist sooie~y every .. 
thing that particularly interests the citizens 
• thei'J economic conditions, war and peace .... is 

\ -decideCf· sec:retly, apart !rom society itself. 
~he .most important questions • war, peace, 
diplomatic questions • are decided by a handful 
of capitalists, who deceive not only th9 masses, 
but very often parl1ament itselt. { 17) 

Lenin pointed out that the bourgeois diplomacy was 

unable to understand the uethodS employed by the socialists• 
. 18 

diplomacy, that of a direct and f'rank declarations. The 

Soviet Government wanted to expose the criminal military 

designs of the Tsartst Government. The sovie'P Gowrnment 

there fo~ made public past ~plomat1c correspondence and 

texts or secret treaties 1n the archives of the !rsarist 
' 19 

Fom~gn Ministry. 

The diplomacy of the socialists involved the workers 

and the poor peasants in several ways. The diplomatic 

16. K. Inanov, ~nin !Jld USSR Fgrgisn Politics (Geneva, 
1970); P• 1 • 
V !tl. Lenicl, Collected Wofks (Moscow, 1965), vol. 30, 
P• lt88. . 

18,. ~ Ibid., (Moscow, 1966}, vol, 31, p. 275. 

\ 

K. Ivanov, Leninism and Foreign Poligy of the USSR 
(Moscow, ? ) , p .• 13. 
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documents were addressed to t·he· GOvel'nlrJ9nt and to the people 

a~ :well •. _ And· the ·knowledge of tbis was bound to have an 

1Jnpac~ ·On the content of' the proposais. fhe document$ unde~ 

St1Ch circumstances would be 'in the :interest' of the masses 

and. would· ensure corre·ct understanding, not ~Y goverr.ms~s 

alone but. also by the people. Of thE) country concerned. 

~tte appeal ·to the people may be either. 1mpl~ed or 

dixect~ _ V ·+~ Lenin's ~he ttDecwe on·Peace'1 was adopted un-
' 

animously in 1917 by the Second All-Russia Cong~ss of 

Soviets. It contained a proposal to al·l the belligerent 

peoples and their governments• Who ,participated in the First 

World war, to begin immediate negotiations Qn a just and 

democratic peace. It readS: 
' ' 

While addressing this propos(il for peace to 
the, govei'n.Jnents and peoples pf all the belli· 
gerent countr.Les, the Provisional Workers• and 
Peasants• Government ·of Russia appealS in parti-

' cular also to the class conscious workers of the 
three mast advanced nations of manldrid and tm . 
la:rge_st states _ part~cipating 1n the present war., 

. namely, Great Br1ta1rt, France and Germany. (21J 

Lenin believed that the workers and poor peasants. should·· 

be conscious of foxeign policy and ~plomacy, so that the 

govemment could work et'fect1wly in the interests or the 

wor~rs and poor .peasants • 

20 •. ;mat.ol1ev, n •. 1,3; P• 6,3. 

21. V.I. Lenin; Collected WorkS (~oscow,. 1966), vol• 261 
P• 2;'1.. . · 
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·" -· SoJDfltimeS a socialist country might employ secret . 

diplomacy 'in the 'intexests of the wOrkers and poor peasants 

because or: certain ob'3ect1ve conditions •. !ro 3udge the 

na.tu:te o:r dipl.omaey. one should see the nature oi' the state 

and its· functions·' whether it repxesents the interests of the 

worke:$ and poor peasants or the capitalists. and landlords, 

eren 1f' 1t employes se9xet diplomacy. 
I ' 

Chairman· Mao fsei!Ootung, 1n an opening address at the 

Eighth National· Ceng:ess of the Communist Party of China 1n 

1956, spoke ~bout the basis on Which diplomatic xelations 

s.hould be established between countries.· Be said; 

fo aChieve a lasting· world peace, we must. 
.further dsW.l()p our friendship and eo-opera ... 
tion With the fraternal countries 1n the socia
list camp and stxengthen our solidarity With aU 
pea®-loving countries • We must endeavour to 
establish normal. dipl.omatic %elations, on the · 

, basis_ of D1Utual. Iespe.ct for territorial integrity 
and sovereignty and of equality- and mutual benefit, 
with all countries wUl1ng to Uve togetherw1th 
us in peace. (22) 

The diplomacy 'or the workers and peasants has been under 

l'aavy· c;:ri.ticism~ NicolSon says that as· the new diplomacy 
' ' 

came up in tb! soviet Union in 1917, the old d1plouacy• s 

standardS, 'Conventions and metbod.s of' international negotia-
23 

tions have been· discxedited. He also says: 

22• ~~~!~!i:ns :from Chf;l}.rman Mao lse 'hng (Peking, 1977), 

23. Nicol.son,, n. 5, P• 137• 
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The old diplomacy- ·wa.s . based UPOJ'l. the ere a tion 
or. confidence, the acquisition of credit. The· 

·. ·· mooem ·diplomatist· must, xeaUze that ne can. no 
longer rely on the . old system of· trust; he must 

··accept .. the. tact· that ·hiS· antag~sts. Will not 
]lesitate to falsity facts and that they feel 
no· shame. 1f: their dupltcity. be expo:i1e(l. , ( 24) < ' 

· ~· · 'l;i~iso:h' iorg6t ·that;·ir b1ll1ons and billions of 

. w~r~rs' .and peasant$ or the world learn· to understand anQ., 

' 3udge wldch g~vernmentS• ·foreign polley and diplomacy serves 

thei:r interests,· his argUment would ,become meaningles~, 

There 'are \two. kindS ·ot diplomacy one fo:r t~ worke:t'$ and 

i .peasan·ts. and another for capitalists and landlords. With this 
. ,- : .. 

·underStanding of diplomacy we will analyse Kissill.Ser• s 

diplomacy and raise the issue whether, it served the interests 

of the former or latt:e:c. 

&ssiJmerts, D*p1omacy anfi .the Pa;g;s Jl§ace Negoj'4at1ons 
~ ReJ.ati?n: to ,Si()o•Soviect· .. Confli£i . · .. . 

The general opinion among soite sections or the elites 

in the Unite<! States and in ot~r countries is that Kissinger 

helped 1n xeducing tensions among the super powe.rs and used 

his formidable intelligence· to work toward the· settlement 

of dangerous international conflicts. fhese elements felt 

that the us Secretary or State· by his' astute diplomacy has 

shown how Jln.lCh more can be achieved, apart from what he 

bimsel.f aChieved durdng 1969•76, by traditional diplomacy. 

To trem ~Ssinger was the only diplomat whose 1 sld.ll , 

~d stature we~ so great and his service to overwhelming 

-
24. Ibid. 



maJor1tl was indispensable for the cause of moderation and 

t>eace;.- .to come· to' a; proper conclusion regarding Kissinger's 

diplomacy· an obje'ctive analysis of· the· conditions prevailing 

in the world, espeiciall.y ·during th$ Paris peace negotiations 

on Vietnam would be necessary .• 

W.hen Kissinger arrived on tba diplomatic scene 1n 1969, 

the '81no•Sov1et conflict was at 'its peak; the United States 

was waiting for the p.ro-SoViet North Vietna~se (rev-isionists) 

. to cone 'ror a compromise ·in 'Paris. ~The· United States which 

wanted to pUll. out of Vietnam ruu;l t"' option -.of ·either seek

.ing the cooperation· of the Soviet Union o.r China to ensure 

its way out. The u.s. imperialism was facing many problelilS• 

For-instance, it had to compete With the Japanese and West 

Eun>~an imperialists 1n ~he world economy. 

Under these circumstances, Kissinger as the National 

security Adviser to the Presiden.t Nixon, seiTed American 

imperlalism. The Soviet Union adVocated the policy of 

peaceful coexistence of countries with different social 

systems from 19,6. onwards to bring about a zelaia. tion 1n the 
' 

tens.ion between the two imperialist (Super} powers,; With a 

view to share the division of the .world With the United . 
States. Both Pxesident Richard NiXon and Kissinger wanted to 

reduce the tension even more than what had already been 
...... 
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achieved with the Soviet Union. Xbis came to be lmown as 
· .. · 26- - . . - . ' 

"Detente · Di_plomact•.- At the,same time ~a.xon,and fd.ssinget 

wanted', to· use t~ ~cc)ntx-adict1oh between the soviet social 
. . -' . ' . 2'1 
int~l'1al1sm and Chinese Communism ror ending· the Vietnam 

. . . ·, 

war and for other· pUrposes as~ well. '· They,· probably, thought 

of collu-ding With the Chinese against the Russians or the 

other way ~round-depending upon boW best the :1nb:l:rest of the 

United St~te~~ -could be -served.· ~his- d1pl~macy came to be 

, known as "Tr1angul.a.r Diplomacy",- . Henry- .Kissinger wrotet 

25~ · On 17 February 1969, President NiXon told .Anatoly 
Vobrlniri1 Soviet Ambassador to the Un1ted States, when 
the .latter went to the .Whi~e ijpuse to. pay hi$ first 
official call that "Bo~h you and 1, Mr. Ambassador, 
recognize the very fundamental differences that ex1st 

' betw&en 'us. We 'may or may not be able to settle them • 
. I hope that we will. But you _and l. must atleast make 
sure that no differences ari-se between us because of 
lack of eommun:tcationt•.. See Richard M. NiXon ~e .. 

· Hemgj,rs ~of' Ric}lard Nixon (London,· 19?8), p.; 3&9• 
' 

Detente means a relaxation of international tension. 
Henry Kissinger defines Ctetente as ~allows: ••ro us, 
detente is a process of managing relations With a 
potentially bostile · coutitr.y .in order to preserve· peace 
While maintaining our Vital in~rests"• See ,Pepart
ment.."lcf State Bulletin (Washington, D.c.) • vol• 70t 
Apri~ 1971+, ~>• 323.- According to Professor Coral Bell, 
11 detente is a mode of management of adversary power";. 
s_ e. e Cora.· l lle_ll1·· =;_1:8_ Dil?lom;oz or Detente: The nss1n.-ge.r 
Era (N~li Delhi, 979)., P: • . ··-····· , ... - . . . · --··· - . ,· ' 

Kissin~er writes. in Ql&tnoirs., The ttb1te. House tears 
that, ~In 1961,-1 had Written about the poss1bility or 
a Sil:lo-Sov1et rift •.. Such a prospect, I a;rgu~d, •must 
not be overlooked' and if it occurred 'we should take 
adVantage .or it'*. See Henry A• K1ss.1nger1 :rhe lfbite 
House Yea.rs (London, 1979), P• 16l+.. 
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••• bf the end ot 1969! Amerlca•s relat1ons.h1p 
With the GolDtnWl1st wor. d was slowly beoom1ng 
triangular. we ~d not conside.r our opening 

· to China as inhe:ently anti•Sovi-et... them 
was no reason for--us to confine our contacts 
With ma3or CoJDmun1st countries to tm. SoViet 
Union •• ~ lt was not to collude aga1n$t the 
SoViet Union but to give us a balanc1,ng posi
tion to use for eonstruct1ve ends ••• (28) · 

Kisstngef also wanted to take adVantage of the two-line 

st:ru.ggle Which was continuing in the. CoJDJll'Url1st Party ot 
·, 29 . 

