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Pa重t One

VIET NAM IN CHINA’S STRATEGY

The Chinese leaders’acts of open hostility against

Viet Nam, Culminating in their war of aggression

Started on February 17, 1979, have astonished world

Public opinion by血e sudden shift of China’s policy

towards Viet Nam. Yet, this policy shift was to be

expected. It was in fact, a lo9ical development of

the big nation expansionist and 9reat POWer he9e-

monist strategy pursued by血e Chinese leaders over

しhe past three decades.

The world has offered no other example of lead-

ers of a country, Claimin9 tO be ′′ultra-reVOlution-

ary’’rhetoric, While carrying out a countel.-reVOlu輸

tionary′ eXtremely reactionary strategy, aS the Chi-

nese leaders have been doing.

No other leaders in血e world have, On the stra-

tegic plane′ reVerSed their policy of alliances, tum

ing friends into foes and reversely, SO quickly and

thoroughly as has been the case in China.

The Soviet Union which was considered by the

Chinese leaders their major ally is now regarded

as their most dangerous enemy.

U.S. imperialism, formerly considered as the most

dangerous enemy ’’whose character would never
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change′・, is now regarded as a reliable ally′ and the

chihese who are colluding with it have brazenly

declared that China is an ′′Eastem NATO’’・ Those

who formerly called the nationa=iberation move-
ment in Asia, Africa and Latin America a ’’revolu-

tionary storm′′ striking directly at imperialism′ and

affirmed that the revolutionary cause of the inter-

national proletariat in the end depended on the

revoluti。nary Struggle of the peoples in these re-

9ions l, have now joined hands with the imperialists
in trying t。 OPPOSe and wreck the nationa=ibera-

tion movement, SuPPOrting reactionary forces′ SuCh

as dictator Pinochet of Chile, the CIA-backed FNLA

and UNITA in Angola, Shah Pahlevi of Iran′ foster-

ing the genocidal PoI Pot-Ieng Sary clique′ etC. ‥

They have brazenly distorted the origin and char-

acter of　血e national liberation struggle in　血e

world toiday, PreSenting them as the results of the

struggles among the major powers for world hege-

mony and not as the results of the revolutionary

undertaking of nations.

parallel to the reversal of China′s intemational

alliances were ruthless and bloody purges at home,

repression of the opposition which caused repeated

upheavals in the ranks of China’s leaders. Those

who are considered today as genuine revolutionary

leaders, tOmOrrOW may be treated as enemies and

traitors to the Chinese revolution. Some have been

overthrown and reinstated two or three times wi血in

a few years.

The strategy of the Chinese leaders has changed

greatly. One thing′ however′ remains unchanged:

the strategic objective of quickly making China a

丘rst-rate WO音rld power and carrying out big nation

expansionist and greatpower hegemonist designs. At

the Congress of the Chinese Communist Party Cen-

tral Committee in 1956, Chairman Mao Zedong
said:
′′China m“SC become the捌osきhighly detIeloped

cozm毎y jrz che cu克z/raL SCief融fr [e。hnoIogic and

indl《S融aZ窟elds. J江s maCCep紘bIe fhac a克er a feu,

decades C肱zta !tJ班　zto‡ beco脇e the　期l囲ber　&te

poαler iまれhe砂Orld.’’

Later, in September 1959, Chairman Mao Zedong
also said at the Conference of the Army Central

Commi廿ee of血e Chinese Communist Party.

′’We Hzz/St COrZq乙(er Che earとh,妨s js ozJr Objec訪ue.’ノ

Immediately after the founding of the People’s

Republic of China on October l, 1949, the Peking

rulers have stepped up the realization of their stra-

tegic objective. Though China’s economy was still

backward, they have done their utmost to build a

Strategic nuclear force since the late 1950’s, and

are now speeding up the ’’modemization’’ of the

armed forces,血e manufacturing and stockpiling of

nuclear weapons. In the economic field, bo血　the
’’Great Leap Forward’’ of 1958　and the recently

announced ′’Four Modemizations’’pursue血e same

Strategic objective of expansion and hegemony.

I-VIET NAM IN CHINA’s GLOBAL STRATEGY

If the Chinese leaders in their global strategy

consider the Soviet Union and the U.S. as major
rivals to be defeated, they regard Viet Nam as an

important opponent to be subdued and conquered

so that their strategic interest may be secured.
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In the early 1950’s, When the Chinese leaders

started reconstruction to rapidly transform China

into a world power, they had to cope with the U.S.

war of aggression against Korea in the North′ and

the threat to China’s security in the South by the

French coIonialist war of aggression in Viet Nam.

At the same time, the United States, the ring-1eader

of the imperialist forces, aCting as an intemational

gendarme, WaS PurSuing a hostile policy towards
China, making great e任orts to encircle and isolate

that country.

The victorious resistance war waged by the peo-

ples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea against the
French coIonialists led to the 1954　Geneva Con-

ference on Indochina. The French were afraid that

a total victory of the Vietnamese people could lead

to the collapse of their coIonial empire. China was

the main supplier of ams to Viet Nam by the end
of the resistance war against the French coIonialists.

And it took advantage of this situation to音aCt aS

the principal negotiator with the French imperiaト

ists, and colluding with the latter, tO WOrk out a

solution advantag∞uS tO China and France, but

not to the peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampu-

chea. They sacrificed the interests of the Indochinese

peoples to ensure China’s security in the South, tO

carry out the design of controlling Viet Nam and

Indochina, and at the same time to secure the role

of a great power in settling intemational affairs,

particularly in Asia. A=he Geneva Conference, the
first part of which dealt with the Korean problem,

the People’s Republic of China for the first time was

on an equal footing with the f。ur big powers which

are permanent members of the U.N. Seourity

Council.

This was a good opportunity for血e Chinese

leaders to expand their influence in Asia and Africa.

0

At the same time.血ey sou9ht contact with血e

U.S. imperialists throu9h the direct negotiations

begun in Geneva and later continued in War§aW.

After the 1954 Geneva Agreements were signed,

the U.S. imperialists §Ough亡to interfere more and

more in Viet Nam in an a壮empt to tum South

Viet Nam into a newrtype coIony and a U.S. miト

itary base in South-East Asia. The Chinese rulers

Wanted a prolonged partition of Viet Nam. But the

Vietnamese peopIe heroically stood up to fight

against U.S. imperialism, for national §alvation and

gained more and more victories.

In the late 1960’s the U.S. imperialists got bpgged

down in their war of aggression a9ainst Viet Nam,

a war which aggravated the economic, POlitical and

SOCial crisis in血e United States and weakened the

POSition of U.S. imperialism in　血e world.珊is

brought about favourable conditions for a powerful

development of the socialist comtries and of the

WOrld revolutionary movement and made it possib重e

for West European countries and Japan to become

StrOng eCOnOmic rivals of the United States. In face

Of a despeI.ate Situation, President Nixon had to

resort to ′’Vietnamization of the war′′, and leamin9

from the experience of the French imperialists in

1954′ uSed the Chinese in an attempt to se調e the

Vie.t Nam problem to the advantage of U.S. impe-

rialism′血at is′ by wi血drawing U.S. troops from

Viet Nam while maintaining the puppet regime of

Nguyen Van Thieu. The Nixon administration also

Played the Chinese card to exert pressure on the

Soviet Union and to oppose the world revolutionary

The Chinese leaders took advantage of the

Weakening of the United States and the trend of

Nixon’s policy to pursue an anti-Soviet policy, COm-

PrOmise with the Americans and help them se劇e
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血e Viet Nam problem, With a view to creating a

world with three major powers as enVisaged in

Kissinger′s fomula of a ′′mu旭polar world’’′ One

of the three poles being China, and to abolishing

the ・′bi-POlar′・ world, With血e United States and

the Soviet Union, Which came into being after

World War II. At the same time, the Chinese leaders
used the Viet Nam problem to obtain U.S. with-

drawal from Taiwan. Thus reversin9　血eir policy

of alliance音. they, in the first place, Came tO COnSider

the Soviet Union as the main enemy, ProVOked a

border conflict wi血　the Soviet Union in March

1969, and subsequently betrayed Viet Nam a second

time in making a deal with the U.S. to prevent a

total victory of the Vietnamese people" In 1971・血ey

practised ′・p.ingpong diplomacy’′′血en received Kis-

singer in Peking. This was followed by the restora-

tion of China′s status in the United Nations and

the People′s Republic of China becoming one of

the five pemanent members of the Security Council.
This process culminated in U.S. Presiden七Nixon’s

visit to China and　血e Shanghai communique in

February, 1972. Fbr the Peking rulers′　COllusion

with the U.S. imperialists was a crucial step in

carrying out their global strategy.

As after the signing of血e 1954 Geneva AgI.ee-

ments on Indochina, the Chinese leaders, after the

January 1973 Paris Agreement on Viet Nam was
signed, Wanted to maintain the status quo in South

Viet Nam. Therefore, the Vietnamese people’s vic-

tory in 19フ5, Which completely destroyed the U.S.

puppe‡ regime. 1iberated South Viet Nam and reuni-

fied the country, WaS a heavy defeat not only of

the U.S. imperialists but also of the Peking rulers

in the implementation of their global strate9y and

their expansionist and hegemonist designs. Since

血en they have practised a policy of open hostility
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towards Viet Nam, eVen reSOrting to armed attacks.

Thus, OVer the past 30 years′ Viet Nam has been

one of the most important factors in China′s global

strategy. Because Viet Nam held a crucial position

in French strategy in the mid-1950’s and U.S. stra-

tegy in the early 1970′s′ the Chinese leaders have

been playing the Vietnamese ′′card′′′ COlluding with

the imperialists in order to realize their big nation

expansionist and hegemonist designs. At血e same

time, they wanted to secure for China sole controI

of Viet Nam・s resistance war against U.S. imperial-

ism, then the focus of intemational political life′ SO

as to be able to hold high血e ′′anti-imperialism’’

si9nboard, aSSume ′′the leadership 。f world revolu-

tion′・, and diminish the influence of the Soviet

Union.

II-VI蘭NAM IN CHINA’s poLICY TOWARD§

SOUTH-EAST ASIA

south-East Asia, Which has been a traditional

target for Chinese expansionism through血e cen-

turies, is a region which the leaders of the People’s

Republic of China for a long time have dreamt of

C○nquehn9・

In 1936. speaking of his youth to American jour-

nalist Edgar Snow in Yenan′ Mao Zedong told him

how he felt after reading a pamphlet about Japan’s

conquest of Korea and Taiwan′ and the loss of Chi-

nese sovereignty over Indochina′ Burma and many

Other places.
′′Afzer J read脇s, I fe克depressed abo沈f加

庇z4re O白zly COu融y and began fo rea寂e Zha白土

zuas the dzJCy of調zhe peo〆e to Z?e佃sazJe証.′’



A dooument of the Chinese Communist Pa競y

entitled : ′’The Chinese Revolution and血e Commun-

ist Party of China’’, Published in 1939 reads: ′′Ha章l-

宛g defeated China′拐eねzperfaHs仁yo“,erS OCCZ/〆ed

Korea, rainJarZ, Ry訪ey私　Pescadores jsla元s倣まd

Po克Aできh録でi B璃a加occαpied B紺捌a,助録とan a綿d

Hongfrong; afZd Fraz2Ce OCCαpied 4m棚∽. ‥′′

A handbook, ’′Sketch of Modem Chinese Hi§一

tory’’published in Peking in 1954′ included a map

Showin9 Chinese territory to comprise several sur-

rounding countries including those in South-Ea§t

Asia and血e Eastem (Sou血China) Sea area.

The expansionist de§igns of Chinese leaders are

Partioularly dearly expressed by Chairman Mao
Zedong during the 1963 talks with the Vietnamese

Workers’Party delegation in Wu Han:
’′I zt,班beめe Chai捌a綿Of 500融Hjon poor

peasaかきs s∽ding拐e毎00pSわSo沈h-Eas鯵Asia.′′

AIso on this occasion, making a comparison be-

tween Thailand and Szechuan province of China,

Chaiman Mao Zedong said血at血ey were of the

Same Size but the Thai population was only half

Of Szechuan’s. so Ghinese must be sent to Thailand

to settle there. W地regard to Laos, a large but

血inly-POPulated country′ Mao Zedong also血ought

China should do the same thing. He reaffirmed

in a meeting of the Political Bureau of the Chinese

Communist Party Central Committee in August

1965:
’′We rzzusきby c班　means seize Soz′めEasf Asja

in。Iz‘ding So!融VfeきNam, rhaHand, Bz/rma, Ma-

Zaysia and Sjngapoz.e… This regio鋤fs rich宛ra構,

捌aわでials克isブリOrih庇cosおi脚olひed・ A克eでSei名宛g

So庇h-Easc Asia′ g”e canわerease our sとでengih寂

妨s region・ And zt,e Shall be s比o鋤g eztoz‘gh co con-

互o擁che SozJieC-East励rOpeaIZ bIoc,∴ he Eas亡“,ind

Zlリi〃 prezIafZ ozJer fhe Wes士z(Jfnd.’’

重0

In comparison with other parts of the world,

South-East Asia is a region where China enjoys the

most favourable objective conditions and have the

most means and facilities (over 20 million oversea

Chinese, POlitical pardes dependent on the Chinese

Communist Party, rOads leading from China to many

South-East Asian countries. ‥) to carry out her ex-

pansionist and hegemonist policies. It is for thi§

reason血at over the past 30 years, the leaders of

the People’s Republic of China have resorted to nu-

merous manceuvres to achieve expansion in this

region and create conditions for carrying ou=heir
counter-reVOlutionary global strategy.

They have built up a strategic nuclear force, de-

veloped their economic might′ and from a big-nation

position, Will try to use milital.y threats or promises

of economic aid, tO eXert PreSSure On Or buy over

countries in血is region and drag them into their

orbit. They have encroached on血e territorie§ Of

other countries, PrOVOked border conflicts, uSed

their agents or directly sent their troops in an at-

tempt to weaken and subdue countries in the region.

Ready to apply most bafbarous methods′ they used

the PoI Pot-Ieng Sary clique to carry out a genoci-

dal policy in Kampuchea. To further their expan-

sionist and hegemonist policy′ they have made use

of their numerous tooIs in South-East Asia, including

the ′′fifth column′′ constituted by the oveTSeaS Chi-

nese, the so-Called ’′communist’’organizations under

Peking′s orders and the ethnic minorities some of

whom are of Chinese descent.

Regarding血e use of the overseas Chinese, Pe-

king・s intention was most dearly shown in these

words of Foreign Minister Chen Yi:
′′More ihan gO per∴Ce加Of S宛gapore pop訪a!iol!

are ch訪eSe ; Chere are rmore than gOO,000 Chi綿ese

irz a popnda#on of oznr ol~e融Hio綿・ So Singapore
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is a zta青ioz壷z‘擁“p by che Chinese fn the regio古.’’

The Chinese ]eaders have been expIoiting contra-

dictions among various South-East Asian nations ;

they have sought to drive a wedge between the

ASEAN countries and the three countries of the

Indochinese peninsula, tO SOW division between

Malaysia and Indonesia, between Burma and Thai-
1and′ etC… In particular, they have tried to use

for their own expansionist ends the fact that South-

East Asia is one of those regions in the world

Seething with revolution, Where the movement of

nationa1 1iberation is deve宣oping and coIonialism

and imperialism are fast declining" When the French
Were defeated in Viet Nam in 1954, the Chinese

leaders still hoped to maintain the presence of

France′ a Weakened coIonialist power, in South Viet

Nam′ Laos and Kampuchea, in order to prevent the

United States′ ringleader o'f world imperialism, from

Se咄ng foot on Indochina, and to prevent a total

Victory of the three Indochinese countries. When
the Amehcans have been weakened and defeated

in this region′ Peking wanted the U.S. presence to

be maintained in Qrder to establish a Sino-American

COndominium over the countries of this area. In

SO doing′ they were banking on the imperialists

to check the progress of l.eVOlution, tO gradually

fill the so-Called ’’power vacuum’’in South-East Asia

and, later on, tO remOVe their imperialist allies and

SeCure SOle controI of the region. To cover their

dark designs, they deceitfu11y alleged that Soviet

influence had to be contained.

