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Part One
VIE’I‘ NAM IN CHINA‘S STRA‘I‘EGY

The Chmese leaders acts of open host:lhty agamst
Viet Nam, culminating in their war of aggression
stirted on February 17,1979, have astohished world
public opinion by the sudden shift of ‘China’s policy
towards ‘Viet Nam. ¥et, this policy shift was to be
expected. It ‘was' in fact, a logical development of
the big nation expansionist and great power hege-
monist strategy pursued by the Ch1nese leaders over
the past three decades: :

“The world has offered nd other example of lead
ers, of a- country, elalmmg to be “ultra-revolution-
ary” “rhetoric, while carrying out a counter-revolu-
thnary. extremely ‘ reactionary strategy, as the Ch1-'
nese ledders have béen doing. - &

"' No-other ledders 'in the world have, -on: the stra-
tegic plane, reversed their policy of alliances, turn-
ihg: frignds into foes and reversely, so quickly and
thoroughly ias has ‘been: the ¢ase in' China.  + i

'I‘he Soviet Union which was cons:dered by th
- Chiniése'* leaderd, theit major 'ally"is n¢w regai'ded
as their- most: dqngerous ERemy.. ..

- Us: ampemalism formerly conmdered as the. most
dangerouSi ‘enety “‘whose- ‘thatacter would 'never
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change”, is now regarded as a reliable ally, and the
Chinese who are colluding with it have brazenly
declared that China is an “Eastern NATO". Those
who formerly called the national liberation move-
ment in Asia, Africa and Latin America a “revolu-
tionary storm” striking directly at imperialism, and
affirmed that the revolutionary cause of the inter-
national proletariat in the end depended on the
revolutionary struggle of the peoples in these re-
gions !, have now joined hands with the imperialists
in trying to oppose and wreck the national libera-
tion movement, supporting reactionary forces, such
as dictator Pinochet of Chile, the CIA-backed FNLA
and UNITA in Angola, Shah Pahlevi of Iran, foster-
ing the genocidal Pol Pot-Ieng Sary cligue, etc...
" They have brazenly distorted the origin and char-
acter of the mnational liberation struggle in the
world today, presenting them as. the results of the
struggles among the major powers for world hege-
mony and -not as the results of the revolutionary
-undertaking of nations. L S
Parallel, to -the reversal of China's international
alliances were ruthless and bloody purges at home,
repression of the opposition which caused repeated
upheavals in the ranks of China’s leaders. Those.
- who, are .considered today as genuine revolutionary
leaders, -tomorrow, may be treated as enemies and:
traitors to the Chinese revolution. Some have.been |
-overthrown.and reinstated two or threg.times within
a.few years. i b TR TR o
- The strategy -of the .Chinese leaders: has.changed
greatly. One .-thing;. however, .remains unchanged::

<1 Tt je: worth: recalling: that- af, the. Confergne .of ;Repre-, -
gentatives of Compjunist'and Workers' Parties in Moscow
in :November. 1960, the Delegation ‘of 'the: ‘Chingse Coirimun:
. dstParty also agreed that the.world sociallst system was a
= defermining factor in. thie ‘development of:human soclety.. ; }
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the strategic objective of quickly making China a
first-rate world power and carrying out big nation
expansionist and greatpower hegemonist designs. At
the Congress of the Chinese Communist Party Cen-
tral Committee in 1956, Chairman Mao Zedong
said:

“China must become the most highly developed
country in the cultural, scientific, technologic and
industrial fields. It is unacceptable that after a few
decades China will not become the number one
power in the world.”

Later, in September 1959, Chairman: Mao Zedong
also said at the Conference of the Army Central
Committée of the Chinese Communist Party.

. “We must conquer the earth, this is our objective.”

Immediately after the founding of the People's
Republic of China on October 1, 1949, the Peking
rulers have stepped up the realization of their stra-
tegic objective, Though China’s economy was still
backward, they have done their utmost to build a
strategic nuclear force since the late 1950, and
are now. speeding up the “modernization” of the
armed forces, the manufacturing and . stockpiling of
nuclear weapons. In the economic field, both the
“Great Leap Forward” of 1958 and the recently
announced “Four Modernizations” pursue the same
strategic objective of expansion and hegemony:.

' [-VIET NAM IN CHINA'S GLOBAL STRATEGY

If the Chinese ‘leaders in~ their global strategy
consider the Soviet Union and the US. as major
ivals to be defeated, they regard Viet Nam as an
important opponent to be subdued and conquered
so that their strategic interest may be secured.



In the early 1950's, when the . Chinese leaders
started . reconstruction to' rapidly transform China
into a world power, they had to cope with the U.S:
war. of aggression against Korea in the North, and
the threat to Chinals security in .the South by the
French colonialist war of aggression in Viet Nam.
At the same time, the United States, the ring-leader
of the imperialist forces, acting as an internatjonal
gendarme, was pursuing .a hostile policy towards
China, making great efforts to encircle and isolate

that country. : S e
_.The victorious resistance war waged by the peo-
ples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea against the
French colonialists led to the 1954 Geneva Con-
ference on Indochina. The French were afraid that
a total victory of the Vietnamese people ¢ould lead
to the collapse of their colonial empire. China was
the ‘main supplier of arms to Viet Nam by the end
of the resistance war against the Freich colonialists.
And 'it“took advantage of this situation to act ‘as
the principal negotilitor with the' French imperial-
ists, and colluding with the latter, to 'work out a
solution ‘advantageous to’ Chinaand France, but
not to the pepples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kimpu-
chea. They sdcrificed the ‘interests of the Indochinese
peoples to ensure China’s security in thé South, to
carry out the design of controlling -Viet Nam' and
Indochitia, and af'‘the same time to secure the role
of a great power in settling international affairs,
particularly in Asia. At the Geneya Conference, the
- firdt part’ of which dealt’with the’ Kdreah problem,
the People’s Republic of China for the first time was
-on an equal footing with the four big powers which
are . permanent members -.of the U.N, Security
Council. & 7 e el il e e

" .This. . was, @ ‘good. opportunity,for the. Chinese
leaders to.expand their. influence in Asia,and Africa.
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At the same time, they sought contact with the
U.5, imperialists through the direct negotiations
begun 'in Geneva and later continued in Warsaw.

After the 1954 Geneva Agreements were signed,
the U.S, imperialists sought to interfere tnore and
more in Viet Nam in an attempt to turn South
Viet Nam into a new-type colony and a U.S. mil-
itary base in South-East Asia.:The Chinese rulers
wanted a prolonged partition of Viet Nam. But the
Vietnamese people heroically stood up to fight
against U.S, imperialism, for national salvat:on and
gained more and more victoties.

In the late 1960's the U.S. 1mper1alzsts got bogged
down in their war of aggression -against Viet Nam,
a war which aggravated the economic, political and
social crisis in the United -States and weakened the
position of U.S. .imperialism in the world. This
brought about favourable conditions for a poWet‘ful
development of the socialist countries and of thé
world revolutionary movement and made it possible
for West European countries and Japan to become
~ strong economic rivals of the United States. In face
of 'a desperate situation, President Nixon had to
resott to "Vietnamization of the war”, and. learning
from the experience of the French imperialists in
1954, used the Chinese in an attempt to settle the
Viet' Nam 'problem to the advantage of U.S. impe-
rialism, “that is,: by withdrawing U.S. troops from
Viet Nam while’ maintaining the puppet regime of
Nguyen Van Thieuw. The Nixon administration also
played ‘the Chinese card to exert pressure on the
Soviet Union .and to oppose the world revolut'lonary :
movement.

* The . Chinese leaders took advantage. of ’che
weakening -of the United States and the tread of
Nixon's policy to pursue an anti-Soviet policy, com-
promise with the Americans and help them: settle
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the Viet Nam problem, with a view to creating a &
world with three major powers as -envisaged in
Kissinger's formula of a “multipolar world”, one &
of the three poles being China, and to abolishing ¥
‘the “bi-polar” world, with the United States and
the Soviet Union, which came into being after
World War II. At the same time, the Chinese leaders
used the Viet Nam problem to obtain U.S. with-
drawal from Taiwan. Thus reversing their policy
of alliance, they, in the first place, came to consider
the Soviet Union as the main enemy, provoked a
border conflict with the Soviet Union in March
1969, and subsequently betrayed Viet Nam a second
time in making a deal with the U.S. to prevent a
total victory of the Vietnhamese people. In 1971, they
practised “‘pingpong diplomacy”, then received: Kis-
singer in Peking. This was followed by the restora-
tion. of China’s status in the United Nations and
_the People’s. Republic of China becoming one of
the five permanent members of the Security Council.
This process culminated in U.S. President Nixon’s
vigit to China and the Shanghai communiqué in
February, 1972, For the Peking rulers, collusion
with the U.S. imperialists was a crucial step in
carrying out their global strategy. _ o
As after the signing of the 1954 Geneva Agree-
ments on Indochina, the Chinese leaders, after the
January 1973 Paris Agreement on Viet ‘Nam was
signed, wanted to maintain’ the status quo in South §
Viet Nam. Therefore, the Vietnamese people’'s vic- ~
tory in 1975, which completely destroyed the U.S.
‘puppet regime, liberated South Viet Nam and reuni-
fied the country, was a heavy defeat not only. of
‘the U.S. imperialists but also of the Peking rulers
in the implementation of their global strategy and
’ their -expansionist and hegemonist: designs. Since
then. they have. practised a policy- of epen hostility
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towards Viet Nam, even resorting to armed attacks.