China be.tween the .socialist roaaers and .. the cap1ta.Ust 
.30 . . . . 

read.ei'S a.ul'ing the ua~at Proletal'1an Cultural Revolu,ionn. 

fhe overture made in 1968 b7 the Chinese to xene~ 

the contacts Witll the United States should be noted hem. 

on 29 November· 1968t the New Xark.fiples wrote in an editOrial . '. . .. - - . 

that a mole pragw.atic leadership in .Peking wanted to renew 
31 

contacts With the l1n1ted States. .It further adaed; "China's 

•.28. 

29. 

Ib1d., pp. 191•92 •. 

Socialist roaderst for example1 Mao Ts&•tung;. Ch1.ang 
Cbing, Mao's wire, Chang Chun ch1ao,. f'omer meml)ef of 
the Politbureau or the Central Committee or -the 
Communist Party of Ohinat were trying to consolidate 

·the dictatorsb1P or the prolstaria.t. See tor details 
-TRllltion. pd ColiJ,t,er•ReJ:pJ.utigna . :Ch\1 bX!G1Pfl2.SI QOMI 
1n Gh1na and tbe strugsls in the .Bevolut1onaa cgmmp. .. 
ijist PartJ1. JlSA ·( Cb1caso, lii.,, 1978) t PP• 1-x111. 

. . 
30. Capitalist roade1'1.l; for example, Peng feh•hUS.it former 

Minist._er of Nat1onal_.Defens. e .of the People's Republic 
of Cb1na1 Liu Shao-clU, forme.r Chairman of the PRe, 
Chou En•J.ai, former ~remier of the PRCt teng Hsiao• · 
p~g, V1ce•P%9m1e.r of the PRC, we~ .. trying to ~sto~ 
. capitalism in. China. See for details ibi·d., pp.1·138. 
And also see Philip Bridgham, "Mao• s Cultural Revolution• 
Or.tgin and Development .. t :m· 9b1M '-uartetl\1 (London)., 
no. 291 . .ranuary-March 1~6?1 pp. 2-3;. 

'31. 19w Xqrk tl'J,mes, 29 November 1968, P• ~ • 
. I 
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bid for renewal. of the Warsaw talkSn, in February 1968, 

"suggests that the re-emergence of a more pragmatic leader

ship in Peking that may be reagy- to deal realistically with 
32 

regional and wo;rld problems" • It .indirectly implied that the 

~-emergence of the capitalist readers as more pragmatic 

:leaders iike Chou En·lai, Teng Hsiao-ping and Liu Shao-ch1 

who had the power to influence to some extent the &cision .. 

making 1n China. 

Kiss.inger writes about pragmatist Chou En-J.ai: 

•• , Chou En .. lai had understood us. He had even 
grasped by early 1970 what so many domestic 
critics had failed to acknowledge: that we were 
en the way out of Vietnam. And he coupled this 
with an unmistakable hint that China had no 
intention of ente.ring the Vietnam war ort for 
that matter, of attacking any other vital 
American intexest. {33) 

On the other hand Chairman Mao Tse-tung had consistently 

been opposing the United States aggiession in Vietnam. Even 

Kissinger notes that Ma:o declared on 20 May 1979 that 

"People of the World Unite and Defeat the u.s •. Aggressors 

t n 34 
and AU The.1r Running Dogs From the American point of 

view the xev1sion1st like Chou En ... la1 who wanted to collude 
', 

with the United States was a more pragmatic leader than a 

"tru.eu communist like Mao Tse-tung • 
• 

32. Ibid. 

33. Kissinger, n •. 26, .. P• 689. • 

34. Ibid.,, p: 695. 
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one ca.n say that there is, a eotplect1on .. bet¥een the 

overtum made. 1n··1968, by. the Chinese to. renew. the ·contacts 
35' 

with the. United ·States. an:d the ~ssinger• a· visits.: in 1971 

· and P~sident .NiXon and. KisstngEJr•s. visit.~ 1972:to China. , 

It. seems. that, Chou En-~1 took charge of .deallng,with .tm 
36 

Amer1oans .from· ~968 onwa.~ds. .It. is .not contended mre .. that 

the mv1sion1sts :. alone wem ~sponsible' £or Ni.XOn-Kisstnger 

Visit to China Wid mnewal of contacts between China and 

the United States: pecause Without the approval of the 
.. ' ·, ,, .I . ' • : ··' ' ' 1 ' ' I ' " 

Communist Party of Cll1na' s Pol1tbureau1 of ~ch t~ socia-
~ t I . ' ~ ' ' < ' ' ' ~ 

list roaders also were members., ·NiXon and Kisstnger ~ould 
' I' L ' < < ; ' • 0 ' , ' •' 

not have entered C}lj,na. ·What is contended here i$ that the 
1 , ' I 1 ' 

capitalist readers in China might have had mote influence 
< 1 : J t I 

in inviting the Americans and renewing contacts with them. 

Hua Kuo-feng, Chairman of the .Communist Party of China, 

backe<l :reng Hsiao-ping's "Theory ot the Three WOrlds". wh1ch 

give,s the pro-American llne~· It says that. China and the 

revolutionaries of worl.d .should ally with and. re;Ly on 

Kissinger Visited China tw1,ce 1 before Pws1dent NiXon•s 
rtsit; first vis.1t was in July 1971. and second in 
October 1971. These two visits of Kissinger were 
undertaken ma1n~y to pzepare the ground for NiXon• s 
visit ~o China 1n February 1972. 

' . ' ' ·~ 

If any one readS Kissinger• s and NiXon• s chapters 
Which deal With China 1n their memoin 1 one can say, 
that, Chou En-la1 played a very major role 1n the S1no• 
American relations. See Kissinger, n. 261 pp. 1634'f. 
And also see ,NiXon, .n •. 25, pp.. 5lt-4 ff. 
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imperialist powers including-- the Un1ted' states· to fight 
37 -

agait'l.s~ SQv1et --he gemonism. . ·the -. Revolut:tonaxy Comnn.m1st 
' Party._ usA, in .one of, its publica-tion~· states': 

_ It _is· a -Une ,that •· forgets'• tl'it' diffe·rence 
between oppressed nations and 1mpeJ'ial1st 

.... cpuntries and :which· seekS to outlaY xevolu-

. tion. They have dubbed this _line _'the ,gmat, 
, st~tegic- •Theory ·of the··Thrt'ee· Worlds' and 

have had the nerve to try to pawn it otf. as 
__ ~ao tse•tung,.s- theory·• : -This '18' a. lie. -

_ While_ Mao m1g;ht perhaps .-have used the 
-.·term ·• three' worldS 1 in a way to describe 

certain seconclary conflicts_ in the world, · -
· and· while Mao was not opposed to 1'8Volut1o
nanes l'llAking use of_ contracl1c:t1ons -in· the 
·camp .of the enemy, Mao ·mew the diffe;rence 
be tween revolution and zeactioni between 
-MaXS.'iS.m ·and itjpe r.Lalism, and he consistently 
gave support to XGVolution•,. -(38) - ·-

: -- . . t 
I ,, 

During' N:txon•s visit :1n 1972 the us' accepted the 

Chinese demand and publicly piOmised that all 1ts forces 

and installations would·be removed-'fJ"oiB Taiwan. But before 

the final. step would be taken, these· forces and installations 

wenlt to ,be. progressivelY: re·duce.d ··corresponding with the 

reduct1Qn in ·tension. · the ·Chinese agreed 1ri retum to facili

tate bilateral scientific, techriologieal, cultural; sports, 
' . ' 39 ·.. . 

journalistic and, trade -exchanges~ 

.38. Revolution and Counter-R~volutiont n. 29, PP• x-xi. ·. 

39. See tor details, Kissinger, 'n. 26, pp. 14-90-92. 
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Kissinger 'Wante.d to take adVantage of the contradic

tions 'bStwee'ri the socialist road8·rs arid capitalist roaders 
1tO ' 

ifi Ch1nfi to se.ttle the V'ietnam· question~ . NiXon•Kissinger 

succee'cl9d tO' ~~ome' ex~n~ in' ~ct:P.eVing a :breakthrough but. 

they ~~.d. not succ,eed ~ co~udirig _tnth .China ·~f'9re 1976. 

In t~e o:>ntext o! Vietnam., in. a wa,., tl.lis bre~kthrough helped 

the Amer.l.cans to the extent that the chinese .supported the 

peace ne'gotiations i~ the late 1960s till the peacie agree ... 

neri t was signed. · 

Kissinger's. Diplomacy and ·Secret Dipl:gmaqy 

· In June 1968 Kissinger savagely critiCized America's 

Vietnam pol1cy ,at a conference on Vietnam, sponsored by the 

Adlai Stevenson Institute of International .Affairs in 

Chicago. He cri ticize·d the American "concepts" .. military 
' ' ' ' t 

concept; traditional liberal concept, balance of power 

concept, indeed the entire "Amer:l.can philosoph)" or inter'"" 
' . 41 . . 

national %$lations". However, he himself did ·not provide 

any alternative. According to Theodore Draper, tthe merel.y 
\ ', 

called for a ~·prayerful assessment• of' the procedures and 
' .· ' ' . . ' lt,2 

concepts that had landed us in s.uch a mess". Since KiSSinger 

40. Thexe were other. interests also involved for the 
Amfir!cans, since the aim ·of this study is not to go 
into the details of the American interests in China; 
we would confine ourselves to the relevant aspect. 

lt-1. Draper, n. 2, P• 31. 
lt-2. Ibid., P• 32. 
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believed that the u,s~ Vietnam policy was bankrupt, one· 

·.· .~gllt '11Jla~e tha~ the best. thirig for h:im would have been 

· to :of'fer a new COnCept ;or policy Which. Would get America 

ou~ ,of thE? war as sqon as poesible at the least possible cost. 

· · .· : ·'Kissinger W'rote 1n bis art:Lcie on ''The Vietnam Nego .. 

-tiations" ·that,·.· ._However' we got into ·Viet Nam, whatever the 

judgemant of our ·actions, ·ending the war honorably ·is essen ... 
\ . . . . . 1+3. . .· 

tia'l for the peace of the world". What he did not tell" us 

dizectly is that the war had to ~ ended "honorably• t other

wise the .American monopoly bourge.Q1s. clique would l.ose its 

class 1nte rests which would have been unacceptable to it 
' ' : ~ > \ ' • • " • .. 

and to him. Moreove.r an "honourable" settlement of the 

Vietnam war for the American 1mper1al1sts meant the preserva-
·. ; 

tion of the South Vietnam regime or preventing North Vietnam 
•, 

trom saitl1n& victory -~r ·south Vietnam. Indirectly, the z -·.. ' . ' '. ' . ·. . 
survival or South Vietnam would have served American .1ntemst 

very well. What Kissinger was saying was that a war Whi~h 
. ' . \ ~ . ' ' . ' . ; \ . . 

