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by Mario Rossi

Paris

On the left the haunting medieval lines of St.

Germain de Pres reflected upon the pavement of Boulevard St.

Germain. In the cafes along the boulevard a new generation had

found in existentialism an alternative to the values that had

crumbled under the weight of war and the refined, scientific

ravages of the concentration camps. Across the street, the

Drugstore, an American imitation, recently the scene of the

kidnapping of Ben Barka, the Moroccan progressive leader.

¥e had met at the Cafe de Plore, the "expert" and I;

and unconsciously we had felt that the young men with long

hair and the young women with too much mascara on their faces

were seekers after some truth applicable to this new era, that

would show the way, somewhere.

"Here you have in essence the drama of today's world,"

the expert said. "Too many people sure they have the one and

only answer, and the young men with the long hair saying in

effect that those answers are not meaningful to them." He
sipped

his tea. "You see, it is the same with us. If you

had a dollar for every solution that has been proposed to our

problems, you would be a wealthy man. The trouble is that,

figuratively speaking, I am a longhair myself. We discuss

among ourselves until the wee hours of morning. The differences

are too many. But there are also points we have in common. I

believe there are some 5000 of us in Paris of x\ihom 3000 are
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students. Well, one thing I can tell you with a fair degree of

certitude -- that 80 per cent of them, if not more, admire Ho Chi

Minh.M

My expert was a Vietnamese from the south, an aged roan with

a quick mind who had closely followed the problems of his country

for a long long time. "I mention this fact," he went on, "not

only because it is vital in itself, but also for the light it

throws on one of the main drawbacks of you Americans, and that

is your scarse capacity to understand other peoples. To you

Ho Chi Minh is primarily, perhaps exclusively, the communist

leader, the promoter of a doctrine you abhor. labhor communism

too, but that does not change the fact that you may include me

in the number of his admirers. The reason? Very simple. Ho

spent over 1|0 years fighting for the independence of his country.

He is a patriot, a great patriot, and to that extent he has all

my admiration and love. And his patriotism, believe me, is far

more important to me than his communism. Name another person,

please do, who has done as much for the independence of Vietnam."

"Let me tell you something more,'1 my Vietnamese friend went

on. "Ho is nobody's puppet. He is in the communist camp but he

does not take his instructions from anyone. This is something

else we admire in him. Wow, let us take your General Ky, if you

please. He was about ten years old when Vietname became independent,

He has known nothing about colonialism and its humiliations.

Besides, he is a puppet. You will find very few Vietnamese here

to dispute that point. And remember that we are talking for the

most part of young students whose parents must have some money

to be in a position to send them all the way to Paris and keep
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them in this very expensive city."

"Why do I mention all this? For the simple reason that,

fundamentally, the problem is not such as you Americans see it.

You see it in ideological terms; we in terms of nationalism.

You are fighting; you are bombing our country mercilessly;

but in the end you will lose because your perspective is false.

What I resent most in this affair is that I cannot be on your

side, much as I would like to because communism and the Buddhism

I profess just do not mix together."

The Vietnamese got up slowly, for he is an old man, and

began walking towards the Rue Bonaparte and the Seine. "This,"

he said before going, "is the wrong kind of war and that is why

we will get the wrong kind of peace. That is not the way to deal

with our problems. They must be understood first, and you just

seem unable to understand them."

(First of a series)
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by Mario Rossi

Paris

Through a friend of a friend of a friend I met here a

Frenchman who had just returned from a stay of several months

in North Vietnam. Let us call him. Pierre.

¥e had met in a small cafe of the Montparnasse area.

From a large briefcase he took out a bundle of pictures.

nl guess you have seen some of these," he said. They showed

Vietcongs being tortured and finally killed. He insisted on

taking me to his apartment to see a film, relating with the

frightful vividness of motion more of the same. Sleep left

me for many long nights afterwards.

"Yes," I told Pierre, "I know war is cruel, and that the

war now being fought in Vietname is especially so. Gould you

tell me, in all honesty, that the North Vietnamese with whom

you stayed so long have really tried to put an end to all this?"

He said he had promised his hosts he would not reveal the

essence of his conversations with them. But the next day he asked

me to meet him at another cafe and with him was a North Vietnamese

official from his country's commercial mission. "There are a few

things I can tell you," Pierre stated after the introductions

were over, "but not much."

