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Febftl8ry 1970 

April 1970 

May 4, 1970 

Mid-May, 1970 

Center. Cops club students, 
arrest 19. 

Over 3000 students march chanting 
"Off AID." Downtown Carbondale 
is trashed. National Guard Is 
called in. 

History Department dissociates itself 
from Center: "Fiscal and edmln­
Istratlve Involvement with the Cen­
ter poses a threat to acedemlc freor 
dom." 
More student protests against Center. 

Four students shot dead at Kent 
State. 

SIV is shut down by 8 storm of 
studt!nt protest. Viet Center and 
Fishel's home are firebombed. 
6000 students march on SIU 
president's office, others stop 

August 1970 

October 16, 1970 

Illinois Central trains. 1200 Na­
tional Guardsmen occupy campus, 
hundreds of Injuries and arrests. 
Campus votes in edministration­
sponsored referendum to eliminate 
Center. 

Center remains, is shifted edm inls­
tratlvely from International Services 
Division to Chancellor of Carbon­
dale Campus. 

,SIU Board of Trustees fires Douglas 
Allen, critic of Center. 

October 23-24, 1970 Conference on Scholarly Integrity 
and University Complicity brings 
leading Vietnam and Asien scholars 
to SIU; international boycott of 
Center is announced. 

November 1970 Cambodian lobbyists spend week at 
SIU, auspices Milton 'Sacks. 

communications 
Tong-HOI Sinh-Vien 
Saigon Students Union 
207 - Hong Bang, Saigon 

Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars 
Harvard Chapter, U.S.A. 
Dear Friends, 

It Is for us-students from the Saigon Students' Union--­
a great pleasure to make the acquaintance of the CCAS, 
through one of your colleagues, Miss Cynthia Fredrick. 

The South Vletnarn.ese students, who for seven months 
have committed themselves to a bitter struggle for peace 
and self-determination in their country, wish to express 
their great admiration and their profound acknowledg­
ment of all that your committee has done on behalf of 
the Vietnamese people. 

We are sending you some documents which we have 
recently published In the hope that they might be of 
some use to you. 

We also hope to get to know you better and establish 
more solid ties with your committee in order to pro­
mote' common efforts In the struggle, for peace and jus­
tice to all peoples. " 

Fraternally, 
Huynh Tan Mam 
President, Saigon Student 
Union 

United States Senate 
Committee on Foreign Rela­
tions 

Washington; D.C. 
September 29, 1970 

Mr. James Morrell 
Committee of Concerned Asian. Scholars 
1737 Cambridge Street 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 
Dear Mr. Morrell: 

I wish to acknowled.ge your letter of September 14 
concerning Section 211(d) of the Foreign Assistance Act. 
As you knoW, the language of this section is quite broad 
and general and the legislative history does not shed much 
light on what types of activities are contemplated 
for financing under the provision. I question, however, 
whether there was any intent to authorize assistance to 
universities for purely academic studies which are not 
directly related to, or intend~d to have application to. 
foreign development programs. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. W. Fulbright, 
Shairman 



pnIimInary note 

On actober 17, 1970 a group of aging businessmen--­
successful bllllkers, merchandisers and jobbers in the 
small towns or. southern ll1inois--summoned Instructor 
Douglas Allen of sm to one of their meetings. They 
tnld him that as of June 30, 1971, he would no longer 

teaching philosophy to the students of sm_ "Mr_ 
Allen has criticized the university and the public knows 
it," explained the octogenarian chairman of the sm 
Board of Trustees: "The Board' felt it was to the 
best Interest of the university not to have people of 
that caliber on the faculty. If Mr. Allen is unhappy 
at the university, we see no reason why he should want 
to stay and teach there." 

Does anyone have a job for Mr. Allen? 

During the same meeting the Board voted without 
comment to rescind a scheduled salary increase for 
Distinguished Research Professor. of History C. Har­
vey Gardiner. All of the other members of the His­
tory Department received their scheduled increases. 

What had Messrs. Allen and Gardiner done to merit 
such animpresslve display of academic statesmanship 
by the SIU council of elders? The answer is essen· 
tiaJly contained within the papers submitted by them 
to this special issue. of the Bulletin. They had dared 
to crlticize-.publicly, insistently, and emphatically--­
the presence of the AlD·funded Center for Vietnamese 
Studies and Programs on the sm campus and had 
called for its elimination. 

Obviously, they had done the wrong thing. They 
had exercised their right of free speech and in so 
doing had displeased the small·time businessmen to 
whom are entrusted the destinies of a major American 
university .. But on October 23, they were joined by 
some 20 noted scholars of Vietnamese and Asian 
affairs-including Eqbal Ahmad, who has since become 
the victim of a much mere severe and piz'lTre form of 
repression-.who gathered at 8m to dissect the Center 
for Vietnamese Studies and the motivations of AID 
for funding it. Their findings are presented in the 
following pages. 

CHRONOLOGY OF THE VIET CENTER: From 
Vaetnam Lobby to Cambodian Lobbyists 

July 1960. ...................... Wesley Fishel meets Ngo Dinh 
Diem in a Tokyo tearoom, 
brin9$ him to United States. 
Vietnam Lobby is underway. 

July 1964. ..................... Diem becomes Premier of South 
Vietnam. 
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August 1954 ................. Fishel goes to Saigon to advise 
Diem. 

May 1955-1962 

May 1961 

June 1962 

April 1966 

November 1968 

February 1969 

May 1969 

July " 1969 

July 11, 1969 

August 1969 

October 1969 

November 1969 

January 1970 

Michigan Stata Advisory Group 
buys guns for Diem, fronts for 
CIA. Project Is sponsored by 
ICA (AID:sl predecessor agency 1 
and headed by Fishel (1966-681. 

SIU gets $2 million in AID con­
tracts for education programs 
in Vietnam. Over 4000 Viet­
namese are trained in American 
ways of education. Including 
200 province chiefs (high gov­
ernment officials sent out by 
Saigonl. 

SI U undertakes to train South 
Vietnamese prison officials 
for AID. 

Ramparts exposes Michigan 
State scandal. 

Richard M. Nixon.goes to 
Washington as President of the 
Un ited States. 

John Hannah, President of Mich­
igan State, goes to Washington 
as Nixon's new AID Adminis­
trator. 

Fishel goes to Carbondale. 

Center for Vietnamese Studies 
aM Progl1lms at SIU becomes 
operational. 

AID announces $1 million 
grant to Center "for economic 
and social development of 
Vietnam and Its post-war recon­
struction." 

Milton Sacks, Brandeis, ex-State 
Department, goes to Carbondale 
to advise Center. 

H. B. Jacoblni, ex-AID Grant 
Officer but lacking academic 
background' in Vietnamese 
studies, becomes Director of 
Center for Vietnamese Studies 
and Programs. 

David Marr dissociates himself 
from Center. 

SI U Philosophy Department 
votes not to hire faculty through 
Center. 

First student protests against 



Doug Allen 
Dept. of Philosophy 
SIU 
Carbondale, III. 6290 I 

Stonybrook, New York 
October 23, 1970 

I oppose all obstacles to the free pursuit of Vietnam. 
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ese studies. The SIU Vietnam Center is born of AID 
the spirit of the Us. intervention in Vietnam. The ( 
ter is therefore detrimental to free Vietnamese studie 
I urge all students of Vietnam to work for immediatE 
total U.S. disengagement from Vietnam. Effort shou 
not be cynically spent devising "reconstruction"···a t. 
exclusively Vietnamese. 

Truong Buu Lam 

Letters of Resignation 
and Statements of Dissociation from the Center 

October 31, 1970 
H. B. Jacobini 
Director, Center for Vietnamese Studies 
Southern Illinois University 
Carbondale, Illinois 

Dear Sir: 

It has been almost four years since I went to Vietnam. 
In 1967 I already knew enough about the war to refuse 
to fight in it, but I wanted to go there, to see what it 
was all about with my own eyes. So I joined the Inter· 
national Voluntary Services and travelled, lived, and worked 
for a year with many different Americans and Vietnamese. 

For a good part of that year I lived in a village of peasant 
farmers on a large Island In the Mekong River. Although 
fighting sometimes broke out on both sides of the river, 
the island itself was a peaceful sanctuary from the war. 
The Vietnamese helped me build a small thatch house, 
and I SPent my days working in their fields, fishing the 
canals with them, and struggling to relate to them through . 
a language I could barely understand. 

At times I felt more accepted among those people than 
I did among my own. It was ironic, because at the same 
time I was beginning to feel a great sense of guilt for 
what my country and my people were doing to them. 
The wanton destruction of towns and villages, the raCism 
and brutality of the GI's, the corrupting power of 
our wealth, the cynicism, opportunism, and repressed 
despair •• ·these things filled me with a kind of sick out· 
rage. But whenever I cursed the Americans for what they 
had done, I heard the Vietnamese cursing me. I began 
to see that the soldier who pulls the trigger is not the 
only one who kills; I was implicated, too, for in merely 
doing "my thing" I had unwittingly become a minor 
but useful cog in the machinery of a war fought on 
many different levels. Many of us in IVS were fiercely 
idealistic, and all of us were, I think, supremely well· 
intentioned. But our effective purpose was to. make the 
Vietnamese and the folks back home complacent about 

the American presence in Vietnam. A fellow volunteer, 
who died because he spoke his mind, put it best of all: 
regardless of what each of us hoped to accomplish by c. 
coming to Vietnam, he said, we were all together little 
more than a "sugar-coating on American genocide." 

I left Vietnam because I could not in good conscienc. 
stay. When I returned home, I found many people who 
could understand why I left, but very few who could 
appreciate the intense longing I had to return. For six 
months I travelled around describing what I had seen an 
come to believe about Vietnam. I met lots of people 
distressed, resentful, and passionately opposed to the 
killing. But few of them took more than passing interes 
in the life of the Vietnamese. 

This Was natural, I told myself, since Americans' expo 
sure to things Vietnamese is limited mainly to the 6 0' 
clock news. Whether hawk or dove, Americans tend to 
reduce the Vietnamese to two stereotypes: the corrupt, 
cynical politician epitomized by Nguyen Cao Ky, and 
the terrified refugee scrambling from the ruins of his 
burned·out home. 

But I knew indiViduals in Vietnam. The old carpenter 
who helped me build a house and taught me Chinese che 
the pri~t who had fought with the Vietminh; the farmer 
who refused to talk to me; the men who cried. when I 
left; the old woman singing a nonsense lullaby to her 
granddaughter in the hannnock next door·-these were th 
the Vietnamese in my mind. Preoccupied with their wor 
I could not tune in to what was happening here. And 
I realized that, once one has lived in Vietnam, there is 
no satisfactory way of relating to it except by going 
back to liVe again. 

Going back, however, would have to wait until after tl 
war. I knew I would not return as long as Americans 
were there in force. But in 1968 there was still hope . 
(now abandoned) that some Americans would be allowed 
back in, even if the NLF were to gain complete control. 
In the meantime, then, I decided to go back to school 
to study agriculture and community development. 



About a year after I came to SIU, the Vietnam Center 
appeared on campus. I was invited to sit in on some of 
the initial "task force" committee meetings. Although a 
couple of people seemed to share my concerns, it was 
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clear that the Center's main inspiration was coming from 
men more interested in what Vietnam could do for SIU 
than what SIU could do for Vietnam. Ostensibly they were 
looking for ways to help the Vietnamese. In fact they 
were looking for ways to capitalize on eight years of 
technical assistance programs in Vietnam···no small edge 
\\hen it comes to competing with other universities for 
lucrative government contracts. 

With thls as their starting point, Center promoters 
were not about to raise any serious moral or political 
issues. No one thought it necessary to ask whether or 
not Americans had a right, or even a capacity, to do 
anythlng for the Vietnamese, considering what we had 
already done to them. No one bothered to ask how the 
university could develop a respectable or independent 
relationshlp with a country embroiled in civil war, where 
no authority had a clear clahn to act in behalf of the 
country as a whole. No one seemed to think any addi· 
tional problems were raised by the fact that our government 
has intervened massively in support of one of the warring 
factions. Did the Vietnamese even accept the idea of such 

a relationship? No one even knew how to begin asking 
such a question, and no one had any idea of what would 
constitute a meaningful answer. What about North Viet­
nam? The NLF? Because these questions were thought 
irrelevant, it was reasonable to conclude, as I did, that 
the Center's functioning presupposed and depended upon 
preservation of American influence in Vietnam. 

I! was not until the AID grant was announced that I 
realized the reverse of this was also true: the preserva­
tion and strengthening of American influence in Vietnam 
depended in part upon setting up Centers like the one at 
SIU. My own experience with AID was enough to assure 
me that the funding reeked of ulterior motive. And it 
was clear from the task force meeting I attended that the 
Center originally planned to involve itself in "technical 
assistance," and that only when the Center's critics com­

plained did it retreat back into a "strictly academic" role. 
But the dispute over the Center's exact function obscured 
the real significance of the AID grant. The Center may 
stick to academics as its spokesmen insist, but the AID 
grant continues to symbolize a Willingness on the part 
of the University as a whole to cooperate with the 
Government in the manipulation and exploitation of the 
Vietnamese people. While the Center tends to its studies, 

other pariS of the University will carry out programs and 
fulfill contracts that might not have come their way if 
the Center were not here. 

As for the Center itself, I can have little confidence 
in its scholarly or academic "integrity." Language and 

culture courses may be taught fairly and critically, but 
the value of the knowledge they hnpart depends in part 
upon the uses to which the knowledge is put. If, as 
I believe, the Vietnam Center is part of a University­
wide plan to cash in On the American presence in Viet­
nam, then the uses are both reprehensible and pre-deter­
mined. 

Thls is why I am not impressed by the Center's alleged 
efforts to recruIt scholars with varying points of view. 
I! is interesting to recall that Center promoters were not 
overly concerned about "balance" until after critics 
began complaining about the lack of "anti-war" scholars. 
But in my opinion such attempts were motivated by a 
desire to appease critics, rather than a genuine concern 
for political or intellectual balance. 

Under these circumstances I am not surprised that anti­
war scholars are boycotting the Vietnam Center. The 
Center's promoters claim that this is due to "sabotage." 
But that is not the problem. The problem is that the 
Center is so lacking in credibility that it cannot escape 
the stigma of complacency and expediency that marks its 
earliest days '';n campus. The Center has sabotaged itself. 
And how could it be otherwise? From the very beginning 
its main support has come from Government bureaucrats, 
educational entrepreneurs, professional anti-communists, 
and self-seeking attentists who cultivate their careers while 
America tears their homeland to pieces. No wonder 
the Center can generate so little enthusiasm among the 
rest of us. 

I have wanted to say these things for a long time, but 
once again I find myself pointing an accusing finger in 
the mirror. Nine months ago the Center offered me 
a fellowsWp with a monthly stipend of $300. At the time 
I was broke, and it was too late to seek funds elsewhere 
in the University. Because I knew which side I waS on, 
I felt that I could use the Center more than it would be 
able to use me. As for "technical assistance," I told my­
self that the Vietcong would take care of any more of 
efforts to "help" the Vietnamese. So I accepted the 
fellowsWp and went back to my studies. 

In the months that followed, I regretted that decision 

more and more. As the protests increased, people I 
admired joined the struggle, and a lot of students went 
to jail. I f\lund it harder and harder to reconcile taking 
money from the Center with the sympathy I felt for their 
cause. But my fmancial problems had increased, and I 
had come to rely on the fellowsWp even more. Since I 
was unwilling to give it up, I simply withdrew from the 
conflict and tried to avoid thinking about the implications 
it had for me. 

That has not worked very well. The recent Conference 
on Scholarly Integrity and University Complicity told me 
very little I did not already know about the Center and 
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the system of which it is a part. But it reminded me 
that once again I have implicated myself in the perpetua· 
tion of something I abhor. I am not willing to ignore that 
fact any longer. I have contemplated merely renouncing 
the fellowship, but that is not enough; there were many 
times when I could have helped the struggle but kept 
silent; but I have not merely abstained from the solution, 
I have been part of the problem, to use Eldridge Cleaver's 
words. To compensate for this, therefore, I intend to 
keep the fellowship and, unttl it is either terminated 
or expires, contribUte all proceeds from it to the Southern 
Illinois Peace Committee .. ·with the sole stipulation that 
the money be used exclusively to help get the Center 
removed from this campus. If the SIPC chooses not to 
accept, I will look for a suitable substitute. In the event 
that none can be found, I will notify you, and you may 
consider this as my letter of resignation. 

Many times in the past year Doug Allen has served as 
an example of courage and dedication for a great many 
stUdents. The decision of the Board of Trustees to reo 
move him from the University merely underlines the cor· 
ruption that infests our educational system at its core. 
Until now, my own actions have not been consistent with 
my beliefs, but only with the conflicts I have felt inside. 
I have used the fellowship to pursue my own interests. 
Now I am putting it to the only use that justifies retaining 
it. I only wish that I had had the strength to do this 
before. 

Mr. Ralph W. Ruffner 

Sincerely yours, 
Jeffrey R. Long 
Graduate Student 
Community Development 

10 November 1969 

Vice·President for Area and International Services 
Southern Illinois University 
Edwardsville, Ill. 62025 

Dear Mr. Ruffner: 

Thank you for your letter of 21 October, which I 
received only two days ago via Berkeley. 

Your offer to serve as an external consultant is cer· 
tainly a generous one, but unfortunately I feel it my duty 
to turn it down. Since meeting with you last spring reo 
garding your projected Center for Vietnamese Studies, 
I have seen little indication that the criticisms I raised then 
were in any way incorporated into your planning or exe· 
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cution. It is also not unfair to say that, at present, your 
Center lacks the respect of Southeast Asia specialists in 
general and most Vietnam specialists in particular. If 
I thought I could really change things by joining your 
Panel of External Consultants, that would be one thing, 
but all indications so far are that the tone set in the 
beginning has persisted, and will continue to persist, 
unless there is a complete conceptual and structural 
overhaul. 

I'll be interested in receiving your second newsletter, 
nevertheless, and any further general publication. Is there 
there not always the possibility of redemption? 

Please extend my regards to Professor Kuo, Dr. King 
and the others. 

Sincerely, 
David G. Marr 
Visiting Assistant Professor 
of Vietnamese Studies 

"GUIDELINES ON THE RECRUITMENT OF A SOUTH· 
EAST ASIAN HISTORJAN"-A STATEMENT SIGNED 
BY 20 OF 22 MEMBERS OF THE SJU DEPARTMENT 
OF HISTORY, FEBRUARY 16, 1970. 

The Department of History should not hire a South· 
east Asian Historian from funds provided by the Agency 
for International Development, U.S. State Department, 
for the operations of the Center for Vietnamese Studies 
and Programs. 