Viet Nam occupies a strategic position in South-

East Asia. The Chinese feudal expansionists have

repeatedly invaded Viet Nam, Seekin9 tO anneX this

COuntry and use it as a springboard for aggression

against other South-East Asian countries. After

World War II. the Communist Party of Viet Nam
WaS the only Communist Party in this region which

SuCCeeded in seizing political power and establishing

a worker-PeaSant State, the first one in this I.egion.

The Vietnamese Revolution exerted great influence

in this area by its victory over the French coIonial-

ists and the U.S. imperialists. The Chinese leaders

attempted to get ho]d of Viet Nam and then of

the whole Indochinese peninsula to open the way

to South-East Asia. In the September 1963 meeting,

in Canton, between the four Communist Parties of

Viet Nam, China, Indonesia and Laos, Premier Zhou

Enlai said :
’′Ou coufZtry js a big ozte, b沈”e haZJe Z70 ZUay

O乙高. rherefore zt’e hope chac zhe Vie鯵Na捌Worfeers’

Parfy 14,III help b1aze che cra先わSoz融-Easj Asia.’’

In order to weaken and get hold of Viet Nam,
the Chinese leaders try their best to undermine the

SOlidarity between the three countries on the Indo-

Chinese peninsula, tO SOW division among them,

Particularly between Laos and Kampuchea on the
One hand and Viet Nam on the other. At the same

time, they try to set other South-East Asian coun-

tries against Viet Nam, tO Slander and vilify Viet

Nam in an attempt to isolate it. The Pekin9 rulers

have been clamouring about their　′′sovereignty′′

OVer Hoang Sa (Paracels) and T則Ong Sa (Spratley)

archipela9OeS. Early in 1974, With U.S. approval,

China attacked and occupied Hoan9 Sa (Paracels)

archipelago, Which is part of Viet Nam’s territory,

in order to gradually establish controI over the

Eastem (South China) Sea, tO Subjugate Viet Nam
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and the whole of South-East Asia, and expIoit the

abundant natural resources in the Eastem Sea re-

9ion.

The Chinese leaders hope to ra11y forces, first in

South-East Asia and event脚]1y all over血e world,

in order to further their global strategy. In the

1960’s, they made 9reat efforts to ra11y forces in

Asia, Africa and Latin America in order to seize
’’1eadership of血e world revolution′′ and to oppose

th6 Soviet Union. To these ends, from 1963, they

did their utmost to convene a conference of eleven

Communist Parties (including eight from South-

East Asia) in an a耽empt to establish a ’’Communist

Intemational’’ controlled by them and to create a
′′Peking-Jakarta-Phnom Penh-Pyongyang-Ha Noi

axis’’・ Toge血er wi血Indonesia, they tried to con-

Vene a ’’Conference of Newly Emerging Forces’’

(CONEFO) with a view to setting up an organiza-
tion in opposition to the United Nations. At the

Same time, they worked for血e holding of a se-

COnd Asian-African conference (to be held in Aト

giers in 1965). But the Chinese leaders failed to
achieve their dark schemes because these ran coun-

ter to the interes主s of the peoples of the world,

Which consist in un咄ng the anti-imperialist forces,

and to the interests of the world revolution, Which

COnSist in streng血ening the socialist system and the

movement of national independence and democracy.

They failed also because they tumbled against Viet

Nam’s unswerving line of independence and so-

Vereignty.

Over the past 30 years,血e Chinese leaders have

COnSidered Viet Nam one of the most important

factors in their strategy. They have sought by a11

POSSible means to gain controI over Viet Nam. This
required that Viet Nam should not be allowed to

become strong: it should be divided, nOt independ-

宣4

ent, but it should be dependent on China. On the

contrary, an independent, unified, PrOSPerOuS and

strong Viet Nam, With a political line of inde-

pendence and sovereignty and a correct line in in-

temational politics would constitute a major

obstacle to the Chinese leaders’global strategy, first

of a11, tO their expansionist policy towards South-

East Asia. That is the reason why the Chinese

leadership has pursued a double policy of helping.

but also hampering the Vietnamese revolution. Each

time Viet Nam won victory over血e imperialists,

they dealt and compromised with the la壮er against

the interests of Viet Nam. It is also the reason why

they have shifted from cove轟OPPOSition to open

hostility to Viet Nam, then brazenly launched a war

Of aggression against Viet Nam.

The Chinese leaders’policy aimed at conquerin9

Viet Nam first into the general framework of Chi-

nese policy towards o血er countries in South-East

Asia and other neighbouring countries. They want

to occupy part of Indian territory, and in fact have

done it in the Sino-Indian war of 1962. They do not

like the prospect of a stron9 India capable of dis-

Puting with them a ′′1eading role’’in Asia and

Africa. They are still seeking to seize Mongolia,
though they have recognized the Mongolian People’s

Republic as an independent state. They want to oc-

CuPy a Part Of U.S.S.R. territory; they do not want

a powerful Soviet Union at China’s side. They have

tried to Iower　血e presti9e Of the Soviet Union,

even to incite imperialist countries to wage war

against the Soviet Union, and to set countries of

Asia, Africa and Latin America against her. The

Chinese leaders have made great efforts to organize

an intemational anti-Soviet ’’c調Sade’’with the par-

ticipation of imperialist and reactionary forces

under the bamer of ′’opposing hegemonism’’, in ac-
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COrdance wi血　Mao Zedong’s formula of ’′s班ing

on the cop of che !鋤OuZla宛Zo uaCch扉gers克ghc”.

As many West European politicians and joumal-
ists have remarked, China is∴reSOIved ’’to fight the

Soviet Union to the last West European’’, aS She

had been ready ’′to丘ght血e United States to the

last Vietnamese’’.

The present intemational strategy of the Chinese

leaders, though we11 disguised, has revealed its

thoroughly counter-reVOlutionary character. The Chi-

nese leaders have appeared in their true coIors as

big-nation chauvinists and bourgeois nationalists !

The Chinese rulers’ present policy towards Viet

Nam, although well camouflaged, remains the same

as that pursued by rulers of the ’’Celestial Empire’’

during the past milleniums-a POlicy aimed at an-

nexing Viet Nam, Subduing the Vietnamese people

and tuming Viet Nam into a satellite of Chi調a.

Part Two

CHINA AND THE TERMINA調ON OF THE

INDOCHINA WAR IN 1954

I-AFTER DIEN BIEN PHU. THE VIETNAMESE
PEOPLE WERE CAPABLE OF I.IBERATING THE

ENTIRE COUNTRY

In 1945′ the Vietnamese people, guided by the

SPirit of undaunted struggle and self-reliance, SuC葛

CeSSfully carried out their August Revolution and

founded the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam.

Some months later, the French coIonialists reoccu-

Pied the Southem provinces, and from December
1946 the Vietnamese people had to wa9e a PrO-

tracted nation-Wide resistance war against the

French aggressors to safeguard the independence,

unity and terri亡Orial integrity of血eir country.

The Vietnamese people’s resistance war, Which

Was extremely arduous and valiant, gained greater

and greater victories. The victories won by the

PeOPles of Viet Nam, Of Laos (under the leadership
Of the Lao Resistance Govemment) and of Kampu-

Chea (under the leadership of the K,amPuChean Re-

Sistance Govemment), esPeCia11y血e historic Dien
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Bien Phu victory won by theVietnamese army and

people, greatly changed the balanceof force on the

battlefield in favour of the resistance forces of Viet

Nam, Laos and Kampuchea, Placing血e French im-

perialists in an extremely d舶cult sit調tion.

French Defence Minister R. Pleven, Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General P. Ely, Chief of

Sta賃of the Army, General Blanc, Chief of Sta任

of the Air Force General Fay, after inspecting the

Indochina ba壮1efield in February 1954, Came tO a

pessimistic conclusion :
′′A re訪わrceme寂　of che ExpediきIonary Corps,

ho乙C’eひer S比Ong, CamOi Z,r寂g aboz” czzty change・

Moz.eoひer,∴ he zn拐±ary e鱈orきs by fhe Mezropo擁an

cozJ融y haひe reached the Jas士Jim克・ 41I chaとCt,e

c鋤hope for zto” is fo creaとe Zhe卿s汗aひourable

扇擁ary coz7‘究宙疎for a po施icaZ so庇ionわ沈e

coI舶icと.’′ 1

Anticipating a general offensive of the Viet Nam

People′s Amy in the Northem delta′ French Pre-

mier Laniel on May 18, 1954, Sent General Ely to
Indochina to convey instructions to General Na-

varre, COmmander-in-Chief of the French Exped誼o-

nary corps: At pfesent, the foremost objective is

to save the Expeditionary Corps.

Ambassador Chauvel, deputy head of the French

delegation at the 1954 Geneva Conference on Indo-

china, Wl.Ote in one of his reports to the French

Ministry of Foreign Affairs :
′′We can hardly defend Ha Noi・ The command

has ndorlZZed z/S肱ac ez]erZ砂克h勅e dispa!ch o白zuo

脇ore diひisions允uoz万d rzof be poss硯e co faeep the

cap克al of To譲れ‥’’2

The Laniel Govemment had previously sought to

negotiate from a position of military strength so

as to keep Laos and Kampuchea intact and to pre-

SerVe Whatever interests they could in Viet Nam,

COnSidering this an ’′honourable′′ solution for France.

After the Dien Bien Phu defeat, that Govemment

WaS eager to start negotiations in order, first of

all′ tO SaVe the French Expeditionary Corps from

the danger of annihilation.

The French people’s movement, the core of which

WaS the French Communist Party′ against ′′the dirty

War’’in Indochina was growing vigorously. The

French administration′ already divided over many

questionsタもecame more divided in face of serious

economic, POlitical and social di飾culties. It was ex-

PeCted that France’s defeat in Indochina would lead

to the collapse of the entire coIonial system of the

French imperialists, Particularly in North Africa.

In such a situation France entered the 1954　Ge-

neva conference on Indochina with the par亡icipation

Of the Soviet Union, China, the United States, the

United Kingdom′　and the belligerent parties in

工ndochina.

II-CHINA’§ PO§ITION IN GENEVA WAS

TOTALLY DIFFERENT取OM VIET NAM“§. BUT

CONCORDANT WITH FRANCE’s

The People’s Republic of China came into being

in 1949 when the world was divided into two polit-

ically′　eCOnOmica11y and militarily opposing sys-

In Europe′ the cold war was expanding and in

Asia there were two hot wars in Korea and in In_

dochina. The leadership of the new China wanted

to take advantage of peaceful conditions to rehabi-
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litate and develop rapidly their economy, Strengthen

their military potential and rapidly turn China into

a world power, in order to realize their ambition of

big-nation expansionism and big-POWer hegemonism,

directed mainly towards South-East Asia.

Though the Chinese army had suffered about a

million casualties in the Korean war, the Chinese

leadership, tO SeCure a buffer zone in血e No虹h-

East, in 1953　accepted a cease-fire in Korea: tO

maintain the status quo, and prolong the partition

of Korea.

Viet Nam and China are two immediate neigh-

bours. The two peoples had always supported, in-

spired and helped each other, Since an independent

Viet Nam meant that China would not be threaten-

ed by imperialism from血e South and, in tum, a

liberated China meant that Viet Nam would not be

threatened by imperialism from the North. In 1950

the People’s Republic of China recognized and esta-

blished dipIomatic relations with the Democratic Re-

Public of Vie七Nam.

China was the main supplier of military hard-

ware to viet Nam in the last years of the latter’s re-

sistance war against France.

At the 1954 Geneva Conference, Viet Nam prQ-

posed a comprehensive solution: CeSSation of hosti-

1ities in the whole Indochina peninsula, alon9 With

a poli古cal solution to血e questions of Viet Nam,

Laos and Kampuchea on the basis of respect for the

independence, SOVereignty, unity and territorial in-

tegrity of each country.

For the Chinese leaders, the 1954 Geneva Confe-

rence on Korea and Indochina was an opportun王ty

to discuss and se耽le with the big powers important

intemational issues, in spite of the fact that the

United States was　血en hostile to China and the

latter had no dipIomatic relations with France′ While

空0

the Chiang Kai §hek regime remained one of the

five permanent members of the U. N. Security Coun-

ciL

The Chinese leaders advocated a Korean十ype so-

1ution to bring the Indochina war to an end, i.e.,

CeSSation of hostilities without any political solu-

tion. It was Premier Zhou Enlai who stated on

Au9uSt 24, 1953 that the Korean truce could be

taken as a mode] for other conflicts. With such a

SOlution血ey hoped to create a bu任er zone in South-

East Asia′ PreVent a rePlacement of the French by

the Americans in Indochina, aVofd a direct confron_

tation with血e Americans′ enSure SeCurity for their

SOu血em border, and at the same time to limit

Viet Nam’s victory and to divide the p∞Ples of

the three Indochinese countries in an attempt to

Weaken and even山a11y annex these countries and

tum　血em into a sprin9board for expansion to

South-East Asia.

At the Geneva Conference, the French also advo-

Cated a Koreanrtype truce to save their expeditiona-

ry corps in Indochina, tO Partition Viet Nam and

maintain French coIonialism in Indochina.

Clearly China′s stand was entirely diffcrent from

Viet Nam′s, but in concordance w地that of France.

HI-THE 1954 GENEVA AGREEMENTS ON
INDOCHINA AND THE CHINESE LEADERS’

B ETRAYAL

At a meeting of the Vietnamese, Soviet and Chi-

nese dele9ations in Ap血1 1954 in preparation for

the Geneva Conference on Indochina the Chinese de-

legate said: ′’The People′s Republic of China cannot

OPenly assist Viet Nam in case of expansion of the
COnflict there’’.
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Takin9 advantage of their position as the main

military supplier and the country in control of the

only aid supply route to Viet Nam, and of French

reluctance to talk with Viet Nam from a weak po-

sition, the Chinese leadcrs allowed themselves to

negotiate directly with the French on fundamental

POints in a solution to the Indochina question.
The negotiations a=he Geneva Conference were,
in effect, COnducted in two phases.

The first phase: From May 8 to June 23, 1954,
the head of the French delegation, While avoiding

meeting with the Vietnamese, COnducted direct ne-

gotiations with the head of the Chinese delegation
on four occasions. They reac‘hed agreement on fun-

damental points of a cease-fire accord for Indochina.

It should be noted that at the third meeting on

June 17, 1954 between the French and血e Chinese,

Premier Zhou Enlai met G. Bidault, head of the

French delegation, and made fundamental political

concessions which were detrimental to the interests

of the peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea:

China would accep=he existence of two administra-
tions in Viet Nam (the Government of the Democra-

tic Republic of Viet Nam and the Bao Dai puppet

govemment), reCOgnize血e Royal Lao Government

and the Royal Govemment of Kampuchea′ Withdraw

their demand for the participation of the delegations

of the Lao Resistance Govemment and the Kam-

puchea Resistance Govemment in the Geneva Con-
ference and raise the question of withdrawal of

foreign troops, includin9 the Victnamese volunteers′

from Laos and Kampuchea.

At the fourth meeting on June 23, 1954 Premier

Zhou Enlai saw　血e new French Premier Mendes

France and made further concessions: Partition of

Viet Nam into two zones co-eXisting peacefully, the

military questions to be settled first′ SeParate SOlu-

2空

tions for the questions of Viet Nam, Laos and Kam-

PuChea; China would recognize these three coun正es

as members of the French Union and wanted to see

Laos and Kampuchea with a new face in South-East

Asia, like India and Indonesia; in retum China only

required the absence of U.S. military bases in Indo-

china. Consequently, China and France reached

agreement on the framework of a solution to the

Indochinese question.

