to accept a compromise solution with the United
States. .

Accordingly, China used the “carrot” of aid: if in
1968 she reduced the aid volume to Viet Nam
because she opposed Viet Nam's decision to nego-
tiate with the United States, in 1971 and 1972 in
order to draw Viet Nam ints Peking’s scheme of
compromising with the United States China gave
Viet Nam the greatest ever amount of aid. This
was merely an attempt to cover up- their betrayal
and to.appease the Vietnamese people’s indigna-
tion. - :

Alongside with the increase of aid, China exert-
ed an unrelenting pressure to make Viet Nam ac-
cept a U.S. solution. On July 18, 1971 the Chinese
side communicated to the Vietnamese side a four-
point programme of the. United States: withdrawal
of U.S. troops and release of U.S. POWs within
12 months as from August 1, 1971; ceasefire
throughout Indochina and a Geneva-type solution as
in 1954. Regarding the withdrawal of U.S. troops
for “face-saving” purpose the United States want-
ed to retain a number of technical personnel. Con-
cerning political questions, “‘the United States did -
not want to abandori Nguyen. Van Thieuw nor did
it want to abandon Sirik Matak”. _

In the talks with the Vietnamese side in Novem-
ber 1971, the Chinese side said: “Viet Nam should
take advantage o0f the opportunity. to,settle the
question of withdrawal of U.S. troops first and
should consider the settlement of. the, POW: prob-
lem. The overthrow of the Saigon puppet adminis-
tration is a long-term issue,”

Also on this occasion, after referring to a U.S.
proposition that “the United States has many old.
“triends that it could not afford to forsake”, Chair-
man Mao Zedong said: 2
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“The Taiwan question is a long-term one. Pro-
bably it cannot be solved in a few years. Between

a quick solution and a delayed one, I'm inclined
to choose the latter. At present Chiang Kaishek has
650,000 troops, and there is a strait . in between
that we .cannot cross. Chiapg Kaishek will remain
-on the island.. Where the broom cannot reqch the
dust is npt swept away.’ :
. After Nixon’s ws;t to China, Klssmger told te-
porters on March. 1, 1972 that he and the Pre-
sident. “now began to look toward Moscow-and
the crunch on Viet Nam”, !

: From April 1972, - the. United 'States resumed'

bombing and mined all -ports of North Viet: Nam
and intensified .attacks in South Viet Nam in an at-
tempt: to .cope with.the 1972:Spring 'strategic of-
~ fensive of the:South Vietnameseé :people ‘andsave
the Nguyen Van Thieu regime from collapse. This
new U.S. military venture was: precisely-the re-
sult -of . the compl1c1ty betWeen the Chmesewrulers
and Nixon, :

LIt 15 common knowledge that the failiire to 1n1t1a1
the Paris Agreements by the end of October 1972
was due to, the: N1xon—Kissmge1; wolte-face, Bt the
Chinese tulers hgain toek the" 1.5, viewpbint and
brought pressure to bear upop Viet Nam. On’ No-
vember 1, 1972, through a Vice-Minister of Foreign
Fyade of the Democratic Républic ’ of Viet“Nam,
they told the Vietnamese ‘lead rsl’lip ‘that ‘Hiet, Nam
‘should make concessions on the questmn “of w;thdra-
wal of 'Nérth Vietnaniese ‘troops  and the dééﬁon
" of ‘North Viet Naim renouncing military id;,
the agreement can be signed.:

1 M Kalb and B. Kalb Kissinger, thtle, Brbwn and. Go, .

Ed. Boston-Toronto, 1974, p. 283.
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On December. 5, 1972, Chinese ambassador
Huang Chen conveyed to the Vietnamese side a
warning from Kissinger:

“The negot:atmns ‘have come to a critical point.
North Viet Nam is demanding that the United
States return to the old agreement or accept a
worse one. Both things are wunacceptable to the
United States. Should Viet Nam hold on to this
stand, the negotiations would be suspended and the
United States would take any necessary action to
safeguard its principles.”

That was ' precisely a preparatory step for the
strategic strike with B.52 bombers against Ha Noi
and Hai Phong at the end of 1972 in an attempt
to subdue the Vietnamese people and force them
to ‘accept a soluhon 1mposed by the U.S. impe—
rialists.

In face of Pekmgs collusmn with Washington
agdinst Viet Nam, the Vietnamese people were still
determined to mtens:fy their patriotic struggle -
against U.S, aggression, confident of final victory.

When the Chinese side informed Viet Nam that
during his visit to China Nixon would also hold
digcussions with the Chinese leaders on the ques-
tion of Viet Nam, the Vietnamese leaders answered
straightforwardly: ‘

“Viet Nam is our country, you have no rzght to
discuss -with the United States the question of Viet
Nam, You have already admitted your 1954 mis-
take, so you should not commit another one.”

When: the : Chinese -side informed Viet Nam of
Nixon's visit to China, the Vietnamese leaders said:
- “In their struggle against [.S. aggression, the
Vzetnamese people must win, The U.S. 1mper1a113ts
may soon resume and even intensify their air war
against North Viet Nam, byt the thnamese people

L §
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are not afraid and they will certainly be victo-
rious.”

In spite of all kinds of pressure from Peking and
Washington, the Vietnamese made no concessions -
on matters of principle. They instead gave the U.S.
. imperialists due punishment and eventually forced
the latter to sign the Paris Agreements on Viet
Nam on January 27, 1973.

2, Complete cohtrol of the Kampuchean problem,

Implementing their policy of détente and collu-
sion with the U.S, imperialists, trying to pave the .
way for their future expansion to South-East Asia
and at the same time attempting to undermine the
Indochinese -Peoples’ Front of solidarity and bring--
ing more pressure to bear upon Viet Nam, Peking,
since 1970, had sought to control ‘Kampuchean
forces, applying a very complex policy towards
Kampuchea aimed at nothing else but the satisfac-
tion of their selfish interest. '

It ‘may be: recalled that imperialist and reac-
tionary forces staged the March 18, 1970 coup
d'état to overthrow Prince Sihanouk’s Government -

and bring Lon Nol-to power. As Lon Nol was a

Kampuchean of Chinese origin and an American
agent, the:Chinese leaders wanted to use him rather
than Sihanouk: In Peking, a representative of the .
Chinese Foreign Ministry told the Vistnamese am-
bassador: !

“Sihanouk has no forces, Viet Nam ‘should sup- 7}
port Lon :Nol. China welcomes -Sihanouk ('), but '§
<. 8till maintains good relations with the Phnom Penh.
- Embassy :

! Sihanouk was then gn the way to Peking from Moscow..
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In Phnom Penh, the Chinese Ambassador told
the Vietnamese Ambassador the same thing. The
Chinese Foreign Ministry even told the Vietnamese
Ambassador that China disapproved of the demons-
trations against Lon Nol by Vietnamese students
in China.

Soon after the coup d'état in Phnom Penh and
Sihanouk’s arrival in Peking Prime Minister Pham
Van Dong made a visit to China to persuade the
Chinese leaders to support Sihanouk and demons-
trate Viet Nam's strong support for Sihanouk and
the Khmer resistance forces. '

On March 23, 1970, Sihanouk issued a five-point
statement condemning the coup d’'état staged by
Lon Nol and calling on the Kampuchean people
to unite in a struggle against the U.S. imperialists
and the Lon Nol clique. :

In its March 25, 1970 statement, the Government
of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam expres-
sed its full support for Sihanouk’'s statement.

Not until April 7, 1970, did the Chinese Govern-
ment declare in a statement its support for Sihanouk.
However, it continued to hold secret discussions
with the Lon Nol administration. In the meantime,
with the assistance. from the Vietnamese armed
forces, the Khmer resistance forces won new vic:
tories, liberating one fourth of the country. Only

.when Nixon ordered an invasion of Kampuchea,

provoking a strong movement of protest throughout
the world and even in the United States, did the
Chinese Government cut off its relations with the
Lon Nol administration (May 5, 1970). -

Evidently, it was due to Viet Nam’'s strong sup-
port for the Kampuchean fesistance: government

-and to the developments on the battlefield favour-
- able to the resistance forces that the Peking rulers
- felt compelled to support Sihanouk, President -of
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the Khmer National United Front against U.S. ag-
gressiom. Since then, they had been trying to hold
Sihanouk 'in their grip and monopolize this Siha-
nouk card for bargaining with the United States.
Though extending support for Sihanouk and the
Kampuchean resistance government, they, on the
one hand, still maintained secret relations with the
Lon Nol-Sirik Matak clique, and on the other
hand, actively made use of the Pol Pot-Ieng Sary
clique so as to gradually turn the Khmer Party
into a Party dependent on China, like other Mao-
ist parties and groups in South East Asia and in
the world:

“The Chinese ‘leaders sought fo exploit the first
Summit Conference of the Indochinese peoples held
in April 1970, and deliberately tried to make be:"
lieve that they had made big contributions to ‘this
conference. They wanted to show the United States
that they were in-a position to help ﬁndmg a 80%
~lution to- the -Indochina ‘question, and -it ‘was they-
who could ° represent" Viet 'Nam and other Indo-
chinese countr:es in negotwhons w:th the Um’cedi_
States.

