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[Commentary by (lUyet Thang, published in June 1969 ,<UAN Dor NRAN DAN Magazine: 
liThe Impotence and Tragic Fate at' the U~S. Expeditionary Force in Nixon's 
Obdurate and Stupid Scheme "J 

[Text] Forced to definitively adopt a strategic defensive position On all southern 
battlefields by the general offensive and uprisings of southern troops and people, 
the aggressors have firmly believed that if U.S. troops could not achieve vic­
tories in counterattacks, at least they would not sustain defeats when on the 
defensive. But the stormy development of the general Offensive and simultaneous 
uprisings of southern troops and people during mOre than a year has crushed all 
the U.S. aggressors' subjective calculations. 

On the battlefield, as a force to be used for attacks and counterattacks. the 
U.S. for~es. which have sustained defeats in strategic counterattacks, are suf­
fering heavy defeats and becoming increasingly impotent in their strategic 
defensive position. The U.S. expeditionary force--in which the U.S. imperialists 
have placed all their hope of achieving victory--actually is causing a headache 
to Nixon and Abrams. who is in charge of enforcing the U'.S. imperialists' present 
plot against the southern part of our country. Exertin~ maximum effort while in 
a pos1t,ion of defeat and weakness. the U.S. force 1s becoming increasingly weakened 
and impoten t . 
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Abrams throughout 1968 had 9. very hard time in executing the clear-.,and-hold strategy. ' 
Faced with this comprehensively defensive and passive situation, the U.S. expeditionary 
force's tasks have increased. instead of decreasing U.S. troops have had to protect 
important cities and U.S. military bases at the same time in order to check and 
res trict the 1 iberation regulars I attacks. They have had to 5 top the adversary 1 5 

in:fl1tration into big cities and. concurrently. to protect or replace the puppet. 
troops in pacification operations. 

But the Ky Dau early spring attacks--followed by the May and JUne 1969 continuous 
and vigorous attacks by southern troops and people against a series of U.S.-puppet 
bases, command headquarters, and cities, causing heavy losses in men and war means 
to the enemy, especially to the U.S. force--prove that U.S. troops have been unable 
to fulfill their tasks and that the fighting methods of Abrams I clear-and .. hold 
strategy have failed to achieve the expected efficiency. The general offensive and 
uprisings of southern troops and people have deepened and made more prominent the 
fundamental wealmesses~ contradictions, and stalemates of the U.S. force while being 
driven into an increasingly passive and defensive position on all battlefields. 
These are: 

l- .. The U.S. expeditionary troops I morale has further seriously declined. Because of 
the defeats and stalemates of the war of aggression in Vietnam, an unprecedentedly 
deep discord has developed in the United States. The American people have risen 
to protest Nixon's scheme to pursue the war of aggression in South Vietnam and 
demand a rapid pullout of U.S. troops. Fierce contradictions have prevailed among 
U.S. rulers. The United States is facing unsurmountable political, military, 
economic, financial, and social difficulties caused by the war of aggression in 
Vietnam. 

The U.S. expeditionary forcels rear has been driven into an unprecedented confusion. 
The U.S. aggressors I aggressive will has tgen obviously and increasingly shaken. 
They have been forced to think about extrioating themselves from the war. shifting 
the war load over to the puppet administration and puppet army, and pulling out 
U.S. troops. Meanwhile, U.S~ casualties have increased rapidly, instead of decreaE~.ng. 
All of these facts have contributed to the wide development among U.S., troops of 
defeatist views and a desire to end the war early. U.S. leaders have become more 
seriously disapPOinted and weary than ever, according to U.S. NEWS AND WORLD REPORT 
on 26 May 1969. 

Cases of lack of discipline and 1055 of fighting spirit, the antiwar movement, and 
the campaign for troop withdrawal have developed strongly in all U.S. units. Many 
companies and battalions have refused to accept operational missions. U.S. servicerne~ 

have regarded the Vietnam war as a hell, a source of death. Fired with hatred 
because their blood has been shed uselessly for the benefit, the stubbornness,· and 
perfidy of the Nixon administration. U.S. youths have increaSingly clearly realized 
that the U.S. administration and their leaders have de~eived them and turned them 
into hostages to the oountry-selling and people~harm1ng Thieu-Ky-Huong administration. 

