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LOOKING AHEAD. One of the signs carried in march in Chicago
to end the war in Vietnam. March was largest so far for the
windy city.

8,000 in Chicago
Protest Viet War

By Herman Porter

CHICAGO, March 26 — The
largest and most important Chica-
go demonstration against the war
in Vietnam took place yesterday,
when some 8,000 people marched
through the downtown area and
then attended a rally addressed by
Rev. Martin Luther King and
Emil Mazey of the United Auto-
mobile Workers.

The demonstrators began assem-
bling before noon at State Street
along Wacker Drive. The march
began shortly after 1 p.m. The
march was led by King and two
other speakers at the rally — Dr.
Benjamin Spock, co-chairman of
SANE; and Patricia Griffith, who
visited Hanoi recently — along
with Jack Spiegel and Marjorie
Rosenberg, co-chairmen of the
March 25th Peace Parade Com-
mittee, and Al Raby, Chicago civil
rights figure.

The most outstanding charac-
teristic of the demonstrators was
their youth. The majority of them
were in their teens or twenties.

The march proceeded along
State Street through the entire
Loop, the heart of the downtown
business district, and was seen
there by an estimated 250,000
people. There was no sign of hos-
tility from the vast majority of
spectators. They exhibited rather
an attitude of not unfriendly in-
terest. There were only a few
small bands of hecklers, and an
occasional individual who made
hostile remarks.

The rally was held in the Coli-
seum, in a hall seating 5,500. It
was filled to more than capacity
with many seated on the stairs
and standing along the walls. A
number of people were turned
away at the door.

Rev. King, who gave the prin-
cipal address lasting about an
hour, was given a standing ova-
tion when he was introduced and
at the conclusion of his talk.

King characterized the war in
Vietnam as a “war that seeks to
turn the clock of history back and
perpetuate white colonialism.”

He described some of the hor-
rors perpetrated against the Viet-
namese in this war, a “war in
which American soldiers die in
mounting numbers.” And he con-
cluded, “these casualties should
be enough for all men to rise up
in indignation.”

King answered the claim that
“we are fighting for freedom and
democracy” in Vietnam. He re-
viewed some of the history of the
struggle of the Vietnamese for in-
dependence and of U.S. interven-
tion in Vietnam. Mention of Ho
Chi Minh drew applause from the
young audience, which generally
liked the stronger statements of
the speakers.

King went on to talk about the

effects of the war at home. “The
hopes of the Great Society have
been shot down on the battlefields
of Vietnam,” he said. “The poor
— white and black — bear the
brunt of the burden of the war,”
he pointed out.
. King contrasted the full parti-
cipation of Negroes in the fight-
ing and dying in Vietnam with
the discrimination against Negroes
in American society generally.

The civil rights leader ended

(Continued on Page 5)

Hanoi Exposes Phony
Johnson ‘Peace’ Plan

By Dick Roberts

On March 21, the government
of north Vietnam released the
texts of an exchange of letters be-
tween Lyndon Johnson and Ho
Chi Minh which took place secret-
ly Feb. 8-15. The complete text of
the north Vietnamese letter in
reply to Johnson is printed on
page 3.

The occasion has been seized by
administration apologists to bol-
ster the propaganda drive that
Johnson is only “seeking peace”
in Vietnam while Hanoi is “press-
ing the war.” According to New
York Times correspondent Tom
Wicker, for example:

“...the letters show that Presi-
dent Johnson made a direct and
specific proposal for the beginning
of negotiations, and that Ho Chi
Minh rejected it with a demand
that the U.S. not only stop bomb-
ing north Vietnam, but also cease
all ‘acts of war’ against it before
talks could begin.”

“On a slightly more sophisti-
cated level,” Wicker adds, “it was
noticed here that the administra-
tion kept the exchange private de-
spite the temptation it must have
felt to talk about Ho Chi Minh’s
letter . . . This appears to add to
the sincerity of the White House,
since it put its regard for diplo-
matic protocol . . . above its politi-
cal needs.”