"Could -hot) be won· mill t,ar1ly could be won through diploma tic 
-....... '•' I ~ ;:: ~ 

skill and· he alone and no one el.se could do it'• 
. ' . 

J(1ss1nger did not succeed 1n presetting the South 

Vietnam Government after Paris Peace Agreement was signed. 
: ' ~ . ' . . 

Becaus~ the American imperialists did not feel anymore that 

tne so-called "freedom" ·was in danger in Vietnam. The'ref'ore, 

lf-3• Henlj A •. Kissinger, "The Viet Nam Negotiations", Foreign 
Affairs (New York), vol. lt7t January 1969, P• 2,34. 



- 102 .. 

the United States e~1gned peace agreement with the North 

Vietnamese leaVing the south Vietnamese alone who were later 

overrun by North Vietnam, 

In the ·same article Henry Kissinger described the two

track approach. Hanoi and Washington would discuss mutual 

, t,roqp w~t~~wal.and ~lated SUb~ects Such ·~s· ,gua.rantees for 
• ' • • .A ' ' .. • ' ~ 

the .neutrality 'of Laos, and; Cambodia.· Saigon and the National 
<!" ·'.'.. ..._ •·. • 

, . ~ibe~tion froe. ·,t._would dtSC\iSS tbe internal.Structure Of 
' .,..,. 'l ' 

south. Vietnam •. 

, .. ns~ingef·. did .not support the "Vietnamization of the 
' . " .. ': ' '. ,, .. ' ' ' ' 

·war" an<.i. Ame.X"ican troop withdrawals~ At the National security 

Coun.c1l ~·$t1ng on '·1·~ september 1969, he took little part . 
in t!W discussion but expl:ained toward the end: ·nwe need a 

·'. . . , . . . 4S 
plan to end. the war, not Qhly to Withdraw troopsn.~ He was 

more concemed that the troop Vithdrawals would ~come like 
' ' . 

'
1s.alted peanutsn to ;the American public. ~he more troops 

the United States w~thdrew1 the m~re would be 'exl>ected, 

.leading eventual.ly to· demancls tor un1latftal. Withdrawal 
. ·~. 

perhap~ ~Y 1970 o~. 1971. .. 
there were two a.ltemat1ves to Vietnam1za:t1on of the 

•• ; ·, J ' 

w~r., either. immediate·, Withdrawal of U.s. troops or the. 
' . . ·. . ' ' 

e~cal.ation. of·.tbe. war. , Kissinger OI>posed immediate withdrawal 

~nd su~ported:.a .Propo~al for ~ning N~rth Vietnaroose ports 

: : 44•· . ;,l:bt~d.·,; P•· 232.4! , · 

· · }j.S• ' K1~$tnger, n •. 26• .P• 281+. 
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. . 

and .harbours and aestr~ying targets of military and economic 
. .. ' . 

importance in an air attack. 

Why he opposed ~diate Withdrawal? It may be argued 
•' ' ' ' 

that he wanted to increase the pressure on North Vietnarmse 
~ J • .. • 

~ .. . ' 

naJnese ·would negotiate seriously. Kissinger saySJ "Hanoi 
4 ' ' " 

would pr~ba~ly ~ait until we ~d la:raely w1t~dra~¢n before 

launching an all-out attack.*t • One cap not agree With the 
·, ' 

above answers. Since CottQ'li'Llnist China being a neighbouring 

cotllltty to Vietnam, and mos~ or the Vietoongs an~ some or 

the North Vietnamese leaders 1fere Co:mmUnis·ts and consi~red - . ' . . \ - . 

. to be pro~chinese, nssinger might have'· been afraid that the 

CoumiUnists would get entrenched 1n the ent1;re Vietnam atter 

the Withdr$.wa~ of US t'roops t"l'Qm that eoUl'ltJcy'• He might 

have -also beEin afraid that tb1s would facilitate the Communists 

to consolidate the dictatorship of the proletariat in China 

as weu as in Vietnam. lt di'd not happen that way,. 

·· · Kissinger also states that the .imJ:r.l.Eid1ate withdrawal 
'' 

nwould have. been a bla~nt betrayal, precipitating the collapse 
. . . . 47 

of our ally• giving b1m no chance to surviVe on his owntt • 

He talkS or· nbetrayal" or .south Vietnam but .it was be Who 

tbreate.ned President 'lbi.eu With unilateral acceptance of the 

peace agreement Which was c~ncluded sec:etl.y betWeen the North 

lt-6. Ibid• 

47• Ibid• t P• 2S6• 
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Vietna~se and the United· States. Be wa:med Tbieu that the 

United s.tates might cut off all· aid to south Vietnam, if it 
~. . ' . 

•• ·• ' " ~ • 'h ·~ l-

did: not sign the .agreement. He also .indirectly hinted that 

the United st.a~a would ~ign a separate peace treaty with' 

North: Vietnam. was this not a betrayal?· ¥1-0ni the south 

Vie~n~ese point··ot view it certaibly was. ·The critics ot 
·the' Nixon 'Administration• s Vietnam policy 1n the Un1 ted· 

stS:tes·:sptes~ed the' Administration hard ·to announce ·a final 

·aea.dline· for American troop withdra-itlal. :But Kissinger felt 

that such a step would lead to collapse. · He says= how would 

we 'explain to' Ametican ~milies why their'sons lives should 

·'be at risk when .a fixed schedule tot total· withdrawal 
. lf-9 , 

existed?" lt seems that Kissinger was very much worried 

about ··the lives of Allleri<:an soldiers and their parents• 

concem. · As we have alreadJ' dii®Ssed he opposed the immediltte 
' ~ ~ ' \~,i . 

WithdraWal Of U.S. troops iilt.J-19 ClaSS interests of the 

monopoly bourgeoisie, but here he ehe d.s CJ"Ocodile tears tor 

the' so1diexs-and their families.· 

lt.B. An Italian joumalis.t Oriana, Fallaci had an interview 
With Kissinger on 4 ;NoVeJnber 19?2 on the Vietnam question. 
She asked Kissinger: .. "Dr. Kiss,inger,. do you believe you'll 
ever be able to Win o:ver Wbieu? Do you think the United 
Stat~s Will be compelled t~ s1f; .a separate treaty With 
~ano1?" K1. ssinger answen1Clt • All I. can te.ll you is .that 
We w.:tl:I are determined· to make· peace, · and that we Will 
mae it within as Short a delay as possible, after my 
·next zneeting with Le .Due :i!ho •. fh1eu may say what he 
likes. . It's his businessn. see ".Kissinger: An Inter.view 
With Oriana Fallacitt, ··¥" NeW· Beftubl1c (Washington D.c •. ), 
vol,. 167, 16 December 972, p .•. 1 • It seems from 
Kissinger's statement that the U.s. would have signed a 
separate peace treaty with North Vietnam, if South Vietnam 
would ha'Ve refused, to sign it." 



.. 'Did ·the· A-ncan impe'rtaJJ.sts' consider their sol.:Oiers, 

WhO :wem f1Shting .in Vie'tnam, as· hUman betrigs? 'lhe' SOldiers 

were :~ris:i.._aa~·d by a few big'monopoly ca.p1t~l1sts and their 
. . ' 

lackeys as· anim8.J.S 11 ·The soldiers 'have not yet become con .. 

sci~Us or thts ia.ct, . otheivis~' wht S?,OOO Amer.Lcari soldiers 
• ' : ' ' 1 • ' ' " ~ : . ! ' I . : , . 1 ! 

should die:1 and 30.3,646 should get;wolinde4 1n the class 
. •' . ' ' . . ' '• .' I ' ' '. . 

interests of·.·tfle monopoly bourgeoisie ·Who exploit mi.llions 
. . .. 

,/ ' ' ' ' '~ ·, ' \_. • : . . . ' ' - ! 

and Jni~ons. ot' wor~rs ·and p<)or'peasants of the world. How 
I ' . ' " , . : ' • . ' 

did it matter for 'tne American ·soldiers .Whether Vietnam 
. ' . 

• ' ' t ·, I : ft • '. . , , 

beco.mes Communist or maintains the status quo of the rotten 

e~ploiting ·sy~tem~ ·wa$ this not the· c~ncern of the monopoly . . 

bourgeo1Si8·::il(;)ne Whose interests were tb.reatened by the 

Commun~sts I the world? o·r CQU~e, their 'interests w·eze 

in ~ger.: 2!.·.-~retore,. they made loud nois~s about the 

thre~t oi:communism ... · 

ns singe r• s consPiracy With the class · collabpra tion1.sts 

of' N.orth Vietnam ·_11~ Le buo Tho and Xuan Thw· started on 
' i i • ' 

4- August 1969 1n Paris• Kissinger x-eaebed Jean Sainteny' s 

apartment secretly' tO tneet Xu~n Thuy. Be descrlbes in his 

memoirs now be Ie8·Che<i Sain~nyi S ·place: 

The pretext for my visit to Paris was to brief 
President·G~orges Pompidou and: Pl"ilre l.f1nister 
Jacques Chaban • Delmas about President Nixon's 
world trip., Late in. the. afte~oon of August !t, 
l left; the American Embassy, on the excuse of 
goi~g ·s;t.ght•See1ng an(l together Wit~ my personal 
assistant, Anthony Lake, an~ our ~litary attache 
in Paris,· General Ve~on Waltefs, went to Sa.1nteny' s 

( contdlt ~ •• ). 

----·-
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apartment not far away on the Rue de Rivoli. 
At that time I was not covered by journalists; 
reaching Sainteny' s apartment unobserved was 
no great trick. ( ;o) · . 

Kissinger writes about bis secret handlJ.ngs of peace nego

tiations, as if he was achieving miracles • 

. Professor Seyom Brown felt that, 'tKissinger apparently 

believed that Hanoi would understand Washington's need to 

avoid a humiliating ex1t and therefore could be persuaded to 

cooperate in choreographing an elaborate finale of mutual 
)1 

ooncessions". · Therefore t Kissinger tried in these secwt 

negotiations to convince the North Vietnamese negotiators 

to accept the us proposals. 

In the secret meetings, when .Xuan Thuy somtimes 

referred to American public protest against the war in Vietnam 

K1ss1nger refused to discuss it With him. However, on 11 

May 1970, Xuan Thuy did bring it up in a secret meeting with 

Kissinger. This led to the follonng sharp exchange between 

them. 

Kissinger; "we·• ll take care of our public op1n1on and 
70u of yours". 

xuan ThU7• "Since your public opinion spealm on the situation, 
the:re!ote we must give an interpmtationtt. 

Kissinger: "I won• t listen to it at these meet1ngstt. ( 5'2) 

S'O• Ibi<i. ; p. 2?8. 

51. Seyom Brown, Tbe Crisis of Power; An lpternretation of 
United States Foreign Polley during the Kissinger Years 
(New York, 19?9), p. $1. 

