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SIMMONS: To set things in context let me tell you a 11tt1e‘*f“
bit about our visitor today. ' ' “"'fi

| Bi1l was my alde during the first part of my second tour as

assistant division‘cOMmander.of the 1st Division, I-inherited;himg
from my predecessor. I was trﬁly'pleased with his backsround;q“' |
‘He had been a platoon leader for half of his Vietnam tour before"

coming to division headquarters. His academic background was par-
tlcularly attractive., " After graduating from Rice in 1966 with a

degree 1n history, Billl attended Oxford, where he studied something e

% - esoteric¢ involving politics, philosophy, and economics and received

3
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a second B.A. and an M.A., During this long stint in England, he
contracted a severe case of_Anglophilia, from which he has not'yet

fully recovered.

BROYLES: "-Phobia" 18 more. accurate, I think,

:-SIMMONS: Then Bill joined the Marine Corps and came out to Vietnam,
leaving there 1n the fall of 1970 to teach-at the Naval Academy.

I hoped that this experience would turn him into a career officer,
;but somehow Annapolis didn't have quite the hold on him that 1

oped 1t uould? After_teaching philosophy there for one academic
ieason, he'left active duty and returned to Texas. Af ter working

n the Houston publie school system for a time, he became a foungder,

tinspring, and edltor of the hlighly successful Texas Monthlz

zlne, eventually becoming editor—in-chief._ About two ‘years. -
o,_he left Texas to become the_editor:of.Newsweek magazine."I'

n't had a chance to ask him about his present institutional
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base (1f any), but I know that he has spent & good deal of time

in freelance writing. There 1a ‘& plece 1in a recent Eaguire that
I've heard good thinga about, though I've not seeén yet. Incident

to hia recent return trlip to Vietnam, upon whioh we'll focus: our

attention today, Bill is writing an article for Atlantic Monthll,

"and 1s up against a tight deadline.

8o much for background, Today, Bill uill set the stage for

discusaion_of.hia areaa,of_particular intereat,-inﬁaeminar glve-

l'and%take faahion, 'We'll go at this until Mr, Frank's eyelids

begin to close, which.ia'a sure aign that we've'gone a blt too

long. Then we'll break for lunch, and continue the round table

diacusaion at the officere club This afternoon, Bill will pro-

bably want to tackle some of you singly, to amass details in

areas of particular intereat.

‘BROYLEs- Thank you very much, General. Do not be alarmed by

the size of this draft (about 40,000 words so far) that I've
brought along,‘_llthought our’ discuasion would be‘improved by.

my use of the actual words. of the North Vietnamese and;Viet“Cong-
generals I met,fwherever possible. Much of what we'll befdiecues-
1ngaia'their view,”and not necessarily mine,‘ But I think'it will

be good to present their views to you as directly and as forcerully

‘a8 they presented them to me. In the context of the Westmoreland

va. GBS News trial you ‘will be getting the outtakes, and not just
the ‘edited version. ; o *
There are. four. general areas I'd. like to cover."

'o”-First, the discussion with general officers‘in Hanol (and
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one 1n Saigon).

0 Second, the discussions with Viet Cong veterans: in Quang
Nam province, about the texture of the war and its impact on their
lives. I want to contrast their experiences with those of American
company-grade veterans, to see where they differ. _ _
- o Third, the alr war in the North, to look at the profound
effect 1t had upon the North Vietnamese civilians.

o Finally, I have some general observations about Vietnam
today, and some comments about the nature of soclety there and 1ts
view of the war and its aftermath.

I went to Vietnam on the 28th of September-this year, and
came out on the 25th of October. My two weeks 1in the North were
_aspent mostly in and around Hanoil, although I made some slde trips
.to the Red River delta; to theltextiie manufacturing town of Nam
Dinh, target of heavy bombing; to the mountainous province that.

borders China. The rest of the time, I went all over South Vietnam,
driving from the DMZ to the delta, and talking to a lot of people.
I remember two things most vividly: -

o The Vietnamese phrase that did most to open doors for me
- was, "Khong Lien Xo," or "I am not a. Soviet." As soon as .Vietnamese
people discovered that I was not a Russian, I was received with
some warmth; but when they learned that I was an-American their
spontaneous. reaction was one of incredible warmth and affection, at
.1 levels, I have some thoughts about that phenomenon, which. I'll

gat to later.

o The second vivid impression was that practically all
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signs of war had been obliterated from the landscapéjfﬁhéthér in
the streeta:of Hanol orvthe=6ountrysidé, north and south, If I had
not Xnown:a.War had ‘taken placé'there,uI'would hot”havé gusssed 1t
from what. I sgaw, ' | | ' l -

I drove around Haroi for . an hour and a half; looking in vain
for evidence of the bombing. :Flying again (as I had with General
Simmons ) over:somehofmthé-toughest\areaé of'IECofpsr-Gb“Nbi'Island;

the ﬂpizona:Territoryi—I-aaw.only'rice'paddiés,'peaééful villages,
11ftle~kidsygoing{tq~achqol,'boysloh*waﬁér'buffﬁlo. No sign there

had ever been a war fought there. -Pormer’ defoliated areaa along

the Mekong hed- coconutwproducing palm trees again.
. Along Route #1, from Da Nang to the DMZ, all signs of American
prqpencewmaveudiaappeanedg' All the Army and Alr PForce inétaliations
at-Red Be&ehg;géhég?ﬂ@m?‘Eagle;'gOnef_Camp Evans, gone; Mérbler
’MOuntaincﬁacilitieﬁj*gonew5fhll that remains is red earthféﬁd‘an"
ocoasibnaiwpieceyof”uaﬁﬁed wire, This really got to me, thinking
of all the people and activity that had been there—-air fields,' :
supply depots, vehicles, computers--all gone., I-rememben.thinking
that Carthage must have looked like this.- o

. Da: Nang used to have one:of ﬁhe-buaiéat'dirportEF1n?thé.world.
Now they will handle: two. flights a day'whén'théy'aﬁe.reaily buay.j'
I waa_&truckLby’therincrediblg quietithere;"Before;"w;fH g11¥the
bustlewandyactgvity; I had a sense of history being made. "This
time, standing near: empty hangars in'hear—absoluté7311ence;*1fsenséd
only-nothingness; The distant mountains and the overwhélﬁihg"duiét

dominated the, scene. It's -as though the country had reverted to a
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pre-historical cultural state; as though”history‘neﬁer'happened.
there, | “ o ' o
‘I met several officers of general rank. The'firéttane'I m9t

was General Man (not the commander of Plei'Me [ Ia Drang]'battla),

who 1s the editor of The Military Daily. I asked him how they
set out to fight‘the Americans at the beginning of the war. 1'
. quote him directly: |

From the beginning we concluded that we could not
defeat the American Army by military means alone,

You were too strong. But, we knew we had one great
advantage. Our whole nation fought. We were unlted,
You were not. That was your weakness and our goal
was to attack that weakness however we could. -

I asked General Man about the current controversy in the
?5.Westmoreland va. CBS News trial--over whom to count in the Viet.
fw_Cong/NVA order of battle. He stated (as would many othera) that
f:_they viewed thelr rescurces as "seamless",?rdm thé_h}&éd regular
L soldier all the way down to the unarmed peasant who scouted Amer)-
;zcan forces and positlions as he worked in the paddiea. Hg=went-on,
Our regular forces comparéd to yours were.small,,but
everyone could fight with ‘whatever he had. If we had
& gun, we'd take a gun; 1f we didn't have a gun, we
took a sword; if we dldn't have a sword, we took a
knife; 1f it wasn't a knife, it was a stick. We took
whatever we had and fought the aggressor. Yau were
the aggressor., There were tens of thougands of
American and puppet troops there when we seldom had
more than one regiment of the regular forces, Why
gouldn't you defeat us? Because we had tens of
* thousands of othera--scouts,.apies,rpolitical cadre..,
None of thils really changed the war, I broke in. What 1t took
finally was North Vietnamese troops. | | _
"Yes, that's true. But that only became possible after you

left, and the self defense forces were crucial in getting you out."
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.He'triedﬁto press the point.. "If you were glven the order to
attack the Da Nang airbase and destroy the pPlanes there, how-many
troopsﬁuould you have needed? The way you fought, you would need
several divisions. We did it,with-precise1y=30.men.~ It was a new
kind of war that we invented, and 1t was possible only : because we
had the support of the people." _ o

The next general I talked to was named Bui Tin. He's .a bit
like the Kilroy of Vietnam. Whenever anything'significantfhappened,
he was there'“ At Dienbienphu in 1954; down the Ho Chi Minh trail
in 1963. ‘He received the surrender of . General (Big) Minh at the
Presidential Palace in Saigon in 1975 Bui Tin said that the NVA
viewed the Americana as having three basic weaknesses.

"o The first was the one—year personnel rotation policy.