We believe that the Center is not primarily an organIza· 
tion devoted to the scholarly acquisition and dissemination 
of knowledge concerning Vietnam ~ut has essentially 
political objectives, specifically the training of individuals 
to participate in the social and economic development of 
that country. As one of its chief purposes the Center will 
train individuals, both Vietnamese and American, to work 
in Vietnam and will also undoubtedly train personnel who 
will not actually go to Vietnam but wlIl instruct others 
who plan on working there. Consequently, the Center over 
a period of years will have contact with large numbers 
involved directly or indirectly with Vietnam. Given the 
present conditions in Vietnam and the current thrust of 
American policy, the Center, through its connections 
with a governmental agency, tends to become involved in 
upholding American policy and the present regime in 
South Vietnam. Although officials of the Center have 
stated that its sins are only to promote research and dif· 
fusion of information about Vietnam and that it has no 
connection with the present military and political situa· 
tion in Southeast Asia, the documentation does not bear 

-------,._----



out this allegation. In fact, the documents stress that a 
major function of the Center is support of an involve­
ment and presence in Vietnam. 

We conclude that the heavy emphasis on non-academic 
programs within the operation of the Center is evident in 
the_ very title of its Grant, namely, "A Grant to Strengthen 
within Southern Illinois University Competency in Viet­
nam Studies and Programs Related to the Economic and 
Social Development of Vietnam and its Post-War Recon­
struction." The summary of the agreement between 
Southern Illinois University and the Agency for Inter­
national Development, dated June 6, 1969, emphasizes 
that the purpose of the Center is to provide "economic 
and social programming" for Vietnam, which takes place 
within the current framework of American policy and the 
present regime in South Vietnam. The first sentence of 
the summary states that "This Grant will strengthen the 
existing competency of the Southern Illinois University 
Center for Vietnamese Studies and Programs for its pro­
grams of technical assistance and consultation, research, 
and training related to the economic and social needs of 
Vietnam and its post-war reconstruction." (p. I) [See 
"Documents" section-ed.] The section of the contract 
titled "Objectives and Scope" offers further evidence that 
the Center will train individuals in problems of Vietnam 
under the auspices of A.ID. The Center has contrac-
tual responsibility to 

respond ...... __ to requests for assistance on economic and 
social development problems in Vietnam from the Agency 
for International Development and other U.S. federal 
agencies, pther U.s. universities, Vletnamese government 
agencies and universities, international and regional 
agencies, various private businesses and interested 
private citizens. 

Certainly this statement implies that the Center is heavily 
involved with the present regime of South Vietnam 
-and American policy in that country. 

Nothing in the Grant specifically states that the acti­
vities of the Center are limited to South Vietnam and that 
they could not include North Vietnam; however, a clause 
in the Special ProviSions (p. 2) of the contract says that 
"a product commodity purchased in any transaction will 
not be eligible for U.S. dollar funding if it contains any 
component from countries other than Free World 
countrjes." This prOVision not only contradicts a pre­
vious p'ledge in the Grant that "The University will expand 
its library and public information service on all aspects 
of Vietnam," (p. 4) but it constitutes a built-in an insur­
mountable bar to contact with North Vietnam and its 
documents, pUblications, and other materials pertinent 
to historical research. 

.--~---... ---.---,---_.------,---
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Other parts of the contract reveal the non-academic 
character of the Center. One sentence provides that 

< • 

The University will expand its permanent, full-time 
professional core staff, of Vietnamese and U.S. scholars, 
which under the Director of the Center for Vietnamese 
Studies and Programs, will be responsible for the activities 
of the University in programs of assistance to the economic 
and social development of post-war Vietnam. These 
activities will include organizing interdisciplinary courses 
of study about Vietnam .... development of new courses 
and the restructuring of some existing courses. (p. 4) 

This provision raises the question of interference with the 
prerogative of the History Department to formulate and 
institute its own courses. A statement in the terms for 
the "Administration of A.LD. Grants" (p. 14) asserts that 
"in no event shall copies of any documents relating to 
the grant project, if marked, 'Top Secret,' 'Secret,' or 
'Confidential,' be furnished .... to any person not entitled 
to receive the same." This imposes a form of secrecy 
which precludes the free exchange of ideas basic to a 
university community. 

Although the contract constitutes the most important 
evidence, more recent documents further illuminate the 
true purpose of the Center. A letter to Senator Fulbright 
from John Hannah, the Administrator of AID, dated 
September 9, 1969, states that the purpose of the Center 
is 

(a) to develop a major resource center of academic 
study and competence on Vietnam and the broader 
geographic area in which it is located, and (b) to pro­
duce technical and professional personnel for assist­
ance as requested (underlining added) in the post-
war economic and social reconstruction of Vietnam--­
with particular attention being paid to Vietnamese and 
American veterans of the Vietnam conflict, for 
such service. 

In this communication to Senator Fulbright, one of the 
most persistent critics of American policy towards Viet­
nam, AID understandably tries to interpret the Center in 
the best possible light. To be sure, the first purpose 
sounds scholarly and objective. However, when the se­
cond purpose is,introduced, the overwhelming impression 
emerges that the fundamental aim of the Center (and the 
reason for the AID Grant of $1,000,000, with quite 
possibly more in the future) is involvement in the present 
political and military situation in Southeast Asia. 

The "Newsletter" published by the Center on Septem­
ber 15, 1969, reiterates the service function of that organ­
ization. It will engage in 

--'--------_ .. --_ .•.. _-
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the preparation of both technicians and professionals 
for specific goal-related project undertakings in 
the economic and social development of Vietnam .... 
and will furnish special consultation---short and long­
term---and training services to private and government 
organizations working in Vietnam, making avail-
able the expert advice and services of the personnel 
of the Center and the University at large. 

The "Operational Guidelines" for the Center for the 
present fiscal year were provided on January 19, 1970 
by the Chancellor of the Carbondaie Campus and the 
Vice-President for Area and International Services and 
were addressed to the Director of the Center. They 
presumabiy constitute the most recent policy of the 
University. The "Guidelines" indicate that a faculty 
member paid from Center funds is expected to be signi­
ficantly involved in the work of that organization and 
would in some degree be subject to its control; the per­
tinent passage reads: 

Each professor should have a portion 
of his time (for example, one-third to one-half) 
reieased from instructional duties for the purpose 
of carrying out research and special projects directly 
reiated to Center objectives--as worked out jointly 
by the academic department head concerned and 
the Center Director. 

Even if the local guidelines were changed to eliminate the 
provision for released time, the contract and the payment 
of the salary by the Center would subject the History De­
partment and the Southeast Asian historian to control 
by the Center. 

It should be pointed out that unsupported oral and 
written interpretations which attempt to alter the terms 
of the contract are not acceptable. One clause 

concerning the "Administration of the AID Center" 
(p. 8) holds the Center responsible for adherence to the 
contract and sets out the procedure which must be used to 
to change any part of the agreement: "If a deviation 
from the Grant is contemplated, written approval must 
be obtained from the Grant Officer, Office of Procure­
ment, Contract Services Division, A.I.D." 

Although any faculty member is free to make his 
own contracts and have his own associations, it is 
undesirable for the History Department to hire a South. 
east Asian histOrian with the funds of the Center for 
Vietnamese Studies and Programs. 

The committee concludes the following: 
a) That our concept of academic ideals precludes 

identification with this Center; 
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b) That fiscal and administrative involvement with 
the Center couid impinge upon the Department's 
prerogative to organize and institute its own course of­
ferings; 

c) That the Center's personnel guidelines impinge 
upon the Department's present practices concerning the 
teaching load, salary, released, time, and freedom of 
choice of research subjects; 

d) That the outlook and limited vision prescribed 
by the terms of the Grant make historical objectivity 
impossible; 

e) That, finally, fiscal and administrative involvement 
with the Center poses a threat to academic freedom. 

Howard W. Allen 
Harry Ammon 
Michael C. Batinski 
Charles W. Berberich 
Donald L. Brehm 
M. Browning Carrot! 
David E. Conrad 
Donald S. Detwiler 
Betty L. Fladeland 
C. Harvey Gardiner 
Robert L. Gold 
Thadd E. Hall 
Harold A. McFarlin 
Reinhold C. Mueller 
James D. Murphy 
Len R. Shelby 
John Y. Simon 
Henry S. Vyverberg 
David P. Werlich 
Stanley Zucker 

April 28, 1970 

Dr. W. R. Fishel 
Southeast Asia: An International Quarterly 
Southern Illinois University 
Carbondale, Illinois 62901 

Sir: 

On returning form my trip, I found your letter as 
well as one from Prof. H. B. Iacobini, neither of which 
had been forwarded to me in the Far East. 

You know my reaction since you have received my 
telegram requesting you to remove my name from your 
International Advisory Board. 

Indeed, at the time of your visit you told me that you 



were at the stage of contacts which you hoped would be 
as broad as possible, and that you already had approval 
from a rather wide spectrum of Americans. Among these 
you mentioned colleagues whose position regarding the 
war in Vietnam is ethically irreproachable. 
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Now, however, instead of a typed list for my preliminary 
approval, I have received a printed prospectus with my 
name on it and moreover with the names of several col· 
leagues who to my knowledge must have experienced the 
same unpleasant surprise, and which, you additionally 
informed me, was distributed at the annual convention 
of the Association of Asian Studies in San Francisco on 
April 3·5. 

In the present circumstances, your undertaking does not 
offer sufficient guarantees of academic freedom for me to 
associate myself with it. I ask you to publish and distri· 
but~ a retraction. 

Sincerely yours, 
G. Condominas 

P.S. Of course I shall send copies of this letter to each 
one of our colleagues. 

St. Louis Airport, 
Missouri, U.S.A. 
26th September 1970 

Professor W. Fishel and Dr. Jacobini 
Center for Vietnamese Studies 
Southern Illinois University 
Carbondale, Illinois, U.S.A. 

Dear Dr. Jacobini and Professor Fishel, 

I should like to thank you for your courtesy and hos­
pitality whilst I was in Carbondale. In the course of the 
five days I spent at your Center and University it has 
been possible for me to meet a considerable number of 
university teachers, librarians, and administrative officials 
who are concerned in one way or another with Vietnam· 
ese or other South·East Asian Studies. However, mindful 
that I was a guest of your Center, I deliberately avoided 
making contact with any of the detractors of your Center 
on the staff of SIU as this would, in my view, have been 
improper. I should like you to know, furthermore, that 
the conclusions I have reached have in no way been deter· 
mined by the opinions or views of members of other 
universities, either in the USA or in Europe. In other 
words, my assessment of the Center for Vietnamese 
Studies and the academic auspices of the prOjected journal 
Southeat Asia has been made on the basis of my observa· 
tions and discussions at Carbondale. 

My firm conclusion, I much regret, is that I wish to 

~~-~ ~---'-~--~---'----'--

, ' 

( 

terminate any links I have had with both the Center for 
Vietnamese Studies at sm, and with its Journal. I do not 
however bear any personal grudge or disaffection for any 
individual member or associate of the Center. On the 
contrary, I have considered it a privilege to be introduced 
to such excellent and dedicated Vietnamese scholars as 
Professors Nguyen·Dinh·Hoa and Nguyen·Khae·Hoach. 
My decision makes necessary my resignation .. ·which I 
wish to take effect immediately .. ·from membership of 
the Editorial Advisory Board of the journal Southeast 
Asia. ' For the same reason I shall not now submit to Dr. 
Hildred Geertz, the Book Reviews Editor of Southeast 
Asia, the review article on recent sociological and anthro· 
pological writing on Indonesia that she had requested 
for the first issue of the Journal, and that I had previously 
agreed to write. 

As you know, the purpose of my visit to your Univer· 
sity and Center was ,misrepresented in a number of places 
on the campus, especially in the campus newspaper The 
Egyptian. I have already taken steps to correct these 
misrepresentations, and I would ask you to correct any 
other similar errors or distortions if they' come to your 
notice. I have also made it clear, both in my public 
lecture on Thursday night, under your auspices, and in 
discussion with members of your Center and other tea· 
chers in the UniverSity, that I have not profited personally 
from funds whose source is, for me personally, morally 
contaminated. 

My decision is based solely on academic considerations, 
and in no way affects my realtionship with or regard for 
individuals at SIU, many of whom have shewn me much 
courtesy and consideration. 

cc. Dr. H. Geertz 

Professor Wesley Fishel 
Editor, Southeast ASia 
Southern Illinois University 
Carbondale, Ill. 62901 

Dear Wes: 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. Jaspan 

April 16, 1970 

Apparently because of the mail strike backiog, I received 
your letter of April lst just a few days ago. 

lt is with deep regret that I must write this letter. Des­
pite our fundamental disagreement on the Vietnam War 
and my disapproval of some of your activities, which may 
well be mutual, you have always dealt with me fairly. 
The incident which I describe below thus comes as a rude 
shock. 

,---------.~---, .. ,-------.. ------'~. 



You are well aware of the fact that I agreed to serve 
on the International Editorial Advisory Board of your new 
Journal only after being assured of the wide political 
spectrum represented. I asked in particular about the 
presenee of David Marr on the Board of Editors during 
our telephone conversation of about March 20th and you 
reassured me that he had accepted your invitation, rep 
repeating what you had said in February. Now I discover 
that, in fact, David Marr is not a member of the Board, 
had never agreed to become one, and had made very 
clear to you again more than a month ago that he would 
not so agree. 

Since my agreement to serve on the International Edi­
torial Advisory Board was made on the basis of this mis­
information, I must withdraw. I will communicate my 
decision to other members of the Board so that there will 
be no further confusion on this matter. 

Professor Wesley Fishel 

Sincerely, 
David Wurfel 
Associate Professor 

November 2, 1970 

Editor, Southeast Asia 
Department of Political Scienee 
Michigan State University 
East Lansing, Michigan 

Dear Wes: 

It has been some time since we last spoke. Since April 
I have been to Singapore and, of course, have received 
the letter distributed by Condominas. While in Singa· 
pore I had a chance to chat with K. J. Ratnam about his 
attitude toward membership on the International Advisory 
Board of Southeast Asia. 

More recently I have become better informed about 
the situation at SIU through the panel on the subject at 
the Midwest Conference on Asian Affairs in Bloomington. 
Included in the discussions were lengthy informal presen­
tations by Joel Maring and Nguyen Dinh Hoa. 

As a result of these experiences, I must reiterate my 
decision to withdraw from the International Advisory 
Board of your quarterly. At the same time I send this 
letter to you I will be informing other members of the 
Board of my decision, as well as other interested persons. 

It appears to me that the procedures by which persons 
were recruited for the Advisory Board were not as care­
ful as would be necessary to establish the reputation of 
a new journal launched, in any case, under certain disad­
vantages. Though I am not charging deliberate misrepre­
senatation, statements were certainly made in my case, 
and others, which easUy led to misunderstanding as to the 
probable make-up of the Board. This creates a certain 
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uneasiness about the procedures under which the Quar­
terly might operate in the future. 

Whatever the virtues of the new journal. however--­
and I must admit there are several---its relationship with 
SIU under the present circumstances is such that I would 
have to sever my connections in any case. Any dissenter 
on the War whose name has in any way been linked with 
SIU recently is being used to justify a SE Asia program 
fmanced by a contract which I believe now to be unjus­
tifiable. 

Given the reasons I have stated for withdrawing from 
the Board, I should hasten to add that I would be glad to 
rejoin if conditions change. If SIU should cancel its con­
tract with AID for the Vietnam Center, or if Southeast 
Asia should relocate at another university, and if the 
International Advisory Board were reconstituted so as to 
accomplish the diversity of views originally desired, then 
I think the new journal would be a significant contribution 
to SE Asian studies. I certainly hope that these changes 
can come about. 

Dear Doug: 

Sincerely, 
David Wurfel 
Associate Professor 
University of Windsor 

October 18, 1970 

.. .I knew Milton Sacks in Saigon ... but hadn't seen him 
since 1967. Got a caII on March 14 from him in Newton; 
could we meet and talk about what I'd been doing? Saw 
him that evening; the conversation quickly turned to the 
Center---what did I think about it, etc. I expressed strong 
doubts, but waited to see what he was up to (didn't know 
at that point exactly where he stood there). His proposal 
was briefly that I consider working as a researcher/instruc. 
tor there---also a possibility that the Center publish my 
thesis (concerned with "nationalist" politics during the 
1966-1967 period). What would I be interested in doing? 
I replied that my choice would be researching a project 
which I caIled "how the NLF won in 1965"---and that 
I'd like to go and spend some time in the liberated terri­
tories, etc. The latter he had no objections to, but the 
topic he thought was "unreasonable"---indeed, idiotic. 
(I migh note that Asian Survey in its May and August 
issues published a two-part piece by Jeff Race entitled 
exactly that---"How they won"---before the U.s. build-
up! Indeed, I knew about Race's piece at that time, and 
thus my suggestion was not wholly a "come-on" or provo­
cation or whatever). Sacks told me, quite frankly, that 
such a topic would never pass the "board's O.K."---I 
didn't pursue the problem of who constituted "the board" 
---knowing pretty well what the answer would be. At 
one point in the conversation he mentioned that "although 
AID might ask me to do such-and-such a project, I would 
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be able to refuse." Later, when I tried to get him to 
elaborate on these "AID prerogatives", he refused to 
concede that the government would have any such control 
over the program; the contract, however, conflfmed my 
suspicions. Anyway, to make a long stroy short, I didn't 
give him a flat no at that time, as I was thinking seriOUsly 
of taking him up on his offer (i.e., of submitting a proposal 
to the Center and applying for a position there) in order 
to establish an "inside link" with the Center---and ultimately, 
expose their outfit, etc. (Subsequent conversations with 
CCAS people led me to change my mind as to what bene-
fit this would be to anyone, I might add.) I spoke with 
Sacks the following Monday, but at this point, the possi­
bilities of my doing business with him started deteriorat-
ing rapidly. 

The upshot of this rather morbid encounter demonstrated 
clearly enough as far as I was concerned the duplicity and 
underhanded attitude of the Center in their drive to legi­
timize their presence at SIU. If I had only been aware 
of the extent to which they were willing to go to "recruit" 
the Vietnamese studies people---as is so clearly evident from 
the documeilts you all have collected---I could have perhaps 
done more to fmd out how the Center works. As it was, 
I was siniply willing to cross off the experience as a bad 
scene and feel relieved that I had not become involved In 
their thing. 

The utter disreg~rd for what we call "academic free­
dom" and "academic integrity", the outright contempt 
for American scholars, and the complete and shocking 
disrespect for the Vietnamese people shown by the Center 
clearly demonstrate not only the incompetence but also 
the reaf danger of the Center as an institution of "higher 
learning". The future of Vietnamese studies has always 
been dark, but never darker than it is today ... For nearly 
a quarter of a century the Vietnamese have been the 
victims of American "advisors" and "scholars" seeking to 
bring "self-determination" and the "fruits of western 
democracy" to their land. Over a million Vietnamese 
have died as a result; indeed well over that number, if 
one takes Into account American complicity in the first 
Indochina war. It is time we began to listen to the Viet­
namese and to learn from them about their clv~ation 
instead of regarding' their homeland as a testing ground 
for U.S. military innovations and a means of acquiring 
AID grants, prestige and power within the university. 
That the existence of the Center should even be regarded 
as a subject for debate is not only ludicrous but sinister. 
The fate of Vietnamese studies in the U.S. may be sealed­if so, then we who call ourselves "Vietnamese scholars" 
must take the bla,me. But the future of the Vietnamese 
people cannot be written off so glibly. We must take 
steps to. insllre that it will not .•• 

Peace, 
Cynthia Fredrick 

---------_.---------------------

23 October 1970 

STATEMENT ON CENTER FOR VIETNAMESE STUDIES 
AND PROG~S AT SOUTHERN ILliNOIS UNIVERSITY· 

The Vietnam Studies Coordinating Group (VSCG), 
a subcommittee of the Southeast Asia Regional Council 
of the Association of Asian Studies, has had the oppor­
tunity to review pertinent documents regarding the Center 
for Vietnamese Studies and Programs at Southern Illinois 
University (SIU). It has also had the occasion to discuss 
the formation and development of the Center with Cen-
ter representatives and with faculty and student opponents 
of the Center. On the basis of this investigation the under­
signed members of theVSCG, speaking as individuals, wish 
to make the following statement: 

There seems little doubt that the prime raison d'etre, 
of the SIU Center Is ultimately to provide United States 
Government agencies and Interested private organizations 
and businesses with the intellectual and technical means 
for continued involvement in the economic, social, and 
political future of Vietnam. While, we do not necessarily 
deny the probity of such Involvement---given substantially 
altered future conditions In Vietnam-owe believe that at 
this point in time such a position seriously jeopardizes, 

perhaps precludes the development of a truly respectable 
teaching and research program on the people, history and 
culture of that country. 

