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~ Foreword

~ By Hon. Arthur A. Calwell, MHR,,
Leader of the Federal Parliamentary Labor Party.

Dr. Cairns has done a great service to the cause of truth
and _justiee in what he has written about the unwinnable
war in Vietnam. He has analysed with great clarity and
answered with compelling logic every argument for the
gmﬁnueﬂ intervention by Australia in support of the
American campaign.

President Johnson has called this war “a dirty, brutal
war.” I think that is what it is. And if it is that it
ought to be ended as soon as possible by a cease fire
a negotiated peace and an honorable withdrawal by thé

United States and her allies, and the # isti
. ; e forces assisting the

The author reached the central fact o i
happenings in Vietnam when he emphasiseid t:h:t ui‘:g?s:
only by economic aid and the promotion of social justice
that Deace can come fo this troubled area. This has been
Labor policy since 1955. There can be no military victory.

The longer this war lasts, the greater the danger that it

will escalate into a i i
- greater conflict, maybe into a nuclear

cog::n:ilg;:l of a nuclear war, a major war fought with
Wweapons must mean wholesale destruction of

life and property in all Vi
Cambodia, Thailand, even inle(t;laira e

The longer the present

war
the more certain it is that the ozl:ﬂs’ e
be Communist China, and who
the Communists,

forgetting escalation,
ly winner in the end will
wants that? Surely, only

For the Vietnamese peo
F y ble engaged in thig dreadf
civil war, victory and defeat are rs;:we‘iindistlnguiuh BI 3
ishable.

It looks as if there will be little left to make

Nation either prosperous or secure.
I hope this pamphlet will be rewarded wi

sale and a wide distribution orthy
' £ I ;
tinguished thinker who wrote uf Do e

Melbourne,
August 18, 1965

VIETNAM :

s it truth we want?

AUSTRALIANS are now fighting and dying in
Vietnam.

Many more others are fighting and dying there, too.
. Many more will die unless the war ends.

~ We Australians are not only involved in war in
Vietnam. We are involved in history. We are taking
- sides in history.
g ‘Whether we are right or wrong, there are millions of
. Asians who oppose ihe involvement of Australian troops
_in this war in Asia.
Whether we are right or wrong, we are committing
Australian generations yet unborn in the affairs of Asia.
We are justified only if we have the strongest of reasons.

Recently, the Secretary-General of the United Nations,
U Thant, said:

«] am sure that the great American people, if
they only knew the true facts and the background to
the developments in South Vietnam, will agree with
me that further bloodshed is unnecessary.”

If they only knew the facts . . . further bloodshed
is unnecessary.

. I the Secretary-General of the United Nations believes
that, can we in Australia ignore it?

What are the facts?

- The Australian Government, following blindly whatever
the American President decides to do, states that Australia
is in danger.

Why has the Menzies Government sent Australians
Sinto the jungles of Vietnam? Its answer is BECAUSE
T_HERE 1S AGGRESSION FROM THE NORTH.

What is the evidence of AGGRESSION FROM THE
NORTH?

It is summed up in the International Control Com-
mission Reports, and in a “White Paper” issued in
ebruary, 1965, by the U.S. State Department

f there is Aggression from the North, men and arms
have moved from the North into South Vietnam

w many have?
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he walled off society some
there isn’t much that is hidden.”

that which is not hidden?

says: 3 ; !

hinese navy is purely a defensive unit

_operate in shallow waters, (and) . . . one
riking facts out China's military establish-

at it is organised almost exclusively for

ther than attack. . . (and) after sixteen

a has ‘an amphibious force capable of landing

battalions’.” e

the “downward thrust of China”"?
_bi.it."th_e other communist countries?

st weapons from any communist country were
" South Vietnam on May 12, 1962, nearly two
orth Vietnam is supposed to have started the

then the following is the position:

American “White Paper” claims that 184 weapons

n eaptured in South Vietnam from all communist
es to December 31, 1964.