52. Kissinger, n. 26, p.. 1019. 
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Kis_s~se.r 'knew that he· would be in a weaker position 
' 

to discuss' publlc protest 1n the united States with the 

adversaries. Had be continued the discussion With Xuan 
' 

~ I t • ... ' ' ' I '\ ' ~ ~ . '-

Vietnam war to Cbntinue When the publ1c ttemse.lves do not 
L i " 

want? Kissinp r w ~uid not bave been able to ansl(e r this 

question,.· · 
; ' 

Regarding secrecy of the Pans Peace negotiations, 
. . ' ·, .. ' ~ . ' ' 

Kissirlger says: · " 
. ' , 

• .. I wonder Whether we pa~d too high a price 
, for secrecy.; Hanoi wanted secrecy because it 
sought to deprive the Administration ot the 
possibility of using the negotiations to rally 
public opinion.. We went along because we thought 
success was more important than publicity ••• • ( $3) 

. ' ' 

It .the u.s. adminiStration would ha:ve felt that the secret 

peace talkS 1n Paris on Vietnam had 'd.epr1veod it from ·taking 

ad.Vanta~e . qf' the pub~c opinion to bolster support for_ itself, 

we can be sure that it would have made the secxet talks · 
. ' " ~ - I 

. public •. The United States made it public only in 1972. 

Tha.t means the U.s~. was not terribly anxious. to get public 

·support and valued success·. in' the negotiations much more. 

In January :1972 NiXon disclosed the secret. peace. talks 

because the pnva.te contact reached a point or dim1n1sh1ng 
' . ' 

:returns. So ·it was hOped that a disclosure of sec~t talks 

might ,torQe tile N.orth :V1et.namese to negotiate seriously • 

. ' 
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James Beaton wrote 1n the fteW. Xgrk TimeS about the 

secret diplomacy of Kissinger. that., 
' ' > I , < ' 

The issue is simply that he de fines the question · 
·to be. answered by the departments, formulates 
the' option.s and a:rguments for and against, con-

, . , · sults privately Wi·th the President at .the last 
·stage before decision - and that he ·is not 
accountable• as the Secretary of State is, to 
the Congress •• • .( ;4) . . 

Senator J. William li'ulbr1ght, ·Chairman or· the Fol'$1gn 
' ' 

Relations Committee, an~ Senator· Stuart Sy.mington cr.ttieised 

biJn for not disclos.ing any important· de'veloi»J:l&llts and' 

decisions OJr·. 'the Indo-ChJ.na policy to· the ~ongress or other 
"' '' ' ·. ' ' ,' ' ' ' 

otfi.ci~ls, ·.:. !rhey, felt. that they have .~ eon$ti tut1onal obli-

gation to e~a~~ . the ·Pres~dentt ~ _to~~gn 'p9l1cy deCisions. 
; ' '' .; ,, ; ~ . '· :' /_.... . . ·-

But generally, they were neither cons~ted n,or .·~formed 

about important matters by Kissinger. Since the Senate has 
• ' } ;: , • I ',: I I 

' ' 

the rtght to advise and consent on critical foreign poliCy 
' i • ~ - . . 

questions, Kissinger - arter many complaints .. used to meet 
• ,. '' ' \ ,. • • ' ~ ' i •• ; ' . 

. Chairman William Fulbright and members of Fo:re1gn Relations 
' ' '·' I 

Committee. .He did not disclose the u,s. deCision to invade . ' 56· . 
cambodia even to. the Foxe1gn Relations Committee. Chairman 

· William Fulblight therefore rightly felt that the Comtnittee 

was misled py .Ki.ssinge.r' s s;11ence in this :rregartt. 
: ' i '. 

Kissipger did not trust the Congress W1 th se~ret: 

. infozmat1ons .•. It shows tha~ 1n an ~~r1al;1st .country l1:ke 

5'4· . James Reston, "Xhe Kissinger Role", New YorkJC!rms, 
3 March 1971, P• 4-3. · · 

55· ·Ibid.·' 

56., Ibid. 
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the :United ,states) .the· lD.ost important decisions on f'~rei.gn 

pcl,iQS.es' a.re ta_ken' b.Y a_ small number of people Who largely 

serve the. interest of' monopoly· capitalists • . Tmy cenceal 
' ' ' ; l ; ·'' •: ' ', • • . . '··f 

t.he.ir "true" purpose f:tom t~ peop.le but often eitmr· eon-
' \ r ; ,·' .' j I • ! ' ; 

ceal informatj.on from· the Congress or mislead 1t ·deliberately. 
' f - • /<o \ • ' ' ' • ~ ' 

ori 26 Janu~ry 1972 Kissinger appealed. tor public 
• ~ ; I ', • ' \ 1 i ' : ~ - . , ~ • 

0 
: • , t· ~ I .,j ' 

understanding and support of the Adlil1nistration s peace initia .. 
rt'l . . ' ... 

tiw's "in' Vif!tnam~ .;1 He. never info:nnEtd the people about the 
' ' . ' 
I;\. . I j I . . \ ' ' ... ' I ... ' ·._ . ' . '. 

1·mportant decisions already taken on· Vietnam• but appealed to 
' ; • ; l ' \ . ' . ' 

them ovly fc;.r support .tor whatever dee1131on had been reac~d 

and. bip~menttiui by' the' Administration. NiXon. ·disclosed, . 

ror. 1nstanc;:e on· 25 iMuary ·19'12 the existence or the secret 

peaCe negotiations between Kissinge~ and Tho•i'hUy conducted 

since ·lt August. 1969 in Parts. 

Kis.s.1ns•r deceived the South Vietnamese and their govern• 
l •• • • 

men·t.·as wel1.- Through most ot t~ negotiating· p~oess in 

1972,. he kept Saigon ·1n the darkness about the u.s. policies 
~ "' . 

and overtures 1n the. secret peace negotiations. Only 1n 
. ' 

October 197.2, however, did he a.cknowledge to President Thieu 

of south Vietnam that th~ u~ted States was no .longer demand-. ' . ' . . . . . .: . sa 
1ng the departure or Hanoi's forces from the South, But 1n 

April 1972, .dUring a secret Visit to Moscow, Kissinger 

1ndica'ted. to Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev that the United 

'J'l•' Ibid., 27 Janua17 1972; P• 1• 

58. Ted S zulc, ·"How Ki.ssinger did it: Behind the Vietnam 
Cease~ fire Agreenent0 , Foreign Policy; (New York), no. 
1;, Summer 1974, P• 23. 

. ' 
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States, 1n effect, no ~onger demanded the withdrawal of 
•. . 

Nortn Vietnamese troops from South Vietnam as a prior condi· 59 :. . ' . . . · .. j • • . 

tion. 'rhe following month, at tne Moscow :Summit, Kissinger 

informed t}V:) Russians about a proposal for a tripartite 
. ·; ' . ' 

electoral coiDIDission in south Vietnam. 
' ' ' ' . 

Kissinger a~o tleC$1ved President Len Nol or Cambodia 

1n October 1972 when·. the former. cl.ai.lned that be had Hanoi's 
• : .• . t . . 

assurances . ~ol' a· simultaneous cease ... fire in Cambodia and 

Vietnam. But What actually happened 1s disclosed by the 
~,- " t ' I 

se·cret state department 1nte rpretation document.. The docuzrent 

reveals truit Article 20 or the Paris Agxeement was delibera-
' ' 

tel.;y drafted in such.a. way as to pe.nnit the United States . . 

to oonduct air operations over Cambo~a and Laos until a 
I \. ' 

ceasetixe and the Withdrawal of all foreign troops had been 
60.' ·, . . . . . 

effecte·d. 

On many occasions, Kissinger operated in total secrecy, 
' 

not only from the American public but often from many of the 
"' 1 . 

' ' . 
other principal actors in the Vietnam drama. AS .l.ong as 

the proletartat in the United States do not become conscious 

that they are being exploited and decei~d by the monopoly 

bourgeo1$1e, whosoever may .come w power is going to ci!ceive 

them. NiXon an<i Kissinger were no exception. As long as the 

ex.ploiting system exists the $ecxet diplomacy is bound to exist, 

f9• Ibid. 

60. Ibid• 
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An EJ:aluation e:t Kiss~nser. 
The~ is a nK1ss1nger ~th" projected by Kissinger 

himself and his biographers like Stephen Graubard. Marvin 
' 6~ 

Kalbt Bernard Kalb, Sagar Ahluwalia and &3 Gill and many 

of others. ~hey are try~g to_ tell Us that Kis~inger is 

an inbom gen1us who became President 'Nilton''s National 
' ' 

security Adviser in 1969 and was promoted to Secretary of 

State. There. is a general. recognition that Kissinger had a 
' . . 

new concept1oq. of American ro~ign policy. lhat is the 

new conception? 

Kissinger• s ,new roreigr, policy is based on the assump .. 

. t1on that the international stability and a· peaceful. world 

order can be attained by negotiations among a few powerfu1 
·62 

and rich states,. It means that imperialist· countr.t.es lilre 

61. Marvin Kalb and Bemard Kalb start the biography of 
Ki ... ssinge r by saytng: 11 HEN. RY A. LFBED KISSINGER 1s an ex. tra
vaganza • all by- hiiDse.lt. At fifty one, after only five 
years in Washington this energetic balancer of power has 
emerged from the relative obscu.r.t.ty or a Harvard professor
ship to become the most celebrated •.• 1 diplomat of our 
time. He has come to be recognized as the very portrait 
of American diplomacy • .• • • n . See Marvin Ka~b, and Bernard 
Kalb1 Mss1nger (London, 19?1+} 1 P• 3. !fhe Whole book is 
.full of eUlogy of Kissinger and his adventures 1n the 
diplomatic arena. Stephen G~aubard begin h1s book With: 
"There has been no one .like Henry Kissin~r in a high 
govenunental position 1n the United States at any time 
1n its historytt • See Graubard, n:. 1·1 P• ix. Graubard in. 
his 'book ttK1Ss1ngen Portrait of a )lind', traces pre
government· thinking of Kissinger.· Sagar Ahluwalia and 
Rad Gill wrote: n • ... KiSsinger diplomacy ••• has wonder
fully worked with the Vietnam settlement, u .• s ..... Ch1na 
rapprochment, the detente and finally the Arab-Israeli 
Agreeaentt11 See Sagar Ahluwalia, and Raj Gillt H1nrx 
Kissinger; The tU.raQlB.J:lap (New Delhi, 1974>, p. • 

62. Professor of lntexnat1ona1 Law at Princeton University 
Richard A. Fa~k traces the background of Kissinger's 

( contd, .. ) 
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the United states and the SoViet Union and other powerful 

natio~s can p~ovide a peaceful world order through collusion. 
,, • ! 

·Since the .imperialist powers are contending tor world _hege-

mony, the contradictions among them is 1rrecons1lable. 
<, ; ' ' 

Their compromise and collusion can -o~ly be pa.rtial, temporary 
' '>I ··' ,. 