‘At a time - when the peoples of Vxet Nam Laos
and Kampuchea repeatedly:’ dealt strong blows ‘on
‘Nixon's new military = adventures; ' Sihanouk - pro-
- posed the ‘convening of a second summit confererce
“of -the Indochinese peoples by -the ‘end of 1971 ‘to"
step-up, on “the ‘wake of ‘the victories won, the
struggle against U:S: ‘aggression in the whole of
Indochina. ‘Qutwardly, the Chinése leaders wel-
comed this proposal, ‘but actually ‘they instigated.
the Pol: Pot~Teng Sary group to ‘oppose it. Moreover,
ofi‘a 'visit to Viet Nam in March 1971, Chinese re-
_presentatives stiggested the holdmg in China of a
_Confetence of five countries with six parties (North
and Seufhﬁ\f;et Namv’Laos Kaﬂﬁpuchea ‘China, and
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the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea) to op-
pose Japan. This originated from their dark design
to undermine the solidarity among the Indochinese
peoples, sidetrack  the latter's ‘struggle and at the
same time to rally more forces: under Pekmgs
leadership so that the Chinese could sectire’ a bet-
ter position to enter ‘into’ négotiations with the Unit-
ed States. The Vietnamese side supported Sihanouk’s’
proposal and rejected the convening of a-confe-
rénce of five countries with six parties as suggested
by Chinal ‘We also took excepnon to the view that
the threat came from Japan since the U.S. imperial-;
ist' aggressors remained the principal enemy of the
Indochinese peoples. That was why China’s schéme
of convening a conference of five countr1es with’
six parties was thwarted.

While seeking every possible:-'means to mam—j
pulate the Kampuchean problem, the Chinese lead-
ers also attempted to control the military supply
route. in the three Indochinese countries. In - se-
veral. consecutive years up to 1972, the Chinese
offered their help in building roads and.transport-
ing mlhtary supplies from North Viet Nam to the
front in South Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea
along  the Ho Chi Minh Trail, and prormsed to
provide Viet Nam with enough trucks and drivers’
afid- 4boiat™ 200,000 Chinese troops to ensure: “the”
~ fulfilment of" this task. They hoped that the project”
- would* give ‘them complete control over the - sitiid-’

- tiont in ‘Tndothina -and ‘allow them to' deal' with”

the Unitéd States; and provide théth with a.spring:t

board for"expangion to South-East A51a Of course,
8 V1et Nam reJected th1s proposal .

ll‘f m e past’ the Chmese leaders covertly un-’
’dei'ﬁnne iHE Viethamede people's resistance, in the’
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1969-1973 period, particularly from 1971, they
overtly collaborated with the U.S. imperialist ag-
gressors trying to come to the rescue of the latter
in “face of the Vietnamese people’s new strategic
offensive and they used the Viet Nam card in deal-
ing with the Americans, If in the past,- they sec-
retly tried to create dissension among the three
Indochinese peoples in an attempt to isolate Viet
Nam, in this period they began to use the Pol
Pot-Ieng Sary clique to sabotage the revolution in
the three Indochinese countries, actively made pre-
parations to turn Kampuchea into a sprmg-board
for attacks against Viet Nam with a view to se-
curing China’s control over the Indochinese penin-
sula and later on her expansion to South-East Asia.

Thus, they cast off their mask and .appeared as
traitors to the peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kam-
puchea

IV~1973-1975 PERIOD: PREVENTING THE
VIETNAMESE PEOPLE FROM COMPLETELY
' LIBERATING SOUTH VIET NAM

Under the Pans Agreements, the United States
had to withdraw .all its troops from South Viet
Nam, undertook to respect the fundamental natio-
nal nghts of the Vietnamese people. and. recognized
that in South Viet Nam there were two zones of
‘control, two administrations, -two armies..and three
political forces and that the parties concerned in
South Viet Nam will form a three-component coali-
tion ‘Governthent. This was a victory of the political
line of independence and sovereignty of the va-
liant struggle of the Vietnhamese people and a vic-
tory of the world people’s movement. of solidarity
W1th Viet Nam This was the failure of the dirty
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deal behind the back of the Vietnamese people bet-
ween the Nixon administration and the Chinese
leaders as expressed in the Shanghai communiqué.

The Government of the Democratic Republic of
Viet Nam and the Provisional Revolutionary Gov-
ernment of the Republic of South Viet Nam always
pursued a policy of scrupulous implementation of
the Paris Agreements and demanded that the Unit-
ed States and the Thieu regime do likewise.

But the United States and the Thieu regime
sought to sabotage the implementation of the
Agreements. They only carried out what served
U.S. interests. As for the other provisions, they
violated them right from the start. As soon as the
Agreements came into effect, the United States and
the Thiey administration used ten of thousands of
troops supported by aircraft, heavy guns and tanks
in an operation against Cua Viet, hoping to reoc-
cupy the liberated zone north of Quang Tr pro-
vince. Later on, the Thieu troops launched con-
tinuous attacks all over South Viet Nam seizing
many liberated areas under the control of the Pro-
visional Revolutionary Government of the Republic
of South Viet Nam. With this scheme, the United
States and the U.S., puppet regime, denying the
existence in South Viet Nam of two zones of con-
trol with two different administrations, tried to re-
establish the neo-colonialist rule all over South
Viet Nam and perpetuate the partition of Viet Nam.

The Chinese leaders pretended to welcome the
Paris Agreements on Viet Nam, In fact, to carry
out the understanding with the United States and
to further collude with it on the one hand and to
weaken and subjugate Viet Nam on the other, they

' made every effort to hinder the Vietnamese peo-
o ple’s-struggle to thwart the scheme of the United
;

States and the Thieu  administration to sabqtagg
. ' 57 . :



the Paris Agreements, to liberate South Viet Nam
ent1rely and reunify the country,

1. Hampering the Vietnames'e people’s struggle
against the sabotage of the Paris Agreements by the
United States and the Thieu administration,

During talks with Secretary General Le Duan and
Prime Minister Pham Van Dong in Peking in 1973,
Chairman Mao Zedong said:

“In South Viet Nam, it is necessary to stop (fight-
ing) for half-a year or a year, or a year and a half
and better still, two years.” The revolution in South
Viet Nam should be “carried out in two stages. If
you combine into one, the United States won't just
look on. The problem is that the Nguyen Van Thieu
administration * still - has téris of thpusands of"‘
troops”,

He again referred to the “broom” already men--
tionéd in one of h1s prev1ous talks with V1etnamese
leaders.

“For his part, Premier Zhou Enlai said:"

"It would be best for Viet Nam and the whoi’e of‘
Indochina to relax for some time, five or fen years
we cannot yet say preczseiy In these circumstances
the peoplés of South' Viet Nam, Laos and Kampu-
chea will carty out a poI:cy of peace and neutralzty
for sometime’. ’

To show their ”good—wﬂl” the Chinese: pr_dﬁ‘useﬂ
to ‘continue for five years to give Viet'Nam anhu-
ally an amount of aid equal to that of 1973, In rea-
lity, they 'had already stopped all military aid. As
for economic aid, they only undertook tg- restore
the factories and installations built with Chinese aid

~and’ damagedJ by U8 bombardments bu’t théy de-
layed ‘the reconstrucl:i:on task and 1h some places
they did not do it at all.
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At heart the Chinese rulers did not want Viet
Nam to do anything even when the Saigon admi-
nistration launched land-grabbing operatmns agamst
the liberated areas.

In face of the increasing 1and~grabb1ng activities
by the Sai Gon puppet troops, in October 1973, the
High Command of the Liberation Armed Forces of
South Viet Nam was compelled to ordér a resolute
counter-attack. About one month later, when Kis-
singer was in Peking for a visit, the two sides issued
a statement which said: “In the particularly serious
situation at preésemt” it is necessary for China and.
the United States to hold frequent contacts at com-
petent' level to exchange views on matters of mutual.
interest. In fact, these were common efforts made-
by -the Chinese rulers and the United States to-
hinder: the ‘struggle of the: armed fort:es in South
Viet Nam.

The Peking rulers even advxsed the United States

“not to allow yourselves to be defeated in Viet
Nam, and not to pull out your forces from South‘
East Asia”.! i i

More wicked still, they trled to ent1ce a number
of generals and officials of the Saigon puppet admi-'
nistration to collaborate with them; they even sent
a messenger to persuade General Duong Van Minh;
President’ of “the ‘Saigon regime in'its last days to’
continue, with Peking’s support, to resist the gene-
ral offensive and upmsmg of the people in South
Viet Nam, <«

o 2. Encroachmg on Vietnamese territory and cxeatlng
tension at the border.

