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The arguments of Mr . Adam Yarmolinsky ma y sound convi nc ing, 
but unfortuna t ely, h i s brand of l ogic is hard to fathom. 

Supposedl y Mr. Ya rmolinsky sincerely believes that the Vi e t 
Cong control o f large areas of Viet Nam is based largel.y u pon ter-
ror. It is not to be denied t hat terror is used but it a ppear s 
that t his terror is usedmore against the Saigon officials sent . 
out rather than directed against the mass of the peop le. Can t h is 
exp lain the morale of t h e Viet Cong? Unfortunately, one ma n doe s 
not seem to have this same faith in the efficacy of terror. His 
name is Premier Ky. According to James Reston (New YYork Times 
Sept. 1, 1965), "Even Premier Ky told this reporter today t ha t the 
Communists were closser to the people's yearning for socia l jus tice 
and an independent life than his own government." If this is true, 
and Herr Ky should know, then why should terror be the main king-
pin of the Viet Cong control? Moreover, the theoretical concepts 
of guerrilla warfare are based upon obtaining the cooperation of 
the population by exp l oiting political grievances, why t he n s hould 
the Viet Con g throw all t nis doctrine overboard? The tru t h s e e ms 
to be otherwi s e, and one is amazed to find how Mr. Yarmo l insky can 
maintain such a profound faith in terror. Christ supposedl y mar-
velled at the faith of the Roman soldier. One can only marv e l at 
Mr. Yarmolinsky's faith in terror which is frightening i n its own 
merits. It is frightening since Mr. Yarmolinsky, as a r a t her mis-
guided practictioner of real politik must naturally then view this 
same terror as an instrument whi ch we could use. One on l y wishes 
that Mr. Yarmolinsky had as much faith in democracy and t he United 
States. 

It seems that the Administration, and people like Mr. Yarmo-
linsky, are inclined to paint pictures of t he situation to s uit pre-
conceived notions. Napoleon once remarked that, "The first qual-
ification a general in chief is to have is a cool head , whi c h re-
ceives exact i mpress i ons, wh ich never gets excited or dazz l e d by 
good or bad news ...There are men who, due to their physical and 
moral constitution, create a picture out of everything ...natur e 
has intended them either to comma nd or direct the grand o perations 
of war. " This Na poleonic dictum a pplies also to the sta tesmen who 
must direct t he blows. 

If t h e war is essentially one of aggression and not one of 
guerrilla war, t hen Mr. Yarmolinsky, and the Administration, must 
exp lain why after almost 2 1/2 years of steady bombing and grea t 
military pressure, little seems to have been accomplished . After 
all, t h e Unite d States is the most powerful nation in the world 
and Viet Nam is only a v e ry little nation - one of the weakes t in 
the world. 

We have messmerized ourselves into painting false picture s 
and we cannot comprehend that perhaps, if Fuller's cyclical theory 
of tactics is correct, then t he Vietnamese, despite their in-
feriority in arms, are actually using more advanced doctrine. How 
else can it be explained? 

Moreove r, if Herr Ky is correct that the Communists h av e a 
more idealistic program, the n what logic is it that 1naintains we 
hav e some mystical obligation to the Vietnamese regime? The only 
obligation should be to our own vital interests, but one has yet 
to show that we are fighting for such aims. According to Cap-
tain Russell Grenfell , ''It c annot b e ov e r-e mphasi zed t ha t national 
intere sts a re t he onl y va l i d f a ctor s t o j ustify going t o war. Un-
fortuna tely, o nce i nv o lved i n a war, even a cold war, de mocratic 
pol i t i c i ans t e n d to get c a rried a way b y idealistic r he t oric which 
turns t hem i n to c hampi o ns of hu mani ty a nd worl d refor mers. Wor l d 
refor m, however, i s t he v ery worst o f all obj e cts to be sough t 
by war. For maj or war neve r ma k e s t h e world better but alwa y s 
wors e o Therefore t o seek t he 'be tterme nt o f t he c ommon man' and 
such beatific conc epts by gettingmass e s of common men , women and
c hildr e n killed, maimed, and rendered homeless is . nonsensical

"That is one reason why the slogan often heard since .193.9 
that nations haveaa duty to fight'. for this or that cau se is _de-
plorable , No ccoun try has a natural duty to fight anywhere or to. 
kill anybody. Ifthere is anymoral duty at all in this connecti on 
it is not to fight and n o t t o kil,L, Eve ry coun try that kee ps out 
of· a world war is . a country s a v e d ' 'for · peace andcivili zation. rr 
Itis difficult to maintain tha t we must reamin inVietNam 

s inc e t h is is a t e st case a nd a Grea t Power cannot admit defeat. 
Clearlywe are f a iling .and no amount o f propaganda is going to 
change it. We are c erta i nl y no t impressingour Al l i e s or anyone
else, but f eeli_ng ours e lve s . Greatt Powers have,.a ft a r afashion,
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admitted defeat in the and survived - the Soviet Union did it 
in 1962 and England did it in 1783. It would be possible to take 
the nation out of Viet Nam (and there are 1000 ways of doing it), 
but it wou ld take far more courage t han Mr. Johnson seems abl e to 
mustero It would seem expedient to fire some generals a nd ge t 
others with a little gray matter upstairs - perhaps some Israeli 
generalso Lincoln fired a number of generals before he found a 
winning combination, but, alas, t his also takes some courage o n 
the part of the Chief Executiveo Unfortunately, Mro Johnson s eems 
content only to 11 ooospeed glum heroes up the line to death o" 
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