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Strategy in Viet-Nam
Walter Lippmann proposes
that we negotiate an armistice
in Viet-Nam. The Communists
in the north would have to

cease belligerency in return
for the neutralism of all Viet-
Nam. At first glance neutral-
ism would seem to unite Viet-
Nam, allow us to sell our
ideas to the people of North
Viet-Nam, and keep our for-
cign aid from going down
the drain in faraway jungles.
But upon examination, we
find this theory to be erro-
neous.

The Communists are cager
to necutralize Viet-Nam, just
as they were in Laos. 1n 1962
a treaty was cxecuted which
neutralized Laos and formed
a coalition government. The
Reds, who are steadily gaining
control of the government,
have yet to abide by the
treaty. In short, they cannot
be trusted. Yet we are still
{financing the Laotian govern-

ment, which amounts to
arming the cnemy. '
It would bhe better to

prolong the war. But this is
not necessary. The reason we
have not been getting results
in Viet-Nam is because we are
fighting a -defensive, rather
than. offensive. war. Since
North Viet-Nam is sending
troops over the border, we
should train and equip the
South Vietnamese to retaliate
on Communist soil.

Ho Chi-minh, Red bhoss of
North Viet-Nam, admits that
he fears most of all an attack
on his industry. Here lies the
bloodstream of any Commu-
nist country, and here is
where continuous air strikes
should be directed. Ii we are
to save South Viet-Nam for
democracy, and possibly win
North Viet-Nam back, we must
knock the hreath out of the
Communist regime, and not
allow it to regain strength.

An armistice on Communist
terms cannot he tolerated” if
we are to maintain our dignity
in the face of aggression. Let
us nol make Viet-Nam the
Munich of Southcast Asia.

PHILIP S. BROWN.

Kettering, Ohio.

T am sure there are many. -’

many Americans who would
like to know precisely how
the contemplated bombing of
North Viet-Nam will prevent
the Viet Cong from continu-
ing to be supplied by the
capture of U.S.-produced
material.

How will the proposed in-
tensification of slaughter and
terrorization gain popular
support for any compliant
South Veitnamese regime?
How can any constructive end
he achieved by more perva-
sive and thorough destruc-
tion?” How long, how long
must this horrible madness
continue unrelieved by reason
or human sympathy?

THOMAS ANDREAS.

Lexington, Va.

Good Neighbors

It is most difficult to under-
stand, or even guess, as o
what prompted Joseph Alsop
to write his startling column

of Jan. 22, which was pub-
lished in your very distin-
guished newspaper. In this

article, Mr. Alsop took liberty
with facts in that he named
me as onc of “two well known
Communists” who as legal
advisers to Panama’s Foreign
Office influenced President
Roberto F. Chiari to take a
stern  position against the
United States in the recent
canal crisis.

1t does not serve the Amer-
ican public, nor the friends of

America in Central and South
America to make a McCarthy-
type charge that when some-
one may disagree with Amer-
ican TForeign Policy, the per-
son necessarily is advancing a
Communist position. One need.
only recall that the struggle
of Panama for a repeal or
change in the {reaty started
the very day after it was
signed in Washington by a
French adventurer in behalf
of Panama,

The objecltion of Panama-
nians loyal to the democratic
system has nothing to do with
communism and, indeed, this
position precedes that of
Lenin’s Russia. The position
was motivated by Panama-
nians loyal to their country
and anxious for the establish-
ment of a proper inter-Amer-
jcan system wherein respect
for all governments and all
peoples is fully obhserved.

It is to this end that Panama
and Panamanians believe that
the solution to the present
crisis lies in the negotiation of
a new treaty which would
climinate the roots of the
trouble. For a Panamanian to
take this position should not

open him to unfounded
charges that he is a Com-
munist. Certainly, under the

good neighbor policy instituted
by Franklin Roosevelt and in
accordance with the Alliance
for Progress pursued by Presi-
dents Kennedy and Johnson,
good {riends may disagree
without heing subjected to a
McCarthy-type name calling.
I am certain that it can be
appreciated that President
Chiari and other Panamanian
officials, who have been work-

ing on this matter, are not
involved in taking a stern
position against the Uniled

States but rather are taking
a strong position designed to
hring about hetter recognition
for Panama’s rights in this
modern age. No one had to
advise President Chiari or
other Panamanian officials to
take this position; rather his-
tory has dictated it.

