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So I think -the gentleman did have a _

good plan outlined. I was not one of those
who thought he really had the right kind
of a plan to start with, but I do concur
in .that now. His plan was to go out in
the field ahd see everybody & week be-
fore we saw the top. people, and then
you could !ask those questlons, instead

of going first to them and getting a
briefing, The gentleman had the right
plan.

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I thank the gen-~
tleman for his comments. .

Mr. ANDERSON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, wili the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yleld to the
gentleman| from Tennessee, a member
of the select committee.

Mr. ERSON of Tennessce. Mr.
Speaker, appreciate the gentleman
yielding. |

1, too, want to express my appreciation
to the Speaker for having had the priv-

ilege of mgking this trip, the first one I.

have madej abroad as a Member of Con-
gress, being a member of the Committee
on Rules which normally cannot travel
even to Alexandria, and it is likely to
. be my last.; .

I was lmpressed very much by the
chalrman pi our select committee. Ac-
cording to the storles I have lieard Te-

ding previous congressional groups
gzring abrdl:g? I uhderstand it is al_ways
very, very difficult to keep a group pointed
in the right direction and diligently pur-
suing the; task they are sent over to
pursue. -

I can ceptainly say that our chairman
of the seléct committee performed this
role in & way which I consider in the
highest, orfler of leadership, energy, and
devotion tg the job at hand.

“The allegation has been made that we
were gilvem the snow-job treatment in
certain instances and that we sat 1o on
too many briefings. .

I defy any human belng making any
trip to Sputh Vietnam without being
eaught up! in a briefing or two. |

-Several bf us went to an advance fire
base near the DMZ, A fire base that had
been constructed only 3 days before and

had been in operation for only 3 days. It
was ma.mi_ed by ARVN forces with a
handful of American advisers.

There was in action at the time this
105 millimeter battery. They had one

company it in the bush. It was sup- -

porting with artillery fire. What happens
first on out arrival there? We were taken
to the bunker of the ARVN major who
was in charge of the battallon invplved,
s bunker dug down Into the earth, and
what werg we given while the 105's were
going off against the VC and the NVA?
We were given a briefing. He had a chart
and was prepared to give us a briefing.
You canndét escape all of these briefings,
. but certainly every effort was being made
to set an Independent course, to find out
what we wanted to find out, and to look
irito the things we wanted to look into.
Any pefsonal requests I had of the
chairman, whether it be to personally in-

terview airecent North Vietnamese do_a-_
fector or whether it was & request to join

a party going to Con Son Island was sup-

ported, ard it was supported not only to

the extent of approval, but to the extent

of backing up a request to the embassy
that transportation facilities be provided.

S0 I want to express my appreciation
to the gentleman in the well, who I con-
sidered handled this in a fashion that

could well set a pattern for other :con-

gressional groups that go abroad.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the gen-
{leman for his comments and for the
support that he gave me as chalrman of
this committee and as the other 10 mem-
bers did also.

Mr, HAWKINS, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from California, a member of
the committee.

Mr. HAWKINS, Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. I use this
opportunity first to thank the chairman
of the committee for the very many cour-
tesies extended to me. I have with great
restraint averted any charges of any
member of the commitiee being given a
“spow job.” Certainly I think the com-
mittee worked diligently enough to as-
certain facts, and should not be labeled
as having whitewashed anything. At all
times I want to say the chairman of the
committee cooperated with me, and I feel
that I had full opportunity to do what-
ever I wanted to do, the same as did the
other members of the committee. -

I have, heretofore, sought to clarify

-the difference in my findings with those

of the majority of the select committee
in a substantial difference in the kind of
witnesses we interviewed. Typical of
those upon whom my findings are based
were such groups.as students, religious
leaders, and political opponents of the
Thieu-Ky regime as opposed to relying
heavily on the military and the Ameri-
can Embassy.

I also found & vast resource of infor-
mation and ‘leads” among. the many
Americans representing volunteer orga-
nizations, included among these were
such groups as the American Friends
Service Committee, the Natlonal Council
of Churches, and the Mennonite Mission-~
aries In Vietnam.

Two false impressions have been
spread since our reports were made! one
that prison reform at Con Son was our
maln concern; and ‘second, that in ex-
posing human torture in South Vietnam

we endangered: our Amerlcan prisoners-

of war. .

~Actually Con Son wag merely one fact
in a series of findings which we reported
as symptomatic of & government that re-
malns in power by a system of political
repressions, religious persecution, civil
corruption, and military power. Improv-
ing conditions at this prison, while es-
sential, will not in itself change a cor-
rupt and evil system.,

Also, it was natural that those who
sought to suppress the facts would seize
the American prisoner-of-war issue as
their defense, especially since many peo-
ple assumed that the prisoners at Con
Son were Communist. Such misgulded
souls reasoned that it was all right to
treat Communist that way in retaliation.

The facts, however, are otherwise. The
political prisoners we reported were al-

most without exception, not Communist .

but indigenous South Vietnamese im-

gi?{%"mp! lg’m?em-

Of even greattr importance | .
on conditions is the brutal treatment by
the police of the native population most
of whom ‘happen to be non-Communist.
Total repression of civil liberties in South -
Vietnam 1s Government policy. Those
arrested on suspicion are beaten into con-
fessing and sent to prison without trial.

Because of the limited time available
to fully explore this aspect of our investi-
gation, my report did not deal, as it prop--
erly might have, with the subject of
Antri. This is the-method created by an
executive decree for holding without trial
up to 2 years and renewable, anyone |
suspected of being a Communist, a Com-
munist sympathizer, or what amounts to
being publicly for peace.

In South Vietnam, the terms “Commu-
nist,” “neutralist,” . and “pacifist” are
interchangeable. A member of the Na-
tional Assembly, Ho Ngo¢ Ceu, whomn we
interviewed, estimated that, almost 50,000
such political prisoners are now in jails,
over 7,000 of whom are at Con Son.

In the ferocity of the war itself, we
seem to have overlooked the fact that
what started in Vietnam as the struggle
of its people for independence and self-
determination somewhere along the way
became an ideological war between the
United Stq,tes and the Peoples’ Republic
of China.

The shortcoming of U.S. policy in
Southeast Asia lies not in opposing eom-
munism if that is what the people of
these countries also desire, but In our in-
volvement in the internal affairs of other
nations without regard for what the
people really want. ’

Thus, we are a party to supressing the
many nationalists groups that might
create a popular government that would
offer a non-Communist solution to South
Vietnam’s problems. But apparently we
are committed to opposing all opposition,
internal or external, to the military die- .
tatorship of the present regime.

This policy is self-destructive, Owur -
bombs, firepower, and rockets have dev-
astated the landscape and crated social.
disintegration. : )

The Saigon Government ¢an only re- *
main in power because of our military _
might but is unpopular beesuse of it.

We are, therefore, troubled when we
address ourselves to the Individual com-
ponents of an unpopular government
such as the military dictatorship of..
Thieu-Ky. Will such programs as Viet-
namization, pacification, and land re-
form work? ) '

The answer was best given by Thieu
Thien Hoa, Rector of the Buddhist. In-
stitute, whom I interviewed in Saigon,
when he said the success of such pro-
grams depended on the government that
sadministers them. In the hands of an
evil regime the best of programs will fail.
Only a government which is popular, one
that is not corrupt, or controlled by an
outside power can succeed in making
government work in behalf of the people.

I am convinced the South Viethamese
people believe thelr only hope of achiev-
ing real independence and self-determi-
nation is the total withdrawal of the U.S.

n pris-
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military at the earliest possible time.
And, in this hope, I believe more and
more Americans are in agreement. For
Americans, the war has become a night-
mare. Only how are many of us begin-
ning to see what it is doing to our econ-
omy, the disunlty being created among
our people, and the effect it is having on
our youth. Above all, we should he con-
cerned with what our involvement in Asia
is doing to human life and social justice.

As the world’s most powerful military

power we can with dignity become its -

most poweriul force for peace. -
Pertinent material follows:
U.5. PoLiCtes DESTROYING INDOCHINA,
STANFORD BIOLOGISTS WaRN

United States military strategy in South-
enst Agia is producing such devastating, long~
term environmental damage in Vietnam that
& crippled land will be the “legacy of our
presence,” a group of Stanford University
biologlsts warned today.

‘The study team, which included graduate
students, post-dogtoral fellows and faculty
members of Stanford’s Department of Bio-
logical Sciences, made public its findings on
the ecological effects of tbe Indcchina war
in & conference held at the Sheraton-Palace
hotel, The report, entitled “The Destruction
of Indochinae—A Legacy of Our Presence,”
was published by California Tomorrow, state-
wide environmental organization,

“This study falls within the scope of our
concerns,” California Tomorrow noted, “for
we will be unable, while pursuing the dirty
business it portrays, to turn our wealth and
creative energy to our massive dormkstic prob-
lems, prominent among which are those in-
volving the environment—of California and
the nation,”

The report detailed the intensive defolia-
tion and cropland-destruction programs em«
ployed by U.S. forees in Vietnam which claim
to be justified in terms of saving lives of the
U.8. and Soutb Viethamese troops fghting
for the sake of the people of South Vietnam.
. “However,” the report adds, “4n view of

the permanence of the environmental dam-
age being produced by U.S. military opera-
tions in Southeast Asia, it is Lmpossible to

identify the benefit to the people living there .

or to their descendants.”

Noting that the report is primarily con=-
cerned with ecological damage, the authors
also point to other damaging results of these
warfare tactics.

It says: “The military is transforming a
basically rural agrarian society into an urban
nightmare which is economteally dependent
on the continued presence of the United
States. America and its allies have forcibly
transported people from hamlets {nto refu-
gee camps located in and near cities, and have
driven many more off their ancestral lands
by bombing and defoliation,

“In the past ten years Saigon has grown
from a city of 250,000 to become one of the
world's largest. ’

"It now has 3,000,000 people and i3 the
world's most densely populated city. The
extremely rapid influx into the cities and
surrounding camps has created massive prob-
lems in housing, feeding and providing
medical cere for the refugees.”