The understanding between the Chinese and the

French was in fu11 agreement with the 7-POint so-

1ution proposed by the U.S.A. and Britain on June

29, 1954, Six days after the meeting between Zhou

Enlai and Mendes France.
The second phase: Between June 23 and July 20,

1954 the French delegation directly negotiated with

the Vietnamese dele9ation to soIve concrete prob-

1ems. For her part, China kept on urging Viet Nam

to make concessions. By July lO, 1954 Viet Nam

still persistently held on to its views regarding

the questions of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea,

demanding that representatives of the Lao Resistance

Govemment and those of the Kampuchean Resis-

tance Govemment participate in the conference on

an equal footing with o血er parties and proposing

the establishment of a temporary military demarca-

tion line in Viet Nam at the 13th para11el and the

holding of free elections within six months for na-

tional reunification. In Viet Nam’s view, SOlution

to the Lao and Kampuchean questions should in-

clude the creation of two regrouping zones for the

resistance forces, One in the North near the Chinese

and Vietnamese borders and the other in Central

and Southem Laos; and in Kampuchea, Of two re-

grouping zones for the Resis七ance forces: One Situat-

ed East and North-Eas亡of the Mekong River, and

the other, South-West of this river, and血ere would
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be free general elections within six months in Laos

and Kampuchea,

As early as May 1954, the Chinese delegation

PrOPOSed the 16血parallel as血e demarcation line

between the two zones of Viet Nam, and even wanト

ed Viet Nam to make further concessions to the

extent of abandonin9 Ha Noi, Hai Phong and Na-

tional Highway No. 5 (connecting Ha Noi with Hai

Phon9) ;
’’As物e〆a~汗o白he Z6きh para」lel) fs z70白idelyわ

be accepよed′ iC shoz‘1d Oe emisaged ,haとHai Pho章均

Can be zrzade a血ee por白,訪露e a巌ed m捌ber of

Fre勧Ch書でo。pS Sとaめ舵d彬arby. Ij班sタ的0言s noよ

accep!ed′ High“’ay No. 5′ Ha Noi azzd Haf Phong

Can be z糊de cz de捌j穣arized zorze z“der jo宛u cozz-

亡でoI‥.’’1

Later on, eSPeCia11y from July lO, 1954-ten days

before　血e conclusion of the Geneva Conference,

China exerted even 9reater PreSSure tO Obtain con-

CeSSions from Viet Nam: ′′There shoz/1d be f壷r ar章d

Z’easOZZable condi繕oz補accepきable to the Frezzch Go-

ひe掘れe蛮, SO房zac azきCZgree捌e融may be reached

Z宛hil汗en days. r虎coI融cioIZS m/Sとbe〆ain aまつd

CIear∴王o facil克俄e lZegO魔azfous. We sho訪d azJOid

CO捌pIica繭g捌a枕ers md engaging加Zあe-CO雌Z#2t一

宛g disc碓SIof~S a綿d pでOIonged椛gO魔a魔b肪, SO aS

rzo! !o aHou7寂e U.S.わsaboめge Che Co壷ere抑e.′′ 2

China was then worried about the possibility of

an American military intervention in Indochina.

Which would血reaten China′s seourity. But it should

be pointed ou=hat China did make use of the U.S.

l zhou Enlai,s message dated May 30, 1951 to the Central

Committee of the Chinese Communist Party (a copy of

Which was forwarded to the Central Committee of the Viet

Nam Workers’Party).

2 Zhou Enlai,s message dated July lO, 1954　to the Cen-

tral Committee of Viet Nam Workers’Party.
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threat of an expanded war of aggression to exert

PreSSure On Viet Nam.
As a matter of fact, after the Korean war, the

United States was not capable of makin9 a direct

military intervention in Indochina. The hard line

adopted by the U.S. at the Geneva Conference re-

flected its suspicion血at thc French, defeated on the

battlefield and confronted with difficu旺es on血e pol-

itical, eCOnOmic and financial planes, might accept

a settlement unfavourable to an eventual American

intervention in Indochina. After France and China

had agreed on a framework for a solution to the

Indochina question and血e U.S. stooge Ngo Dinh

Diem had become Prime Minister of the Sai Gon

puppet govemment (June 13, 1954) the United St言

tes decided it could accept an agreement as worked

out by France and China to settle the three ques-

tions of Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea. Neverthe-

1ess, the United States did not sign the final com-

munique of the conference′ because it wanted to have

a free hand to violate the Geneva Agreements later

on, through血e Ngo Dinh Diem administration′ and

to compel the French to leave Indochina and make

Place for血e Americans.

It is obvious血at after Dien Bien Phu, With the

assistance of the socialist camp, eSPeCially of China,

the amy and people of Viet Nam were capable of
liberating their entire country, but the solution agre-

ed upon by the delegations of China and France in

Geneva neither reflected the balance of force on the

battlefield, nOr did it fully mee=he political require-

ment put forth by the Vietnamese delegation.

In keeping with its peace-1oving tradition′ and the

general trend of settling disputes血rough negotia-

tions, and under Chinese pressure, Viet Nam accept-

ed a solution with the following points: reSPeCt for

the fundamental national rights of the peoples of
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Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea; CeaSefire in Viet

Nam and on the whole Indochinese battlefield; With-

drawal of French troops; Creation of a temporary

military demarcation line at the 17th parallel parti葛

tioning Viet Nam into two zones; nation-Wide free

general elections within two years for national re-
unification.

工n Laos was created a regrouping zone for the

Lao resistance forces. In Kampuchea resistance for-

ces were demobilized on the spot without any re-

grouping zone bein9 Created for them.
The Dien Bien Phu victory and the 1954 Geneva

Agreements marked a great victory of the revolu-

tionary forces in Indochina and greatly contributed

to bringing about the disintegration of the French

coIonial empire and announced the irreversible pro-

cess of co11apse of coIonialism and world impc-

I.ialism. On the other hand, the Geneva solution,

PreVented the peoples of Viet Nam, Laos and Kam-

puchea from wiming complete victory in their war
of resistance against French colonialism which was

clearly a practical possibility, COnSidering the bal-

ance of force on thごbattlefield.

All that, the Chinese leaders knew better than

anyone else.

That was the first time the Chine§e leader§　be-

trayed the revolutionary stru99le of the peoples of

Viet Nam. Laos and Kampuchea.

Part珊ree

CHINA AND THE VIETNAMESE PEOPLE’S

STRUGGLE FOR THE LIBERATION OF

§OUTH VIET NAM AND THE

REUNIFICATION OF THE COUNTRY

(1954-1975)

Disregarding the 1954　Geneva Agreements on

Vlet Nam, the U.S. imperialists entered South Viet

Nam with the design of liquidating the Vietnamese

PCOPle’s patriotic movement, anneXing South Viet

Nam, PerPe山a11y dividing Viet Nam, thus tuming

South Viet Nam into a U.S. new-tyPe COIony and

military base and setting up a defence line to pre-

vent socialism from advancing to South-East Asia,

a=he same time using South Viet Nam as a base
to attack North Viet Nam, an OutPOSt Of the socialist

System in South-East Asia, rePreSSing and staving

off socialism in this region in order to encircle and

intimidate other socialist countries. Failing in their

attempt to use the Ngo Dinh Diem administration

as an instrument, and defeated in their ’’special

War’’in South Viet Nam, the U.S. imperialists em-

barked on a military adventure, the biggest, lon-

gest, fiercest and most brutal war of aggression since
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an attempt to catch up with and overtake

as early as August 1955 and at the same

South-East Asia and South Asia.

ding from these domestic and forei9n POli-

Peking rulers acted contrary to the in-

the Second World War against the Vietnamese

ple.

Responding to the sacred appeal of President

Chi Minh: ′′No扱ng js捌ore precious融r言

pendence and freedoH浩the Vietnamese people

up, 1ike a single man′ against the U.S. imperia]

In this fi9ht they held high the banner of nati

independence and socialism′ COmbined the stre】

of our nation with that of our era,血e

our own countI.y With that of the world′ in so doi

they were able to create a great general

fight and defeat the a9greSSOr・ In this war′ the

namese people adopted an offensive strategy

conducted a vigorous struggle on血ree front§

itary, POliticaL and dipIomatic; at the same

they succeeded in compelling the enemy to de-eS《

the war step by step′ WOn Partial victories′

to由1 vi吐ory.

Fo音r 2O years and molre′ eVen aS血e

people were丘ghting the U.S・ POlicy of interfere

and aggression, they had to carry out a perse`

ing and extremely complex struggle agains=he
signs and acts, 6vert and covert’Of the Chin

rulers who compromised and colluded with the t

imperialists to contain and to undermine the V

namese revolution, tO Subdue Viet Nam and rea]

step by step血eir expansionist policy in Indoch

and South-East Asia.

I_1954_1964 PERIOD: THE CHINESE RUL聯

HAMPERED冒HE VIETNAME§E PEOPLE’s

s冒RUGGLE FOR NATIONAI‘ REUNIFICATIO

After reaching a compromise with the imper

ists in the 1954 Geneva settlement and creatin〔

safe buffer zone south of their country, the Chin

S COuld devote themselves to speeding up the

lent Of their first 5-year Plan (1953-195フ) and

1958 they started their ’′grea=eap forward’’

)mic super-POWerS Within a short time, and

itrove to build a nudear force.

foreign affairs, they sought detente with the

imperialists, holding talks with the U.S.A. in

tried to expand瓜eir influence in Asia, eSPe-

StS Of the Vietnamese people and in accordance

l those of the U.S. imperialists in Indochina,

Particularly in Viet Nam.

Exertin9 PreSSure tO force Viet Nam to accept

the policy of ’’proIon9ed ambush’’.

he U.S. imperialists and their henchmen ob-

1tely rejected the holding of general elections

the reunification of Viet Nam within 2 years as

′ided for in the 1954　Geneva Agreements; at

Same time they repressed the patriotic move
-

t in South Viet Nam with extreme barbarity.

十e Chinese rulers kept trying to convince Viet

l that the reunification of血e country was a

g struggle’’ and could not be achieved by

g armed forces.

しNovember, 1956, Chairman Mao Zedong told

namese leaders :

rhe paz.諦iofZ Of Vie! Nam cam70C be soIzノed宛

C,rき房卿e,克may f猿e cz Jong !i捌e‥. Jf lO years

rzoc enoz/gh, 〃e Sho乙lZd be Prepared for ]00

壮S

r
調
いS
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The resistance waged by the Vietnamese people

against U.S. aggression was Iong indeed, but not

indefinitely long as Chairman Mao Zedong had an-
ticipated.

In July 1955, Deng Xiaoping, Secretary General

Of the Chinese Communist Party, Wamed :
′′Tu,O POSSjb斑ties ztJ班　ens乙le from che z/Se Of

armed forces fo z.euZ毒y fhe courztry; e融er zJic亡ory

oT Ioss oI NoできIまVie士NaでかitseIf.’’

In July 1957, Chairman Mao Zedong again said:
′’The qz‘eSとion fs Co defefきd the ex±s融g fro融er,

to defend che z7きh parallel‥. J白ttay !a短a Zoltg

Cime, but J hope a Zong露me扇1I brirzg good re-

s乙l穣.’’

This statement was at variance with the Geneva

Agreements which stipulated that the 17th para11el

WaS nOt a frontier between two states, but a pro-

ZJisional料訪克ary demarcation J宛e between the two

ZOneS Of Viet Nam. The Chinese leaders repeatedly

PreaChed that for South Viet Nam ’’fhe only ap-

propriate Jine js a prolonged az訪z/Sh fo　捌き短er

Sねengih, io feeep cZose co拙acC l房とh抜e people c糊d

io妙ai汗or an oppo弛‘巌y’’・ What does it really

mean?

In a talk with Vietnamese leaders, a member of

the Chinese Communist Party Central Committee,

Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs Tchang Wentian
Said that a guerrilla war∴COuld be carried out in

South Viet Nam. But later on, the Chinese ambassa-

doI. in Ha Noi, On Peking’s order, informed the

Viet Nam side that the idea was not of the Chinese

Communist Party Central Committee, but only an

individual’s.

ThzノS, ’′proloI7ged ambzISh’’, Zn facL捌ea加Chaf

fhe Vieれarz7eSe PeOple shondd giひe z/p房zejr rel,0-

1融onary sとrLiggle, 1e王　Che U.S.-Die捌　cliq!/e freely

repress che Soz”h Vie招amese peo〆e.

80

’’To defend che z7Zh paral′eZ′′, ′′proloJZged am-

bz‘Sh’’, ’’to mSとer sCre砂瓦’’azzd ’’とo zua克for an op-

por寂庇y’’… Were nOthing but a devious way of

COVering up Peking’s design of maintaining the po-

1itical status quo in Viet Nam, reCOgnizing both

the Govemment of the Democratic Rcpublic of Viet

Nam and the Saigon puppet administration. On

July 22, 1954, in Geneva, at a dinner with Ngo
Dinh Luyen, Ngo Dinh Diem′s younger brother,

Premier Zhou Enlai suggested the establishment of

a Saigon legation in Pekin9. Though Ngo Dinh

Diem rejected the idea, this was an irrefutable

evidence that the Chinese leaders, Only 24 hours

after the signing of the Geneva Agreements, re-

Vealed cheir desire Co perpe z/aきe Che par硯orz of

VieきNaIれ

During the 1954-1959 period, With their policy

Of fascist repression, the U・S.-Diem clique massa-

Cred hundl.eds of thousands of Vietnamese patriots,

drove hundreds of thousands of others into dis-

guised concentration camps, CauSing unprecedented
losses to the Vietnamese people in their struggle

for national salvation. If we let them continue the

Slaughtering of Vietnamese patriots at this rate, how

COuld we ’’muster’′　our strength, have enough

PeOPle left ’’to remain in cIose contact with′′, and

What ’’opportunity′′ could we expect′′? If this state

Of things had been allowed to go on, Viet Nam

WOuld have lost its independence and would be

permanently divided.

A ma耽er of strategic significance to the Sou血

Vietname§e reVOlution was to decide whether to

COntinue the political strug91e or to combine polit-

ical struggle with armed stru9gle.

The Vietnamese people were resoIved to follow
the line of independence and sovereignty. In late

1959 and early 196O, the people in large areas of
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the Southem delta and the South of Central Vie

Nam

and armed st調ggle and shaking the puppet Ngo

Dinh Diem regime by its roots.

2・ Preventin9 the Vietnamese people from stepping

up armed strug9le in South Viet Nam.

Simultaneously rose up, COmbining political

The ’’simultaneous uprisings′′　which were, in

fact′ Par亡ial insurrections′ quickly developed into a

revolutionary war′ COmbining political and amed

Struggle′ against the ′′special war・′ of the U.S. im-

Perialists. But the Chinese rulers did not agree w地

SuCh a policy of Viet Nam.

In May 196O, during talks with the Vietnamese
Side, they said :
’’We shoz‘1d ztoきtry Co decide ”hich fs esse融al,

po施cal s助ggle or armed sきrz‘ggIe. Ne克her for捌

Oj strz‘ggle z2?ea鵜an fmmediaCe seizz‘re Of po復,er;

aJZyZt,ay′∴ he sきrz‘ggle re劇aius a Jong o椛...助en

Z”克h fhe coIlapse o白he Die捌regi棚e,拐e reu融ica-

訪oJZ O白he coz庇ry Camわf be czchiez,ed aきO卿e, be-

CaZ‘Se fhe U・S・壷perialists z(10Z/1d rzot d′o比I克.
’’… Norとh Vie朝am may giz,e So沈h VieきNa捌po手

寂cal sz仰Orき′ help ztg j吊o ”Or壷oz‘t POlicies, b沈

the mOS江mportan±硯ag isわencoz‘rage房ee s〆riC

Of seI缶elian。e Of che So沈h Vie加azztese… WhefZ

i吊s sz‘re Of sz‘CCeSS言he Norch may giひe che So沈h

庇擁ary czid, Zha自s,妙hen克fsq融ecer融n thac

rzo妨移bad ca競happezz, a q“aか融y of tt,eapO腿

ZZZay be sz‘p〆ied secreiZy. B祝言z2 general, nO CZid

ShozJld be gわen.’’

Thus′　failing in their attempt to prevent the

South Vietnamese I)eOPle′s　′′simultaneous upris-

ings’’, the Chinese leaders wanted the North Viet-

namese people to forsake their obligation to their

Plies. When they failed to preven=he simultaneous
uprising of the South Vietnamese people, they said

that South Viet Nam should conduct only guerrilla

Warfare′ fighting sma11 battles, uSing sma11 units

like platoons and companies.