My own position is that for
the~benefit of the relations
hetween both countries, the
Panama Canal Treatly should
bhe rencgotiated. My position
in this respect accords with
that discussed by President
Kennedy and President Chiari
in June of 1962. I prefer to be
classified with these two lead-
ers of democracy and to this
end must categorically deny
NMr. Alsop's unwarranted
charges.

ELOY BENEDETTI,

Ministry of Foreign Relations,
Republic of Panamu.

Washington.

Existing Monument

President Johnson over-
stepped the hounds of church-
state separation when he sug-
gested a memorial to God be
crected in the Nation's Capi-
tal. Might T ask {o what god?
No two persons agrec on a def-
inition of the terms “‘good”
and it means many different
things to many people.

The nature of the supreme
intelligence (if there be sueh)
is completely incomprehensi-
ble, even to the so-called
bearers of the truth, the men
of the cloth. The erection of
such a monument would be
but a step backward again
into darkness and supersti-
tion. The universe as we see it
all around us is monument
cnough to the greatness of the
Supreme Inteiligence.

LAWRENCE C. ROUSH.

Favetteville, N.C.

“Civic Offense”

Most people do not pretend
to be experts on whether we
should have Nike X or some
other type of Nike defense
around our cities for purposes
of defense. Yet most people
including the editors of The
Washington Post, seem to con-
sider themselves experts on
the subject of Civil Defense.
Why is it on this subject
alone that they insist on
setting themselves up as
knowing what is good for the
country (in this case Mary-
land) hetter than the experts
in the -Department of De-

fense?

How did it happen that a
committee of the House of
Representatives that started
out being in the majority
against the Shelter Program
changed its mind and voted
for it after listening to the
facts both for and against it,
and then the rest of the
House followed suit? Are we
to believe that all of these
pcople are knaves and fools?

Since you obviously will not
listen to such arguments
yourself, don’'t you think it
would be. a better service to
the people of the State of
Maryland if their elected rep-
resentztives would be able to
listen to the arguments both
pro and con as free from emo-
tionalism as possible and
make un their own minds?

ELAINE JACOBY.

Bethesda.

It would appear that your
editorial writer (Feb. 19) could
well be used by the Pentagon
to replace a large number of
highly trained personnel and
expensive computer equip-
ment.

My reason for saying this is
that he evidently knows
ecxactly how many missiles the
Russians -have and that it is a
number in excess of the
number of our cities, allowing
for aboris and targeting
errors. He also appears to
know which targets they have
selected for a probably quite
limited number of missiles;
and is confident that their ac-
curacy is such that none
would miss a target city.

He also discounts complete-
ly the effectiveness of any
counteraction, such as Nike
X, (which together with
fallout shelters are a part of
the Continental Defense
package postulated by the
Secretary of Defense.)

Unless the above assump-
tions as to his knowledge and
thinking are true, his conclu-
sion about the worthlessness
of fallout shelters is obviously
a poor one, as cities not
directly hit would suffer need-
less death’ without them.

A.S. C. WADSWORTH.
Bethesda.

Mistaken Identity

The reference to “anti-Sem-
ites like Austen Chamber-
lain, the British statesman
who contended Jesus was Ar-
yan,” attributed to Prof. Fred-
erick C. Grant in your report
on Feb. 18 of his address at
the Washington Hebrew Con-
gregation, indicated a regret-
table confusion in somebody's
mind between Austen Cham-
berlain and Houston Stewart
Chamberlain, an entirely dif-
ferent person.

Professor Grant authorizes
me to say that it was in fact
Houston Stewart Chamber-
lain, and not Austen, whom he
mentioned in his address.

ALLAN G. B. FISHER.

Washington.
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