Thus, over the past 30 years, Viet Nam has been
one of the most important factors in China’s global
strategy. Because Viet Nam held a crucial position

in Frerch strategy in the mid-1950's and U.S. stra-

tegy ‘in the early 1970's, the Chinese leaders have
been playing the Vietnamese “card”, colluding with
the imperialists in order to realize their big nation
expansionist- and hegemonist designs. At the same
time, ‘they wanted to secure for China sole control
of Viet-Nam's resistance war against U.S. imperial-
ism, then the focus of international political life, so

‘a5 to be able to hold high the “anti-imperialism”

signboard, assume “the leadership of world revolu-
tion”", ard diminish the influence of the Soviet
Union. o ' n

II-—VIET NAM IN CHINAS POLICY TOWARDS
SOUTH-EAST ASIA

South-East As:a, Whlch has been a traditional:
target'for Chinese expansionism through the cen-
turies, is a region which the leadeérs of the People’s
Republic: of Chma for a long time have dreamt of
conguering.

In 1936, speakmg of his youth to Amencan jour-
nalist Edgar Snow .in-Yenan, Mao Zedong told him
how he felt after reading a pamphlet about Japan's
conguest of Korea and Taiwan, and the loss of Chi- -
nése govereignty over Indochma, Burma and many

other places.

“After 1 read L‘hzs, I felt depressed about the
future of my couniry and began to realize that it

- was the duty of all the people to help save it

. E. Stiow, Red Star Over China, Pengum Books, London,
1972, p. 159. -
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A document of the Chinese Communist Party
entitled; “The Chinese Revolution and the Commun-
ist Party of China”, published in 1939 reads: “Hav-
ing defeated China, the imperialist powers occupied
Korea; Taiwan, Ryukyu, Pescadotes islands and
Port Arthur; Britain occupied Burma, Bhutan and
Hongkong; and France occupied Annam...”

- A handbook, “Sketch of Modern Chinese His-
tory” published in Peking in 1954, included -a map
showing Chinese territory to comprise several sur-
rounding ' countries -including those in: South-East
Asiz and the Eastern (South China) Sea area.

The expansionist designs of Chinese leaders are
particulasly :clearly - expressed by Chairman Mao
Zedong during the 1963 talks with the Vietnamese
Workers' Party delegation in Wu Han: :

“1 will. be the Chairman of 500 million poor
peasants sending the troops to South-East Asia.”
*Also" on this occasion, making a comparison be-
tween Thailand "and Szechuan province of China,
Chairman Mao Zedong said that they were of the
same size but the Thai population was only half
of Szechuan’s. So Chinese must be sent to Thailand
to settle thete. With regard to Laos, a large but
thinly-populated :country, Mao- Zedong' also thought
China should do the same thing. He: reaffirmed
"in & meeting of the Political ‘Bureau of the Chinese
Communist.: Party. Central Committee in August
1965: o e

“We must by all means seize South-East Asia
including . South VietiNam, Thailand, Burma, Ma-
laysia and Singapore... This region is rich in raw
materials: it is worth the costs involved. After séizing
South-East Asia, we can increase our sttength in
this region. And ive shall be strong enough to con- &
tront the Soviet-East Furopean bloc, the East wind = |

will prevail over the West wind.” i
| 10




In comparison with other parts of the world,
South-Fast Asia is a region where China enjoys the
most- favourable objective conditions and have the
most means and. facilities {over 20 million oversea
Chinese, . political parties dependent on the Chinese
Communist Party, roads leadmg from China to many
South-East - Asian .countries...) to carry out her ex-
pansionist’ and - hegemonist policies. It is for this
reason that over the past 30 years, the leaders of
the People’s Republic of China have resorted to nu-
merous manceuvres - to~ achieve expansion in this
region  and create conditions for carrying out their
counter-revolutionary global strategy.

‘They have built up a gtrategic nuclear force, de-
veIoped their economic might, and from a b1g-natmn
position; will try to use military threats or promises

. of i economic aid, to exert pressure on'or buy over -
countries in-this region and drag them into their
orbit. . They -have encroached “on the territories of
other courtries, provoked border conflicts, used
their agents or 'directly sent their. troops in an at-
tempt to weaken and subdue countries in the region.
Ready to apply most -barbarous methods, they used
the Pol Pot-Teng Sary clique to carry out a‘genoci-
dal’ policy ' in: Kampuchea: To further their expan-
sionist ‘and . hegemonist policy; they have made use
‘of their numerous tools in South-East Asia, including
the “fifth column’ constituted : by the overseas Chi-
nese, the so-called “‘communist” organizations under
Peking’s orders and - the ethnic m1norit1es somne. of
whom are of Chinese descent. i

Regarding the use of the overseas Chmese, Pe-
king’s intention was most clearly shown in these
‘words' of' Foré1gn M:mster‘ ChenYi: :

“ *“More' than 90, pet; "cent of Singapore populatzon
are Chinese ;.there are more than 900,000 Chinese
“in a population of over one million. So Singapore
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is a nation built up by the Chinese in the region'.”

The Chinese leaders have been exploiting contra-
dictions among various South-East Asian nations ;
they have sought to drive a wedge between the
ASEAN countries and the three countries of the
Indochinese - peninsula, to sow division between
Malaysia and Indonesia, between Burma and Thai-
land, etc... In particular, they have tried to use
for their own expansionist ends the fact that South-
East Asia is one of those regions in the world
seething with revolution, where the movement of
national liberation is developing and colonialism
and imperialism are fast declining. When the French
were defeated in Viet Nam in 1954, the Chinese
legders - still hoped to maintain the presence of
France, a weakened colonialist power, in South Viet
Nam, Laos and Kampuchea, in order to prevent the
United States, ringleader of world imperialism, from
setting foot on Indochina, and to prevent a total
victory of the three Indochinese countries. When
the . Americans have been weakened and defeated
in this region, Peking wanted the U.8. presence to
be-maintained in order to establish a Sino-American
condominium -over the countries of this ‘area. In
so- doing, they were banking on the’ imperialists
to check the progress of revolution, to gradually
i1l the so-called “power vacuum” in South-East Asia
and, later on, to remove their imperialist allies and
secure sole control of the region. To cover their
dark designs; they deceitfully alleged that- Soviet
“influence had to be contained. S T ‘

" tIn .a talk with repre'sentatives of fhe_Hba; in Viet,Nain
“who' came to_present.-greetings to . the Party and Govern-

“mient Delegation’ of the People’s Republic of China héaded = §
by ‘Premier 'thou Enlai on-a visit to Viet Nam in May, &

-1980,
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Viet Nam occupies a stratégic position ‘in South-
East Asia.. The Chinese feudal expansionists have
repeatedly invaded Viet Nam, seeking to annex this
country and use it as a springboard for aggression
against other South-East Asian countries. After
World War II, the Communist Party of Viet Nam
was the only Communist Party in this region which
succeeded in seizing political power. and establishing
a worker-peasant state, the ‘first one in- this region.
The Vietnamese Revolution exerted great influence
in this area by its victory over the French colonial-
ists and the U.S. imperialists. The Chinese leaders
attempted to .get hold of Viet Nam and then of
the whole Indochinese peninsula to open the way
to South-East Asia. In-the Septembeér 1963 meeting,
in Canton, between the four Communist Parties of
Viet Nam, China, Indonesm and Laos, Premter Zhou
Enlai said :

“Our couniry isha b:g -one, but we kave no way
out. Therefore we hope that the Viet Nam Workers
Party will help. blaze the trail to- South-East Asia.”

In order to weaken and get hold of Viet Nam,
the  Chinese leaders try ‘their best to undermine the
solidarity betweeri the three countries on the Indo-
chinese «.peninsula,. to-sow . division: among them,
particularly . betweeén: Laos and Kampuched on the
one hand and Viet :Namon the other. At the same

time, they try to- set.other South-East ‘Asian couns - -

triés against Viet: Nam; -to slander -and :vilify Viet
" Nam. in: an attempt to: isolate it. ‘The Pekmg rulers:
‘have ‘been clamouring about their “sovereignty’’.
over: Hodang  Sa (]?aracels) and- Truong Sa-(Spratley) -
‘grehipelagoes: Early in 1924, - wi

China. attacked -and woecupied: Hoafig S& (Paracéls) - .-

thy o108, approval;

arch1pe1ago which- is ‘ part -of:: Viet: Nam’si territory; .
in_order' to gradually - ‘establish -aohtrol: over: the:
Easstern! (South Chma) Sea, o subgugate Vxebr Nam e
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and the whole of South-East Asia, and exploit. the
abundant natural resources in the Eastern Sea Te-
gion..