In an introductory statement, co-author
Donald Eennedy, professor and chairman of
the Department of Bilological Bcelences at
Stanford, comments that the “‘central ques-
tion is now a simple one. ‘How can we claim
to be acting on behalf of People when our
action itself is prohibiting a future for
them?' ~

The authors forecast that “when the fight-
ing haa finally ended, the suffering and hard-
ship will bave only begun, for our actions in
Vletnam have severely upset the environment
and greatly reduced the ability of the land
to support its people.

o CONQ];‘ESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

“The defoliation of vast areas of forest and
agricultural land by poisonous and terato-
genic {fetus-defarming) herbicides, the satu-
ration bombing and extensive hurning, the
deliberate destruction of crops with resulting
starvation, malnutrition and disease—these

"we have introduced to Southeast Asia and to

the list of avallable techniques for waging
war."”

The report concludes:

“The devastation we have already caused is
& monstrous legacy for those we call our
friends. The environment, the soclal organ-
ization, the very future of Vietnam have been
50 severely mortgaged by action supposedly
on her behalf that an American policy of
immediate and permanent cessation 1s
clearly the most effective ald we can now
give.”

Note to EpiTors.—In sddition to Professor

"Kennedy, other authors 'of the report are

Professor Colin Pittendrigh, biology depart-
ment; Howard Edenberg, graduate student in
molecular blophysics; Patrice Morrow and
Bruce Bartholomew, graduate students
studying physiological ecology of plants;
Lawrence Gilbert and Edward Merrell, grad-
uate students in population biology and
ecology; Peter Cohen, post-doctoral fellow
in molecular genetics; Matthews Bradley,
graduate student in developmental biology:
and Patricia Caldarola and Paul Grobstein,
graduate students in neurophysiology.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HoOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., July 13, 1970.
THE PRESIDENT, p
The White House,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: A5 6 member of the
House Belect Committee on United States In-
volvement in Southeast Asia, I have sub-
mitted supplemental views to the House on
my findings including conditions we found
at the South Vietnamese Correctional Cen-
ter known as Con Bon. Since the United
States contributes Anancial ald, although
moddest, to, this facllity and because of the
United Btates involvement as an ally with
the government of Vietnam, this matter is
of direct interest to me and to our position
in world affairs. I wish, therefore, to respect-
tully report my findings to you for whatever
executive action you think appropriate.

I believe the Subject matter of this inquiry
has been at times not seen in its full perspec-
tive. Prison reform per se, although desirgble,
was not our primary objective. Con Son IF
merely symptomatic of political oppression
and suppression that in South Vietnam pre~
vents freedom of expression and self-deter-
mination. Because of thi$, such programs as
Vietnamization and Pacification receiving
our direct assistance are jeopardized which
1h turn affects the withdrawal of American
military forces.

To merely address ourselves to correcting *

prison conditions, although desirable, is not
enough. The full range of governmental pro-
grams and policies that our government sup-~

' ports should be re-examined.

Alzo the issue of Con Son has become iden-
tified with the prisoner of war issue, In my
report and personal statements, I have at ho
time sought to convey the idea that we had
interviewed or found in this particular prison
communist prisoners of war. Such prisoners,
if in this Center, we were told would only be
there because of subsequent criminal of-
fenses, We had no way of verifying this as
a fact.

Those persons we did interview indicated
to us that they were South Vietnamese polit-
ical prisoners and not prisoners of war, This
I betieve to be true since prison officials cor-
roborated these statements.

I do believe, however, that our American
prisoners of war may be somewhat aftected by
the fact that iInhumane treatment of politi-
cal prisoners on the part of Bouth Vietnam

*
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weakens our slde in its insistence on a moral
code for the other side to which we ourselves
do not subscribe in the conduct of a govern-
ment which we support. And, I strongly con-
demn those who would emotionalize this 1s-
sue in order to rationalize a continuation of
WaT.

In making public the facts we found at Con
Son and elsewhere, I did so in the strong
bellef that our government in assuming the
leadership of exposing and moving to stamp
out political oppression and torture no mat-
ter by whom committed can better insure im-
proved treatment of Americans held by the
enemy, and eventually achieve a more viable
and stable government for the Vietnamese.

Personally, I found communist strength in
Sguth Vietnam very limited. In such a strong
force as the Buddhist, for example, the domi-
nant spirit was one of nationalism, self-ceter-
mination, and independence of all outstde
forces, including both imperiallsm and
communism,

But in the government’s policy suppressing
such volces of rellgious leaders, students, dis-
ahled war veterans, and political opponents
. . . with United States support, we have
given the people the hard choice of com-
munism or war rather than an alternative of
national patriotism with peace,

I urge you to take immediate executive
action in support of a thorough inquiry in
these matters by competent and judiclous
authorities. I enclose my fuil report to the
House of Representatives for your considera-
tion, and I assure you of my readiness to as-
slat our government in whatever way I can
to address the wrongs committed and to speed
up both cur military withdrawal as well as
the safe return of Americans held by the
eneny.

Respecifully yours,
AvucuaTus F. HAWKINS,
Member of Congress.

Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. Speaker, I

thank the gentleman from California for .

his remarks. I might say I did receive
full cooperation from the gentleman, As
I said, we did have disagreement on cer-
tain parts of the report.

I would like to say concerning Con Son
prison, it was the feeling of two members
that it should probably have been stated
in the summary report in detail, but it
was the feeling of the majority of the
committee members that discussion in
great detail of conditions found in only
one section of only one South Viethamese
prison might have dangerous implica-
tions as far as North Vietnamese treat-
ment of prisoners of war Were concerned.
It was further felt the North Vietnamese
might selze upon the treatment of South
Vietnamese political prisoners as a prop-
aganda tool, It was a deep and abiding
concern for the plight of captive U.S,
servicemen which pervaded the final de-
cision of the committee, so this as a mat-
ter of opinion I might say.

When Congressman AxpeErsoN and
Congressman HAWKINS reported to me
about what had been found at Con Son
prison that Thursday afternoon, I im-
mediately got in touch with Ambassador
Berger, the assistant to Ambassador
Bunker, and asked for an investigation.
The next morning, before boarding the
biane back to the States, I talked to Am-
bassador Bunker. I assured him of the
committee’s concern and he told me there
would be an investigation.,

After arriving back in the United
States, I called, and also the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. Apalr) of the com-
mittee, called Mr. Hannah's office. He

July 1£, 1970
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directs U.S.|aid. We talked with two peo-
ple in Mr. Hannah's office. We were as-
sured we would be glven reports ag to
what had done on this situation.

The commiftee wanis Con Son prison’

corrected. I have taken action to see that
this 1s done, However, we were concerned
by what might happen in meaking Con

Son a strong issue in the report as far
as American prisoners of war were con-
cerned. ]

Mr. ROB:FSON Mr. Speaker, w111 the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from New York, a member of
the select committee.

Mr. ROBIBON. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s yielding to me.

I notice there are other colleagues who
were not on the committee who wish to
take part in this colloquy, so I will try
to be brief.

I should like to express, In behalf of
the minority members on the special
committee, jour appreclation. to Chalr-
man MowtdoMmery for the fact that he
did permit those of us who went to Viet-
nam and to other parts of Southeast Asia
with him the opportunity to do, or to
suggest, nearly anything we had in mind
which might advanee our mission.

I did not personally seek assignment
to this particular committee. One of the
reasons why I did not was that I had
somg reservatlons about whether or not
such a committee could get a free, Inde-
pendent and objective Iook at the situa-
tion in Vietham, and I belleve if anyone
looks back lat the experlences of other
factfinding Igroups one. would have to
have some rservations along those lines.

However, it does seem to me, in retro-
spect, I say to the gentleman In the well,
that under; his leadership. and in the
menner by which he let us go our ways—
singly at times, in pairs sometimes or as
members of teams—we got as good an
overall view of the whole situation in
Vietham as anyone could hope to have
under all the circumstances.

- “There has been some criticism, and I
suppose t criticlsm wes inevitable,

_ that we had too many military briefings.
The fact of the maiter is that we are
deeply involved miHtarily, not only in
Vietngm but in many parts of Boutheast
Asia, as 1, s0 that certain military
briefings wére essential.

But I believe if one would count up the
number of other contacts the commit~
tee made, or that individual membérs of

the committee made, one would find -

those otherl contacts and other discus-
sions whereby we obtalned different
points of view besides that of the mili-
tary, wouwld outnumber the militery
brlefings we also had.

Bo, Mr. Speaker, speaking specifically
for the genitleman from Indiana, Ross
Apate, who (was supposed to be here this
afternoon gnd, so far as I know is still
trying to gdt here but probably will miss
the special iorder he had for later on, I
should like 'to express our thanks to the
chairman of our select commitice, and I
believe for all the minority members, for
the manner in which he permitted us to
get the best possible and most objective
look we could at the situation in Vietnam,

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the gen-
tUeman tor his remarks.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

"Mr. HANSEN of Idaho. -Mr, Speaker,
wil! the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I yield to an-
other member of the committee, the

_gentleman from Idaho (Mr, HANSEN),

Mr. HANSEN of Idaho. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

I should like to’ jom my colleague in
expressing my personal appreciation for
the manner in which our distinguished
chairman led the committee during the
course of its inquiry in Southeast Asia.

I believe it is fair to noie that this
committee was unique. So far as anyone
can recall, no commitiee has been cre-
ated by the House of Representatives for

a purpose such as that set forth in the’

resolution which established this com-
mittee. Therefore, in a large measure we
were plowing new ground. There was no
well deflned format. There were no ac-
cepted rules of procedure. .

I had many of the reservations that
have been voiced here today. But, in
looking back I helieve the chairman in
particular did an excellent job in devel-
oping the method of operation and the
approach that was calculated to yield the
kind of information which could be of
greatest value to us in the discharee of
our dutles here in t.he House of Repre-
sentatives.