Being master of their own destiny, the Vietna-

調ese people intensified their revolutionary struggle

in South Viet Nam. Late in 1963, the fascist dic-

tatorial Ngo Dinh Diem regime was overthrown and

5outh Vietnamese compatriots, 1eaving the latter

ilone in the struggle.

They refused to help the Vietnamese people to

)uild their regular amy′ and only agreed to give

Viet Nam some light weapons and logistical sup-

しく　十〇　　　3

he U.S∴’special war′′ went bankrupt.

To induce Viet Nam to oppose the Soviet Union.

In the early 1960s′ Whi]e pI.eVenting the Vietna-

ese people frorp stepping up the stmggle against

e U.S. imperialists′ the Peking leade工・S held high

both the anti-U.S. and anti-Soviet signboards, but

in fact they continued the policy of detente with

the U.S. imperialists in Asia, tO Side-tI.aCk the world

PeOPle’s struggle against thc U"S. imperialis亡s in

Order to carry out their scheme of opposing the

Soviet Union′ WreCking the socia工ist camp, taking

⊃Ver thc ’′1eadership of world revolution′′ and activ-

:1y making preparations for detente and collusion

扉th U.S. imperialism「

In their talks with the Vietnamese side in 1963,

hey tried to persuade Viet Nam to accept their
/′iew-POints, that is to deny the existence of the so-

'ialist camp, and ′′blaze a trail′′ for Chinese ex-

)anSion in South-Eas亡Asia. AIso in 1963, the Chi-

1eSe leaders put forvard the so-Called 25-POint pro-

Jramme On the general line of the world commun-
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ist movement and proposed to convene a conference

of eleven Communist Pa誼es in an attempt to seize
′′the leadership of world revolution’’and to form a

new communist Intemational dominated by Peking.

They were eager to get Viet Nam′s suppor=o the

idea, trying to use Viet Nam′s prestige and role in

the world communist and national liberation move-

ments. To血is end, they even sought to buy over

Viet Nam by offerin9 maSSive aid. Deng Xiaoping′

Secretary General of the Chinese Communist Party′

informed the Vietnamese leaders of the Chinese

leaders′ in七ention to give Viet Nam one billion Chi-

nese Yuan in aid if Viet Nam refused a11 aid from

the Soviet Union.

The Viet Nam side reaffirmed its determination

to safeguard the socialist camp′ disapproved the

idea of convening an ll-Party COnference and did

not allow the Chinese leaders to use Viet Nam as

a spring-board for their expansionist designs. Due

to the resolute attitude of the Vietnamese side, the

25-POint programme did not have any fepercuS-

sions and the design of foming a new Communist
Intemational did not materialize.

During this period′ aS regards the revolution of

Laos, the Chinese rulers applied the same policies

as t。Wards Viet Nam, They exerted pressure on the

Lao revolutionary forces to compel them to practice
′′proIonged ambush′′・ When the U.S. imperialists

and their henchmen overthrew the co.alition gov-

emment and waged a ・・special war′′′ they prevented

the Lao revolution from staging ame音d struggle

combined with p。1itical stru9gle′ and attempted to

pressure the Revolutionary People′s Party of Laos

into ′′reestablishing the coalition govemment soon’’′

1es! Che尿e st融ed by the sparfe ]n Samnαa・ Phorzg
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Saly, ShozJId spreadわ　VjeC Nam az7d So沈hern

Ch宛a.

In a talk on血e question of Laos with the Vieト

namese side in August 1961, the Chinese side said‥
′′The greaきes! care mz/Sまbe z猿en zo aひoid geト

訪zg directly jm,01ひed寂Che zt,ar. J白he U.S. jz仰pS

izつtO Laos, Z4,ha自演H虎appez出o fhe NorきIまVieきNam,

YIZJmaZつ　and K比,alZg S諸We shoz/1d ch壷e of che

possibi穣y o上a U.S. czdzJe宛z4re.’’

Conceming a solution to the Laos question at the

Geneva conference in 1961-1962, the Chinese

leaders advocated partitioning Laos horizontally

into two zones‥ One COntrOlled by the liberation for-

CeS in the North and the other controlled by the

PuPPet Vientian administration in the South. This
WaS a Wicked design aimed at securing Lao revo-

lutionary forces’ dependence on china and iso]a-

ting the South Vie血amese revolution.

However,血e leaders of the Laos revo工ution were

determined to pursue their own line, the Lao l.e-

Sistance forces won one victoI.y after another, thus

forcing the U.S. imperialists and their henchmen to

Sign the 1962 Geneva Agreements which recogni-

Zed the neutrality of Laos and accepted the pre-

SenCe Of Lao patriotic front’s representatives in the

SeCOnd coalition govemment of Laos.

II-1965-1969　PERIOD: UNDERMINING AND

PROLONGING THE RESISTANCE WAR OF THE
VIETNAMESE PEOPLE

During this period, the so-Called ’’great proleta-

rian cul山ral revolution’’took place in China. It was,

in fact, a ferocious, bloody intemal struggle, Which

ripped up the whole Chinese society. Its aim was

to do away with Marxism-Leninism, tO break up
七he Chinese Communist Party and the State appa-
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ratus, tO reStOre in the country the undivided

leadership of Chairman Mao Zedong and the Mao-
ist policy, tO OPPOSe the Soviet Union, tO under-

mine the world revolution, tO COllude with the U.S.

imperialists in extemal a鮒airs, and to step up the

implementation of the policy of great power hege-

monism and big-na七ion expansionism. The Chinese

leaders, for their strategic interests, during this pe-

riod committed themselves to a course of betraying

the Vietnamese people.

1. Turning on the green light for the U.§. to directly

invade Viet Nam.

With the Korean war, the U.S. imperialists leamt
the lesson that they should not wage a war on the

Asian continent, eSPeCially in the coun正es adja-

Cent tO China, 1est a direct military confrontation

With China should take place. But over ten years

later. the U.S. imperialists recklessly embarked on

a military venture in Viet Nam after causing the

SO-Called ’’Tonkin Gulf incident’’ in August 1964.

One of the main rFaSOnS WaS that the U.S. impe-

rialists were no Ionger worried about the Chinese

rulers’ reaction. In January 1965, through U.S.

joumalist E. Snow, Chairman Mao Zedong inform-
ed Washington :
’’China’s az.mies z扉11班光go beyond her border

きo I…g掠Tha白uas cleaz’enOugh. Only f白he Ur庇ed

S批es c班a`宏ed C寂fZa, ZUOZ(1d zhe C宛nese　虎gh亡.

Was庇Chaとclear? The Chirzese are uery寂Sy lt万ih

拐eir　訪uer朋l a#aiz‘S. Figh読Zg beyoIZd orze’s ou,n

boz.der ztJaS CrimiIZal. Why shoz/Zd the Chinese do
SO? The Soz克h Vietnamese cotlId cope zt,克h cheir s子

寂atiof了. 1

Subsequently′ in various ways, including血e am-

bassadoriaト1evel Sino-American talks in Warsaw.

the Chinese side made Mao’s words clear to the

U.S., reaSSuring the latter血at ‘′If yoz/ do z70 harZIZ

わ躍, ue扇ll do no har物的yo乙了.

Thus, from February 1965, the Johnson adminis-

tration freely depIoyed its huge military machine

On the Viet Nam battle-field, Sending U.S・ trOOPS

to South Viet Nam to figh亡a regional war, a=he

Same time, Waging an air war of destruc亡ion against

the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam, CauSing un-

told sufferings and losses to the entire Vietnamese

people.

The Chinese rulers血us revealed their wily cal-

Culations and evil designs. They caused the U.S.

to get bogged down in the war of aggression against

Viet Nam so that lthey may devote themselves to

their ′’cultural revolution’’unworried. With the U.S.

invoIved in a military venture in Viet Nam, they

hoped both the U.S. and Viet Nam would be

weakened.

The fo11owing words of Premier Zhou Enlai in

his talk with Egyptian President A. Nasser on June

23, 1965 and retold by Mohammed Hassanein Hei-
kaL Nasser’s cIose friend and personal adviser, COnS-

tituted an eloquent evidence ‥
′′The m0re Croops Che U.S. sendsわVieとNa脇,

the zz70re de宏ghted z4,e are, for ztJe如oz4' Chat ztJe

hazJe fhez鋤　宛ozlr halZds czタZd z(′e Can b∫eed chem.

I上　yoz/砂anと　to help Viet Nam, yOtl SIzoz/1d eI手

COt4rage fhe U.S. to se17d m0re互OOpS toめa士cozln-

ZTy, the more脇e be亡とer.’’l

With the Vietnamese pcople, the Chinese rulers
kept insisting: PrOtraCted war, guerrilla warfare,



small battles. They helped the Vietnamese people

mainly with li9ht weapons′ ammunition and logistic

supplies- They did not want an early end to the

viet Nam war, because they wanted not only to

weaken the Vietnamese revolutionary forces′ but also

to avail, the longer the better′ Of the publicity ob-

tained byノ′aiding Viet Nam′′ to hold high the ban-

ner of ′′thorough revolution′′′ tO muSter forces in

Asia, Africa and Latin America and to intensify their

anti-Soviet campaign.

No wonder they refused to implement a secret mi-

1itary agreement between Viet Nam and China. Ac-

cording to the agreement′ the Chinese side′ in prin-

ciple, had to send pilots to Viet Nam by June′ 1965-

But 。n July 16, 1965,血e General Staff of the Chi-

nese Liberation Army lSent a meSSage tO the General

staff of the Viet Nam People′lS Amy′ Saying that

the ChinelSe Side could not send pilots to Viet Nam

because ′′the互me fs加f appz.Opriaとe’′ and ′’by doing

s。 ,,,。 。。Z,1d z70串reuen± the ene脇y from jnきeflS互y-

わg thejr air raids′′・ During talks with the Vietna-

mese side in Aug撃t 1966′ they also said: ’’C巌~a

has∴nOt enOαgh房r poz4,er Co heZp defend Ha Noi・ノ’

2. Underminin9 eVery調ited action in support of

Viet Nam’s struggle against U.S. a9greS§ion.

In order to make Viet Nam dependent on China′

the Chinese rulers did their utmost to preVent eVery

united action by revolutionary and progressive forces

in the world in support of Viet Nam’s struggle

against U.S. aggI.eSSion.

On February 28, 1965, they rejected the Viet‥da-

mese draft of February 22, 1965 for a joint state_

ment by the socialist countries condemning the

united States for intensifying its war of aggressior1
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in South Viet Nam and for unleashing a war against

the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam.

In March 1965, they rejected the Soviet proposal
that the Parties of the Soviet Union, China and Viet

Nam meet to discusIS joint action in support of the

Vietnamese people’s, Struggle against the U.S. aggres-

In Apri1 1965, On tWO OCCaSions, they rejected the

Soviet proposal for united action to ensure the se-

curity of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam.

This explained why they rejected the Soviet propo-

sal to set up an airlift via China and build airfields

on chinese territory to defend the Democratic Re-

public of Viet Nam.
In February 1966, Chairman Mao Zedong rejected
the idea of creating a united international front in

support of Viet Nam as suggested in the course of

the high-level Sino-Vietnamese talk・

In March 1966, Chairman Mao Zedong again l.e-

jected the suggestion for the founding of a united
intemational front in support of Viet Nam against

the U.S. imperialists made by the Japanese Commun-

ist Party at a high-1evel talk with the ChinleSe Com-

munist Party. Later Peking′s agents brazenly man-

handled the Japanese Communist Party’s represen-

tative in China.

Instead, the Chinese authorities wanted to set up

what they called the World People’s Front under

their control.
′′I“s z7eCeSSaryわSe白‘p a broad z‘融ed寂errza-

寂ma=ro寂czga宛sC Che U・S言mperialists and thejr

hench脇e九.. Of co乙IrSe SZ/Ch c江rorzc shoL`1d z70C jn-

c最deきhe脇在he SoひIe士U寂on).’’l

AIong with their sabotage of every united action

l Resolution of the lllh plenum (8th session) of the Ccn一

[r:、I Commi=ee of thc Chincse Communist Parしy, August

1966.
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in support of Viet Nam, they created tremendous

difficulties for the transportation of aid supplies

from the Soviet Union and other socialist countries

Via China, and tried by all means to reschedule those

SuPPlies in an attemp=o limit the Vietnamese peo-

Ple’s ability to launch large-SCale operations, Parti-

Cularly in the dry season.

In their struggles against the common enemy,

namely coIonialism and imperialism, the peoples of

Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea have cIosely united

with one another. That is a fine tradition and a fac-

tor determining the victory of the three countries.

Following the intensification of the U.S. war against

Viet Nam and in face of the threat to the independ-

ence, PeaCe, neutrality of Laos and Kampuchlea, an

Indochinese people’s conference was held in Phnom

Penh in March 1965. and subsequently the Indochi-
nese Peoples’United Front against U.S. aggression

took shape. But, the Chinese rulers, though compel-

1ed to welcome the results of the conference in pu-

blic, made many attempts to sabotage the three Indo-

chinese Peoples’ United Front. Applying血e tradi-

tional ′′divide and rule’ノ　policy of imperialist and

reactionary forces, they sowed discord among the

three Indochinese countries in an attempt to welaken

them and to isolate Viet Nam, SO that they could

easily subdue these countries one after another.

In 1966, in the liberated areas of Laos contI.O11ed

by the Lao Patriotic Front, Chinese nationals, imple-

menting a plan of Peking, tried to bring about dis-

cord be†ween the Lao and the Vietnamese, Carried

out a campaign olf distortion propaganda and insti-

gated bad elements to oppose the Lao People’s Re-

volutionary Party. On血e other hand, Peking tried

to win over the Royal Govemment of Laos by step-

ping up its aid programme for building a road net-
work in the 5 provinces of Northem Laos leading to
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the Yunnan high-Plateau in China and branchin9 Off

to viet Nam and Thailand・ This would facilitate

China′s interference in the intemal affairs of Laos

and Chinese preparations for future expansionist

plans.

In Kampuchea, before 1965′　the Chinese ru-

1ers had been slanderously clamouring that Viet

Nam had sold out the interests of the Kampuchean

revolution at the 1954 Geneva Conference on Indo-

china, in spite of the obvious fac=hat it was China
who had sold out Kampuchea. In 1965′ after secur-

ing controI over PoI Pot′ they enjoined the latter to

wage an armed struggle against the Sihanouk ad-

ministration, then allied with the resistance forces

of Viet Nam and Laos. In the second half of 1969

after Lon Nol became Prime Minister′ the Chinese

rulers supported his demand that the South Viet-

namese liberation armed forces withdraw from their

Kampuchean bases and refrain from using the port

of Sihanoukville as a supply base. During that same

period, the PoI Po上Ieng Sary clique too demanded

tha=he South Vietnamese liberation amed forces
withdraw from their Kampuchean bases.

Contrary to Peking′s wish′ the world people’s

front in support of Viet Nam became a reality′ the

solidarity among the Indochinese peoples was in-

creasingly consolidated and the Vietnamese people

grew even strlOnger and won even more victories in

their struggle.

3. Preventing Viet Nam from nego瞳ating with the

U.S. for a U.S. de-e§Calation of the war.

Right from the start of its war of resistance

against U.S. aggression′ Viet Nam decided to wage

a struggle on three fronts-military′ POlitical and

dipIomatic.
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Early in 1968, When the U.S. war of aggression

Came tO its climax, the Vietnamese people won a

great victory in their Mau Than Lunar New Year
general offensive and uprising, inflicting on the
enemy a decisive blow which upset its strategy,

thereby compelling the U.S. administration to de-

escalate the war and hold talks with the Democratic

Republic of Viet Nam in Paris.

In the couI.Se Of the talks with the Vie亡namese side

in Apri1 1968, the Chinese side recognized that the

January 28, 1967 statement of the Govemment of
the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam on negotia-

tions with the United States had a good e任ect, 6ay-

ing: ′’Ez,en a雄es of che Un克ed Staces,宛c九ldiIZg de

Ca乙lZ」e, also de捌aまtded a枕∴Z/nCOZ?d克ional end to魔ee

bo捌bardmenC’’. But they also added: ′′The左脇e has

noc co捌e and a fazJOZtrable pos克ion has rzo王been se-

CZ#ed for Viet Nam’s e庇er宛g Znわr?egOtiaめ鵜荻亡h

きhe Un克ed Scates. We瓦at,e been z2?a短ng concessions

王oo has融y.’’