No sooner ‘had a soldier begun to 1earn the country than he was sent
home' o i | | ’ . e .

‘0 The second weakness was in the ba;ic approach of trying
to- win ‘the hearts and minds of people while trying to kill them
with Bombs, &

o The third weakness was. in America's choice of an ally.
Ninety percent of the puppet government was corrupt the remalning
ten percent were not enough. | B

I tried to pin down General Man and Bui Tin about the original
decision to send forces from the north. into the south--when and why?

- According to General Man: . | |

In“lQGﬂ}’we’here“on the verge of victory in

the south. We concluded that you would not

let the puppets be defeated. The Politburo
- convened a special meeting to. mobilize the
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people for a long War wlth the Americans,
to plan. the strategles and to. lay the -
ground for the struggle,

Bui Tin's story was different. He traveled down the Ho Chi
Minh Trail in 1963, to ‘gather information for a report to the ”
Politburoc on the status of the Vlet Cong in the South. Bul Tin's{
conclusions differed both from those of the Americans at the time,
and from the North Vietnamese party.line, as expressed by Generalf
Man. According to Tin's analysis, the Viet'Cong were_far from
victory 1n the winter of '63 and”the spring of 'GH; instead,rthey
were in disarray. They could go no further wilthout significant
ald, even 1f the Americans stayed out of the war.
' On the basis of Bul Tin's analysis, the North Vietnamese;
decided to commit thelr forces to the south. ‘SeveralﬁofiQhe.people
I?intervieued told me that‘they had gone down the Ho_ghinMihh.Trail
| “4n 1964, 'But_when I began to show some interest in.the timing of .
‘their tfavels, they modified their earlier statements: "That was
‘really...the North Vlietnamese forces didn't really rsach the
‘battlefield untll after the Americans arrived " They were quite-
enaitive about admlitting anything that could indicate that themw
tered the war before the Americans committed troops.; But I think
ﬁ”that in truth they were 1n place in the south and ready to 80 by.» |
the time we arrived. - Lol b
I trled to get the North Vietnamese view of the battle of Plel
Me (Ia Drang) and two other battles near Chu Lai: Ap Giang (Opera-
‘tion Starlite) and Thanh Mountain, for which I've been unable to,,

find an American designation. [Supposedly a battalion of U.S.
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| Marines was annihilated théré, which does not square with the
histohioal reéord.]l In talking to several genérals about'these
battles, I found certain commpn threads in their descriptions.

I talked at lehgth'with General Hoang, whb 15 now_the chief
historian of the Vietnaheée Army. During the béttle'of Plei Me
(Ia Drang) he was alde~de~-camp to Genefal Man, the Nérth-Vietnamese
commander (not the General Man quoted eéblier). Thése wére Hoang's
reactions to America's entry into the war with troop ﬁn#ts:

- We cannot indulge in wishfﬁl thihking. We ére

facing a modern army, very moblle, never short
of firepower.

When you sent the 1lat Cavalry to attack us

et Plel Me, 1t gave us headaches trying to
figure out what to do. General Man and I would
stay awake 1in our shelter trying to figure out
how to fight you. We were very close to the
front and several times the American troops
camé very near us. With your helicopters you
could strike deep into our rear without warn-
ing. That was very effective. We had to
organize our reer to make it [just] as prepared -
to fight as our frontline troops.

Another general, the commander of the 2d Ve Di#ision talked to
me about this, and'hoﬁ they developed their tactic or‘"grabbing
them by the bélt"--he actually grabbed me by the belt to demonstrate--
to counter these'initial‘American advantages. Aside from sfﬁyiﬁg

outside of American artillery fans, thé NVA and VC‘could also

neutralize our indirect fire capability‘by engaging our units at

very close range,.iﬂéide the minimum‘ranges‘of'pur weapons. They

could not mateh the aerial mobility pbovided by Amerlcan helicop-

ters, but théy could neutrélizelit-to some extent by‘maintainihg

superior ground'mobility to American‘trooﬁs once they had debarked
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from their helicopters. An effective'switch'on'the'“érab them by
the belt" tactic would be to lure. American heliborne forces outside
the effective range of their artillery, into situations where thelr
ground mobility wa s limited once they had landed. Under such
conditions, the North Vietnamese/Vc always felt confident of victory,
The NVA/VG see Ple!i Me (Ia Drang) as a great vietory for them,

desplite the claims of [Colonel Harry] Summers and others that
American use of mobility and firepower at Ia Drang heralded a new
type of alilr assault warfare that proved quite effective against NVA
regular forces, as indicated by comparative casualty counts., The
body count argument is remarkably unpersuasive to.the Vietnamese.
. Time and time agailn, they will brush aside.anyﬁreference to losses;
sayling: | .. | |

Of course we had'sacrifices, of'course we had‘losses}

But we were learning. The Politburo said simply to:

fight the Amerlicans and learn your fighting techniques

as. you go along.

Aware that the Amerilcans considered the Ia Drang action a

success, the North Vietnamese watched the 1lst Cav 8 new-found
| confidence in. its firepower and mobility grow steadlly into a-
pervasive fire support base mentality. That in turn proved to be.
the best thing the NVA/VC had going for them, because they could
always count on American forces to remain dispersed, [rather than
concentrated for decisive action] and to rely heavily‘on helicop-'
ter mobility Instegd of improving their capability to move over the
ground They could count on our offensive operations.never going
beyond the artillery fan. | |

General Hoang went into more detall about this phenomenon:
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The 1st Cav: came out to fight us with one day's
food and a week's ammunition. They sent their
clothes back to Saigon to be washed. They de-~

-~ pended on water brought by helicopters in cans.
We were amazed at how dependent you were. on your
logistics. You were prepared for a different war,
to fight an enemy like yourselves.

Hoang continued:

Our mobility was only our feet, so we had to lure
your troops into areas where their helicopters

and artillery would be of no use. And we tried

to turn those advantages against you to make you
so dependent on them that you would never develop -
the abillity to meet us on our terms, on foot,
lightly armed, in the Jjungle. You seldom knew

" Wwhere we were, and you seldom had a clear goal, so
your great advantages ended up being wasted and .

- you spent 8o much of your firepower on empty jungle,
You fell into our trap. Your forces were divided.
For example, from 1966 through 1967 you had some
nine hundred operations and could not concentrate
on our regular troops [at the right time and in the
right placel, so your advantages were wasted.

Thls theme runs through all the NVA/VC discussions of the war
from 1965 tprough.1968, But during-the action they refer ﬁo as
Weéﬁmoréland's sécond'campaign of 1967, they had becomé concerned
about the possibility of a ahifting in the strategic balance of

forces [in favor of the Americans.] General Tuan, ther"grab them

by_the'belt? commander of the 2d Viet Cong division, expléined it
1ike this: - o N

In the spring of 1967 Westmoreland began the second
campalgn. It was very fierce. Certain of our people
were very discouraged. There was much discussion on
~the course of the war, Should we continue our main

| force efforts, or should we pull back into & more

i local strategy? By the fall of 1967, though, we -
(A - * concluded that you'd done your best, but that you'd

; 8till not reversed the balance of forces on the
battlefield. The strateglic. position had not changed.
30 we declded to carry our one decisive battle,

to force the issue, to escalate the war.
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Despite the declsion, Tuan and others remainedmproperiy.
respectful of American aif power, among other thinga, recalling
their earlier experiences., As Tuan recalls: o

When the Americans entered the war we spent all
;o our time trying to figure out how to fight you.
- Everyone from the lowest soldler to the highest o
general talked a-out 1t constantly. It was a
matter of 1if~ and death. The 1incredible fire-
power and your mobility were our biggest concern.
I myself saw the first B-52 raid on Highway #13
on June 8, 1965. I will never forget it. Ten
groups of B-52's dropped thelr bombs not four
kilometers from me. It was horrible. Two or
three units were simply blown away. Our losaes.
were huge. We had to admit you had terrible
strength, How could we preserve our forces
and stlll engage you? We decided we had to
force you to fight our way--plece by pilece.
The result was interesting. We had to get so
close that your artillery and alrpower was
useless. As a result, our logilsties forces--
which were farther away from the Americans-~
took far greater losses than our combat units
that engaged them., :

Bul Tin summarized the situation suceinctly:

Of course, we had heavier losses 1in 1965. But
we learned, We learned to build speclal shelters;
how to decoy artillery and alrplanes; how to tie
you to your fire bases and your helicopters, so .
that they worked against you. We were at home in
the jungle and you wanted only to get back to your
bases to shower and get a letter from home, These
factors count more than firepower, and we learned
how to use them agalinst you. : _

General Man talked about Khe Sanh and the_1968.Tet'dffensive:

Westmoreland thought ‘Khe Sanh was [another] Dien--
blenphu. Dienbienphu was a strateglic battle for us.
We mobllized everything for it. We at last had a
chance to have a favorable balance of forces against
the French. The situation would not allow 1t, We -
~wanted to bring your forces away from the clties to
decoy them to the frontier [to enable us] to prepare
for our great Tet offensive... - e
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SIMMONS: 8ay that agailn, loudly. 7That‘s a very lmportant point.
BROYLES:  (Quoting): ' -
' We wanted to bring your forces away from the cities
to decoy them to the frontier [to enable us] to
prepare for our great Tet offensive.

