Tueesday, July II, 1967 ~ 6:45 pm
Mz, President:
This amlysis of a Hanol bard-liner's view
of the war s worth reading, including his
mockery of our bombing limitatlons (p. 4).

1 believe the analysis is correct: this is
one side of a debate now proceeding in Hanol.

I can guess the other side's argument but
we're not likely to see it ln print,

W. W. Rostow

INR Memo to the Secretary, July 10, 19{:7-.' "Nbi;th Vietnamese Army Chief of
Staff Comments on Course of War™
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Subject: North Vietnamese A.rmy Chief of Sta.ff Comments on Cou::se oi‘ War .

,;_.

Lieutema.:_it General Van Tien Dmg, Chief of Staff of the North Vietnamese
© Army, recently published e series of articles evaluating the cours'e'oi‘ the Viet-
nam conflict. The articles convey a sense of confidence and determinatiOn to
fight on carried to the point of inflexibility, though they also polint out that
the roa.d. will not be easy, and they may b_e intended to counter less rosy views.

o . Asserts US Is on Defensive. General Dung's articles, published in several

June issues of the military daily Quan Dol Nhan Dan, are replete with claims

that the US has been driven into essentially defensive military tactics in the
Vietnam conflict. Dung asserted that, "together with the South, we have driven
the Americans into a more seriously passive sirategic position in which their

forces are scattered more widely in both parts of our country." He hailed the

. N

strategy of ‘continuous eiiacks ptrbsued by the North Vielnamese and Viet Cong
forces over the past six months and called Zor the furcher wse of such tactics

in order te_,"annﬂ:ilate each importent military uniy of the enemy and unceasingly

" drilve him into passiveness, embarrassment, and ever Neavier and more tragic de-

feats." He zlso expressed satisfaction over Yhe results accomplished in expand-
ing and training the "three categories” of NVN/VC troops {gwevrilla, local

forces, mailn forces), amd over their rapid mastery of varlous categories of

modern weapons.
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But Doubters Persist. Despite the generally satisfied tOne of General

Dung 8 review of military development, it 1s alao clear that the Hanoi debate
over military tactics still continues, or at leaat still ranklea. General .T
Dung stated that the balance and composition of the armed forces does ‘not de- .
pend on & "certain subjective view" but can be changed if "obJective require-~ |
ments" so determine. Moreover, having pointed to the value of modern weaponry,

he also recelled that "many'military theoreticiana" have "blindly revered up—to-
date weapons and techniques." Such statements auggeat that there may still be -
those in Nbrth Vietnam who argue that the doctrine of "people s war" requires

different tactics and troop compoaition than now uaed, perhaps favoring a_re-

turn to pure guerrllla war, while others may argue that greater reliance showld
be placed on modern weapons. B
The assertive tone of Dung 8 comments also has a quality of protesting

To0 much of overstating the prospects for military success in a way which
hints that Dung is attempting to convince skeptics. Dung's very tone of con-
fidence, therefore, may indiecate, in an oblique way, that there are officials'
in Hanol who are questionino the prospects for military victory, Just as Dung
is touting them.

Differences with Soviets? CGeneral Dung at several polnts appearcd to be

claiming that Banoi has devised better missile and anti-alreraft defenses than
those suggested by 1ts supplier, the Soviet Union. For example, Dung boasted

that "our Party" is "bringing some sharp chenges in the current military theory

applied by many countries in the vorld of today-ue specially the theory concern-

ing the role of an air force, missiles, and varicus weans against up-to-date

I
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weapons and'means." He hailed "owr original Vietnamese combat methods,'which.:
are sultable to Vietnamese conditions and are not dogMative and imitetive,“-
and boasted.that “we have seen and deternﬂned correctLy the way of employing our

forces in air—defense combat." He also asserted that "international assistance .

is very important, but, no matter how great it is, it must be utilized through

:'our_efforts in order to develop its effect." ‘The above passages'sugéest that

the North Vietnamese have developed thelr own tactics for use of modern Soviet :

weapons, and have insisted on using the weapons themselves rather than relying

- on'outside help--if it was offered--to operate them.

These statements, combined with reports of Soviet complaints about North
Vietnamese misuse of Soviet SAM's,also indicate that there may have been
arguments between Hanol and Moscow on the tactics of modern anti-aircraft warfare,
and that the North Vietnamese have insisted on developing and using their own
tactics,with the SAM's rather than those suggested by the Soviets. However, it
would seem exaggerated to conclude that such difierences have developed into

major sources of friction between the two regires:; Hanol has long been rigldly

afsertive on the correctness of 1ts own views on the conduct of & people s war,"

[

_insisting that the unique character of its own experience and mission qualified

it to devise its own tactics. It has disputed wilitary tactics with Peking, and
nay atlll be doing so, but 1t continues to receive Chinese aid. Neither Hanoi,