That is why more and more U.S. servicemen have publicly manifested their antiwar 
feelings. More than 20 clandestine newspapers, mainly devoted to.the antiwar problem, 
have been in circulation in U.S. military bases, according to reports from Washington 
on 8 May 1969. Suoh events have never before occurred in U.S. military ranks. The 
political and morale Situation inside the U.S. armed forces now is worse than ever. 
The heavier defeats and higher casualties they sustain and the more strongly their 
leaders I aggressive will is shaken, the more quickly U.S. troops I morale declines. 
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This 1s a fundamental weakness of the U.S. expeditionary force. Since political and morale factors are fundamental ractors of the fighting power of an army. this seriously declined political and morale situation he,s obviously lowered the U.S. troops' fighting power. This 15 one of the primary :'!auses of the present defeats and impotence of the U.S. expeditionary force in south Vietnam. 

2--The more they squirm. the more deeply U.S. expeditionary troops are driven into a defensive and passive state and the more widely they are dispersed. To eliminate the state of waiting for adversaries' attacks, Abrams has endeavored to launch a number of military operations such as Dau Ti~ng Tay Minh Road 9 and Ap Bia but how could these bloody operatiOns exert maximum pressure on the battlefield when they could not even oheok the strong offensives by the southern armed foroes and people or prevent U.S.-puppet bases and units and cities from being attacked. The pitiful failUre of these operations olearly d~monstrated the U.S. troops 1 impotenoe in their derensive. 

previously. when the U.S. aggressors were still furiously conducting strategic counterattacks, the U.S. expeditionary corps' efforts W~re rutile. Now that they are driver deeply into a passive, defensive situation and cannot even defend themselves, it is very stupid on their part to talk about exerting maximum pressure on the liberation troops. In strategiC deployment, the Americana want to concentrate U.S. troops on each d~fensive line a.Hi belt, tnus formi!1g a defensive system studded with key positiOns. But the U.S. troops are forced to be thinly stretched and scattered everywhere. Even the U.S. strategic, mobile forces are split up for defensive action in each seotor. 

The Americans have mustered forces in the 1st and 3d tactical zones, displaying a clo~ely woven net of troops in the 3d Tactical Zone. especially around Saigon. In the 1st Tactical Zone. the Americans have mustered one-third of their forces fo. the defense of Da Nang. The main defensive forces are the U~S. troops. 

In the 3d Tactical Zone. they have pulled around Saigon more than ::'(,'j U~S.-puppet battalions which represent three-fout'ths of thei!" forces in this Z')j·. Almost half of these forces are composed of U.S. troops that are used as blocking forces on various lines considered to be the most important. Nevertheles~ because U.S. troops have been stretched and continously attacked everywhere and because they have to scatter to parry blows on many battlefields and to fulfill many complex missions, they continue to be highly disperSed right in areas where masses of them have been mustered, as around Saigon. 

As a result, the U.S. mobile forces have been thinly spread. 'fhe Ai:- Cavalry Division and the 101st Airborne Division had to deploy troops to ac~nmplish their defensive miSSion. Their mObile forces in each sector have been reduced and have always had to maneuver from one place to another. The Americans have had to use their mobile forces in each defensive sector to manage tc' resist us. Exactly as was admitted by Chapman, former U.S. Marine commander, the U.S. forces have been spread too thinly and have become exhausted. According to the Vashingto,n POST on 22 April 1969, it is because they have been forced to deploy too thinly and everywhere that the U.S. expeditionary corps, though still posseSSing more than 500,000 men, have been short of troops everywhere and at all times, and their mobile forces have been gradually reduced, caught in a negative defensive posture. they have to remajn in position awaiting new blows directed at them. With numerous weapons, their defensive capabilities have been gradually reduced. 
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3--All U.S. Army units have been compelled to asst!r'le thf~ defen':;ive task, although 
their own equipment, organization, and speciali~~e';, wh~c"!'1 are suitable for the 
offensive, are quite different [words indistinct] the U.S. armed forces in general 
and all U.S. Amy units in South Vietnam in particular are specifically organized 
and entrusted with combat tasks according to their own specialities on each kind of 
battlefield. 