Briefly stated, our arguments are as follows: 
At the moment the academic study of Vietnam in North 

American is in its infancy. By contrast official American 
involvement in Vietnam has been gigantic and remains etched 
in everyone's minds. We simply cannot permit the latter 
experience to swamp' the former. This will certainly hap­
pen if we rely for our development of serious teaching and 
research programs on the same froancial sources, institu­
tional channels, and personalities that have initiated and 
sustained our official involvement in Vietnam. 

Any long-term academic program for the study of 
,Vietnam will need to rely on resource materials and schol­
arly contacts at the three other locations where such ef­
forts are underway: Hanoi, Saigon, and Paris. It is our 
impression that the SIU Center has developed in such a 
way as to make extremely difficult cooperation with all 
scholars in Hanoi and with most scholars of Vietnam 
located in Paris. Obviously It is impossible at this point 
In time to satisfy everyone; but this is all the more reason 
for exercising careful thought, widespread consultation, 
and manifest patience. 

There is a large body of printed and xeroxed materials 
available on the SIU Center .. We strongly 1!rge colleagnes 
to explore carefully all the implications of the SlU Center 
before in any way involving themselves In its aotivities or 
advising their students to do so. 
(signed) Huynh Kim Khanh, David Marr, Truong Buu Lam, 
John K. Whitmore 
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c. Harvey Gardiner: 
Academic Incompetence 

The theme of thts conference, 
"Scholarly Integrity and University 
Complici ty", promises, by the very 
nature of words and ideas, a verbal 
confrontation. Behind that word 
"complicity" is a sense of guilt 
related to wrong-doing which, in turn, 
is a basic contradiction of honesty. 
We are here, I trust, in a spirit 
of honest inquiry, because honest 
inquiry is what the university--any 
university--is all about. One concern 
of this conference must be facts. 
But, at best, facts can only esta­
blish a historical record, because 
facts by the very nature of 'their 
relation to events concern matters 
that are behind us. 

However, the honest inquiry of a 
university community--or, for that 
matter, of the concerned citizen on 
campus or off campus--cannot settle 
for a re-creation or restatement of the 
past. The honest inquiry that leads 
one beyond the facts of the past. to 
relevant principles for the present 
and the future can convert a univer­
sity into a frontier of the intellect. 

This conference must be an exer-
cise in intelligence, utilizing speci­
fic facts in search of underlying 
principles. This will require cri­
tical outlook, a critical outlook 
that cannot, will not, settle for 
maintenance of the statue quo. Change 
is the essence of living experience 
and any man who equates intelligent 
criticism with disloyalty stamps him­
self an idiot. The banker who tells 
you that saving some money today 
guarantees a better tomorrow is reminded 
that saving a little of America today 
--the right of free speech that includes 
dissent--is the best guarantee America 
will have a better tomorrow. So I 

• 

hail and challenge the exercise of 
your intelligence, your freedom of 
speech, your dissent in the oppor­
tunity this conference affords you 
in constructive citizenship. 

* * * 
Now to scholarly integrity in r.ela­

tion to the Center for Vietnamese' 
Studies and Programs at Southern 
Illinois University. On February 7, 
1969, one staff member of the Inter­
national Services Division of SIU, 
with an eye on Nixon appointments 
in Washington, wrote a memorandum 
to his superior. Among other things 
he said, "The appointment of John 
Hanna [sio] as the Director of AID 
is not only an exceedingly good appoint­
ment but it is a clear indication 
in my opinion of the policies which 
will be followed ••• " The memo writer 
continued, "it looks like SIU will 
have an excellent possibility to 
develop new and stronger contact 
relationships with AID ••• " To that 
he added, "I believe that priority 
will be given to awarding contracts 
to institutions which have a strong 
academic foundation on which the new 
contract may be built." This prompts 
the question, my question, "What 
academic competence did SIU have in 
the area of Vietnamese studies?" 

My question is all the more rele­
vant because the title of the AID 
grant of June, 1969, supporting 
SlUts Genter for Vietnamese Studies 
and Programs indicates that the support 
is "to strengthen within Southern 
Illinois University competency ... " 
The presumption, accordingly, was that 
SIU had a competence in reference to 
Vietnam. 



Since 1961 SIU had sent 41 staff 
members to Vietnam in connection with 
two technical assistance programs. 
None of those staff members went to 
Vietnam with a command of the Vietnam­

ese language. Urged publicly to step 
forward and disprove the statement 
that they lacked fluency in Vietnamese, 

not one of the forty-one challenged 
the conclusion that after two or more 
years in Vietnam they had returned 

illiterate in reference to Vietnamese. 
I have not been on campus every minute 

since SIU first sent staff members 

to Vietnam in 1961 but I will say 
that I have no recollection of any 
general public lectures about Vietnam 

ever having been given by the returned 
educators. 

In all the eight years prior to the 

mid-1969 grant for the Center no de­
partment introduced a course speci­
fically related to Vietnam. In those 
years between 1961 and 1969 no depart­

ment in the entire university announced 

a priority related to Vietnam as it 
projected personnel needs. No one, 

returned veteran of the two Vietnamese 
contract programs or anyone else, 
ever insisted that the Vietnamese 
language be taught at the university. 

When the forty-one veterans of 
Saigon were urged to list the courses 

they had taught concerning Vietnam, 
the theses they had directed concern­

ing Vietnam, and the scholarly items 
they had written about Vietnam, not 
a single response was made. My ques­

tions to the forty-one were termed 
rude and in bad taste. Let me tell 
you that just as the honest student 

is not offended when his books are 
. checked as he leaves the library, 
so the able educator is not offended 
when asked to exhibit his .credentials. 
Yet the competence-shy forty-one 
were considered to represent a reser­
voir of competence upon which SIU 
could build. Honesty and soundness 
--and Webster tells us that honesty 
and soundness are synonyms of inte­

grity--should have kept this institu­
tion from entering upon a program 
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punctuated by educational pretense 
and academic bravado. 

All the challenge to integrity at 
SIU by the AID grant is not borne 
by faculty; some administrators share 

it. Alongside the forty-one who had 
seen Saigon, the president, chancel­
lor and dean of liberal arts and 
sciences approximated a trio of 
blind mice. More than one aide in 
a presidential office dedicated to 
bigness nodded administrative approv­
al of the efforts to wangle federal 
funds for the Center. Some of the 
job of implementing the project fell 
to the chancellor. From his perfor­
mance I cite one item in terms of 
our concern about integrity. 

On April 9, 1969, at a formative 
moment when it was thought desirable 
to replace an acting director who had 

no professional ties with Asia, the 
then chancellor urged that the director 
of the Center be "a distinguished 
scholar on Vietnamese affairs." How­
ever, inasmuch as there was no such 
person on campus, the post went to 

an authority in international law 
whose scholarly relationship to Asia 
pivoted on the Philippines. Nothing 
in more than twenty years of publi­
cation identified the new director 
of the Center with Vietnam. The 
designation of the director was by a 
chancellor whose own field is chemis­

try. I suspect that were a student 
of his, in a given laboratory exer­
cise, inclined to substitute hydro­
chloric acid for sulfuric acid, the 

dunderhead would be written off as 
hopeless. Yet the chemist-chancellor 
did not hesitate to thrust that same 
kind of substitution upon the human­
ities and social sciences. We live. 
you and I, in a world that laments 
the gap between scientific achieve­
ment and man's capacity to solve his 
social problems yet administrative 
arrogance that so mismanages matters 
in the area of the humanities and 
social studies helps to guarantee the 
continuance of that .gap. 

• 
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When a dean was needed for our 
infant School of Medicine, a chiro­
practor did not get the job. If 
a chiropractor had been appointed 
Dean of Medicine, the laughter and 
ridicule--not to mention a derma- ' 
tologist trustee--would have forced 
an immediate rectification of the 
mistake. 

However, when a director was needed 
for the infant Center for Vietnamese 
Studies and Programs, no such con­
cern about professional competence 
was exhibited. I submit that "hon­
esty" and "soundness", twin facets 
of integrity, took a beating in SIU's 
administrative circles. 

Nor did the lack of professional 
concern and professional competence 
stop at that. Much of the incep­
tion of the Center deviated from 
norms customarily pursued in univer­
sity circles. During the initial 
planning of the Center at SIU there 
was an exceedingly limitedpartici­
pat ion by the faculty at large. 
Essentially, until the program at-· 
tained the fait aaaompZi stage syno­
nymous with the winning of the AID 
grant, the project was controlled by 
men better described as promoters 
than academicians. After the grant 
was obtained, the irregularities 
continued. At no time, although 
new courses were instituted, did a 
course proposal go through the esta­
blished channel that included con­
sideration by the Committee on New 
Courses and Programs. At no time, 
although the Vietnam studies that 
were non-existent in 1968-69 were 
now projected to include advanced 
graduate students in 1969-70--at 
no time was the Graduate School in­
vited to consider the program. In 
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other words, the winning of the 
$1,000,000 grant became an "open 
sesame" that'overrode established 
procedures. The money apparently 
stifled the chancellor's announced 
desire that the director'be "a dis­
tinguished scholar on Vietnamese 
affairs." The dean of liberal arts 
and sciences, whose faculty would 
be most directly concerned with the 
proposed operation, apparently in­
dulged an automatic acceptance of 
his superior's proposal. The govern­
ment grant seemingly encouraged the 
short-circuiting of established 
procedures. The money from the 
federal government became a corrupt­
ing influence as one office and area 
of university administration after 
another gave the grant for the Center 
special handling. One definition 
of integrity, let. me add, reads 
"freedom from corrupting influence 
or practice." 

On April I, 1970, the then chan­
cellor of SIU, speaking to three 
professional educational fraterni­
ties, addressed himself to the issue 
of the public's lack of confidence 
in higher education. He said, "I 
think part of the di£,ficulty is that 
higher'education has slipped its 
moorings and its integrity is not 
what is should be." I agree with 
the man who took to the Oregon Trail, 
and I add that at SIU, in reference 
to the Center for Vietnamese Studies 
and Programs, he helped it slip its 
moorings; he contributed to its 
damaged integrity. 

Yet another challenge to integrity, 
to scholarly integrity at SIU, is 
involved in the contractual relation­
ship between government and univer­
sitv ~s set down in the terms of 

~--------- -----_._----._--



the AID grant. To cite but one 
area of the problem, let me indicate 
that, according to the .terms of the 
AID grant. the Center for Vietnamese 
Studies' and Programs has a respon­
sibility to "respond ••• to requests 
for assistance on economic and social 
development problems in Vietnam 
from ••• Vietnamese governmental agen­
cies ••• ,,1 In February, 1979, I noted 
that the Thieu-Ky regime had announced , 
its intention to raise revenue by 
opening~ series of "entertainment 
centers" containing brothels, gliming' 
dens ,ailld dance halls. This official 
program is to be directed by the' 
South ·Vietnamese Ministry of Social 
Welfare. This tasteless venture 
by the South Vietnamese government 
prompted a letter from me in which 
I asked what the SIU Center would 
do if it were faced with a request 
to assist this program. Some people 
were enraged at the idea of my rais­
ing such an odious issue. Other 
people, however, saw the fundamental 
issue in perspective. More important 
th~ determining which was the more 
despicable, the South Vietnamese 
program or Gardiner's disturbing 
question, more important 'than either 
of·these matters was the realization 
that the university is tied to an 
open-end and indefinitely vague com­
mitment. 

To avoid this dismal prospect, 
as well as to achieve the "strictly 
academic" operation long·hoped for, 
the Center is now busy altering its' 
image, dropping "and Programs" from 
its name and trying to wiggle out 
of potential obligations, which the 
Director has preferred to term ambi­
guities and garbage. The Center . 
wants to renegotiate the terms of 
the,pllesent grant and it would like 
a change in. the funding of the grant, 
reJoving'it from AID. 

A grant, in the final analysis 
is a contractusl relationship, in 
which there is some "give" 811 well . a. "get".· It is one thing for the 
Center to lIay it is dropping "and 
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Programs" but the question follows: 
how far can the Center go in unilat­
eral revision of the terms? Not very 
far, one suspects. While some may 
hope that the heat of criticism 
will lessen with announcement of 
revision and good intention, there 
are many who consider unobtainable 
the Center's desire to get something 
for nothing as it aspires to a strict· 
ly academic operation without ties 
to policies and programs of the gov­
ernment. 

Considering the fact that the 
Director is reported to have addresse. 
himself to this problem in July, 
is it not time for him to share 
with the public the answers he has 
received from· Washington? After 

, all, the grant specifically says, 
"If a deviation from the Grant is 
contemplated, written approval must 
be obtained from the Grant Officer, 
Office of Procurement, Contract 
Services Division, A. 1.D." 

No one, in his right mind, in 
this world that technology seems 
to shrink by the minute would deny 
the validity of Vietnamese studies 
in a university program. Collat­
erally, no one, in his right mind, 
wants his univerSity to engage in 
Vietnameae studies or any other 
studies.at the e~pense of the inte­
grity Of faculty and administration. 
Thecr~ of the issue, then, is not 
the matter of program but the rela­
tionship of integrity to program. 

Finally, in all fairness to a new 
man at the helm of the university, 
Chancellor Robert G. Layer, I must 
add that a ray of hope appears on 
the administrative horizon. I shall 
hazard the guess that he is here 

'with uS today not simply to welcome 
and inaugurate a conference but also 
Out of a realization that the inte­
grity of the university requires 
vigilance •. Layer brings to the 
chancellorship of SIU a refreshing 
dimension of intellectual and moral 
concern--call it integrity. Let 



us all, in this conference, bring 
our own dimensions of intellectual 
and. moral concern--our own integrity. 
And if we do, who knows, .even in 
reference to the Center for Vietnam­
ese Studies and Programs a miracle 

may be wrought', one that will" nO 
longer require the forces of light 
and darkness, of integrity and com­
pUe! ty, todo,battXe. 

1. See "Documents" section. --ed. 
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Robert G. Layer: 

Reforming 
Thank you, Professor Gardiner. 

I would like first of all to express 
my appreciation to Mr. Allen for 
inviting me to address the confer­
ence. I'm aware that the very fact 
that I'm on this podium is contro­
versial to some persons' minds. l But 
nevertheless I feel it is important 
for me to state to you my position 
with respect to the Center for Viet­
namese Studies at this university 
and also to put in focus what I con­
sider to be the place of the univer­
sity in the general order of things 
and how the two relate to each other. 
I also must state that I am speak­
ing in an official capacity in that 
my personal feelings in the matter, 
while they may be revealed in what 
I say, are not intended to be con­
veyed. But I wish to offer more of 
an explanation of what is and, I 
think, should be the university's 
position with respect to certain 
matters. 

To begin with, a promise was made 
last spring--pretty much on the spur 
of the moment, in the heat of a ra­
ther violent or at leas.t semiviolent 
situation--that there be a so-called 
"Blue Ribbon Committee" or Panel to 
investigate the Center. I'm sure 
that Dr. MacVicat [former chancellor 
at SIU] didn't have an opportunity 

. to measure very closely and accur­
ately the nice phraseology he may 
have wanted to use. Well, this means 
that when the first attempt to set 
up a committee was made, there was 
a lack of realization on the part 
of that committee's original organ­
izers ·that certain things were de­
manded by. MacVicar's statement, or 
at least were inferred from it by 
a large number of individuals. And 
I can state, because it's a matter 

the Center 

of public record, that I was party 
to some of those concerns. In fact, 
I will also say that of the two mem­
bers of the committee who objected 
to the initial charge given to the 
committee I was one. In so doing 
I hope at least to give you some 
notion of the kind of track record 
I've had with respect to the impor­
tance of setting up an objective 
committee to review this very con­
troversial unit of the university. 

* * * 
Next I will address myself to what 

I believe to be the most important 
improvements in the organization of 
the Center's administration as well 
as the. imposition of significant 
limitations on the activites of the 
Center. The chief administrative 
change is that of placing it under 
me, the chancellor of this campus, 
with no restrictions upon me with 
respect to how it shall be adminis­
tered. Now of course one has to have 
a certain confidence in the chancel­
lor, because if I'm corrupt then 
all is lost too. Also, if everybody 
I ask to help me in the administra­
tion of the Center or the scrutin­
izing of it is corrupt, again all 
is lost. At some point confidence 
has to be placed somewhere in some­
body. And all I can say to you is 
what I said when I accepted the admin­
istration of the Center on this campus 
I insisted upon the Board of Trustees' 
approval of the following conditions: 
"The Center shall not engage in or 
financially support through the employ 
ment of persons, the distribution 
of fellowships and other moneys or 
in any other way support any programs 
of social or economic assistance or 
development." I take full respon-



sibility for that statement. I in­
cluded in it everything I thought 
was relevant to assuring a proper 
academic programming of this par­
ticular unit's activities. 

~o implement this, I have addressed 
myself to the group that I thought 
was the. most proper one to carry out 
academic scrutiny and supervision, 
i.e., the Graduate Council. Again 
one could say it's possible that the 
Graduate Council is corrupt and again 
all could be lost. But again one has 
to place confidence in somebody, and 
if I'm ever going to get the proper 
scrutiny and programming of this unit, 
the Graduate Council is the .. place 
to seek it. And so I have sought 
it there. I asked this group to 
consider the following: 

In. order to implement the intent 
of the memorandum and after"con­
ferring .with the Dean of the Grad­
uate School, Professor Olmsted, 
the chairman of the Graduate 
Council, Professor Webb, and 
others, I requested the Graduate 
Council to specify what the'Coun­
cil considers to be adequ.ite and' 
proper procedures. for the academic 
approval of pers.,.fl,mds' to . 
Q.e.!!P.~!lt for thel;l_nit'It',IIiiJ,o.\t'der 
that the-Ceitter""'i"t!O~" nn.en-b~ '" 
ing will be in ,~¢<lcn:"d with the 
procedures fol,., . 
units of researeb ~p.\t'ating on 
the campus. -.t...,.".. 