Apparently Wicker is bucking
for a job on the White House press
staff. As to the political realities
surrounding the Johnson-Ho ex-
change, his analysis could not be
further from the truth.

In actual fact, Johnson’s letter
revealed a significant hardening of
Washington’s stated position to-
wards negotiations; Ho Chi Minh’s
reply — in the face of escalated
bombing — reiterated the position
Hanoi had publicly expressed over
and over again.

It must be remembered that
Johnson’s letter was written prior
to the Wilson-Kosygin talks on
Vietnam in London Feb. 6-13. Dur-
ing those talks, Washington’s
avowed position on negotiations
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Syndicated columnists Robert
Allen and Paul Scott have outdone
their wildest news “scoops.” Their
March 17 column disclosed: “Pres-
ident Johnson is being warned to
expect two new offensives against
the administration’s expanding war
effort. Both attacks — a north
Vietnam military offensive and
intensified antiwar demonstrations
in the U.S. — will be launched
almost simultaneously. Timing of
these drives . . , is believed to be
more design than coincidence . . .

“The latest intelligence from the
U.S. military command in Saigon
pinpoints April 8 to 15 as the
jumping-off time for the north
Vietnamese offensive. This is the
same period picked by the Spring
Mobilization Movement [sic] and
the Student Anti-Vietnam Com-
mittee [sic] for anti-bombing and
anti-draft demonstrations through-
out the U.S.

was that Hanoi would have to
give specific promises of what it
was willing to concede before
Washington would let up on the
bombing (see Feb. 13 Militant).
But Johnson’s letter, which was
dated Feb. 2 and delivered to the
north Vietnamese embassy in Mos-

cow Feb. 8, went much further
in its demands.
Johnson declared:

“I am pre-
pared to order a cessation of
bombing against your country, and
the stopping of further augmenta-
tion of U.S. forces in south Viet-
nam as soon as I am assured that
infiltration into south Vietnam by
land and by sea has been stopped.”
(Emphasis added.)

In other words, Johnson would
stop the bombing and negotiate
only after he was “assured” that
Hanoi had cut off any and all aid

“Administration insiders say
these Vietnam developments, al-
though disturbing to the President,
have reinforced his conviction he
is on the right track in Vietnam.”

Pass the sugar cubes. When some
columnists turn on, they tune in
on some real “news”!
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Four hundred members of the
Baptist Ministers Conference meet-
ing at the Convent Baptist Church
in Harlem March 20 voted to en-
dorse the Spring Mobilization
Against the War in Vietnam. The
ministers acted after hearing
Ralph D. Abernathy, Southern
rights leader, and a vice chair-
man of the Spring Mobilization
Committee.

[ ]

The Peace Train to New York
for the April 15 Mobilization will
leave from Cleveland Union Ter-
minal on Friday, April 14 at 7:30

Where to Mobilize April 15

SAN FRANCISCO

NEW YORK

Assemble at Sheeps Meadow,
Central Park 11 a.m. March to
UN at noon. UN rally 3 p.m.

Assemble 2nd & Market Sts.,
10 a.m. March via Market St. to
Kezar Stadium for 1 p.m. rally

to the National Liberation Front.

The secret terms were: Johnson
would have to be convinced that
Hanoi had ceased all aid to the
freedom fighters in the southern
part of the country before talks
could begin. The bombing of north
Vietnam would continue until
Johnson was so convinced, with
no guarantee what it would take
to convince him.

The public terms were: “We
would be glad to explore any re-
ciprocal action that they or any
of their spokesmen would care to
suggest . . . We’d like to have a
cease-fire; we’d be very glad to
stop our bombing . . .” This was
Johnson’s version of U.S. terms
given in a press conference, Feb.
2 the same day the secret letter
was sent!

And as if this hypocrisy wasn’t
enough, it must also be pointed
out that Johnson ordered the re-
sumption of U.S. bombing before
Hanoi answered the letter. John-
son’s letter was delivered in Mos-
cow Feb. 8. Bombing was resumed
at 12:07 p.m. Feb. 13, less than
five days later. Ho Chi Minh’s
answer came Feb. 15, with bombs
already raining down on north
Vietnamese cities.