The Chinese leaders hope to rally forces, ﬁrst in
South-East Asia and eventually all over the world,
in order to further their global strategy. In the
1960’s, they made: great efforts to rally forces in
Asia, Africa and. Latin America in order to seize
“leadership of the world revolution” and to oppose
the Soviet Union.. To these ends, from 1963, they
did their utmost to convene.a conference. of eleven
Communist Parties  (including  eight from : South-
East Asia) in an attempt to establish a “Communist
International” controlled by them and to create a-
“Peking-Jakarta-Phnom: .. Penh-Pyongyang-Ha - Noi.
axis”, Together with Indonesia, they tried.to-con-
vene. a-“Conference of Newly. Emerging Forces”
(CONEFQ) with a view to setting up an organiza-
tion. in- opposition: to .the United: Nations. At the
same time, they worked for the holding of 'a se-
¢ond . Asian-African conference: (to be ‘held in:. Al-
giers in- 1965). But the Chinese leaders: failed to
achieve their dark schemes because these ran coun-
ter- to the interests of the peoples.. of the world;
which consist in uniting .the -anti-imperialist forces,
and to the interests of the world revolution, : which
consist in strengthening the socialist system and the
movement of national independence and: democracy.
They failed also because they tiimbled against Viet
Nam's unswervmg :line- of mdependence and'ﬂso-
vere1gnty e e

LOver: the past: 30 years, the Chmese leaders have‘
eonsxdered Viet i{Nam.one of the most  important
factors -in their -strategy.: They have sought. by all
possible 'means tor-gain:.cohtrol .overi Viet Nam. This
refuired - that - Viet Nam should not: be allowed to
- becotne: strong:-it: should .be divided, not independs j
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ent, but it should be dependent on Clina. On the
contrary, an ihdependent, unified, prosperous and
strong Viet Nam, with a political line of inde-
pendence and soveéreignty and a correct line in in-
ternational politics. would constitute a  major
obstacle to the Chinese leaders’ global strategy, first
of all, to their expansionist policy towards South-
East Asia. That .is the reason why the Chinese
leadership has pursued a double policy of helping,
but also hampering the Vietnamese revolution. Each
time Viet Nam won victory -over the imperialists,
they dealt and compromised with the latter against
the ‘interests of Viet Nam. It is also the reason why
they have shifted from covert opposition to open
‘hostility to Viet Nam; then brazenly launched a war
of aggression against Viet Nam.

“The Chinese ‘leaders’® policy aimed at conquering
Viet Nam first' into' the general framework: of Chi-
nese policy towards other countries in South-East
Asia and other neighbouring countries. They want
to occupy part of Indian territory, and in fact have
done it in the Sino-Indian war of 1962. They do not
like the prospect of a strong India capable of dis-
puting with them a “leading role” in Asia and
Africa. They are still seeking to seize Mongolia,
though they have recognized the Mongolian People's
Republic as an independent state. They want to oc-
cupy a part of U.S.S.R. territory; they donot want
a powerful Soviet Union at China’s side. They have
tried to lower - the prestige of the Soviet Union,

© _even to incite imperialist countries to wage war

against the Soviet Union, and to set countries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America against her. The
Chinese leaders have made great efforts to organize
an international anti-Soviet “crusade” with the par-
ticipation .of imperialist and reactionary forces
under the banner of “opposing. hegemonism”, in ac-
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cordance with Mao Zedong's formula of sitting
on the top of the mountain to watch tigers fight”.
~ As many West European- politicians and -journal-
ists have remarked, China is resolved “to fight the
Soviet Union to the last West European’”’, as she
had been ready “to fight the United States to the.
last Vietnamese”.

The present international strategy of the Chmese
leaders,” though well disguised, has revealed its
thoroughly counter-revolutionary character. The Chi~
nese: Jeaders have appeared in their true colors as
big-nation :chauvinists and bourgeois nationalists!
The Chinese rulers’ present policy towards Viet
Nam, although well camouflaged, remains the same
as that pursued by rulers of the "Celestial Empire”
durmg the past milleniums—a policy aimed at an-
nexing Viet Nam, subduing the ‘Vietnamese people
and turning Viet Nam into a satellite of China. -




Part Two

CHINA AND THE TERMINATION OF THE
- INDOCHINA WAR IN 1954

I-AFTER DIEN BIEN PHU, THE VIETNAMESE
PEOPLE WERE CAPABLE OF LIBERATING THE
: ENTIRE COUNTRY

In 1945 the Vletnamese people gulded by the
spirit of undaunted struggle and self-reéliance, .suc-
cessfully carried out their August Revolution and
founded the Democratic Republic’ of : Viet Nam.
Some months later, the French colonialists reoccu-
pied the Southern” provineces, and from December
1946 the Vietnamese people had to wage a pro-
tracted nation-wide resistance war against the
French aggressors to safeguard the independence,

'umty and - territorial integrity of their country.

The Viethamese people’s resistance war, which

was extremely arduous and’ valiant, gained greater

and greater victories. The victories won by the
peoples of Viet Nam, of Laos (under the leadership
of ‘the Lao Resistance Governmént) and of Kampu-

~ chea; (under the leadership.of the Kampuchean Re-

sistance Government), especially the historic Dien
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Bien Phu victory won by the Vietnamese army and
people, greatly changed the balance of force on the
battlefield in favour of the resistance forces of Viet
Nam, Laos and Kampuchea, placing the French im-
perialists in an extremely difficult situation.

French Defence Minister R. Pleven, Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General P. Ely, Chief of
Staff of the Army, General Blanc, Chief of Staff
of the Air Force General Fay, after inspecting the
Tndoching battlefield in February 1954, came to a
pessimistic conclusion:

“A reinforcement. of the Expeditiogary, Corps,
héwever stiotg, cannot bring about any - change.
Moreover, the military effofts' by the Metropolitan
country have reached the last limit. All that we
can hope for now is to creale the most fapourable
military conditions for a political “solution to 'the
conflict,”" o

Anticipating a general offensive of the Viet Nam
People’s Army in the Northern delta, French Pre-
mier Laniel on May 18, 1954, sent General Ely to
Indochina ‘to convey instructions to General Na-
varre, commander-in-chief- of the French Expeditio-
nary Corps: At present, the foremost -objective- is
to save the Expeditionary Corps. - -~~~ -~ .7

Ambassador Chauvel, deputy head of the: French
delegation at the 1954 Geneva Conference on Indo-
china, wrote in.one of his repbrts to' the French
Ministry of Foreign Affairs: e

“We can bardly defend Ha Noi. The -command
has informed us that even with the dispatch of two
more divisions it would not be possible to keep the
“capital of Tonkin...."* ...~ - . o

% J. Lacouture et; Ph. Devillers, La Fin d’ure guerre, Edi-
tions du Seuil, ‘1960.1).;62, BT o
© % pierré Rouhnet, Mendes France: an 'p'éuv'qi\r; Editions

Laffont; Paris, 1085; p- 146,00 Loy
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The LanielGovernmenht had. previously sought fo
negotiate .from a''position: of ‘military. strength go
as to keep Laos and Kampuchea intact and to pre-
serve . whatever interests - they ‘could:in  Viet Nam,
considering  this an* honotirable” solution-for France.
After-ithe. Dien Bien' Phu defeat; that: Government
was, eager to start.: negotiations in:order, first' of
all; #6 save:the French: Expedatlonary Corps from
the dangér of antijhilation. = : -

:.The French: pebple’s movement, the core of whioh
was the French Communist Party, against “the dirty
war”. in: -Thdochina was: growiny ‘vigorously.: The
Frenth:administratién, “already. divided over many
quéstions,: becameimore ‘divided in-face of: deridus
economic, poliical :and social difficulties: It was éx-
pected: that France's defeat in-Indochina would lead
to the ¢ollapse of the ‘éntire colonial system:'of the
Fiench' iriperialists, - partioularly 'in- NorthAfrica.

s In -such: a:situation France: enteted the .195¢" Gés
, neva’conference:on Indochina. with theparticipation

of the Soviet Union, China, the United: ‘States, the
i} United ~Kihgdom, -aitd- :the-: belligérent - parties: in
Indoching. -0 o v oot e s et T ey

T
R

II-'CHINAS POSITIQN fIN GENEVA WAS ]
'r ’I‘ALI:Y DIFFERENT FROM: VIET NAM: 8, BUT
rep CONCORDAN'I‘ WITH ERANCES; :
The Peoples Repubhc oﬂ Chma .came- mto bemg
in 1949 when the world was divided into two polit-
| ically, econoﬁucally ~and - m:hbanly opposmg sys-
{ tems B PR |‘
}
]

a:In, Europe, the cold.r ’Wai' wasi e::pandmg and i
Ama tHere. Wereitwo: hot:wars in Kored and. in :Int
dochina. The leadershipr. ofr-the new Chind wanted
4t fiakevadvintage -of pehcehil ~conditions to.rehabi-
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litate and develop rapidly their economy, strengthen
their military potential and rapidly turn China into
a world power, in order to realize their ambition of
big-nation expansionism and big-power hegemonism
.directed mainly: towards South-East Asia.- - = -

" Though ‘the Chinese army had suffered about’ a
milliont casualties in. the Korean war, the' Chinese
leadership, to secure a- buffer Zone in the North-
East, in 1953 accepted a cease-fire in Korea: to
maintain the status quo, and prolong the part1t1on
of Korea.