-I would also like to express my appre-
ciation to the other members of the com-
mittee. The committee’s work was char-
acterized by a spirit of true bipartisan-
ship and ccoperation. There was hever
any attempt by anyone to force his own
ideas or conclusions onto anyone else.
There was a genuine determination to
search for truth~in the face of rather
difficult circumstances. In my Judgment,
the primary rele of the committee was
not to make short run decisions, but
rather to assist the House of Representa-~
tives in the long run in fulfilling its con~
stltutional responsibility in the making
of declsions and the shaping of policy
in the ares of foreign affairs.

‘We have become increasingly and
painfully aware in the last few months
and years of the very heavy commit-
ments this country has made in South-
east Asia—commitments of both man-
power and money. We have become heav-
ily and deeply engaged in a remote part
of the world. Many of these commit-
ments were made without prior consulta-
tlon with or approval by Congress. Un-~
fortunately, in many respects, the role
of the Congress has been a mmnushmg
role in the conduct of foreign affalrs
whereas it should be a very important
part of the work of the legislative branch
of the Government, Within Congress 1t~
self the House of Representatives has
been somewhat derelict In exercising its
constitutional - respensibilities in  that
area. Therefore, it makes sense for a
committee such as this to be created and
dispatched to a part of the world which
has claimed so many American lves and
s0 mueh of our treasure. It makes sense
that we try to go there to gain first-hand
ihformation which can guide us in the
future.

I believe there is oft.en & tendency to
dwell on mistakes made in the past. I
eould take several more hours here talk-
ing about some horrendous mistakes that
have been made in Southeast Asia, but
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1t does no good except to the extent that
our knowledge of those mistakes can be
a guide to future actions and help us
avoid the same kinds of mistakes in the
future, In this respect I felt that the work
of the committee was useful and can be
even more useful in the future,

Mr. Speaker, I might also make some
personal observations about some of the
things I saw. While we tried to avoid a
large number of formal briefings, we did
obtain most useful information during
the course of some briefings. Military in-
formation is pertinent to the mission.
The fact that we did not seek lengthy
formal briefings, at least In my jude-
ment, should carry with it no implica-
tion that we expected to receive inaccu-
rate information In those briefings. In
talking to some of the military people in
the field I think the way we set about
our mission created in some an impres-
sion that we felt any Information that
could come to us by way of briefings
would he incorrect. From my point of
view at least, I would like to correct the
record on that. The cooperation which™
we received, at least in the areas I vis-
ited and the small groups that I took
part In from our military and diplomatic
officials and others was excellent. I will
say that we are very fortunate with the
high caliber of some of the military offi-
cers and diplomatlc officlals we have rep-
resenting this counfry in the nations of .
Southeast Asia. I cannot pay high
enough tribute {0 the men who are over
there risking their Iives every day for
something that for the most part they
think is worthwhile. .

There are very few benefits that can
come from a tragic involvement such as
the war in Southeast Asla. However, 1
believe we can point to one benefit that
will accrue to this country. That is the
caliber of the young men who have been -
in that part of the world who will be
coming back by the thousands and hun-
dreds of thousands, td take their places
as citizens of this country, to go back
to the college campuses, to assume posi-
tions of leadership in the country and
hopefully to come to Congress and bring
to this body the benefit of some of the
experience which they have gained in
the course of their service in Southeast
Asia.

Mr. Speaker, I think the primary pur-
pose of our mission was to try to identify
in some way the role that this country
should play In Southeast Asla. in the com-
ing years. - )

I was Impressed with the great poten-
tial of the countries of Southeast Asia.
They have large human resources, they
are rich in terms of natural resources,

and they have a great deal in common;

they have common opportunities and
they have common problems. But insofar
as the U.8. role in Southeast Asla is con-
cerned, I think if I could use one word
to describe it T would say it should be
“Jimited” and it should be dependent up-
on the demonstrated ability and willing-
ness of the countries of that part of the
world to cooperate and to become mes-
ters of their own destiny; to make an ef-
fort for themselves otherwise no amount,
of help we can furnish will be of any
lasting value. However, the main Impetus
and main thrust has to come from the
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countries themselves. This would be the
central theme that ought to guide our
future actions and involvement in
Southeast Asia in the coming years.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I yicld to the
gentleman from New York,

(Mr. BINGHAM asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr, BINGHAM. I thank the gentle-
man from Mississippi for yielding,

Pirst of all,’T would like to say that I
have read the committee report as well
as the separate views. I am tremendously
impressed with the fact that under the
leadership of the chairman obviously this
comrnittee worked very hard and very
efficiently. I think it is remarkable that
the work was donhe so quickly and that
this report was produced almost imme-
diately upon the commitiee’s return.

I would like to ask one or two questions,
one a general question.

I notice that in the supplemental views
submitted by the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. HamiLtoN) the views which I
read with great admiration, he starts out
by saying:

You find in Vietnam evidence to support
the point of view you have when you artive,
The complexity and the variety of Vietnam is
such that the hawk and the dove will each
observe, investigate and leave assured of the
wisdom of the vlew he had when ‘he arrived,

I would like to know if the chairman
of the committee would share that ob-
servation by the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. HAMILTON) ?

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I would not ex-
actly share those views and I thought
Mr. HamritoN—I have not closely read
his report—went further to say that
maybe some of his views -had been
changed somewhat and that he thought
it was a worthwhile trip. I do not exactly
interpret it to the effect that he said you
could not change your views when you
arrived and you would have the same
views when you left.

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Speaker, if the

gentleman will yield fuither, that is the

way he starts his comments.

‘Mr,. MONTGOMERY. That is true, but
I do not think he concludes his com-
ments in that fashion.

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from
Indiana doeg have further remarks and
that is true, I would like to ask a ques-
tion about Cambodia. Certainly, I recall
the chairman in his initiation of this
resolution recognized the fact that the
major emphasis of the mission should be
the search and destroy missions into the
sanctuaries in Cambodia by South Viet-
namese and American troops, I was curi-
ous to look at the sections of the com-
mittee report dealing with Cambodia”to
find very little, really, in the way of
evaluation of the Cambodian operations.
For example,-I find nothing in the com-
mittee report to sustain the contention
of the President that these operations
were necessary for the protection of
American lives, There is nothing to in-
dicate that tliey could not have been

undertaken by the South Vietnamese
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Army, In fact, I notice in the separate
views of the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
BMITH) he expressed the view that these

operations in Cambodia while success- .

ful, could have been undertaken by the
South Vietnamese Army alone without
the participation of U.S. troops.

I wonder if the chairman would com-
ment on that point?

I wonder if the chairman would com-
ment on this? .

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I think perhaps
the gentleman is right, maybe we should
have had more details on Cambodia.
There was some information that was
classified as far as air stirikes, so that
the committee did gain some informa-
tion pertaining to the 7th Air Force op-
erations in Cambodia that are not in-
cluded in the report because it was clas-
sifled.

We are flying a limited number of mis-

sions now in Cambodia, less than we.

flew up to June 30,

I might say that the general consensus
of the committee as to Cambodia, was
that the next 2 months are a critical
time as far as Phnom Penh is concerned,
whether the city falls to the Communists
or not. That was the general consensus of
the committee that there was no re-
quest for U.S. American ground troops
by any of the officials of Cambodia, It
was the feeling of the committee, that
there was no need to send U.S. combat
ground forces into Cambodla,.

However, the committee did feel small
arms, communications equipment, jeeps,
trucks and some artillery support weap-
ons, would help and this equipment was
needed at once. We learned in the report
that when the Cambodians received this
equipment they distributed it in an or-
derly manner, )

But perhaps the gentleman is right,
that maybe we should have given more
consideration to this subject.

Mr. BINGHAM I thank the gentle-
man,
© Mr, SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman
will yleld, I think one of the things about
Cambodia that one must realize, speak-
ing as one who spent at the most 4 days
there, and the only reason I am rising
at this time 1s that we cannot be definite
at this time,

For instance, I found to my surprise,
and I did not know this before I went

there, that about 100 percent of the

supplies in the sanctuary areas, that
were supplying the forces in South Viet-
nam, came through the port of Sihan-
oukw‘]le. 8o I do not think we can be
definite at this time as to whether this
was a great success until some time has
passed, until we find whether or not
Sihanoukville is opened again to the
Communists, and if they are able to again

use the port and transport the supplies

back into these areas, and that possibly
the Cambodian action represents maybe
only a few months’ delay, but they still
will be able to replenish the supplies. So
I do not think you can be absolutely def-
inite at this time as to whether this
was 8 success,

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield further, as I under-
stand it from the statement the commit-
tee concluded that the Cambodian op-
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erations could have been undertaken by
South Vietnamese troops without active
U.S. participation.

- Mr, SMITH of Iowa. I think I made it
very clear, as a matter of hindsight,
which is always better than foresight,
that I concluded after talking with our
men who work with the ARVN, that
they found the ARVN were in much bet-
ter shape to undertake this operation
than they had realized for undertaking
this action, and I think that was so.

Mr., WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield tc the
gentleman from New York,

Mr. WOLFF, Mr. Speaker, first of all
I want to compliment the gentleman m

-the well, the chairman of this commit-

tee, for taking the initiative to organize
such a mission to Vietham.

I was very much interested in the re-
port, and especially the emphasis that
the committee was placed upon the im-
portance of the economy of South Viet-
ham, in the ultimate outcome of the
struggle.

I wonder whether or not any members
of the committee were briefed on the
extent of our assistance program, the
commercial import program, or in-
quired of ATD about other aspects of our
program—who might be able to answer
& question or two about this aspect of
our past efforts at economie stablization,

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, several of
our members, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. RosisoN) and also the gentle-
man from Idaho (Mr. HANSEN) wrote
part of the report on the economy of

.Bouth Vietnam.