That leaves the question about
how sincere Washington is, even
in its own arrogant terms. We re-
peat what we wrote the day the
bombing started up: “It was al-
most as though Johnson was afraid
that if he waited a few hours
longer, some °‘signal’ for peace
talks might actually have come
from Hanoi.”

The lesson of these events is a
long, long way from demonstrat-
ing the “sincerity of the White
House.” What they show is why
the White House is so anxious to
preserve the norms of “diplomatic
protocol” in their behind-the-
scenes effort to blackmail the Viet-
namese. Hanoi stated that the let-
ters were revealed “with a view
to exposing to world public opin-
ion the stubborness and perfidy of
the U.S. rulers.” The point is well
taken.

p.m. It will arrive in Buffalo at
10:45 p.m. and be joined by a
similar train from Detroit. The
combined train will stop at Roch-
ester at 12:20 a.m. and Syracuse
at 1:50 a.m., arriving in New
York 7:30 a.m. April 15. Departure
time from Grand Central Station
will be 10:30 p.m., arriving back
in Cleveland, Sunday at 10:45 a.m.

Twenty Greyhound buses will
be leaving Cleveland for New York
from the Public Mall in down-
town Cleveland on Friday evening
at 9, arriving in New York about
ten hours later. They will return
to Cleveland on Saturday evening
at 10,

It is hoped that those who leave
by bus will come to the Cleveland
Union Station at 7:30 p.m. to see
the Peace Train off.

The round-trip train fare from
Cleveland will be $30 for adults,
$20 for students, and $15 for chil-
dren. Bus tickets are $20.

If a sufficient number of re-
quests are received, an attempt
will be made to charter a plane
to leave Cleveland Saturday morn-
ing. Estimated cost will be around
$45 per person round trip.

Direct all inquiries to Spring
Mobilization Committee, 10616 Eu-
clid Ave., Suite 317, Phone 231-
4635.

[ ]

The Pennsylvania Railroad has

advised the Spring Mobilization
(Continued on Page 6)
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Some 90 members of the United
Packinghouse Workers of Ameri-
ca, a third of them women, have
won a six-month strike against
the Western Iowa Pork Co. in Har-
lan, Iowa. Although a small-scale
action, the event had unusual sig-
nificance because it was a fight
remindful of labor’s best days.

The walkout began Aug. 18,
1966, after UPWA ousted a com-
pany union in a Labor Board elec-
tion and Western Iowa Pork re-
fused to meet with its negotiating
committee. Last October the com-
pany tried to use imported strike-
breakers and enraged pickets
stormed the plant, driving the
scabs off. Later a federal judge
jssued an order to the effect that
the plant owners ought to at least
talk with the union. A meaningless
pretense at bargaining followed in
which the company sat tight, hop-
ing to starve out the workers,

A Dbroad segment of organized
labor in Iowa supported the strik-
ers, raising over $6,000 in cash
and 11,000 pounds of canned goods
and other foodstuffs to help out.
Union pilgrimages were arranged
to bring donations to Harlan, con-
duct a solidarity parade through
the town and hold meetings with
the strikers. When the company
made it impossible for the union
to secure space in town for a
headquarters or supply depot, the
foodstuffs donated were stored in
basements of various strikers.

A contract settlement has now
been reached, effective Feb. 27.
It provides an immediate hourly
wage increase of 37 cents, a fur-
ther raise of 9 cents in 1968 and
the same in 1969, a three-year
total of 55 cents an hour. There is
also a costofliving escalator

clause.
* * *

Louis Harris, a well-known poll-
ster, reports that “The general
public, by better than 4 to 1,
shares the dominant view of union
members that wages would be
Jower if there were no unions.
When asked to register their views
. . . the public came down con-
clusively for the right to strike.”
Harris reported the following re-
sults in a current poll:

FAVOR RIGHT TO STRIKE
Public Members
General right

to strike % 84%
Right to strike:
Newspapers 76 85
Airlines 71 83
Railroads 69 89
Government 48 60
* * *

Strike activity in 1966 was high-
er than in 1965, according to the
Bureau of Labor Statistics. The
number of walkouts was up from
3,963 in 1965 to 4,200 in 1966; the
number of employes affected in-
creased over the year from 1.6
million to 1.8 million.