~d relative_. while their contention .is al~ embracing, . ' ' ' . ·' ' . . 
' ; : '•·' I 

pe nnanent and absolute. Bo Kissinger• s foreign policy 
' ' I , I , 

; .. - . ' ' ! ·' . \ • ' . . ' ·, : 

implle.s ;th{it statel:'lmflll lilfe h1.Jn can only achieve. that pea(:e ... 
·
1 

• I, -f ' ~•.,," .' "· • > , ; · 1 , ' > 

ful 1magine:ry wo,;:ld order. 
\. . . . 

Kissinger d14 not know .that· the peace which he was 

concluding was not going to last. But the Par.:Ls Peace Agree.• 
\ I • , - '·, I • ' i , 1\• 

·ment was no exception. 1!here eai'l ·not be pe~anent peace 

in a world o:f exploitation or man by man• What bappene4 to 
' ' ' I ' ' • ' Jt 

the Geneva ~eaee AgNement signed in 1.954? It did. not last 

for one year. What happened to ~e Paris Peace Agxeement, 

W:h1Ch Ae himSelf negotiated and in~tialed 1n 1973. It did 

not .las~ for one ~ar. · The~- went mally pe~oe agreemnts _ 

signed on ~ndo-Cbina question., They we~ all violated by 

the impe,r1alists. 

The killing ·o.f' Atghans by the 1oo,ooo Soviet military 
' -

tnen and their Afghan neo-eolo~al agents which began iri 1~79 

· st1U -oontinue s; the, United states counter•insurgency war 
• ~ ' I .J; -
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in E.l Salvador, .killing innocent Salvadoran people Who are 

fighting against the milita.ry Junta led by the u.s. neo• 

colonial. agent Jose Napoleon Duarte at pNsent. The workers 

who are· fighting against the exploitation in Poland are being 
I 

, crushed and Iepzessed by Stan1slav Kania• Polish Party 

Central. Committee leader, a stooge of SoViet soeia.l 1mper1a

J.1sts. Kissinger is correct, it we understand hitn in the 

proper way, that the 1mpeJ'1a.U.sts have been ·establishing 
. 

world order, :where they can exploit the workers and the land-

less peasants of the world. 

Kissinge.r sought a solution to the Vietnam problem not 

by dealing With tm situation on a tegional basis but by 

attempting to involve the sov1e~ super poller in aiding 
. . 63 

Washington to reach nan elegant bug-out". Xh.e theory of 

·"linkage" was thUs forcefully applied by Kissinger in the 

settleuent of the Indo-china conrllcti "Linka~'1 means that 

vii'tuaUy all problems between America and Russia could be 
. ' 

linked w1 th other problems to generate leverage in solVing 
.L:l. . ' O"'t" . • 

ttem!J And .so, ·in the case or Vietnam Amer1ea would bold out 

63. James Chase, "A Gravely Flawed Forei(tll Policy: The 
Ki. ssingeJ> Years" t '&he'/ew RepubJ.;c (Washington• D.C.), 
vol. 1:11, 9 November ; 74, P• ,32.. · 

64.. Ibid .• 
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thenxewar~· or t~ae .1n return for Soviet pressure on 

. ·, . ' 

Hanoi.> 
. . . 

. ·~be American Secretary of State appUed the Unkage 
I . ' I,. I ~. ' . •i" 

theoJ7 to the sol.ution ~f ~the. Vietn~. q,uest1on. by linking it 

With US...Soviet ~elations, Ptesident N1X~n an.d Kiss1.zlger 
' ' .. 

had a breakthrough in,~ Uni~d States ~lati()nS With China. 
' ·' ,. • t 

Those who support Henry Kissinger•.s Une say that the .~mdit 
' . ' . . . ~ - ' . . 

t:or it should go to the brilliant diplomat. . One: QhQul.d ask 
~ . ~ ' ' ' . . . .. . ' ' . 

such people whether it would 'have. been possible to reduce 
; . . ; : . ' ' ' 

tension or ha.ve collusion with the soViet Un1on1 had the 
. ' 

latter been ~eaUy a socialist. a:>untry? Would it nave been 

possible ror Kissin~r an~ NiXon to achieve a breakthrough 

With China,. had it not been attacked by the SoViet Union 

1n 1969 and 'threaten it With ·d1~ Consequences thexeafter? 
. ' 

As far as the first qu~sti~ 1s CC?ncemed, since 

revisionist Nild.ta Khrushche'V came to powe .. 1n Russia, the 
; . '1 . 

' . 
principle of inevitable contro~tation between the socialist 

' . ' . ~ 

countr:Le$ and the capitalist countries has been. wplJiced 

with the eounte:r.-xevolutionary principle ot peaoetul oo-. . . . 

existence of countries With di.fterent social systems• 

.In. ·19?2· Kissinger ·thought that he could get a soviet 
uJ.inkagett to a Vietnam settlement through the grain 
deal·j Vhi'Ch gave hundreds· of i:niJ.li.ons of dollars worth 
of American wheat to Russia at bargain prices at the 
expense of ~he Amer1can consumer, a price that Kissinger 
argued "was weU worth a Vietnam settlement". see 
Draper, n. 1, P• 32• 
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This was the main reason for the schism 1n Sino-Soviet 

relations. It tr. soviet Union would not have bee~ a 

revisionist country- after Joseph v. Stalin• s death in 19;'3, 
. . 

there would never have been a border clash 1n 1969 over 
66 

the ussuri River or ideological struggle between the Soviet 

Union and Communist China f'or the simple reason that there 

can not be a contradiction within the socialist countries • 

lf' any country claims that it .is a socialist country, such 

a claim cannot be taken as valid, tmless it can be shown 

that it practices Mallt1st-Lenin1st principles. 

This gave ample chances tor the United States to take 

adVantage of the oontrad;1.ct1ons between revisionist Russia 

and Communist China. Kissinger joined tbe NiXon Administra .... 

tion in 1969 at a. tine When tbis a;,ntrad1ction was ntaching 

its sharpest point. It 1~ contended here that What Kissinger 

was able to achieve was much more due to the objective condi

tions which prevailed rather than his personal Virtues. 

Professor 1\tebard Falk says tl'lat Kissinger acknoWledged 

that the prospects for world peace could be improved becaUse 

of the apparent rationality of the Commtln1st sidet atleast 

with xespect to avo1d1ng all•out mut11ally destructive nuclear 

66. In the Nmotest maches of northeast Asia, a brief 
smtch of »+.ooo mile border between the soViet umon 
and China is demarcated by the Ussuri River. It one 
drew a straight line trom Vlad1vosto¢k north-northeast 
to Khabrovsk; the Ussuri would run along, most of its 
length. See Kissinger, n. 261 P• 171. 
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war 11 .For. the_ above nason KiSsinger. 'believed, for instance, 

. tha_t. if ,'•_the tree world gains 1n .purpose, cohesion, and 

.. ~are~y" t then it may- .be possible -to negotiate ·seriously with 

Communist leaders on "how to re duee -the tensions 1nhe rent ---- -.--- - - . - - - 68 - -

. 1n an unchecked arms race". : Though we do not agree With 

-.. ~<:hard. Fa.lk ,and KiSsinger's .appxoach- xegard:l.ng comtrnlrl.1St 

~o:,l<l. they accept t~. tact that onJ.y ob3ect1ve conditions Would 

PIO~de the_ basis for., reduCing· tension• not because· of 

1n~ Vidual. _ 

·Here-Falk and Kissinger deliberately include tbil Soviet 

Union a;ld its satellites 1n- the communist side. · For them, 
' . 

~ Soviet Union turning away- from socialism to revisionism 

. and 1ts, at~ck on China, for which- the ·:revisionists in Cbiila 

wanted to Q)Utrter•bal.ance tte tonner by colluding with the 

t.Jnited States; are signs of an .appaxent rat1onal1t~ of the 
. 9 

C()mmunif?~ .s1Qe. .Actually• the material conditions ·prevailing 

in the Sov:Le t Union from 1917 to 195'3 proVided ·the basis for 

the zevisiop.ism to crop up and to xestoze cap11;.al1sm. . . 

The new Soviet soe1al:J.8'1i society trom 1917 onwar(ls was 
not much dittexent fr.om the _old societyt ~speCially as 
regardS inequality among the people• the .aental/m.anual 
contraQ1ction, worker-peasant ditfetence.s, di£fen3nces 
1n rank and pay, etc• This proyidsd the :basis for 
capitalist relations and boul"geois eJsments :represent
ing them to . eons tan tly emerge • With a zeVision1st 
_group usurping power and. a 19Vis1onist l1ne in the 
leading position, tremendous social forces can be 
easily unleashed for capitalist restoration,. 
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. The. same is .. the ease with Cbina. Revisionists like 

Chou. En-.lai ~d Teng Bstao•ping ~ted .to ;eollude ·With the 

Vn1te0. .. S'tfltes. .!rhat was why' they influenced the foreign 

pol.:l.cy; .dscision-makers to .1nV1te l?~esid.erit Nixon and 

K1ss1nge.r• ·. 

· Professor Richard· Falk argues that in regard to 

improvement 1n ·relations With china and ;the Soviet Union 

that:· 

In both instances, there ha'd been receptivity 
on tte Sino-soviet side that could be traced 
back to p:m-NiXon years; and 1 t was N.1Xon who 
decided to respond arnrmatively. .Kissinger 
mainly ta01J.ttated .•• •' these geopol.itieal move
ments, but does not deserve cxedit for either 
C<)n(!e1v.1ng of. suCh opportunities or· even or 
altering Amen .. can policy so that such opportu
nit.ie s . m:Lght .. be eo~, active ingredients of . 
policy.. ( 70) 

Did Kissinger deserve the Nobel peace pri,._e. in 1973 

ror his J."ole in the Par:J.s peace negotiations on Vietnam as 

a peace ma-r. The- Nobel peace prize_ was awarded jointly 

both to Kissinger and Le Due fho .•. Tho refuSed it, but· 

KiSsinger mcei\led it. 
{ I - ~ ! 

The concept ot Nobel peace prize is a bourgeo'is con

cept~ because it_ believes that peace can be achieved wh:.tle 

maintaining the status quo of the capitalist society. The 

Nobel peace ·committee thinks· that if at11 war comes to an end . . 

means peace 1s achieved, No one dia~ctically approaches 

-
70· Falk, n. 62t P• 7~ 
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this question and see that the Countries involved in the 

Vietnam war have been fighting With other countries. For 

example, the United State.s is fighting 1n El Salvador by 

giving arms· and troops aid to the military junta. Spokes ... 

tnan for the .Farab~do .Marti l1at1onal Liberation Front (FMLN) 
I 

3\lerrill.a commancl cla.imed to have identified 300 u 11S• and 

lt-QO Xsraeli troops partic1pat1Dg in Combat operations 1n 
71 ' I 

Kl sal.vaaor. · · 
. 

Vietnam 'attaclsed Cambodia and in turn w~s attack.e~ by 
•, 

China in late 1970s. There is no end to the vars so long as 
; . . . 