Mr. WOLFF. I have been trying to
get some answers from AID about certain
nefarious dealings. Maybe these gentle-
men have the answers. I have tried to
find out from AID how many firms who
generally do business with AID, who
supply AID -commodities, how many
firms were guilty of any type of indiscre-
tion in their dealings and the final dis-
positlon of these cases. I received a list
from AID some months back, on which
there were some 175 firms that had either
been disbarred, debarred, or that were
subject to prior review, some in amounts
of up to $1 million in kickbacks, and for
false certifications, another one for $194,-
000, another one for half a million dol-
lars. No record of final disposition was
forthcoming however. No record of how
many dollars the U.8. taxpayer was
cheated out of, or why these firms were
not brought to account for their un-
scrupulous dealings. After questioning
ATD I find that I got a list back from
them of only 14 of the 175 cases on
which any adjudication had been made.

I was wondering whether we are still
doing business with some of these firms?
I have asked this question ma,ny times
even to the Director of AID for Vietham
in hearings before the Far East Subcom-
mittee of the Foreign Affatrs Commit-
tee and to this day nobody seems to be
able to give me the answers.

Mr. ROBISON, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentieman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. ROBISON. Mr. Speaker, this gen-
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tleman frbm New York cannot glve the
answer either, but I will say to my col-
league with respeot to the specific Inter-
est he has left that one thing the seleet
commitiee did before leaving for Vietnam
was to circularize all of our colleagues
asking them if there was spme specific
item or special area of concern to. them
that they; would like to have us make
inquiry into.

I do regret that, insofa.r as what the
genfleman from New York (Mr. WoLFF)
now brings out, that this was not some-
thing that came to our prior attention.

Mr. WOLFF. We are continuing to
give ald 0 South Vietnam. One of the
:recom.mendatmns made in the report and
it is a fact that we will have to continue
to bolster; the South Vietnamese econ-
omy, Natiirally, we will have to bolster

the economy of South Vietnam in order 7

to establish a viable state.

But if we permit wrongdolngs like this
‘to go undhallenged, I do not think we
will abe able to bolster thelr economy or
their government. We will set as an ex-
ample the continued reward for cheating
the Umtdd States and perpetuate the
rampant corruption,

One patticular case in point is & phar-
maceutical firm which back In 1967 was
found gullty of kickbacks amounting to
$1 million; The Vietnamese who recetved
those kickbacks is still in Vietnam run-
ning aro%d quite free because the Viet-

namese vernment fatled to prosecute
him. And we condone this—the cheating
of our Government,

‘What afe we doing in order to get the
Vietnamege Government to live up to
their obligations?

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I am not sure
that I have the answer.

Does 'the gentleman from Iowa who
has just réturned desire to speak on this
question?:

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I do not have the
answer I want for the gentleman,

Maybe I should identify myself in this
connection. I headed a group of volun-
teers to Vietnam 214 years ago composed
of one other Congressman, myself, two
political acientists, cne of themi who is
very well known, Mr, Griffin formerly of
the Libraty of Congress and more re-
cently of American University where he
headed the Foreign Language Service
School. Hp has always had an avid in-
terest In Asia.

There were two businessmen, an Iowa
farmer and a distinguished lady from
Iowa, a.nd two ministers of the gospel.
Also the Negro mayor of Springfield,

~ Ohio, that made up our committee.

‘We were asked by the Prestdent of
the Unitedl States to go back a second
time oh tgur and make our observations
'on the operation as we saw it before and

visit the places where we had been be— -

fore and t6 make comparisons.

That we¢ have done and returned and
we are In'the process of writing our re-
port.

In regard to this specific question, re-'

gretfully almost nothing has been done
in this regard, We had done a lot in the
area of corrections. But it is pretty diffi-
_cult to deml with this over there. How-
ever, it wis not too impossible, and this
i5 one of the shortcomings we do speak
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of [n our report. At present this does not
have this type of report now, but we will
have something to that point when our
report Is made.

Mr. MONTGOMERY, May I say to the
gentleman from New York to comment
further on his question we were con-
cerned that we saw t0oo many American
civilians In Vietnam, especially in Saigon.
‘We saw no reason why we could not start
reducing the number of American’¢ivil-
ians even if it involved contractors.

This was of concern to the committee,
We have taken most of the American
soldiers out of Saigon, but we do have
American civilians all over the place.

Mr. WOLFF. The point I am making is
the fact that I do not think any amount
of Vietnamization is going to help us
unless and until we root out the corrup-
tion that exists in the povernment there.

If we are not geing to do anything
about it, and I have-made several re-
quests to Ambassador Bunker to no
avail, and continue to condone outright
thievmg, we will never bring law or
order to Vietnam or eny place else for
that matter of fact,

All the lives we have given—the money
we have spent, will be to no avail because
the image of America will continue that
we condone leadership and individuals
who are stealing us blind—who are In
cahoots with a corrupt way of life that
offers no alleviation to the depravity of
communism,

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONTGOMERY, I yield to the
gentleman from New Hampshire.

Mr. CLEVELAND, As one of the co-
sponsors of the resolution that launched

- your committee on its very Interesting
travels, I have been following your re-

ports and comments with much interest.
I want to commend you and the members
of the committee for the rapid manner in
which you carried out the duties assigned
to you by the House.

There has been some criticlsm of your
effort as you know. We are now debat-

" ing a Congressional ‘Reorganization Act.-

I think if some of our committees acted
as promptly and responsively as did
yours, the hue and cry for congressionsl
reform might not be quite as loud as it is
now across the land.

Speaking of congressional reform, I
wondered if you had any opportunity
during your travels to speak to some of
the members of the Assembly in Vietnam,
or members of the representative gov-
erning body in Cambodia.

Mr, MONTGOMERY. Yes, we met with
the Speaker of the House ¢of the General
Assembly of South Vietnam, Congress-
man RopmsoN, and Cohgressman HaN-
SEN and Congressman AwDErRsON talked
to South Vietnamese Senators and also
Representatives, and we also met with
members of the House Assembly in
Cambodia.

Mr. CLEVELAND. I have not had an
opportunity to read your final report.
Are there references to those meetings in
that final report?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, there are
such refefences,

Mr. CLEVELAND, 'I'he reason 1 ralse
the point is I believe sometimes Mem-
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bers of this House and perhaps the Amer-
ican public fail to realize those countries

do hava representative bodies, During my -

last trip to Vietnam I spoke with several
members and was impressed that after a
very short period of time, that they had
had with representative government,
those members Impressed me 85 anxious
to fulfilll their duty. They were not rub-
berstamps, and they were quite inter-
ested in the work and, indeed, needed
guidance and reassurance from repre-
sentatives such as ourselves.

To your knowledge, did the South
Vietnam’s Assembly have knowledee of .
these prison conditions, for example, that
were referred tQ earller in this discus-
sion?

Mr, MONTGOMERY. I would like to
ask the gentleman from Tennessee to an-

.swer that question. He talked to the

chairman of the Interior Committee of
the General Assembly of South Vietnam,
who has jurisdiction over these prisons.
He could comment furither, .

Mr. ANDERSON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. ANDERSON of Tennessee. Con-
gressman Hawkins, I, and others did talk
with the chairman of the Committee on
Interior in the Lower House of the South
Vietnamese Assembly. He was very much
aware and concerned relative to the alle-
gation of “tiger cages” and treatment of
that nature. We met with him. We met
the night of the day we visited Con Son,
just prior to our early morning depar-
ture. I can relate to you that he was ap-
preciative of the fact that finally these

conditions can be confirmed, that they .-

have beerr seen. He appealed to us to do
all we possibly could to bring their exist-
ence and the conditions therein to the at-
tention of the American people and to -
our own Congress, and he Indicated that
e would report the following morning to
the members of his committee.

As I am reminded, there have been
some hearings going on within his com-
mittee on this very subject, on the sub--

ject of prison reform.

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr, Speaker, will -
the gentleman yleld further?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from New Hampshire,

_Mr. CLEVELAND. I am very Interested
in this subject, and I just want to con-
firm that the Bouth Vieinamese Assem-
bly was aware of these conditions and
was holding hearings on them.

Mr. ANDERSON of Tennessee. They
were aware of the allegations of these
conditions. Apparently they had not yet -
been able to produce any direct, first-
hand evidence of their existence. They
were aware of the accusation.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I might further
gnswer the gentleman’s question about
the Genersal Assembly by saying it might
be & little different from our House of
Representatives in that they have a more
rapid turnover then we do of members of
their Congress—about two or three of
their memhers are killed by the Com-
munists each year.

Mr. CLEVELAND. A good point a.nd. 11;
fortifies my convictiont that we In the
House should he doing more to help them
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with their efforts and deliberations to
make representative government work in
South Vietnam. I have long urged this
and and feel 1t would be helpful to & suc-
cessful Viethamization program.

Mr. FLOWERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from Alabama.

Mr, FLOWERS. Mr. 8peaker, I want
to commend the distinguished gentleman
from Mississippi for his leadership and
outstanding work on this select com-
mittee. I also had the opportunity of
visiting Southeast Asia at about the
same time this committee did and would
like to share & few of my own observa-
tions,

From fire base Mo less than s mile
from the North Vietnamese sanctuary
known as the fish hook, I saw elements of
the 2d Battalion, 1st Air Calvary Divi-
sion, pulling back from Cambodia on
June 30, the final day set by President
Nixon. There was much evidence of suc-
cess, and the officers and men seemed
near unanimous in applauding the ac-
tion. The weapons and materiel captured
should bring more flexibility in Vietham-
ization, hopefully allowing a faster-rate
of withdrawal of American troops.

There is evidence of progress in many
areas of the country since I was last
there in August 1969. In the rich Mekong
Delta area, for example, Government
control has increased enormously and a
relative degree of calm and prosperity
has come to much of the countryside.
Yet, in the vast mountainous areas and
in the jungles, the Vietcong and North
Vietnamese roam in small units and
bands at will. Seeing is believing—and
you really do have to see the ecuntry
to believe how this could possibly be with
such a large number of United States,
South Vietnamese, and other friendly
Iorces there.

