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Viet-INam Tad.:ify

| genuinely appreciate this opportunity to dis-
cuss Viet-Nam with you this evening, The ques-
tions we lace there are of such moment that they
properly concern and trouble every thinking
American.

As you of the press have so ably and repeatedly
informed the American public, the problems we
face are complex and the answers are not simple.
Also, I know that you are fully conscious of the
heavy burden you bear in providing a forum for
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that free and public discussion necessary for an
enlightened people.

I do not this cvening proposc to give you any
pat answers, nor do [ propose o (ry (o oversim-
plify the problem. What I hope to do is to share
with you some of my own observations and
thoughts, going back ww my first personal associa-
tion with Vier-Nam as a member of our delega-
tion to the Geneva conference of 1954, my con-
versations with the Chinese Communisis in Ge-
neva from 1954 to 1958, my service on the
SEATO Council, and most recently my service in
Vier-Nam. I also want to summarize briefly the
broad approach your Government is taking to
this problem both in Viet-Nam and in the sphere

of international politics.
The question is not whether Viet-Nam iself, or

indeed Southeast Asia as a whole, is of such politi-
cal, strategic, or economic importance as to justify
asking our men and women to risk their lives
there.

Rather the question is the worldwide effect of

permitting the Communists to breach by force
any of the lines that were drawn in the various
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postwar settlements. The 17th parallel in Vict-
MNam is just as much a part of those sewlements
as Checkpoint Charlie, the 38th parallel, or the
northern border of Greece, The principles in-
volved in Viet-Nam are no less important, and our
national interest is just as surcly involved.

Though at times the outcome may have seemed

in doubt in these earlier contests, the forces of
freedom, with our assistance, ultimately prevailed.
I am convinced that with similar patience and
determination the ultimate ontcome in Viet-Nam

is no less certain.
The principle of self<letermination 15 para-

mount. This, in fact, is the issue. Will countrics
be permitted to develop their own way without
outside interference? Or shall we merely watch as
they are subjected to infiltration, invasion, and
terrorism by neighbors who consider them vulner-
able to the technique of “wars of national libera-
tion"? This problem is not unique to Southeast
Asia, but we hnd it presented there today in far
sharper focus than any place else in the world,

I have spoken of Southeast Asia, and not only
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of Viet-Nam, because it is a struggle that tran-
seends the horders of Viet-Nam. Laos has long
been a scene of conflict because of the unwilling-
ness of one side to honor its selemn written word,
most recently affirmed ar Geneva in 1962, The
official radio of Communist China has announced
the formation of a group dedicated to overthrow-
ing the ancient, Pmud, and independent King-
dom of Thailand, and just last week 1t announced
the formation of a similar group to overthrow
Malaysia, which so successfully defended itself
against a similar atack just a few years ago. Thas
last September 2 Lin Piao, the Peiping Minister
of Delense, again assured the independent coun-
tries of Africa and Latin America that their turn
will come., As a result, I am convinced that, if
the challenge is not successfully met in Viet-Nam,
we will pay a far higher price for at least a genera-
tion to come in seeking to mect it in Latin Amer-
ica, Africa, and elsewhere.

As evidence of concern over this issue by free
governments all over the world, there are poday
over 30 countries providing assistance to Viet-
Mam in a wide variety of ways. Other govern-
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ments in Southeast Asia are particularly con-
cerned and are assisting the Eepublic of Viet-MNam
according to their capabilities. Requests of the
Viernamese Government have brought responses
from Australia, New Zealand, and the Republic
of Korca, which has now sent a full division of
ground forces. And the newly elected President
of the Philippines has said that he is considering
sending Philippine combat forces to Viet-Nam. |
am sure that the present, diplomatic effort will
produce additional assistance from yet other coun-

1r1es,

HISTORICAL REVIEW

Let me briefly recall to you the events in South-
east Asia following the Geneva agreement of 1954,
Worth Viet-Nam hoped it would be able, through
rigged elections, to bring the South under its sway
in 1956. Being frustrated in this design and work-
ing from the theory that the problems of govern-
ing a truncated South Vier-Nam would prove in-
surmountable, Hanoi prepared to capitalize on
the anticipated political and economic disintegra-
tion of the South,
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As early as 1956 Hanoi undertock to rebuild,
reorganize, and expand the covert military ma-
chine that was left behind in South Viet-Nam at
the time the Viet Minh supposedly withdrew in
1954, Southerners who had moved to the North
were given intensive training and political indoc-
irination, and returned to the South as cadres.
Covert supply lines were established, for the most
part passing through the eastern portion of Laos
near the demilitarized zone, This, in part, cx-
plains the intense interest and sensitivity toward
this portion of Laos that has consistently been
displayed by Hanoi. By 1959 Hanoi was ready
to embarrass and raise doubts about the ability of
the Saigon Government o maintain internal
order by stepping up what had up to then been
small-scale guerrilla actions. This was intensifed
in 1960.

Frustrated in their hopes of a cheap and casy
victory, in that year the Communist regime in the
Morth made some farreaching decisions which
they made no effort to conceal. The record in
their own words is clear for all to read.

At the Thind Lao Dong ({Commumnst) Party
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Congress in Hanoi in September 1960, Ho Chi
Minh said that the North must “stcp up the na-
tional democratic people’s revolution in the
South.” Other similar speeches were made, and
at its conclusion the Party Congress called for
the formation of a “National United Front” in
the South. Three months later, that is in Decem.
ber 1960, Hanoi radio announced the formation
of a “Front for Liberation of the South.” This is
the origin of the so-called “MNational Liberation
“ Fromt” in South Viet-Nam. It was then and still
is a pure creature and tool of the North Vier
namese regime. Its so-called leadership contains
not a single nationally known figure. In a truc
sense it is as faceless to the outside world as it is
to the Vietnamese people. Thus it is net a
“national front,” and it is certainly not a “libera-
tion front™ for its purpose has nothing to do with
“liberation”—quite the opposite.

The formation of a purely political “liberation
front” might have been manageable, flagrant in-
terference though it was in the internal affairs of
anather state, but the Hanod regime by no means
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