In fact, U.S. Marines are organized, equipped, and trained for landing operations 
and the protection of bridgeheads. As fire-fighting forces, airborne cavalrymen 
and paratroopers are provided with light eqUipment in order to acquire quick 
mobility and reaction. Armored cavalrymen, whose mobility depends on motorized 
means on land~ have a p~werful assault strength. As for U.S. infantry divisions 
such as the 1st and 75th divisions, they are accustomed to waging conventional 
battles in the jungles and mountains. 

However, after returning to the strategic defensive to carry out the clear-and-hold 
scheme, all U.S. A~y units in South Vietnam have been compelled to assume the 
defensive task despite their different organization, status, and eqUipment. Abrams 
has hastily done patchwork by increasing armored vehicles and heavy guns for air 
cavalry and paratrooper divisions, helicopters for U.S. Marine divisions, and 
tanks for infantry divisions. But he has failed to make these army units suitable 
for the present defensive task. Moreover, he has confused these units' command 
organizations and fighting methods, thus making their combat efficiency decrease 
further .. 

The Similarity of these U.S. army units is that they are very bad and have 
sustained heavy defeats. This is the losing position of an aggressive army which 
has been compelled to shrink to the defenSive instead of launching attacks. This 
situation has affected not only the development of each U.S. Army unit's own 
speciality at present, but also the organization and building of U.S. armed forces 
in general and the combativity of U.S. strategic mobilF- forces in particular. On 
the battlefield, all combat measures ~nd defensive and operational tactics to be 
carried out by the U.S. troops themselves in the clear-~nd-hold strategy have 
successively gone bankrupt before the PLAP's effective ~ombat methods and constant 
creative development during the phase of general offens~ve and concerted uprisings. 

Regarding the tactical ideology in battles, the U.S. troops' firepower-relying 
tendency has further increased. The U.S. commanders have previously admitted 
that in South Vietnam, U.S. infantry is but an adjunct of U.S. artillery and 
aircraft. But, the U.S. infantry's role is now depreciated. As commented by the 
western press, the U.S. land combat forces. present function is to disclose enemy 
targets for aircraft and artillery. Radically weak in strategiC offenSive, U.S. 
infantry has become weaker in the strategic defensive. The high develapment of 
the offensive strategy of the revolutionary war in South Vietnam has bared the U.S. 
troops' weakness and impotence in their defensive strategy. For this reason, 
despite their great numerical strength. the U.S. troops' quality and strategic 
effectiveness on defense have further decreased. 

Faced with the skill and offensive strength of the South Vietnam armed forces and 
people, the U.S. expeditionary forces cannot fulfill their main tasks in the - 'i 

deteriorating defensive posture. With heavy casualties, they cannot even defend 
themselves. Then how can people expect that they will exert maximum pressure on 
the opposite camp or will help the puppet armed forces gradually strengthen 
themselves so that the latter may replace the U.S. forces in accordance with their 
plan of puppetizing the aggressive war, which will inevitably be doomed? 
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The U.S. forces sustain heavy losses while trying to keep their casualities at the low­
est level. The more than 500,00 men--wlth a ground fighting force of 11 divisions. of 
which 9 divisions and 5 brigades are composed of the most seasoned units of the U.S. 
armed forces and representing about half of the ground forces and about 70 percent of 
the infantry and paratroop forces of the United States--has far exceeded the U.S, init­
ial anticipation for a local war in Asi~. 

According to Western papers, to maintain the U.S, combat forces in South Vietnam, the 
United States has to mobilize 1.5 million troops as reinforcement or repla~ement forces, 
and about 5 million defense personnel to serve the war in Vietnam, This costly war--
in manpower and wealth--has upset the U.S, economy, weakened U,S, society. completely 
uP~'ct U.S, world strategy, and has exhausted the U,S, armed forces, as many U,S, poli­
ticians have complained. In this situtation, the ever increasing U.S. casualties on 
the battlefields have not only caused great difficulties for the Unit"ed Statfs in man­
power and finiancial fields. but has also stirred up U,S, public or~aion and stepped 
up the American people's struggle against the Nixon adminifitration's stubbornness in 
pursuing the aggressive war and wasting the lives of American youths for the selfish 
interests of the U,S, capitalist monopolists. 