1 1962 there were 93: in 1963 there were 161. And
. 1964.

this AGGRESSION FROM THE NORTH?

nternational Control Commis :
835 weapons captured “up to this day"—Febru

. were 580 Russian rifles, 150 C i
rifles, 49 Chinese machine ns, four Chinese
unchers, five East German rifles and three un-
| machine guns.

" During part only of that period yre than
gapons were captured from the Vi Cong, and
weapons were lost to them by South a

sment and American forces.

Nhat about men?
imed that between 1959 and 1964 there were
firm and 17,550 “estimated” infiltrations
Vietnam into South Vietnam.
the claims.
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ENTLY the Liberal Party of Australia put out
mphlet titled “THE FACTS ABOUT SOUTH
NAM.”
he publication did not mention any of the evidence
out the number or type of weapons.

t did no more than state the overall total of men
had “infiltrated,” and it said there were 40,000.

did not provide THE FACTS about Vietnam. It

provided the unsupported ASSERTIONS about
am.

hy did it not deal with the facts?

*

Is it because the following is correct?
Professor Hans Morgenthau, an adviser with the
United States State and Defence Departments, says:
“[The U.S. White Paper] is a dismal failure. The
jscrepancy between a rtions and the factual
evidence adduced to support them borders on the

. grotesque.”

U.S. Catholic journal, “COMMONWEAL":

“Washington ha
North Vietnam pl n a minor auppnrtmq
role . The gap betwee ington’s rhetoric about
North Vietnam's aggressi €
stifying to it, is
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hat is happening in South Vietnam is not the
of AGGRESSION FROM THE NORTH. what,
HE <

it a NATIONAL REVOLUTIONARY WAR which
ed by conditions in South Vietnam and will not
inless similar conditions prevail elsewhere.

> nearly 100 years Vietnam was ruled by the

national movement against the French began there
1y 70 years ago. It graduallv lrrew in strength.

- During Warld War II the French ﬁrst adhei:ed to the
Allied cause, then switched over to pro-Nazi Vichy, and
then were allowed by the Japanese to remain in control
in Vietnam.

- In March, 1945, the Japanese arrested most of the
,Fi'ench and took over.

_*Aftex the defeat of the Japanese, Vietnam was o
North by Nationalist Chine and in the
~ British. They isted the French to return.

fhe French returned to find the National Revolutionary

ment pxtensive and strong. On March 6, 1946, they
led an agreement with [t read:

Wphe Government of France recognises i Republic

Vietnam as a nt
and its hi forming

eration and the French

Wovember 23, 1946, at Haiphong, the
. gave or that port had .ln
fwo hours or r

he French crui

6000 men, won

nd more
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alians involved

he “tragic adventure” has now been embarked
d Australians are involved.

he ratio of “10 to 1" necessary to win a guerrilla

%30 to 17 has to be established, how many

and Australians will need to go into the interior
nam to comprise “adequate ground forces”?

Vietminh fighting the French was overwhelmed
owWer.

954, Lieut. Colonel Genaste, of the French Army,

Our planes tthey have nonel have absolute mastery

e skies; our navy [they have nonel controls the

our tanks, our armament and technical skill are
lenged.”

ut the French lost. Why?

ecause they tried to deal with a movement that was
ional, political and economic by military means.

And then came the Americans.

- France was to remain in control of South Vietnam
until an election could be held in July, 1956. But the
rench withdrew completely in January, 1956, and a
Government, led by NGO DINH DIEM, and maintained by
America, took over.

DIEM was selected because he was a relentless,
dogmatic man who would never compromise with

Communism.
it

He did not. He compromised with no-one.

Tmmediately, he did W at he was expected to da.
He “cleaned up Saig and began to hunt and destroy
Communists.
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teachers,

Viet Cong
MMMOon sense

_mmunist.s,”

Vietnam

Continuous arrests fill the gaols and prisons to

public opinion and the Press are

( . graft is impossible to hide.

dministrative machinery is about to become

d . . . many people are out of work and do

' a roof over their heads . . . rice is abundant,

. shop windows are well-stocked,

e goods do not move We hbeseech the Govern-
urgently modify its policies,

Maxwell Taylor was sent to

" American “NEW REPUBLIC” reported:

(He_l recommended some deep-seated changes.