. tte Capital.ist' society exists. To urge the cap1~st govern• 

ments to ensure peace, wrote Lenin years ago, uis like the 

good village priest urging tile landlords and the merchants to 

'walk. in the way of God• , tO love their neighbours and to 

tum the othe:r chiaek. · The landlords and merchants listen to 

these sermons, continue to oppxess and rob the people and 

pt'aise the priest for his abil1ty to console and. pacify the 
72 . 

• muziks • n • · · · 

.' i 

Kissinger does not. deserve the Nobel peace prize even 
. ' 

Kissinger received a Nobel. Peace Pri£e ·tor nego.;. 
tia.t1ng· the Paris Peace Agreemant o.f 19731 Which 
allowed (perhaps encouraged) Saigon to nrcumvent 
in numerous ways even before the ink was <ir,y~ In 
addition, Kissinger has led the A~1strat:Lon' s 
political battle to sustain high level.s of Ameri• 

· can military and economic aid for the ~h1eu regime; 
( contd.,. •• ) · · · 

'~El. Salvador: u.s •. Tries to Rook Opp<?sit1on. with Moderate 
Junta• Baitn, Revo~t!onan Worker (Chicago, Ill.) 

. no. 991 l April 19 1 p. 2. . . 
V.I. Lenin, Letters from Afar (Moscow, 197'7), p. 49. 
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he shares sone responsibility :for the various 
covert means. being used by the United states to 
avoid the obligations. so~emnJ.y assUDI)d by the 
·nation at Paris. ( 73) 

' 
Generally people P.r03ect somG individuals as if the 

history 1s the life stories of soue great men. They forget that 

the teal history is made by masses of men and not by indiViduals. 

Men who have been capable of exerting a tangible innuence on 
·, ; I 

society and culture have always been those who concentrated 

g:eat power and material. strength 1n t.b,ei.r bands, or 1ndiv1-
' ' 

:iuals attaining new heights in the fields. ot knoWledge., artistic 
(, 

work .etc. S,ome have tmated these as absolutes to produce 

theo:r:Les abQut glVlat ·men, toWering over tm mass of' ord1naey 

m~rtaJ.s; being· the only source of subjective creative activity. 
' 7lt 

1n history.·· 

Kissinger• s diplomacy basically was a secret diplomacy 
. ' ' 

as .far as ~e Paris peace' negotiations were concerned. The 

nature of his role in the peace negotiations was deceiving 

t~ Jna.S$es. overallt he was a loyal servant of the American 

monopoly bourgeoisie. 

'13· Fal.k, n. 62; P• 5. 

?lt. V. Kelle, and M. Kova~on, HiStoX'iQal Materialism: !n, 
Ou~ ij Marxist -~heOQ' of society (Moscow, 1973), 
·PP:r5= • · . 



CONCLUSIONS 



CONCLUSIONS 

'lhe foregoing study mainl.y focuses on three points: 

(a) peace initiatives and responses by the wax-ring nations, 

and the various factors that led the United States and 
• 

North Vietnam to the Paris peace negotiating table; 

(b) various shirts that took place in the North Vietnamese 

peace proposals in the course of ,open and secret negotiations 

and the influence of. Soviet Union in the peace negotiations; 

and, finally (c) Henry Kissinger• s role 1n the secret peace 

negotiati,:ons. 

While the Vietnam war was going on1 nearly seventy 

five peace ettorts were madel of which the last one was 

successful~ That was when President Lyndon Johnson ordered 

suspension of bombing on 31 March 1968 over most of -North 

Vietnam and expressed the hope tbat this would lead to 

peace tal.kS. On 3 April 1968, the Govemme.nt of the Democra

tic Republic of Vietnam indicated its xeadiness to participate 

in the peace negotiations. Both the United States and 

North Vietnam agreed on 3 May 1968 to start the formal talkS 

on 10 May 1968 1n Pans. 

~here were many factors that led the warring oountries 

to start the peace negotiations 1n Paris. The important 

factors were as follows: the Vietcong• s strong ._.istance 

to the American 1mper1al1sts• aggression in south Vietnam; 
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the neo-colonial regine in South Vietnam had no domestic 

s~cial base; the general trend of' national liberation move

.ments all o'ver the third world count·ries worked against 

exploitation and aoniination of 1inperialist powers; the 

strong ,public opinion 1n Alleloica ·as well as throughout the . . . . . . ~ . . 

. wo.rld against the U.s. aggression and genocide iri Vietnam; 
· .• 

the SeVere eeonondC C11.-SiS the tJ~S! had to face in the 19608 
' . 

restrained it from pouring increasin-gly large zesources, 

b~th buma~ ~-d financial, 1n ·the Jungles of Vietnam and, 
' ' . . 

above all, the :rift within the Vietnam workers• party, 
' 

fhe rift was lBrgely between the supporters of the 
.. "'. 

Soviet revisionJoSt une aDd the "true'*' communists Who supported 
. . . . ~ 

Mao Tse .. tung' s revolutionary iine; · About rev1s1onism in . . 

the Communist movement, the Chiriese Communists said, 

What does the history of • the davelo~nt ot 
the intemational communist movement CJemonstrate? 

·First, it demonstrates ~t lile everything else, 
the inte xnational working;.. class movement tends 
to diVide itself' 1n two. The class struggle 
be tween the prols tariat and the bourgeoisie is 

· 1nev1 tably. re !le cte d. in tte communist tankS. 
It 1s inevitable that opportuniSm of one kind 
·or another should arise 1n the course of the 
aevelopliJ?Jnt of the CC?JDDIU111st movenent, that 
opportunists should engage in ant1-Ma:at1st
Len1n1st splitting activities and that Maxs1st
Len1Ii1sts should wage stru.ggles against 
opportunism and splittism. .It is precisely 
through the struggle of' opposites that · · · 
Mam~1sm-Len1n1sm and the mtemational 

~ . . ... 
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. working•cle.ss movement have developed. And 
.1 t is also through tb1s struggle that the 
international work1ng•-class movement has · 

· strengthened and c ortsolidated its unity on 
the basis of Mamism-Len1n1sm. · ( 1) · 

. so ·in the case of' the Vietnam 'w·orkers' Party the 

emergence of' revisionism was not an exception. The reVisionists 

won_ the struggle· against the communists in ·vietnam. The 

leader of zevisionists, Pzemier P_liaui Van Dong, and his pro

Soviet clique won the struggle against. the communists Who 

were led by Truong Chinh, ·former secretary-General of the 

Vietnam Workers• Party, and su:rrendezed Vi.etnam to the Soviet 

social impe.rialists. It became possible because out of 

twelve members of the polit-b1u.reau seven members were pro

SoV1et and only three Communist members· wet'e pro-Chinese in 

the late 195'0s. The ~est two including President Ho Chi 

Minh were taking the .mi.ddle path. Ho Chi Minh was mediating 

between the two factions, which was the g~atest blunder Ho 

Chi Minh could ·:nave ever committed. This contused the rank 
' . 

and file of ~e Vietnam Workers• Party. The rift Within 

the Communist movemen~ played .a decisive role 1ft North Viet

nam's acceptance of the peace offer 1n ·1968 and concluding 

ot the Paris Peace Agxeement 1n 1973• 

Wbil.e the negotiations we~· going on, there were 
. 

various shifts 1n·tbeir peace proposals. For instance, they 

1. "'The Leaders of the CPSU are the Greatest Splitters of 
our Times", (Peking, ? ) , p. 11. . 



rephrase a the ''third-point•• of thei.r, tour points. fbey had 
·, " ' ' ' ., . . . . . . : 

accepted the participation 'of ~e Goyeniment of the Republic 

of Vietnam 1rt tb.e' P~~~ pf*.i·ce negot~atio~,. · ~Y accepted 

President M.guyen Van Tbieu, WJ;lom they wante~ to overthrowt 
. \ . . ' ' 

in· the coalition: gove.rntr1ent or South Vietnam, in the Paris 
' '' '• ' '·.: 2. ' ' ' ' ' 

Peace Agxeement. · 

fhese shifts .in the No~th Vie~anamese lposition took 

P~ee beqause of tne .soviet influence in the Par.ts peace 
', ' ;- l, . ,i ' ' . • • 

ne.gotiation~ tt.W.ch was exercised through the pro-Soviet · 
• 1 l • . • ~ ' • -, \ • • • • 

taction in North Vietnam. one .. (ily well ask w~ did the. 
:., '·, ' ' . ', ' . ' . . . 

SoV1et Union influenc;e the peace negotiations? The main 
. ' ,. ' .. •.. ' ' . 

purpose of the SoViet Union's support to North Vietnam was 
·~ > ' I , ',, ~ ' ' t / .. 

to make it t•1r own satellite. , Since it was assured by the 
' ,L ' \ o ' 0 

pn>•Soviet Vietnamese 1n pract:Lee,' the Soviet Union bad to 
< ' ' • • ' ;' ' ' 

e.n.d the war by any mean!~ at any cost. Moteover, the Soviet 
• - ' • • ' . • I 

Union did· not l1le. to spend more money and provide more arms 
. ' ! . . . :· ' 

to the Vietnamese l.Slberation movement. It never wanted 
' • • . ' ' l. - . • 

North Vietnam to move away out .of its orbit. 
• ' ' . ' . ·,• 't 

As the So"'iet_ soe1al1mper1al1sts desperately wanted 

to co~ae,. though partial~y, with the u.s. imperialists in 

~lat1on to Stra:tegie .Anns Ltmitation 'falks, trade, cred1ts., 

etc. it put enomous pressure on North v~etnam. 
. ' ' ., . . 
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The Communist China had no ·influence on the· Paris 

peaee negotiations• The Chinese opposed the ~ace negotia-
t ' . • • . . ' . 

t:l.~s till late 19608 because of·the1J> conrtction that 

im~~al.ism, whl.cti is tuJ.i ··of antagonistic social ·contradic-
. . 

t~ons• never stands for J,eaoe,· But the Chinese started 

· supporting peace negotiati()n$ atte~ 1969; partly, perhaps, 

as a tactics to cli'1ve .out American armed forces so that the 

. North V:Letnamese could overthrow the z;.eo-colonial regime 

.. in south Vietnam·and un1te wi~h the latter. They also hoped 

that the North· Vietnan,tese who, to some extent, had moved 

away from China should not move very. far • . As far as. the 

latter part of. the argume11~ is .coneemed, the present writer 

is of the opinion that the Clltnese .retreated from the 

principle o£ continuous struggle ,till liberation is acb1eved 

by taking this position. 
I . . 

Xuan Thuy• a pro•Soviet man, and Le Due Tho, ·a nationa-

list and supporter of SoViet 'l1net were obViously looking. 

forward and taking advise more from the Soviet Union than 

from Cbina,. The Chinese never openly showed their dissatis

faction with 1t1 though they must have bad their own reserva

tione. 

When the border .clash took place between the Soviet 

Union and Cbina over the Us$ul'i River 1n March 1969, it was 
' 

also reflected in the attitude of the Vietnam workers• pa.rty 

and in the Paris de.legations of North Vietnam and the . 3 
Nationa~ Liberation Front. 