Viet Nam and China are two immediate netgh—
bours. The two. peoples had always -supported, in-
spired and helped each other, since an independent
Viet Nam meant that China would not, be threaten-

" ed by imperialism from the Southand<in.turn, a
liberated China meant that Viet Nam. would not be.
threatened by imperialism from the Notth, Th 1950
the People's Republic of China recognized and esta-!
blished diplomatic relat1ons with the Democratw Re- [’“
public of Viet Nam. . ',

China was the mdin suppher of rmhtary hard- ;

f

. ware to Viet Nam in the last years of the latter's re-
sistance war against France.

At the 1954 Geneva Conference, Viet Nam pro-
posed: a comprehensive solutid)n cessation of hosti-
lities in the wholé Indochina - pemﬁsula alorlg with
a political sélution to the qriestionls of Viet Nam, ,
Laos and Kampuchea on the basis of respect for the:
independence; sovereignty, umty and ~terr1t’or1al m-
tegmty of each country.

- For the- Chinese leaders, the 1954 Geneva Coﬁfe'

" ‘rence on Korea and Indochina was an opportunity
to discuss and settle with the big powers impottant
" international’ issues; in: spite’ of- the .fact:that the |
United States was then" hostile “to-: China and ' the (
latter: had. no- dlplematic relations, with’ France, while
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the Chiang Kai Shek regime remained one of the
five permanent members of the U. N. Security Coun~
cili ..

- The Chmese leaders advocated a I{orean type so-
lutaon to bring the. Indochina war to an end, i.e.,
cessation of hostilities' without -any political solu-
tion. It was Premier Zhou Enlai who stated on
August 24, 1953 that. the Korean truce could be
taken as a model for other conflicts,” With such a
solution they hoped to create a buffer zone in South-
East Asia, prevent a replacement of the French by
the Americans in Indochina; avoid a direct confron-
tation with the Americans, ensure security for their
southern border; and at the same time to limit
Viet. Nam's - victory and to .divide the peoples of
the three Indochinese countries 'in an attempt to
weaken . and eventually; annex: these countries and
turn _them into a: spmngboard for expansion to
South-East Asia..

At -the Geneva Conference, -the French also advo-
cated.a Korean-type truce to save their expeditiona-
ry. corps in Indochina, to. partition Viet- Nam and
maintain French colonialism' in: Indochina,

-Clearly China’s stand .was entirely different from
V1et Nam’ s, but in concordance w1th that of France.

III--THE 1954 GENEVA AGREEMENTS ON
INDOCHINA AND THE. CHINESE LEADERS
’ R BE’I'RAYAL -

At a meeting of the Vietnemese, Soviet and Chi-
nese - delegations: in April 1954 in preparation for
the Geneva: Cotiference on Indochina the Chinese de-
legate said: “The People’s Republic of China cannot
openly. assist Viet Nam in case of expansmn of the
conflict there .
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. ‘Taking -advantage of their position as: the main
military :supplier and the: country in control of the
only aid supply route to Viet Nam, and of French
reluctance to talk with Viet Nam from a weak po-
sition, the Chinese' leaders. allowed . themselves ito
negotiate directly with the. French on fundamental '
points in a solution to.the Indochina question.

The negotiations. at' the. Geneva Conference were; '
in effect, conducted in two phases. * ..

‘The first .phase: From: May 8 to June 23, 1954
the head of the French .delegation,. while avoiding
meeting with the Vietnamese, conducted direct ne-
gotiations -with the head of the Chinese delegation
on four occasions. They reached agreement on fun- .
damental points of.a cease-fire accord for Indochina.
.. It should be noted- that.at the third. meeting on
June 17, 1954 between the French and the Chinese,
Premier Zhou Enlai met G. Bidault, head of the
French delegation, and made fundamental political
concessions which were detrimental to. the interests

of the peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and.Kampuchea: §} .
China would accept the existence of two administra- }

tions in Viet Nam .(the Government of -the Democra-
tic: Republic of Viet: Nam and the Bao Dai puppet
governiment),: recognize the Royal Lao: Government
and the Royal Government of Kampuchea, withdraw
their demand for the participation of the delegations
of the Lad' Resistance Govérnment and the Kam-
puchea- Resistance' Govertiment in ‘the ‘Géneva' Con-
ference and raise thé question of withdrawal of
foreign troops, including the Vietnamese volunteers,
from Laos and Kampuchea. - |
. At the fourth meeting on June 23 1954 Premm’. '
Zhou Enlai saw the new French. Premier .Mendés
France and made .further. concessions: partition.of
Viet Nam. into two. zones co-existing ‘peacefully; the -
military questmns to be settled first, separate solu-




tions for the questions.of Viet Nam, Laos and Kam+
puchea; China would recognize these three countries
as. members of the French Union-and wanted to see
Laos and Kampuchea with a new face in South-East
Asia, like India and Indonesia; in return China only
required the absence of U.S. military bases in Indo-
china. Consequently, China and France reached
agreement on the framework of a solution to the
Indochinese question. ‘
The understanding between the Chinese and the
French was in full agreement with the 7-point so-
lution proposed by the U.S.A, and Britain on June
29, 1954, six days after the meeting between Zhou
Enlai and Mendés France. -~ = .~ -+ - &
The second phase: Between.June 23 and July 20,
1954 the French delegation directly negotiated with
the. Vietnamese delegation to solve concrete prob-
lems. For her part, China kept on urging Viet Nam
to- make concessions. By July 10, 1954 Viet Nam
still persistently -held on to its views regarding
the questions..of  Viet' Nam, Laos and Kampuchea;
demanding that representatives of the Lac Resistance
Government .and those of the Kampuchean Resis-
tance. Government participate in the conference on
an equal footing with other parties and proposing
the establishment of a temiporary military demarca-
tion: line in.Viet' Nam at the 13th parallel and the
holding of :free . elections ‘within six months for: na-
‘tional teunification. In Viet Nam's- view, solution
to: the Laoand: Kampuchean questions 'should in-
clude the -creation of two regrouping zones for-the
resistance forces, one in the North near the Chinese
and Vietnamese borders and the other in Central
and Southern Laos: and-in Kampuchea, of two re-
grouping zones for the Resistance forces: one’situat-
ed East and North-East of the Mekong River, dnd
the other, South-West of this. river, and there would
23 '



be free general elections within six months in Laos -
and Kampuchea.

As early as May 1954, the Chinese delegation
proposed the 16th parallel as the demarcation line
between the two zones of Viet Nam, and even want-
ed Viet Nam to make further concessions to the
extent of abandoning Ha  Noi, Hai Phong and Na-
tional Highway No. 5 (connecting Ha Noi with Hai
Phong):

"As the plan (of the 16th parallel) is not Izkely to
be accepted, it should be envisaged that Hai Phong
can be made a free port with a fived number of
French troops stationed nearby. If this, too, s not
accepted, Highway No. 5, Ha Noi and Hai Phong
canl be zfzade a demilitarized zone under joint con-
trol, ,.”

Later on, especially from JuIy 10 1954-ten days
before the conclusion of the Geneva Conference,
China exerted even' greater pressure to obtain con-
cessions from Viet Nam: “There should be fair and
reasonable conditions acceptable to the French Go-
vernment, so that an agreement may be reached
within ten days. The conditions must be plain and
clear to {facilitate negotiations. We should avoid
complicating matlers and engaging - in time-consum-
ing discussions and prolonged negotiations, so as
not to allow the U.S. to sabotage the Conference’’®

China was then worried about- the possibility of |
an American. military “intervention in' Indochina,
which would threaten China’s security.. But it should
be pointed out that China did make use of the U.S.

! Zhou Enlai’s message dated May 30, 1951 to the Central
Committee of the Chinese Communist Party {a copy of
which was forwarded to the Central Committee of the Viet
Nam Workers’ Party).

¢ Zhou Enlai’s message dated July 10, 1054 to the Ceh-
tral Committee of Viet Nam' Workers® Party



threat of an expanded war of aggression to exert
pressure on Viet Nam.

As a matter of fact, after the Xorean war, the
United States was not capable of making a direct
military intervention in Indochina. The hard line
adopted by the U.S. at the Geneva Conference re-
flected its suspicion that the French, defeated on the
battlefield and confronted with difficulties on the pol-
itical, economic and financial planes, might accept
a settlement unfaveurable to an eventual American
intervention in Indochina. After France and China
had agreed on a framework for a solution to the
Indochina question and the U.S. stooge Ngo Dinh
Dienmr had become Prime Minister of the Sai Gon
puppet government (June 13, 1954) the United Sta-
tes: decided it could accept an agreement as worked
out by France and China to settle the three ques-
tions of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea Neverthe-
less, the United States did not sign the final com-
munique of the conference, because it wanted to have
a free hand to violate the Geneva Agreements later
on, through the Ngo Dinh Diem administration, .and
to compel the French to leave Indochana and make

. place for the Americans.

It is obvious that after Dien Bien Phu," W1th the
. assistance of the socialist camp, especially of China,
the army and people of Viet' Nam were capable of
liberating' their entire: country, but the solution agre-
ed upon by the delegations of ‘China -and France ‘in
Geneva neither reflected the balance of force on the
battlefield, nor did it fully meet the political require-
ment put forth by the Vietnamese delegation.