I observed local elections in several
areas and was amazec at the amount
and freedom of participation by the peo-
ple. The nation has a tradition of local
government that is very strong, but a
national democratic republic is some-
thing entirely new to them. They have
made some significant advances toward
a truly representative and responsive
government, but they have much further

to go in this regard. We should continue

to use our infiuence toward this end.

Let us not make the mistake of trying

to relate completely their government
processes to our demqcratic system and
institutions. From the time of our inde-
pendence, we have known no other way.
America was born into a democratic tra-
dition, but such is completely new to them
and they are not yet ready.
* However, I do feel that we are in the
position to continue pressing the South
Vietnamese Government for much
needed reforms and responsiveness to
the needs and wishes of all segments of
their people. The military battle may be
on the decline, but the economic and
political war rages om. In my judgment,
the ultimate survival of the Republic of
Vietnam depends on suceessful action in
all three of these areas.

As for Cambodia, there is one single
thought uppermost in my mind after

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

meeting with leading Government offi-
cials in Phnom Penh on July 3, and talk-
ing with U.S. Embassy people and others,
That thought being—they want to do it
for themselves.

These proud and fiercely independent
people tucked away in a corner of the
Asian Continent just want to remain neu-
tral and independent in their own way.

In my judgment, we have an opportu-
nity to help them do just that—at very
little relative cost to us—and no further

- direct involvement of U.S, troops. In the
meantime, we could reap the added bonus
of greater stabilization of the situation in
the southern half of the Republic of Viet-
natn.

Notwithstanding what you may have
read or been led to believe, the Lon Nol
government of Cambodia does not appear
in danger of being toppled. Increased

military pressures from the North Viet-

namese and Vietcong could change this
at any time, but the government gains
strength each day as its army becomes
better trained and equipped.

Ancther myth that should be exploded
is that the government overthrew Prince
Sihanouk through seme hook or crook
and that it is neither representative nor
the legitimate government of this nation
of 7 million. The fact of the matter is
that the ohly change in leadership has
been the removal of Sihanouk as chief of

. state by the duly elected and constituted
Natichal Assembly by a unanimous vote.
Let us not forget that he had become
chief of state by action of this same
assembly.

Lon Nol was Prime Minpister under
Sihanouk and remained in the same posi-
tion after the March 18 action. All other

*top government officials did likewise. But
they came finally to the realization that
the only way they could fully assert their
independence against the North Viet-
namese and Vietcong was to take the
action they did.

A massive U.S, aid program is not de-
sired or desirable, nor from all indica-
tions does it appear to be necessary.
These people are not grabbing for all they
can get from us, but honestly and sin-
cerely seek economic and military aid to
help them do the job in their own way for
their own country.

They vitally_nggd this help and I feel
very strongly that they ought to get it.

(Mr. FLOWERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. Speaker, we
saw the gentleman from Alabama in Viet-
nam. This is the second time the gentle-
man has been to Southeast Asia and he
has gained a very comprehensive knowl-
edege on Indochina,

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gehtleman from California. )

Mr. WALDIE, Mr, 8peaker, I con-
gratulate the gentleman on his report
and compliment the committee on the
objectivity, particularly in comparison to
the Presidential committee that preceded
the gentleman’s commitiee,

May I also make a personal comment.
This appointment as a chairman of a
committee of the gentleman from Mis-
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sissippi was not only a reflection on the

“wisdom of the Speaker in selecting the

gentleman, hut it also strikes a blow for
those of us who have maintained that the
senjority system should not be an abso-
lute around here. The gentleman has per-
formed so well in this case that he is a
prime example that the inflexibility of
the seniority system on committees can
stand some scrutiny.

However, I have only one question if
the gentleman will permit me to phrase
its context at some length., As T under-
stood the President’s theory in terms of
the necessity of the incursion into Cam-
bodia, it was to protect the fianks of the
American Army as we withdrew from
South Vietnam, to make possible our
withdrawal without being jeopardized by
flank attacks from the enemy. I have
some problem in understanding that sit-
uation, given these facts. In the latest
Pentagon figures I have seen there is in-
dication that there are under arms in the
South Viethamese Army no less than 1,-
200,000 men with armor and with artil-
lery and with air. I find opposing that
1,200,000 men is a force of not more than
240,000, which is the highest figure I ever
have seen, comprised both of the VC and
North Vietnamese, none of whom have
armor or air or artillery.

I gather under the analysis of the
President that is used to justlfy the in-
cursion into Cambodia that the 1,200,000
South Vietnamese with armor, artiliery,
and air are insufficiently skilled, dedi-
cated, or committed to protect a leisurely
withdrawal of American forces against
this 240,000 enemy without armor, air,
and artillery., Was the gentleman's com-
mittee able to ascertain the correctness
of those assumptions? Is the South Viet-
namese Army 1,200,000 men, so inade-
quate that it is unable to protect our
withdrawal over a period of a year's time
or more from the enemy force of 240,000
Vietnamese and Vietcong?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Can I answer
that question in this way?

I would say it was the general con-
sensus of the committee that the Cam-
bodian operation on the sanctuaries was
& military success, and it probably de-
layed the enemy for at least 6 months,

In my personal opinion I think the big
gain out of the Cambodian operation was

-that it gave the South Viethamese the

confidence they needed.

I personally think we should continue
to withdraw Americans from South Viet-
nam even though we might have some
setbacks but the withdrawal should be
orderly. I think the Vietnamese can han-
dle the situation and it should be up to
the South Vietnamese now. We should
bring the Ainericans home.

In my opinion the South Viethamese
Army, Air Force, and Navy are capahle
of handling the situation. .

We met with a third secretary at the
North Vietnam Embassy in Vientiane,
Lags. They are a mean, tough enemy
which uses guerrilla tacties. This is the
reason why we cannot completely anni-
hilate them.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa, Mr, Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I yield to the
gentleman from Iow.a.
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Mr. 8 of Jowa. Mr. Speaker, it
‘would have| been difficult for me to have
understood | any other approach except
for one . When one files over and
sees the ons of acres of unused land,
it is possible to realize how the North
Vietnamese can strike at their own will
at a place of their own choosing and then
run back i
find them. :

One cannot match one man for one
man under those kinds of circumtsances.
‘They must have about 10 to 1 or mare on
the South Vietnamese side.

The objett was to rob them of their
arsenal in the sanctuaries.

Mr, W. TE. May I ask the gentleman
another guestion? .

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. Yes,

Mr. WALDIE, Would, under the same

rationale, it be a feaslble action on our
part to invade the Laotlan sanctuaries?
Mr, SMITH of Iowa. I cannot answer
that specifically. I say it i5 a different
problem.
I will say: it would be extremely diffi-
cult, if not plmost impossible, to ever de-

fend ag the Laotian sanctuaries In
the northemn part of the country. Cer-
tainly that js where almost nobody lives,

In that mountainous area it would take a
huge army {to defend that mountainous
area. The Bouth Vietnamese may be
fighting up fthere for 20 or 30 years. But
that does n¢t mean the southern part of
the country cannot be secured.

Mr, WALDIE, I have just one final
question.

You mentioned earlier, Mr. Chairman,
it was your belief it would not be de-
sirable for American armies to be utilized
to prevent n takeover of Cambodia by
the Communists; dld I understand you
correctly? -

Mr. MONTGOMERY. th.t I sald was
that I saw 1o reason for using Ametican
ground trogps in Cambodia.

Mr. WALDIE. Is that because you be-
Heve the Cambodians can defend thelr
own country?

Mr, MONTGOMERY. Yes; I believe in
the future we should take a real, good,
hard lock al wherever we use American
troops in Sputheast Asia, because there
are some problems which develop when
we bring in| American troops. -

- I do say In some cases we should give
financial ald and we should give military
supplies, That perimins to the other
countries over there also,

‘When we send in U8, troops, the Com-
munists turt it around and use it against
us, They say that this government we are
supporting has become a puppet govern-
ment, and in some cases they are right.

Mr. WALDIE. Do I correctly under-
stand that, under your theory, your be-
lief is that the Cambodian people are
able to defend themselves against the
Communisty thah are the South Viet-
hamese? :

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I believe they
need the Soith Vietnamese support. The
South Vietrlamese are there now. I do
not believe ‘they need American troops
there. These two countries have common
boundaries And common probléems,

The Cam are known to have
South Viethamese help. and they are
getting 1t ndw .

the forest and nobody can-

B
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Mr, WALDIE. I have just a reserva-
tion. I will ask no more questions. I do
have a reservation about the South Viet-
namese who are Mot able to defend thelr
own country without American troope,
nor even able to protect American troops
as wé withdraw, going into Cambodia
to defend Cambodia against Communist
troops.

Mr, MONTGOMERY I generally be-
lieve we can have an orderly withdrawal
and they can defend their own country
and help Cambodia, However, the South
Vieinamese will need some air support
from us and also logistic support.

Mr.” ROBISON. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for an observation?

Mr. MONTGOMERY., I yield to the
gentleman from New York.

Mr. ROBISON. I might remind our
chairman, who has been dis¢ussing this
subject of Cambodia with the gentle-
man, that I had reservations’ originally
abolit the necessity for and the wisdom
of the incursion into the Cambodian
sanctuary areas: But the American sol-
diers who were taking part in that op-
eration had no question about the need
for it and the justification for it, as I
discussed it with sgme of them. Their
understanding was that every bullet
which was captured or found in those
hidden areas, and every mortar round
which was captured or found, was one

less bullet or one less mortar round to

Ekill Americans and take American lives.
For whatever this is worth, there was
Jjustifieation for it in their minds. -

Mr, MONTGOMERY. Before I yield, I
would like o say that we had a very
capable staff. We had some problems
with one of the staff members—these
things do happen—but we did have
eight staff members. Seven of them were
dedicated, and they worked very, very
hard.