The number of strikes begin-
ning in 1966 was the highest for
any year since 1955, and the strike
idleness figure was the highest
since 1959. Twenty-eight major
stoppages (involving 10,000 or

more workers each) started in
1966, as compared with 20 that
began in 1965.

The longest major strike (80
days) started in July in the con-
struction industry in Atlanta, Ga.
The shortest one (one day) took
place in February in the state-
wide strike of Kentucky public
schools.

Total man-days of idleness due
to strikes increased from 23.3 mil-
lion in 1965 to 25 million in 1966.

* k%

In a Woodworkers strike against
the Long Lake Lumber Co. at Spo-
kane, Wash., the company has de-
manded a so-called “management
rights” clause designed to negate
any working agreement it might
sign. The company’s formulation
reads:

“The sole and exclusive rights
of management which are not
abridged by this Agreement shall
include but are not limited to its
right to determine the existence
or non-existence of facts which
are the basis of a management
decision to . ..

“Determine the number of hours
per day or per week operations
shall be carried on . ..

“Establish and change work
schedules and assignments . . .

“Transfer, promote or demote
employes . . .

“Lay off, terminate, or other-
wise relieve employes from duty
for lack of work or other legiti-
mate reasons . . .

“Suspend, discharge, or other-
wise discipline employes . . .

“And otherwise to take such
measures as management may de-
termine to be necessary for the
orderly, efficient and profitable
operation of its business.”

L .

According to a special message
Johnson sent to Congress on Feb.
16, “More than 40 million work-
ers on the payroll of American in-
dustry are now participating in
private welfare and pension plans
. . . These private plans . . . ac-
count for assets of $90 billion.”

Johnson asked legislation ex-
panding the “enforcement and in-
vestigatory” police powers of the
Secretary of Labor over these
plans. He failed to mention re-
commendations made by a special
Presidential Committee that bene-
ficiaries have a vested interest in
their funds and that benefits be
made portable from one pension
plan to another. Industrial cor-
porations have opposed the latter
recommendations.

%* ok *

A step toward a full merger has
been taken by the International
Typographical Union and the In-
ternational Printing Pressmen,
each with a membership of about
122,000, They have agreed to sub-
mit unresolved jurisdictional dis-
putes to arbitration. Neither union
will allow its members to work
for an employer who refuses to
abide by jurisdiction or work as-
signments agreed upon by the two
unions.

cialist magazine
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Gov't Indicts 7
For Ga. SNGG
Viet Protest

Seven black civil rights work-
ers have been indicted by the fed-
eral government for their parti-
cipation in an antiwar demonstra-
tion in Atlanta, Ga., last August.
They face a maximum of six years
in prison and fines running to
$11,000 if convicted on charges of
“injuring government property”
and “interfering with the Univer-
sal Military Training and Service
Act.” The federal charges follow
a series of prosecutions by local
racists.

The seven young men, all SNCC
workers, participated in a demon-
stration on Aug. 17 at the 12th
Army headquarters in Atlanta,
which houses the local induction
center. They were protesting the
Vietnam war and the dispropor-
tionately high percentage of black
men being drafted. On two pre-
vious mornings chemicals were
poured on the demonstrators and
they were spat on from the second
floor of the induction center.

Twelve Arrested

Police arrested 12 of the demon-
strators. Ten of the youths re-
ceived three month sentences on
charges of ‘“disorderly conduct,”
“resisting arrest” and “refusing to
obey an officer.” One SNCC work-
er, Johnny Wilson, was charged
with “insurrection,” a state charge
which carries the death penalty.
The U.S. Supreme Court has twice
ruled this Georgia law unconstitu-
tional. Four of the demonstrators,
including Wilson, were also
charged with “assaulting an offi-
cer.”