In keeping with its peace-loving tradition, and the
general trend of settling disputes through negotia-
tions, and under Chinese pressure, Viet Nam accept-
ed a solution with the following points: respect for .
the fundamental nat1ona1 nghts of the peoples of
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Viet Nam, Laocs and Kampuchea; ceasefire in' Viet

Nam and on the whole Indochinese battlefield; with: |

drawal of French troops; creation of 4" temporary
military demarcation ‘line :at the 17th  parallel parti-

tioning Viet Nam 'into two zones; nation-wide free

general -elections W1th1n two years for natlonal re-
unification. '

In Laos was created a regroupmg zone:for the
Lao:resistance forces, In Kampuchea resistance for- §
ces were demobilized on the spotiwithout any re- |
groupmg zone being created for tﬁ Lo :

The Dien Bien Phu victory and. the 1954 Geneva
Agreements marked a great victory: of the revolu-
tionary forces in Indochina and greatly contributed
to bringihg about the disintegration of the French
colonial empire and announced the irreversible pro-
cess of collapse of ‘colonialism “and world impe-
rialism. On the other hand; the Geneva. solution,
prevented the. peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kam-
puchea from winning complete victory in their war
of resistance.against French colonialism : which was
clearly -a practical possibility, . cons1dermg the bal-
ance of.force on the battlefield.

All that, the Chmese leaders knew better than
anyone else ‘ :

That. was the ﬁrst tu;;e the Chmese leaders be- .
trayed the revolutionary. struggle of the peeples of
Vlet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea.




' Part Thrée

CHINA AND THE VIETNAMESE PEOPLE'S
.STRUGGLE FOR THE LIBERATION OF
SOUTH VIET NAM AND THE
" REUNIFICATION OF THE COUNTRY

(1954-1975)

Disregarding the. 1954 Geneva ‘Agreements on
Viet Nam, the U.S. imperialists entered South. Viet
Nam . with the design of liquidating the- Vietnamese
people’s patriotic. movement, annexing South - Viet
Nam, perpetually .dividing Viet Nam, thus turning
South Viet. Nam into a U.5. new-type colony and
military base and setting up a defence line to . pre-
vent socialism from advancing to South-East Asia,
at the same time using South Viet Nam as a- base
to attack North Viet Nam, an outpost of the socialist
system in South-East Asia, repressing and staving
off socialism in this region in order to encircle and
intimidate other socialist countries. Failing in their
attempt to use the Ngo Dinh Diem administration
as an instrument, and defeated in their “special
war” in South Viet Nam, the U.S. imperialists em-
barked on a military adventure, the biggest, lon-
gest, fiercest and most brutal war: of aggression since
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the Second World War against the Vietnamese peo-
ple.

Responding to the sacred appeal of President Ho
Chi Minh: “Nothing is more precious than inde-
pendence and freedom’, the Vietnamese people rose
up, like a single man, against the U.S. imperialists.
In this fight they held high the banner of national
independence and socialism, combined the strength
of our nation with that of our era, the strength of
our own country with that of the world, in so doing
they were able to create a great general strength to
fight and defeat the aggressor. In this war, the Viet-
namese people adopted an offensive strategy and
conducted a vigorous struggle on three fronts—mil-
itary, political, and diplomatic; at the same time
they succeeded in compelling the enemy to de-escalate
the war step by step, won partial victories, then
total victory. :

For 20 years and more, even as the Vietnamese
people were fighting the U.S. policy of interference
and aggression, they had to carry out a persever:
ing and extremely complex struggle against the de-
signs and acts, overt and covert, of the Chinese
rulers who compromised and colluded with the U.S:
imperjalists to contain and to undermine the Viet-
namese revolution, to subdue Viet Nam and realize
step by step their expansionist policy in Indochina
and South-East Asia. ‘ - foe

1-1954-1964 PERIOD: THE CHINESE RULERS
. HAMPERED THE_VIETNAMESE PEOPLES
' STRUGGLE FOR NATIONAL REUNIFICATION

- After reaching a compromise with ‘the imperial-
ists in the 1954 Geneva settlement and creating a
safe buffer zone south of their country, the Chinese
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leaders could devote themselves to speeding up the
fulfilment of their first 5-year plan (1953-1957) and
from 1958 they started their “great leap forward”
plan, in an attempt to catch up with and overtake
economic super-powers within a short time, and
they strove to build a nuclear force.

In foreign affairs, they sought detente with the.
U.S. imperialists, holding talks with the U.S.A. in
Geneva as early as August 1955 and at the same
time, tried to expand their influence in Asia, espe-
cially in South-East ‘Asia and South -Asia,
~ Proceeding from these domestic and foreign poli-
cies, the Peking rulers acted contrary to the in-
terests of the Vietnamese people and in accordance
with those of the U.S. imperialists in Indochina,
and particularly in Viet Nam. '

1. Exertmg pressure to force Viet Nam to accept
- the policy of “prolonged ambush”.

The U.S. imperialists and their herichmen ob-
durateély rejected the holding of general elections
for the reunification of Viet Nam within"2 years as
provided for in the 1954 Geneva Agreements; at
the same time they repressed the patriotic move-
‘ment in South Viet Nam with extreme barbarity.

. The Chinese rulers kept trying to convince Viet
Nam that the reunification .of the country was a
long struggle” and ‘could not be achieved by
using armed forces.

. In November, 1956, Chairman Mao Zedong told
V1etnarnese leaders:

“. ““Phe-partition of Viet Nam cannot be solved in
a short time; it may take a long time. .. If 10 years
‘5 not enough, - we should be prepared for 100
years.” .
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“The resistance waged -by the Vietnamese . people
against - U.S. aggression - was long ‘indeed, but not
indefinitely: long. as Cha1rman Mao Zedong had an-
_ticipated.

In July 1955, Deng Xlaopmg, Secretary General
of the Chinese Communist Party, warned: -

“Two possibilities will .ensue from the use of
armed forces. to teunify the eouUntry:. ezther vzctory
oz loss of North Viet Nam 1t9e1f e

In July. 1957, Chairman .Mao Zedong agam sald

“The question is. to.defend.-the existing frontier,
to defend the 17th parallel .. It may . take a long
tmlte, but’ T hope a Iong tzme szI brmg good re-
sults.”

' This statement was at varlance with the Geneva
Agreements which st:pulated that the 17th. parallel
was not a frontier between two states, but a pro-
- visional military demarcation line between the two
zones ‘of Viet' Nam. The Chmege Teaders repeatedly
preached ‘that ‘for South Viet Nam' “thé” only ap-
propriate line. is a. prolonged. ambush to, muster
strerzgth to keep close contact with the peopIe and
to “wait for at. opportumty" Whal: does it ;’eally
mean?

“In a talk with Vle,tnamese Ieaders a member af
the Chinese Communijst” Pa Central Comtmttee,
Vige- Mmzster for Forelgn Affairs Tchang Wetitian
said that a guerrilla-war could " be éatried out in
Sofith Viet Nam. But later on, the Chinése ahbalisa-
dor’in Ha Noi, ‘on Peking’s order, 'informed' 'the
Viet Nam side that the idea was not of the Chinesé
. Communist Party Central Committee but only an
individual's.

Fhus, prolazzged ambush", in fact vmeant that
the Vietramese -people: should. give up- their wdvo-
lutionary’ struggle, -let " the U.S.Diem,. ahquel treely
repress the South V1etnamese people. R TR
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. “To: -defend . the. . 17th parallel", “prolonged am-
bush”, ”to muster strength” and “to wait for an op-
portumty .-wepe" nothing -but' a devious: way of
covering up Pekmg s design of mamtammg the po-
litical status quo in Viet Nam, recognizing both
the Government of the Democratic Republic of Viet
Nam : and:the: Saugcm ‘puppet- administration.:'On
July 22,1954, in' @Geneva, at a dintiér with Ngo
Dinh Luyen, Ngo Dinh Diem’s younger brother,
Premier Zhou Enlai: suggested the:establishment of
a Saigon | -legation' . in -Peking. Though' Ngo - Dinh
Diem. rejected *the idea, this was an irrefutable
evidence that' the- Chinese leaders, only 24 hours
after - the signing. of the Geneva Agreements, re-
vealed their deszre to perpetuate the part:tzon of
Viet Nam. . R AE

During the 1954 1959 per:od Wlth the1r policy
of fascist repregsion, the U.S.-Diem -clique miassa-
cred hundreds of thousands of Vietnamese patriots,
drove hundreds of ‘thousands of - others into dis-
guised concentration camps; causmg unprecedented
losses-.to the Vietnamese' people in their -struggle
for national salvation.. If -we..let-them continue the
slaughtemng of. Vletnamese.pamots at this rate, how
could:-we ““muster”. ‘our.-strenigrth; " have enou'gh
people left- “to remain jn close gontact: with”, . and
what “opportunity’ ecould we ‘expect’’?, If this state
of ' things- had ‘been' allowed: to ‘go .on;’ Viet. Nam
would - have. lost.its™ mdependence and would be
pérmanently divided.
o matter of - strategic s1gn1ﬁ¢ance to the South
Vietnamese-revolution. was - to- decide whether to
continue the political struggle or to combme polat-
ical struggle with :armed struggle. ; - - -

‘Fhe Vietnamese: people were resolved 'to follow
the\,« line of independence and. ‘sovereignty.;In late
@959 and: early’ 1960, -the. people .in large areas. of
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the Southern delta and the South of Central Viet
Nam simultaneously rose up, combining political
and armed struggle and shaking the puppet Ngo
Dinh Diem regime by its roots.