I yield to the gentleman from New
York,

Mr. LOWENSTEIN, I thank the gen-
tleman,

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker,
to extend the time of the special order
for another 15 minutes because I want

to ask the distinguished gentleman from -

Mississippi & number of guestions.

The SPEAKER prg tempore. Under
the rules of the House, a special order
cannot he extended for more than 1
hour,

Mr, LOWENSTEIN. Is there ahy way
that time may be cobtained to extend it
for another 15 minutes?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I might say to
the gentleman from New York that the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. ADAIR)
had 1 hour, and he took that for the pur-
pose of yielding time to other gentlemen
like you who wish to ask questions, I do
not know who has the next hour, May-
be the Chair couid tell,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the
gentleman would like to make a request
after the other speclal orders have been
completed, he can make the request for
& special order. .

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. How many addi-
tional special orders are there between
now and then?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Seven.

Mr, LOWENSTEIN. How much time is
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left on this special order? Is there suffi-
cient time for two or three questions

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr, Spesker, ‘I
would like to ask unanimous consent for
15 minutes after all other special orders
have been granted. Then mayhe we can
continue. I have some questions, also.
Many of these special orders will not be
taken, and perhaps the gentlemen will
stay.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Iowa?

Mr. MILLER of Ohio, Mr. Speaker re-
serving the right to object, may I ask
how much time there is in those seven
special orders?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three
hours and 55 minutes,

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I imagine the
gentlemen who have time In those spe-
cial orders will probably let us have 15
minutes.

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
withdraw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, .1
vield to the gentleman from California
(Mr. HANNA),

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Spea.ker. I ma.ke the
point here I hope we can discuss some
of the economic problems associated with
this matter. As the gentleman knows; I
was coauthor of the resolution that sent
the committee over. What I am con-
cerned about is that we have blown holes
all over that country and we have created
fantastic problems with regard to the
farmiand. It will take a tremendous
amount .of time and work and money to
get these farmlands back into produc-
tion. I have seen holes 30 feet in diam-
eter out there. They are trying to repair
the damage to hospitals alsc that are
full of injured people. People are just
being taken out of the country and
placed In the cities, We have created
tremendous problems there. I has been
said, with friends like this, who needs
enemies. I hope we can discuss some of
that.

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. I wonder if I
might direct a number of guestions to the
distinguished chairman of the commit-
tee. The gentleman from Mississippi
knows that I respect him and consider
him e friend, and it is in that spirit that
I raise these guestions.

_The first is this: If it is true, as you
sugegest, that.the South Vietnamese are.
now ready to take over the fighting them-
selves, then is it not desirable for the
United States to withdraw its forees In
an orderly fashion as quickly as possible?
That 1s to say, should there not be &
commitment to finish our withdrawal by
a fixed date so it Is settled that we are not
going to go back In, even if there are what
the gentleman has called setbacks? Or
if these setbacks became serious, would
you favor our staying there longer or
perhaps even sending more troops in?
And if the latter is your position, just
how bad do the setbacks have to be
before you would suspend or reverse our
withdrawals? In short, if ARVN is now
abie to take on the bulk of the fighting, .
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is it not simple commonsense for us to
annhounce g terminal date for our In-
volvement in the combat, and if we do
not do that, do we not seriously Increase
the risk of being sucked back in if things
do not go as the Thieu-Ky government
wants them to go?

Mr, MONTGOMERY, Well, I shall at-
tempt to answer the question in this
fashion: In our report we recommended
that the withdrawals of American troops
not be annhounced as to the date of such
withdrawals, because the only one who
really benefits is the enemy. We had off
the record talks with correspondents
over in Southeast Asia and they felt this
is one thing that should not be done;
they thought we should not have an ad-
vanced announced timetable. They said
bring the Americans home and then an-
nounce how many you had brought
home.

I would say to the second part of the
gentleman’s gquestion, that there will be
some setbacks in South Vietnam. But
if they cannot make it now—the South
Vietnamese—they might not be able to
make it in 2 or 3 years from now. So
I see ho reason that we would have to
rush troops hack there from the United
States, However, I will say to the gentle-
man from New York that we will have
to continue to glve the South Viethamese
some military equipment and some fl-
nancial help. We are golng to have to
give them some air support—B-52 sup-
port. The committee felt that, really, the
big problem facing the Scuth Viethamese
was the economic situation; the pacl-
fication and Vietnamization programs
were moving along hut that the danger
lies in the shaky ground on which the
piaster rests. It is when the farmers
find out that the piaster will not buy
what they thought it would, that you will
have the Thieu government in trouble.

Mr, LOWENSTEIN, Mr, Speaker, if
the gentleman will yleld further, I would
like to ask if he found any evidence to
confirm reports that many Cambodians
are very worried and unhappy about the
presehce of any Viethamese, including
South Vietnamese, within their borders?
As the gentleman knows, it has been
widely reported that the Cambodiang feel
that -they most need protection against
is the Vietnamese, and that the con-
tinued presence of the South Vietnamese
Army in Cambodia may he viewed by
. Cambodians not as a protection but as
a danger,

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield? .

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes: I yleld to
the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I went into two
of the vlllages and talked to the Cam-
bodians in the villages. I found, without
exception, this to be the case. They hate
the North Vietnamese. They are not ex-
actly in love with the South Vietnamese,
but they are glad to have them there so
long as they will help protect them from
the North Vietnamese and then they
want them out. That is the situation
they are in.

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield further, what
happens then wheny we leave and when
the South Vietnamese leave and the
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North Vietnamese do not? Do we go
back? I do not understand the scenarlo if
that contingency arises, and it seems ex-
tremely likely that it will arise if our

troops and the South Vietnamese troops

are in fact going to withdraw and stay
withdrawn sometime.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They want the
South Vietnamese to stay only so long
as necessary to keep the North Viet-
namese from taking them over.

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield further, does he
disbelieve reports of the incarceration of
large numbers of Vietnamese in Cam-
bodian prison camps, or does,.he agree
that such camps exist and further com-
plicate an already difficult situation?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did not know
any were in prison camps., The South
Viethamese were because their people
that escaped when the North Viethamese
came into the towns and fleq,, they
wanted to go anywhere to get out of it.
They may have also just wanted to get
out of an area where there is war going
on. I do not know, but I think that was
malnly the answer.

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. I am afraid I am
imposing on the generosity of my friend
the gentleman from Iowa, so I will be as
brief as T can.

But I must say that I was horrifled if
not exactly surprised by these new dis-
closures of how thls government that we
have supported with 50,000 American
lives treats people it does not like, I am
ashamed to be allied to such a govern-
ment—more accurately, to be yoked to
such a government, not because our se-
curity demands it, as has been the case
in other alliances with some brutal gov-
ernments in the past but because, s0 we
are told, this is a government defend-
ing “freedom.”

I am deeply disturbed also by the al-

“most casual reaction of our Government

and in this body to the disclosure of these
conditions. Has this .war so dulled our
national conscience that we can no
longer cry out against horrors like these
even—or mayhe especially—when it Is
clear that we share responsibility for
their perpetration?

But it is not only because I am ap-
palled at conditions in Con Bon that I
am disturbed by this kind of reaction. I
‘think halfhearted American protests
about evils over which we have somé con-
trol severely weakens our case against

the mistreatment of American prisoners.

by North Vietnam, How can you demand
humane treatment for American prison-
ers and at the same time all but yawn
over inhumane treatment of Vietnamese
prisoners—unless you assume that Amer-
icans are & sort of master race who must
be treated according to different stand-
ards -than Vietnamese, a double stand-
ard that many Asians already suspect
we abide by?

Those of us who live in dread about
how American POW’s are being treated
in North Vietnam-—and I believe that in-
cludes all of us—should be grateful to
our two very able and honorable col-
leagues, Mr, ANpersoN and Mr. Haw-
KiIng, for bringing the situation at Con
Ban to light. It is not these courageous
men who risk giving Hanol an excuse to
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mistreat American prisoners; it 1s, on
the contrary, those who fail to protest
the conditions they have exposed, those
who refuse to join In the demand that
conditions like these be terminated, that -
glve such an excuse to Hanoi. Everyone
should demand that all brutality against
all prisoners be terminated. I am sure -
the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee agrees such brutality should be
stopped. Is this not precisely the occa-
sion for all of us, whatever our views
about other matters to join in a world-
wide effort to stop the mistreatment of
war prisoners everywhere?

I cannot believe that any of us who
have friends or relatives imprisoned in
North Vietnam—or anyone else who
cares about the fate of these gallant
Americans will fail to see how urgent it
is that conditions in Con Bon be
changed, that those responsible for those
conditions be removed from positions of
authority and punished appropriately,
and that those who concealed those con-
ditions be disciplined. I wonder 1f the -
distinguished gentleman from Missis- "

-sippi agrees that we tamper with the

well-being of the American prisoners in
North Vietnam by failing to respond to
these revelations in this way.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will briefly try
to answer the question. I think if is really
a matier of judgment how you approach
the situation. We thought that the ap-
proach was to notify the proper authori-
ties at once, and see if this bad situation
could be corrected. And we were con-
cerned that it could have some repercus-
sions on the American prisoners of war.
The majority of the committee felt that
this situation at Con Son Prison should
be corrected but we did not think Con
Son should be the main focus of the re-
port and we knew the Communists would
use this bad condition at the prison to
further mistreat American prisoners of
wWar.

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. I thank the
gentleman for his answer. )

Mr. SMITH of Iowa, I do not want any
intimation taken, and I hope the gentle-
man did not mean to make it that the
members of the commitiee were condon-
ing what was going on over there. There
was not one member of the committee
who condoned what was going on over
there. And within hours after it the
chairman of the committee talked to the
Ambassador over there, and to other
people over there,. and said “We want
something done about this.” This is not
something that just came up a few days
ago. It was done while we were still over
there. As soon as they got back they
talked to the people there to get some-
thing done. There was no condoning of
this anywhere along the line.