Wilson was sentenced on Feb.
3 to three years on a Georgia chain
gang on the assault charge. The
other three received $400 fines.

The ten who were convicted
served two of their three month
sentences before an appeal bond
for their release was issued. Even
then, the local judge refused to
free them. The demonstrators say
they were subjected to harass-
ment and discrimination while in
jail.

Now seven of these young men
face prosecution from the federal
government. SNCC has issued an
appeal on their behalf, stating
that: “They were simply protest-
ing the genocide of the Viet-
namese people and the genocide
of their own people in this coun-
try.”

Contributions can be sent to:
Student Nonviolent Coordinating
Committee, Bail Fund, 360 Nelson
St. S.W., Atlanta, Ga. 30313.

Labor’s
Giant
Step

— 20 Years
Of the CIO

By Art Preis

The dramatic story of the
birth and establishment of mass
industrial unionism comes to
life in this comprehensive,
swiftly-paced historical work by
an outstanding labor and so-
cialist journalist.

[ ]
538 pp.
$7.50

MERIT PUBLISHERS
5 East 3rd Street
New York, N. Y. 10003
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Why MacBird Bugs the Critics

MacBird, the satirical play by
Barbara Garson that is still a best
seller in printed form, is now
being staged for the first time at
the Village Gate Theater in New
York. A colorful, competent cast
breathes vigorous life into this
political drama framed in Shakes-
pearian situations and phrases.
The play is uproariously funny
but it touches on serious, thought-
provoking matters.

The play pivots around the
struggle for supreme power by
the contending factions in the top
circles of the U.S. government.
Their identities are thinly dis-
guised by the quaint names, garish
garb and clownish behavior of
the principal characters, “Ken
O’Dunc” who heads one side in
the Democratic Party represents
the Kennedy dynasty, whose
younger brothers are lined up for
continuous succession to the high-
est office. “MacBird” is the rootin’
tootin’ leader of the Johnson
clique.

Assassination Plot

Despite the scandalous implica-
tion that MacBird and his wife
plotted the assassination of Ken
O’Dunc, this incident is not the
central theme of the play. The
bloody deed simply dramatizes the
deadly feud between what amounts
to royal families enmeshed in pal-
ace intrigues for possession of the
throne. That is the real scandal in
this “land of democracy.”

Garson’s underlying political
point is that both groups are ra-
pacious self-seekers, equally com-
mitted to the interests of the rul-
ing class and contemptuous of the
electorate they manipulate and de-
ceive. Both tell whatever lies and
commit whatever criminal deeds
are required at home and abroad
to ensure imperialist rule. Mean-
while they mouth hypocritical
declarations of love for each other
and profess undying devotion to
the American people.

Many of the reviewers of the
New York press are bitterly in-
dignant at this impartial exposure
of the whole pack of Democratic
politicians. Arching their backs
and extending their claws, they
are hissing and sputtering like a
cat confronted by a strange dog.
They stigmatize the play and the
author as infantile, anarchic, un-
couth, untruthful, ugly, tasteless,
incompetent, irresponsible and
outrageous. According to Richard
Watts in the liberal New York
Post, its theme is “by no means a
laughing matter.” And Walter
Kerr in the New York Times be-
lieves it borders on ‘“treason.”

These critics are unnerved be-
cause not a single idol of the lib-
erals is left unscathed. Not only

MACBIRD, as played by Stacy
Keach.

the Kennedys but the prestigious
“Earl of Warren,” the peace-
mongering “Wayne of Morse,” and
the craven middle-of-the-roader
“Egg of Head” Stevenson are
stripped of their fig leaves. The
“unkindest cut of all” is reserved
for these apologists, who put up a
show of resistance but then capit-
ulate before the Democratic Party
Caesars.

Press Viewpoint

The gentlemen of the press
would applaud the lampooning of
one or another corrupt politician.
But to show them all as cut from
the same cloth is repugnant to
them. The fact that the venality
and cynicism of these prominent
personages is more forceful and
impressive in the performance of
the play than the reading of the
text, testifies to the skill of the
director and his cast.