Vashington was going to tell the Ngo Dihm Diem
ta follow through with some real social changes

retire to its abundant foreign investments. But

of the sort occurred. Washington purely and
capitulated.”
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BECAUSE Diem’s powerful friends argued that ft_xé
war had to be won first, and that, because he was such a
strong, uncompromising anti-Communist, he had to be

backed in his unrelenting stand.
What about economics?

In his book, “THE LAST CONFUCIAN,” Denis Warner

R A meagre 1.4 per cent of United States aid, or

b : d
illion, went to agriculture between 1955 an
f.‘llg().m The ‘much vaunted rural help programme did
not exist. Land reform was a flop. Industry was
insignificant.” i =
i igati i ietnam
After two years of investigation in South lietnam,
Professor Frank C. Child, of Michigan State University,
concluded in 1961: ;
: BT o
“Today economic development is inhibited, not
lack of resources, but by lack of effort and inept
administration. :
“The rich and the Government hoard their re-
sources rather than invest them in economic growth.‘
“American aid is administered in a fashion which
guarantees the economic and politica_] position of the
rich and merecantile class, which is vigorously opposed
to economic progress.”

And so both the political and economic duqrs throygh
which an answer to the “advance of Communism’ might
have been found were closed.

What was left?

Military action.

Of this military action, 800 American academics wrote
in the “NEW YORK TIMES” on May 13, 1965:

“The manner of combat shows that we have
saturated South Vietnam with every kind of military
equipment the terrain allows.

“We airlift troops and supplies continually.

“We drop napalm on populations intermingled
with guerrillas.

“We burn and defoliate'crops and forests.
“We have resorted to incapacitating  gas.”
What is the essential point of all this?

It is that an answer to the spread of revolutionary
war must be found.

The notable English historian of revolutions, E. H.
Carr, wrote:

“To establish methods of peaceful change is . . . the
fundamental problem of international relations.”
He is right.
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nnoes theory
IT is asserted that if the Commun
in South Vietnam they will immedia

Cambodia, Thailand and Malaya, an
within a few months.

ists are not stopped
tely take over Laos,
d will be in Darwin

How can this advance De stopped?

Professor Bernard Fall, in his b
NAMS,” indicates the answer: i

i

“THE TWO VIET-

. - « . the situation in South Vietnam
parlous and indecisive as long as officials in
and Saigon continue to believe tha
in a revolutionary war is a minor fac
achievement of victory.”

will remain
Washington
t popular support
tor in the eventuyal

- An American writer George K. Tanham, i i
E . s 5 his book
COMMUNIST REVOLUTIONA. RE" 3 {
e RY WARFARE, concluded
“ . .. the Government has to have the active
continuing support of the Vietnamese masses and atll;[é
troops, all the economie and military aid in the world,

though it may delay it, will not halt the Communist
advance.”

The 10 Governments of South Vietnam have never
had popular support for the reasons set out above,

It is now too late for any American supported Gov-
~ ernment in South Vietnam to get popular support.

BUT THE MISTAKE MUST NEVER BE MADE
AGAIN OR THE DOMINOES WILL FALL.

Military methods cannot stop them from falling.

Political and economic progress is the only thing that
- fan stop them from falling

THE LESSON should have heen learnt in the
Philippines.

In 1945, the Americans returned to find the Hukbalahop
terrilla movement in control of much of the country

& Soon a Japanese collaborator, Manuel Roxas, was
President.