From May 13, 1968, When the Paris conference
began, tO mid-October, 1968, the Peking media did

not carry any report about the negotiations between

Viet Nam and the United States, but kept on stres-

Sing that the Vietnamese people should decide the

outcome of their struggle ’’not　蛮　地e confez.ence

fable, b沈on !he ba拐eI圭eId’’. They even threatened

that ′’fa拐#e　わ　SeCZJre Soz克h Vief Nazrz ztJO王11d　#施-

脇ately jeadわche Zoss of fhe lt,hole of Vfec Nam’’.

When the pqssibility of an end to the U.S. bomb-
ing of North Viet Nam emerged more clearly, Pek-

ing’s reaction became stronger.

On October 9, 1968, a Chinese leader met a Viet-

namese Vice-Minister of Forei9n Trade in Peking
and asked him to convey to the Vietnamese leader-

ship a message to the effect that China considered

the ending of U.S. bombing of North Viet Nam as
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′′a Vie士na鮒ese co脇prOmise zt,初めe Un克ed Sきaわsノ’

and ’′a major seめac宏のtd a greac Joss for the Vjeト

namese people, jz/Sf Z譲e沈e r2egO魔aとjofZS for !he ]954

Geneひa Agz.eemen書s %,寂eh ”ere a ZrZisca如’’・ He su9-

gested that Viet Nam ′′sんoz‘Zd Je! Che U.S. res“me

bombing and she掘ag alZ ozJer Nor!h VieとNa肌Thz‘S

楊e Un克ed States z(]01/1d be forced fo sca弗er　克s

bomb宛g raids and a Zesse癌ng of di施z‘班es for che

Soz克h coz/1d be czc寂eひed’’.

Preventing the Vietnamese people from ne9Otiat-

ing with the United States and encouraging the lat-

ter to intensify bombing of North Viet Nam showed′

as u.s. General M. Taylor put it, the determination
of血e Chinese leadership ′/to fig寂的e UfZ克ed Stafes

io the Zasc Vie拐amese’’so as to weaken Viet Nam

in the interest of their expansionist policy.

At the above-mentioned talk with the Vietnamese

Vice-Minis七er of Foreign Trade, the Chinese side

made a fallacious statement that in its decision to

hold negotiations with the United States Viet Nam

had taken ′′Soviet advice’’and they asked the Viet-

namese t°一make a choice:
′/If VieC Nam zJIa加S tO defeac zhe Uタ轟ed SきaCes,

克shoz/Zd cut o# relaとions uI幽寂e So扉eC Uniorz; Jf

VieC Na鮒“,a融s Co reach a cozz叩romjse z(,克h che

U宛ted S亡aCes, Z‘Slng Ch竜ese czjd for fhe丘g庇against

扱e Americans z庇h a z,iezt, Co z?egC融a融g z”克短hem′

CI血ese aid !4,Ot11d therz Zose aZ白とs sign露carzce・

On October 1ブタ1968, Chinese Foreign Minister

Chen Yi met a Vietnamese representative to convey

the Chinese leadership′lS View of the negotiations be-

tween vilet Nam and the United States:
′′Yoz” agreemeでZ“O hoId ±oz”-party rZegOZia左ons

諒ZI help Joh鵜on and助仰p庇ey zo lt’壷Che elec-

房ons, 1eaひe沈e Soz/とh Vieれamese peo〆e z‘nder !he

do捌ina魔b綿of che U.S. f捌perialjsis and肱eir pαppe樽.

soz克h VfeC Na脇zI最上?OC be毒beraわd az,Zd窮peo〆e
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加ay s班er s鎚l greacer Josses. so js Zjzere any妨ng

jor oz#寂JO Par虎es and Sめ‡es Co ±a施abo4/諸’′

The threat to cut off relations between the two

Parties was a cynical trick to exert the strongest

PreSSure On Viet Nam.
Threats by coarse words were accompanied with

threats by deeds. In 1968, When planning the aid

PrOgramme for 1969, the Chinese reduced the
amount of aid by 20% as compared with 1968. Fur-
th9諾●霊#豊磐。掲誓霊。窪a。。?

China mz/SC五noz4 !he cznsz‘ler Z‘,hezz cons上deriztg疎e

q!leS房on o上aId.’’

In practice, they reduced the amount of aid for

1970 by more than 50% as compared with 1968.
As a matter of fact,血e Peking leadership did not

Wait until 1968 to use aid to exert pressure on Viet

Nam. As early as April, 1966, Deng Xiaoping, Se-

Cretary General of the Chinese Communist Party,

told a Vietnamese leader: ′’Iz章]964, COmrade Mao

Zedozつg Crゴ魔cized zIS for shoz4,ing too great cz zeal五,Z

書he VZeZ Naz2t卵eS書ioz7. NouI ZUe hazJe Clearly seen

ihac he js uery far壷ghced.’’

The Vietnamese side replied:
ノ′TIze zeal of one sociaHsc coz/硯ry for aIZOfher fs

壷　屋eep宛g G4’克h proleきariaz2　nderfZaめna毒sm. We

nez,er Zh壷d fhaf s乙ICh a zea」 cozAd ezJer do any harm.

With yo乙(r∴ZeaI Jhe抗JeS Of 2 or 3 z房雄on∴peOple

jn ozぽCOunfry捌ay be spared.
′’The Soz融Vietoamese people z扉l∫丘ghc fhe U.S.

aggressoz.sわzhe el訪, and ztJe ZJ力」I cor融肋e Co up-

ho」d prole施rjaまれnCezma寂ma毒sm. ’’

In an attempt to exert greater pressure on Viet

Nam, the Chinese leadership instructed their embas-

Sy in Ha Noi to insti9ate Chinese nationals in Viet

Nam to make trouble and oppose the Govemme正

Of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam. Together
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with tens of thousands of people belonging to the

Chinese ’′1ogistics troops’’who came to Viet Nam

七o help build roads in the Northem provinces from

1965 to 1968, reaCtionary Chinese nationals propa-

gated ′′Mao Zedong thought’’and ′’the cultural re-

volution’’, distorted the political line of Viet Nam

and organized a network of intelligence. ′’Victims

of the cultural revolution’’in刷trated into the Nor血-

cm bordcr prlOVinces of Viet Nam to spy and or9a-

nize ’’under-grOund armies’’1.

But the Vie亡namese people were determined to

persist in their immutable line of independence and
sovereignty. Peking’s crude attempts to exert pres-

sure and its political monoeuvres had been frustrat-

cd. The U.S. was compelled to put an unconditional

end to the bombing of North Viet Nam e.arly i‥1

November 1968 and to take part in the quadripartite

talks in Paris, With the participation of the National

Front for Liberation of South Viet Nam from early

1969.

III-1969-1973　PERIOD; NEGOTIATIONS WITH

THE UNITED STATES BEHIND VIE曹NAM’s

BACK

In 1969, aS the ’’cultural revolution’’ in China

had been completed in the main′ the Peking rulers′

intemally, made every effort to consolidate the

leadership of Chairman Mao Zedong′ Stabilize the

domestic situation and step up production and, eX-

tema11y, uSed all possible means to accelerate the



process of rapprochement with the United States
in an attempt to raise China to the rank of a big

power, nOrmalize relations with the United States
and settle the problem of Taiwan. They attempted to

use the Viet Nam problem to achieve such objectives

in extemal affairs.

1969 was Nixon’s first year in the White House.

He advanced the ’’Nixon doctrine’’with a view to

restoring the intemational position of the United

States seriously weakened by the Viet Nam war′

and adopted the strategy of ′′Vietnamization of the

war′′ with a view to withdrawing U.S. troops from

South Viet Nam while maintaining the Nguyen Van

Thieu puppet administration.

During the period from 1969 to 1973′ the Vieト

namese people s七epped up their offensive on the

battlefield as well as a=he Paris quadripartite con-
ference and achieved ever greater successes. This

was also the period when Peking and Washington
increased contacts, OPenly collaborated with each

other and discussed not only bilateral matters, but

also matters relatirlg tO the sovereignty of the Viet-

namese and other Indochinese peoples.

1. Brazenly betraying the Vietnamese People.

Early in November′ 1968′ the Ministry of Foreign

A任airs of China issued a statement expressing its

desire to resume the Sino-U.S. talks in Warsaw
and to sign with the United States an agreement

of peaceful co-eXistence" Subsequently′ China res-

pondcd positively to the signals from the U・S- Side.

After becoming President, Nixon infomed the
Chinese Govemment that discussions betwecn the

United States and China could be held in China.

China replied that ・・Nixon might come personally
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to Peking or send an envoy to discuss the Taiwan

problem.’’1

In June 197O, China and the United States agreed

that Chinese ambassador Huang Chen and Kissin-

ger would hold secI.et talks each time Kissinger
came to Paris for the negotiations with Viet Nam. 2

On December lO, 197O, through his cIose friend

E. Snow, Chairman Mao Zedong extended an in-
vitation to Nixon to visit China:
’’He /the Presiderzf) shoz/Zd be u,elco捌e becaz/Se

aき　PreSe加!he proble∽S be払,eeZ2　Ch巌a and the

U.S.A.糊zJS寝)e SOIcJed ltJ宛h Mxon.’’3

This was Peking’s tum-about decisively bearing

on Sino-U.S. relations, at血e same time it was a

tuming point on Peking’s path of overt betrayal

to the Vietnamese revolution, the Indochinese re-

volution and the world revolution. Peking increas-

ed its public contacts with the United States:

In March 1971, China invited a team of U.S.

ping-POng Players to visit China′　Starting what

public opinion called ′′ping-POng dipIomacy’’・

In July and in October 1971, Kissinger came to

Peking as Nixon’s special envoy.

In February 19フ2, Nixon himself visited China・

Briefing the Vietnamese side on Kissinger’s first

visit to Peking, a high-1evel delegation of China on

July 13, 1971, Said:
′′Indochina zuas the m0St jmporわ加　queS虎bn fn

o録で　ZrZee繭g “,融　Kissir2ger. Kissinger sa露the

Un克ed Sきaわs巌zたed !he se融eme庇o白he Jま訪och宛a

pz.oblem zl,克h fhe se初emeni o白he raiu,an PrObZe肌



The Americans said they z/IOZ/1d zl,克hdz.aきt’物e舟互oops

IγO捌Ta訪an o!宅1y毒脇ey could u,克hdraきu　とでoops

血om Jz7dochina. As far as China fs corzcer綿ed,紘e

Z房±hdr伽,al o上　U.S. croops Zz.om So沈h Vieと　Nam

おproble2枕No. Z, aZつd fhe qz/eS魔bn of C寂na join-

irzg Che Uタz宛ed N融or7S COmeS SeCOrZd’’.

When Nixon ended his visit to China the two
Sides signed the Shまnghai communiqu台which reads

in part:
’’The Un克ed S!d亡es co訪ir捌s the z庇imaie objec-

沈Je Of !he “I克hdrauIal of all U.S. forces alZd z庇Z-

克ary fnsねlla亡iozつS jro脇Ta九’aZ7. Jrl!訪ze zzzea庇izzze,

克”調progressiz,ely reduce克s forces arzd庇1克ary

」融s王aZla亡ions on Ta宛)aZつaS !he　わnsio成れ　銃is czrea

di脇inishes. ’’

Early in March 1972, On a mission to Viet Nam
for briefing abou=he talks with Nixon, the repre-
sentative of the Chinese leadership elaborated on

the above-mentioned part of the communiqu6　as

f0110WS :
′′In order∴ !0∴norma畳ze Che z.eJaきions be露tJeen

China cznd fhe Urz克ed Sとates and to ease花nsfon fn

the Far Easf,虎rst cぴd forem0SC, Che VieきNa捌czrzd

IIZdochina problezzzs musと　be seLtled. We do z701

demafZd chac fhe Ta九’an PrOble脇be se融ed frst・

Ta宛,arまis上or a later s血ge.’ノ

Peking at heart wanted to make use of the Viet

Nam ques亡ion for the se壮1ement of thc Taiwan

issue first. But Viet Nam was determined to pur「

sue a policy of independence and sovereignty. Con-

sequently, the Chinese leaders and Nixon came to

an agreement: ’’In扉ze mea融me言と∴扉11 progress子

ひeIy redz‘Ce克s forces and z算訪fary壷stalla左ons as

とension寂とhis area diminishes.’’

That means that if China wantcd the withdrawal

of U.S. forces and military installations from Tai-

wan to be accelerated, She had to press Ha Noi
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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 into Peking’s schcme of

compromising with血e 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血e Vietnamese people’s indigna-

tion.

AIongside with the increase of aid, China exert-

ed an unrelentin9 PreSSure tO make Viet Nam ac-

cept a us. solution. On July 18, 1971 the Chinese
side communicated to the Vietnamese side a four-

point pr。gramme Of the United States: Withdrawal

of U.S. troops and release of U.S. POWs within
12　months as from August l, 1971; CeaSefire

throughout Indochina and a Geneva-tyPe SOlution as

in 1954. Regardin9 the withdrawal of U.S. troops

for ′′上ace-SatJing’’purpose the United States want-

ed to retain a number of technical personneL Con-

ceming political questions, ′′とjze U庇ed S批es did

noc 〃an=o abandon Ng砂en Van Thfeu∴nOr did

克己ua加to abandon Sir猿Maとa五’’.

In the talks with the Vietnamese side in Novem-

ber 1971, the Chinese side said: ’’Viet Nam shoz/1d

と譲e adua1つiage oI che opportmゴきy Co se融e !he

qz‘eSCion 。自戒hdra~t’al of U.S.比oops J…rst and

sho乙11d consider che setile脇ent of fhe POW prob-

Iem. The oL7er庇0“I Of cIze SaIgon pz/ppet ad扇z?is-

ira互ot江s a loI7g-ねr脇士ss乙`e・

AIso on this occasion, after refen.ing to a U.S.

proposition that ′′che U庇ed Scates has z?Zany Old

friez訪s chac jt coz/1d z70とc諸ord fo forsa宏e’’, Chair-

man Mao Zedong said:
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’’ずhe Taf!ひar己q“eS魔o21 js a fongイer捌o椛. Pro-

bably克camot be soIued fn a feu, yearS. Be助een

a q硯広をsol融ofZ aZ7d a delayed o章雄, Tm r克c協ed

to choose the Jauer. Ac prese現Chjang Kaishe見has

650,000 !roops, and thez‘e fs a sCra克宛be海eezt

tha白tJe CamOf cross. Chiarzg KaisIzefe z扉〃 re脇ain

oIZ the fsla綿d. Whereめe brOOm CannOC z.each, Zhe

dまノSきisまつ0と鋤Iepi aき〃ay.

After Nixon’s visit to China, Kissinger told re-

porters on March l, 19フ2 that he and the Pre-

sident ′′noztJ began co JooZe co砂ard Mosco“7-and

とhe cr乙lnCh oI! Vie亡Nam’’. 1

From April 1972, the United States resumed

bombing and mined a11 ports of North Viet Nam

and intensified a壮acks in South Viet Nam in an at-

tempt to cope with the 1972-Spring strategic of-

fensive of the South Vietnamese people and save

the Nguyen Van Thieu regime from collapse. This

new u.s. military venture was precisely the re-

sult of the complicity between the Chinese rulers

and Nixon.

It is common knowled9e tha=he failure to initial
the Paris Agreements by the end of October 1972

was due to the Nixon-Kissinger volte-face. Bu=he
Chincsc rulers a9ain took the U.S. viewpoint and

brought pressure to bear upon Viet Nam. On No-

vember l, 1972, through a Vice-Minister of Foreign
Trade of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam,

血ey told the Vietnamese leadership that Viet Nam

should make concessions on the question of withdra-

wal of North Vietnamese troops and the question

of North Viet Nam renouncing military aid, SO that

the agreement can be signed.