2. Preventing the Vietnamese people from stepping
up armed struggle in South Viet Nam.

- The “simultaneous uprisings” ~which were, in
fact partial insurrections, quickly developed into a
revolutionary war, combmmg political and armed
struggle, against the “special war'' of the U.S. im-
perialists. But the Chinese rulers did not agree with
such a policy of Viet Nam,

In May 1960, during talks w1th the Vzetnamese
side, they said:

“We should not try to decide which is essential,
political struggle or armed struggle Neither form
of struggle means an immediate seizure of power;
anyway, the struggle remains a long one. ., Even
with the collapse of the Diem regime, the reunifica-
tion of the country cannot be achieved at once, be~
cause the U.S. imperialists would’ not - allow it.

. North 'Viet Nami may give South Viet Nam poI-
itical support, helping it to work: out policies, but
the most important thing is to encourage tIze spirit
of self-reliance ‘of the South Vietnamese..'.: 'When
. it is sure of success, the North may ive the South
military aid; that is, when it is quitevestain’ that
nothmg bad' can happen, o quant:i«y of 'weapons
whay bé ‘supplied - secreﬂy‘ But, m general no md
should be given,”” - -~ -

Thus, - failing in: their - attempt to prevent the
South Vietnamese people's- “gimultaneous upris-
ings”, the Chinese" leaders wan‘l:ed ‘the North' Viet-
namese people to forsake their’ obhgation to ‘their
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South Vietnamese compatriots, leavmg the latter
alone in the struggle.

They refused to help the Vietnamese people to
build their regular army, and only agreed to give,
Viet -Nam some light weapons and logistical sup-
plies. When they failed to prevent the simultaneous
uprising of the South Vietnamese people, they said
that South Viet Nam should conduct only guerrilla
warfare, fighting small battles using small un]ts
like platoons and companies. :

Beirig: master of . their own destiny, the Vietna-
mese people intensified their revolutionary struggle
in South Viet Nam. Late-in 1963, the fascist dic-
tatorial Ngo Dinh D1em regime was overthrown and’
the U. S spemal war went bankrupt

3. To mduce Vlet Nam to oppose the Sov1et Umon.

In the rearly 1960s, wh:le preventing the V1etna-_
mese people from stepping up the struggle against
the U.S: imperialists, the Peking leaders held high
both the: anti-U.S. and anti-Soviet signboards, ‘but~
in fact they contimied the policy of detente with
the U.S. imperialists in Asia, to side-track the world
people’s . struggle against the U.S. imperialists in
order :to carry Gut their scheme of opposing the
Soviet. Union, wrecking' the socialist ‘camp, taking
over the “leadership of world revolution” and activ-
ely’ making preparations for detente and coilusmn g
) with V.S, imperialism;

~In their tatks with the Vietnamese side in’ 1963 :
.they tried: to persuade. Viet Nam to aceept their
“viéw-points, that is to- deny the existence of the so-?
‘Gidlist:. ‘eamp, - and; “blaze: a trail’” for Chinesé ‘ex-
-pansion’in South“East Asia, Alse' in: 1963, the Chi-
‘nése leadersput:forward the so-called 25-point pro-
}gfratmme ‘on ﬁhe general 11ne of the world commun-..
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ist movement and proposed to convene a conference
of eleven Communist Parties in an attempt to seize
“the leadership of world revolution’” and to form a
new Communist International dominated by Peking:,
They were eager to get Viet Nam's support to the
idea, trying to use Viet Nam's prestige and role in

the world communist and national liberation move--

ments. To this end, they even sought to buy. over

Viet Nam by offering massive aid. Deng Xiaoping, -

Secretary General of the Chinese Communist Party,
informed the Vietnamese leaders of the Chinese

leaders’ intention to give Viet Nam one billion Chi-

nese Yuan in aid if Viet' Nam refused all aid from
the Soviet Union.

The Viet Nam side.reaffirmed its determination
to safeguard the socialist camp, disapproved the
idea of convening .an 11-party conference and :did
not allow the Chinese leaders to use Viet Nam as
a spring-board for their expansionist designs. Due

to the resolute attitude of the Vietnamese side, the:

- 25-point programme did not have. any repercus-

sions and the design of forming a new Communist

International did not materialize.

‘During this period, as regards the revolution of

Laos, the Chinese rulers applied the same -policies
as towards Viet Nam. They exerted pressure on the

Lac: revolutionary forces to compel them to practice-
“prolonged ambush”., When the TS, imperialists.

and their henchmen overthrew the c¢oalition gov-
ernment and waged a “special war”;:they prevented

the: Lao revolution from staging: armed. struggle
combined with- political struggle; and attempted to.
pressure - the ‘Revolutionary Peoplé’s: Party of Laos-
into “reestablishing the coalition government séon”,:
lest the fire started by-ihe spark in Saimnua, Phong.:




Saly, should spread to Viet Nam and Southern
China.

In a talk on the question of Laos with the Viet-
namese side in August 1961, the Chinese side said:

“The greatest care must be taken to avoid get-
ting directly involved in the war. If the U.S. jumps
into Laos, what will happen to the Notth Viet Nam,
Yunnan and Kwang Si? We should think of the
possibility of a U.8. adveniure.”

Concerning a solution to the Laos question at the
Geneva conference in 1961-1962, the Chinese
leaders advocated partitioning Laos horizontally
into two zones: one controlled by the liberation for-
ces in the North and the other controlled by the
puppet Vientian administration in the South. This
was a wicked design aimed at securing Lao revo-
lutionary forces” dependence on China and isola-
ting the South Vietnamese revolution.

However, the leaders of the Laos revolution were
determined to pursue their own line, the Lao re-
sistance forces. won one victory after another, thus
forcing the U.S. imperialists and their henchmen to
sign the 1962 Geneva Agreements which recogni-
zed the neutrality of Laos and accepted the pre-
sence of Lao patriotic front's representatives in the
second coalition government of Laos. '

11~1965-1969 PERIOD: UNDERMINING AND
PROLONGING THE RESISTANCE WAR OF THE'
VIETNAMESE PEOPLE

During this period, the so-called “great proleta-
rian cultural revolution” took place in China. It was,
in fact, a ferocious, bloody internal struggle, which
ripped up the whole Chinese society. Its aim was
to do away with Marxism-Leninism, to break up
the ‘Chinese Communist Party and the State appa-
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ratus, to restore 'in-the country  the undivided
leadership of Chairman Mao Zedong and the Mao-
ist policy, to oppose the Soviet Union, to under-
mine the world revolition, to collude with the U.S.
imperialists in external affairs, and to step up the
1mp1ementat1on of the policy of great power hege-
‘monism and big-nation expansionism. The Chinese f
leaders, for their strategic interests, during this pe-
riod committed themselves to. a course of betraymg
the Vietnamese people

N P V- T T

1, Turmng on the green hght for the U.S. to directly
invade Vxet Nam. . ‘

W1th the Korean war, the U.S." 1mper1ahsts learnt
the lesson that they should not wage a war on the
Asian continent, especially in the countries adja-
cent to China, lest a direct military confrontation
with China should take place. But over ten .yeatrs
later, the U.S. imperialists recklessly embarked -on
a military venture in Viet Nam after causing the
so-called  “Tonkin- Gulf incident” in August 1964.
One of the 'main-reasons was -that the U.S. ‘impe-
rialists were no longer worried about the Chinese
rulers” reaction.  In January 1965,- throagh U.S.
journalist E. Snow, Chairman Mao Zedong inform-
ed Washington:

“China’s armies- will .not .go. beyond. her border
to. fight: That was. clear enough. Only if the United
States attacked. China, -would, -the -Chinese fight.
Wasn't that clear? The Chinese ate very busy with
their internal affairs. Fighting. beyond one’s own
horder was. criminal, Why should the Chinese do:
so? The South: Vzetnamese could cope wzth thezz‘ s1
tuation”. ! . y o

LE, Snow, The:: Long Reuo[ution, Hutchinson Ed I
don, 197&p 218, .- :
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Subsequently, in various ways, 1nc1ud1ng the am-
bassadorial-level Sino-American talks in Warsaw,
the Chinese. side made Mao's words clear to the
U.S., reassuring the. latter that If you.do no harm
to us, we will do no harm to you".

Thus, from February 1965, the Johnson adminis-
tration freely deployed its huge military machine
on the Viet Nam battle-field, sending U.S. troops
to South Viet Nam to ﬁght a regional war, at the
same time, waging an air war of destruction against
the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam, causing un-
told sufferings and losses to the entire Vietnamese
people.

The Chinese rulers thus revealed their wily c¢al-
culations "and evil designs. They caused the U.S.
to get bogged down in the war of aggression against
Viet Nam so that they. may devote themselves to
their “cultural revolution” unworried. With the U.S,
involved in a military venture in Viet Nam, they
hoped both the U.S. and Viet Nam would be
weakened.