3. See Chapter II • 
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While the secret negotiations we:re on in Paris from 

AugUst 1969 between Henry Kiss~ger and Tho-Thuy, the former 
. ' ' 

alWaY$ tried to get the Sovtets to pressurize .the North . 

Vietnamese to conclude a speedy settlement.. When Kissinger 
' ' 

became the National security Adviser to President NiXon 1n 

19691 the Soviet Union and China vere at logge.r-heads. He 
• 0 I • I 

thought that he v~uld be able to exploit that ~ituat1on 1 , 
'. . . 

to end the. u.s. intervention in the Vietnam war. He wanted 

to improve rel.ations With the soviet Union for which he 
" ' . ' 

entered into ra grain deal with it. He gave millions of .. ' . . . 

dollars worth o.:r Vheat to the Soviet Union at bargain prices • . 
He conceived a plan to settle . the Vietnam issue honourably . . . . ' 

by means of a us.soviet-Cbina "subtle triangle". 
' 

The concept of a pentangula:r powex- structum consisting 

of the t18; USSR1 china, Japan, and western EUlt>pe was central 
' 

to Kissinger's approach to international relations. The 
' ' 

world order could be established and lasting peace ensured 

by mutual accommodation and ad~ustJJent a.tnong them. But he 

was also aware that the westem Europe and Japan were 
• 

America• s competitors. He had to make a b~akthrough some

where an~ Kissinger decided that the point was China. He 

succeeded in ·achieVing this mainly because of' the capitalist 

roaders suCh as Chou En-lai and i'eng Hsiao-ping-. who w~nt 

to Shake hand$ and collude w.ith the Amertcan imperialists 

on tbe pretext of counter-balancing the Soviet hegemon1sts. 



As far as the _negotiations with Vietnam were concerned, 

Kissinger outlined a two-track approach .in an .article. 

"T~ Vietnam Negot1a1;,1onsn published ·in the Fpx:eign Affair§ 

in January 1969• According to this. plan the united States 

and N·orth Vietnam wou~d discuss mutual. troop w1 thdrawal and 

related matters, whemas the National Liberation Front and 

the Republic of .Vietnam would dtseuss the internal. structu~ 

· of South Vietnam. 

· . · fhe se.cret negotiations started on 4 August 1969 

bet,ween Kissinger and the North Vietnamese mpresentat!ves 

.in Pans •. · ln the fizst meeting they exchanged well•known · 

pos1 tions ~ The North Vie tna~ se 1ris1ste d mainly on the 

withdrawal o£ u.s. troops and the removal of · the Thieu 

zegiroo 1n many secret meetings With Kissinger,; The meeting 

on 13 l4:ay 1991 was .important because the United States 

indicated for the first tiJne. a Willingness to Withdraw 

unilaterally Without insisting on mutual Withdrawal of troops. 

On 26 June 1971 the No:a:·th Vietnamese agreed that their U.s. 

prisoners wouJ.d be released simultaneously With the U.s. 

WithdraWals• 

·. Kissinger and Le Due fho made· progress on 12 July 

·1971 on most important points like tota~ 'U.s • withdl"awal, 

xe~ase of prisoners o! wa,., .and intem:ationally supel'Vised 

cease-fire,; fhere was a :reeling that ag~ement was within 

reach. But on 16 .August 1971 nssinger offered the North 
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Vietnamese a modified proposal Which emphasized that the 

United States could withdraw its troops only nine months 

after an overall settlsment had been reached, The North 

Vietnamse :mf'used to accept this proposal saying that with• 

drawal date was too ~stant, · 
• I 

.. The Nor~h Vietanamese .started compromising more with 

~he .Amerl.can imperialists especially atter July 19?2 than 
' • • ~ • • • >' • 

befo~. This was. confirmed by Kissinger biJnself When b! met 

them on 1 August 19?2. i'ba Nori;h Vietnamese dropped tm 

demand of Wtcond:Lt1onal deadline for the Withdrawal of u.s. 
. . ' ' ..... 

troops.. They moQif1ed their political demand as well. . ' . 
Le lJuc tbo suggested to Kissinge.r on 8 October 1972 to 

eparate the m1Jital'y' tssues from poiitical. 

Kissinger and Xuan thuy met on 17 October 1972. They 

improved the political provisions • Kissinger went to Saigon 

on the same day after this me.eting to conVince Tb1eu to the 

agieed deal w:Lth the North Vietnamese. He convinced the . . '· . s 
SO\lth Vietnaroose .on all but siX points. After he returned 

f'rom Saigon to Washington, he announced before the newsmen 

on 26 Octobe~ 19?2 that the 11peace is at hand"• 

After this,· .Kissinger and rrho met dtuing November and 

December 1972, The former was disappointed With the North. 

Vietnal'Jlese. He consulted NiXon xegarding further programJJe. 

4. Ibid. 

5• Ibid. 



• 128' -

on.· ,17 December ~972 NiXon ordexed ~ American airbombard-. . - .. ' '. . 

men:t.,nort~ qt .20t~ paraJ..lel •. Bombing continued till .30 

.Deet)ml,)er 1972. The talkS ~m the p~tocols wexe resuned on 
.,: I ' '> _. 

2. JanuaX)71 1973., }d.ssinge.r and :rho started negotiating from .. ., . ' \. 

8 .to 13 Jap.ua,ry 1973 till the draft agreement was complete" 
' . , I ( 

On 23 Janua:ry 1973, Kiss1nger1' Tho; and i'bUY met and settled 

the last few details. 

'' 
. .As far as K1ss1nge r 1 s dealings w1 th Le Due Tho and 

\ . 
Xuan Thuy we~ conOiiln;ed, since the .J.a.t'ter two were class 

collaborationists ~he forJner did not· :race much trouble. Had 

Tho. and Thuy been comrnuri.ists, Kissinger would have had a 

tough time. · i'h.at ·way Kissinger was fortunate enough to 

deal with them for mom than three years Wi tbout much 
r 

d1tfieult1e s • 

.Kissinger• s secxet diplomacy was totally deceptive 
I 

in natum. He hoQdWinked the American people,. th6 congress, 

the Tbieu reg1ue and Cambodian Pres1~nt Lon Nol. Kissinger's 

each and every move was in the interests of the big monopoly 

bourgeo1s~e and he loyally served the u.s. imperialism. 
~ : ' 

~he Soviet Un1on helped the United States to the 

· maximum in concl~d1ng the Paris Peace Agreement. we should 

recaU tha~ the leaders of the Soviet soCial 1mpefial1s.m were 

the greatest 'betrayers ,of the North Vietnamese liberation 

. struggle against the kmenoan imperialism. The pro.S.oViet 

6. · See , Chapt.e r III. 
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J.eaders in the Vietnam Workers• Party loyally followed . ' 
' . 

the Soviet instructions. Tbl Parts P.eace Agreement was a 
r ' • ' ·, ' ,< •. ' < '· , ; ·, 

logical outco~e or Khrushchev• s reVisionist policy of peace-

fUl coexistence or (!Oll!1tnes w itb different social· systems• 
' • • 1 i . .. ' ~ < .. • t 

and peacetu.l tran;sition t:om capitalism to so·cial1sm. The 
·, ~ .. ·, ' ' ' . 

Paris Peace Agreement :was conclllded mainly due to the collusion 
. ' . . 

· among the Soviet, social 1m].:Jel'ial1sts, American imperialists 

and pJ'o•Soviet tevision1st. leaders· in North Vietnam. 



APPEliDICES 



.APPENDIX 1 

Apart from the peace initiatives mentioned in the 

firs\ Chapter, rest of the important peace initiatives and 

zesponses from Ame.:rica and North Vietnam a~ given below. 

Initiative Response 
--~····--·--·· ·-______________ ..,. _________ _.. .... ~-----------'1!11-------·--

fhe United Nations 
Security Council invited 
North Vietnam and south 
Vietnam for discussion on 
the Vietnam problem. 
September 

Hanoi had strong xeservations 
about UN and declared tts. t an7 
"wrongful decision" by the 
security· Council would be 
"null and void!• 

Bano!L conveyed the fhe United States reJected the 
message to U :lhant that it . ottl:lr saying that Hanoi was 
wanted to talk to an American not .seriously interested .in 
em1ssary. U thant relayed · peace talks 
Hanoi's Willingness to 
Ambassador Adl.ai Stevenson • 

.12.9i 
February 20 

The Bri.tish Government The Soviet Union rejected the 
proposed to the Soviet proposal. · 
Union that they undertalm_, 
as Geneva co-chairman to 
seek a possible settlement. 
February 2'1 

The tJ .s. gove nunen t No response • 
wrote to the Se cur1 t;y 
CounCil declaring its 
readiness to withdraW mil1· 
tary units from Vietnam if 
there was a prompt and assu ... 
red cessation of aggression 
from the North. · 

March lt-8 
Ayub Khan1 P :resident . He made no progress 

of Pakistan, nsited Peking 
and urged Chinese leaders to 
accept a negotiated settle--
ment. 
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Initiative Response 
' t ... , . J\1 . 

MarCh 8 
- ' '·' ' '1. 

tJ Tbant proposed that 
~the· United· States·,· 'the SOV• 
iet Union, Great Britain, 
irance., .. Communist .. China.Land 
South Vietnam participate 1n 
a p~lim:Lnary -confetence on 

. V1.e tnam-. .. · · · · · .. · 0 

• • • ... • • • • 

.April 1 
:. Seventeen non-aligned. 

nations __ appeal.ed for peace 
and ca.l.led for negotiations 
without pre-conditions. 
Ap~1·1 

U ·fhant proposed to 
visit Hanoi and otmr capi• 
tals to discuss prospects 
for peace 
·Ap~l. alt 

· lndian President 
s·. Radhakrislman cal.le d 
for an end to the ·fighting 
and poliCing or the arran
gement by an Arro~sian 
Coree. . · 

Fonner :u .K. Foreisn · 
Secretary Patrick Gordon- .. 
Walker made a fact-finding 
tour of South East Asia to 
explore the basis fo.r a 
settlement' ;1h Vietnam. 
May 12·11 

The United States .re3ected 1t. 
.. The .National Liberation Front 
reJected a negotiated settle• 
ment as long as u.s .. forces · 
reJDSine d in· Vietnam. 

The United States made no 
nsponse, because tbe call 
condemned :roxeign military 
inte rven t1on in Vietnam. 

. ~ ~ . ' ' 

Plem1er Pham Van Dong said 
UN intervention was 
inap:propna te • · 

Hanoi ·said the proposal was 
"at com»lete variance With 
tba sp~~t and basic principles• 
of the Geneva Agreements. 

Hanoi refused to admit him. 