P : .
From 1973, the Chmese authonnes ‘were increas-
ng ‘thélr acts -of provocation: and territorial ‘e

“The Christian Science Monttor JUhe 20, 1979 p a8k
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croachment in the northern border provinces, in an
attempt to weaken our efforts for the total libera-
tion of South Viet Nam,

On the one hand, they prevented Viet Nam from
exploring and exploiting its natural resources to
accelerate its economic rehabilitation and develop-
ment programme. On December 26, 1973, the Viet-
namese side proposed the holding of talks to offici-
ally demarcate the Sino-Vietnamese boundary in the
Bac Bo (Tonkin) Gulf, so that Viet Nam could use
its part for national reconstruction. On January 18,
1974, the Chinese side replied that it accepted the
proposal, but demanded that in Bac Bo Gulf no
prospecting be carrled out on an area of 20,000
square kilometres marked out by the Chinese them-
selves. They even demanded that “no third country
be allowed to conduct prospecting in the Bac Bo
Gulf”, as that “would not be beneficial to the eco-
nomic development and military security of the
two countries”. But that was a pretext to cover
up China’s dark design. That was why the nego-
tiations from August to November 1974 on the Sino-
Vietnamese boundary in the Bac Bo Gulf did not
lead to any positive result. The same big-nation atti-
tude of the Chinese authorities brought to an impas-
se the negotiations on the boundaries on land and
in the Bac Bo Gulf begun in October 1977. This
served their purposes of violating the frontier and

- encroaching upon and occupying Vietnamese terri-
_tory and maintaining a tense situation in the Sino-
Vietnamese border area. :
Furthermore, on January 19, 1974, only one day
after the Chinese side agreed to negotiate on the
Bac Bo Gulf problem, they used naval and air forces
to attack and seize the Hoang Sa (Paracels) archipela-
go which has for a long time been a part of Viet- -
namese territory and was then occupied by the Sai - -




Gon puppet troops: The occupation of the archipela-
go was not a self-defence act as the Chinese claimed,
but an act of aggression, an encroachment on Viet-
namese territory, designed to put Viet Nam under
Chinese control from the sea, and an attempt to
monopolize step by step the Eastern Sea (South
China Sea). This calculated act had the United Sta-
tes’ approval. Thus, U.S. Ambassador in Sai Gon
G, Matin had rejected a request for help from the
Nguyen Van Thieu administration, and the U.S,
Seventh Fleet in the Pacific was ordered to keep
away from the Hoang Sa archipelago. :

At his talks with Vietnamese leaders in 1975,
Vice-Premier Deng ZXiaoping admitted that both
Viet Nam and China had claimed the Hoang Sa
and Truong Sa archipelagoes, therefore, it was ne-
cessary to hold talks to solve this problem. This
further demonstrated that the Chinese invasion of ™
the Hoang Sa archipelago was an aggressive act in .
defiance of international law and aimed at bringing
about a “fait accompli’’. !

3. Turnmg Kampuchea into a. sprmg—board for
.attacking Viet Nam

After the Paris Agreements on Viet Nam, on Pek-
ing’s order, the Pol Pot-Ieng Sary cligue pursued a
double-faced policy: relying on Viet Nam on the
one hand and opposing Viet Nam on the other.

“They pretended to be “friendly” and “united”
w1th Viet Nam in order to -win support from the -

1'For further information on the border question, the
Hoang Sa .and Truong Sa archipelagoes, read the March. 15, -
1979 Memorandum, the statements dated. August 7, 197¢ and
September 27, 1979 of the Foreign Ministry of the Socialist

Republic of Viet Nam and the “White Book” issued on - -

Septemher 28,1970 by the same Mlmstry
R %




_latter, - especially when they were about to attack
Phnom Penh. In accordance with the Sino-American
understanding, - the Chinese authorities ceased the
-supply of military aid for the three Indochinese
peoples” revolution. They turned down a request
from the Pol Pot-Ieng Sary clique for more offens-
ive weapons, Instead, thdy asked Viet Nam to loan
weapons to Kampuchea for which they promised
.compensation to Viet Nam at-a later date. This was
a trick of Peking’s: while trying to satisfy their
Kampuchean agents’ demand and avoid trouble with
the United States, they created. more difficulties for
Viet Nam at a time when the latter was engaged
in a general offensive and uprising in Spring 1975,

On the other hand, the Pol Pot-Teng Sary cligue
exerted great efforts to oppose Viet Nam. They
slandérously clamoured that Viet Nam, in signing
the Paris Agreements, had betrayed Kampuchea for
a second time. In so doing they hoped to stir up
natidnal hatred and to arouse anti-Viet Nam feelings
thus having a pretext to purge those Kampucheans
who_disagreed with their policy. On many occa-
sions they attacked -and plundered arms depots,
hospitals and encampments of the -South Viet Nam
Liberation Army in. Kampuchea

Resorting to extremely vicigus means, mcludmg
assassmauon of true revolutionary cadres, the Pol
Pot-leng Sary . chque sought to: control as many im-
portant positions in the Party .as they could and
take all powers into their hands in order to make
‘the Kampuchean Communist Party dependent oty
Pekmg _

Clearly, ‘the Chinese -leaders - had made a step
further in their scheme of.getting a complete hold
of Kampuchea under the rule of the Pol Pot-Teng
Sary clique and turning it into a spring-board for
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attacking Viet Nam from the South West after the
complete liberation of South Viet Nam. ‘

Though the Chinese leaders spared no efforts to
prevent the Vietnamese people from hberatmg their
entire country, the latter still persisted in their
struggle on the three fronts;:military, political and
diplomatic, against the violations of the Paris Agre-
ements by the United States and the Thieu admi-
nistration, and won final victory. With the success
of the Spring 1975 general offensive and uprising,
the Vietnamese people destroyed the Nguyen Van
Thieu administration, completely liberated South
Viet Nam and reunified their country.

Previously, the Chinese rulers intervened in our
resistance war against the French colomahsts only
when it was about to end, seeking to impose a so-
lution to their liking on the peoples of Viet Nam,
Laos and Kampuchea..

But in our resistance;war against U.S. aggressmn,
they interfered right from its beginning, creating
conditions for the United States to intensify and
expand the war to all parts of Viet Nam and to
carry out extremely barbarous bombardment aga,mst
North Viet Nam, and using the Vietnam question in
. their deal with the United States while unceasmgly

clamouring about thorough revolut1on and “active
Support” for Viet Nam. - N .

_ This was the second time the Chinese leaders
betrayed the people of Viet Nam. _



Part Four

CHINA'S POLICY TOWARD LIBERATED
AND REUNIFIED VIET NAM

(from May 1975 up to the present time)

I-CHINA AFTER THE U.S. DEFEAT IN VIET
NAM

World public opinion agrees that the U.S. defeat
in Viet Nam had a visible impact on the world si-
tuation. ‘

If the Vietnamese people’s victory in the August
Revolution and in the resistance war against the
French has started the disintegration of old-type
colonialism, their victory in' the resistance war
against the Americans proved to the world that the
complete bankruptcy of neo-colonialism is inevita-
ble. Today the revolutionary forces have grown up
and are in the most favourable conditions, Nowhere

can U.S, imperialism continue to play the role of an -

international gendarme with impunity. Neither can

it seize a single inch of territory of any socialist co- ;
untry or drive back the national liberation move-
ment, check the advance of other countries towards #
socialism. Imperialism is sinking deeper and deeper




into an irremediable and all-round crisis. It is faced
with many difficulties in various fields, having to
cope with the extensive and powerful offensive of
the three revolutionary currents in- the world and
even in its apparently secure strongholds in Asia,
Africa and Latin America.

 Although the U.S, imperialists had dispatched to
Viet Nam an expeditionary corps of 600,000 men as
a backbone for the more than one-million strong
puppet army, dropped on Vietnamese soil 7,850,000

tons of bombs and spent 352 billion U.S. dollars,

they failed to subdue the Vietnamese people. This
is the heaviest defeat in the history of the United
States which severely affects all aspects of life in the
United States. Therefore, after Viet Nam the U.S.
imperialists had to readjust their global strategy,
particularly their strategy in Asia in general and
South-East Asia in particular to suit the new con-
ditions, They have stepped up collaboration with
other reactionaries, especially those who betray the
international communist and worker movement,
particularly the Peking reactionary clique, in an
attempt to sow discord and to sabotage the socialist”
system and the world revolutionary movement,

So far as the Chinese authorities are concerned,
it was in their national interests that they have
assisted Viet Nam during the latter's war against
the Americans, but it was also in their national in-
terests that they have sought to prevent Viet Nam

~ from defeating the United. States and becoming

strong. They wanted Viet Nam to be weakened and
dependent on China. .~ -~ .