TfiGrefore 1 the present primary target in tile U.S, defensiv>.: is to prevent the US, forces 
from sustaining heavy losses. The question of keeping the U.S. casualties to the low­
est level Which has always been a great ccncern of the U.:3. aggressor's since the begin­
ning of the unjust local war J has now become a very urgent and central requirement--L, 
both military and political flelds--in the present strat~gies of U.S, leaders. The Bri~ .sh 
paper 1'IMES of' 2 April 1969 stated that U,S, casualties, that is, the number of U,S, 
killed or injured in Vietnam, constitute political (~explosion) for President Nixon and 
many other AmeI'ican3~ This marks the unacceptably high price they have to pay for a 
most seriOUS miscalculation in the m~litary field, 

As for the paper New York TIMES of 9 March 1969 I it says: "The unexpected increase ':',1 

U,S, casualties in South Vietnam is a new I bitter manifestation of thE:_ very high pI"; c~ 

of the present war, a price which, more than ever, refelcts the need to end the war,· 

For this reason, the White House and Pentagon have successively issued instructions to 
Abrams. stressing the need to keep U,3. casualties at the lowest rat~~ What has Abram~ 
done to reduce U. S casualties 'I He has set forth and carried out many measures, but h~_" 

main one is the imperialist troopsl conventional measure of USing firepower instead of 
armed forces, But. contrary to the ccntradictory intentions of the stubborn U.S. Aggr'''s~ 

sors who want to maintain the U.S. expeditionary troops in South Vietnam, to continue 
their aggressive war I and to restrict and reduce U.S, casualties at the same time, th_ 
U.S, death toll of the battlefields has rapidly increased, especiall:,' Since the early 
Ky Dau spring days. 

U,S casualties in 1968 were almost equal to those in 1966 and 1967, thus surpassing 3 
times the bearable limit of 500,000 casualties per year. The U.S, death toll in South 
Vietnam is higher than those in other great U~S, wars, except World- War II~ Since the 
early Mau Than spring days, almost all U.S, Army unit., sucn as the 25th and 1st Air 
Calvary DiviSion, the lOlst Airborne Division and the 3d Marine .Dlvislon, have suffered 
heavy losses. 
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According to the U.S, preas, U.So troops suffer~d 1hf' hf'2_'riest losses in ttl!:' early Ky 
Dau spr~ng days, compared with previous times i '-"'1e U,::;. 25th Infantry Division and 
the Americal Division lost half their numerical ::;t!'engt>·~ and nearly half their war mate­
rial, with several of their brigades being mauled. 

During the offensive of the southern armed forces and people in May 1969. the U.S. Air 
Calvary Division w~s heavily struck in Tay Ninh and Binh Long. One brigade of the lOIst 
Airborne Division was mauled at A Bia. More painful was the U.S. 105s of much of its 
numerical strength, especially its most seasoned ['orces. The death toll among U_S, officers 
1:0S the highest of any other U. S, war_ Moreover. o:he United States lost very large quaot1-
tJCci of war material. technical equipment. and fuel including thousands of aircraft of 
\'?r!ou3 types. thousands of' military vehicles. hundreds o~ artillery p;i.eces, and tens of 
~l J.1io::-:'5 of liters of gasoline, 

'::fO' heovy U.S, casualties and losses have not only further deteriorated U.S, troops' 
-", -! ," but ,[JJ.ve also kept U. S, forces constantly undprstrength numerically and disorganized. 

: nfunt ... 'V and r"11.rir~e d.i !lis ions are only at 55 to 65 percent strength. There is a 
·:loI!.<::l:;e of commanding officers from the company level downward. U.S, logistics 

-1~{ m,~et h~),lf the planned reqUirements. Even though the U.S_ aggressors have shifted 
.. : a "'tWi tmits !'rc,m West Europe and the United States to South Vietnam and have increased 

I,;}" ;~:;.i',:r~.lal to ,~c'rrr('rwate for losses, they have failed to strengthen their army units 
::.n. LillS country and to reinforce in tim'= the material and technical installations at 
ba;;>es and legist-ic stora.ge areas> which have been constantly attacked and heavily damaged. 