This boisterous play has its
tragic aspects. The most powerful
nation in the world is governed
by such scoundrels at this most
critical juncture of history. The
audiences packing the theater are
getting this message while enjoy-
ing the fun. According to predic-
tions, the play will have a long
and successful run.

The production is directed by
Roy Levine. William Devane ap-
pears as Robert Ken O’Dunc and
Stacy Keach stars as MacBird.

—Evelyn Reed

“The most beautiful thing in the
world is freedom of speech.”
—Diogenes.

cloth $4.50
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A BARROOM DISCUSSION

The Worker Reviews MacBird

By Harry Ring

The other night I dropped in at
an East Side bar which seems to
be a hangout for a couple of old-
time supporters of the Communist
Party. One of them, Max, had just
come from a performance of Bar-
bara Garson’s MacBird and was
very excited. The other fellow,
Stanley, seemed to take a some-
what dim view of the play.

Max was going on about how
the play really rips apart the
whole system and Stanley was
saying rather quietly, “Yes, it is
quite a brilliant work.”

Max’s face clouded with anger
as he got onto the subject of the
violent attack on the play by Wal-
ter Kerr of the New York Times.
“Can you feature that bum,” he
exclaimed, “He said it’s not only
a bad play but it’s practically trea-
son!”

“You have to understand, Max,”
Stanley responded, “bourgeois cri-
tics are limited by their political
prejudices. Their lack of a correct
political outlook prevents them
from seeing the artistic merit of
a work in an objective way.”

“Yeah, they sure do. What did
you think of that great volleyball
scene where the Kennedys make
Johnson look like a real stumble-
bum?”

Two Yiewpoints

"“The author is casting
about in the dark, her re-
volver going off repeatedly
in all directions . . ."—From
Walter Kerr's New Times
review of MacBird.

"Despite its brilliant
writting the play comes
close to being just one an-
gry blast." — From Doug-
lass Archer's review in The
Worker.

“Volleyball scene?”

“Yeah, the volleyball
Stanley. Didn’t you see it?”

“Well, actually, Max, I didn’t
see the play. But I did read the
Worker review of it.”

“The Worker reviewed it?
Great. I hope they give it a good
boost.”

“Oh yes, Max. Douglass Archer
reviews it in the March 21 issue.
I've got it here. He calls it an ‘ex-
traordinary parody, ‘a stunning
satire on modern American poli-
tics,” written with ‘consummate
literary skill.’”

“That’s fine. Frankly,

scene,

I was

Text of Ho Letter

Your Excellency,

On Feb. 10, 1967, I received your
message. This is my reply.

Vietnam is thousands of miles
away from the United States. The
Vietnamese people have never
done any harm to the United
States. But contrary to the pledges
made by its representative at the
1954 Geneva conference, the U.S.
government has ceaselessly inter-
vened in Vietnam.

It has unleashed and intensified
the war of aggression in south
Vietnam with a view to prolonging
the partition of Vietnam and turn-
ing south Vietnam into a neo-
colony and a military base of the
U.S. For over two years now, the
U.S. government has with its air
and naval forces carried the war
to the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam, an independent and sov-
ereign country.

The U.S. government has com-
mitted war crimes, crimes against
peace and against mankind. In
south Vietnam, half a million U.S.
and satellite troops have resorted
to the most inhuman weapons and
the most barbarous methods of
warfare, such as napalm, toxic
chemicals and gases, to massacre
our compatriots, destroy crops and
raze villages to the ground.

In north Vietnam, thousands of
U.S. aircraft have dropped hun-
dreds of thousands of tons of
bombs, destroying towns, villages,
factories, roads, bridges, dikes,
dams and even churches, pagodas,
hospitals, schools. In your mes-
sage, you apparently deplored the
sufferings and destructions in
Vietnam.

New Edition

THE
LW.W.