The regime was corrupt.
© No land reform was attempted. There was unemploy

nent. Goods in plenty would not sell.' The Huk g
Palgn advanced. It was met by military methods an

Papge Fifteen



B RIGADIER GENERAL E. G. L
American adviser to the Philippines At

. purely military tactics fai
stop the Huks [because the_y] l}ad an;
grievances and made the rngl_'ltmg‘
their slogans. And the change
Magsaysay became Defence
dent]. g -
“He was from the people and trusted
them. ol
“He and the army set abc

tion a living document for th
“Ag they did so, they anc
on the same side of the ﬁglm ; B
“The Huks lost support and had to go on the
defensive.” ke e ¢

Jt was not that the Philippines being an island made

much difference. :

We

constitu-

. people emerged

overwhelming evidence that arms and
only of marginal influence in South
L gre B T I

The National Revolutionary War has to be met

by political and economic reform befor_e it goes too

far or it will not be met at all and war will spread.
Who can meet it this way?

First of all, not the dedicgted, negative, uncompro-
mising anti-Communists like Diem.
Professor Fall says of him:

“ , the Diem regime was autocratic, arrogant,
dogmatic . . . and fiercely resisting any suggestion for
real reform—only one positive alternative remained

. war and escalated war.”

Second, the war hawks cannot meet the National
Revolutionary war.

They and the “industrial-military” complex, which
President Eisenhower, on retirement, thought it necessary
to warn the world about cannot do it.

The Dominoces must fall if the religious bigots and
the warhawks have their way.
And what would be the cost?

Several million American and Australian men fighting
in the Asian jungles.

Hundreds of thousands of deaths from fire and steel.
Perhaps a nuclear war.

- As America’s 800 academics recently said:

“An intervention as massive as this does not
furnish a choice to the peaple. It deprives them of one.”
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Reforms

‘b HAT is the alternative?

It is political and economic reform
R i o to meet the needs

It does not have {o be revolutionary,
The poor and suppressed are satisfied with very little.

The Magsaysay reforms in th ilippi ii
e e Philippines did not cost

They left the middle and offici
el official classes better off

But the reforms won the day,

Recently, the Ame

rican historian and diploamat.
Kennon, wrote: plomat, George

“To the extent that Asia manifests a revulsion
against the West as a reaction to the experience of
colonialism, Americans must find, within ourselves, the
dignity and maturity to accept this. . . It may be said
tha_nt, for the West, the Soviet (and Chinese) threat is
primarily an internal crisis in the West’s own develop-
ment. In this appreciation there lies, in my conviction,
the key to the understanding of the correct method of
approach.”

The question is not whether we should try to stop
the advance by war and violence of Communism. It must
be stopped.

The real question is how?

The answer lies in the West.

It is between those who know that military methods

* eannot win, but political and economic methods can, and

those who say the war has to be won first and political
and economic change, IF NECESSARY, can come later.

Recently in the American Congress, however, Senator
Frank Church recognised what was the basis of military
power in the Pacific when he said:

“America’s real power in the Pacific will remain
where it has always been—in our naval and air power
right along the coasts of Asia.

“Indeed, if we can become disentangled from the
inconclusive and costly jungle war in South-East
Asia, we will be in a better position to use our power
flexibly and wisely than we are today.”

That “power” must be used “flexibly and wisely” E.“ bring
about political and economic progress and to support in Laos
Cambodia, Thailand and elsewhere men who will do it.
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Soon after the election of John F. Kennedy to Presi-
dency of the United States, Senator Chuﬂ-:_h'sa:r? he was
touring Africa with Robert Kennedy. He writes:

«Wherever our presence became ’l;mown eager:
crowds would gather to shout “Kennedy, ‘Kennedy.'

“Word had spread through Africa that the neyvly—
clected President of the United States had, as a
Senator in 1957, spoken up for Algeria in her war
of Independence against France.”

When the revolutionary inclined people of Indoenesia.
Malayasia, Laos, Cambodia, Thailand, Burma and South Viet-
nam call out like that to a Western lender we will know we are
winning.

We will know then that the DOMINOES will not
fall.

*

Summary

THERE can be no doubt whatever: China and North
Vietnam want to see Communists in full control in

South Vietnam.

They also want to see the whole of Vietnam under
one Communist Government.

They also want to see Communist Governments in
Laos, Cambodia and everywhere else in the world.