SIMMONS: Por a moment, I'd like to talk a 1ittle bit about the

| atrategig significance'of Khe Sanh. I don't want to put too fine

& point on it, but 1t.1sfobvious.from this quote-thdt.the North
Vietnamese view of th Sanh was cldser to the Mariné Corps view...'
less like the MACV (1.e.,:westmoreland) view...and much less like
the Alr Force (;.é;, Nalty) view, ﬁith respeéﬁ td:the so—called
Great Debate: Was Khe Sanh meant to be a battle of dedision or
not? Was 1t‘the‘mainiaffort or was 1t aisecdﬁdary effort? This
quote of General Man's 1s certainly not conolusive evidende, but

it 1s e most interesting find,

BROYLES: To be realistic, we should conslder the possibility that
the North Vietnamese originally aet out to make Khe Sanh a battle

of strategic significance but were forced by our strenuous defense

to change thelr minds, .

SIMMONS: If_thqy‘hgd meant Khe Sanh to be a étrategic 6bject1ve,
it went badly for them.

(UNIDENTIEIED): They say thelr strategy was what 1t turned out to

be. Making a v{ftue)of necessity.
BROYLES:'.!es.&'THatfq exactly how they behave.

SIMMONS: But thelr perceptioné of ué are remarkably'poiﬁted.
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They seem to know a lot more about us than we knew about them.

SHULIMSON: 1In the North Vietnamese official history (I don't know

‘how good the translation 1s, but that's what Ifm dependihg'cn.),

they're saying that the Tet offensive decision was made in July
1967, rather than the fall of that year.

BROYLES: I don't think that's inconsistent...

SHULIMSON: There also seems to be eome debate within the North
Vietnamese hierarchy about this time, as to whether they are on the

right course...
BROYLES: 1In 19677

SHULIMSON: Yes, 1n '67. 1In other worde--at thig poihtf-they seem
to be facing the proepect of kicking off a war of large units, in
addition to the war of smaller units already underway. Perhaps
the "'dichotomy between big and small unit wars 1s not quite as sharp
for them as 1t 1s for ue, but they eti11 faced the central queetion
of whether they could match us in combat between large unite.
Otherwise, I think your quotes line up what Douglae Pike haa sald,
about the ineeparability of the military and the political aspects

of the Vietnamese concept of "struggle." -

BROYLES: That's Jjust the point I was about to make. Let me quote
General Man again. .

Ignoring the political [aepect] leads to military defeat.
We never sepdarate the two. We mounted the offensive to
show that you could not defeat us as you had planned.

Of course, we suffered great losses but the losees
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were acceptable given to the success.
Later I asked Buil Tin about this acoeptance of heavy losses, |
especlally in light of_the_great usprising of the people against
the Seuth.Vietnamese,government that the NVA/YCrseemed-to expect.
At first, he seemed to_deny that this was part bf the'strategy,

saying, "We could not have the people go out lightly armed against

'the heavlly armed American troops..."

BATHA: Although I waen't there at the time, I later heard of masses

of peOple with Viet Gong flags walking boldly down the streets,

thinking there would be an uprising. They Wwere slaughtered. I
recognize, though, that there were other subplots involved infthis

phenomenon.

~ BROYLES: Whenever I began to.talk of things like that, I would

tend to~get the same answer, This is what Bui Tin sald abeut it:
It is true that our forces and their allies took great
losses. After 1968 most of our forces were sent into
the south., Some companies were wiped out. = In Salgon,
we suffered terrible losses but we [still) did not lose
even one-third of all the Viet Gong foroces.
I replied thataSeemed 11ike a lot to me.“ It would be like the
Americans 105153*175‘000 men. But Tin just shrugged 1t off:

We had hundreds of thousands killed. We would have
sacrificed one or two million more, 1if _necessary.’

This willingness to sacrifioe is summed up in a brief saying

" of Ho Chi Minh's, which can be found on signs at the entrances to

practically every village in Vietnam:
o NOTHING IS MORE IMPORTANT THAN INDEPENDENCE AND FREEDOM.
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Everyone--from generals to widows to small children--has this
saying planted firmly in his mind, and quotes it freely when aaked
about the sacrifices of the war., Wherever I went I 414 not find
anyone who expressed any degree of regret for'anything he had to
do. | | |

When I went to Hue, I spent a great deal of time talking to a

pair of Viet Cong who currently serve as the Provinclal Vice Chair-

‘man of the Peoples Committee and of the Forelgn Affalirs Committee.:

- Both of them were in Hue back in 1968, at the Citadel and elsewhere.

The first thing they asked me was 1f I had seen the documentary,
"Vietnam: A Television History." (ﬁaughter) I replied.thaf I had.
"Well," the Viet Cong sald, "We watched 1t too. We all watched it.
And we remember scenes of Marines throwing hand grenades, in village
after village, all over I Corps. Why did you do that? Theee were
peasants and workers., Ali they wanted was to live in.peece. ‘This
1s what filled us with the rage to fight." | -

‘ As they talked; I recalled arriving'in‘Thanh My wifh feneral
Simmons and seeing the cilvilian casualties 1nf11eted.by Viet Cong
and NVA. Their bodies lald out in rows. It was horrible, So I
told him about seelng that, and we started argulng. I asked him 1if
he had been 1n Hue during Tet 1968. He quickly responded, "Yes,'I
was 1n one group [that was] in the Citadel. Street to street we
were flghting. It was a glorious time." |

Thls seemed to be part of'aome heroic mythologywbﬁiiding that
had_characterized the'commehts of many of those I intef?ieﬁed. 'But

I had little tolerance for that at the time because'my two most
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vivid memories of Tet 1968 are the deetroyed Citadel and 8ll those
civilian bodiee laid out. ‘ Sy P _
1 "Well what about all thoee people you killed?" I aeked.
For the firet time during my visit, oracks began to appear in
that 1ncredibly bright and shiny patina of hoepitality. I began to -
senee that thinge were perhape & good .deal different from what they
| were being made out to be. For example,:theee two ex~-Viet Cong
i leadere looked like movie stars. Now,‘all;the Viet Cong I ever saw

out in the bush were peaeants. They were dedicated to thelr cause

o and good fightere and all but they were rough-hewn--right off the

| farm. Theee guys acroee from me looked lilke they had Juet .come
'from discussing a movie deal._ They wore turtleneck sweaters and
glaseee, and looked very intellectual. ‘And..when I agsked about the
| killing, & look crossed this guy's movie-star face that suddenly
nmade me very glad that I wae his guest and not his prieoner.

Anyway, thie Viet Cong officer etarted to deny. that ‘the kill-
ing.had ever taken place, with a remarkable tautology..

_...It was 1mposeible. We were the people. How could.
- we kill ourselves? = ' i

Then he launched into a tirade about &ll the atrocitiee the
Amerioane had committed.
..»nalled our fingers down. Tore out our finger nails.
Ripped bodles. Ripped babiles from thelir mothers. wombs.
Eaten human hearts, - Worn stringe of eare around their
necks-ou . o Dy :.
I remember thinking that 1f he went this far, he_wae'capable
of making up anything he wanted - He must have sensed my . ekeptiem,

“and changed his tune, Just a little._




Broyles - 17

Maybe the bodles were those of our own Viet Cong
patrliots who had been killed by the vengeful :
South Vietnamese after the fighting [for control
of Hue] was over... ;
_ I did not buy this elther, and kept pushing him for a straight
answer until he finally said. '
Well, look--war 1s very flerce; the people were
very biltter; they hated thelr [South Vietnamese
civilian] oppressors, and perhaps a few people
-~gome of the more brutal criminals~~were
spontaneously killed.