Now tpis is a1;lsolutely open-ended; 
I did, not attempt to dir.ect. or limit 
the Graduate Council. The appropriate 
commi:ttee of the Council will proceed' 
also ,to make very detailedspecifi­
cations arid there will be a continuous 
scrutiny of the propositions,oi,the 
nominations for fellowships, as" well 
as the usual ,surveillance or 'pro~er 
scrutinizing ofacadem:l.c vi,tas, 'etc., 
of the professo,rs who might be 'hi'red 

'by d~partments in this UniVe,l:'$':li'~ ..... ;+n.r, t.:: 
assoqiation with the Center. MY\""je 
guessLbthat they might eve,n b~:;~",J 
giVen . closer attention than us~~J.~: 

but at ·least they will be processed" 
in the same manner as that of any 
faculty member who is hired--the nor­
mal gamut of questioning and so on 
by his department, by his chairman, 
by his dean and, if he's going to 
be a member of the Graduate Faculty, 
also by the Graduate Dean's Office. 
Thus I have turned over the assess­
ment of the intellectual and academic 
integrity of individuals who would 
be paid by the Center to the group 
which I consider to be properly set 
up in: the university for this purpose. 
I believe there is nothing else I 
can do.- And I believe that is the 
proper route and this I not only 
must do, but this I want to do. 
------:----::----:=-,. 

the very fact that I'm 
on this podium,. is 
controversial ~o ,SQtne 

persons" m,iIulS 
Weare concerned as weLL that the 

officialsiti'Wailhington-';'AID speci~ 
fical1»'--reco~izewhat'is.the intent 
of the' 'operation of this Center • 
We have taken steps through the an-
nu.al , through a reiteration 
a:f Trustees' position, 
and operation of 
the the immediate past 
to what we think the 

what it should be. 
And., received favor-
able from AID that this 
will become the basic understanding 
of the mission of the Center in' an' 
amended a,rant' document. 

Now I: also want to'speak in terms 
,of the larger problems. Undoubtedly; 
,the Center iean arm of the univer- . 
sity.IUndoubtedlythe university has 

I !tany 'Aisp'ettsto it. Undoubtedly the 
': ' from the 

in other areas. 
" university will be 

i"U'~$I!U(dj"!fn naving tlie support 

\ . 
Ii ." 
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of Federal Government money in years 
to come. I certainly cannot make any 
promises about the nature of what 
those particular financial arrange­
ments or contracts may be in the fu­
ture. ,I can only say that I can look 
at them as they pass by and as I 
have an opportunity to see and, deter­
mine what I think is proper. But 
nobody~ can certainly say that the 
university will never, or that it 
shouldn't ever, use federal funds, 
or even partiuclarly AID funds, al­
though those are the ones which are 
obviouslY most important in your minds. 
There has been questioning of AID 

,projects elsewhere and persons engaged 
in AID projects elsewhere, and this 
may very well be a legitimate ques-

. tioning. But I must address myself 
to what I think is true at home. 
I cannot and certainly do not have 
the opportunity or the time to deter­
mine whether every AID project is 
legitimate in terms of the scrutiny 
that ·I suggest we are offering here. 
I think each unit of the university 
has to answer for itself. And I 
happen to have the Center under my 
jurisdiction and I fully intend that 
it be clean. Now I'm also aware of 
the la~ser problem that all of us 
are very much concerned with: the 
role that the government plays through 

. its foreign policy. Here is where 
Am may very' well be a principle 
agent. Here lies the whol.,~Ue8,tion j 

of 'whether money is tainted ,1IIIIi ,ought 
not be accepted at all because,it'. 
federal government money, whether, 
it be Am or any other kind of money" u' 

I cannot subscribe to the vi .... · that 
because money happens to be tainted 
at one point that this makes the same 
dollars tainted at all points. I 
personally accepted a Fulbright pro­
fessorship 'a number of years ago, 
and I ha.ve in the recent past accepted 
a lockefeller Foundation grant, and 
being an economic historian, I know 
how John D. Rockefeller got his money. 
But I thought that somebociT'e.~~" 
use it legitimately, and" tbouaht~ 
there was no reason why I s~uidn!t b. 
the one. [App tause] And i th~, t~~ 

is more than a passing interest to that 
particular notion. One could even argue 
that if one is using it for a legitimate 
purpose, it can't be used bv someone 
else for purooses which may not be 
so legitimate. Well, I don't wish 
to belabor the point, but Ido not 
subscribe to the notion that simply 
because money comes from a particu­
lar source that automatically deter­
mine~ the use to which it will be 
out. It is important to be sure 
that everybody knows the ourpose 
to 'which money is put, and this is 
exactly my intention in doing what 
I have done to the Center, or rather, 
fop the Center, because I want cer­
tainly as much as you do to have it 
academically clean • 

I thank you very much for the oppor­
tunity to address you this afternoon on 
the position of the Center, the inten­
tions I have, and the intentions that 
the university administration has in 
general. 

1. A day before the Conference on Schol­
arly Integrity and University Comolicity, 
the Center issued a statement denouncing 
the meeting a~ ~~h"~Sl!demic travestv." 
--edt ... ;11,. iJt (J3Jll)J 
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Douglas Allen: 
Is Academic Freedom 
Still a Viable Principle? 

Last fall, when suspicions regard-
ing the academic integrity of the . 
Vietnam Center were first voiced 
on this campus, spokesmen for the 
Center lost no time in denouncing 
the critics as "irresponsible", 
"unscholarly", or worse. Since that 
time the irresponsible ones have 
been joined by many Asian scholars 
in this country and abroad who like­
wise feel that the Center lacks 
sufficient guarantees of academic. 
freedom and independence from such 
a politically committed agency as 
AID. One widely circulated state­
ment ~eads as follows; 

We, members of the Committee 
of. Concerned Asian Scholars, along 
.with other members of the uni­
versity community professionally 
engaged in the study of Asia, 
condemn the threat to academic 
freedom presented by the esta­
blishment of an AID~funded Cen­
ter for Vietnamese Studies and 
Programs on the Southern Illi­
nois University campus. 

Despite claims to the contrary. 
the terms of the AID-SIU contract 
clearly show that the Center is 
open to. direct political control 
and utilization by the United. 
States government. that the terms 
of the grant will inevitably 
exert a chilling effect upon 
free inquiry and that such an 
arrangement is entirely out of 
place in a university setting. 

We therefore support the initia­
tive of the History Department, 
individual professors and students 
who have raised this issue of 
academic freedom on the SIU cam­
pus and dissociate ourselves 

from the Center. 

Petitions protesting the exist­
ence of the Center as a threat to 
academic freedom have been signed 
by Asian scholars at such universi­
ties.as the University of Chicago, 
Harvard, Yale, Cornell, Michigan, 
Washington University, the Univer­
sity of Washington, Berkeley, and 
Stanford--inshort, at nearly all 
the universities that have flourish­
ing Asian studies programs. 

Why should these scholars see 
the Vietnam Center as a threat to 
academic freedom? I propose to 
focus on several salient features 
of the Center which show that the 
condemnation and boycott of the 
Center by anti-war Asian scholars 
is fully warranted. 

SIU received the one million 
dollars from AID in July, 1969. 
By then the university had already 
had two AID contracts in Vietnam. 
Although this grant for the Center 
is the largest single amount ever 
given in this field to an American 
university, yet as Professor Gardiner 
has madeclear-SIU. had little if any 
academic competence in the field 
of Vietnamese studies. 

Given this lack of competence, 
one might have expected that the 
university first bring in as con~ 
sultants a group of spe¢ialists 
representing a broad spectrum of 
views--not just those friendly to 
U.S. involvement in Vietnam--then 
apply,for a modest initial grant 
and determine whether this univer­
sity could iQdeed develop an academ­
ic competence in Vietnamese studies. 
Then, having developed the basis for 



competence, the university might 
have applied for larger grants; cer­
tainly not from AID, but perhaps 
from other, less compromising sources. 

But this was not the procedure 
followed. Despite the lack of com­
petence, SIU received the one mil­
lion dollars. Why? 

The AID press release of July 11, 
1969 entitled "AID to Help Southern 
Illinois University Program for Viet­
nam Reconstruction" throws light on 
the original intentions of the Cen-. 
ter. initiators. Consisting mostly 
of statements by the late Sen. Ever­
ett Dirksen, former university pre­
sident De1yte Morris, and AID admin­
istrator John Hannah, the press 
release discusses plans for bring­
ing Vietnamese and American veterans 
to this' campus, retraining them, 
and sending them back to Vietnam 
for AID programs there. This,c1ear1y, 
was good public relations copy. Han':' 
nah remarked that "this training 
of former fighting men to assist 
in development programs in Vietnam 
is one of the gratifying aspec'ts 
of this grant." He added, "The 
University's increased competence 
will provide a valuable resource 
of specialists and services for 
AID and other agencies involved in 
Vietnam's. development." . 

W~ley Fishel 
remains the key figure 
in the Center 

The Senate testimony of Sen. Dirk­
sen on June 23, 1969, offers more 
information on the Center's original 
purposes. Dirksen speaks of pro­
viding "special, consultant. and train­
ing s.ervices", retraining veterans , 
reconstruction, even setting up a 
"Vietnamese village" somewhere on 
campus. 

Further suspicion re!iard:f.ngthe' 

academic integrity of the Center 
was aroused by the nature of its 
early-appoinl(ments. The Urst num­
ber: of the Center's news1etfer is­
sued on September 15, 1969 lists 
three new appointments to the uni­
versity: We'sley Fishel, former 
head of the Michigan State Univer­
sity Advisory Group in Vietnam; 
Nguyen Dinh Hoa, "Counselor for 
Cultural Affairs ,and Education, 
Embassy of Vietnam", and John l..ay~ 
bourn, former Associate Director 
of the AID-funded Asia Training 
Center in Hawaii .and now an Assoc­
iate Dean of International Studies 
at SIU. The most .important appoint­
ment, of course, was that .of Wesley 
Fishel, whose utilization of the 
MSU group for arming .DiElm's police 
and providing COVElr for the CIA 
are fully documElnted in Rampa:t'ts 
and in Scigliano. and Fox, ,Tec'hni­
caZ Assistanae in Vietnam: Z'he 
Michigan State University Ereper­
ience. While Milton Sacks has re­
placed WesleYF:Lshel asv:isiting 
professor in goverl\mellt.t:h~s year, 
FishEll. still helli1!1 the: C~mter' s 

,'" ' ," ':" " ' " '-'j',' 

j ourn81. SElrVesas.6. cO,\Insu1 tllnt. 
and is cOj.'1spic1,1C;lUS 1y present on 
campus. He.remaJns· the' keY figure 
in the Center.' . ' 

In't;ne, meko.an(\1,1~\'f February 7, 
1969 already cited by Professor 
Gardiner and in'a second memoran-

/ 

d1,1m dated Mlir~h 27, 1969, Oliver 
J. Ca1C1wElll 'If International Ser­
vices informs Ralph W. R1,1ffner, 
Vice-prElsid(mt of Area and Inter-, 
nationa1.SerVices that Hannah believes 
there should be "a' renewed and in": 
creased emphasis on technical aSsist­
ance in ?1,1r. foreign aid programs 
and that qualified 1,1niversities 
be invited to become the principal. 
operatirigagepcies for such programs 
around the world." Caldwell suggests 
also that this is an excellent oppor­
t1,1nity f6r SIU. He disc1,1sses the 
am01,1nt of money other 1,1niversities 
are receiving .and how SIU can get 
into the act. An aptexpress!on 
of . tni'specuni~rYmo.tl)lat.lonWa$ •. 



given by Bruce MacLachlan, an assist­
ant to the Chancellor and a supporter 
of the Center: "MacLachlan, asked 
why a Vietnam study center was sought 
by SIU, said the reason was oppor­
tunism ••• First, there were gobs of 

'h " money available for suc a center ••• 
(DaiZy Egyptian, August lS, 1970). 

In a letter to Sen. Fulbright 
dated September 9, 1969, Hannah 
reveals ,that Professors Hoa and 
Fishel were on this campus months 
before the university applied for 
the AID grant, and, more signifi­
cantly, that they were hired by 
SIU before the actual grant was 
made. This led us to believe that 
the Center had to assume a certain 
orientation acceptable to AID and 
Washington as a necessary precon­
dition for glltting the grant. (Cf. 
David Horowitz,"Sinews of Empire", 
Ramp~pt8. October,1969). One of 
the key men in setting up the Center 
has revealed that SIU's initial 
grant proposal was rejected by 
AID and that only after the Cen-
ter resubmitted the proposal with, 
a list of "scholars" friendly to 
U.S. foreign policy in Vietnam did 
the Center get the money. 

While these intensive negotia­
tions with AID were taking place 
in conditions of semi-secrecy, there 
was little effort to consult the 
larger community of Asian scholars. 
This has had a chilling effect on 
academic freedom,because the cru­
cial decisions were being made and 
the priorities being set not by 
the community of scholars but by 
an outside go~ernment agency. With 
one exception, no scholar who has 
the respect of anti-war academics was 
even c,onsulted in the establish­
ment of the Center. ' ' And 'it must 
be saidthatl>avid 'Mar,t' s "c~nsul­
,tat'ion"',.;:ith 'the Cent.erwas con;'; 

, tracted, for the sake ofappeararices 
only, for hisadvicewas'uttet'ly 
ignored. Sensing tha.t tha'bas'Lc 
deciSions hadalreadybeeri'tna'cie 
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Marr asked, "Why does the Center 
abdicate responsibility for discus­
sion and decision on postwar goals 
to the U.S. government?" 

David Marr's case is a typical 
illustration of the Center's lack 
of integrity. During last year's 
discussions and debates, I always 
conceded that one anti-war scholar 
was indeed an external consultaftt 
to the Center, although his lone 
presence hardly affected the over­
whelming imbalance within the Cen­
ter •. I assumed that Marr was a 
consultant because the Center listed 

Intensive negotiations 
with AID in conditions 
of semi-secrecy 

him as such., Actually, he never 
agreed to join the Center's Board 
of External Consultants; he was of­
fered the position by Vice-presi­
dent Ruffner and promptly turned 
it down. [See above, "Letters of 
Resignation."] But the Center, so 
desperate for one token anti-war 
figure, was not honest. 

A similar Case il!ulltrating the 
Cllnter's lack of integrity is the 
Center's relationship with George 
Condominas, the French scholar. 
In the DaiZy Egyptian of August 29, 
1970, Wesley'Fishel attempted to 
discredit our claim that a large 
number of scholars opposed the Cen­
ter. He had found almost total sup­
port, he said. He did admit that 
"we had' one member of Qur Interna­
tional Ed;l.torial Advisory Board •• ,. 
-:"a Frencl,t.--who ,decided to quit 
the bosr,d after the invasion of 
Cambodia. ,ljewante4 nothing more 



to do with anything American. No 
reflection on us, no reflection 
on SIU." 

, 
The Frenchman, George Condorriinas, 

had actually written to Fishel on 
April 28, 1970--two days before 
the U. S. invasIon of Cambodia--
to rebuke him for using Condominas's 
name without authoriz~tion and to 
dissociate himself from the Center 
because of its lack of academic • 
freedom ["Letters of Resignation"]. 

When confronted with these in-' 
stances of unethical conduct lack 
of integrity and academic fr~edom, 
and complicity with the prosecu'­
tion of the war, the Center's main 
defense is th~t ,it; has nothing eo 
do with technical assistance; recon­
struction, or other selyice functions. 
They' protest that 'theit "special" 
211 (d) grant is "merely academic", 
that it does not concern,technical 
a,s sis tance but is onl~ intended 
for disinterested scholarly research. 

Checking section211(d) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 
amendecj.in 1966, wertnd that these 
funds are authorizedfdr urtiver'';' 
sities specifically "for· the purpose' 
of strengthening their capacity 
to develop and carry out programs 
concerned with the economic and 
social development of less developed 
countries." In fact, in a recent ' 
letter Senator Fulbright states: 
"I seriously question, however, 

.whether there was any intent [in 
section 211(d)] to authorize assist­
ance to un1versities for purely aca­
demic studies which are not directly 
related to, or intended to have 
application'to, forei~n development 
programs." , 

The Center is therefore caught 
on the horns of a dilemma: if they 
don't make it properly academic, 
it will come under increasing attack; 
if they make it "purely" 'academic 
(not a real possibiIity unless there 
is a thorbugh 'cortcep',tuala'nd struc- ' 

tural overhaul) it can be brought 
up in Congress for misuse of AID 
funds. 

With this dilemma in mind, let us 
assess the most important terms of 
the AID-SIU grant itself. What 
has this university been committed 
to do? 

(1) The title sets the tone for 
the entire document: "A Grant to 
Strengthen within Southern Illinois 
University Competency in Vietnamese 

Studies and Programs Related to the 
Economic and Social Development 
or Vietnam and its Post-war Recon­
struction." 

(2) Under "University Capacity 
and Commitment", the grant states, 
"The ability of the University to 
offer counsel and advice--and urtder 
separate agreements or contracts ' 
have specialists available for tech­
nical assis,tance--and in general 
service the needs of A~D will be 
accelerated by the Grant." 

(3) Under "Adm;l.qiHration" we 
read, "lI:t the in:!. tiative of AID and 
following submission of an animal tech­
nical report;' thet."e ,will be an annual 
substantive review~f activities under 
this grant •. This "t."eview will include 
evaluation ofpt:ogress', acjminis tra­
rive and,fiI!-anciiil'co~$:!.derations, 
plans for the,f()J,lQwing year, and 
discussion OfpoSllibJ,e 'AID 1,ltiliza­
tion--under, 'tecl)ni~al assistance, 
reseat:ch and training contracts--
of the evolvingUlliversity competency." 

(4), Unde!;' "Objectives and Scope", 
"The expanded f1,lll-d.me Vietnamese­
American pro~essionalcore staff, 
courses of study, libt:ary and infor­
mation pt:ogt:am will enable the Uni­
versity to respond more ,adequately 
to requests for assistance on econo­
mic and social development problems 
in Vietnam from the Agency for Inter­
national l!evelopment aM other U.S. 
federal agencies, other I1.S, univer­
sHies, Vietnamesegovernmen~al agen-

,cies a!,-dl,101 versi,tiIl8,inte;rniltipnal 
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and regional agencies, various pri­
vate businesses and interested pri­
vate citizens." 

(5) One of the Institutional 
Development Grant Special Provisions 
stipulates that at AID's request 
SIU "will terminate the assignment 
of any individual to any work under 
the grant, and, as requested, will 
cause the return to the United States 
of the individuaL •• " 

(6) Likewise, the grant may be 
"revoked or terminated by the AID 
Grant Officer upon six months notice, 
whenever it is deemed that the Grantee 
institution has failed in a material 
respect to comply with the terms 
and conditions of the grant or for 
the convenience of the Government;" 

What the Vietnam Center seems. to 
be saying to us is the following:. 
"Trust us. We are' going to, out­
smart the government. T,rue, we 
have received the million dollars 
and signed a contract conunit,ting" 
us to carry out technical assiSt­
ance. But now we will outsmart 
the government, take the money, and 
not do what we have conunitted our­
selves to do." We respond: "We 
don't trust you. The government 
is .not so st\lpid, and your key per­
sonnel have never exhibited much 
aversion to para-military projects 
in Vietnam for the U.S. government." 