But what China and North Vietnam actually do to bring
ahout these results has been vastly and deliberately exaggerated.

What have they done so far?

There have been resolutions, directions, plans and
slogans, which in many cases Wwere quite unnecessary
because the Communists and others actually fighting in
South Vietnam probably know more about what should
be done than the Communists in China and North Vietnam
who have not fought in a war for more than fen years.

They have supplied arms and men, which came in,
or were sent in, from North Vietnam into the South.

HOW MANY?
Every item of evidence has been listed and examined.
Page Eighteen Vietnam

of External Affairs, Mr. Hasluck, perso T g i
duce Tl evidence if they have it. S e
BUT NONE HAS BEEN PRQ]:! : :

The evidence shows that arms, mer irection
control, support and enemuagemenii g*:g‘h "lb? the m
is no more than of marginal significance. :

NortEle war effort in the South is not maintained by the
It i_s maintained by people in South Vietnam.
NOI{'tI‘ Hls not the result of AGGRESSION FROM THE

The war in Vietnam is fundamentall ivil
which is a result of the National mo ey o ) e
existed there for nearly seventy years. e i

Communists seek to control and lead that Movement.

They do so in a manner described b i

2 y the Amerie
writer, George K. Tanham, in his hook “COMI\;R?NIS’?‘
REVOLUTIONARY WARFARE”:

3 “Political and military aims are intertwined and
inseparable, with the political objective taking pre-
cedence over the military at all times.”

Communists do not rely upon war, aggression or ferror.
. They are used. But everything depends upon political
ob]ectlve_s (Nationalism, economic reform and political
leadership).

};l\{erytl'ging depends upon the existence of appropriate
conditions in the country.

If the conditions are not there the movement will
not be there.

Communist “conspiracies,” resolutions, plans . . . will
not do it alone . . . they can use the conditions . . they
depend upon the conditions.

The conditions have been present in South Vietnam.
From 1955 to 1963 the Diem Government, “autocratic,

arrogant and fierciely resisting change,” refused to alter,
modify or change the conditions.

_T.his was because Diem was an uncompromising
anti-Communist.

He believed anyone who wanted change was a
Communist, a fellow-traveller or stooge.

He was exactly the same as his supporters—the
Santamaria Movement, and the military fringe in Aus
tralian politics.

And so he lost
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This may go on indefini
about, not by Communist :
but by the ‘escalation i
It is now probably —;Etig
in South Vietnam to allow :

The “advance of Commu sm” by force m i
It cannot be stopped on land in ASTA by a mainly
military campaign. g
Like the Con
itical obs

~ Western aims must ensure
recedence over the military

i - ..(_ﬂ'fWé'ﬁ’ﬁaﬁoneéﬁma who
demand the military answer must have less influence in the
formation of American and Australian policy.

., THE RELIGIOUS FANATICS AND MILITARISTS
CAN DO LITTLE MORE THAN CAUSE WARS WHICH
~ CANNOT SUCCEED., :

_Australia must seek a flexible, progressive policy in
respect to Asia, using, to the full, political and economic
reform, and, for final security, relying in the end upon the
Position stated ahove by Senator Frank Church.

W vements. ' :

_ “America’s real power in the Pacific will Temain
where it has always been—in our naval and air power
right along the coasts of Asia,
. “Indeed, if we can become disentangled from the
'mﬂmﬁi?&;ﬁmsg{u junglgﬂwa: in South-East
Asia, we will be in a better posi on to use our power
ﬂexibi? and. ‘wisely than we are today.” y
What should be Australia’s attitude toward America?
To encourage her to adopt a militaristic policy that
W Government is doing,
ki s i

Farg be to encourage her to ado
! " Dbt a progressive
bolicy that will succeed.

._‘Lel us together face that task, Let us turn from war
‘peace,

5y

- Published by the Victorian Branch of the Australian Labor
Party, Box 70, Trades Hall, Melbourne, and printed by The

Industrial Printing and Publicity Co. Ltd, 24 Victoria
o Street, Carlton, N.3, Victoria
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