This 1s a natlional mythology they are 6reeting, which admits :
‘nelther error nor wrongdolng, and has no room'for'ambivalehee,
ambiguity, or moral sublety. A new panoply of heroes is emerging
from the war: 20th Century Patrick Henrjs;and'Nathan Heies, whose
- stirring words are recited and‘remembered. For"example;‘the man
who tried unsuccessfully to blow up Secretary of Defense McNamara
during one of his visits is remembered and revered for saying - "So
long as a single American soldier livea on this soil,.we:can never
be freel® | | _ _ o - ;

In developing thils natlional mythology, populated with flat,
two-dimensional heroes and martyrs, they do not go so far as stating
that the end Justifies the means, no matter_how_extreme.; On the
other hand, there appears to be no particular uneasiness attached
to the thought that they might have committed'evil deeds in pursuit
of e Justifiable end. They Jut don't seem to think about 1t and
don't like to dlscuss 1it.,

I'd like to say Just one more thing to wrap up my. general

Veomments. 1 asked a number of people to identify the worst period

of the war--for themselves, anyway--and General Tuan' 3 answer was
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particularly”striking:'

After Tet 1968, the following period through 1970,
was very difficult for us. The filghting was very
flerce, We were often hungry. I was a divigion.
commander [2d Viet Cong division] and I went hungry
for days. We had no rice to eat. It was very, very
bad. But we did not have to beat you the way the
Allies beat the. Nazis, Our goal was only for you.

to withdraw 80 we could settle our affairs.‘=That,
was our goal and we achieved it. : S

Some of the former Viet Cong leaders I talked to, speaking

frankly, sald that America's entry into the war had sealed-thé doom
of the Viet Cong end virtually guaranteed that South Vietnam would
eventually be subjugated to the North Vietnamese:
The worst thing you did in this year was to coue 1n.
‘During the long years you were here, we [the Viet
Cong ] were destroyed. The North Vietnamese took
over the war, and then they took over the country.
- But 1f you had not come in 1964, we could have won.
We would have had a much different country now.
General Tuan did not seem to go along with this. He felt
"6hat”éven"thdugh the burden of combat shifted almost entirely to
the North Vietnamese after Tet 1968, the ultimate result [a
unified Vietnam under Hanol's control] was inevitable.
I could say much, much more in the way of general Cbmmentafy,

but I think the time has come to open the question period.

FRANK: I'1l lead off. What are the circumstances under which

you went to Vietnam, and how did you arrange 1t?

BROYLES: I had applied to go in 1983--about & year before I actually
went, I had two goals in mind: First, to talk to Vietnamese people
about the war and about the effects of the war on both the major

cities'and_oh the couhtrysidé; second, to re-visit the areas where

S S U0V oV S S
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I had fought, to see how they had changed. Halfway through 198k,

I had still heard nothing from the Vietnamése. But, on 15" September
I got a call saying that my visa had been approved. Tt élﬁ%ﬁtﬁgoes
without saying that I would have liked fo have had this discusslon
before I departed on the trip. (Pause) One question ijahfedato
ask all of you 1s whether our views of those early 1965 battles
differ much from those of the North Vietnamese? |

BRAESTRUP: Well, Doug Plke thinks that from the North Vietnamese
viewpolnt those early battles were a form'bf‘testihg;'trying out

ways to fight the Americans...[which tracks with your quoteéj.

BROYLES: Sort of like a Broadway play trying out in New Haven;

then. s @

BRAESTRUP: That's Pike's interpretatioh. .But I héﬁe a quéétibn
about the tactical'situatioﬁ during Teti1968Q I:ddﬁit kﬁow-hha%-
level of detail.you got into duringiyour-diséuasions,:but I ‘have

| nevér understood why they seemed to make so many mistakes--tactical -
omissions--at Hue. They never blocked the river. 'The never blocked

Highway #1. They reinforced plecemeal,..

SHULIMSON: I wondered about the same thing...

BRAESTRUP: I was there as a reporter;talking with Ernle Cheatham

and others, and we all wondered why, with all thé forcés_they.were
supposed to have 1in the area; they werénft déing any bettér-against
the bob-tailed Marine battalion'and'the‘handfu1 bf‘U}S.'ﬂrmy combat

troops initially on scene. The North Vietnamese and VC had Hue by
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“the short hairs, but the Marines "kept getting through. Maybe it's
the same old story about their original plan of getting knocked out
or_whaok and their_being too inflexible to adjust,..

" SHULIMSON: - I'm-no't"sure, either, but 1t seems’ i‘unny to me.tha't
they were able to achieve‘great.surpriSe'in Hue,fto get in and take
over the ¢ity. Then once they did that, they seenéqato“have no

- other aim. They Just waited there to be wiped out. .They fought
‘bitterly, but there was no re-deployment of forces and they pein-

forced plecemeal as Peter has sald.

BRAESTRUP: They brought in a couple of battalions they had sup-

posedly moved over from Khe Sanh.,

SHULIMSON: That leads to another question, about the relationship
between Khe Sanh and Hue. Did you by any chance ask them how many

divisions they actually had at Khe Sanh?

; BROYLES: They would not tell me.
SHULIMSON: We have 1ndications of_four'divisions,

BROYLES: Whenever.I asked for specifics, like troops stbengths,

; : they would always say, n don't have the exact figure..." or

| "You know as well a8 I..." They seemed to wish away anything they
.‘didn't feel like talking about or thinking about., - o ‘

SIMMONS° I'd like to tackle that by going back to Peter '8 question
about the tactical mistakes at Hue vice elsewhere. Don't you_really _

think this might have-happened because of the level-offsophistioa-
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tion of their command and coritrol? The:systemland eouipment.they
actually had to work with? They could do.a'good plan--up-to the
moment the battle was Joined; You'can make‘an analogy to the
Western front in World War I. That's just about where the Viet-
namese were 1n thelr technology. They could bring their forces to
battle, but once thelr forces were committed there was very 1little
they could do to change whatever thelr units had originally been
assigned to do. It was the battalion commander's fight from that
point on. At Hue, the fog of battle was probably so thick that
they might not have knowniwhether-the road was cut.or the river was

blocked or what opportunities exlsted to take such actions.

BROYLES: I talked to them about'this.x Compared to all our hell-

copters and communications gear, they had practically nothing. They

"fcommunicated by messenger. - They'd hand a piece of paper to a guy

and tell him to take it over to the next company or whatever. And
the messenger might or might not: find his way...or get captured...
or get killed...

BhAESTRUP: Didn't this change over time,ithough?.

BROYLES: They had radlos, too-—bnt_they.aaid that they were always -

~afrald to use them.

SIMMONS: Were they aware of our radio intercept capability—-of the

- extent we were "reading their mailg

BROYLES: Yes._'They.said.that they could use radios only 1n. extreme

emergenciea. Radlos were never used as ordlnary tactical tools.
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- SIMMONS: _I'm thinking now about an analogy between Belleau Wood
aﬁd Hﬁe.. ané those Marine_bgttgliona'went into the woods at
Belleaﬁ Wood, regiment.and division lost control of them. They
weré‘out #here on_fhéir.own; I think that'a what happened to. the
batta}ions:atlﬂue, | |

BABB: Back 1nm 1970, when I was stationed at Eighth and Eye, then--

‘LtCol Cheatham was the executive officer of the Barracks. .Oné
; evening, he had a gathering of some of his ¢Ompany:commahders‘at
Hue: Ron Christmas, Chuck Meadows, Mike Downs...They talked about
the very things we are discussing now. "LtCol Cheatham said that
he kept walting for the other shoe to fall, ﬁut it never réally did
at Hué, The NVA and_VC were very ferocious, and Cheatham kept
expeéting more things to happen.. In fact, there were times when he
')wondéred 1f_his battﬁlion was golng to get 1ts ass kicked. But 1t

'never happened, even'thqugh-the'ferocious fighting continued.

BRAESTRUP: I think the same was true durirg the 1972 Easter
offensive. I was up 1n northern I Corpa with LtCOi-Jerry Turley,
the senlor Maring‘advisor oh'scene, and he was'dumbfounded.at the
failure of the North Viéﬁnamese to push past'the Cua Viet River
1ine at firat.‘“Everything-aeemed to be going theif‘way,'but they
Just stopped. Then late 1n April they madé their second push and
broke thrpugh. Along Highway #1, their advance toward Hue was
biocked only by an understrength battalion of Vietnameae Marines?-
about 400 strong--and their two American advisors, who calmly héld

their ground while the entire 3d ARVN Division retréated past thelr
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positions. I remember:Turley-saying, "What the”heil“é?e.fhey do1ng,
ietting the roadblock stop them?ﬂ'WﬁyiaEen't they taking their -
tanks and moving around our flanka?"'-The»aréa'was‘flat and sdndy-~-
the old "Street.Without-Joy;" ‘There was no opposition out there
except for some Rangers and regional forces who Wereh'tleven ta1k1ng
to the Vietnamese Marines. The weather wasn't bad. But the NVA
ran into this Marine battalion and lost a couple of tanks, so they
stOpped. Over and over agaln, I get this fecling that once they
had made thelr bilg planned attack, they weren't ready to follow up
and exploit.their initial succeésés. But'that was ﬁorth fouqbor
five days of combat. At the end of'four orffiveldays, a division
would be completely used up, and would have to be'pﬁlied‘back dnd
rebullt. The idea of feeding in repladements‘and'sustaihingaa
.major unlt through, say, 185 days of combat is 1ncomprehensible to

a relatively primitive society.