They wanted to see a perpetually partitioned Viet.
Nam,. But the Vietnamese people. fought on until
“the Americans quit and their puppets are toppled”,

~ and the South was liberated and ‘the country reuni-

fig&. Sl
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They used the Vietnamese people’s blood in deal-
ing with the Americans, but their collusion with the
United States could not prevent the Vietnamese
people from gaining total victory and founding the
Socialist Republic of Viet Nam. :

They tried to cause a rift between Viet Nam an
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, but
the Vietnamese people persisted in their policy of
independence and sovereignty and strengthened their
solidarity with the Soviet Union and other fraternal
socialist countries. ' . _

The agreement reached between them and. Nixon,
and their strategic designs could not materialize.
An independent, unified and socialist Viet Nam, fol-
lowing a genuine Marxist-Leninist line of independ-
ence and sovereignty and enjoying great political
prestige in' the world constitutes a serious obstacle
to their expansionist and hegemonist schemes in :
Indochina and in South-Fast Asia. The Vietnamese
people’s historic victory is a heavy defeat not only -
for the U.S. imperialist aggressors, but also for the
Peking expansionists. o ' .

During Mao Zedong's last years and after his
death, in a scramble for power, the internal strug-
gle in China went on fiercely, with ruthless. purges.
China’s economy, . political : situation and society
~ which, for twenty years, had been upset and set back :
as a result of the “Great Leap” and the “Great Cultu- .
ral Revolution”, new required quick stabilization and
improvement. Besides, the economic’ and. military
weakness of China does not allow the Peking autho-
rities to carry out their schemes as they wish. That.
is why, at home they have made use of ‘bigmmation
chauvinism to rally ‘different factions and o mobi-
lize the Chinese people to carty out the “four m
dernizations” plan. In external policy they have fo
lowed an increasingly reactionary line. They took
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advantage of imperialism’s critical economic and po-
litical crisis and ‘the United States being forced to
readjust its global strategy to collude with imperial-
ism and further intensify their campaign against the
Soviet Union and the world revolutionary move-
ment, and to acquire Western capital and technical
knowhow for their “four modernizations” plan.
Their “anti-hegemonism’* banner is just a mask to
cover their counter-revolutionary strategy and their
expansionist, big-nation hegemonist policy.

They begrudge the Vietnamese people their vict-
ory; therefore, after the Vietnamese people had won
complete victory, the Chinese rulers have more and
more openly and frantically carried out a systema-
tic hostile policy toward the Socialist Republic of
Viet Nam.

Y
II-FRENZIED BUT STILL COVERT ANTI-VIET
' NAM ACTIVITIES

' 1. Waging a border war through the Pol Pot-Ieng
Sary clique in the South-West of Viet Nam,

'From the mid-1960s, the Chinese leaders sought
to manipulate the Kampuchea question, in the first
place to undermine the Indochinese People’s United
Front, weaken the Vietnamese people’s resistance
war, secure 2 vantage position to negotiate with the
Americans, and in the long run, to hold Kampu-
chea in bondage and turn it into a spring-board for
Chinese expansion to Indochina and South-East
Asia. Following the liberation of Kampuchea, on
April 17, 1975, from the rule of the Lon Nol clique,
stooges of ‘the Americans, they helped their hench-
‘men Pol PotIeng Sary to.seize the leadership of
the Communist Party of Kampuchea, discard Siha-
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nouk and his men, and set up a genocidal fascist
regime never seen before in human history. Through
this regime the Chinese sought to control the whole
of Kampuchea and turn it into a new-type satellite
and a military base to attack Viet Nam from the
South West.

The Chinese poured money, weapons and other
military hardware and brought tens of thousands of
Chinese advisers into Kampuchea to set up scores
of army divisions including infantry, armoured units
and artillery, built or enlarged several naval and
air bases and logistics installations. .

Under Peking’s direction, the Phnom Penh reac-
. tionary ruling clique conducted a wide propaganda
campaign, alleging that Viet Nam “attacked Kam-
puchea”, “attempted to compel Kampuchea to join
a Vietnamese-controlled Indochinese Federation”,
and clamoured for war against Viet Nam. They sa-
botaged the border negotiations, between the two
‘countries in order to create increasing tension in
the Viet Nam-Kampuchea border area. From April,
1975 they used their troops in land grabbing ope-
rations and shelled many places on Vietnamese ter-
" yitory. They provoked more and more clashes in the
border area and attacked many Vietnamese border
posts and villages, making the border area insecure
and hampering Viet Nam's economic rehabilitation
and development. Then in April, 1977, they started
an all-out war against Viet Nam along the border
of more than 1,000 km, launching large-scale offen-
sives with tens of thousands of troops _sup(fort,ed by
tanks and artillery, sometimes 30 km deep into
Vietnamese territory, savagely massacring civilians,
destroying houses and crops, thus committing count-
" less unforgivable crimes against the Vietnamese

people:.
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2. Using the Hoa {Chinese) nationals issue to
undermine Viet Nam from inside,

There were about 1,200,000 Hoa nationals in Viet
Nam:: nearly one million of them in the South, more
than 200,000 in the North. The Workers' Party of
Viet Nam and the Communist Party of China agreed
in 1955 that the Hoa residents in North Viet Nam
should be placed under the leadership of the Work-
ers’ Party of Viet Nam and gradually naturalized as
Vietnamese citizens. In fact, in the past twenty
years, the Hoa people in the North enjoyed the
same rights and had the same obligations as Viet-
namese citizens. In the South, under the Ngo Dinh
Diem administration, they had taken since 1956
Vietnamese citizenship so as to enjoy more favour-
able conditions in their life and work.

After the complete liberation of the South, the
Government and people of Viet Nam continued to
strictly abide by the 1955 agreement between the
two parties on the Hoa people in the North, and
at the same time have duly taken into account the
historical reality of Vietnamese of Chinese origin in
the South, considering the Hoa peéople in both zo-
nes. as part of the Vietnamese community. A small
number of people with Taiwan, Hongkong or other
foreign passports and the Hoa people expelled by
the Pol Pot-Ieng Sary clique and taking refuge in
Viet Nam, are considered as foreign nationals.

However, the Chinese leaders have distorted the
1955 agreement between the two Parties, denied the
historical reality of Vietnamese of Chinese origin
" in the South, and they consider all the Hoa people
. in both zones as Chinese nationals and claim lead-
. érship of these people.” Indeed, they have set up
- Pbéactionary organizations and a spy network com-
. pésed of Hoa residents in Viet Nam. Organizations
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such as “Chinese Residents’ Union for Peace”, “Pro-
gressive Chinese Union”, “Chinese Residents Asso-
ciation for National Salvation”, *“‘Marxist-Leninist
Youth. League”, “Association of Patriotic Chinese
School Pupils”, “United Front of Chinese Residents”
etc..., set up and commanded by Peking, have been
opposing the Vietnamese Government's policies,
military service, participation in the building of new
economic zones, arousing racial feelings among the .
Hoa and instigating a movement for demanding the
restoration of Chinese nationality. They made coun-
terfeit money, practised speculation and raised pri-
" ces of goods in order to undermine the Govern-
ment's plan for stabilization and development of the
economy in South Viet Nam. With those manoeu-
vres, the Peking rulers created more difficulties to
the people of South Viet Nam, who had already
numerous difficulties left by 30 years of imperialist
war of aggression. This led a number of people to
leave the country in the hope of finding a beétter
place to live. Peking used the Hoa people as a tool
" to create unrest in Viet Nam, politically, economi-
cally and socially, as they had done in other coun-
tries of South-East Asia and South Asia, '

In 1973, the Chinese leaders solemnly promised
to give aid to Viet Nam at least for five more years,
with the same annual amount as in 1973.

3. Using aid to'iﬁcr_ease pressure,

In 1975, when congratulating the Vietnamese
people- on the complete liberation of South Viet
Nam, again the Chinese leaders said: “‘China will
continue to .fulfil her international obligations, re
solutely support the Vietnamese people’s just caus
 of consolidating the fruits of their victory, reunifyin
and ‘building up their fatherland.” This was in fac
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only a fallacious statement to cover up their grudge
against the Vietnamese people’s historic victory
which had elated all the revolutionary and pro-
gressive forces in the world, and to conceal their
dark designs against the Socialist Republic of Viet
Nam. ’

In reality, they did not support the Vietnamese
people in the reconstruction of their country in the
new stage.