Mr, LOWENSTEIN. I would certainly
not imply that any Member of this body—
or anyone else who saw conditions like
those reported at Con Son—would con-
done them., What I am saying is that
there are degrees of noncondonation,
There are levels of protest. I would hope
that there would be a unanimous and
angry outcry of protest about these con-
ditions, that we would all agree to do
whatever is necessary to correct this sit-
uation at once or to end our association
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rect it. . *
Mr. SMTTH of Iowa. I wéuld point out
that the ge%ﬂeman from California and

the gent 1 from Tennessee (Mr. AN-
DPERSON) who are {wo knowledgzeahle peo-

- ple were or nationwide TV on Monday
before the report was flled, which was the
proper way|to do it and they were tell-
ing everybody.

©  Mr. LOWENSTEIN. And I am praising
them. [

Mr, HAWKINS, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. MONTGOMERY, I yield to the
gentleman, ;- :

Mr, HAWEKINS. I merely want to echo
what the gentleman from New York has
sald, and wHat our concern was in expos-
ing these conditions and to point out
one Iact I ithink has not been clearly
stated. :

The Amerjcan official U.8. aide who ac-
compeanied $s to Con'Son admitted to us
that he knew of the existence of the
tger cages, and that is containéd in the
report which I made. Either 1t was in-
cumbent upon him, if he did not know,
or kmowing, ihe was concealing the fact—
and I think the latter is true because this
was his admission. ’ :

It seems, therefore, that someone, somé
American officials were informed and had
knowledge of these conditions and did
not expose them.

I think while the members of this com-
mittee and: certainly the Members of

Congress aze certainly clear ‘on this is-
sue, I we must condemn those
American cials Including Frank Wal-

ton who had knowledge of these condi-
tions, : .

Certainly; the members or someone at
.the Embassy should have had knowledge,
and did notias such do something about
these conditions hefore they were actually
revealed. :

THE PERIL OF IGNORANCE
HON. WILLIAM G. BRAY

: OF INDIANA
IN THE HQUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, July 14, 1970

,  Mr. BRAY, Mr, Speaker, I wish to in-
sert at thid time the revised and ex-
panded verdion of a speech I made in
Indianapolis in May 1970;

THE PEZREIL OF IGNORANCE
(By Woimam G. Bray)

(Prepared for dellvery for Armed Forces
Day st Stouffer’s Inn, Indlanapolls, Indiana,
May, 1870—LAter revised and exterded.)

Enow the tnemy and know yourself;-in a
hundred bat{les you will never be in peril.
... When ygu are ignorant of the enemy
but know yourself, your chances of winning
or loging are jequal, If ignorant both of your
enemy and of yourself, you are ocertain in
avery battle to he in peril,

Those ageless words spoken 25 centuries
ago are a clear warning to us today. The
bleaching bones of & hundred countries that
either failed|to heed them or falled then
10 act In their nationel interest and safety,
stand as silent reminders of the truth Plato
grimly wrote 300 years before Chrigt: “Only
the dead have seen the end of war.”

" A glance at historys chromictes will show
very, very-few perlods-in the span of writien
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with whoevér makes 1t impossible to cor-

human history where there was not in some
patch of the sky above the globe that “harry
of midnight cavalry, riding the wind.”

8o, like it or not, any country that hopes
to remain externally decure in a world in
which the unprincipled and aggressive will
prey upon the weak must keep Itself spiritu-
ally, economically and.milltarily strong,

Just over a year ago I visited Tunls and
spent a day searching for the ancient battle-
fleld of Zama where in 200 BC the Roman
forces under Scorplo Africaniis eliminated
Cathage from the world. Carthage was 50

Interested in her wealth, had become s50°
preedy, B0 aelfish that she forpot that the.

price of freedom is eternal vigllanoe. The
Cathlginian became so intent upon the click-
ing of gold pouring into his tills, so en-
chanted with the roar of the growing.com-
merce, 50 careless of his perscnal responsi-
blllty to serve his country that he could
not hear Cato dally shouting in the Roman
Senate: “Delenda est Carthgo” (Carthage
must be destroyed),

We do not need to go back 20 centuries to
realige the danger and evil that can result
from allowing blind trust, stupidity, and
selfishness to wreck a civillzation,-It was less
than 40 years ago that Chamberlaln tucked
his umbrella under his. arm and went to
Munich to appease Hitler and give him what
Chemberlain did not have to give: the free-
dom of Czechoslovakia. Many of ua gtill re-
member the wild cheering that followed
Chamberlain’s proud announcement: *“We
have attained peace In our time. ™

The sacriflce was so unnecessary. Hiltler did
not have the strength at that time to over-
run Europe. All he needed was Chamber-
laln’s surrender and this he received.

Now as then we have the “doom-shouters”

who at the top of their lungs scream that .

we are drifting into a milltaristic society
and shriek incessantly of what this is doing
to us s Individuals and to use as a nation,
thess last few weeks we have heard
their hysterical shrieks of outrage that our
President took the measures he had to take
1o protect our soldiers from an enemy who
had taken sanctuary in a country that is
trylng to be heutral. These shouters, llke
Chamberlain, seem to -have forgotten that
freedom and lberty are expensive luxurles,
but their alternative—slavery, can be even
more expensive, .
I recently read a book most complimentary
to the great productive “know-how™ of

- America. This book, the Amsrican Challenge,

was written by J. J. Servan-Schreiber, a
Frenchman, It cleady-reoogmzes that the
American inventiveness, engineering and
productive capaclty exceeds the wlidest
dreams of man. However, this story of our
country's industrial, economic and fnancial
sirength elso brought to me an awesome fear
for the future of our civilleation if we ever
allow America and- Ainericans to deterlorate
Physically, mentally and spiritually to the
polnt where we can no longer capably con-
trol and utilize the tremendous material
sirength which we are able to produce.

HATRED, THE ORDER OF THE DAY

While reading this tribute to America’s
greatness, I was alse reading in every paper
of the. violence of American youth, Not vio-
lence by the poor, the underprivileged, the
working youth, but by our college youth who
are the beneflclartes of the greatest freedom,
the greatest opportunity, the highest degree
of living and luzury ever enjoyed by any
youth in history, The overwhelming majority
of American youth today are fine, dedicated
young people; but many of them do not
realize the growing problem posed by the
small but violent group of activists. Many
tolerantly view these actlvists ag Just another
group “doing thelr thing.” In every paper In
Amerlca We read of a segment of these youth

.spewing hatred on America and gl that

America stands for. At the game time they
revel In pralse of Arnerica’s enemies. These

youths are Joined and defended, end in meny
instances directed, by leftist professors who
are being pald thelr salarles by American
taxpayers.

‘We need to be lnformed as to the cause
and purpase of thesé anti-American acts.
In the words of Sun Tsu, let’s dispel our
“ignorance of the enemy.” Only the nalve
doubt that much of the impetus and plan-
ning for the “hate America” campalgn comes
from our enemiles abroad, but the real danger
1s from the enemy within our country.

There 15 a vast difference between dlssent,
which Is the very essence of a democracy, and

-attempts to destroy our country by violence,

To those violent ones, America 13 always

“WIODE, our enemy 18 always right; peace 1s

the surrender of the United States; and dis-
armament means disarmement by the United
States. Let us face the issue squarely: the
only act that our country could perform to-
day that would bring this small but vicious
and violent band of antl-American leftists
back into the national structure would be the
act of total surrender to Hahol. And yet even
this yielding would bring only a temporary
calm while another anti-American “cause’
was belng established., .

By the philosophy of the violent activist.
throwing & rock or a golf ball spiked with
nalls calculated to blind or maim a police-
man I5 “legal dissent,” but reaction by the
police or other law enforcement officials to
protect themselves or other Innocent victimas
13 “repression” by “Fascist pigs.”

Omne of the goals of this violence is to de-
Btroy the ROTC (Reserve Officers Tralning
Corps). Scores of ROTC buildings on college
campuses have been hombed or burned. The
ROTC 1is not & part of so-called “militatism.*
No students are required to be members of
ROTC. The ROTC 18 an adjunct of the con-
cept of the citlzen soldier (s soldier In war
and g citlzen In peace) which has enabled
the United States to remain strong and yet
unmilitaristic through ite 194 years of exist-
ence, Why should these youthful, activists

" attempt to destroy the ROTC, which they in

no way are forced to joln or work with?

Back of all this viclence is the goal of de-
struction of this coumtry, for to maintain an
adequate armed force to protect America, the
ROTC 18 necessaty. Violent studenis never
protest the enormous armed forces of Russla
and Red China or any other enemy of the
United Btetes. No acts of aggression by
Russia, Mao’s China, North Vietnam or North
Eorea can rate a word of criticlsm fn the
“hate-America’” ¢camapign. : '

Another target of this destruction has been
the CIA (Central Intelligence Agency), the
foreign intelligence arm of the Unlted States.
Why s New Left violence ditected against
the CIA? Without knowledge of enemy ac-
tivitles America would be helpless to defend
herself against forelgn aggression. Without -
knowledge of the enemy, our country would
be in the position of the magnificent Sam-
Son, about whom the blind English genlus,
John Milton, wrote so feellngly and agoniz-
ingly: ’
Eytless in Gazs, ot the mill with slaves,

O loss of light, of thee I most complain!
What boots it at one gate to make defense,
And another to let in the foe? ...

What, then, is the principal goal of the
New Left? Thé goal is ¢lear: The only end
that they will accept 1s the defeat of this
couniry by Hanod.