May I ask you: Who has per-
petrated these monstrous crimes?
It is the U.S. and satellite troops.
The U.S, government is entirely
responsible for the extremely
serious situation in Vietnam. The
U.S. war of aggression against the
Vietnamese people constitutes a
challenge to the countries of the
socialist camp, a threat to the
national independence movement
and a serious danger to peace in
Asia and the world.

The Vietnamese people deeply
love independence, freedom and
peace. But in the face of the U.S.
aggression, they have risen up,
united as one man. Fearless of
sacrifices and hardships, they are
determined to carry on their re-
sistance until they have won
genuine independence and free-
dom and true peace,

Our just cause enjoys strong
sympathy and support from the
peoples of the whole world, in-
cluding broad sections of the
American people, The U.S. gov-
ernment has unleashed the war
of aggression in Vietnam. It must
cease this aggression. That is the
only way to the restoration of
peace.

The U.S. government must stop
definitively and unconditionally its
bombing raids and all other acts
of war against the DRV, withdraw
from south Vietnam all U.S. and
satellite troops, and let the Viet-
namese people settle themselves
their own affairs.

Such [is the basic] content of
the four-point stand of the gov-
ernment of the DRV, which em-
bodies the essential principles and
provisions of the 1954 Geneva
agreements on Vietnam, It is the
basis of a correct political solu-
tion to the Vietnam problem.

In your message, you suggested
direct talks between the DRV and
the U.S. If the U.S. government
really wants these talks, it must
first of all stop unconditionally
its bombing raids and all other
acts of war against the DRV. It

is only after the unconditional ces-
sation of the U.S. bombing raids
and all other acts of war against
the DRV that the DRV and the
U.S. would enter into talks and
discuss questions concerning the
two sides.

The Vietnamese people will
never submit to force, they will
never accept talks under the threat
of bombs. Our cause is absolutely
just. It is to be hoped that the
U.S. government will act in ac-
cordance with reason,

By James P. Cannon

35 cents

MERIT PUBLISHERS
5 East 3rd St.
New York, N.Y. 10003

afraid the Party would think the
play was a little too far out.”

“Oh no. However, as a Marxist
critic, Archer does point out where
the play fails to reflect life itself.
For example, he states: ‘... despite
the force of literary slings and
poetic arrows, Macbird does not
accurately reflect the current
American political scene.’”

“Yeah, well she’s not a Party
person and it’s only a play, not a
big theoretical work. But she real-
ly does show how these capitalist
politicians are all alike.”

“That does appear to be a point
she’s quite persistent about.”

“Right, Stanley. She really
shows what a bunch of phonys
those Kennedys are!”

“Yes, she does seem to have an
antipathy to the Kennedy family.
As Archer puts it, ¢ ..in venting
justified anger on the heads of our
power-hungry mercurial politi-
cians, Miss Garson throws the
whole establishment into one pot
and the Johnsons and the Kenne-
dys in the same bag to boot.’ ”

Head Man

“She really does, Stanley. When
you see that play it really hits
you how the only thing that di-
vides that gang is which one’s
going to be head man.”

“I know, Max, I know. But as
Archer explains so beautifully,
‘She sees no difference between
these vying political forces at this
critical time. They are all equally
guilty in MacBird.” Why, accord-
ing to Archer, she carries it to
the point where Kennedy, ‘after
declaring himself to be ruthless
and heartless causes the death of
MacBird, lifts aloft the fallen
MacBird banner and in grand pro-
cession leaves the stage.””

“That’s right, Stanley. It’s a
great scene!”

“No, Max, it’s

“Wrong?”

“Certainly. As Archer states it,
‘...the Kennedys need no protec-
tion from us and we’re not offer-
ing it. But the fact of the matter
is that Robert Kennedy has raised
the banner of virtually open op-
position to the Johnson administra-
tion’s dirty war.””

Kennedy Plan

“But Stanley, the guy’s strictly
a phony! All he proposed was to
suspend the bombing for a while
and then if Hanoi doesn’t start
negotiating like we want, to really
give it to them.”

“That may possibly be. But
that’s not the point. Archer says
that the difference between Ken-
nedy and Johnson could be the
difference between world peace
and World War III. And he states
quite frankly, ‘That Miss Garson
fails to see this is not only a ma-
jor political weakness in the play
but a major creative one too.”