In the period from 1969 to 1970, the Chinese lea-
ders cut down aid to Viet Nam because they disap-
proved of Viet Nam’s negotiations with the United
States to get the latter to de-escalate the war, in
the 1971-1972 period they increased aid to Viet Nam
to an unprecedented level because they wanted to
take advantage of the Viet Nam problem to nego-
tiate with the United States. But in 1975, because
of their setback in South Viet Nam they again used
aid to exert pressure on Viet Nam. They rejected
Viet Nam's requests for further aid. As to the aid
already agreed upon during the war and not yet
fully delivered, they delayed it under various pre-
texts. This included unfinished projects some of
which were of great importance to the peaceful re-
construction of Viet Nam. Obviously, the aid given
by the Chinese leaders was not “selfless’”” as they
have often boasted of, but a means to achieve big-
nation hegemony and expansion. Peking’s aid is
nothing more than an aspect of the policy of “the
stick and the carrot”,

The above:mentioned Peking’s manoeuvres aga-
inst Viet Nam which are so wicked and ruthless
have all been frustrated. The fascist and genocidal
crimes committed by the Pol Pot-leng Sary clique
_have been condemned by the Kampuchean people
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‘and the whole progressive mankind. The scheme to
use the Hoa people to undermine Viet Nam from

within has gone bankrupt The attempt to exert
- pressure through aid and other measures cannot
make Viet Nam waver in her policy of independence
and sovereignty or bring the. Vietnamese people
into submission.

HI-SYSTEMATICALLY AND OPENLY
OPPOSING VIET NAM

Failing to obtain any desired results by covertly
opposing Viet Nam, the Chinese rulers resorted to
an open course of action against Viet Nam, using
all possible means, including threats to use force
and the use of force. . )

1. The so-called problem of “victimized
residents”.

Early in 1978, the Chinese rulersl fabricated the

so-called problem of “victimized residents” to openly
start a large-scale campaign against theé Socialist
Republic of Viet Nam.

The activities of the secret Hoa orgamzahons and
the intelligence network of the Chinese Embassy in
Ha Noi, closely guided by the Peking propaganda
machine, the brazen allegations accusing Viet Nam
of “expelling, ostracizing and persecuting the Hoa
people”, together with deception, briberies, entice-
ment and threats, created a feeling of anxiety and
fear of an imminent war and instigated suspicions,

even enmity towards the Vietnamese and caused the

Hoa people who were living peacefully in Viet Nam
to leave for China en masse. Chinese agents helped
the Hoa to cross the border illegally and then held
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them up at the Viet Nam—-China border, and incited
the stranded people to oppose and to assault Viet:
namese local officials, When the exodus of the Hoa
to China began, Peking sent two ships to Viet Nam
to takeé “the victimized residents” although they
had not yet raised this question with the Govern-
ment of Viet Nam. Within only a few months,
170,000 Hoa people left Viet Nam for China. The
so-called question of “victimized residents” was
only a coercion of the Hoa in Viet Nam to leave en
masse for China. The ciilprit here was the reaction-
ary group in the Peking leadership who practised
deception and betrayal in an attempt to provoke
political, social and economic unrest in Viet Nam,
to subjugate the Vietnamese people and at the same
time, to arouse public opinion in China and to pre-
pare a “fifth column” for an eventual aggression
against Viet Nam. . '
“Being long-time settlers in Viet Nam familiar with
the local terrain, customs, and habits, and capable
of gathering a good deal of information through
numerous acquaintances, the Hoa from Viet Nam
were enlisted by the Peking expansionists into “moun-
tdineér divisions” specialized in fighting in moun-
tainous regions and launching deep-thrust operations
it the rear aréas, other Hoa were enlisted in scout
units, reconnaissance groups or other units for
spying, kidnapping, assassination, destruction of
bridgjes and warehouses in Viet Nam. Many of them
weré captured during the aggression against Viet
Nam started on February 17, 1979. '
Faced with the Vietnamese people’s determina-
tion to safeguard their sovereignty, the Peking ru-
lers had to withdraw the two ships sent to take the
“victimized Hoa residents” home, and to hold talks
with the Vietnamese side on the Hoa question. But
in the talks they continued to show a big-nation at-
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titude, arrogantly sought to impose their absurd
view-points on the Vietnamese side, in disregard of
the sovereignty of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam
and of international law. It was they who delibera-
tely undermined the talks in order to continue using
the question of Hoa people against Viet Nam.

2. Cutting off aid and withdrawing experts.

~ While ‘using every possible means, from honeyed
words to measures of coercion, to entice or force
the Hoa people in Viet Nam to leave for China, the
Peking expansionists used “the stick” of cutting off
aid to hit Viet Nam economically. Within a little
more than one month, they unilaterally announced
the discontinuation of all economic and technical
aid to Viet Nam and recalled all the Chinese experts
and technical personnel working in Viet Nam, in
disregard of international law and practice. This
was an extremely wicked act at a time when the
Vietnamese people had to heal the war wounds and
at the same time cope with the border war in the
South-West of their country, overcome the economic
difficulties caused by the sudden departure of nearly
200,000 Hoa people from the fields and factories
and repair the heavy damage caused by the most

- disastrous floods and typhoons in several decades.

Alongside with the discontinuation .of aid and
withdrawal of experts; the reactionary group among
the Chinese leaders openly persuaded other coun-

tries and international organizitions to stop aid for
the reconstruction of Viet Nam, It was so wicked,
so perfidious!

They stepped up their slander campaign agamst
Viet Nam in an attempf: to cover up their expansion-
ist. manoeuvies in South-East Asia, and at the same
time, to hinder the normalization of relations bet-
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ween Viet Nam and the ASEAN countries and call
on the latter to form a “common front with China”
‘against Viet Nam. They hoped that with this cam-
paign they could carry out a policy of economic
encirclement, political isolation and military attack
against Viet Nam as the imperialists and colonial-
ists have been doing with some countries. This
brazen act constitutes not only an encroachment
upon the independence and sovereignty of Viet
Nam, but also an interference in the internal affairs
of other countries and of international organiza-
tions.

3. Maintaining a tense situation at the Viet
Nam-China border.

Together with economic and political sabotage,
the Chinese rulers frenziedly increased military
pressure on the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam from
all directions. :

In the North, they sent more troops to the Sino-
Vietnam border area, increased armeg provocations
and nibbling operations on Vietnamese territory,
encroaching upon the sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity of Viet Nam and creating a constantly tense
situation in the border area. The number of prove-
cations and land-nibbling operations rose to 234 in
1975 — one and a half iime as many as in 1974-
and in 1978 this figure rocketed to 2,175, nearly ten
times over. : : .
 In the South-West: By order of Peking, the geno-
cidal Pol Pot-Teng Sary cligue rejected the Vietna-

mese proposal that the two sides establish a demi-
" litarized zone along the border area, disengage the
two armies and sign a treaty of friendship, non-
aggression and non-interference in the internal .
- affairs of each other. They wanted to find a pre-
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text for continuing the border war against Viet Nam
while preparing for more important military ven-
tures later on, o '

. In the West, in disregard of international law,
the Chinese rulers by every possible means intensi-
fied pressure on the People’s Democratic Republic
of Laos;, a country smaller than China, a country
which has always pursued a policy of peace and -
friendship with neighbouring countries, They foste-
red the remnants of the Meo special force, formerly
organized and comianded by the CIA, used their
road building troops to intervene in the provinces
of northern Laos, accused Viet Nam of “annexing”
Laos, sowed discord between Viet Nam and Laos
and deployed several divisions close to the Sino-
Lao border. Their objective was to increase the mi-
litary threat against Viet Nam from the West while
gradually weakening and gaining control of Laos.

4. Attacking Viet Nam from two directions.

All the above-mentioned perfidious manoceuvres
were foiled although they did cause difficulties to
the Vietnamese people. This explained why late in
1978 and early in 1979, the Chinese rulers had to
resort to a military offenisive against the Socialist
Republic of Viet Nam from two directions.

In the South-West, carrying out Peking’'s plan,
the Pol Pot-Teng Sary clique, after concentrating 19
infantry divisions (out of a total of 23 divisions)
close to the border with Viet Nam, on Dgcember
22, 1978 used their elite divisions powerfully sup-
ported by tanks and artillery, to attack Ben Soi, Tay
gli'nh’ province, {over 100 kms from Saigon) in an-
attempt to swiftly capture the provincial capital of

Tay Ninh, thus paving the way for a deep thrust

into South Viet Nain, This offensive was ‘also aithed -
T '



at weakening Viet Nam so that China could easily
attack it from the North.

Exercising their legitimate right of self-defence,
the Vietnamese people completely smashed that mi-
litary plan. At the same time, the Kampuchean army
and people, under the leadership of the Kampuchea
National United Front for Salvation and with the
support of the Vietnamese people, fought fiercely
and smashed the genocidal Pol Pot-Ieng Sary re-
gime and the so-called Government of Democratic
Kampuchea and set up, on January 10, 1979, the
Government of the People’s Republic of Kampuchea,
the genuine representative of the Kampuchean
people.