One distinction. ought to be made: 
the Center itself will no longer 
carry out service functions. Ori­
ginally the emphasis was upon ser­
vice~, ,especially the retraining of 
veterans. But sometime during the 
fall of 1969--probably as a reaction 
to the. increasingat.tacks by cri­
tics--this emphasis was changed. 
A letter from AID dated December 18, 
1969, denies that the Center will 
carry out "service functions" under 
this grant. Rather the. university 
will strengthen its competencY,in 
relation to economic and social 
development and postwar reconstruc-

tion. "The university has a respon­
sibility, as it has in the past, 
to assist A.I.D. in specific related 
tasks. The university carries out 
such services by specifically funded 
contracts as appropriate.'" The let­
ter concludes by stating that "AID 
fully expects to continue to use 
the present and resulting increased 
competency created by this grant 
at Southern Illinois University 
at the 'Vietnamese Center. '" 

In other words the Center will 
not directly carry out technical 
a'ssistance but will use ·.fts connec­
tions, contacts,and increased com­
petence to bring in separa'tely funded 
service contracts, whether with 
the School of Agric,ulture,.the School 
of Technology, the Vocst,ion:allrain­
ing Institute." or some o,ther area 
of the uni versi ty.. " Wi tho\lt the 
Center SIUwould be"st ·11 disadv~m­
tag/: in thecomp,etition £or",Ili\lch 
contracts, as the Ca1dwell..,Ruffner 
memoranda make, desr: ' 

Contras't the iavish ,support for 
oUr local center with' the, present 
precarious pps1,tion of As1anstudies 
prpgramsthrol.\gho\.\t."the United .States. 
A. major ~Afeat toa,CEl,.demic freedom 
and university integrity exists in 
the fund;1o,gof $uchcenters as the 
one at CIlPbonda1e,. In ,a speech 
delivued',~,o, an ,anti-Center rally 
in Fe1>r\la;ry,,1970,Jonathan Mirsky 
of Dartmouth noted: 

. Within .the last few weeks the 
directors of those centers [at 
Yale and Cornelll-~and 'of more 
thaIL1S0 other Foreign Language 
and Area Centers funded by HEW 
--were notified that "the pro­
,gramlotould be phased out in its 
entirety by 1972" as "outdated 
and less productive." As of now 
for the enti~ country the appro­
priation for these centers is ' 
$6 million, or only six times 
the appropriation for Carbondale 
alone. ApparentJ,y Asian scholar­
ah1p withol.\t agove,rnment service 



obligation will no longer find 
support in Washington. 

In my presentation to a panel at 
the midwest regional conference of 
the Association of Asian Studies at 
Indiana University last week, I sug­
gested that SIU return the gran~ to 
AID because AID was an improper 
source of funding. Although a major­
ity of the audience was critical of 
the Center, several of the profes­
sors from other universities replied, 
"But there is no other money." When 
I suggested that they somehow get . 
funds elsewhere from a less compro,­
mising source, they replied that no 
other money l.S available--other 
centers are closing down. And that 

-response epitomizes the sad state 
we are in today. Either you play 
ball with the government or corpor­
ate interests or else you're not 
going to get funded. Well, you' 
can give in, as some scholars have 
done, or you can resist, as we are 
doing today in an effort to change 
the priorities and structures of 

, these programs. 

Turning briefly to the local 
impact of the tenter, we must first 
note that 'thiS grant is hardly "free. " 
According to the grant' 'and other 
documents, SI1,I will: probably 'spend' 
more than $1 milliOn 'of 'its min' , 
money in order to USE! AID "s '$1 mil­
lion. Thu$ we disregard the needs' 
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of students and others, in the \1niver~ 
sity and direct our attention to 
the "postwar reconstruction" of 
Vietnam. There is much "reconstr\lc­
tion" that needs to be done right 
here in Carbondale. Several blocks 
from the university' peOPle still 
live in rat-infested buildings and 
use outhouses. Yet there seems to 
be no funding in sight for a Cen-
ter for Southern Illinois Studies 
and Programs. 

But ultimately, I believe, these 
other significant issues--the role 
of the university, its inversion 
of priorities, e,tc. --s tem from' a 
more fundamental decision of the' 
university to become not only a si­
lent partner but an active partici­
pant in U.S. imperialism. The pro­
blem, then, is not merely the Viet­
nam Center. We need a: total restruc­
turing, not only of the university, 
but of socie'ty as a whole, 'for we 
will not be successful here until 
we totally remake Sbcie,ty., And we 
will succeed, because welllus,t; We 
will not solve the problems of war, 
racism, poverty, overpapula,tion, 
pollution,famine and '6t1'fs,r, 'threats 
to ,the survbral of Inankind unless 
we begin to change our baSic human 
values,. Sa,we'have ',no choice' but 
to ,struggl'e. We reach out to each 
other and try to create a new soc­
iety,a milt-e huniane society in which 
'such poli't':!;cally lIIbtiv'ated Vietnam 
,Centers W;ill, have become obsolete. 

Thereis·much 'reconstruction'that needs 

to be done right here in Carbondale 
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David Marr: Intellectual 
Functionaries 

I would like to speak on the fu­
ture of Vietnamese studies in North 
America from a perspective that I 
think we all can share--that is, 
the fact that these studies must 
exist in a university environment 
of some kind. Every Ol".'! of us here, 
as part of the university community, 
has some real dilemmas to face, par­
ticularly those of us who special­
ize on Vietnam. I think. most of us, 
to a degree, feel that there is 
something systematically wr,ong with 
our society at this point in time. 
We know that ,the university is an 
impo;rtant cog in the social wheel. 
The question we must now face is 
whether we as participants in this 
process are abetting the wrongdqing 
and the injustice by our very par­
ticipation in the university sys­
tem. And if you think you have 
problems answering that question 
as majors in anthropology and philo­
sophy, just imagine how much more 
aCl,1ts the problem is for foreign 
area specialists in general and 
those' d!!!aling with Indochina in 
particular. One benefit that I 
think is bound to emerge from this 
conference is some serious ques~ 
tioning of educationa~ goals in' , 
foreign study programs in general. 

Wh~~ I Urst came to SlY ~n!-l~y, ," 
1969, I was dismayed and discour- ' 
aged to discover that the local 
participants in planning the Center 
had left ali the goals and the ends 
in the hands of bureaucrats in Wash­
ington, Aeter a$S\\ming a: contin­
uing U.S. government commitment 
to Vietnam after the ending of hos­
ti1ities--and this is quite an' 
assumption in itse1f--the planners 
of this Center proceeded to avoid 
any discussion of the objeotives 

of this presumed commitment in Viet­
nam or the form that it should take 
if they were to be involved as 
respectable academicians. In short, 
leaving responsibility for the goals 
to Washington, they just wanted a 
piece of the action, a cut of the 
pie; no matter what. 

Such abdication of responsibility 
produces a host of foreign area 
specialists who are little more 
than intellectual functionaries. 
Once the goals are set, you are 
locked in a pattern; you may not 
be researching or teaching a sub­
ject of immediate relevance to 
policy-makers, but you are part 
of the whole. It is, I think, an 
immoral and corrupting position 
for scholars. And ·the first step 
in getting out, of the pattern is 
to cha11enge,andljlcrutinize our 
educeliona1 tir~11I:tses as we are doing 
here. 

But'aa lilllcj"oq'hina specialists we 
are forced to go further. Given 
the bloody and bitter history of 
t1,.,S,.,irlvi)lY'Elment,in, Vietnam, I think 
£\:''1.8' wrclrig 'and iD.e~cusab1e to rely 
on U.S. government funding to estab­
Ueh wnat is called a respectable 
"teaching 'and research program" 
on the people, his tory and culture 
of that ·courttry. The U.S. govern­
ment, after all, is at war with the 
majority of tha Vietnamese people. 
Can anybddy really believe that a 
government devoting all its energies 
to defeating a Vietnamese enemy 
will on the other hand pass out 
money for'a strictly neutral study 
of Vietnam, without any relation­
ship to war objectives? I think 
that's a ridiculous assumption. 



As an example beyond Vietnam, 
didn't we do this with regard to 
Japanese studies when we were fight­
ing Japan from 1941 to 1945? Were 
Ruth Benedict's studies of the Jap­
anese mentality simply an academic 
exercise? Did the government train 
young men in the Japanese language 
simply so they could understand 
another people for understanding's 
sake? 

Again, given the specific Viet­
nam experience, the history of what, 
America has been in Vietnam, I would 
argue that AID specifically, can be . 
considered perhaps the most ,repre­
hensible source of government fund­
ing. Whatever the record of AID 
in other countries, it has blood 
on its, hands in Vietnam. It haa 
totally ignored development ideals 
in subordination to the false god 
of pacification. For every AID , 
member helping to train a nurse for 

U'hatever the record· 
of AID ill other coun .. 

tries, it has blood on 

its hands ill Vietnam 
a village, tl:)ereare f.:Lveengaged 
in the tra:!,ning of counti!r,..revolu­
tionary policemen, 'assassinatiqn , 
squads, intelligence operatives, 

. , 

and tax collectors. For every hour 
spent in improving rice or sweet 
pot'il.to p.~ants, there are ten hoUrs 
spent bringing in American rice to 
make up the deficit caused by defol-, 
istion, building roads to let 'the 
tanks move quicker, treating those 
injured and hOll\ellilss due to U.S.' 
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bombs and artillery. Lest anyone 
think that AID educational missions 
are separate from such grim efforts, 
I would argue that the result of 
our educational efforts in Viet­
namhas largely been the nurturing 
of a small middle-class clientele, 

! 

of the slavish pursuance of Ameri­
can norms, of Vietnamese scampering 
after U.S. scholarships, and the 
distribution of textbooks that either 
ignore or undermine the Vietnamese 
revolution. 

Just as significantly, in terms 
of today's topic, I think it is, 
AID more than any other government 

bureau that has attempted an open 
and blatant assault on the univer­
sity environment in the United States. 
The most ambitious and comprehen­
sive effort of this type was the ' 
Southeast Asia ,Development Advisory 
Group (SEADAG): This was 'an affair 
--it remains an affair--~hrough 

'which AID provided the initiative 
and money for organizing ()ver a 

,h\1ndred Southeast' Asia t:lpecialists 
into study commiJ;tees. !think it 
can be sUlDlll<lrized as an expensive 
and 1argeiy'successful cooptation 
of aC,adam:i.cians,. 

The Center hare at SIU is another 
technique that AID has dacided upon. 
Presumably AID tried it out first 
in Car~ondala--a place which many 
of us feel lacks the specialists, 
the librar,ies, and the background 
for any'serious effort in Vietnam 
studi/ls--because there was a will­
'ing, ,eager' clientele, and also Perhaps 
because they hoped to slip it past 
the, anti-war movement in the south­
ern part of Illinois. 

Now it should' of course be pointed 
out that the CIA, the Defense Depart-

" . 
ment, the State Department, etc" 
have also successfully i,nfiltrated 
American ,universities. But the 
point. ia that theirs has been Ii 
less blatant; less obtuse, less 



arrogant--of course, no less dan­
gerous--an operation. 

Any respectable long-term academic 
program for the study of Vietnam 
will need to enjoy the trust of 
the Vietnamese people. Theyk~ow , the history of the U.S. government s 
imtolyem~nt ip Vietll!ltp. they know 
the. h1story of AIDi~"! Vietnam", they 
know the hiStory of Par~iqular U.S. 
universities long assoCia,ted ~ith 
AID in V:f.ettiam-,-SIP" Ohi0}1niirer­
sity, ~isconsin State in psrticular. 
Tiley )<now' t.he names and,aqdvities ' 
of pa~ticular aca'demicet\t;repreneurs 
wllo llave more or less made "their 
careers off sl.lch cantraq'ts :., It's 

;' , ! :.' ,'. . "', simple folly,. to believetlla,t .tlle 
sam", persqn~J.itie~" thei!a!lle insti­
tutions, the same financiaJ,lIo\irces 
tha.tinitiated and ,"us1;.lined ,Alner­
ican'invqlvement Will I\9wbe trusted 
by j:heVietp,amese to undertake wllat 
is call",da serious, Sincere aqa~ 
qemic effort. 

In short tllere must be a qleall 
break from the s.ordid past. I,tMnk 
it begins by t\ot accepting AID,;,CIA, . 
Defense Department or .I;lther.campro­
mising sOurces of funds in this 
field. 

How •. tllen, are we to procee4; 
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to study Vietnam? 
we take seriously 

Here I ,,"uggell,t 
tile points made 

by Professor Dowd regarding the 
'university as an integral and func­
tioning 'part of the present Amel1;"' , 
iean .socio-political andmilita.ry 
system. As lqng as ttlis relation­
ship persists, we as PlIrtieipants 
in thatsys tern w:l.ll halve .t.O face,' 
every day of our prof.essional e:d.llct- . , 
ence, potential,cont.rac1:!.ctionsin 
our thoughts and actions. 'And I 
must say from· .personal. experit;r!-.ce 
that: students and collellgues are . 
a crucial. factor llere, Bincethey . ;; 
must keep us hones t"must rekindl;e 
our own moral awareness when it 
begins tofla~. 

Finally, we must al.waysllllk who 
is udng whomin.this,reJ;lItioI\ship 
be,tween univers'ity andllociety. J:.f 
the prellentstatus quo .1eaderllhip", 
in America is succeed:l.qg inl.lsing . 
us mOre than we areus:l.ng them, then'" 
we lla(i. better filld some more' vi~le 
s trateg1e!lfa/l,t Or else' leave the .I.' 
un:!.venity. Ifw/i! Can ,use them 
mor.ethah tbeyuse us, ,'1;j:lenwe 'can 
help in theproceasof,forc ing cJlsnge , 
in the I.lniverili ty. thenlll::l.on 'lind' 
in th'e ,world 11'8 'S( whole. Onl,y then 
clln we,be considere~ pa'rt of ',tile 
soll.ltion, !lot part of t,he .prol:!lem, 
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Self - Censorship 
Whenever one tries to discuss aca­

demic freedom, one encounters ambiguities 
which make it difficult to make distinc­
tions. However, in the issue of academic 
freedom at SIU, the distinc.tio.llS are clear. 
If there is control of specific research 
projects, if only faculty of a certain 
point of view are hired, then there are 
clear-cut issues. But the case of aca- . 
demic freedom is also a far more subtle 
one. It is one example of the problem 
which' pervades Asian studies in this 
country, and which cannot be solved 
simply by the removal of the SIU Center. 

I refer to a type of self-censor­
ship which pervades academics, parti­
cularly Southeast Asian studies. Self­
censorship is much more effective in 
terms of government policy than direct 
control of scholarship. If one controls 
the sources of funds, if one controls the 
status and the status mobility of people 
in the profession, and if one is able 
to manipulate publication of contracts 
and teaching loads, a great deal of 
pressure can be exerted. 

Often the academic himself is un­
aware of this process: he may fall into 
a pattern of self-censorship in assuming 
that. certain kinds of questions and topics 
are not those which should be discussed. 

Perhaps the most obvious tendency 
in Southeast Asian studies is to. de­
personalize issues. When we dis-
cuss the war in Vietnam, for example, 
we talk about "removing effectives," 
rather than killing people. We talk 
about "control and interdiction" 
when we mean bombing. We talk about 
"harassment" when we mean random artil­
lary fire over populated areas. Al­
though this case is an obvious one, 
there are others in which the influence 
of self-censorship is less overt. 

An instance is the case of Indo­
nesia, or for that matter, any of the 
Third World countries. One'will note 
the large amount of literature on 
modernization and political develop­
ment carrying titles like "The De-

, cline of Democracy," "The Failure of 
Parliamentary Procedure, "or "The 
D~struction of Liberalism." Theae 
imply that Third World countries have 
failed to meet an unspecified set of 
standards, standards which measure them 
against the United States. There are 
many books written on Sukarno~s leader­
ship which seem to claim that he d.e-
via ted from the best form of government 
for Indonesia, parliamentary democracy. 
There is no attel!lpt, however, to find out 
what types of political forms are proper t 
Indonesia, or to discuas the fact 
that parliamentary democracy was a 
Western importation which rather 
rapidly died when cut off from direct 
Western contact. Also absent is any 
consideration that the Indonesians may 
have returned to a system of government, 
however much we may have disapproved of 
it, which has reflected their tradi­
tions, their political biases, and their 
level of their political development. 

The process of rationalization is 
a similar sort of self-censorship. One 
may begin a study assuming that the Viet­
namese should move towards a specific 
Western model. It is not difficult, 
thereafter, to look at the results 
of American bombings in Vietnam, descri­
bing the situation in very academic terms, 
and construct a whole framework of 
nonsense about it. Perhaps it could be 
called "enforced urbanization," to use 
Huntington's phrase, . and a most blatant 
example. One can end up, as one noted 
scholar in Southeast Asian studies did, 
describing the massacre of 500,000 
a~ter the 1965 coup as a somewhat 
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~haotic but efficacious transfer of 
power. 

This is not considered direct cen­
sorship of thought. But when all of the 
materials in the field, with one or two 
notable exceptions, consistently follow 
an implicit set of assumptions, one begins 
to note the pervasive atmosphere which 
is increasingly influencing thinking. 
What is involv~d here is a conscious or 
unconscious decision to look at topics 
only in certain ways, to use only cer­
tain types of terminology which pretend 
to be value-free because all questions 
of moral judgment have been removed. 
But simultaneously, discussions which in­
volve other sides of an issue have dis­
appeared. This kind of pressure is very 
much heightened when one begins to set 
up a center for study in one or another 
area, and selects faculty of only one 
point of view. 

The impact of this on the students 
is a continual one, the effects of which 
become apparent over time. Students 
come into a field like Asian studies 
with a certain trepidation along with 
their curiosity. Sooner or later they 
are pulled into a status quo position by 
the terminology used,_by the points of 
view of their professors, and the 
nature of the courses offered. They 
learn by observing how their professors 
interact with the Government and with 
their. colleagues. This type of condi­
tioning becomes avery significant pro­
blem. 

.This system of self-censorship 
also promotes a particular brand of 
elitism, now characteristic of contem­
porary Vietnamese studies. The notion 
is that unless one is expert in one 
particular form or another of Asian 
studies, one cannot even comment on 
public issues, much less arrive at a 
mhral judgment. This. kind of elitism is 
fostered by something like the Center for 
Vietnamese Studies lilt SI\]. A constant 
stream of experts who are geared to the 
technical .. phase of' problems of counter­
insurgency, counter-revolution, and ter­
rorism will come marching through. , 

Each in turn will give his data on the 
specific areas he has seen, and claim 
to understand the total problem. I would 
only point out that the so-called hard­
headed realists in this parade have 
been consistently wrong in their prog­
nostications since 1962. This may 
give us pause to wonder as to whether we 
should accept the effectiveness of 
future centers which operate on the same 
principles. 