The following words of Premier Zhou Enlai in
his talk with Egyptian President A. Nasser on June
23, 1965 and retold by Mohammed Hassanein Hei-
kal, Nasser's close friend and personal adv1ser, cong-
t1tuted an.eloquent evidence:

"The . more. troops the ‘U.S. sends to Vzet Nam,
the mote delighted we are, for we know that we
have them in our hands and we can bléed them.
If you want to help Viet Nam, you should en-
courage the U.S. to send more troops to that ¢oin-
“try, the more the better.” ! :

With the Vietnamese people, the Chinese .rulers
kept_insisting: .protracted-war, guerrilla warfare,

S . Mchammed H. Helkal, Doauments d’u Caare, I‘lamma-
xion Ed., Paris, 1972, p. 238, ; . ‘ .
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small battles. They helped the Vietnamese people
mainly with light weapons, ammunition and logistic
supplies. They did not want an early end to the
‘Viet Nam war, because they wanted not only to
weaken the Vietnamese revolutionary forces, but also
to avail, the longer the better, of the publicity ob-
tained by “aiding Viet Nam'’ to hold high the ban-
ner of “thorough revolution”, to muster forces in
Asia, Africa and Latin America and to intensify their
anti-Soviet campaign.

No wondeyr they refused to implement a secret mi-
litary agreement between Viet Nam and China. Ac-
cording to the agreement, the Chinese side, in prin-
ciple, had to send pilots to Viet Nam by June, 1965.
‘But on July 16, 1965, the General Staff of the Chi-
nese Liberation Army sent a message to the General
Staff of the Viet Nam People’s Army, saying that
the Chinese side could not send pilots to Viet Nam
because “the time is not appropriate” and “by doing
s0 we could not prevent the enemy from intensify-
ing their air raids”. During talks with the Vietna-
mese side in August 1966, they also said: “China
has not enough air power to help defend Ha Noi”

2, Uhdermining every united action in support of
Viet Nam's struggle against U.S. aggression,

In order to make Viet Nam dependent on China,
the Chinese rulers did their utmost to prevent every
united action by revolutionar fy and progressive forces
in the world in support of Viet Nam's strugglé
against U.S. aggression.

On February 28, 1965, they rejected the Vletna-
mese draft of February 22, 1965 for a joint state-

ment by the socialist countries condemning the = |
United States for intensifying its war of aggression
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in South Viet Nam and for unleashing a war against
‘the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam. _

In March 1965, they rejected the Soviet proposal
that the Parties of the Soviet Union, China and Viet
Nam meet to discuss joint action in support of the
Vietnamese people’s; struggle against the U.5. aggres-
SOTS. '

In April 1965, on two occasions, they rejected the

Soviet proposal for united action to ensure the se-
curity of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam.
This explained why they rejected the Soviet propo-
sal to set up an airlift via China and build airfields
on Chinese territory to defend the Democratic Re-
public of Viet Nam.
- In February 1966, Chairman Mao Zedong rejected
the idea of creating a united international front in
support of Viet Nam as suggested in the course of
the high:level Sino-Vietnamese talk.

In March 1966, Chairman-Mao Zedong again re-
jected the suggestion for the founding of a united
international front in support of Viet Nam against
‘the U.8. imperialists made by the Japanese Commun-
ist-Party at a high-level talk with the Chinese Com-
munist Party. Later Peking’s agents brazenly man-
handled ‘the Japanese Communist Party’s represen-
tative in China. - : :

. Instead, the Chinese authorities 'wanted to set up
what they called the World People’s Front under
their ‘control. - -~ - - S : :
" oIt 45 necessary to set up a broad united interna-
‘tionial front against the U.S. imperialists and their
- henthimen. , . Of coutse such a front should not in-
¢lude them (the Soviet Union).” ! ,
tAlong with their sabotage of every united action
esolution of the 1ith plenum (8th session) of the Cexn-
Committee ‘of the Chinese Communist Party, August

i /5,
A
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in support of Viet Nam, they created tremendous
difficulties for the transportation of aid supplies
from the Soviet Union and other socialist countries
via China, and tried by all means to reschedule those
supplies in an attempt to limit the Vietnamese peo-
ple's ability to launch large-scale operations, parti-
cularly in the dry season.

In their struggles against the common ecnemy,
namely colonialism and imperialism, the peoples of
Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea have closely united
with one another. That is a fine tradition and a fac-
tor determining the victory of. the three countries.
Following the intensification of the U.5. war against
Viet Nam and in face of the threat to the independ-
ence, peace, neutrality of Laos and Kampuchea, an
Indochinese people’s conference was held in Phnom
Penh in March 1965, and subsequently the Indochi-
nese Peoples’ United Front against U.5. aggression
took shape. But, the Chinese rulers, though compél-
led to welcome the results of the conference in’ pu-
blic, made many attempts. to sabotage the three Indo-
chinese Peoples’ United Front. Applying the tradi-
~ tional “divide and rule” policy of imperialist and
reactionary forces, they sowed discord among’ the
three Indochinese countries in an attempt to' weaken .

them and to isolate Viet Nam, so that they could -

* easily subdue these countries one after another,
" In 1966, in the liberated: areas of Laos controlled =
by the Lao Patriotic Front, Chinese nationals, imple- -

"menting a plan of Peking, tried to bring about dis-
cord between the Lao and the Viéetnamese, carried
out a campaign of distortion propaganda and insti-
gated bad elements to oppose the .Lao People’s. Re-
volutionary Party. On the other hand, Peking tried
to win over the Royal Government of Laos by step-.

ping up its aid programme. for buildihg a road net- - §

work in the 5 provinces of Northiern Laos leading o~
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the Yunnan high-plateau in China and branching off
to Viet Nam and Thailand. This would facilitate
China’s interference in the internal affairs of Laos
and Chinese preparations for future expansionist
plans. ,

In Kampuchea, before 1965, the Chinese ru-
lers had been slanderously clamouring that Viet
Nam had sold out the interests of the Kampuchean
revolution at the 1954 Geneva Conference on. Indo-
china, in spite of the obvious fact that it was China
who had sold out Kampuchea. In 1965, after secur-
ing control over Pol Pot, they enjoined the latter to
wage an armed struggle against the Sihanouk ad-
ministration, then allied with the resistance forces
of Viet Nam and Laos. In the second half of 1969
after Lon Nol became Prime ‘Minister, the Chinese
rulers supported his demand that the South Viet-
namese liberation armed forces withdraw from their
Kampuchean bases and refrain from using the port
of Sihanoukville as a supplg base. During that same
‘period, the Pol Pot — Ieng Sary clique too demanded
that the South Vietnamese liberation armed forces
withdraw from their Kampuchean bases.

" Contrary to Peking’s wish, the world people’s
front in support of Viet Nam became a reality, the
- solidarity among the Indochinese peoples was. in-
creasingly consolidated and the Vietnamese people
grew even stronger and won even more victories in
their struggle. '

3. Preventing Viet Nam from negotiating with the
U.S. for a U.S. de-escalation of the war. |

__Right from the  start of its war of resistance
“against U.S. aggression, Viet Nam decided to wage

-, struggle on three fronts—military, political and

diplomatic. . |
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Early in 1968, when the U.S. war of aggression
came to Hs climax, the Vietnamese people won a
great victory in their Mau Than Lunar New Year
general offensive and uprising, inflicting on the
enemy a decisive blow which upset its strategy,
thereby compelling the U.S. administration to de- !
escalate the war and hold talks with the Democratic |
Republic of Viet Nam in Paris. '

In the course of the talks with the Vietnamese side
in April 1968, the Chinese side recognized that the
January 28, 1967 statement of the Government of
the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam on negotia-
tions with the United States had a good effect, say-
ing: “Even allies of the United States, including de
‘Gaulle, also demanded an unconditional end to the
bombardment”. But they also added: "“The time has
not come and a favourable position has not been se-
cured for Viet Nam's entering into negotiations with
the United States We Izaue been makmg concessions
too hastily.” ‘

- From May 13, 1968, when the Paris’ conference
began, to mid-October, 1968, the Peking media did
not carry any report about the negotiations between
Viet Nam' and the United States, but kept on stres- !
sing that the Vietnamese people should decide the 4
outcome of their struggle “not at the conference 3
‘table, but on the battlefield”, They even threatened . §
that “failure to secure South Viet Nam would ulti- §
mately lead to the loss of the whole of Viet Nam”.

When the possibility of an end to the U.S. bomb-
-'mg .of “North Viet-Nam emerged more clearly, Pek-
ing’s reaction became stronger. -

On October 9, 1968, a Chinese leader met a Viet-
namese Vice-Minister of Foreign Trade in, Peking
~ and gsked hitn-té ‘convey' to the Vietnamese ‘leade
ship a message to- the effect that' China conside
the ending of U.S. bombing of North Viet Namas
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“a Vietnamese compromise with the United States”
and “a major setback and a great loss for the Viet-
namese people, just like the negotiations for the 1954
Geneva Agreements which were a mistake”. He sug-
gested that Viet Nam “should let the U.S. resume
bombing and shelling all over North Viet Nam. Thus
the United States would be forced to scatter its
bombing raids and a lessening of difficulties for the
South could be achieved”. , .- -

Preventing the Vietnamese people from negotiat-
ing with the United States and encouraging the lat-
ter to intensify bombing of North Viet Nam showed,
as U.S. General M, Taylor put it, the determination
of the Chinese leadership “to fight the United States
to the last Vielnamese” so as to weaken Viet Nam
in the interest of their expansionist policy. -

At the above-mentioned talk with the Vietnamese
Vice-Minister of Foreign Trade, the Chinese side
made a fallacious statement that in its decision to
hold negotiations with the United States Viet Nam
had taken “Soviet advice” and they asked the Viet-
namese to make a choice: - - i ‘ :

“1f Viet Nam wants to defeat the United Stales,
it should cut off relations with the Soviet Union; if
‘Viet Nam wants to reach a compromise with the
United States, using Chinese aid for the fight against
the Americans with a view to negotiating with them,
Chinese aid would then lose all its significance.” .