In- the North, the Chinese rulers mobilized
600,000 troops including several army corps and
independent divisions, technical weapon units with
nearly 800. tanks and armoured vehicles, about
one thousand artillery pieces and hundreds of air-
craft of various types, from mnearly all military
zones of China to launch a war of aggression
against Viet Nam on February 11, 1979 all along
the border of over 1,000 km. Wherever the troops
of the Chinese reactionaries came, they massacred

civilians. including women, newborn babies and old
© folk,, destroyed, villages, churches, pagodas, schools
creches, hospitals, farms and - afforestation areas.
They killed, pillaged and burnt with the savagery
of medieval hordes combined with sophisticated
methods of modern imperjalist armies.

In order to mislead public opinién in China and
the world over, the Peking rulers declared that this
was only a “counter-attack for self-defence’ with
the use.of only border-guard units. ;In reality, it
" wps .a war of aggression waged by regular forces .
- taken from nearly .41l the principal military zones
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in China, a war which was well prepared in all
aspects, from the building of military installations,
roads, trenches, airfields along the Sino-Viet Nam
border, to the slander campaign against Viet Nami,
the undermining of Viet Nam-China friendship and
arousing . of big-nation chauvinist feelings among
the Chinese people, in an attempt to justify and
cover up their aggression. Careful preparations had
also been made in the diplomatic field. China
launched its war of aggression after Vice-premier
Deng Xiaoping returned from his visit to the Unit-
ed States and Japan; in fact, after he had won the
approval of the U.S, and Japan. The Chinese rulers’
ambitious objective was to annihilate part of the
Vietnamese armed forces, to destroy Vietnam’'s mi-
litary and economic potential, to occupy Viet Nam
territory, and to incite revolts. .

The two wars of aggression that the Chinese ru-
lers waged from two directions were the culmina-
tion of a policy directed against the independence,
sovereignty, unity and territorial integrity of Viet
Nam in an attempt to weaken, subjugate and an-
nex Viet Nam. Contrary to Peking’s calculations, its
war of aggression was pitifully defeated, condemned
by the whole world and also opposed by a sec-
tion of the Chinese people. On March 5, 1979 they.
were compelled to announce the withdrawal of
their troops and after that, to accept talks with

Viet Nam, : . .

5. Continuing to oppose Viet Nam by all means. '

The Chinese rulers have declared thé withdrawal
of thejr troops to the other side of the border, but
in fact, their troops are still occupying more than
ten places on Vietnamese territory, building up
more fortifications there, brazenly ‘violating the his-
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tor1ca1 border line which both sides have pledged
to respect.

All along :the Sino-Viet Nam border, they contin-
ue to deploy many army corps supported by ar-
tillery and armoured vehicles, to bring more war
equipment, to build up military installations, to
frequently carry out military manoeuvres and to
send scouts and commandos to several localities in
Viet Nam. Every day they engaged in armed pro-
vocation, shooting, mining and firing at the local
people. In some places, they carried out shellings
with heavy mortars all day long, They once sent
a battalion of regular troops 4 km deep into Viet-
namese territory, killing civilians, burning houses
and destroying crops. Sometimes Chinese Air Force
planes violated Viet Nam's air space, flew over lo-
calities 8 to 10 km-from the border. They surrep-
titiously sent back to Viet Nam the Hoa who had
been. forced to leave for China. These premeditated
acts, and other manoeuvres were aimed at main-
taining tension in the border region, violating the
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity
of Viet Nam and jeopardizing the security of Viet
Nam. The Chinese rulers have repeatedly threaten-
ed. “to give Viet Nam a second lesson”, even “many
more léssons”. In what name and by what law have

_the -Chinese rulers the right to teach Viet Nam a
lesson? Like China, Viet Nam is an mdependent
and sovereign country. The United Nations Charter,
international law and practice do not allow China
to do anything detrimental to the independence,
SOVerelgnty, territorial integrity of Viet Nam or of
any’ other ‘country: Is it betause. China is a big
- country- W1th a large population, that the Chinese
. expansmmsts allow themselves to take the law into
iy, own hands to 1ﬁt1m1date ‘ahd’ to subjugate
other"CountrJes srhaller in"gize and pOpulanon?

£
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The Chinese authorities have agreed to negotiate
with the Vietnamese side on urgent solutions to en-
sure peace and security in the border region and to
discuss other problems relating to the two countries.
But in the first round of talks in Ha Noi and in
the second round in Peking, the Chinese side has
been evading the reasonmable and logical proposals
of the Vietnamese side and rejected Vietnamese pro-
posals on urgent measures to end acts of
armed provocation and to ensure peace and stability
in the border region, a pre-requisite for the settle-
ment of other matters concerning the relations be-
tween the two countries. What is more, they have
demanded that Viet Nam give. up its line of inde-
pendence and sovereignty and its sovereignty over
- Hoang Sa (Paracels) and Trueng Sa (Spratly) archi-
pelagoes as a pre-condition for the discussion of
other issues. This is an attitude of big-nation hege-
monists. They have come to the negotiation table
not to discuss on an equal footing and constructively
solutions for the problems, but to force the other side
to accept their stand. The Chinese rulers’ demand
for the withdrawal of Vietnamese troops from Kam-
puchea and Laos, and their mentioning of the “anti-
hegemony principle” are nothing but attempts to
conceal their own aggression against Viet Nam, in-
timidation of the People’s Democratic Republic of
Laos, interférence in the internal affairs of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of Kampuchea and to cover up their
heinous hegemonistic designs to subjugate the three
Indochinese countries and to use them as a spring-
board for expansion to South-Fast Asia,”

Recently, the Chinese rulers raised President Car-

ter's “human rights” signboard and used the prob-
lem of Vietnamese emigrants as.a new weapon
- against Viet Nam. Most of ‘the Vietnaniegé emigrants,
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U.S. imperialists and:Saigon pupp.ét regime, the Hoa
who had been enticed or coerced into leaving the
country and others who had got habits of the U.S.-

" style consumer society and could not endure the dif-

ficulties caused by the imperialist war of aggres-
sion and the sabotage work by the Chinese expan-
sionists.

With its tradition. of humanitarianism and respect
for human rights, the Vietnamese Government has
not only treated humanely those Vietnamese who
had collaborated with the enemy during the war,
but also shown leniency towards soldiers of the ar-
mies of aggression captured during the last 30 years.
The Vietnamese Government is well aware of the
causes and consequences of the problem of Vietna-
mese emigrants, and at the ' same time, of the dif-
ficulties caused by Vietnamese emigrants to the
neighbouring countries. That is why, in January
1979, the Vietnamese Government declared its rea-
diness to permit those who want to go abroad, for
reunion with their families or for living, to leave the .
country legally, after the necessary formalities. Be-
sides, the Vietnamese responsible services have agreed
with the U.N. High Commission for Refugees on a
Z-point programme, -announced on May 30, 1979,

‘with a view to facilitating an orderly and safe de-

parture of those people and at the same time redu-
cing the difficulties of the South-East Asian coun-
tries. _ : . oo

 However, Peking and Washington have both mo-
bilized -their huge propaganda machinery and all
their political, economic and financial means, ex-

» ploited the humanitarian' aspect. of the matter and

. regorted:to manoeuvres. of deception, slander and in-

- citement to distort the truth about the problem of

. ~Vietnamese emigrants -and to conduct a large-scale
‘heinous campaign against Viet Nam.
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But who are responsible for this exodus?

No one has forgotten that it is the U.S. imperial-
ists who had carried out an extermination war of
aggression against Viet Nam, and when they had
to withdraw their expeditionary army, they left be-
hind in South Viet Nam a devastated country, a
paralysed economy with more than 3 million unem-
ployed, over one -million handicapped persons,
800,000 orphans, 600,000 prostitutes and more than
one million young drug-addicts, etc. . .