(UNIDENTIFIED): We should remember that the North Vietnamese had
limited political objectiﬁes aé well as mllitary dnes,'both in 1968
and 1972. In 1968, they obviously wanted to capture Hue and‘hold
1t'for political reasons. In 1972, they wanted the province éapi-
tals of An Loc, Quang Tri, and Xontum. Théir logic was probably

the same as the Germans' 1in golng after Paris and- Moacow.

SHULIMSON: He has a point. Very few NVA troops were‘used during
the 1968 Tet offensive outside of I Corps. Most of the fighting
outside of I Corps was done by Viet Cong. This-implies_a 1im1ted '

objective, probably the two northernmost ppovinces'qf South Vietnam...
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- SIMMONS: ‘Wellp,their,military:fegion included those northernmost

provinces, which were 1solated from the rest of I Corps by the Hai -
Van mountains. Ahd'I guess that they expécted to get. at ieast

those two provinces plus Hue? both in 1968 and 1972. Then, of
course, there was also the claséic,strategy of cutting South Vietnam |

in half,...dld they talk about that as & recurring strategy?-

BROYLES: They_talked about both~~détaeh1ng northern provinces in
1968 and 1972, aﬁd about cutting the coﬁntry in half.

BRAESTRUP: But aren't the North Vietnamese saying-wdespiteuthe :
fallure of these strategles until the very end--that this apparent
lack of milltary success really didn't matter éo long‘as'they'WOn

in the,end%.‘i_talked;to‘Stanley Karnow when he got back from

;Vietnam,_gmhgy didn't get into as much detail with him as they did

with you, but they did say:
Sure. We had heavy losses during Tet, but 1t
didn't matter. We had heavy losses on other

occasions, too. But they dldn't matter either.
What mattered was that ‘We won.

And you remember the-famous Harry Summers quote,‘where he told
the North Vietnamese colonel:
"You know, you never defeated us on the fileld of battle."

And the Vietnamese replied:

"That may well be true. It is also 1rre1evaht." _

Then there is the“famous Oriana'Falléci 1nterv1eﬁ with Geheral.g

Giap, where she told the Seneral that the Americans claimed that he f
had lost half a million soldiers. And Giap replied,_"The exact

number." Then he let his head drop as casuélly as if it were quite‘?
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__unimportant,‘aa'hurriedly,uas ir porhaps, the_reglﬁtigurehyere;even
larger, according to her.

It was Pike, I think, who pointed out that where they had us
was in what we had in our heads...so a, lot of.the_discussion.about
tﬁings_#e're interested 1in doesn't interest them at all. The war

cost them twlce as muci. as 1t might have or should have, and to us

'that-is 1hportant. To them, 1t's not. 1Is that what you got?

BROYLES: Baslically, yes. Whenever I triled to 1ntérpret victory
and defeat in terms of casualties, thelr reactlon was, "What are
you talking about? Losses are not how you.measure victory-and

defeat.™
BRAESTRUP: Did you talk to them. at all about Laos andrcambodia?'

BROYLES: I did, but not in detail.

One thing I was particularly 1hterested 1niwas talking to the
guerrillas about theilr experlences. We talked about weapons, for
example. They found captured M-16 rifles (with ammio) to be in
relatively abundant suoply. And they were extroﬁély‘imoressed7with
the M~79 grenade launcher. That was thie one weapon they wished |
rthey had. And they had (to me, anyway) this: completely inexplicable |
reapect for the M 72 (LAAW), that one—shot cardboard throwaway
tube. My men didn't like to carry it because once 1t got wet out

in the Jungle, - 1t would not fire correctly.
SHULIMSON: The_M-Tz worked well in Hue,jthough,.;

MILLER: It was partly a matter of education. The South Vietnamese
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Marines were down on the M-72 for the same reasons, but the advisors,
realizing that fhey had few anti-tank alternatives, got hold of |
gome undamaged LAAWs and held extensive firing practice until the
South’Vietnamesé regﬁined confidencé;in“the wéépon and'tbok ﬁains 3
" to care for it in the jungle, This was in ;971.: A ‘year later, the f
VNMC scored some impressive tank ambushes with LAAWs during the NVA

Easter offensive,

BROYLES: In addition to weapons, they talked about how they'negated
our fire support base strategy and our'firepower-—éven turnihg

He

these advantages agalnst us...

BABB: I sat on a fire base for the better part of five months

- during 1968 ana 1969. You would often find an &rﬁilleryfbatyery-co-
located with the héadquarfers of an infantry battalion on é,fire
base. Or in the'case of én_Operation, a series.of-fire bases, And
sitting on thqse fire baées I_would_bften.th;nk,‘"You know, right
'ﬁt this very moment there are bad guys outside this fan.tof friendly
artillery coverage] and those guys are moving. And sure enough, we
wou;d takg enemy fire from time_to time. And then the‘qu guys ' .
would_move outside the fan again. In my opinion, we did;not once |
strike a.blqw for freedom during those f;ve months.' This was.in
lafe '68 and early 1969, when the 3d Divisioh.was testing the fire ;
base concept. We were totally ineffective in sending patfols - .!
through the gigantic valley the Viet CongIWeré using, éo'they wefe'j
able.to move freely—-either outside the rgngeifans'dr within the 1

minimun fanse'of our artillery.
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MILLER: .The South Vietnamese had the same problem duniﬂgjLAM'SON

719, They set up a string of fire bases that overlooked Route 9 in
Laos. jThe_bases were not mutually supporting and.thefScuth-~
Vietnamese infantry uhits did not control the»spacea;between them.
Each base in turn was surrounded, and the attacking NVA dugland :
crawled their way clos«: and closer to the defensive perimeter,
until NVA soldlers were lying on theilr backs and firing up through_
the tactical wire at nerupply helicopters, medevac birds, and the
like. Then on the first low visibility day when close air support
was negated, the NVA would bring up their tanks and overrun Fhe

- fire base. Then they would start iﬂ on the next fire base, which
would have to face a proportionally stronger NVA force., - They

plucked those bases like ripe grapes, one by one.

BABB: I think that most infantry and artillery officers who are
honest with themselves would say that.the“fire base'concept‘as?we

employed 1t was largely Ineffective...totally ineffective. -
BROYLES: I'm not sure what the alternative would be.

BABB: I'm not sure either. But that one didnftnﬁork, I Eeﬁember
then~Brigadier-GeneEal Jaskilka, the CGlof:Tésk'Force'Yankee;
visiting our fire base.. ﬁAre yoﬁ being éfféétive?" hé'diaak. And
severél'of us replied, "We don't think so; égﬁeral. Kiii.the |

operation, Let's get the hell out of here."

BROYLES: It took me a couple of tries?Qto'changé the aubJect-—

to get to Marble Mountain, which of course bore few signs of the
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air facility and all the other activity there. There was a cave

located there thdat had not been known to the Americans while they
occupled the area. Even now, you could-hot see the entrance from §
15 feet away. I went inside, and saw a huge grdtto;.with'a roof
that must have been 75 feet high. There were beautiful Buddhas

" ecarved into the rock, brightly painted. There was also an official-
looking plaque, which looked 1ncongruous among all the religious
artifacts., I asked my 1nterpreter to read it: IN THIS CAVE FROM
1966 TO 1969 WAS A FIELD HOSPITAL OF THE LIBERATION FORCES. Now, I
know that from inside that eave you;ceuld heve heard helieopters

- taking off from the Marine air facility.. You could probably even
hear the conversations of Americans nearby. They had an entire

field hospital set up 1ﬁ there and not one American ever knew it...

- FRANK: Considering ail the attrition'they suffered, did they
_aiways keep their objective in sight, or might they have been close

to a time when they would have given up?

BROYLES: I had the feeling that every single North Vietnamese and
Viet Cong was programmed not to quit. The North Vietnameee.operating
in the south had a different attitude from the Americans on thelr
one-year tours. They weren't trying to get back to their families
or to school. AThey were there for the.duration-fnot a prescribed

short tour.