, 
Lastly, I wish to return to the no~ 

tion of academic freedom. You do not 
have academic freedom if an entire center, 
built with- Government money, is composed 
of people of similar points of view, 
even if they allow one or two diss'l.dents 
to come in. If certain basic assumptions 
are accepted -- that it is in the Amer­
ican national interest to stay in Asia, 
to wage and win a war in Vietnam, and to 
direct the lot of the Vietnamese, Indo­
nesian, Thai, and other peoples, then 
the Center for Vietnamese Studies can 
also afford one or two dissidents. This 
is not academic freedom: there has 
been no opportunity to say that not 
only is this war a mistake from the 
beginning, but that neither. cart it be 
corrected by superficial technical re­
forms or .a few measured admissions of 
shortcomings. 

When we look at this particular prob"­
lem of academic freedom, it is not con­
fined to SIU. It ienot confined to 
areas where the problem is clearly 

self-censorship also promotes 
a parlicular brand of elitism 

posed. Perhaps an unpopular person is 
fired, or a graduate student is denied 
a fellowship, or a particular type of 
term paper or thesis is turned down. 
This is a problem that pervades the 
profession. It is not a problem that 
can be solved by constant striving for 
m~re Government funding to increase our 
so-called expertise. Such expertise 
cre.ated the problem. 
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'Ngo Vinh Long: Vietnamese 
Students and the Center 

, I would like to say a few words 
about the problem of academic free­
dom, faced by the Vietnamese students 
studying in the United States and 
how this problem is connected with 
the Center here. 

There are two different types 
of Vietnamese students working 
in this country. First, there are 
those who come here on private 
sCholarships or on money from their 
families. Those on private scholar­
ships are subjected to up to a 
year of investigation~ by the se­
cret police in Vietnam and by the 
national police befo~e they are 
cleared to come to this country. 
Those who come on their own money 
are usually rich people and there­
fore people who are working for the 
government, so the period of secret 
police investigation is much shorter. 

Second are those who come here on 
government scholarships, mostly 
AID scholarships. These people 
are either ,sons or daughters of 
p~ople who work for the government 
or people who have been in the army 
or ,for some other reason are trusted 
by the Saigon,governm!!nt. ,Il:ight 
now, for example, you cannot get 
out 'unless you have completed 
your,mili tary duties" and a law 
p,assecl, on October 25, 1969' pro­
hib;Lts any male beyond the age of 

,1,8 fro)!, leavi,ng the country. So 
Vietnamese students who come to 
this country are either from very 
cQnllervative families or from 
governwental circles in which they 
canitot" truly' express their opinions 
about, what's happening in Vietnam-­
abollt' the war. 

, 
While the stlldents are in this 

country they are subjected to 
considerable harassment from the 
South Vietnamese embassy in Wash­
ington. Most of the students 
who come here on private scholar­
ships or from private financial 
sources have student visas and 
student passports. These passport' 
are subjected to renewal every 
six months or every year, dependinl 
on the whims of the officials at 
the South Vietnamese embassy in 
Washington. If you say anJthing 
that the government thinks is not 
right or is against the national 
interest as they see it, then you 
can be deported and taken back to 
Vietnam at any time. Two years 
ago, right after the T!!t offen­
sive, some 60 of uS Vietnamese 
students who felt w!! could no long. 
stand the destruction caused in 
our country, especially the cities 
by barbarous random bombings of 
American planes, signed a state­
ment against the war in Vietnam. 
Immediately afterwards, our pass­
ports and visas were taken away 
and we were on the point of being 
deported. We would have been de­
ported had it not been for the 
efforts of many people, both pro­
war and anti-war, who thought it 
would be very embarrassing for the 
American government to d!!port 60 
of us because we happened to be 
against the war, exercising a 
right that Americans are guar­
anteed. 

Vietnames~ students now at the 
Center are mostly people who have 
been in the army and who are selecl 
by the South Vietnamese government. 
They have no academic freedom here 
whatever and they don't have any­
thing to offer YOII because they 



c.annot speak up. In fact, the 
V~etnamese student groups in this 
country are far, far different 
from'the Vietnamese students at 
home. Since March of this year, 
the students in Vietnam have been 
demonstrating allover the country 
demanding unconditional and immed­
iate peace in Vietnam. And because 
of this they have been tortured 
and imprisoned and subjected to 
all kinds of terrors. The latest 
incident of repression against 
the students took place on August 
30, 1970 while Agnew was in Viet­
nam. The South Vietnamese govern­
ment employed American helicopters, 
rockets of all sizes and various 
other armaments against the stu­
dents. 

Let me quote a letter from Sai­
gon University's Student Union, 
which has an active membership 
of 25,000 people~ 

The August 30 , 197'0 repression 
is merely the execUtion o·f Mr. 
Thieu's orders of July 15, 
1970 when he vowed to "beat 
to death" those calling for 
"immediate peace." He said on 
that day, "I am ready to smash 
an movements calling for peace 
at any price because I am still 
very much a soldier. We will 
beat to death the people who 
are demanding immediate peace." 
On the same day, the national 
police chief, Brigadier General 
Tran Van Hai, told the police 
chiefs to use "strong measures 
includinll bayonets and bullets" 
to smash all demonstrations at 
any price. 

And you can read more about this in 
the N~ lo~k Tim.s of July 16, 1970. 

And. ,so, you can see the big dif­
ference betWeen the Vietnamese 
student groups in this country and 
the Vietnamese students and Viet­
namese people in general at home. 
By bringing all these Vietnamese 
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to the Center and not giving them 
the freedom to tell you what's 
happening in Vietnam, you have 
denied academic freedom at this 
univerSity. 

David Mar~: I'd like to endorse 
what Mr. Long has said because I 
think it is very important to one 
of the main ques'tions regarding 
the penter. A lot of verbiage has 
been spilling out of the Center 
this past year or year ands half 
afong the lines that they have a 
need to relate to the Vietnamese 
peopie--in both the North and the 
South. I'd like to ask Mr. Long 
whether from a Vietnamese point 
of view he can possibly conceiVe 
of a strictly academicenterpri18e 
in the United States funded by .... ' 
AID, the same AID which has been 
involved in assassination and all 
forms of repression in his. own" , 
country. Do you think the .peqple 
of Vietnam could possibly relat;e 
to a Center in the United States: 
funded by this same agenc,?, 

Ngo vinn Long: No, for one. reason. 
If the students who are sponsored 
by AID could come here and .,stu.dy, 
then return hb~eand do anything 
they would like, then many \7ietnam-
ese could freely take the oppor- ' 
tunity to accept AID'Schol,ar~hips. 
However, insigntng to c~ehere 
to study on an AID scholarship 
they must agree to obligations 
when they come back, and the obli­
gations can be for five to ten 
years. They then have to • fill 
positions sponsored by the South 
Vietnamese government and also, by 
the. 'American government; And'1 
think this is not acceptable at. 
all. 

eTohn Whitmore: I would 
like to add my own comment to this 
and certainly very much accept Mr. 
Long's comments on the status and 
position of the Vietnamese scholar 
in this country. It is a position 
in w~ich. as he noted,. we have 



been overwhelmed by the study of 
Vietnam in the last few years. 
It is a position from which we are 
trying to move to counteract to 
some extent from our bases but, 
as he has indicated, is very slow. 

• • • In regards to' the Ceriter, 
we ate all for the development of 
Vietnamese studies within its pro­
per context. We do not believ.e 
that either the proper context 
or foundation exists at this uni­
versity. 

Nina Adams: ••• [The .Center] makes' 
the assumption that the govern­
JDElnt, as a benevolent force, almost 
as a neutral force in the cultural 
sphere in this world,has II dis­
interested view of cU.lture and of 
the mingling of ideas of different 
people from differ,ent lands. This 
is all well and good in a thit:d­
grade textbook. U'.s fed to our 
children every day. It doesn't 
happen to be the case. 

Most of international education 
in this country consists of Amer­
icanizing as many people from as 
many countries. as pOSSible, making 
English the. un:l.versal language, 
paving the way for American expan~ 
sion--financial, military .and .other­
wise--around the world. Most of . 
international education is geared. . 
to know-y~,ur7enemy. ':'''1; ~nol)!. your . 
inferiors;tlilt us stud.y these .' " 
quaint people whom ,we will bever:(. 
polite to .in these p~or .. unc:!er7.' ". 
developed areas "whomwlil ~~ye the,." 
divine mission to assist f()t:'wsrd.. . 
Where do we get the gall after . 
destroyi\lg Vietn~ni to announce that: 
we will oversee its reconstruction? 
The least we can do for the dignity" 
ofthe 'Vietnamese, having inflicted 
what ,we have on them, is to announce 
that we understand finally after 
six years of war their right t.O 
determine their own future, cultur­
ally and otherwise. If they wish 
to study techniques and technology 
in which the United States is sup,,:, 
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posedly superior, they can do it. 
They can get books, they can train 
their own people. In their train­
ing of their own people in their 
own country they are building their 
own country, because it is theirs 
and we don't belong there • 

• 

It is exactly this self-deceiving 
notion that the Center is based on. 
The notion is that international 
education is quite open and free. 
The same notion comes up in state­
ments by Center spokesmen about the 
creation of a free, academi.c center. 
Time and time again they point to 
a single individual who mayor may 
not have anti~ar views, and since 
he is included with 30 others, 
all of· whom have pro-war views 0 f 
one sort or another, they announce 
this is an objective, open and free 
type of center.' If you have one 
man in'agroup who feels that the 
techniques of warfare in Vietnam 
were wrong and five more that feel 
that some of the tactics were wrong, 
while all of them continue to ac­
cept the basis for the war--that 
what we were trying to do is in 
fact correct--this is not a repre­
sentation of various points of 
view; this is not an open forum. 

The fact that any establishment 
is secure enough to tolerate one 
or two. dbsenters'intheir midst-­
tamed. dissenters. who only dissent 
ot\,lIechniquss and tactics--does 
nO.t'meanthat a center is open or 
fl:ee,or',that' a ,Uscussion is really 
occul1ring. These same people who 
now.lIld.slllentfrom the tactics that 
are,being used iLn Vietnam--it's 
just become too bloody, there have 
been too many deaths, and worst, 
it's not working--these same people 
now support counter-insurgency in 
Thailand. The idea that we deter­
mine the affairs of the rest of the 
world is still accepted. J\nd so 
now we have our new group,' of Thai 
spec1alis t8 ,. working in . thlil field, 
helping out the government here 
and there, rational1zing:our efforts 
on the sa,me bash over a,ncJ,,- over agair 



, " 35 

Huynh Kim Khanh: You 
Have Planned Enough! 

I would like to talk about the 
significance of the Center for Viet­
namese Studies for the future of 
Vietnam not as a VietnameSe expert, 
the kind of, elite expert that Nina 
Adams spoke of, but from my stand­
point as a Vietnamese. 

I have been quoted as saying that 
we would be coming here as a group 
of anti-U. S. personnel. At a time 
when millions of American people 
are against 'this odious war in Viet­
nam, this wa,r which kUls both of 
our people,. Vietnamese and American, 
I do !lot consider my involvement 
against the war in Vietnam as anti­
American. I am helping the Ameri­
cans out, if you regard the recorded 
majority of the people in the United 
States 'as American. I am not anti­
American, I am pro-American. In 
fact, to borrow a phrase, some of my 
best friends happen to be Americans. 
This is a phrase not often used about 
Amer:l,,:ans; it ,is said about Neg'roes 
and Jews, and anybody else. But 
asa Vietnamese I am still proud 
to 'say it: 

Since coming to this campus I've 
seen,posters and signs saying "off 
so-and-so", "off so-and-so." I think 
you give too much importance to some 
of these personalities. T}l~y may 
have had some. :i.mpo,J:tance in ~~. past 
and ,they may not. But they d@,.not 
deserve' the. amount ,.of attentiort' 
you are giving them now. And with 
regard to the size .of the grant and 
its importance. I've J:.ead tt!,at the 
cos t of killing one "Viet Cong" is 
something like $350,OOO,..-a r.eal Viet 
Cong,1;hat is. not Just a geok or 
any Viet;namese. In these terms, 
the $lm:l.:q,:j,qJ.l,giyen to the Viet,na1\l 
Center i'j~';:ei:ycheap, 

Mor.e significant than particular 
personalities or amounts of money" 
I think, is the purpose for which 
this Center was established. If 
a Center for Vietnamese Studies were 
established in order to study Viet­
name~e society, to explain Vietnam­
ese society to the American people 
in the hope of promoting understand­
ing between the two societies, then 
that would be just great. But as 
the Center here is set up, it is 
part of a scheme .. to continue the 
American presence in Vietnam. This 
is simply no good; '.and it, ill; very 
dangerous. It is dangereu$, bec;:iLuse 
it is part of the pattern-of the.· 
Vietnam war itself. Much ,has, beel!., 
said about this war' sbeing '1\ "mis­
take", as though i,t were· co,rractable 
or whatev,er. It .is not; it:."ill ,par,t 
of a larger patter;n •. ", Apd.;J:.think 
that in the futureaft.er thli\. CIi\l!.ter 
is abolished" then people w,il1 !lay 
that the Center,w/ils, /l,mist:ake, too. 

This. leads me tG>illY main'point-­
that the Gen,tar :fo.t, Vietnamese' Stu­
dies is an ins/teUms!)t" of" American 
neo-colonialism in South Vietnam. 
The ver:y ptel;l.ence of t:he U. S. in 
Vietllam has 1;0 be 1/<nderstood as part 
of th.e 1 postw:aremergence of Super­
powers:anc:1 of-neo-colonialism. After 
1945 one ,type of colonialism, that of 
small European countries w:j,th limited 
resourCes'j' was replaced by a new 
form of"dG>mination. maintained by 
large countries .with extensive re­
sources" territor:i.es and populations, 
operating through foreign military 
and economic aid programs. The 
term "aid" itself reflects the fic-
tion at the heart of these new arrange-· 
ments-,,:,that .the subject state has all 
the superfi.cialsymbols of national 
sovereignty, such as international 



recognition and representation, 
treaty-signing powers, and so on. 
But through economic and military 
aid, the subject state is in fact 
controlled by a foreign power. It 
is only when the control exercised 
by military and economic means fails 
that the neo-colonialist powers bring 
troops into their own subject states. 
I am talking not only about Ameri­
can neocolonialism but about Russian 
as well. I am looking at Czecho­
slovakia and at Vietnam. And I am 
doing so not as a Vietnamese spe­
cialist but as a Vietnamese. We 
have to watch these super-powers, 
because with them it is not a mat­
ter of ideology; it is a question 
of power politics. 

The Center for Vietnamese Studies 
here constitutes an extremely danger­
ous attempt to continue the Ameri­
,can presence in South Vietnam. Pol­
itical or military domination is 
dangerous in and of itself. It 
destroys our society, kills our peo­
ple, renders barren hundreds of thou­
sands of acres of Vietnamese land 
through the modern technological 
means of chemical warfare. But, 
aa much' as I am concerned about the 
rate of Vietnamese civilian as well 

. as military casualties, even this 
I can consider dangerous only to a 
certain extent. FQr this involves 
mainly physical destruction. 

When you kill our young men, when 
yol.\ kill oUr people, liIassacre our ·c¥iu­
dren, the old men, th·at is one thing. 
All right, our women will bear chil­
dren again. Vietnamese women are' 
not exactly bad in terms of fertil":' 
ity. When you destroy our crops 
and spray poisonous chemicals o~er 
the land, hopefully the land will 
ev~ntually regain its fertil1 ty thtough 
natural"'processes. But when you des­
troy our cu1tu~e--and this I see as 
the function of the Center for Viet­
namese Studies here--when you train 
our young men here in the so-called 
American way of life, American way 
of thinking, and then send them back 

some of my best frienJ/j 
happen to he Americans 

to Vietnam, this becomes a cancerous 
growth on our society, it destroys 
the Vietnamese way of life and the 
Vietnamese culture. And while you 
Americans can teach us much in the 
field of technology, beyond this I 
don't know what you have to teach 
us. We have our own culture. When 
you destroy the consciousness of 
a people,then yo.u have destroyed 
everything. 

1 am saddened by wha t I see in 
the American press time and time 
again--that the Vietnamese are the 
enemy. And 1 am amazed .by this too, 
because around 1955 or 1956 I found 
few Americans who even knew where 
Vietnam was or how to pronounce it. 
Then suddenly, first there was a 
stream of love for the Vietnamese 
people, to help· them out., to preserve 
their freedom and a,flU-determination. 
After that,. when yQI.\eou1d not make 
them part ofyou·r ,scheme, you called 
them the enemy. I ..• think .that this 
is in essence. the s.tory of why the 
Center for Vietnamese Studies is not 
being set up to help us. And it is 
for this reason that it may be best 
not to be a.part of this scheme 
that we see here before us. 

Q&A 
Q. [PaZ'aphrase of a question asked 
by a mambeZ' of the audienaeJ a Viet­
namese student at SIU] The Viet­
namese suZ'vived 1000 yeaZ's of Chi­
nese aultUZ'aZ domination and 80 
yeaZ's of the FZ'8nah; why shouZd 
W8 be so feaZ'ful of 15 01' 20 yeaZ's 
of the AmeZ'iaans? How is the Cen­
tel' involved in this? Why shouZd 
we not be pZ'oud to see foZ'eigneZ's 
ZeaZ'ning to speak ouZ' tongue and 
studying OUZ' aounti'y? 



" 

A. Indeed, we learned very much 
from the Chinese, we learned very 
much from the French and hopefully 
we have learned something from tho 
Americans, although I'm not sure 
what it is other than striptease 
shows.in the bars and certain other 
aspects of the "American way of life" 
in Vietnam. 

You said you don't know how the 
Center contributes to all this. 
I think if you will read the grant 
document written by the Center it­
self, it will become very clear to 
you. Attempting to prove their 
q~alifications for aiding the post­
war reconstruction of Vietnam, they 
claim that the university has .al­
ready trained 200 provincial chiefs 
as part of AID's educational programs 
there. The Center itself could 
provide the best answer to this 
question. 

As 'regards Americans learning 
tospesk'Vietnamese, I would also 
be very. pleased to be able to con­
ver!!lEiw1th'Ameticans in another lan­
guage than,ll:nglish, so I am happy 
tos.e ADle~i~ans speaking Vietnam­
ese; .ebo. I could eV.en have some 
nlltionalis tic pride in it as wel.l'-­
but f<i/r, what purpose are. they try-·. 
ing·. to~,peak' vi.,stnamese? To con,.. 
tillus.Amsri!landomination of Viet­
n~,,'orwbl1,tf Is1t in order to 
un9;e!i'$:l',"l!d ,Wieehamese better so 
as "~~p;{~D1ot:ebettet understanding 
be~'Ii:.~*r0l,ltpeqp~1ls, to l~arn some­
tinig 'from Y1etml1l11? . Well, if they 
would" If tart doing that too--learn­
ing something from Vietnam--then 
I would be very happy. I haven't 
seen that yet. As far as Ameri­
cans a.re concerned, they are still 
gooks and have nothing to teach 
you. 

Let me mention the situation 
of those Vietnamese who are involved 
in these AID projects. Actually, 
I think this is one of the main 
reasons I am against this war. It 
is very sad that the Vietnamese 
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have been corrupted by the war. I 
feel very sorry that our Vietnamese 
soldiers have been made to fight 
their own brothers. They didn't 
want to. Many Vietnamese who work 
for the Saigon government today 
have to do.so in order to make a 
living. Wha.t else can they do? 
I'm nO.t calling all of them cor­
rupt--they have to live somehow . 