As for the Chinese rulers, ‘it is they .who have
brazenly fabricated the so-called “victimized resi-
dents’” problem, coerced or enticed the Hoa to leave
their homes, land and factories for China, it is they
who have used the various organisations of the Hua
Nan (South China) Intelligence Agency to stir up
political unrest, to engage in speculations and hoard-
ing, raise prices and issue counterfeit money, in an
attempt to undermine Viet Nam's economy, thus
piling up difficulties for the people of South Viet
Nam. While the responsible authorities of Viet Nam
were working together with the UNHCR for the
orderly and safe departure of those who wished to
leave, Peking agents organized illegal departure,
then raised a hullaballoo about Viet Nam “export-
ing refugees”. - In- the meantime, every day thous-
ands of Chinese were allowed by their goverhment
to leave their country for Hongkong, in transit to
various countries in Scuth-Fast Asia, and Peking
paid no attention to the 26,000 Hoa people who had
been -expelled from Kampuchea by the Pol' Pot-leng
Sary clique. It is regrettable that some governments
and organizations which failed to understand the
situation in Viet Nam or sought to please the Chi-
nese rulers for the sake of their business deals have
joined the Chinese in a chorus of slander and inci-
tement. B -




The thieves themselves have been crying ‘‘stop
thief’; those who trampled upon human rights and
mternamonal ‘law have put up the signboard of
“humanitarianism™ to vrealize their dark political
schemes. Peking’s purpose was to whitewash its
monstrous crimes in Kampuchea and in the war of
aggression against Viet Nam, to cover up the inci-
temént of Hoa peeple to leave Viet Nam and the ex-
portation of tens of thousands of Chinese to foreign
countries, to create difficulties for the ASEAN coun-
tries, to drive a wedge between: the ASEAN coun-
tries and Viet Nam and to lull peoples vigilance
as to the danger of Chinese expansmmsm and the
role of the fifth column of Hoa re31dents in South-
East Asia,

However, for men of conscience, the truth cannot
be-covered. At present, more and more people are
seeing’ through the odious design of the Peking reac-
tionary rulers, and showing their sympathy for the
difficulties of the Socialist Republic of Vlet Nam and
approving the latter’s correct stand. ‘

The imperialist and reactionary forces, particular-
ly Peking and Washington, have failed in their at-
tempt to turn the international conference on the
problem of Indochinese emigrants last July in Gene-
va into a forum to slander Viet Nam. The proposals
made by the delegation of the Governent of the
~ Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, which clearly showed
- a constructive and cooperative attitude in efforts
to settle the problem of emigrants were approved by.
the representatives of many countries which res-
;- pected truth and justice. These proposals were an
important contribution to the success of the confe-
vence in laying the foundation for a solution to the
voblem, as the U.N. Secretary General Kurt Wald-
¢im has concluded. ‘But in fact, the situation re-
ains very difficult and complex on account of the
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sabotage activities by the imperialists and reaction-
aries, especially by Washington and Peking. At this
moment, while Peking vociferously threatens to
taunch another war and cynically lays “claims” on
the Hoang Sa and Truong Sa archipelagoes, the U.5.
imperialists have their 7th fleet warships cruising
off Vietnamese coasts, not only to encourage illegal
emigration, but also to coordinate their activities
with Peking's dark designs in the Eastern Sea re-
gion and in South-East Asia.

During the past five years, by all possible means,
military, political, diplomatic and economic, direct
 and indirect, subtle and crude, covert and overt, the
Chinese rulers have been unceasingly. seeking to sa-
botage national construction work in the Socialist
Republic of Viet Nam. The more they are frustrated,
the more frenziedly they engage in anti-Viet Nam
activities, in the hope of bringing the Vietnamese -
people into submission.

This is the third time the Chinese leaders betray
the Vietnamese people.



Part Five

PEKING'S EXPANSIONIST POLICY, A
THREAT TO NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE,
" PEACE AND STABILITY IN SOUTH-EAST

l ASIA

1

Viet Nam and China are two close neighbour
countries whose peoples have always been bound
together, have encouraged and helped each other
in the struggle against imperialism, in the interests
of the revolution in each country. The Viethamese
people have given political and moral support to
the Chinese people and once fought in coordination
with them in the struggle for national liberation.
The Chinese people, though facing many difficulties,
particularly in the first years of the People’s Re-
public of China, have given great assistance to the
Vietnamese people in their two wars of resistance.
. The Vietnamese people treasure the friendship
between the peoples of Viet Nam and China and
* have always preserved and fostered it, to make it
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everlasting. Never have the Vietnamese people in-
fringed upon the independence, sovereignty and ter-
ritory of the Chinese people, nor interfered in Chi-
na's internal affairs. With regard to divergence of
views or the Chinese leaders’ wrong-doings towards
Viet Nam, the Vietnamese side has painstakingly
tried to settle them through private discussions be-
tween the two sides.

Even though Chinese leaders have deliberately .
sabotaged the traditional friendship between the
peoples of the two countries, the Vietnamese people
never forget the great assistance reserved for them
by the Chinese people, and eagerly wish for an
early restoration of that friendship, At the negotia-
tions to settle problems in the relations between
the two countries, the Vietnamese side has always
proceeded from this ardent desire of the Vietnamese
people. The Government of the Socialist Republic
of Viet Nam consistently stands for an early restora-
tion of normal relations between the Socialist Re-
public of Viet Nam and the People’s Republic of
China, on the principles of respect for each other's
independence, sovereignty and - territorial integrity,
non-interference in each other's internal affairs,
equality and mutual respect, in the interests of each
country, and of peace and stab111ty in South-East
Asia and in the world.

L

Thus, over the past 30 years, the Chinese rulers
have three times betrayed the people-of Viet Nam:

1. At the 1954 Geneva Conference, they sold out
the Vietnamese people’s national interests so as not
only to ensure for their country a security belt in -
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the South, but also to prepare the terrain for the
realization of their expansionist schemes in Indo-
china and South-East Asia. They wanted to keep
Viet Nam partitioned for a long time, thereby
weakening it and making it dependent on China.

2. In the Vietnamese people’s struggle against

U.S. aggression, for national salvation, when the
Ngo Dinh Diem regime collapsed, Peking flashed
the green light for the U.S. to bomb North Viet
‘Nam, and bring American troops to invade South
Viet Nam. When Viet Nam wanted to sit down for
talks with the United States in an effort to coordi-
nate their struggle on three fronts—military, political
and diplomatic-the Chinese rulers tried to prevent
it.. When the Vietnamese people were smashing their
way toward total victory, the Peking rulers joined
hands with the Nixon administration, using the Viet-
namese people’s blood to raise the People’s Repub-
lic of China to the position of the world’s third
super-power, and barter for the settlement of the
Taiwan issue,
. 3. After the Vietnamese people had completely
liberated South Viet Nam from the neo-colonialist
rule of U.S. imperialism and reunified their country,
the Peking rulers sought by all means—political,
military, economic and diplomatic-to weaken the
Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, subjugate the Viet-
namese people and finally used military forces of
the Pol Pot-leng Sary gang to invade Viet Nam
in the South-West and used China’s own military
forces to invade Viet Nam in the North, massacring
" civilians, heavily destroying economic and cultural
establishments of Viet Nam in the areas of hosti-
lities. : o

Three times the Chinese rulers betrayed Viet
Nam, each time more cruelly and vilely than the
previous one, ‘ -
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They have also cruelly and vilely betrayed the
people of Laos and Kampuchea. They sacrificed the
national interests of the Lao and Kampuchean
peoples at the 1954 Geneva Conference. After the
Geneva Conference, they hindered the Lao and
Kampuchean peoples’ struggle for national inde-
pendence, peace and neutrality. When the Kampu-
chean people completely liberated their homeland
on April 17, 1975, the Peking rulers used their
flunkeys, ‘Pol Pot and Ieng Sary, to carry out.a
genocidal policy, to turn this country into a new-
type satellite, and a military base for attack .on
the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam from the South-
West. Regarding the People’s Democratic Republic
of Laos, they have undermined the Lao people’s
peaceful construction, armed and aided reactionary
forces in their efforts to cause disturbances and
deployed many divisions at the Sino-Laotian border
in an attempt to force Laos into Peking’s orbit. They
have tried to sow division among the peoples of
Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea with the aim of
weakening them and conquering one country after
another. o

To cover up its treacherous face, the Peking
leadership often recalled Chinese aid to Viet Nam,
~and even boasted that Chinese troops “had fought
at Dien Bien Phu”, etc. The Chinese people have
reserved part of the fruits of their labour for help-
ing the Vietnamese people in their resistance wars
against the French colonialists and U.S. imperialists,
and in their national construction. This the Viet-
namese people will never forget under any circum-
stances. For the Vietnamese people, this is-a fine
manifestation of the militant solidarity among peo-
ples sharing the same destiny. For the Peking reac-
tionary rulers, however, this is but a political means
for realising their expansionist policy in Viet Nam
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and in the whole Indochinese peninsula, Reality
has shown that they have used this aid now as “a
carrot”, now as “a stick”, depending on their poli-

‘tical aim at each moment.

Besides, there is not only the problem of Chinese
assistance to Viet Nam. Chinese leaders, on many
occasions, said that, if one were to speak of thanks,
it was the Chinese people who had to thank the
Vietnamese people, who have made many sacrifices
and contributions in the interests of the Chinese
people, that it was the Chinese people’s duty to
assist and support the Vietnamese people and that
the peoples of the two countries must help each
other.

In connection with President Nixon's visit to

| China in 1972, Chairman Mao Zedong told Vietna-

mese leaders in June 1973:

“Frankly speaking, the Chinese people, the Chi-
nese Communist Party and the world people must
thank the Vietnamese people for having defeated
the U.S. aggressors. It was your victory, comrades,
that forced Nixon to come to China.”