1 M. Kalb and B K!冊,焔ssinger, I点しIc, Brown and Co.・

E(う. Boslo臣「rOrO重llo, 1974,営) 283・
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on Deeember　5, 1972, Chinese ambassador

Huang Chen conveyed to the Vietnamese side a

waming from Kissinger :
・′助e rzego触forzs加tJe CO捌杉fo a Cr巌aZ po巌・

Norfh Vje,C Nam fs de捌aZt‘封綿g thac∴ he U庇ed

Scates r〆沈Z2 to寂e old agree脇e融　Or aCCepC a

ztrorse one. Bo地物壷gs are maCCe〆abZe to　物e

ひ融ed S妬es. Shoc‘Zd Vie‡ Naz2吊zold o職to融s

苦親等霧誓窮器箸蒜諸富盈‡言
safeguard宛s prjzzci〆es.’’

That was precisely a preparatory SteP for the

stI.ategic strike with B.52 bombers against Ha Noi

and Hai Phon9 at the end of 1972 in an attempt

to subdue the Vietnamese peOPle and force them

to accept a solution imposed by the U.S. impe-

rialists.

In face of Peking′s collusion with Washington

against Viet Nam′ the Vietnamese peOPle were still

determined to intensify 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

discussions with the Chinese leaders on the ques-

tion of Viet Nam, the Vietnamese leaders answered

straightforwardly :
′′Vjet Nam ±s oc/r COZ‘融y, yOZ‘ hat,enO rig加co

discwss擁h the U庇ed S±aとes扉ee qzJeStion of VieC

Narz?. Yoz/ haue c証.eady czdr融ed yoz” ]g54扇s-

融e, SO yOZ/ SZt`聞Id rlOとcOm庇a抑最er one・

when the Chinese side informed Viet Nam of
Nixon′s visit to China, the Vietnamese leaders said:
′′Iz7 ±heir strz‘ggle czgai頑U・S. aggressio均fhe

vie加ameSe PeO〆e z拙S自演zI The U.S. f脇perialists

rrzay soon res“me cznd eL,efZ融e撫証y [heir air ltJar

agaj頑North VjeC Na脇′ b撮れ巌VieCrzamese PeOpZe
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are加t CZ上raid and zhey ztJiH certaidy be z,icco-

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 even山ally forced

the latter to sign the Paris Agrccments on viet

Nam on January 27, 1973.

2. Complete controI of the Kampuchean problem.

Implementing their po量icy of detente and co11u-

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

工ndochinese Peoples′ Front of solidarity and bring-

in9 mOre PreSSurel tO bear upon viet Nam, Peking,

Since 1970′　had sought to controI Kampuchean

forces′　aPPlying a very complex policy towards

Kampuchea aimed at IIOthing else but the satisfac-

tion of their se脆sh interest.

It may be reca重工ed that imperialist and reac-

tionary forces staged the March 18, 1970 coup
d宅tat to overthrow Prince Sihanouk′s Govemment

and bring Lon Nol to power. As Lon NoI 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 F。reign Ministry told the Vietnamese am-

bassador:
′/Sihanoz力e has∴nO foz.ces, Viet Nam should sz‘p-

porC LOn Nol・ Chiz7a ZtJelcozz花s SihaIZO履(1), b沈

S硯z27a庇a宛s good rela左ons 14J克h酉ze Phnozrz Penh

旗でわassy. ’’

In Phnom penh′ the Chinese Ambassador to]d

the Vietnamese Ambassador the same thing. me
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宅tat in I)hnom Penh and

Sihanouk’s arrival in Peking Prime Minister Pham

Van Dong made a visit to China to persuade the

Chinese Ieaders 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′etat staged by

Lon Nol and calling on the Kampuchean people

to unite in a st則ggle aglainst the U.S. imperialists

and the Lon NoI dique.

In its March 25′ 197O statement, the Govemment

Of the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam expres-

Sed its fuII support for sihanouk′s statement.

Not until Apri1 7, 1970, did the Chinese Govem-

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 Vietname音Se ameld

forces′ the Khmer resistance forces won new vic-

tories′ 1iberating one fouI.th of the country. only

Whcn Nixon ordered an invasion of Kampuchea,

PrOVOking a strong movement of protest throughout
the world and even in the United States, did the

Chinese Govemment cut off its relations with the

Lon Nol administration (May 5, 1970).
Evidently′ it was due to Viet Nam′s stron9 SuP-

POrt for the Kampuchean resislance govemment
and to the developmen亡s on the battlefield favour-

able to the resistance forces tha=he Peking rulers
fel亡compelled to support sihanouk, Preside皿t of
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the Khmer National United Front against U.S. ag-

gression・ Since then′ they had been trying to h01d

sihanouk in their grip and monopolize this Siha葛

nouk card for bargaining with the United States.

Thou9h extending supPOrt for Sihanouk and the

Kampuchean resistance gOVernment′血ey′ 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 PoI Pot-Ien9 Sary

clique so aS tO gradua11y tum the Khmer Party

int6 a Party dependent on China′ 1ike other Mao-

ist parties and groups in Sou叩ast Asia and in

the world.

The Chinese leaders sought to expIoit the first

summit Conference of the Indochinese peoples held

in April 197O′ and deliberately tried to make be-

1ieve that they had made big contributions to this

conference.珊ey wanted to show血e United States

that they were in a poSition to help finding a so-

1ution to the Indochina question′ and it was they

who could ・′represent・′ Viet Nam and other Indo-

chinese countries in negOtiations with the United

States.　　　　’

At a time when the peoples of Viet Nam′ Laos

and Kampuchea repeatedly dealt strong blows on

Nixon′s new military adventures′ Sihanouk pro-

posed the convening of a second summit conference

of the Indochinese peOPles by the end of 1971 to

step up, On the wake of the victories won′ the

s肌ggle against U.S. aggression in the whole of

Indochina. Outwardly′ the Chinese leaders wel-

comed this propoSal′ but actually they insti9ated

the PoI Pot|eng Sary 9rOuP tO OPPOSe it. Moreover′

on a visit to Viet Nam in March 1971′ Chinese re-

presentatives suggeSted the holding in China of a
conference of five countries w珊six parties (No血

and South Viet Nam′ Laos′ Kampuchea′ 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 Peking’s

leadership so that the Chinese could secure a bet-

ter position to enter into negotiations with the Unit-

ed States. The Viemamese side supported Sihanouk’s

PrOPOSal and rejected the convening of a confe-
rence of丘ve countries with six paI.ties as suggested

by China. We also took exception 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 scheme

Of convening a conference of　丘ve countries with

Six parties was thwarted.

While seeking every possible means to mani-

Pulate the Kampuchean problem, the Chinese lead-
ers also a龍empted to control the military supply

l・Oute in the three Indochinese countries. In se-

Veral consecutive years up to 1972, the Chinese

Offered their help in building roads and transport-

ing military supplies from North Viet Nam to the

front in South Viet Nam, Laos and Kampuchea

alon9 the Ho Chi Minh Trail, and promised to

PrOVide Viet Nam with enough trucks and drivers
alld about　200,OOO Chinese troops to ensure the

fulfilment of this task. They hoped that the project

WOuld give them complete controI over the situa-

tion in Indochina and allow them to deal with

the United States, and provide them with a spring-

board for expansion to South-East Asia. Of course,

Viet Nam rejected this proposaL

If in the past the Chinese leaders covertly un-

dermined the Vietnamese 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 tryin9 tO COme tO the rescue of the latter

in face of the Vietnamese people’s new strategic

o任ensive 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血ree

Indochinese peoples in an attempt to isolate Viet

Nam, in this period they began to use the PoI

Pot-Ieng Sary clique to sabotage the revolution in

the three Indochinese countries, aCtively made pre-

parations to tum Kampuchea into a spring-board
for attacks against Viet Nam with a view to se-

curing China′s controI over the Indochinese penin-

sula and later on her expansion to South-East Asia.
Thus, they cast o任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 COMPL蘭ELY

HBERATING SOUTH VIET NAM

Under the Paris Agreements′ the United States

had to withdraw all its troops from South Viet

Nam, undertook to l.eSPeCt the fundamental natio-

nal rights 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 concemed in
south Viet Nam will form a three-COmPOnent COali-

tion Government. This was a victory of the political

line of independence and sovereignty of the va-

1iant strug91e of the Vietnamese peOPle and a vic-

tory of the world people′s movement of solidarity

with Vict 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 communiqu6.

The Govemment of the Democratic Republic of

Viet Nam and the Provisional Revolutionary Gov-

emment of the RepublicofSouth 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 land the Thieu regime

sought to sabota9e 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

A9reementS Came into e任ect, the United States and

the Thieu 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 Tri pro-

vince. Later on, the Thieu troops launched con-

tinuous attacks all over South Viet Nam seizing

many liberated areas under the controI of the Pro-

visional Revolutionary Govemment 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-

troI with two different administrations, tried to re-

establish the neo-COIonialist　調1e 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-

ple′s struggle亡O thwar=he scheme of the United

States and the Thieu administration to sabo音tage
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the Paris A9reementS, tO liberate South Viet Nam

entirely and reunify the country.

1. Hampering the Vietname§e PeOPle’§ St調ggle

agains=he sabotage of the Paris Agreements by the
United States and the冒hieu administration.

During talks with Secretary General Le Duan and

Prime Minister Pham Van Dong in Peking in 1973,
Chairman Mao Zedong said:
’′塙So沈Zz Vie! Na物言汗s rzecessaryわstop (丘ght-

ing) for half a year or a year, Or a year CZできd a ha丑

and be枕er sZ調タかO yearS.’’The revolution in Sou血

Viet Nam should be ′’carried o沈fn砂o sきages. Jf

yoz/ COmb宛e inわoz7e, the軌轟ed Staces z‘,OZ’Zt jz(Sき

loofe orz. The proble捌弓s tha豊the Nguyen Van Thiez/

adl壷rzisねa房orz s#11　has tens of ‘吻0きくSands oI

互00pS’’・

He again referred to the ′′broom’’already men-

tioned in one of his previous talks with Vietnamese

leaders.

For his part, Premier Zhou Enlai said:
′′Jf ”O乙11d be bes! for Viec Nazzz and che比Ihole of

II2doc'hfna Co reZax for so捌e cime, 」訪e orわn years,

zt,e CamOt ye! say precjseZy. Jz裏fhese circzmSfazzces

the peoples o上Soz“h VieきNam, Laos and Kazz7pZJ-

chea ztI調carry oz克c甲olicy of peace cznd rzeutral克y

for∴SOmeiime’’.

To show their ’’good-Will’’the Chinese pI.Omised

to continue for five years to give Viet Nam annu-

ally an amoun七of aid equal to that of 1973. In rea-

1ity, they had already stopped all military aid. As

for economic aid, they only undertook to restore

血e factories and installations built with Chinese aid

and damaged by U.S. bombardments but they de-

1ayed the reconstruction task and in some places

they did not do it at all.

櫛

At heart the Chinese rulers did not want Viet

Nam to do anything even when the Saigon admi-

nistration launched land-grabbing operations against

the liberated areas.

。荘嘉島諾悪書霊磐諸富
High Command of the Liberation Armed Forces of

south Viet Nam was comPelled to order 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 : ・′I虹he particz‘1arZy serioz‘S

s巌a庇m a串rese寂’′ it is necessary for China and

the United States to hold fl.equent COntaCtS at COm-

petent level to exchange views on matterS Of mut脚l

interest. In fact, these were commOn effo轟S made

by the Chinese rulers and the United States to

hinder the struggle of the armed forces in South

The Peking rulers even advised the United States
′′z加わalloltJ yOZ‘rSeZt,eSわ∴be defeated寂VjeC

Na捌, a納れzo吊o P硯ouま: OZ” forces jrom So疎-

EasきAsia’’. 1

More wicked still,血ey tried to entice a number

of generals and officials of the Saigon puppet admi-

nistration to collaborate with them弓hey even sent

a messenger to persuade Genel.al Duong Van Minh′

president of the Saigon regime in its last days′ tO

霊薬語意霊詳晋蒜菜告発蒜
Viet Nam.

2. Encroaching on Vietna皿eSe territory and creating

tension at the border.

From 1973, the Chinese authorities were increas-

ing their acts of provocation and territorial en-



CrOaChment in the northem border provinces, in an

attemp亡to weaken our efforts for the tota=ibera-

tion of South Viet Nam.

On the one hand′ they prevented Viet Nam from

expIoring and expIoiting its natural resources to

accelerate its economic rehabi]itation and develop-

ment programme・ On December 26, 1973,血e 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 paft for national reconst調Ction. On January 18,

1974′ the Chinese side rep]ied that it accepted the

PrOPOSal′ but demanded that in Bac Bo Gulf no

PrOSPeCting be carried out on an area of 20,00O

Square ki]ometres marked out by the Chinese them-

Selves. They even demanded that ・′no肱rd coc‘触y

be硯ozt,ed co condz‘。串rospec碗均∴宛∴拐e Ba。 B。

Gz‘1I’’′ aS that ′′z”OZ‘1d rzot be beneI…cial ±o fhe eco-

no融c deL,elopme融　a訪m巌とary secz‘rIty o白he

iuJO COZ‘nCriesノ’・ 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 tesuIt・ The same big-nation atti-

tude of血e 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 a壮ack and seize the Hoang Sa (Paracels) archipeIa-

go which has for a long time been a part of Vieト

namese territory and was then occupied by the Sai

OO

Gon puppe=roops" The occupation of the archipela-

9O WaS nOt a Self-defence act as the Chinese claimed,
but an act of aggression, an enCrOaChment on viet-

namese territory′ designed to put vie亡Nam under

Chinese control from the sea′ and an attempt to

monopolize step by step the Eastem Sea (South

China Sea). This calculated ac亡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 Xiaoping 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 soIve this problem. This

further demonstrated that the Chinese invasion of

七he Hoang Sa archipelago was an aggressive act in

defiance of intemational law and aimed at bringing

about a ′′fai亡accompli・′. 1

3. Tuming Kampuchea into a sprin9-board for

attackin9 Viet Nam.

After the Paris Agreemen亡s on viet Nam, On Pek-

ing’s order′ the PoI Pot-Ieng Sary clique 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′′

With Viet Nam in order to win support from the



1atter, eSPeCially when血ey were about to attack

phnom Penh. In accordance with the Sino-American

understanding, the Chinese authorities ceased the

supply of military aid for血e three Indochinese

peoples′ revolution. They tumed down a request

from the PoI Pot-Ieng Sary clique for more offens-

ive weapons. Instead′ they asked Viet Nam to Ioan

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 o血er hand, the PoI Pot-Ieng Sary clique

exerted great e任orts to oppose Viet Nam. They

slanderously clamoured that Viet Nam′ in signin9

the Paris Agreements, had betrayed Kampuchea for

a second time. In so doing they hoped to stir up

national hatred and to arouse anti-Viet Nam feelings

thus having a pretex=O Purge those Kampucheans
who disagreed w担I 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 vicious means′ including

assassination of true revolutionary cadres′ the PoI

pot-Ieng Sary clique sought to control as many im-

portant positions in the Party as they could and
take a11 powers into their hands in order to make

the Kampuchean Communist Party dependent on

Peking.

clearly, the Chinese leaders had made a step

further in their scheme of gettin9 a COmPlete hold

of Kampuchea under the rule of the PoI Pot-Ieng

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 e任orts to

PreVent the Vietnamese people from liberating their
Cntire country, thc latter still persisted in their

Struggle on the three fronts, military, POlitical and

dipIomatic, against the violations of the Paris A9re-

ements by the United States and the Thieu admi-

nistration, and won final victory. With the success
Of血e Spring 1975 general o任ensive 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 coIonialists only

When it was about to end, Seekin9 tO impose a so-

1ution to their liking on the peoples of Viet Nam,

Laos and Kampuchea.

But in our resistande war against U.S. aggression,

they interfered right fro血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 against

North Viet Nam, and usin9 the Vietnam question in

their deal with the United States while unceasingly

Clamouring about ’’thorou9h revolution’’and ’’active

SuPPOrt’’for Viet Nam.