BRAESTRUP: 1I'd like to go back to LAM SON 71i9. The Amerlcans had
a similar plan--called the "Highway 9 Plan" back in 1966. And that

was why Westmoreland wanted to hold Khe Sanh, even though he could
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not say that at the time. [After a two-week reconnaissance in
force earlier in 1966] Westmoreland put the Marines in to Khe Sanh
in September 1966, I had visited it Just before the Marines ‘went
back in. It was a regular summer resort manned by Green Berets
and Bru tribesmen. They had airplanes in 1little underground hangars
>and bugle calls every n*oht It was like a dream. The commander
'of the outpost was Winston Spencer Churchill Hutton III a West
Polnt graduate. A terrific character. I wrote a story about 1t _

for the New York Times, and said that 1t looked 1like another Dien-
bilenphu 1n the making, which will not be ranked among my'better
predictions, | o

But I digress. The point 1is that Westmoreland has said in his

memoirs—~and other people have saild, as well~-that Khe Sanh was
important primarily as a staging base for a LAM SON 719~type
operation into Laos, in case Lyndon ever changed his mind about not
widening the war. Now, Westmoreland had many faults (even though
the Marine Corps seems untiringly polite in discussing them--though
not always) and 1llusions. And one illusion he shared with many
other military men was that he (or they) could bring Lyndon around
to his way of thinking. So that was the reason for hanging on to
Khe Sanh, from 1966 on. |

SIMMONS: Let me glve you another.reasOn. Westmoreland may have
thought that he was holding Khe Sanh as 8 Jumping-off point for an
excursion into Laos...perhaps. -But-for a more immediate reason for
LAM SON 719, you have to look to Lieutenant'General Lam, the I

Corps commander. - I know from face-to~face contact with General Lam
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" that during the 1970-T1 period of withdrawal of Americanrreeourcee
he was keenly aware that his capability of conducting the war in the

_ American way was fading. He could not longer count upon ‘a euper-
‘abundance of ammunition, airlift, and communications. -So he wanted
“to push westward while he etill could.' And he particularly wanted
to go into Laos. He had gone into Laoe as a-lieutenant, serving
with the French...along Route 9 And he wanted to reneat that

'operation.

BRAESTRUP: ©Oh, greatl .

SIMMONS: I heard this from his own 1lips.

(UNIDENTIFIED): Didn't the Americans push LAM SON 7197

_SIMMONS‘ I think 1t was a coincidenoe of desires. Let me Just say
jthat I was not particularly impreeeed by the generalship shown by
CG of XXIV Corps at the time, but Lam was the one who provided the

peal Ilmpetus for golng into Laos.

_IUNIDENTIFIED): So:the Americans weren't really 1n charge...

! K SIMMDNS?‘ Well 1t's like the raft going down the Miesiasippi

covered with ants...and every ant thinks he ie in control. You can
see thie_in.the varlous monographs by-Sonth Vietnamese leaders that
CMH hasiturned.out. I had_very little:faith,in these monographs at
first, assuming that_they would beleelf-serwing and so_on,.but I

_ think they're very reveaiing.. Very revealing. You know,‘the

South Vietnamese were much leee,our_puppets than:.they were accused -
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of being or even than we presumed them to be. They had thelr own
perceptions about who was in oharge and who was running the show.

I think that our advisors were certainly aware of that.

MILLER: [As a former advisorl I agree. But in addition to Lam's
personal desires, don't you think that LAM SON 719 was also driven
by the earlier success of the Cambodian operation, which in effect

dried up the -Delta for the NVA and the VC?

SIMMONS: Sure. But I wouldn't underestimate Lam's own personal
influence, He thought'he could pull the.Laotian,operation‘off. He

thought he couId do 1it. (Eause) Maybe we ought to shift.gea;a...

'BROYLES: Just to wrap up the ground.portion.;.Even aftenfmaking
allowances for hindsight, the North VietnameSe'Beemed'to bé-veby
¢clear in analyzing our weak'points.' They saw four basic weaknesse3°
Flrst was our over-reliance on firepower and helicopter support.
The second weak polnt was the lack of support for the war back in
the United States. The third was our partnership with an unworthy
ally. And the fourth point, which they kept coming back to over
and over again, is that we Amerilcans were trying to fight a Viet-
namese war when we were not Vietnamese., All the Vietnamization in
the world could not change that. Even General Henh 1in Saigon told
me that. He said, "You made us be anti—Communist but we had |
nothing positive to put in 1ts place,“ And at every levei in & war
l1ke this, at some point the basic alleglance of the individual
comes into question. It holds true for Anefioans_as weil as

Vietnamese. But we can talk more about this later on. Let's moVe
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‘on to the alr war.

To begin with, I am just a érunt, and I had no particular
knowledge of the air war when I made my visit. 'But when you visit
Hanoi,_you‘realize that the_air war was the big one--the real war~-
for them. The North Vietnamese call 1t their second Dienbienphu.

'They regard our air attacks as our own version of their Tet 1968

offensive--our attempt to break their will by attacking thelr rear,

and creating a psychological separation bétween their front and
- thelr rear. _ o
They were very repetitive in their basié prOpaganda line; I
was on hand for the celebration of the 30th anniversary of the |
libgratioh of Hanol from'the French, and Iiheard the comparisons
with Dienbienphu and Tet over.and'over agéin. They also said'thingéa
_?repeafedlyf-like, "You did not break our will. You only made us
mdreJdetermined, You brought the war home to every house in the
‘ﬁorph;“ o |
. | I had expected Hanol to have the look of an East Berlin, which
I'd seen in the early 1960's. But as a matter of fact, 1t looked
exaotly like a sleepy French provinclal town. There was no evidence
that it had ever been bombed or otherwilse affected by war. I.spent
an hour and a half, driving around with my guide, trying to get him
.td show me damage from the war. We couldn't find any. ‘We went to
one of the streets that was known to have been hit during the
Christmas bombing of 1972. There was supposed to be a memorial
there; to all'the civillians who were kllled in the bombing. We

kept asking where the memorial was, but no one seemed to know.
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Finally, we found 1t in a tiny little'park with .a gate. There was
nothing else there, o S ) | - ¥

We went to the famous Bach Mai hOSpital which was hit by
mistake in the 1972 raids. They still display pictures of Jane
Fonda visiting there. The hospital 1tself has beenqlargeiy rebuilt

G Ty o ﬁm o

but the staff still has .ivid storles about the bombing.1 They

.L

described the living patients mixed with the dead. ‘The water pipes ,

burst and there was floodlng.

We had to break through the rubble and uncover
the entrances with our bare hands to get the
wounded out. Power was out and.the storeroom -
where we kept our antibloties and bandages was “
destroyed. It took almost two: weeks to extricate - -
all the dead and the smell of bodles fllled the
hospltal. Three students were killled. But war
was war, So we rebullt the hospital but we never

- got around to fixing the basement. The shelter
18 still fllled wlth rubble and water. After the
Paris agreement, Kissinger came here and promised
us three million dollars to rebulld the hospltal,
but we never got 1t.

One thing that 1s particularly intereeting about this aspect a
of the war is the near reverence they hold for the B-52 bomber. To
them, the B-52 svmbolizes America's technological euperiority. The
most popular exhlblt 1n thelr military museum is the wreckage of a
B-~52 that had been shot down by MIG-21s. To them, B552-etrikee are
the things most worth talking about. And*wheﬁ'they”start talking
about these raids, their faces actually change.. They eay, no--
they'll never_forget. The memory of B~ 52 etrikes will stay with
.them longer than anything else in the war.' It'e the ona thing_they
feel the most free to talk about. - S

(UNIDENTIFIED): Might’they%be prone .to remember avery American air
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strike as a B~52 raid?

BROYLEs- ‘No. They know the difference. You can 80 to any village,

and they can tell ‘you exaotly what types of planes were carrying
what_types of bombs., They know when they were attacked--the exact ?
dates...how many missions... how many runs, It was extraordinary.

They know everything. They can describe the different modifications
made to the F-U4s agnd A-ue; They.know more than I do about our own

aircraft,

BATHA: Maybe we should increase the distribution_of our "For

Comment" edition of “The Air War in Vietnam,.."

"BROYLES: Listen,_ﬁhey woold go for it.' This was & life and death
thing for them, and they are very knowledgeable. No confusion on
their part st 511. Those kids in the military museum were looking
at the pleces of the downed B-52 like they werea eeeing a great
mythological beaet that had been slain.

I went to the textile town of Nam Dinh, which had been hit
hard. The People s Committee had the records. You have a seat and
they bring out the folders. They have foldere on everything, with
careful notes and photographs.' They have divided the air war into
two period3° the Lyndon B. Johnson period and the Richard M Nixon
period. One person is in charge of each period. A woman opened
the file on the LBJ period and read

.. .During thie period Nam Dinh was bombed 189
times, including 82 night railds. Sixty percent

of the houses were destroyed...

She gave me lots of-examples. Here's one:
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" ...0n April 14, 1966 ‘there was a raid against
Hang Tau Street at 0645. The children were - .
getting ready for school. Many of them were
among the 49 people killed. .Two hundred and
Pive homes were destroyed...

And another:
+++0n June 1972 we had the largest raild on
Nam Dinh, Twerty ~-four planes attacked dropped
102 bombs: pciiet bombs; pipe explosive bombs. -
Many people died... _
I asked them, "Why did the Americans bomb here?" This is what
they said: | | | | |
.. .The Americans would bomb whenever they saw _
lights or crowds or any signs of. 11fe.. There L
were no milltary targets. It was Just psycho- '

logical. They destroyed dormitories, schools, -
kindergartens, hospitals...

BRAESTRUP: 1In other words, civilian targets only... ..