Hanoi called the pause a "trick". T.he U ;;s. halted the 
oombirig ot Vietnam and 
Secretary of State Dean Rusk 
sent a message . demanding that . 
the Vietcong should lay down 
its arms as the price for a 
permanent cessation of Ameri
can bomb~g of t,tte N'Orth;. 
June 11 

B:rJ.. tish Commonweal.th 
P r1rl1e Min1ste rs proposed a 
special mission headed by 
Prime Minister Harold 
Wilson to visit capitals of 
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~Iid tia t1 ve Response 

all involved 1n Vietnam to Hanoi accounce d that 1 t would 
explore chances for a peace not xeceive the Wilson mission. 
c.onte renee ~ 

June 2S 
Presi.dent JobhSon 

called upon members of the 
UN to bring to the table 
those who seemed de te rm1ne d 
'to lllQke war. 

July 9-13 

Harold Davies, a 
minister of the Br.i.tish 
government, vis.ited Hanoi 
to encourage acceptance 
of the Commonwealth M1n1s
te rs proposal.. . 

July 28 

The New China News Agency 
commented that the u.s. was 
tl'yin~ to use the 'ON as a 
tt tool'". 

Tbe.re was no progress. 

. President Johnson wrote Hanoi said that the UN had 
to u Thant a' king bin1 to no role in Vietnam. 
continue efforts to promote 
peace •. 

Juq 30 

u.s. Ambassador Arthur Hanoi gave the same above 
Goldberg wrote to the answer. 
Pxesident o.f the UN Security 
CoWlcil saying that the U.s. 
would search for peace 1n 
South East Asia. 

August 1 
Indian P r1me Minister 

Lall3ahadur Shastri and 
President Jos1b Broz rito 
of YugoslaVia called for a 
conference of parties con
cerned wi:t;h Vietnam and 
urged an end to the bomb
ing ot North Vietnam. 

Since the u.s. aid not stope 
the- bombing of North Vietnam, 
Hanoi denounced tte proposal 
and ca~d tts two leaders 
ttadvertisers and errand boys'" 
tor U ;s. "maneuveres". 
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Initiative Response 

August 12 
. u: Thant proposed cess a

. tion' of Clll tnili taxy hosti· 
l:ities ·and' discussions 
inVolving .,those Who a:re 
·actually fighting, including 
the National Liberation 
Front. · 

~e,cember 2 · 
~he · Ui11 te c1 Kingdom 

i.ssued ~ twelve•nation 
appeal for an end. to the 
ti.ghting and negotiated 
peace., · · ' · · 

1'0~t:.' ' 
~. 

. .,. . 

March 8-11 and June 1l.M-18· 
·• I· 

. Canadian diplomat 
Chester A. Ronning Visited 
Hanoi to discuss poss1b1• 
li ties of peace •. 

April 19 

President Johnson 
endprsed a proposal by 
Senator Mike Mansfield for 
a ud1rect confrontation. 
across the ,peace table. 

" 

August 30 • t t 

Fre·nch President 
Charles de Gaulle, in Phnom 
Penh, called for a u.s. 
pledge to WithdraW 1 ts 
to roes w1 thin a '"fixed and 
suitable .. period to promote 
a settlement · · 
September 19 

. · Pope Paul VI issued.an 
encyclical. .containing a 
plea tor ~ace. · 

T~ re was . no proper re spon·se 
be cause the Un1 ted States and 
South Vietnam did not recognise 
the National Liberation Front. 

. . 

Hanoi re je cte d all B r1 tish 
plans and proposals made 
under the pxetense of peace • 

Hanoi insisted on 1 ts tour 
points• 

The No.rth Vietnamese Fom1gn 
Ministry described tm proposals 
as "bnlocrit1cal and designed 
to "sidetrack tb! attention 
of worl.d opinion." 

• 

The United States did not 
respond to tie call. North 
Vietnam endorsed tis demand 
for a U.s • '!1 thdrawal. 

North 'Vietnam said that certain 
rel1g1ous0 circles, which have 
always c~sed the u.s. imperia
lists' peace song, have recently 
.made pathetic appeals · tor peace 
in Vietnam. 
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In1 tia ti ve "" 

•• _.·. '.1 

Bl'itish Foreign Secxe .... 
tary:George Brown ·proposed 
a' sj.X-point plan for peaee, 
1tlclud1ng a 'peace conference, 
a.tid an ·end 'to bombing ot 
Notth ·vietnam •. ·· ' · 

NoVember 9 

· · '··Canadian Seen! taty · oi 
EXtemal Affairs Paul -Martin 
began. · ta.lks . \4th Soviet 
leaders in Moscow on steps 
tba t could be taken . toward 
a. pol:Ltical settle~~t. 

De~mber 8 · 

··PoPe· Paul VI, referred 
to t~ holiday cease-fire, 
e.xpressed hope that "this 
truce· be comes an arms tice 
and that the armistice be' 
the occasion tor sincere 
negotiations •• , which Will 
lead to peace." 

12~ 
J~anuaq-iebruary 

· A u .. s. rep-resentative 
made contact W1 th the North· 
Vietnaine se xe pre senta ti ve 
in Moscow. ~he u.s. offered 
to stop the bombing if 
North Vietnam would g1 ve · · 
assurances of a ·recip·ro·cal 
reduction of hostilities. 

February 8-1~ , 

B.esponse 

The United State~s unresponsive. 
Hanoi called it a "~hash" or u.s. prop()sals, · 

China described Martin's 
visit to Soviet Union as part 
or the Soviet plot for 
".peace ta1ks fraud", 

China commented that the Pope 
has ''always served U.,s. 1mper
ial1sm 1n its peace talk 
swincUe's • · 

No respc)nse. 

.. ·A siX• day pause in the North Vietnam calls d the pause 
bombing of.North Vietnam was another 0 triclt'~ 
observed in conJunction With 
Johnson's letter to President 
Ho Cbi Minh and the Wileon• 
Kosygin talks in London. 



Initiative 

At Glassboro Kosygin 
told Johnson that Hanoi 

· would talk to the U.s~ it 
the bombing s topped.~ 

.12@ .. 

January 16 

President Johnson said 
.in bis State or tbe, Union 
message that he believed 
peace talks should be based 
on the san Anotonio formula. 

Response 

The u.s. did. not s'top bombing 
of North· Vietnam. No progress 
was made. 

1. 

N.orth Vietnam said that thP. 
u.s. had no right to demand 

· reciprocity. 

see tor details L)'Ildon B. 'Johnsont :rna. Vffi:Ji.age fgint 
Peppectives of' th§ Eresi(Jency 19Q3•1962New York, 
19?1), PP• 579:S9. See also David Kraslow and Stuart 
B •. Loory, The ~ecmt §ea.rch for Peace 1Q lJ,etnam . 
(New York, 196 ) t PP• 3ff. And also see George Mcf •. 
Kahin, and .Joh w. Lewif!t %he'Ynit.eg at;R.tes in Vietnam 
(New .York, 1967) t pp. 207 rr. · · 
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Higb11 gat; pf .tpe ''Agmep;en;&; on Endin& 

the war .aod ResSigt\ng .Peage +n V+etnam" 
' ' .. -·· ,. - - .. -.· . . . -

·cnaater 1 

THE; VIETNAMESE PEOPLE• s FUNDAMENTAL NATIONAL. RI9:RTS 
' $' • ~ • 

" ' 

Article .. 1 ··· 
' . 

the' United States ·and all other countries respect the 

iride:pendence, sovereignty, unity- and territol'ial integrity

of Vietnam· as recognised b;y the 199+ Geneva Agreements on 

Vietnam. 
'. t ~ 

; l ' 

f J • ', 

e~ssArioN oF HOSTILiliEs • WifHDRAWAL Of TBOoPs 

~rucle s 

. ,' ' ' 

A cease.;..f'ire shall be obsemd throughout South Vietnam · 

as or 2lt00 hours G:.M.T., on January 27, ;t:973. 

At the same hour, t~ United States Will stop all 

its military actiVities against the territory of the 

Democratic Republic of Vietnam by gZ"Qund, air end naval 
' . . .. 

~ ' . . ' 
rorcesli wherever. they mai, be. baseo.,' and end the mining of ; ' 

the terri:tori~l· wa.ters, ~·rts~ harbours·. and waterways of 
I ' • • " ',, 

the Democratic RepUblic or Vietnam. The United States Will·· 
~ ~ ' : . • c • . • . • 

remove, permanent~' dea~~ivate or' destrOy all the mines in 

the· terntonal waters, ports,· harbours, and waterways of 
. ' . . 

North V,:tetnam as soon as t:tds A-greement goes into effect •. 

~he complete cessation or hostilities mentioned 1n . the 
I I 

Article shall be durabl.e and Without limit of time. 
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Cpap;te ;r II:): 
' THE BEWBN OF CAPfDBED MILlTA1lY .PE~ONNEL AND 

FOREIGN CIVIL~~_t AND CAPTUBBD AND DETAINED 
· VIETNAMESE CIVILIAN PERSONNEL 

· ·. ·, f:be return of captured JD1l1tary personnel and foreign 

civilians. of ~he parties shall be. car~ed o~t simultaneously 

with and co~pl.eted not J.a~r than the same day as the troop 

Withdl'aWal take;s .place •· ~he pa:rt~es shall exchange complete 

l1s~s of: the above mentioned captured military personnel and 

.foreign Civilians on the day of the signing of this Agreement. 

CPapter V 

fHE REUNIFICATION ·OF VIETNAM AND THE BEIATIONSBIP 
BEtWEEN NORTH AND SOUTH VIETNAM 

The xeunification of Vietnam shall be carried out step 

by step through peaceful means on the basis of discussions 

and agreements between North and South Vietnam, without 

coercion or. annexation by either party, and without fozeign 

interference.. The time tor reun1f1cat1on l-Iill be agreed upon 

by N ortl'l and South Vietnam. 

/ 

. 
·THE· JOlN.i MlLI1'ARY COMM1SSIONS1_. TilE INTERNATIONAL 

COM14l:SSION OF CON~ROL AND SUPERVISION; 
~~ IN!fERNA~IONAL COI~F.ERENCE . 

(a) ~he parties participating ·in ;,m Paris Conference on 

Vietnam sha~l immediately designate tepresentatives to form 
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a Four-Pa,rty Joint Military Commission with the task of 

ensuring 3oint action by the parties in implementing the 

pl'OVisions of this agreement• 

Chapter ... YII .. 

BEGABDING CAMBODIA AND LAOS 

, (a) The p.arties. partiCipating in the Paris Conference on 

Vietnam sha·ll strictly mspect tm 1954 Geneva Agreements on 

Cambodia .and the 1962 Geneva Asre~ments on Laos., whiCh 

.recognized the Cambodian and the Laos People's ~damental 

. national r1ghts, i.e., the indepe.ndence, sovereignty, unity, 

and territ~rial integt1ty of these countries. The parties 

s~ll ~speot the neutrality or fa,mbodia and .Laos, 

(b)· Foreign countries ahUl put ·an end to all military 

activities in Cambodia and Laos, totally Withdraw from and 

retrain nom reintroducing into these two countries troops, 

mtlita17 advis~ and military personnel, armanents,. 
':·"·"': 

munitions and war mate rial •. 

see. tor de~ails J2epartmen1; ·Of State ~~le~ .(Washington, 
D.C.), vol. 68, 12 February 1973, pp.1 9-1 • 
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