Regarding China’s admission to the United Na-
tions Organization in 1971, Premier Zhou Enlai said
during talks with Vietnamese leaders in November
1971: ' '

“Viet Namt's contribution is very great. Qur two

countries are bound to, each other.”

- Concerning the question: who fought and won
victory at Dien Bien Phu in 1954, history and first

- of all, the French expeditionary corps, have given -

a clear answer. It should be added that during the
resistance war against the French colonialists’ aggres-
sion, the Chinese Government sent a number of
advisers to Viet Nam and in the 1960's it sent to .
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Viet Nam what it called “logistic troops,” to help
repair railway and road sections close to the Chi-
nese border and damaged by U.S. bombs, and to
build some new roads in the border areas. But their
main task was to gather information in various
. fields, infiltrate into areas-inhabited by ethnic mi-
norities, and engage in propaganda for the “cultural
revolution”. Most of the spies and “mountain
troops” captured by the Viethamese last February
and March turned out to be former members of
these Chinese “road-building” army units.

All the actions taken by Peking rulers, from
their betrayal of Viet Nam at the 1954 Geneva Con-
ference and their taking advantage of the Vietna-
mese people’s resistance against the U.S. aggressors
to their setting up of the Pol Pot-Ieng Sary geno-
cidal regime, their armed invasion of Viet Nam and
Eheir threats of aggression against Laos sprang
rom:

~ One guiding thought: big-nation chauvinism;

= ‘One policy: national selfishness; '

~ One strategic objective: big-nation expansion-
ism and great power hegemonism. '

In a word, their design was to conquer Viet Nam
and thé whole of Indochina, using it as a spring-
board for advancing towards South-Fast Asia and
gradually realizing their global strategy.

To realize their expansionist and hegemonist de- °
signs, the Peking rulers have made deception and
fraud a national policy and a strategical manceuvre.
In this field, as disciples of Goebbels, they have
by far surpassed him in the art. They atiributed to
others what they themselves wanted to do. They
shifted the blame on others for what they them-
selves had done. They fabricated facts, falsified do-
cuments and distorted history. They called- black
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white, teversed right and wrong and used their huge
mass media and other means for the purpose. They
held high the banner of socialism while, in fact,
opposing socialism. They clamoured about fighting
imperialism, but joined hands with the U.S. impe-
rialists, They noisily advocated opposition to the
two super-powers, but colluded with the U.S. im-
perialists against the Soviet Union. They spoke of
fighting hegemonism while attempting to realize
hegemonism in Indochina and South-East Asia. They
sent troops to invade the Socialist Republic of Viet
Nam, but claimed that it was Viet Nam which had
“invaded”’ China. They did as if they were anxious
“to protect human rights”, and were worried about
the plight of the “Indochinese refugees” while they
themselves had slaughtered millions of their own
countrymen in the “great cultural revolution” and
incited over two hundred thousand Hoa people to
leave Viet Nam for China. For the Peking rulers,
their words are the truth and their interests are the
ethics. “The mandarins may light their lamps but
the men-in-the-street are not allowed to make a
fire|” This saying formerly used by.Chinese peas-
ants to denounce oppression by the cruel feudal
lords has become the guide-line for the Peking
rulers in their attempt to realize their expansionist
and hegemonist ambitions. _

Chinese leaders are now striving to hold aloft
the big-nation banner in order to rally the various
factions and carry out their “four modernizations”

‘plan. Externally, they are making all-out efforts
to carry out their expansionist policy in Indochina
and South-East Asia, colluding with imperialist and
other reactionary forces, first of all the United
States, to oppose the Soviet Union and the world
.- -revolution, in the hope of obtaining as much West-
" ern capital and technology as possible for the reali-
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sation of their “four modernizations” plan and ex-
pansionist hegemonist schemes. :

A China intoxicated by the big-nation mentality
and by the expansionist and hegemonist policy of
her rulers, whatever trend of development she may
follow, poses a threat not only to the national in-
dependence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of
each country in Indochina, South-East Asia and
South Asia and a threat to peace and stability in
this region, but also to the diverse interests of other
countries including those of countries which, going
by immediate benefits, are chiming in with Chinese
leaders in opposing Viet Nam, Laos and Kampu-
chea. Some clear-sighted Western politiclans and
businessmen have just warned their governments
of the possible heavy consequences should China fall

into yet another internal political crisis, but they |

failed to mention the much heavier consequences
for the interests of the countries of the world

brought about by the Chinese leaders’ expansionist -

policy. :

Over several thousand years in the past, Viet
Nam had been invaded scores of times by Chinese
emperors. . The Vietnamese people clearly see the
Chinese leaders” dark designs and they never
glacken their vigilance. Even when the U.S. impe-
rialists escalated their war of aggression to its peak,
the Vietnamese people, though facing innumerable
difficulties, resolutely turned down the Chinese
leaders’ offer to send to Viet Nam 200,000 troops
and enough trucks to ensure military transport from
the North to the South of Viet Nam. The Vietnamese
people have firmly maintained their line of inde-
pendence and sovereignty, despite all ‘pressure,
co;;ert or overt, direct or indirect, by the Chinese
rulers. '
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III

Although their war of aggression against Viet
Nam in February 1979 was a pitiful military and
political defeat, the Chinese leaders are still fran-
tically carrying out their anti-Viet Nam policy. At
the negotiations on problems in the relations be-
tween the two countries, the Chinese side kept
showing a Dbig-nation attitude, and arrogantly
threatened “to feach Viet Nam another lesson”. At
the same time, they have been trying by every
possible means to restore the Pol Pot-Teng Sary ge-
nocidal regime which has been overthrown by the
Kampuchean people, and threatening to invade the
People’'s Democratic Republic of Laos, with the aim
of keeping pressure on Viet Nam from all sides.

“Nothing is more precious than independence and
freedom”. The Vietnamese people are determined
to. defend their independence, sovereignty and ter-
~ ritorial integrity, to maintain their correct line of
independence, sovereignty and international solida-
rity, to smash all acts of aggression of any reaction-
ary force and to foil all expansionist schemes aimed
at subjugating Viet Nam.

The Vietnamese people, struggling for a just
cause, have the invincible strength of national unity,
combined with the great strength of the three revo-
lutionary currents which have been foiling step by
step .all schemes of intervention, enslavement and
aggression of imperialism, colonialism, neo-colonial-
ism, expansionism  and hegemonism, and changing
. the map of Asia, Africa and Latin America, The

¥ 'Chinese :expansionists will certainly invite upon

themselves still heavier defeats if they do. not draw
timely and necessary conclusions -from the recent
failure of their anti-Viet Nam policy. In the present
era, any country, big or small, is part of a whole
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of human society. The Peking expansionists cannot
lay their hands on Viet Nam without provoking
mankind as a2 whole, without challenging the whole
socialist system, the national liberation movement
and .the world people’s front for peace, national in-
dependence, democracy and social progress. The
peoples of the socialist countries, countries of natio-
nal independence and peace- and justice-loving peo-
ple throughout the world have been and will be on
the Vietnamese people’s side.

By using the former Chinese emperors’ deceptive
policy of “making friends with those far away to
attack those nearby”, coupled with many other
crafty manceuvres, Chinese rulers may still cover
up their expansionist face for some time. But sooter
or later, the peoples of South-East Asia will realize
that Peking's hostile policy toward Viet Nam is a
threat to the independence, sovereignty and terri-
torial integrity not only of Viet Nam, but also of
other countries in the region. It must still be fresh
in everybody's mind that Peking had used its fifth
column—the Hoa—to stir up political and economic
disturbances in many countries in South-East Asia
before using these tactics in Viet Nam. '

" 1s it not clear enough that while concentrating
their efférts to oppose Viet Nam, they are also
crudely interfering in the internal affairs of many
other countries in Asia? S

Genuine Chinese communists, and the Chinese
people, who have constantly ‘been misled by the
Peking ruling clique over ‘the past 30 years, since
the People’s Republic of China came into being,
will sooner or later see the truth and will stand
on the Vietnamese people’s side, and support the
just struggle of the Vietnamese people. .
“The Vietnamese ‘people’s just struggle against -§
bignation expansionism and great power hegemon- .




ism practised by the reactionaries in the Peking
ruling circles, for the defence of their independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity and for contri-
buting to the defence of peace and stability in
South-East Asia and in the world, is a long and
arduous struggle, but it will surely be crowned W1th
glorious victory. .

Viet Nam today will stand firm and contmue to
develop, in spite of all the devilish schemes of the
Peking rulers, as it has stood firm and continued
to. develop over the past 4,000 years in the face
of continual invasions by Chinese emperors. ;

The peoples of Viet Nam and China will certamly
live in peace, friendship and cooperation in keeping
with the- aspirations of the people of the two coun-
tries and the interests of peace m South-East Agid
and in the world
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