Thi§　WaS the second time the Chinese leader§

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.§. DE珊AT 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

coIonialism, their victory in the resistance war

against the Americans proved to the world that the

complete bankruptcy of neo-COIonialism 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

intemational gendarme with impunity. Neither can

it seize a single inch of territory of any socialist co-

untry or drive back the nationa=iberation move-
ment, Check the advance of other countries towal.ds

socialism. Imperialism is sinking deeper and deeper
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into an irremediable and a虹round crisis. It is faced

With many dif丘culties in various fields, having to

COPe With the extensive and powerful offensive of

the thI.ee reVOlutionary currents in the world and

even in its apparently secure strongholds in Asia,

Africa and Latin America.

Although the U.S言mperialists had dispatched to

Viet Nam an expeditionary corps of 6OO,OOO men as

a backbone for the more than one-million stI.On9

PuPPet army, dropped on Vietnamese soi1 7,85O,00O
亡ons 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 a11 aspects of life in the

United States. Therefore, after Viet Nam　血e 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, eSPeCia11y those who betray the

intemational communist and wol.ker 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 concemed,

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 sou9ht 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. Bu亡the Vietnamese people fought on until
’’the Americans quit and their puppets are toppled’’,

and the South was liberated and the country reuni-

角ed.
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They used the Vietnamese people′s blood in deaト

ing with the Americans, bu=heir co11usion 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 and

the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, but

the Vietnamese people persisted in their policy of

independence and soverei9nty and strengthened their

solidarity with the Soviet Union and other fratemal

socialist countries.

The agreement reached between them and Nixon′

and their strategic designs could not materialize.

An independent, unified and socialist Viet Nam′ foト

1owing a genuine Marxist-Leninist line of independ-
ence and sovereignty and enjoying great political

prestige in the wol.1d constitutes a serious obstacle

to their expansionist and hegemonist schemes in

Indochina and in South-East 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.

During Mao Zedonq′s last years and after his

death, in a scramble for power, the intemal 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’′, nOW required quick stabilization and

improvement. Besides′ the economic and military

weakness of China does not allow the Peking au血o-

rities to carry out their schemes as they wish. That

is why, at home they have made use of big-nation

chauvinism to rally different factions and to mobi-

1ize the Chinese people to carry out the ’’four mo-

demizations′′ plan. In extemal policy they have fol-

1owed an increasingly reactionary line・ They took
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advantage of imperialism′s critical economic and po-

1itical crisis and the United States being forced to

readjust its global strategy to co]lude with imperiaト

ism and further intensify their campaign against the

Soviet Union and the world revolutionary move-

ment′ and to acquire Westem capital and technical

knowhow for their　′′four modemizations′′　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 frantica11y carried out a systema-

tic hostile policy toward the Socialist Republic of

Viet Nam.

II-FRENZIED BUT STILL COVERT ANTI-VII汀

NAM ACTIVITIES

l・ Wa9in9 a border war throu9h the poI PoトIen9

Sary clique in血e Sou血-West of Viet Nam.

From the mid-196Os′ the Chinese Ieaders sought

to manipulate the Kampuchea question, in the first

Place to undemine the Indochinese People′s Un王ted

Front′ Weaken the Vietnamese people′s resistance

War′ SeCure a Vantage POSition to negotiate with血e

Americans′ and in the long run′ tO hold Kampu-

Chea in bondage and血m i亡into a spring-board for

Chinese expansion to Indochina and South-East

Asia. Following the libel.ation of Kampuchea, On

April 17′ 1975′ from the rule of the Lon NoI clique,

StOOgeS Of the Americans, they helped their hench-

men PoI Pot-Ieng 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 basc to attaCk Viet Nam from the

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-COntl.011ed Indochinese Federation’’′

and clamoured for war a9ainst Viet Nam. They sa-

botaged the border negotiations between the two

countries in order to create increasin9 tenSion in

the Viet Nam-Kampuchea border area・ From April′

1975 they used thcir troops in land grabbing ope-

rations and shelled many places on VietnameSe ter-

ritory. 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

蒜著書霊。豊豊島1岩盤霊
of more than l,000 km′ 1aunching large-SCale offen一

誌磐謹書霊盤窪u常盤
vietnamese territory′ SaVagely massacring civilians′

destroying houses and crops′ thus committing count-

1ess unforgivable crimes against the Vietnamese

people
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2. U§in9 the Hoa (Chine§e〉 nationals is§ue tO

undermine Viet Nam from inside.

There were about l,200,00O Hoa nationals in Viet

Nam: nearly one mi11ion of them in the South′ mOre

than 2OO,OOO 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 ri9hts and had the same obligations as Vieト

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

Govemment 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 accoun=he
hist:Orical reality of Vietnamese of Chinese origin in

the South, COnSidering the Hoa people 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 expe11ed by

the PoI Pot臆Ieng Sary clique and taking refuge in

Vie七Nam, are COnSidered as foreign nationals.

However, the Chinese leaders have disto轟ed 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-

ership of these people. Indeed, they have set up

reactionary organizations and a spy network com-

posed 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 Leaguc′′, ′′Association of Patriotic Chinese

SchooI Pupils′′, ′′United Front of Chinese Residents’’

etc..., Set uP and commanded by Peking′ have been

opposing the Vietnamese Govemment’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 Govem-

ment′s plan for stabilization and development of the

economy in South Viet Nam. With those manoeu-
vres, the Peking rulers created more di純culties 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丘nding a better

place to live. Peking used the Hoa people as a tool
t。 Create unreSt in Viet Nam, POlitica11y, eCOnOmi-

誤読露悪嵩e落盤e嘉ther coun‾
In 1973, the Chinese leaders solemnly promised

to give aid to Vie七Nam at least for five more years′

with the same annual amount as in 1973.

3. Using aid to increase pressure.

In 1975, When congratulating the Vietnamese

people on the complete liberation of South Viet
Nam. again the Chinese leaders said: ′′China “,調

c。融n〃e fo fuZ五Z her jnCernaきiof融o掘gaCfoタZS, re-

so寂ely sz‘ppOrC !he Vietrzaz2?eSe PeOpZe’s加Z caz俺e

of consolidating Che frz‘iis o白hejr z,icCory′ remifying

and b扉1ding zJp their fa拐erZand.′′ This was in fact
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Only a fallacious statemen=o covQr uP their grudge
against the Vietnamese _PeOPle’s hi魂oric victory

Which had elated all the revoIuti〇五ary - and- Proニ

gressive forces in the world, and to conceal their

dark designs agains=he Socialist Republic of Viet
Nam.

In reality, they did not support the Vietnamese

PeOPle in the reconstruction of their country in the
new stage.

工n 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血e 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 PoI PoトIeng Sary clique

have been condemned by the Kampuchean people
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and the whole pro9reSSive mankind. The scheme to

use the Hoa people to undemine Viet Nam from

wi血in 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.

III-SYSTEMATICALLY AND OPENLY
OPPOSING VIET NAM

Failin9 tO Obtain any desired results by covertly

opposing Viet Nam,血e Chinese rulers resorted to

an open course of action against Viet Nam′ uSing

a11 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 rulers fabricated the

so-Called problem of ′′victimized- reSidents’’to openly

start a large-SCale campaign against the Socialist

Republic of Vie七Nam.

The activities of the secret Hoa organizations and

the intelligence network of the Chinese Embassy in

Ha Noi, CIosely 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 insti9ated 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 opposc and to assault Vieト

namese local o飾cials. When the exodus of the Hoa

to china began, Peking sent two ships to Viet Nam

to take ′′the victimized residents’’ although they

had not yet raised this question with the Govem-

ment of Viet Nam. Within only a few months,
170,OOO Hoa people left Viet Nam for China. The

so-Ca11ed question of　′’victimized residents’’ was

only a coercion of the Hoa in Viet Nam to leave en

masse for China. The culprit here was the reaction-

ary group in血e 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 a=he same
time, tO arOuSe Public opinion in China and to pre-

pare a ′′触h column′′ for an even巾al aggression

against Viet Nam・

Being long-time se調ers in Viet Nam familiar with

the local terrain, CuStOmS, and habits, and capable

of ga血ering a 9OOd deal of information through

numerous acquaintances, the Hoa from Viet Nam

were enlisted by the Peking expansionists into ′’moun-

taineer divisions’’ specialized in fighting in moun-

tainous regions and launching deep-thrust operations

in the rear areas, Other Hoa were enlisted in scout

units, reCOmaissance groups or other units for

spying, kidnapping′　aSSaSSination′　destruction of

bridges and warehouses in Viet Nam. Many of them
were captured during the a99reSSion against Viet

Nam star亡ed on February 17, 1979.

Faced with the Vietnamese people’s determina-

tion to safeguard their sovereignty′ the Peking ru-

1ers had to withdraw the two ships sent to take the
′′victimized Hoa residents’’home, and to h01d 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 intemationa=aw. It was they who delibera-
tely undermined the talks in order to continue usin9

the question of Hoa people against Viet Nam.

2. Cutting off aid and withdrawin9 eXPert§.

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. Wi血in a little

mol.e than one mon血, they unilaterally announced

the discontinuation of all economic and technical

aid to Viet Nam and recalled all the Chinese experts

and technical personnel workin9 in Viet Nam, in

disregard of intemationa1 1aw 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も血e sudden departure of nearly

2OO,OOO Hoa people from the丘elds and factories

and repair the heavy damage caused by the most

disastrous floods and typhoons in several decades.

AIongside with the discontinuation of aid and

Withdrawal of experts, the reactionary group among

the Chinese leaders openly persuaded other coun-

tries and intemational organizations to stop aid for

the reconstruction of Viet Nam. It was so wicked,

SO Perfidious !

They stepped up their slander campaign against

Viet Nam in an attempt to c○ver up their expansion-

ist manoeuvres in South-East Asia, and at the same

time, tO hinder the normalization of relations beト
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ween Viet Nam and血e ASEAN countries and ca11

On the la龍er 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 coIonial-

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 intemal a任airs

Of other countries and of intemational organiza-

tions.

3. Maintainin9 a ten§e 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
a11 directions.

It∴he Nor拐, they sent more troops to the Sino-

Vietnam border area, increased amed provocations
and nibbling operations on Vietnamese ter正ory,

encroachin9 uPOn the sovereignty and territorial in-

tegrity of Viet Nam and creating a constantly tense

Situation in the border area. The number of provo-

Cations and land-nibblin9 OPerations rose to 234 in

1975-One and a half time as many as in 1974-

and in 1978 this fi9ure rOCketed to 2,175. nearly ten

times over.

Iま“he Soz“h-West; By order of Peking, the geno-

Cidal PoI Pot-Ieng Sary cliquc rcjccted the Vietna-

mese proposal that the two sides establish a demi-

1itarized zone alon9 the border area, disengage the

two armies and sign a treaty of friendship, nOn-

aggression and non-interference in the intemal

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.

Jrz Ihe West, in disregard of internationa=aw′

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 purlSued a policy of peace and

friendship with nei9hbouring countrics. They foste-

red the remnants of the Meo special force′ formerly

organized and c。mmanded by the CIA′ uSed their

road building troops tO intervene in the provinces

of northem Laos. accused Viet Nam of ′′annexing’’

Laos, SOWed discord between Viet Nam and Laos

and depIoyed several divisions cIose to the Sino-

Lao border. Their objective was to increase the mi-

1itary threat against Viet Nam from the West while

gradually weakening and gaining controI of Laos.

4. Attacking Viet Nam from two directions.

All the above-mentioned perfidious manoeuVreS

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 offensive against the Socialist

Republic of Viet Nam from two directions.

In fhe SouCh-Wes王, Carrying out Pekin9′s plan′

the PoI Pot-Ieng Sary clique′ after concentrating 19

infantry divisions (out of a total of 23 divisions)

cIose to the border with Viet Nam′ On December

22, 1978 used their elite divisions powerfully sup-

ported by tanks and artillery′ tO attaCk Ben Soi′ Tay

Ninh province, (over lOO 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 Nam. This offensive was also aimed

76

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-

1itary plan. At the same time′ the Kampuchean army

a.nd 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 PoI Pot-Ieng Sary re-

gime and the so-Called Govemment of Democratic
K音amPuChea and set up, On January lO, 1979′ the

Govemment of the People′s Republic of Kampuchea′

the gelnuine representative of the Kampuchean

people.

Jzt the Noz‘Ch, the Chinese rulers mobilized

600,00O troops includin9　SeVeI.al army coIPS and

independent divisions′ teChnical weapon units with

nea.rly　80O tanks and armoured vehicles′ about

one thousand artillery pieces and hundI.eds of air-

craft of various types, from nearly all military

zones of China to Jaunch cz uar Of aggression

aga壷st V巌Nafn On Febrz‘ary Z7′ 1979 an along

脇e border of ozJer ],000 fem. Wherever the troops

of the Chinese reactionaries came, they massacred

civilians including women, neWborn babies and old

folk, destroyed villages, Churches′ PagOdas′ SChooIs

creches, hospitals, farms and a任orestation areas.

They killed, Pillaged and bumt with the savagery

of medieval hordes combined with sophisticated

methods of modem imperialist armies.

工n order to mislead public opinion in China and

the world over, the Peking rulers declared tha=his
was only a ′′counter-attaCk for self-defence’’with

the use of only bordcr臆9uard units. In reality′ it

was a war of aggression waged by regular forces

taken from nearly all the principal military zones
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in China, a War Which was well prepared in all

aspects, from the building of military insta11ations,

roads, trenChes, airfields along the Sino-Viet Nam

border, tO the slander campaign against Viet Nam,

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 aggrelSSion. Careful preparations had

also been made in the dipIomatic field. China

launched its war of aggression after Vice-Premier

Deng Xiaoping retumed 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臆Part Of the

Vietnamese armed forces, tO destroy Vietnam’s mi-

1itary and economic potentiaL tO OCCuPy Viet Nam

territory, and to incite revolts.

The two wars of aggression that the Chinese ru-

1ers 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 a壮empt to weaken, Subjugate and an-

nex Viet Nam. Cohtrary to Peking’s calculations, its

war of aggl.CSSion 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 aCCeP七talks with

Vie亡Nam.

5. Continuing to oppose Viet Nam by all means・

The Chinese rulers have declared the withdrawal

of their troops to the other side of the border′ but

in fact, their troops are still occupying more than

ten places 。n Vietnamese territory, building up

more fortifications there, brazenly violating the his-
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torical border line which both sides have pledged

to respect.

All along the Sino-Viet Nam border, they contin-

ue to depIoy many army corps supported by ar-

ti11ery 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 Vieト

namese territory, killing civilians, buming houses

and destroyin9 CrOPS. Sometimes Chinese Air Force

Planes violated Viet Nam’s air space, flew over lo-

Calities 8 to lO 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 ’′わgIひe VIeとNam a second Jesson’’, eVen ’′捌a鋤y

物ore Jessons’’. 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 independent

and sovereign country. The United Nations Charter,
intemational law and practice do not allow China

to do anything detrimental to the independence,

SOVereignty, territorial integrity of Viet Nam or of

any other country. Is it because China is a big

COuntry With a large population, that the Chinese

expansionists allow血emselves to take the law into

their own hands to intimidate and to subjugate

Other countries, Smaller in size and population?
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The Chinese authorities have agreed to negotiate

with the Vietnamese side on urgent solutions to en-

sure pe音aCe 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 reasonable and logical proposals

of血e Vietnamese side and rejected Vietnamese prO‾

posals on urgent mcasureS 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 Truong 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 thc problems, but to force the other side

to accep=heir stand・ Thc Chinese rulers′ demand

for the withdrawal.of Vietnamese trOOPS fI.Om 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, interference 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-East Asia・

Recently, the Chinese rulers raiied President Car-

ter′s ′′human rights′′ signboard and used the prob-

1em of Vietnamese emigrants as a neW WeaPOn

against Viet Nam・ Most of the Vietnamese emigrants

were rich businessmen, Officers who had lived on the
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U.S. imperialists and Saigon puppet regime, the Hoa

Who had been enticed or coerced into leaving the

COuntry and o血ers 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 sabota9e WOrk by the Chinese expan-

Sionists.