BROYLES: Many people, they said were "killed" twice in these
records. They would be wounded in one raid, carried cff to a N
hospital, then bombed again. One of the Vietnamese-said, "You
know, the ‘Amerlcans bombed so much thgt'after'a-khile'our people
began to get bored by it.. The siren would go off and we wouldn't
want to get out of bed or leave the table to go to the shelter.

'Not again,' we would think. 'Not now... "

BRAESTRUP: You ought to have a fcctnote'on this. -I.refer to the
infamous Herrison Salisbury trip to North Vietnam in December 1966.
He was taken to Nam Dinh, where he met with. that -same’ People'
Committee. And Salisbury came away from. that’ meeting: saying that

there were no military targets. And later, the famous letter from
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the Navy aviator came in, saying, "If there were_no military targeta,
then why did Nem Dinh 1light up with ‘antiaircraft fire every time we
got anywherewneér:the plaée?"' You'd better believe there were

military targets there...

BROYLES: Certainly. And I said to them, "Look~--Nam Dinh is not
quite the helpless provincial town you have been portraylng. There
are gasol;ne.storage-tanks here...heavy equipment...there were anti-
alreraft baﬁteriés..."_‘ _
| ‘But the Vietnamese usually came up with a way to Justify.what
they did. I remember talking.to ohe Amerilcan pilqt before my trip
to Vietnam. He sald that during ohe of his.bomb1ng runs he missed
one of his targefs And accldentally hit a church. He wad amazed to
see the church blow up, with huge secondéry explosions. It was
obvious that the Ndrth_Vietnamese had been keeping ammunition and
high éxpiqaiﬁes in the church, When I asked my hosts about this,
herefs-wﬁap they sald: | |

| 'we.woﬁld not have had antiaircraft gun sites or

‘have kept ammunition in our churches if you had
not been bombing us. ‘We were not attacking your

v planes on their carriers. You were attacking us.

Werhgd to protect“ourselves. _

Then I asked them what 1t felt like to be out 1n_ﬁhe open,
trying to shoot down airplanes. Théy sald that they had so many
volunteers that they had to have electlons to be gunners, Everybody
wanted-to get out there and shoot down airplanes. They seemed to
have a childlike wonderment'when théy'talked about the bravery of
American pilots'Who fléw étraight into the teeth of the SAM defenses.

_But their obvious admiration was tinged with pity. _It_mubt have
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been the way that Wellington's infantry thought about the French
1ancers they encountered The Vietnamese marveled at the way the

'Amerioan pilots kept diving into such intense antiaircraft fire.

(UNIDENTIFIED): Did the North-Vietnamese'showfany?hatred toward
the Americans, despite their admiration for the bravery of. the
pilots?

BROYLES: Well, yes. They always said they had great-hatred And
I asked practically everybody this question, "Do you have hatred
toward the Americans?" And the answer was usually'

Yes. You bombed our villages and you bombed

our cities. But we realize that you were

victims of the imperialist wermonger clique
in Washington...

FRANK: Do you think there was a possibility that there would have

been an all out aerial assault...
BROYLES: Over and above the Christmes bombing?
FRANK: No.

SIMMONS: That's our mythology of the war--oorrection, the Air

Force's mythology of the war,

BRAESTRUP: Pike's argument is that they would not have oalled off

the war. They jJust would have seid, ™Let's not do 1t this way."

BROYLES: They‘claimed'that_they shot down the first 34528-in 1972,
Three of thelr Mig pilots made the kills. One of these went on to

become a cosmonaUt, for the soviets. I talked to him for nearly an
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hour. I was really interested in how it felt to him to be shooting
down a B 52 because of the transition he had been through—-from a.
"boy who hercedwn;ter buffalo, to aircraft mechanic, to Jet pilot,

to cosmonaut. After being a Jet pilot for nearly 20 years, he now
-has about a.thousand hours of rlight time,*counting“his combat
time.: This seems>like;an'incrediblv small'amount of”timéﬁfor a 20-

year pilot, Isn't 1t?

- BATHA: Yes, -1t sure is... *

BROYLES: Well to go on...when I'd question them about their
reaction to an a11~out air assault they would Just fall back upon
their version of history. The never did want to give a thing away
to me. They would say that-

: ...In 1945, we controlled Hanol, and we made a

st uewdeoclslon to leave 1t in order to go back into
the mountains. We were perfectly prepalred to
leave Hanol if we had to.  Even the Christmas
bombing of 1972 did not matter that much, be-
cause even before that bombing started we had -
won Kissinger's ‘approval for keeping forces 1in
the South.

It was the same o0ld line'every time. Thelr reasoning would
run along the lines of, "We're not saying that the bombing forced
us to the negotiating table, but even if it did, 1t did not do
anything to help you win the war." In other words, no answer. No

results.

BATHA: Another aspect of the air war was the mining of Haiphong
“harbor. What 4id they ‘have to lay about  that?

BROYLES: I didn't get into that, but now that you mention it, I
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SHULIMSON: I have a different question. A Marine veteran of the
Combined Action Program has Just been given permission to visit

- Vietnam. And two Congressional subcommittee delegations are making
the trip. One, headed hy Sonny Mbntgomery, is over there now. The
other, headed by Stephen Solarz, 1s going there on December 16th.
Does this indicate a certaln opening up of the Vietnamese society?
Do you think thet they would be willing to release some of their

records on the war?

BROYLES: I don't'know. I think the situation 18 a lot more
complicated than it appears on the surface. Part of it'goes to
thelr overall foreign situation. They are trying desperatelyhto
establish better relations, especially with us, but they have a
number of fears. They saw what we did in Taiwan, under pressure
from the Mainland Chinese. They are terrified about the prospect

of becoming dependent upon Soviet support, then ‘having the Soviets
hend them over to the Chinese. They are taking very modest first
steps to discard some of the Marxist ideology, to 1mprove industriel
planning. But the highest ranking officials, the older guys, have

a remarkably conservative view of the world and of their soclety.
They talk constantly about patriotism, discipline, unity, and
sacrifice, 'It's'likestalking'to Jerrijalwell. They'see the
effects of Western culture on_their country--left over. from the war
and still coming in--and they see these effects as being;tremendously

corroslve, The sduth is remarkebly unchanged. Theylve”put.in a



Broyles ~ 40

few co-operatlves, but ten years_have gone by and I think they've

. made a basle decision not to make the ‘South 11ke  the North.' And I

think that. basiecally the South has remained unchangédl*'

FRANK: What's happened to all the Amerlcan gear that was left
behind? ' |

BROYLES: Well, goilng back to a point I made earliier about the near-

total absence of signs that a war was every fought there, you just

“don't see much evidence of American gear. The Russians may'be

using some of 1¢, but on my drive past Cam Ranh Bay I didn't See

much, in my caaual eyeballing.

SIMMONS:  How .ahout the railroad, -and all the bridges that were

cut? They've not restored the railroad, have they?

BROYLES: The railroad runs from Hanoi to_Saigon.

SIMMONS: K Really? - And they've replaced all the’bridgea}..

BROYLES: There were two waya to get from North to South, golng

oVerland. One 1s the railroad and the other 1s Highway #1. South

of Chu'Lai, there is nothing on the road._ It'a like driving in

West Texaa. You see no cars. ‘And the railroad takes almost forever,

constantly late, but it does run. But since there 8 no traffic, I

don't see how they can have much commerce moving between North and

South ( Back in 1975, there was a great deal of back ~and forth

.because everybody was trying to see their families.; But my guide,

Who was from the North had never been in the South before.
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BABB: You spoke earlier about the lingering effects ‘of the Western
culture that has been imposed on. the South. ' Do- the Northerners
have a perception about how many~generations 1t may take to

overcome that kind of thing,.if”ever?-ﬁ'

BROYLES: Actually, things are moving in exactly the opposite
direction. For example, on the thirtleth anniversary of the
revolution in Hanol, they had a big concert in Lenin Park They
had a program of popular and patriotic musioc, and they had five
rock and roll bands. The first four of these bands were from )
Hanol. fretty humdrum. But the fifth band was from Saigon,_and
was led by a guy who came bouneing out on the stage like Mick
Jagger. Suddenly, the kids in the audience came alive. They went
wild. And after the Saigon band finished, the patriotic music‘

started up again, and everybody went home.
BRAESTRUP: They lost the war, after alll (Laughter)

BROYLES: It's really happening. In Hanoi people have told me
that through 1961, it was Jjust 1ike wartime. Everybody was riding
bicycles. Now you're starting to see motorcycles you're starting
to see cars. And some of the old timers are beginning to wonder if
it was worth 1t to continue fighting and endure all the hardship
for thirty years or 80, Just so their offspring can wear long hair
and ride around on their Hondas and listen to rock music. The kids
really like American things. They would rather have American blue
Jeans than the ones they can get from Taiwan.. They will give you
letters to take to their relatives in California. In the bars,

they 1ook down on the East Europeans and the Soviets, and keep saying
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things 1ike,'"American-number-one.' Number one. Really'gOOd "

.I think that many people in Vietnam know ‘that we oan glve them-

what they want in- the future...and the Russians can't. -I went
around I Corps with a kid who had Just come back from seven years
in the Soviet Union. He was a hand-picked Communist. And the
first thing he asked me was about Michael Jackson. I said '"Don't
you 1ike Russian music?" It was evident that he didn't like 1t as
much as he liked rock. So this clearly 1is what's happening. And I
think the Vietnamese leadership is coming to the point where they
are going to have to make a tough decision.' Either they are going .
to have to acknowledge the pervasive influence of Weste"n culture
on their soclety, and find a way to accommodate to it or else
they are going to have to try and stamp 1t out ruthlessly, with .
some type of upheaval that 1is similar to the Chinese cultural

revolution, maybe toned down a bit.
FRANK: What about the MIAs?