. You have to understand them as human 
beings. I make an exception in 
the case of certain personnel of 
ths South Vietnamese government. 
such as Thieu, Ky, Khiem and some 
othe~s who clearly work for the 
Americans, and who, if the Ameri­
cans would leave, would be among 
the first to leave with them. But 
the majority of the people who work 
for the government--civil servants, 
the students sent over here by AID-­
they understandably had to find 
s.ome way out of the war. I respec t 
their human quality of fearing death 
like anybody else. I fear death, too. 

Then I am left with .the question: 
Why am I not in Vietnam myself? 
Why am I Il1t.ting here? And I say 
.yes, I'm a.Cl'ward. I fear death, 
because IIIIf'human. If I w~e not 
a coward I'·lfould"be'on the' other 
side, #~ting thsAmlar';Lca~s ~ .Yet 
whill.';~~!i\~ttingl'llI:s coward I still 
th;Ln":~'!.\lJIi.\4oingthe:1)est thing I 
can7"e.fi4i\,g ,ab~osdit. tellin& the 
Amerilcajlf\l:what the. war is about. 
Prob~111i':I.~thilii waf I can do some­
th~~g,\toj.!.i',tify.my.being a coward. 

'it", 
Finally, what Clughtwe to study 

here in order to do some good for 
our country? The question is to 
define what is good,'what is good 
for V.1etnam, and· the answer is to 
stop the war, get the Americans 
out_completely and uncond~t~onally, 
and immed~ately. so that we the 
V~etnamese can reconstruct our own 
country. If we need Amer~can help, 
we shall ask for ~t. But let us 
ask you, not have you plan the dev­
elopment for us. You have planned 
enoush--you have planned enough 



killings in our country! 

I am a very proud Vietnamese. 
The Americans are trying very hard; 
they have not lost the war yet, 
but this is one time I can say I 
feel the Americans have been de­
feated, not yet physically but mor-
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ally. They are out there to save 
Vietnamese self-determination, free­
dom and all of the usual moral causes, 
but in so doing they are committing 
more crimes than they expected. 
Morally they have been defeated, 
militarily they have not. 



Gabriel Kolka : The 
political significance 
of the Center for Vietnam­
ese Studies" and Programs 

The long and agonizing history 
of barbarism, destruction, and war 
in .the twentieth century is in large 
part the result of the institutional 
deficiencies and aggressive needs 
of nations and their social struc­
tures, but it is also to some 
critical measure the outcome of the 
individual's abdication of his per­
sonal and moral responsibility for 
the institutions and societies 
immediately surrounding him and 
within his capacity to affect in 
one way or another. The great 
chain of evasion and denial which 
is expressed in refusal to acknow­
ledge facts or to accept a common 

.moral responsibility to act to change 
evil conditions and institutions 
has repeatedly led to the indivi­
dual and collective abdication of 
the ideal of a rational civiliza­
t"ion as we think it should be, and 
ultimately to personal insensitiv­
ity and, in some instances, inhuman­
ity. This phenomenon of denial is 
personally comforting, and during 
World War II it led the German 
people--essentially good, ordinary 
men and women--to refuse to believe 
that their Nazi government was com­
·mitting genocide in Europe. It made 
our own country immune to racism 
as the dominating quality in the 
life of the black people, and until 
1962 "it led to a total oblivious­
ness toward the phenomenon of pover~y 
among tens of millions of whites' 

and blacks. Until My Lai, the fact 
that the Vietnam war was an attack 
against an entire population of a 
nation, which could only ultimately 
lead to its total genocidal destruc­
tion, was denied by many good men 
and women--genuinely kind to their 
children and pets--save for a quite 
small proportion who could not deny 
the massive and growing documenta­
tion that was offered up by the two 
greatest living philosophers, Ber­
trand Russell and Jean-Paul Sartre, 
by press accounts, and by the Viet­
namese themselves. 

Ultimately, and usually too 
late, the facts have a way of sur­
facing 'and helping us to define 
realistically the world we live 
in--and overcoming our personal 
abdication of our responsibilities 
to root out those evils and wrongs 
that define the quality of our uni­
versities and social institutions. 
In 1965, when the first university 
--the University of Pennsylvania-­
turned inward to discover what was 
later revealed to be a far more ex­
tensive national university compli­
city with the Pentagon, the CIA, 
and agencies of American warfare 
and domination throughout the world, 
it was essential to learn and patiently 
explain the facts of the university­
government relationship to many 
sincerely uninformed as well as 
morally irresponsible university 



faculty and students. By 1968 these 
facts were no longer in doubt, and 
nearly every academically outstanding 
school was in the process of dis­
continuing or phasing out existing 
military-oriented contracts, and 
refusing new ones. Without exception, 
every university that had signifi­
cantly compromised its deepest obliga­
ti~ns to the majority of its stupents 
and faculty, as well as the tradi­
tional aims .of the university in 
Western history, learned that they 
could not have tranquillity at the 
same time they were making profound 
compromises and moral evasions. Many 
learned this lesson in the very hardest 
manner and too late. Very few, and 
perhaps none, would in 1969--much 
less today--take your Center for 
Vietnamese Studies, mainly because 
it would be administratively disas­
trous to the other, much more essen­
tial functions which are any univer­
sity's sole rationale for exis.tence. 

Let me explain how and why the 
U.S. government funds projects such 
as those you have here at SIU. With 
the exception of the National Insti­
tute of Health and the National 
Institute of Mental Health, all major 
U.S. agencies funding behavioral and 
social science research are members 
of the "Foreign Affairs Research. 
Coordination Group" (FAR), wh~ch. 
the State Department:administet;s •. '. 
The largest component of .. FAR .. :I.e ,the 
Pentagon, but the CIA i!la;J;'so a lIart, 
as is AID, the Labor Depsrtmemt, . 
etc. FAR's guidelines indicate' 

I explicitly that even at the level 
of research, which your Center states 
is one of its key functions; its . . 
goals are inherently non-academic. 
"Few agencies have as their central 

inisstpn the advancement of knowledge 
for its own sake or for :!.tsgeneral 
utility," FAR's collective g",tdeline 
states. "Most agencies that contract 
for research look to research--and 
rightfully 60--for assis.tance in carry­
ing out specific miss,ions or tasks 
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in policy or action ••. " I shall 
in a moment indicate what "policy 
and action" today means in Vietnam. 

All agencies of FAR review each 
other's projects and proposals and 
they "welcome comments and suggest­
ions" from each other "in perfecting 
plans, projects, and contracts." 
The real sponsor of a project may 
be another FAR agency, such as the 
Pentagon or CIA, and FAR is explicit 
in stating that "no assurance can be 
given that it [research] will in 
fact be used or that other uses will 
not be made of it, by either the 
supporting agency or others." If 
one agency has a speci.l expertise 

in one area, such as Vietnam, the 
others will channel their needs 
through it to avoid duplication and 
utilize its experien.ce. ,In the case 
of the CIA and Pentagon, whose research 
has been the main focus of campus 

. protes ts, they have, also moved to 
camouflage their activities somewhat 
by utilizing the auspices of AID 
and NSF. EssentiallY.,' however, there 
is no conflict betweel,l the work of 
such agencies, which regard themselves 
as fully interreJ.a.t!ll4 information 
and Op!llrations pqols. When you 
work ~orone FAR..aglincy, such as AID, 
you,wqrk fat; theme],l. 

Tl!IlIbestproof of this is that 
thllpr~liIec;ontractors in such research 
must pais the usual security clear­
ances,. that legacy of the McCarthy 
era which functions as a di6crim~ . 

i ina tory mechanism against faculty 
who refuse to subject themselves 
and their acquaintances and relatives 
to its inquisitorial procedures. 
In the case of your Center at SIU, 
key individuals such as Fishel must 
have undergone security clearances. 
And as a matter of routine and national 
policy, to quote the Ass.istant Secre­
tary of Defense, JQhn lQs'ter. "results 
of [contracted] rll.search in the 
behaviQral and' soc:~al sciences.related 
to foreignpolicy>mus,t be. ,reviewed ' 
prior topublicjlt,tQn... This· is 
general gov!llrnmemtaIpoUcy; .it is 



When you work for 
one FAR agency, 

such as AID, you 

work for them all. 

not confined to DoD programs." As 
your Center's contract with AID 
specifies, 

At the initiative of AID and fol­
lowing submission of an annual 
technical report, there will be an 
annual substantive review of acti­
vities under this Grant. This 
review will include evaluation of 
progress, administrative and finan­
cial considerations, plans for the 
following year, and discussion of 
possible AID utilization--under 
technical assistance, research 
and training contracts--of the 
evolving University competency. 

The government always retains the right 
to tell you, therefore, what you are 
allowed, to do. Such power to control 
activities and classify research is 
an infraction of the academic freedom 
process' so basic that it alone makes 
sponsored ,foreign area research anti­
academic. Again quoting from your 
Center's contract, "The grant may be 
revoked cir tennina ted by the A. 1. D. ' 
Grant Officer upon six months notice, 
whenever it is deemed that the Grantee 
institution has failed in a ~ateria~ 
respect to comply with the terms'and 
conditions of the grant or for the 
convenience of the Governmen't." 

If in the name of gaining funds 
fora university, administrators violate 
the principles of open research, freely 
publishable, and if they consciously 
allow research which in intent, not 
merely consequence, causes and perpe­
tuates man' ssocial and physical ills 
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--if for any reason they compromise 
the historic humanist commitments of 
a university, they cannot later com­
plain when students and faculty seek 
to reaffirm the integrity of the uni­
versity at embarrassing moments or in 
whatever manner their limited resources 
impose on them. The fault always rests 
with administrators and those who are 
more concerned with the dictates and 
material rewards of power rather than 
intellectual sensibilities and the 
autonomy of the university. 

Having said what hard experience has 
taught many universities already, let 
me dow turn to the nature of the war 
and how your Center's work is vital 
to Washington's desire to prolong 
that war despite the wishes of the 
vast majority of Americans for peace. 

* * * 
After World War II the Unit,ed States 

pursued its diplomacy on the traditional 
postulate of military power ultimately 
being based on physical plant, economic 
capacity, and the ability to destroy it. 
This assumption was also a definition 
of the nature of the world conflict, 

which after 1945 designated the Soviet 
Union as the primary threat to Ameri­
can security and interests. 

The Korean War raised a critical 
dilemma. It immediately proved the 
limits of existing military strategy 
and technology against decentralized, 
non-industrial nations, for there were 
no decisive targets against which to 
employ atomic military technology. 
Ultimately the UnHedStates waged the 
Korean War with "convention'al" arms 
also intended for combat between indus­
trial nations, and the Korean precedent 
reveals ,the principles and tactics to 
emerge in Vietnam in a more intensive 
form. The Korean War, in brief, became 
a war against an entire nation, civilians 
and soldiers, Communists and anti­
Communists alike, with everything regarded 
as a legitimate target for attack. 

For the Koreans, the war's magnitude 
led to vast human suffsring, but the 



United States learned that it was unable 
to translate its immense firepower into 
military or political victory for itself 
or its allies. There was, in brief, no 
conceivable relationship between the 
expenditure of arms and the political 
or military results obtained. This 
dilemma of relating American technology 
to agrarian and decentralized societies 
was not resolved by the time President 
Kennedy came to offic,e. 

One of the most' significant realities 
of the war in Vietnam, a fact which 
makes "legal" combat impossible, is 
the absence of conventional military 
fronts and areas of uncontested Ameri­
can, control. American forces, in 
~ea1ity, form enclaves in ,a sea of 
hostility and instability, able tempor­
arily to contest N.L.F. physical con­
trol over large regions but incapable 
of imposing Saigon's flimsy political 
infrastructure to establish dlir'ab1e 
control. Perhaps most ironically, 
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the N.L.F. has been able to transform 
this American presence, which it has 
not been able to remove phYSically, 
into a symbiotic relationship from which 
they extract maximum possible assets. 
There now exists more than sufficient 
documentation proving that the U.S. 
claims to "control" 67 per cent or more 
of the South Vietnamese population, • 
as before Tet 1968, bear no relation­
ship to reality. Suffice it to say, . 
the Pentagon also maintains private 
figures revealing that a yery.-substan,., 
tia1 majority of the Soutb. Vietnamtse·' 
are. not under the physical" "contl;'ol'l 
of either the Saigon I;'eg:l.me or U.S.' 
forces. Apart from political loyalty; 
which claims on hamlet control ignore, 
the supreme irony of,thewar in V;let,.. 
nam is that hamlets labeled "secure"· 
for public purposes, such as Song My, 
are often the hardest hit. The reason 
is fundamental: areas, villages, 
and large population concentrations 
the N.L.F. operationally controls 
frequently cooperate .in Saigon-spon­
sored surveys and projects to spare 
themselves unnecessary conflict with 
U.S. and Saigon forces. What the 
Pentagon describes as the "secure" 

area in Vietnam is often a staging and 
economic base as secure and vital 
to the N.L.F. as its explicitly iden­
tified liberated zones. 

To some critical measure, "secure" 
areas are both a part of, and essen­
tial to, the N.L.F. And to be "se­
cure" is not to be a continuous free­
fire zone. The question is not who 
,oZalms "contrOL" but who really pos­
sesses it. For the most part, such 
control as the U.S. may' have is tempor­
ary and ultimately is based only on 
its ability and willingness to apply 
'firepower. The integration of the 
institutional structure of so-called 
,"secure" areas with that which the 
N.L.F. dominates, .the profound lack 
cif clear lines and c,onunitments among 
the Vietnamese, attains its ultimate 
danger fol;' the Americans when it is 
revealed that the Vietnamese support 
for the N.L.F. extends· to all levels 
of the Saigon regime. Such an army 
of unwilling consc'r,ipts,corrupt' 
officers,' and pOlitically unreliable 
elements in thei.r' mi<dst .is. a dubious 
asset to 'the U.S.: 'and"alQne scarcely 
an unmanageable threat to: the N.L.F. 

Hence the illusion of "Vietnamization." 
Tbe val;'i.:ous adminis.trations have known 
all tw.s, and,much, more •. Neither on 
a p,o,l;1tica1 nqr, a mi.li tary level can 
Washington transfe·r ,to the Saigon 
regime a reaLpCllw,er it has never 
enjCllysd: ,.that of defining the poli-

. tiC!alfutu;t;e of South Vietnam. 

. The .basici:dilemma that the U.S. 
today conll'ront.s .,in Vietnam is the same 
that,t:he FrenchenCollntered in their 
effor:t .. t:o,win tbeircolonial war over 
20 year-il,ago. There is no military 
meaI\s ... 0£ winning that war, and no 
relationship between the expenditure 
of money andU,repower and the poli­
tical results attained. Between 
1965 and the first half of 1970 the 
U,S. dropped 5.2 million tons of air 
ordnance on all of Southeast Asia; 
and an equal amount of ground ordnance 
from 1966 through May of this year--
a tonnage that far exceeds that of 
World War II and Korea combined 



and equals the explosive power of 
770 Hiroshima-$ize bombs. The U.S. 
has been unable to win military 
victory because the vast majority of '. . ,-' , 
South Vietnamese oppose its presence, 
and the largest group suppprts' the, 
N.L.F. In effect, there are not 
many Vietnamese who su~tain America's 
cause in Vietnam, just as there were 
precious few for the French--and those 
who do have enriched themse1ves'hand­
some1y at the expense of American, 
taxpayers and their fellow coun'trymen. 
The ,war, in brief, is not, a, civil 
war; it is an international interven­
tion. 

, 

43 

There are many ways of mea!!uriI\g 
this. TheN.L.F. 's remarkab1epoli­
tical and military durabiiity is the 
best test. The Saigon army's unwilling­
ness to fight, despite ,its :j,mmense, 
numerical superiority,' is' another. 
The refusal of not more than one-fifth 

" , 
of the South Viet!\amese, ele<;t.o1!lllo1a v, 
to vote for Thieu in the rigged elec­
tion of 1967 is yet another. ,Th~tot!ll 
~elf-servin'g corruption 01 the 'tlfieu::"', 
Ky regime, and the consequent rampant 
inflation, black mar~et. and econol!)ic 
chaos is still another. Such a re­
gime,with its Swissba!\k accounts, 

\" " J • deca<J,ence, and luxuries in the midst, 
of war cannot defeat the N.L.F. but 
only the 1argergo!lls of the U.S. 
in Vietnam anel Southeast Asia. ' 

South Vietnam's inevitable fate 
can only be compared to China's between 
19'45' ahd '1948, -'where Chiang's forces 
probably won more militaryengage~ , 
ments than Saigon's, but' died from 
its oWriintense economic, political'; 
and ideological morbidity~-not in 
one dramatic debacle but 'rather by 
the disintegration in its basic soc" 
iety via thousands of small wounds. 
Fighting such 'a counter-revo1ution-
~'ty war is possible militarily onLy 
with 'American men. The Johnson and 
Nixon administrations have numeri­
cally trimmed manpower s01)lewhat on' 
the grounelcniy to sustain virtually 
the same 1eve1' .of firepower 'via air ' 
and artillery. It is' for this rea- ' 

son that all public and private admin­
istration statements have alluded 
constantly to "residuai i ' American 
forces that are to remain at 150,000 
to 250,000 men in Southeast Asia, 
according to present administration 
plans. 

Politically, the problem that has 
confr'ontedboth Johnson and Nixon 
is,how to ,make such protracted ccn­
flict politically feasible at ,home 
and militarily successful in Viet­
nam. The pcHtic!ll constraints 
operating to inhibit the President 
are extremely powerful. Not only 
does a1Srge majority .of the Ameri­
can people support tcta1 withdrawal 
by a fixed date or i~ediate1y, but 
important business elements have 
rightfully conc1ud,ed'thatthewar 
is responsible for the intlaticn, 
stock market, decline, reces$icn, 
and rising intern,al'$o,ciil:ldisinte­
graticn--and thatpra~t:i!3m, if not 
principle, warrants 1eavirig Viet!\am. 
Both John,s,on and Nixon failed to 
give lip esSell:tiallya mli'ttary res-

I' , ',', "", '_ 
ponse tc the war, and, 'the only way 

1;- '", ,-'.' ,!' 'r". '_: "j 

they cou1d,gain,respitssfrom inter-
0' .\ :. 

-,.,', 

A nyth~1J,gthat holds out 
thepri)tnise,oj 'success' 

PO,$tpones the day when 

real success 'and peace 

can be , obtained. 
.~------------

na1 political oppcsiticn was to hold 
cut i11usicnsofimminent "progress" 
that 'Wouldji'reslimab1y satisfy mount­
ing comji1aints--and give thegovern-' 
ment mcre time in the field. ' Alleged 
prcgress'in Paris talks, where the 
U.S. has 'not yet offered ,a negotia- ' 
b1e package for a diplomatic sett1e-



ment, was often promised or hinted 
at, perhaps via so-called secret 
talks which later proved non-exist-
ent. These promises relaxed domes-
tic opponents, but only temporarily, 
and the inevitable military escala-
tion and protraction of combat fanned 
them up again. These escalations 
produced no permanent military results 
for Washington, led to a wider war, 
and weakened the U.S.'s position in 
Cambodia and Laos, creating pande­
monium w~thin the U.S. In last spring's 
escalation, "Vietnamization" of the 
war was exploited as its justifica­
tion, and it is likely to be trotted 
out again to justify yet more escala-' 
tions and prolonged U.S. involvement 
in the future. Anything that holds. 
out the promise of "success" post-
pones the day when real success 
and peace can be attained for the 
Vietnamese and American people alike, 
and the terrible 25-year war brought 
to an end by the total withdrawal 
9f all American and foreign troops 
and intervention. 