With its tradition of humanitarianism and respect
for human rights, the Vietnamese Govemment has

no七only treated humanely those Vietnamese who

had collaborated with血e enemy during the war,

but also shown leniency towards soldiers of the ar-

mies of ag9reSSion captured during the Iast 3O years.

The Vietnamese Govemment 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 JanuaI.y

1979, the Vietnamese Govemment declared its rea-

diness to permit血ose who want to go abroad, for

reunion wi血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
7-POint programme′ annOunCed on May 3O, 1979,

With a view to facilitating an ordeI.1y and safe de-

Parture Of those people and at址e same time redu_

Cing the di鮪culties of the South-East Asian coun_

亡ries.

However′ Peking and Washin9tOn have both mo-

bilized their huge propaganda machinery and a11

their political′ eCOnOmic and financial means, eX-

PIoited the humanitarian aspect of the matter and
resorted to manoeuvres of deception, Slander and in-

Citement to distor=he 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血ey had

to withdraw their expeditionary army′ they left be-

hind in Sou血　Viet Nam a devastated coun七ry, a

paralysed economy with more than 3 million unem-

pIoyed, OVer One million handicapped persons・

80O,000 orphans, 6OO,00O prostitutes and more than

one million young drug-addicts, etC. ‥

As for the Chinese則1ers, it is血ey who have

brazenly fabricated the so-Ca11ed ′′victimized resi-

dents′′ problem, COerCed or enticed血e Hoa to leave

血eir homes, 1and and factories for China, it is血ey

who have used the various organi§ations of the Hua

Nan (Sou血China) Intelligence Agency to stir up

po距cal unrest, tO engage in speculations and hoard-

ing, raise prices and issue counterfeit money′ in an

a壮empt to undermine Viet Nam′s economy′ thus

piling up di純cu砧es 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 govemment

to leave their country for Hongkong, in transit to

various countries in South-East Asia, and Peking

paid no attention to the 26′OOO Hoa people who had

been expelled from Kampuchea by the PoI Pot-Ieng

Sary clique. It is regrettable that some govemments

and organizations which failed to understand the

situation in Viet Nam or sought to please the Chi-

nese rulers for the sakc of their business deals have

joined the Chinese in a chorus of slander and inci-
tement.
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The thieves themselves have been crying ′′stop

thief’’; those who trampled upon human rights and

intemational law have put up the signboard of
′’humanitarianism’’ to realize 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-

tement of Hoa people to leave Viet Nam and血e ex-

POrtation of tens of thousands of Chincse to foreign
COuntries, tO Create di舶culties for the ASEAN coun-

tries, tO drive a wedge between the ASEAN coun-

tries and Viet Nam and to lu11 people’s vigilance

as to the danger of Chinese expansionism and the

role of the fifth column of Hoa residents in South-

East Asia.

However, fol. 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血eir sympathy for the

dif丘culties of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam and

approving the latter’s correct stand.

The imperialist and reactionary forces, Particular-

1y Peking and Washington, have failed in their at-
tempt to tum the intemational 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 Govemment of the

Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, Which dearly showed

a constructive and cooperative atti巾de 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-

rence in laying the foundation for a solution to the

PrOblem, aS the U.N. Secretary General Kurt Wald-
heim has concluded. But in fact, the situation re-

mains very difficult and c。mPlex on account of the
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sabotage activities by the imperialists and reaction-

aries, eSPeCially by Washington and Peking. At出s

moment, While Peking vociferously threatens to

launch another war and cynically lays ′’claims’’on

the Hoang Sa and Truong Sa archipelagoes′ the U.S.

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 thc Eastem Sea re-

gion and in South-East Asia・

During the past five years′ by all possible means′

military, pOlitical′ dipIomatic 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

RepubllC Of Viet Nam. The more they are frustrated′

the more frenziedly they enga9e in anti-Viet Nam

activities, in the hope of bringing血e Vietnamese

people into submission・

This is血e third time the Chinese leaders betray

the Vietnamese peoPle.

Part Five

PEKING’§ EXPANSIONIS冒POLICY. A

THREAT TO NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE,

PEACE AND STABILI冒Y IN §OUTH-EA§T

A§重A

I

Viet Nam and China are two cIose neighbour

countries whose peoples have always been bound

toge血er, have encouraged and helped each other

in the struggle against imperialism, in the interests

of the revolution in each country. The Vietnamese

PeOPle have given political and moral suppo轟to

the Chinese people and once fought in coordination

With them in the struggle for national liberafron・

The Chinese people, though facing many di描culties,

particularly in the first years of the People’s Re-

public of China, have given 9reat aSSis七ance to the

Vietnamese people in their two wars of resistance.

The Vietnamese people treasure the f宣endship

between the peoples of Viet Nam and China and

have always preserved and fostered i七, 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 a任airs. With regard to divergence of

views or血e Chinese leaders′ wrong-doings towards

Viet Nam, the Vietnamese side has painstakingly

tried to settle them throu9h 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

nevcr forget血e great assistance reserved for them

by the Chinese people′ and eagerly wish for an

eal.1y restoration of血at friendship. At血e negotia-

tions to se調e problems in the relations between

the two countries, the Vietnamese side has always

proceleded from this ardent desire of血e Vietnamese

people. The Govemment of the Socialis七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 t)f

China, Oln the principles of respect for each other’s

independence, Sovereignty and territorial integrity′

non-interference in each other’s intemal affairs,

equality and mu蘭al respect′ in the interests of each

country, and of peace and stability in South-East

Asia and in the world.

II

Thus, OVer the past 30 year§′ the C龍nese 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 te調ain 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 i七dependent on China.

2. In血e Vietnamese people′s struggle against

U.S. aggression, for national salvation, When　血e

Ngo Dinh Diem regime collapsed, Peking flashed

血e 9reen light for the U.S. to bomb North Viet

Nam, and brin9 American troops to invade South

Ⅵ,et Nam. When Viet Nam wanted to sit down for

talks with the United StatelS in an effort to coordi_

nate the音ir struggle on three fronts-military, POlitical

and dipIomatic-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 administra宜on, uSing the Vieト

namese people’s blood to raise the People′s Repub-

1ic of China to血e position of血e world’s third

SuPer-POWer, and barter for the se壮1ement of the

Taiwan issue.

3. After the Vietnamese people had completely

liberated South Viet Nam from　珊e neo-COIonialist

rule of U.S. imperialism and reunified their country,

the Peking　則ユers sought by a11 means-POlitical,

military, eCOnOmic and dipIomatic-tO Weaken the

Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, Subjugate the Vieト

namese people and finally used military forces of

the PoI Pot-Ieng SaI.y 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-

1ities.

捌ree　#mes che C巌zese z.zJlers beきz.ayed Vie書

Na捌, eaCh流耽e m0re Cnle均y czrzd zJiIely zhan zhe

preひioi′S Oタ花.
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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’ st調ggle for national inde-

Pendence, PeaCe and neutrality. When the Kampu-
Chean people completely liberated their homeland

On Apri1 17, 1975, the Peking rulers used their

flunkeys, PoI Pot and Ieng Sary, tO Carry Out a

genc)Cidal policy, tO tum this country into a new-
type satellite, and a military base for attack on

the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam from血e 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

depIoyed 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

Vie亡Nam, Laos and Kampuchea with the aim of

Weakening them and conquering one country after

anoth er.　　　　　●

To coIVer uP its treacherous face, the Peking

leadership often recalled Chinese aid to Viet Nam,

and even boasted that Chinese troops ′’had fozJg庇

倣DiefZ駁e綿Phα’’, etC. The Chinese people have

reserved part of the f調its of their labour for help-

ing the Vietnamese people in their resistance wars

against the French coIonialists and U.S. imperialists,

and in their national construction. This the Vieト

namese people will never forget under any circum-

StanCeS. For血e 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 pol沌cal means

for rea]ising 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血at, if one were to speak of thanks,

it was the Chinese people who had to thank the

Viemamese 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 :

’’Fz.al融y spea簸rzg, Zhe Chわese peo〆eタとbe CIz手

nese Co脇鋤くn寂Party a訪the zt’Orld people m(Sf

扉za疎　抜e Vie缶oa捌ese peo〆e for ha扉zzg defeafed

Ihe U.S. aggressors. Jt ”aS yOZ4r ZJicわry, CO捌rades,

fhat foz.ced N諒oまつ　Co co∽e to C揖na.’’

Regarding China’s admission to the United Na-

tions Organization in 1971, Premier Zhou Enlai said

during talks with Vietnamese leaders in November

1971:

’′Viec Naz2Z’s∴CO融ribz戒on js zJery greaC. OL(r如oo

cozノn!ries are bo乙(nd to each ofher.’’

Conceming 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

工・eSistance war against the French coIonialists’ag9reS-

Sion, the Chinese Government sent a number of

advisers to Viet Nam and in the 196O’s it sent to
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Viet Nam what it ca11ed ′′logistic troops,′′ to help

repair railway and road sections cIose to the Chi_

nese border and damaged by U.S. bombs, and to

build some new roads in the border areas. Bu亡血eir

main task was to gather information in various

fields′ in批rate into areas inhabited by ethnic mi-

norities, and engage in propaganda for the ′′cultural

revolution’’・ Most of the spies and　′・mountain

troops’’capturcd by the Vietnamese last February

and March tumed 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血e 1954 Geneva Con_

ference and their takin9 advantage of血e Vietna-

mese people’s resistance against the U.S. aggressors

to their se咄ng up of the PoI Pot-Ieng Sary geno-

Cidal regime, their amed invasion of Viet Nam and

their threats of aggression against Laos sprang

from:

- One guiding血ou9ht: bi9-nation chauvini§m;

- One policy: national selfishne§§;

- One strategic objective: big-nation expansion-

ism and great power hegemonism.

In a word′血eir design was to conquer Viet Nam

and the whole of Indochina, uSing it as a spring-

board for advancing towards Sou血-East Asia and

gradually realizing their global strategy.

To realize their expansionist and hegemonist de-

Signs′ the Pekin9 nllers haひe z2?ade decep寂m az7d

血aud cz zza王io棚l poliey and a sねaiegica白27arZaZZ/リZ.e.

In血is丘eld′ aS disciples of Goあbels,血ey have

by far surpassed him in血e art. They a壮ributed to

Others what they themselves wanted to do. They

Shifted the blame on others for what血ey them-

Selves had done. They fabricated facts, falsified do-

CumentS and distorted history. They called black

OO

white, reVerSed right and wrong and used their huge

mass media and other means for the purpose. They

he.1d high the banner of socialism while′ in fact,

opposing socialism・ They clamoured about fig舶ng

imperialism, but joined hands with血e U.S. impe-

rialists. They noisily advocated opposition to the

two super-POWerS, but co11uded with the U.S. im-

perialists against血e Soviet Union.珊ey spoke of

fighting hegemonism while attempting to realize

hegemonism in Indochina and South-East Asia. mey
sent troops to invade the Socialist Republic of Viet

Nam, but claimed血at it was Viet Nam which had
′′invaded’’China. They did as if they were anxious

・・to pl-OteCt human rights′′′ and were worried about

the plight of the ′′Indochinese refugees’’while血ey

themselves had slaughtered millions of their own

countrymen in血e ′′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-1ine for血e Peking

rulers in their a比empt to realize their expansionis七

and hegemonist ambitions.

Chinese leaders are now striving to hold aloft

the big-nation banner in order to rally the variou§

factions and carry out their ′’four modemizations’’

plan. Extema皿y, they are making all-Out effo鵬

to carry out血eir expansionist policy in Indochina

and South-East Asia, COlluding with imperialist and

o血er reactionary forces, first: Of all血e United

States, tO OPPOSe the Soviet Union and血e world

revolution, in the hope of obtaining as much West-
em capital and technoIogy as possible for the reali-
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Sation of their ’′four modemizations’’plan and ex-

PanSionist hegemonist schemes.

A China intoxicated by the big-nation mentality

and by the expansio音nist and hegemonist policy of

heI. rulers, Whatever trend of development she may

follow, POSeS a血reat not only to the national in-

dependence, SOVereignty and territorial integrity of

each country in Indochina, South-East Asia and

South Asia and a　血reat to peace and stability in

this region, but also to the diveI.Se 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 Westem politicians and
businessmen have just wamed their govemments

Of the possible heavy consequences should China fall

into yet another intemal political crisis, but they

failed to mention the much heavier consequences

for the interest§　Of the countries of the wor]d

brought about by the Chinese leaders’expansionist

POlicy.

Over several thousand years in　血e past, Viet

Nam had been invaded scores of times by Chinese

emperors. The Vietnamese people clearly see the

Chinese leaders’ dark designs and　血ey never

Slacken血eir vigilance. Even when the U.S. impe-

rialists escalated their war of aggression to its peak,

血e Vietnamese people,血ough facing innumerable

difficulties, reSOlutely tumed 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 Viemamese

PeOPle have丘rmly maintained血eir line of inde-

Pendence and sovereignty, despite a11 pressure,

COVert Or OVert, direct or indirect, by the Chinese

rulers.
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Although血eir war of ag9reSSion against Viet

Nam in Feb調ary 1979 was a pitiful military and

political defeat,血e 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 countrie§, the Chinese side kept

showing a big-nation attitude′　and arrogantly

threatened ′′coわach Vjec Na捌c肌0房zer Jesso綿’’. At

the same time, they have been trying by every

possible means to restore the PoI Po轟eng Sary ge-

nocidal regime which has been overthrown by the

Kampuchean people, and threatenin9 tO invade the

People′s Democratic Republic of Laos′ With the aim

of keeping pressure on Viet Nam from all sides.
′′No観rzg fs more precioz‘S r物扉ndepe綿dence and

互eedozz/′. The Vietnamese people are determined

to defend血eir independence, SOVerei9nty and ter-

ritorial integri切tO maintain their correct line of

independence, SOVereignty and intemational solida-

rity, tO Sma§h 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血ree revo-

1utionary currents which have been foiling step by

step all schemes of intervention′ enSlavement and

a99reSSion of imperialism′ COIonialism′ neO-COIonial-

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 w地out provoking

mankind as a whole′ W地out challenging the whole

SOCialist system′ the nationa=iberation movement

and the world people′s front for peace, national in-

dependence′ democracy and social progress.珊e

PeOPles of血e 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 fomer chinese emperors′ deceptive

POlicy of ′′making friends w地those far away to

attack those nearby′′′ COuPled w珊many other

Crafty manceuvres′ Chinese rulers may s珊cover

up their expansionist face for some time. But sooner

Or later′吐e pe音OPles of Sou血-East Asia wi11 realize

that Peking′s hosti]e po]icy toward Viet Nam is a

threat to the independence′ SOVereignty and terri-

torial integ坤y no七only of Vie亡Nam, but also of

Other countries in血e region. I亡must still be fresh

in everybody7s mind血at Peking had used its紐h

COlumn-the Hoa喜tO Stir up po距cal and economic

disturbances in many countries in South-East Asia

before using these tactics in Viet Nam.
Is it not clear enough that while concentI.ating

their e任orts to oppose viet Nam,瓜ey are also

Crudely interfering in the intemal affairs of many

Other countries in Asia?

Genuine Chinese communists, and the Chinese

PeOP]e・ Who have constantly been misled by the

Peking ruling cIique over the past 30 years, Since

詣慧豊島霊鳥績蒜a蒜i認諾
On the Vietnamese people′s side′ and support the

just struggIe of the Vietnamese peop]e.
The Vietnamese people′s just stmggle against

big-nation expansionism and great power hegemon一

鑓

ism practised by the reactionaries in the Peking

ruling circles′ for the defence of their independence,

SOVereignty and territoria=ntegrity and for contri-
buting to the defence of peace and stability in

Sou血-East Asia and in the world, is a long and

arduous struggle, but it will surely be crowned with

glorious victory.

Viet Nam today will stand firm and continue to

develop, in spite of a11 the devilish schemes of the

Peking rulers, aS it has stood firm and continued

to develop over the past 4,OOO years in血e face

Of continual invasions by Chinese emperors.

The peoples of Viet Nam and China will certainly

live in peace′ friendship and cooperation in keeping

With the aspirations of血e people of the two coun-

tries and the interests of peace in South-East Asia

and in the world.
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