HATRED OF THEIE COUNTRY—PRAISE OF ITS
ENEMIFS

Student rioters do not express & word of
criticlam of the vicious SBecret Police of. the
Soviet Unlon, the EGB, but they express
nothing but hate and vituperation for the
CIA. The murder of millions and the inde-
scribable bhrutallty of the Soviet Secret
Pollce, the Cheka of Lenin, the NEVD of
Btalin that directed the purges of the 1930°3-
and the Eatyn Forest Massacre, and the EGB
of today are Ignored., - T T

-
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There is no eriticism of murder and starva-
tion by the Soviets, or of the denial of
freedom to millions in Russia and her satel-
lite countrles, The brutal enslavement of
Hungary and Czechoslovakia do not rate a
word of rebuke,

These proponents of violence among our
youth are dedicated to hatred—hatred of
fathers, schools, fellowmen and their country.
The Aags they carry are the red flag of Com-
munism, the black flag of anarchy and the
Viet Cong flag. The flag they defile is the
Stars and Stripes, the flag of thelr own
countiry.

Viclent students ¢o not ralse a word of
protest agalnst Viet Cong invasion of neutral
Cambodia to use as a sanctuary to launch at-
tacks against South Vietnamese and Ameri-
cans, Yet these same aotivista scream
against the “establishment’” when Amerlcan
troops, at the request of the Cambodian gov-
ernmeut, entered that country to drive put
the Viet Cong invaders and save the lives of
thetir fellow Americans, The New Left 1s not
only bitterly opposed to the-United States
assisting the South Vietnamese in maintain-
ing their freedom; they oppose with equal
hate any Plan wherehy the local South Viet-
namese can retain this freedom by their own
effort. Difficult though it is to understand,
the goal of this violence, not realized, how-
ever by many of those participating, is a
Communist takeover and victory.

These youths who plan to destroy the
“ggtablishment” feign friendship with Black
youths. In actual fact, they have proved by
word and deed that they have only contempt
for the Blacks and desire from them only
their assistance againgt the “establishment.”

In 1968 violent student riots brought Co-
lumbin Unlversity, which had formerly been
one of our great universities, to her knees,
all in the alleged interest of civil rights. The
excuse used was that the Morningslde Gym
was being construoted at a location’ that
should be used for the Blacks of Harlem, In
n speech later before the Harvard Chapter
of the Students for s Democratic Sociely
{SDS) . Mark Rudd, President of 8DS and now
a fugitive from justice, sid that he “didn’t
even know where the Morningside Gym was"”
wet he led cthat riot. Later in the same speech
Rudd sald that there was only one lssue in
the confrontation: “whether or not Ameri-
can universities should be destroyed.” In the
May 18, 1968, issue of the New York Times,
Rudd admitted:

“I was never really attached to civil rights,
There was too much idealization of Negroes.
I have always felt a tremendous barrier
between me and Blacks.”

Mike Klonsky, secretary of the Students for
8 Democratic Society (SD3S), has stated:

“The elvil rights movemsnt was fAnally
buried with Martin Luther EKing's assaging-
tion."” .

Although the Blacks, individually and
through organizations such as the Black
Panthers, have at times worked with the
New Left In acts of violence, they have a
different motivation: while the violent white
students would destroy the government and
society, the Blacks want a greater share in
that government and society, Violent meth-
ods which they pursue are wrong and self-
defeating, but their poals are at least more
understandable .

The New Left in the United States and the
New Left of every other free country attack
embassies and desecrate fags of all countries
that are free. What do these vlolent youth
want? It 15 not s democracy. The “gods”
they worship—Che Guevara, Mao Tse-tung,
Fidel Castro—all dedicated their lives to
destruction of democracy.

The 'free speech movement” (1964-18656)
was launched at the University of California
at Berkeley, the university at that time with
perhaps the highest degree of freedom of
speech and action of any university in. any
country in the world, The real purpose was
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to wreck the school and to deny freedom
of speech to all who disagreed with the orge-
nizers of the “movement,”

Violent students would change that great
declaration of Voltaire to Helvetius:

“I disapprove of what you say, but will
defend to the death your right to say it.

“I disapprove of what you say and I will
fight to your death to destroy your right to
say it.” .

The NKew Left hag nothing but contempt
for Iabor and the betterment of lapor condl-
tions. This summer the youthful activists are
renewing their efforts to take over organleed
labor, as they temporerily cease thelr campus
violence during vacation and join summer
labor forces while the schools are closed.

Another of the “gods” of the New Left is
Professor Herbert Marcuse, who has only hos-
tility for organized labor, As Professor Mar-
cuse states it, American labor has provided
our economy with the products needed and
desired to such B degree that 1t dulls the
“Just for revolution. ' The New Left is dedi-
cated to the destruction of free labor in
America and is proceeding toward that goal.
To realize his goals, Professor Marcuse would
restrict free assembly and free speech to those
who espouse causes which he determines to
be right.

Those who would destroy America are few
in number, but it eshould be remembered that
Mark Rudd stated initiglly he had fewer than
150 followers when he wrecked Columbin
University in 1968; Lenin had fewer than i4,-
000 followers, wheh he took over Russia, and
8 relative handful goose-stepped Hitler into
POWET.

ORGANIZED HATRED

Where and when was this hatred of school,
‘sogiety and government spawned? It is al-
ways present. in some segments of society,
includihg youth. In years padt this feellng has
been referred to as the “sons"” who hate their
fathers.” However, the current hate cam-
palgn received a great and organized boost in
the violence planned and engendered by the
misnamed ‘“freedom of speech movement™ at
Berkeley in 19684 and 1965, This violence was
organized and directed by various leftist-
groups, including Communists, leftist faculty
members and hon-students,

This philosophy, however, received its
greatest single impetus at the Labor Day
weekend conventlon of the Natlgnal Con-
ference for New Politics held at the Palmer
House in Chicago in 1967,

Present at this meeting were representa-
tives of approximately 300 leftist organiza-
tlons: Communists of many breeds—Marx-
ists, Soviet and Chinese, There were Trot-
skyites and Castro and Che Guevara Commu-
nists.  Also present were anarchists, sexual
perverts, arsonists, thieves, hipples and drug
addicts. The meeting was one of disorder,

- hatred and violence. The theme was hatred—
hatred of America, hatred of America’s
heritage, hatred of fathers, hatred of schools,
hatred of everything for which America
stands,

Columnijst Victor
meeting:

“It was like entering the Giates of Hell and
finally coming out on the gtber side.”

Haltimore Suh columnist Gerald Griffin
said:

. "“This political mess attempted at Chicago
158 as ugly as it 1s polsonous,”

There was no united organization formed
at the Palmer House meeting, but out of
this inferno did emerge a clear uhderstand-
ing of what these people are against: they
are against America and want destruction of
her institutions, especially her educational
system. Their ruling passion js “hate Amer-
ica.”

From this meeting the Students for a
Democratic Bociety (SDS) emerged as the
LJeading organization for the hate America
conclave. At a Iater convention the SDS was

Riesel described the

-

-
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split by a disagreenment and the ultra-violent
Weatherman branch of the SD3 came into
being. The Weatherman branch, in mestings
in Cuba and iater in Flint, Michiganh, con-
centrated on plans for launching increased
violence—plans which have since been car-
ried out, A variety of mobilization commit-
tees have added their part to the “hate Amer-
ica™ theme,

What part is Russia, Red China, Cuba,
North Vietnam, North Korea, and other
Communist countries, as well as the Com-
munist Party in the United States, playing
in this planned hatred of America in the
directing of the organized violence on the
campus and in the streets of America? Ac-
tivists of the anti-American New Left do
make visits to these Communist countries
where they receive encouragement and issue
statements through the news media—state-
ments filled with hatred for America and
preaching its overthrow and destruction.
Both these visiting anti-Americans and the
Communist. leaders desire the overthrow of
America. However, these anti-American ac-

- tivists envision & type of government far

different from that which presently exists
in Communist countries,

The viclent student 15 agains; all govern-
ment and law and controls or direction—the
Communist type of government 1a exactly the
opposite, Not only is the individual regiment.-
ed as to government, but to his economics,
political and personal life. These Commu-
nist countries and the Communist Party in
Amerieca do make use of the New Left to
destroy our democracy, 50 that in the ensu-
ing chaos and .ansrchy they will he able to
selze control and establish Communist con-
trol. .

After Lenin and Trotsky seized control in
Russia 1n December 1917, Trotsky turned
his artillery on the anarchist headquarters
in Moscow and quickly destroyed not only
the snarchists but all Russians who de-
manded the freedom they had been promised

"by the Communisis before they seleed con-

trol. :

The strongest and most bitier criticlsm
expressed agalnst the Communists, destroy-
ing the freedom and liberty that they es-
poused before seizing control, have been
written by ex-Communista themselves, such
as: Emma Goldman, 1869-1840; Alexander
Berkman, 1870-1036; Peter Kropotkin 18542-
1921,

It iz interesting that Lenin before gaining
contirol in Russia, used the college youth to
promote anarchy and destroy government in
Russia similar to the same actions being
taken by the leaders of the New Left in the
United States today, A letter written by
Ienin from Parls on October 16, 1905 (this
was twelve years before he finally seized

. control) instructed:

“. . . Go to the youth, gentlemen! That is
the' only remedy! . . . Go to the youth. Form
fighting squads at once everywhere, among
the gtudents and especially among the work-
ers. Let groups be at once organized of three,
ten, thirty psrsons. Let them arm themselves
at once as best they can, be it with & revolver,
a knife, a rag soaked in kerosene for starting
fires , . . Do not make membership In the
party an apsolute condition—that would be

. an absurd demand for an armed uprising.

“The propagandists must supply each
group with brief and simple recipes for mak-
ing bombs ... some may at once under-
take to kill a spy or blow up a police station,
others to raid a bhank . . . Let every group
learn, if it be ounly by beating up police-
men . . ."”

Why should the enemles of America at
home and abroad wish to destroy this coun-
try, its heritage and all Mts potential? Is it
that America is in error in building freedom
and dignity, or is it that these enemies would
destroy owr country because of America’s
success and greathess? To obtain a true an-
swer to these questions ts most important to
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