Moscow,nor Peking appear prepared to let the tactical disputes by themselves

mushroom into maJor crises in relations.
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. and political factors in the country and in the world."_ Thus, he stated,-"the

C

Mocks US Air Force. General Dung reserved his most sarcastic observations

for the US Air Force. He observed that tne USAF has found it impossible "to
develop fully its strength and strong points" because the US has'"been forced

to act according to a definite rule due to the complex effect of the military )

+

U5 Air Forcs Is compelled. to .take each escalat*on sten and cannot attack the

Morth massively and swiftly throush strategic, 1srge-scale, and surprise bomb-
ings.”‘ He edneluded that "its besic weakness lies: in ‘the: fact.that it cannot
?reeLy develicp ius strength, which is really'restricted'because the us aggressors
are nighly isolated in the politic field Ee.alsoﬂclaimadwthat “the US air
pirates' morale 1s very low" because of these restrictiOns and that USAF "tactics,

techaiques, and pilots can definitely be defeated.”

Ooposes Negotistions and Bombing Halt. Generai ﬁung;‘following a stiffer
line than thst normally used by Norta Vietnamese regime spokesnen, asserted
that Hanoi hed to reject "the peace-negotiation tricks othhe:United States, and
he derided the "illusion-of'peaceful negotiations." He also stated that “oniy

when the South Vietnamese revolution is successful can the Nbrth enJoy peace,

and that the "war of destruction“ (i.e., thc Us bombing of Nbrth Vietnam) was

not a separate war but @ part of the US war of aggression strategy in South
Vietnam aimed at saving the Americans ‘rom defeat in South Vietnam. He added
that this 'war of destruction" is closely related to the war in South Vietnam,"
and "will end only after the US war of aggression in South Vietnsm is completely
defeated." These statements suggested that Dung may have opposed Foreign Minister
Trinh's public position that there might be negotiations with the US after a

halt in bombings of North Vietnam, even though the war continued in_the'South.
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Pledges Continved Ald to Viet Cong. General Dung came as close as any

Noxrth Vietnameserspokesﬁan to admitting the nature of Northern support of the

'; Viet Cong effort, though he did not mention Nbrthern troops in the South. He

boasted that “our very ‘high and accurate determination has brought many great

- puccesses in both zonea,“ and that "the more the US aggressors attack...the
‘more deverainedly the Northera armed forcea and pecnie live up to the pledge

~t0 the.lh million kith-and-kin Southern coupatriots to fight alqngside them to

liberate the South, protect the Norih, ard advance towerd the reuwnification
or the cowstry." He also claimed that "we have frusitrezsd the US plot of using -
the war of destruction against the North to érevent'the Northern compatriots
from giving aid to their kith-and-kin compatriots in the South" and added that
"the more the communication and trensportation facilities in the North develop,

the more considerably the aid of the large rear to the large frontline in the

'people 5 war against US imperialist ggeression throughout the country is in-

creased.”

‘Bepresents View of Militent Generals. Gereral Dung's erticle was similer
in tone to weveral recent statements by leeding North Vietnamese generals in
South and North Vietnam (including Nguyen Chi Tharh and "Truong Son"). Itthus

very probzbly represented the militant view of the coaflict held by these

gererals, some of whom are directly responsibie for conductiﬁg the Southerm
“venture while others offer strategic assistance and direction from the North.
All are heavily ccmmitted personally and nrofe551onwllj, to the success of the

war. General Dung's attitude, like that of his colleagues, was boastful,

ethnocentric, and inflexible. Scme of his remarks indicated that there may be
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opposition to his viéws outside this group”of generals, snd we can probably

.

essume that the opposition is very powerful since it might have had to overcome

tae generals' attitudes before ‘being able to come forth with Foreign Minister
Trinh's interview of anuery 28, 1967, NbHEUhQIESB, the confident tone of P
Gereral Dung's Proacuncements, as well.as.his. shility to have them published
sugzests that he and the other gererczls have atk. lenst a.very strong voice in

det crmining Hanol's poliecy in the Southein Wey thoaph this. voice may have been
wealzened somewhat by Nguyen Chi Thanh's recent‘deauhuhn=rw_jux,-,'_

The polemical'and'highly optinistic toneroftﬁeneralhDurw?sparticle sISO
rsised questions sbout the accuracy of his fscts.. As noted sbove, his depiction
£ the militery situstion in highly favorsble terms may have been intended in
part to persuade those who doubted his view of develrmnents. By the same'token,
his derisive attitude toward US ailx operations does not square with relisble re-

ports that North Vietnem hss been hurt by the bombings and with Henoi's efforts
to bring then to a halt. It is, therefore, possible that Dung may have presented
a false picture in order to BhOUu down his opponents and to cheer his military
audience, but there was no indication in the article whether or not he himself

really believed his version of events.
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