“Stanley, that sounds almost like
Walter Kerr in the Times!”

“Perhaps, but the fact that other
people agree with us is no deter-
rent to expressing our Marxist
view.”

“But Stanley, all she’s doing is
telling it like it is. Are we against
that?”

“Not necessarily. But there is
such a thing as artistic responsi-
bility. Archer points it out. He
concludes his review: °...nothing
is sacred and everyone is attacked
with equal abandon.’”

“Don’t you realize, Stanley,
people love it? The theater is
packed every night. They say
three hundred thousand copies of
the book have been sold.”

“Max, we're a vanguard party.
We don’t tail after the masses. All
these people can get isolated from
the mainstream if they want, but
we're not getting caught out in
Yeft field.”

Max sighed wearily. “OK, Stan-
ley. I get it. I guess the Party’s
stand is something like Steven-
son’s in the play. Where he says:
‘I know you think I'm acting like
a toad. But still I choose the
middle of the road.”

dead wrong.”
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North Vietnam and Negotiation

It is the duty of those here in the U.S. who are opposed to
the war, to support the position taken by north Vietnam in
rejecting Johnson’s negotiations proposal. It is true that under
the pressure of the U.S. attack, .north Vietnam may eventually
be forced to negotiate. But we here inside the U.S., must recognize
that the U.S. has no right to impose its will upon Vietnam. To
demand that the U.S. negotiate in Vietnam, or to call upon the
administration to get behind negotiations proposals of Kennedy
or U Thant or anyone else, grants to Johnson a right he does
not have, the right to negotiate the future of Vietnam.

The discussion in the press over the exchange of letters be-
tween Johnson and Ho highlights the danger for the antiwar
movement in demanding that Johnson negotiate to settle the war.
Johnson is willing to negotiate — the surrender of the Viet-
namese. The Vietnamese, by rejecting such negotiations, are now
pictured as the culprits. “Peace-loving’” Johnson now will claim he
has no alternative but to escalate the war until the Vietnamese give
in and come to the conference table. The demand for negotiations
plays right into Johnson’s hands, and takes at least some of the
blame for the war off the U.S. government and places it wrongly
on the shoulders of the Vietnamese victims of the war.

The negotiations demand thus obscures the reality of the
war, and tends to deflect the antiwar movement from its main
target, the administration in Washington which is responsible
for the war and its continuation. We must put the blame where
it lies, and demand that Washington stop its dirty war against the
Vietnamese people, and bring the U.S. troops home now.

The Johnson-Ho Exchange

The disclosure by the north Vietnamese government of the
secret letter from Johnson has exposed the hypocrisy of John-
son’s negotiations offer (see page 1). This “offer” amounts to
demanding that Hanoi abandon the south Vietnamese revolution-
aries before Johnson will stop the bombing or even begin talks.
This implies that the course set by the ruling circles in the U.S.
is to attempt to pound north Vietnam into submission, and drive
Hanoi to the negotiating table on U.S. terms.

In the face of this prospect of continued, intensified bombing,
the stand taken by the government of north Vietnam in releasing
the secret letter and rejecting Johnson’s terms is as courageous
as it is just. The Vietnamese people both north and south who
are resisting the U.S. war machine have earned the admiration
and respect of freedom-loving people everywhere.

The justice of north Vietnam’s stand is indicated by the
simple facts of the war. As Ho Chi Minh said in his letter to
Johnson, “The Vietnamese people have never done any harm to
the United States.” The aggressor in Vietnam is not, certainly, the
Vietnamese either north or south who are fighting for the in-
dependence of their country and for social reform. The only for-
eign troops in Vietnam are those of the U.S. and its satellites. It
is U.S. troops which are attempting to subdue another people,
U.S. bombs which are raining down on another country. The north
Vietnamese government is wholly correct in demanding that
Johnson, if he really wants peace, must stop bombing, must stop
making war, must withdraw U.S. troops from Vietnam.
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