DU03 to the constant jncrease in U.S. casualties, U.S. civilian and military circles in 
Washington and Saigcn have quarrelled. blaming each other, According to UPI on 25 May 
1969, s'.:;me pointed cut that b~cause of his anger, Abrams had launched adventurous opera­
tions at (Kokahova), Dau Tieng. and A Bia which they described as frenzied military moves 
of suicidal operations. As for the U.S. commanders on the battlefields I they are dis­
satlsflf;d With Laird IS order that Abrams keep U.S casualties at the lowest rate by mini­
miZing U.S. land operations. According to NEWSWEEK on ?:. April 1969, it is necessary 
tJ la~~ch attacks instead of remaining in the bases awaiting the enemy's offensive~ As 
for Iaird. h8 made this contradictory statement: 

"Our objective is to exert manimum pressure on the enem~ while keeping casualties at the 
lowe2t rate. II 

ThiS rem8:.ins an order for 'all U.S, commanders on the battlefields, As reported by AP 
on 29 r-iay 1969, the New York TIMES flatly pointed out that "Laird1s definition of U.S. 
military tactics "--that is. exerting maXimu.ll pressure on the southern armed forces and 
~c;opl,-, while ·.keeping U,S. casualties at the lowest rate--"is a sophiscated argument 
on a tragic problem. II 

Tn~ truth is that heavy or light casualties of U.S, troops cannot l:e decided by the U,S, 
5idc alone. especially since the offensive initiative is completely in the hands of the 
N~;LSV com ll2.m1. Accoy·ding to AFP on 23 f-Iarch 1969 J in an increas ingly pass! ve de fensive 
Dosiiion C1(ld confronted l-1ith t~le very redoubtable combined offensive posture of the south­
ern revolution'lry war in the new era and the PLAF's increasingly efficient} talented, 
~reative offensive arC and combat method3, even if U.S. troops rashly edge outward or 
remain inact;:"ve at their bases, they cannot avoid painful blows and heavy caS'l~alties and 
lcsses. TJ,S. papers. such as the Baltimore SUN en 25 May 1969, admitted that With his 
wi,jef,pread. c:.tt.acks on U,S, positions. thc enern.r-~thctt is} the southern armed forces and 
people--has doubled the UoS. weekly casualty toll, 



II. 8 Jul 69 K 19 NORTH VIETHAH 

Thereforc;:-. ,the Nixon administrat1on:s stu'bbornness ar,d illusions in its defeated 

position have deadlocked it and orea'ceo contr.::.dictions in the use o.f the U.S. 

expeditionary corps. In its defeated and p<.t5sive defensive posit.ion, by planning 

to use U.S. troops to gain a posj,tion of st;reES'th~ exe.r't naximwn pressure, and 

control and invigorate the disastrously declin::"ng IJ:..lppet tro~ps to replace n .S. 

trvops, thus Vietnam1zing the war. the Nixon adrn"'.,"":,.Lstra:;J..on is sacrificing the 

lives of tens of thousands o.f U.S. troops for ;~i,s ~t;Ub';:)"-"'!l'J crafty, 3r.Q. hopel~ss 

scheme. To reduce the casualty toll to the 1·, ',.Jest. lev.:;::, ~,r..d create a pos:i..tion 

of strength in order to Vietna..~ize the war, meat/.s prolvnging the U.S. troops' 

presence in South Vietnam and sustaining heavier losses. This ~s a stalemated 

and stupid calculation of the U.S. aggres~ors in ~helr impasse. 

Tne more stubbornly it pursues its aggressive war and the longer it prolongs the 

presence of the U.S. expeditionary corps in the south~ the Nixon administration 

will cert,alnly sufter increasingly heavier tr-.:;op casua::i.. ties i more and more 

difficulties, arA increasingly greater failure. The U.S. imperi~',sts: sole 

escape is to end agression, unconditionally withdraw all U.S. and satellite troops 

from South Vietnam, strictly respect the Vietnamese peoplets basic rights, and 

let the Vietnamese people set~le their own internal affairs. 