There is no illusion at all in 
Washington regarding the possibility 
of the. Saigon regime becoming a 
viaple alternative to the govern­
ment that the N.L.F. and all neutral­
ist forces, including the Buddhista 
and Catholics, are inevitably going 
to form. I have closely followed 
all the Congressional hearings,read 
the government's reports on Saigon's 
disintegrating economy, the CIA's 
account of the total corruption 
or N.L.F. infiltration of the Saigon 
political and military infrastructure, 
and I am certain in the light of the 
massive documentation of these facts 
that is circulating about Waahington 
that no responsible politiCi.an, in­
cluding Mr. Nixon and; the Pentagon, 

believes that Saigon can attain the 
victory that eluded U.S. manpower 
for over five years, much less do 
it with a fraction of the money and 
a fraction of the firepower which 
the U.S. has employed. This is an 
illusion--it's a conscious deception. 
What'Nixon needs and desires is more 
ill~sions at home to gain him more 
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time from internal political pres­
sures. To produce illusions, he 
needs a facade and the usual optimis­
tic, if entirely false, data intended 
to disarm his opposition with the 
repeatedly discredited promises and 
claims that have succeeded in winning 
him time in the past. 

* * * 
Apart from the total inappropriate­

ness of your Vietnam Center to any 
university, there can be no doubt 
that it is intended to plsy an espe­
cially critical role in the continua­
tion and revival of the myth of 
"Vietnamization." As such, and be­
cause by the terms of the contract 
it is premised entireZy on Saigon's 
ultimate victory, it can only help 

Your Jietnam Center is 
intended to play an 
especially critical role i, 

the continuation and 

revival of the myth of 

, Jiietnamization '. _ ... _--....-------_._--
the prolongation of the war and post­
pone the day when the American people 
attain their own victory by having 
all their young men on their own 
shores,. I repeat, the existence' 
of centers which produce public 
relations data of this kind for the. 
Saigon regime and the "Vietnamiza­
tion" program can only contribute' 
to prolonging the war. Not until 
Nixon draws the inevitable conclusions 
from the prevailing economic, poli­
tical and military facts, both in 
Vietnam and at home, and accepts 
the principle of total and immediate 
American withdrawal from Vietnam, 
will the likelihood of even more 



~ilitary escalations be eliminated. 
Until then, it is less consequential 
that the Center is a total waste of 
public funds in its effort to do the 
impossible, but it is significant 
that it is a discredit to all the 
remainder of the university, which 
is to say the,much greater part of 
it, that will be tarnished by its 
presence,here and the national notor­
iety it has gained--a fact that woula 
make it virtually impossible for AID, 
or whoever else might be involved, to 
move it to another university of any 
standing. It is not important, either, 
that some of the Vietnamese who 
will come here'wi11 eventually be 
found to be bitterly opposed to U.S. 
troops in their homeland--perhaps 
even be pro-N.L.F.--but rather it 
is more significant that a much 
larger proportion will share the 
Thieu regime's standards of fiscal 
integrity and its ruthlessness towards 
the rights of all internal opposi­
tion; whatever its religiouEl or poli­
tical complexion. And speaking of 

, the fiscal integrity of the Vietnam­
ese who have been here, it would 
repay the university community to 
research well the congressional hear­
ings which were held at the end of 
,1969 regarding black market operations 

-
The Center will not help 
the development of 

Jietnam but sustain the 
attempt to destroy it. 

in Saigon and' the connections which 
the various, Saigonese operators have 
with Americans and Vietnamese in 
the. \1. S. --be<;:allse in there 1 noticed 
prominent among the photostats Car­
bondale check,s which certainly indi­
cated th!ltth'i', Carbondal'i' banks had 
becOlDeinternational in very short 

order. 

Most critically, however, we must 
see your Center's unique national 
role in the context of the protrac­
tion of the war and Washington's 
desperate effort to keep alive an 
intervention that should never have 
occurred. The ,Center will not help' 
the development of Vietnam but sus­
tain ,the attempt to destroy it. It 
wiLL not do r'i'search but will create 
myths vital to the larger Vietnam 
strategy of a discredited administra­
tion. It cannot aid the Vietnamese 
people, and it can only continue to 
hurt the welfare of our own. In intent 
and consequence, it can only prove 
harmful, arid its efforts to dress 
up its facade with a few anti-war 
academics-_an effort that has failed 
until now--should not detract from 

the essential fact that it ought t~ 
be dissolved forthwith. 

We Americans have repeatedly 
stated to Washington our opposition 
to the war, an opposition that has 
been expressed both at the ballot 
box--when Goldwater's 1964, threats 
to escalate were repudiated and John"': 
son's record of escalation rejected 
--and in ' the largest street demon­
strations in this nation's historY. 
Both courses have failed to alter 
the government's policy, and it'has 
ceased to represent any majority 
constituency that can be identified 
as more than a useful myth. Given 
the fut:!.11 ty of' the conventional 
as well'as the unconventional means 
of change by expressing one's clear 
desires, the question :!-s now less 
what we 'would like to see the govern­
ment do than what t<e can do to make 
it unable to continue its unrespon­
sive, undemocratic course. At. this 
university it means the abolition 
and removal of the, Center for Viet­
namese Studies and a denial of its 
legitimacy, to l1ligitimate policies. 
It is only by your resistance today 
topolictes that are both immoral 
and illegal that politics based on 



the consent of the people will be­
come possible tomorrow. 

Q&A 

Q. Our Genter's standard defense 
is that it, will not provide a.ny ser­
vice or do any research for the gov­
ernment, that it caa in fact be com­
pletely acadElmic .and scholarly. 
Gan this Genter which is being funded 
by 2ll(d) AID ,funds be completely. 
scholarly? 

4. Absolutely not. There are laws 
of the United States which ma:ke that 
impossible. Y·our. Center has a con,.. 
tract with the U.S. government. 
When it accepts a contract with the 
government it must conform to the. 
government's norms. We've gone through 
this on dozens if not hundreds of 
other univerSities. And that's the 
usual defense-"-"We are free to do 
as we plea.se:" . But invariably, it's 
discovered"that there is a contract, 
and the confiact e~plicitlyclelin­
eates the hatureof the1,lndettak:l,ng, 
the nature of the reseatclian4 the 
dil'ectionoi: th~ ·researc11'. That' i,' 

• ,", ,'": _'_ ': ! It,."',' 
research is not 'pure in anyse'riEie 
of the term. ,tt's appH€,i',li: 's' . 
mission-oriented, a.sthe ''FAR'j'ob 
description indicates.' ··'tt·. is, hi,tiIfded 
to perform a function essfe~Aiall,{o. ' 
the purposes of the.governm~nt"in ,. 
Vietnam. And the United states" gov­
ernment's purp"ses in,Vietnam.have ' 
no relationship whatever to the ,nor­
mal acceptable functlons of any u.ni­
versity •. 

Q. Do we as a university, as a com­
muni ty ,have a chance to stop the 
Center? 

A. .well, 1et" s put it this way. 
1 must be perfectly candid. Many 
schools have gone through it. VIe 
went tht'OU$h'it at Penn where ,..e 
werEl Very'stit:c'essful and got tid 
of the most important laboratories 
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working on chemical warfare in Viet­
nam, and we did it the reasonable 
way. We had discussions, we released 
facts, and the students and faculty' 
voted to get rid of it. It didn't 
move theadministratibn. Ultimately 
--and 1 must say this is unfortunate, 
but it's the price that administra­
tors inflict upon themselves--ulti­
mately only pandemonium convinced , 
them that this project was. dysfunc­
tional': And quite frankly, if the 
normal votes don't work, and the 
faculty senate votes don't work--
and they have not in many places 
--then whatever else is functional 
to the objective makes sense. 1 
should say that at Penn, where 1 used 
to teach and was involved in: this 
campaign-':'r say "used :to.teach", 
Mr. Allen, because. your ,s,xperieace 
is not untypical-.,weha 4 tpe first 
student sit-in in "the prel!liii1!!nt's 
o~fice. We had .,thefirst. student 
picketiag en masse and. we were very 
unmovable. • Wepre"a:U",II.and per-
sis ted. and we, ult,imately won. And 
I think you ,will 1;<;>0., .1 'm :$ure of 
it. No oneha~,t!liilIll4.'af,tlllr the 
amount 0:£ eI:£o.:t.\tthe.t ,yo\3l,',re appar­
ently ·ree.dy to,:!,nvestin this under­
taking. 

Q. ~~ yo~ "tllinkanything like that 
1s'po!aSi1f1E!'''MW''with Agnew's and 

"f ltfi~~n '.s.; e,.Uof'tS~O divid~ the coun­
("I.t~Y, 1anl!jo;)il!}reft~fhllh thllpol!ce forces. 

and a4d to their technology so they 
can S61tor/!l«1I\\i'l(l,1:lri' hj9re' in .five second 
flat? ' , 

"'MiJ. Ff$\lLj,i ~"klL~s in ·effect whether 
the determinati.on of the government 
andi!ts,"wiLP;~n,$neIl6 to. use violence 
wilT not lite feat t\'ie students. We 
had to face that kind of determina­
tion at Buffalo. last year. We had . '," ,'''", " 

some 400'''policemen patrolling our 
place fdrs'tx weeks; and we had three 
days in a row" where the CS gas was 
SO thick you couldn't breathe--you 
had to leave; We had 80 people 
sent to the hospital and we had 47 
faculty members indicted with malt­
imum possible sentences--it's still 



pending in the courts-·-of up to. 15 
m.onths. And nevertheless, despite 
this overwhe1m.ing show of violence, 
it becam.e perfectly clear that you 
can't run a university and maintain 
this kind of immoral research at 
the sam.e tim.e and we, got rid of that 
research project. As a matter of 
fact the governm.ent found that no 
research was being conductea there 
because the center, which specialized 
in techniques of advanced underWater 
warfare, wasn't producing any re~ 
su1ts and it was dysfunctional. I 
think that the governm.entcan use 
violence but nevertheless it can't 
rule the country without the con~ 
sent of the governed, and' the con~ 
sent of the num.bers who are invollred ; 
in politics is m.uch m.ore ,critical. 
If you persevere you'll win--don't 
worry about that. Again, there's 
no guarantee--you take your chances. 

Q. I hope that what I'm. about to say 
is not true, but I've heard from 
people who are still at the school 
that you just recently left [SUNY 
Buffalo) that the present adm.inis­
tration is mope repressive and the 
situation is even worse than when 
you had'400 police on cam.pus. What 
do you think? 

A. Well, the local power structure' 
has made the decision to destroy 
the university, and the faculty fs 
leaving ,the students a.re leaving, 
and presum.ab1y the police will fill 
the room.s. But police can't teach, 
history and police can't earn degrees 
and they can't contribute to the bet~ 
term.ent of society. Tl;lat is a choice 
that every UI),iversity adm.1strat10n 
has the right to m.ake. It is.m.ore 
repressive, but it's not a univer­
sity anymore, •. And that's the deci­
sion that the adm.1stration and the 
faculty of this place will have to 
tnake, too. 

Q • •• 

A. I haven't seen you by the way, 

, , 

Mr. Sacks, since you were taking 
tickets at a socialist m.eeting som.e 
years ago... [Laughter], But I 
don't think you're a socialist any­
m.ore. 

Q. May I point out, Mr. Ko1ko, 
that' sa very unusual way to ••• 

A. But I think we used to know,each 
oth~r in that context, is that not 
correct? 

I 

Q; I'm. under the itnpression that 
that's not the only p,lace you saw 
me.' You've also been over at lIlY. 
hom.e,. in lIlY living room., with your 
wife if you rem.em.ber. 

A. No, I don't rem.em.ber that. 
[Laughter] But I think we used to 
know :Frank Trager in com.m.on as, well. 
Tellm.e, why hasn't :Frank Tragel; . 
denied the press reports that he 
was taking CIA m.oney for his Vietnalll 
research all these years... ,Since 
we were living room. assoc:iates"-and. 
I must apologize for not remetnbe~ing 
that-- I do remember we had Fratlk 
Trager asa common friend,and','I 
recall that Frank, ,andr used ,to 
spend m.uch tim.e.together, when:' li'rank 
was hunting, 'up' res'ear<:<b,;grants,. 
But I fin<b itabysmIi\J.",ano:hr woul!d 
like to get:~9\l,r.;,co,mment, ,<:>n this,' 
on,wl;lyF:r:;llnk;: w\"Pt':iss"our .lI\ut1,\al, 
friend has notpub1ic:1y, lIeniedthe 
repolI;'ts,vb.4~hIi\Ppel1!'!ld in Le, Mond,e. 
whi .. ch is \:1;\e ,grSli\te$t newspaper in . 
the"w9rj.d\·~tha,~ );Iis w!?rk on' VietnSDI 
was paid for by the. qA. Do you 
know much about it? ' 

Q. You sbou1dli\Sk Frank Trager. 
I'know nothing about it. 

A. But you know Frank as well as 
I do;' Perhaps he confided in you 
in a way that he wouldn't confide 
in m.e. But please, let's have. your 
question--I don't want to seem. 
brash. 

Q. Would you put the microphone 
down? 



A. Well, 1. •• 

Q. YOll'.re interrllpting me each 
time, nllmber one. 

A. P1~ase. 

Q. NlImber two, YOll took the occa­
sion withollt even hearing the qlles­
tion from me to raise an lItter1y 
irrelevant thing from the cOllrse 
of YOllr speech. 

A. Well, it's not often that I 
meet old friends in sOllthern Illi­
nois. [Lallghter] 

Q. I lInderstand that kind of behav­
ior. YOll learned it in a good school. 
Let me jllst sllggest something to the 
alldience. I listened very caref1l11y 
to Mr. Ko1ko's speech, and he has 
suggested to YOll that; YOll ollght to 
trash the school if YOll want to stop 
the Center. [1Iingled shollts of 

,"Right onl" and "He did not say it. "] 

A. He didn't say it. 

Q. He said YOll are to take sllch 
measures ••• as to stop the institu­
tion'from fllnctioning. And that's 
exactly what I heard him say. 
Now I may be deaf, bllt I think I 
heard him say that. [From the 
alldience :" "Are you asking for a 
succession of democratic processes?"] 
--The democratic processes... .' 
[More questions from the audience] 
Look, one of the things I w01l1d like 
to do is just ge.t through my litt'le 
bit and do my thing... " 

A. Would you ask me a question? 
That's what. I'm here for. 

Q. I'm trying to make a point, 
not a question. And I have a right 
to do that--that's part of the demo­
cratic process. 

A. Right. 

Q. YOll., .. shou1dn' t interrllpt me. 
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A. I think that we went to the 
same meetings for many years. But 
I'd like to ask YOll sbollt the earlier 
meetings. 

Q. Will YOll let me have an oppor­
tllnity to talk and let me make my 
point. YOll spoke for abollt thirty 
minlltes. Let me make my point. 
NlImber one, ·YOll have the problem 
of how YOll want to condllct YOllrse1f 
at a lIniversity. And I do not, 
becallse I am not somebody who knows 
this university well, dispute for 
a moment, in view of what I've read 
from afar·about last 'May, that you 
are capable of stopping this univer­
sity from functioning. I don't 
know. You maY'be very well capable 
of stopping the university from' 
functioning. But I w01l1d caution 
you that you weigh the benefits 
of that particular course of action 
in terms of the existence of the 
forces of repression which will be 
disp1ayed--I raise this'quite ser­
ious1y--[in the face of a threat] 
to the continued existenc.e of this 
univerllity. And I particularly do 
so because of the remarks of the 
speaker in which he said that con­
contracts, p1ans,projects--a11 ·of 
these--he equated to the 211(d) 
grant which is here, and said, 
therefore all the research in this 
institution-..,I'm quoting him--aZZ 
research in this institution done 
by the Center for Vietnamese Studies 
is subject to the review of AID and • 
by its membership in FAR, sll ot 
these other agencies. Now I have 
a Simple fact, a simple fact. There 
are at present, ,at least as far 
as the funds in the grant are con­
cerned, a nllmber of allocations for 
research made to senior research 
scholars and to some people for 
their Ph.D. work. These have gone 
through. the regular committees of 
the university and received approval. 
None of these things have been ap­
proved or disapproved of by any 
other agency than th~ duly consti­
tuted faculty of this university. 



And, moreover, there is no provision 
i~ any of the funds given for research 
purposes--because we discussed them . 
yesterday, the $7500 grants--none 
of them escaped the control of the 
faculty of this university through 
its regularly constituted committees 
and they are not subject to review,~ 
Now I raise the question to Mr. 
Kolko: if in fact there are no 
limitations on either the professors 
appointed, on either the money 
expended for research fellowships, 
on either the travel done by stu­
dents or faculty, or on library 
acquisitions--if that's what the 
grant ,is, so that it covers the 
entire spectrum of academic activity, 
and if those and those only are the 
things done by the Center, under 
what circumstances and under what 
conditions should the university 
not accept such money to do such 
activities? 

A. Look. Everyone who is trying 
to save his institutional preroga­
tives says that I am free to do what 
I want in ~he sense that I have 
agreed to do something voluntarily 
that the government is willing to 
pay for. In brief, I am willing 
to accept" his contractual specifi-
cation. The quote I gave you was 
taken from along policy statement 
by the Ass1stant Secretary of De­
fense with regard to the publication 
of foreign area research under the 
auspi~es of every agency. If you 
think that the Assistant Secretary 

of Defense does not know what he's 
talking about--he happens to be a 
very competent man--then I think 
you misjudge his ability. And I 
think as well that if you can 

,assure us that AID is what it de­
clares it not to be--if you're 
gQing to assure us that AID is not 
oriented toward mission-oriented 
specific functions in Vietnam--then 
we can take your statement at its 
face value. AID states explicitly 
that it is interested in performing 
certain missions for certain ends. 
It makes no bones about it and it 
funds only those kinds of activities. 
As a matter of fact there are con­
gressional amendments which make it 
impossible now for the government 
to give absolutely pure research 
grants without them having some 
ultimate functional objective. I 
will say this: I'm sorry I twitted 
you so mercilessly, but you are a 
professional and for twenty years 
you have been involved in the Viet­
nam business; and I'm sure that 
when you write your autobiography 
it will make very interesting read­
ing. You have been living off gov­
ernment research grants directly 
or indirectly for a long, long time. 
And I don't blame you for wanting , 
to earn a livelihood. But you can 
hardly blame these young people for . 
wanting to live in a decent society, 
and that's precisely what the pro­
fessionals have not been able to 
create. [Applause] 