On October 17, 1968, Chinese Foreign- Minister
Chen Yi met a Vietnamese representative to convey
the Chinese leadership’s view of the negotiations be-
tween Viet Nam and the United States: -~ .7

“Your agreement to hold four-party negotiations

 will help Johnson and:-Humphrey to win the elec-

‘tions, leave the South Vietnamese people under the
domination of the U.S. imperialists and their puppets.
South Viet Nam will not be liberated and its people



may suffer still greater losses. So is there anything
for our two Parties and States to talk about?”

- The threat to cut off relations between the two
Parties was a cynical trick to exert the strongest
pressure on Viet Nam.

-Threats by coarse words. were accompamed with
threats by deeds. In 1968, when planning the aid
programme for 1969, the Chinese reduced the
amount of aid by 20% as compared with 1968. Fur-
thermore, in August 1969, they brazenly said:

“You want to continue fighting or to make peace?
China must know the answer when conszdermg the
question of aid.”

In practice, they. reduced the amount of aid for
1970 by more than 50% as compared with 1968.

As a matter of fact, the Peking leadership did not
wait until 1968 to use aid to exert pressure on Viet
Nam, As early-as April, 1966, Deng Xiaoping, Se-
cretary General of the Chinese Communist Party,
told a Vietnamese leader:. “In. 1964, comrade Mao

. Zedong criticized us for showing too great a zeal in

the Viet Nam question. Now ‘we. have cIearIy seen
that he is very far-sighted.”

The Vietnamese side rephed :

- “The. zeal of one socialist country for cmother s
in -keeping with proletarian internationalism. We
‘never think that such a zeal could ever do any harm.
With your zeal the lives of 2 or 3 million people
in our country-may be spared.

“The South: Vietnamese people w112 ﬁght the U.S.
' -aggressors to the end, and we will contmue to up-
hold proletarian internationalism.” .

In-an attempt to exert greater.pressure on Viet -
Nam, the . Chinese leadership. instructed their embas-
sy inHa Noi to instigate Chines¢ nationals in Viet

Nam to :make: trouble and oppose. the Government -

. -of- the Democnatxc Republic. of Viet Nam. 'l‘ogsther
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with  tens of thousands of people belonging to the
Chinese “logistics troops’” who came to Viet Nam
to help build roads in the Northern provinces from
1965 to 1968, reactionary Chinese nationals propa-
gated “Mao Zedong thought” and “the cultural re-
volution”, distorted the political line of Viet Nam
, and organized a network of intelligence. “Victims
of the cultural revolution” infiltrated into the North-
ern border provinces of Viet Nam to spy and orga-
nize “under-ground armies” 1.

But the Vietnamese peopIe were determined to
persist in their immutable line of independence and
sovereignty. Peking’s crude attempts to exert pres-
sure and its political monoeuvres had been frustrat-
ed. The U.S. was compelled to put an unconditional
end to the bombing of North Viet Nam early -in
November 1968 and to take part in the quadripartite
talks in Paris, with the participation of the National
Front for Liberation of South Viet Nam from early
1969,

1I1-1969-1973 PERIOD: NEGOTIATIONS WITH
THE UNITED STATES BEHIND VIET NAM'S -
 BACK

In 1969, as the “cultural. revolution” in China
had been completed in the main, the Peking rulers,
internally, made every effort’ to consolidate the
leadership of Chairman Mao Zedong, stabilize the
domestic situation and step up production and, ex-
ternally, used all p'ossible means t'o accelerate the

A7 During the Viet. Nam Chma t0p level talks in Septemher;
1970: and: November 1977, Chairman.Mao Zedong and Chair-.
man “Hua' Guo Feng have admltted Chlnas responstblllty
for those unfnendly acts : ;



process of rapprochement with the United States
in an attempt to raise China to the rank of a big
power, normalize relations with the Uhited States
and settle the problem of Taiwan. They attempted to
use the Viet Nam problem to achieve such objectives
in external affairs.

- 1969 was Nixon's first year in the White House.
He advanced the “Nixon doctrine” with a view to
restoring the international position of the United
States seriously weakened by the Viet Nam war,
and adopted the strategy of “Vietnamization of the
war” with a view to withdrawing U.S. troops from
South Viet Nam while maintaining the Nguyen Van
Thieu puppet administration.

During the period from 1969 to 1973, the Viet-
namese people stepped up their offensive on the
“battlefield as well as at the Paris quadripartite con-
ference and achieved ever greater successes. This
was also the period when Peking and Washington
increased contacts, openly collaborated with each
other and discussed not only bilateral matters, but
also matters relating to-the sovereignty of the Viet-
namese and other Indochinese peoples.

1. Brazenly betraying the Vietnamese People.

Early in November, 1968, the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of China issued a statement expressing ifs
desire to resume .the Sino-U.S. . talks in Warsaw
and to sign with the United States an agreement
of peaceful  co-existence. Sibsequently, China res-
ponded positively to the signals from the U.S. side.
 After becoming President, Nixon informed the

Chinese Government that - distussions ' between 'the. ﬁi-.'f;

United Statés - and. China could ‘be held in China,

China replied that “Nixon might come personally
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to Peking or send an envoy to discuss the Taiwan
problem,” !

In June 1970, China and the United States agreed
that Chinese ambassador Huang Chen and Kissin-
ger would hold secret talks each time Kissinger
came to Parig for the negotiations with Viet Nam. 2

On December 10, 1970, through his cloge friend
E. Snow, Chairtnan Mao Zedong extended an in-
vitation to Nixon to visit China:

“He (the President) should be welcome because
at present the problems between China and the
U.S.A. must be.solved with Nixon.” ®

This was Peking’'s turn-about decisively bearing
on- Sino-U.S. relations, at the same time it was a
turning point on Peking's path of overt betrayal
to the Vietnamese revolution, the Indochinese re-
volution and the world revolution. Peking increas-
ed its public contacts with the United States:

In March 1971, China invited a team of U.S.
ping-pong players to visit China, starting what
public opinion called “ping-pong diplomacy”.

In July and in October 1971, Kissinger eame to
Peking as Nixon's spectal envoy.

In February 1972, Nixon himself visited China.

Briefing the Vietnamese side on Kissinger’s first
visit to Peking, a high-level delegation of China on
J'uly 13, 1971, said:

“Indochina was the most important question in
our meeting with Kissinger, Kissinger said the
United States linked the settlement of the Indochina
problem with the settlement of the Tazwan problem.

1 B, Snow, The Long Revolution, Hutchmsou Ed Lon-
don, 1973, pp. 11 and 172,
2 V. A. Walters, Silent Missions, Doubleday Ed New
York 1978, pp. 830-531. "
: E Snow, The Long Révolution, Hutchinson Ed., Lon
dony; 1973, p: 172, .
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The Americans said they would withdraw their troops
from Taiwan only if they could withdraw troops
from Indochina, As far as China is concerned, the

withdrawal of U.S. troops from South Viet Nam.

is ‘problem No. 1, and the question of China ' join-
: mg the United Nations comes second”. =

When Nixon ended his visit to China the two

sides signed the Shangha1 commumque which reads
in part

“The’ United States confirms the ultzmate ob;ec-
tive of the withdrawal of all*U.8. forces and” ‘mils
itary installations from Taiivan, I the ticantime,
it will progresswely teduce its forces and military

installations on Tazwan as the tenszon m thzs area'

diminishes.”
“Early in March 1972, di a ‘missiofnf to Viet Nam

for briefing about the talks with Nixon, the repre-’

sentative ‘of the Chinese ]eadership elaborated on
the abové-mentioned part “of the commumque as
follows:

“In ‘order to normalzze the relations Between
China® and ‘the United States and to ease’ terision in

the Far East, first and foremiost, the Viet Nam: and

Indochina problems must be settled. We ' do not
demand that. the Taiwan pi‘oblem be setﬂed first.
‘Taiwan is for a later stage.”

Peking at heart wanted to make use’ of the Viet

Nam' question” for’ the ‘seftlement of the: Taiwan

. issue ‘first. “But Viet Nam was determined to- pui-
sue a policy of independence and soveregnty.” Con-
‘sequpntly, the" Chinesé - leaders” and  Nixbnwcame o

- an agreement ”In the meantzme, it szl progressz-

5 tension in tlug area fimj -shes -
“That ‘meatis that if ‘China want d the )
- of U.S.;foices; and; military. installations’ from Tai-
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