BROYLES: I spent a lot of time on that. .I went.to the JCRC 1in l
Bangkok before 1 entered Vietnam, and got some names to. cheok on.
Everywhere I went in Vietnam, I asked about the MIAs. I talked to

| a number of Europeans, and 1 got many answers like, "Oh, yes. We
saw this American on a working party in suoh and such a plaoe... _
But you could never track anything down. No.rirst-hand sitnesses.
Always somebody else who saw the MIAs. -For instance, qu and find
this Swede at suoh and suoh a place." So:I'd go there-andtfind a
Swede who matched the description.‘ But he'd answer, "Oh no, that s'

not me. The guy you want went back to Sweden.":
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I only found one true eyewitness, a Canadian. He eaid'that he
was in a boat going down the Mekong when he saw a blond man wearing
shorts, walking along the river bank. When the Canadian got closer,
he heard the man talking to himself in English But when the blond
man aaw the Canadian, he slipped into the Jungle and diaappeared.

I told this story to a Vietnamese official and he said only that
there mlght atill be a deeerter or two on the looﬁe.; I couldn't

get anything out of him. So I switched the subject to the question

. of recovering the remains of American servicemen; The Vietnamese

official then sald an interesting thing:

Look, put yourself 1in our place. You've been
to all these cemeterles. Every vlillage has

a cemetery. Now, we lost hundreds of thousands
of men in the war, But all of our fighters

are buried in the South, away from their home
villages., They are not 1n those graves in their
village cemeterles. We don't know where the
graves of half of them are., How can we go out
and tell our people that 1t's more 1important to.
look for Amerlicans than for thelr own sons and .
fathers?

(UNIDENTIFIED): Bill, could you summarize what effect you'd like

your trip to have on your lntended readers...

BROYLES: Well, the trip left me very perplexed | After going back
and seelng the places where we fought, remembering all the people I
knew who died there, all the energy and effort expended the military
and national reputation that was at atake...the regenerative quality

of the land and the culture make 1t all seem like such a waste,

because Vietnam today looks much as,though nothing ever happened

there. Obviously my Vietnam experlience brought about;many changes
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- beneath the surface 1n my life, but it is-still,hard to escape the
feeling_that nothing today is_any=di£ferent.- That 1t was alldfor
naught. |

Another thing I am carrying around 1s anger about the final
stage of the war. 1 think that i¢! s‘possible to understand what we
d1d up until the 1968 Tet offensive. Then we decided that we had
made anlincorrect analysis of the situation. We had done our '
military best and had not been.defeated militarily, but we decided
as a natlon that the commitments we.had made were beyond our will-
ingness to fulflll them. So what makes me bitter about the war is
the way 1t was dragged out between 1969 and 1973. While all the
Wheellng and dealing was golng on, people'were getting killed...
American troops'were-getting killed.,.and'no longer for a good
reason, after we'had decided to pull out. Richard Nixon:spent more
days as a wartime president than Roogevelt. And that to me was
unconscionable. | _ | |

I asked some of the'Viet Cong 1if they had many cases of post-
‘traumatic stress syndrome or anything like that. Now, theserare
people who llved in. tunnels. I went down 1in some of these tunnels,

 and I wanted.out pretty quickly--in about'thirty minutes. But they :

lived in those things. ‘For ten years. They were bombed They
_ were napalmed In terms of sheer punishment, the war was much

worse for them than for us,

But they have none of these delayed stress symptoms.
One woman told me that the moment she hears a helioopter, she-g
falls to the ground. But she adds, "Of course, I don't hear many‘ﬁ

helicopters anymore...
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They talked about several differences between the Vietnamese

and the American experiences.

b

First, the war for them was sort of 8 shared national experience,

on the side that eventually prevailed Everyone shared in it...the

\

long family separations...the suffering @ut s}nce they won, the

(‘ iyl

sacrifice was worth 1+, In fact, the only time FQevyuse the actual
word “sacrifice" is when they are talking about g?ath
The second difference is that they have been Roo busy to think

about the hardships they suffered, One man told. mqwﬁ"u@'ve been .80

busy rebuilding the country, 1t was so hard to win,wiEwBQVer Qgcured

to us that peace could be a problem,"

these things. There's no self-preoccupation. Ifgyouzareﬁup

BRAESTRUP: I think that one of the problems with the whole Vietnem
thing is that the war 1s deplcted--and Newsweek 1s'a'pﬁiﬁef3E?é§ﬁéf,'
along with me-- as kind of an apocalyptic experience. ‘YOuphnmyﬁtne'
bit: "No war was ever 80 horrible to the people fighting it as the
Vietnam war...” This 1s part of a pervasive psycho-babble, generated
by psychologlsts and others who are trotting out their old.enti-war
biases as their last line of retreat. - They say the reason for_the
stress syndrome is that our people were forced toidodthings they
didn't want to do, to inflict‘all.kinds of brutalities;“hv'the |
nature of the war itself. Well;'historically; that Jnst‘doesnft'

stand up. So a lot of the psycho-babble is extraneous and histori-
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cally kind of peculiar, .

Which brings me to a second point' A big difrerence for the
Vietnam veterans is the treatment they got when they returned home.
Now, I went into the Korean war, which had its own little moments
of pleasure. You had to look hard enough to rind those 1ittle
moments and not 1isten to the psycho babble.e Now, there tends to
be a leap of memory past my war, They always compare Vietnam to
World War II, when they talk about veterans coming home. This 1s
- not unusual, because nobody pays any attention to the Korean veterans.
When we came home from Korea, nobody in the media or academia
i~treated us as victims or psychopaths. ‘We Just came home. No one.
pald much attention to us. It was not a popular war, but.we were
not scapegoats., But when the Vietnam veterans get home, there were
people who spat at them. Thatts the difference. And that has a
real effect on how you review your own experience. The whole Vietnam
Memorial hassle was quite clearly a search for recognition for what '
- they'd done. They wanted to be treated like other veterans. And
thatgwas what the fight over the flag pole was all about.

BROYLES: I think that's all true.

_SIMMONS‘ If you only have one war, . what do you compare 1t with?

If you have three wars, four wars, flve wars, you have something to
oompare. From my perspective, Vietnam was a remarkably comfortable
‘war. You had a twelve-month tour...you had R&R...you came back
from.patrol to the flre support base and you had the steak and

shrimp waiting for you...you had your gtereo set, It was not that

way_in_World_WariIl.‘ And -1t .was not that way in the Korean warp,
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I didn't think we were goling to have theae psychiatric problems.'_

I thought all theae aupports would preclude that...

BRAESTRUP: You didn't have them‘there;“you~hadathem:back*here;.c~

SIMMONS: Well, yes and no. And'another point;' remarkably few

people 1in Vietnam actua’ly did any fighting.
BROYLES: True,

SIMMONS: Very few. And loock at allethoae veterans who turn up at
the Vietnam Memorial and other places. If all the guys who sayy "I
was with the Speclal Forces" were really with the Special Forcea,

then'they wouldn't have needed the Marine Corps.

BROYLES: There's another point to'make on this, Some of the'people.:
I know, who either volunteered or were drafted, were not the best--
adJusted members of our society in the firat place. They were not
exactly the backbone of their community. So I think you'll find
that some of the people-fby no means not all-who have real problema
now, after the war, are peopleiwho quite likely uould_have-had

problems anyway. But, I don't want to minimize their problema.

(UNIDENTIFlED)i No, I don't want to minimiZe this either; But.I'
will say this. You look at a profile (I m talking of a demographic
profile of individuals who are in veterana hospitals, under
therapeutic treatment for post-stress syndrome) and look at socio-
economic levels..,.at educational levela.;.and'there are aome |

revealing things there. These individuala were likely to have had
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'difficulty...l couldn t document this and wouldn't .even. try. Post-
stress syndrome really takes the form of a 1ot of people searching
for a cause. ‘ | 7
‘SIMMONS: . May I suggest that this?ié-a good' point to7breékffdr

A. 1uncht ) .

-END-_