Here is what Pierre said:

"First of all I can assure you that the pro-Chinese wing

in the North Vietnamese leadership is still a minority. This is
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important. It means the relatively moderates are still the

policy-makers. Ho Chi Minh belongs to the group. Do you

know why this is so important in this particular moment?

For this reason: the North Vietnamese, as you know, are

not ready for unconditional discussions. There is a

condition they want to have established and that is the

principle that the United States will eventually withdraw

from Vietname. The day Americans recognised this principle,

negotiations would start even if the Chinese pushed the North

Vietnamese to keep the war going. That is why the fact that

the pro-Chinese wing is in a minority is so important. On

that score I am convinced, barring the unexpected, Hanoi will

resist Peking's pressures.

"There is another very important element: the North

Vietnamese are ready to accept a neutral but totally independent

South Vietnam^ for what they call an ''historical period.'

How long is that? Hanoi will not say, but my guess, which is

based on other things I have been told but I am not at liberty

to repeat, is a period of 10 to 20 years. The final goal, of

course, which has been recognized by all parties concerned,

including the great powers, at the 1954- Geneva Conference

is the reunification of the country.

"Finally -- and once again I must say: this is important --

if the conditions outlined above are accepted, North Vietnam would

engage to join no military alliances. That does not mean the

same type of neutrality required for the south: politically

Hanoi sides now and will side in the future with the communist
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world. The point is, and that is probably all that should

really interest the Americans, Hanoi would not join Communist

China or any other communist country in a military pact. Militarily,

therefore, Worth Vietnam would be neutral too."

Pierre turned to the North Vietnamese representative for a

sign of consent, but got none, The latter sat impassively and

indifferently, as though he belonged to another table.

Pierre said he was sure that Washington was aware of the position

he had just outlined but added his surprise at what he considered

a lack of general awareness.

The next day through Pierre I met an unofficial representative

of the South Vietnamese Front of National Liberation, the political

arm of the Vietcong. He confirmed that things went not always

smoothly between the Front and Hanoi, but did not elaborate

further. He also insisted that Americans were not sufficiently

informed of the true state of things in his country. This is my

recollection of what he said:

"Your military say it will take another three to four years

for the United States to win the war. This is where they are

making a mistake. Of coiirse, we cannot win against the United

States, but we can prevent Washington from achieving its aims

in our part of the world. Take this pamphlet; it shows the

photograph and gives the personal history of the leaders of

the Front. I may be mistaken, but at this moment I believe

the communists represent a minority. Quite a few leaders

express trends you in America would call liberal. There is a

Roman Catholic priest; some Buddhist monks; a few women.

We believe we represent the country, but we shall accept the
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presence of other trends the day of negotiations. Our losses

are heavy but not such that will prevent us from going on

fighting for many more years. We completely control the

countryside Tout we are also strong in the cities. Our men are

everywhere -- in the government, the army, the local administration,

neither Saigon nor you Americans can be completely sure."

His face darkened and a dangerous look appeared in his eyes.

"You Americans," he went on, "cannot win because-you do not

understand what is at issue in our part of the world. You are

fighting against us the wrong kind of war. You rain us with

bombs and we go on living and working, and this fact drives you

crazy because it is against all logic as you understand it.

Let me tell you something more, even though maybe I shouldn't.

The Chinese have given us assurances that if the situation in

South Vietnam deteriorated to the point that the Front risked

to be wiped out, they would take whatever measure they and we

considered necessary to prevent this from happening. In other

words, Peking has promised that it will not tolerate a defeat

of the Front. So the war will go on and on until the day will

come when you Americans will understand that the issue is

political not military.

He looked at his watch. "This is all I can tell you.

If you want more information try the official delegations of

the Front in Prague or in Algiers. Only I warn you: you would

be wasting your time. They will not tell you a thing."

(Second of a series)
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by Mario Rossi

Paris

Each of the numerous military coups in South Vietnam has

brought to Paris a number of military men from the losing camp.

The high ranking officers among them (colonels and generals)

have maintained close links with Saigon, including the military

from the junta which now rules the country.

A Colonel, who acts as pokesman for the exiled group,

opened the discussion with the question: "After Ky, who?"

He made it quite clear that in his own and his group's opinion

the present strong man will not last. "It is a question of weeks,

perhaps of months, but the present regime is not going to last

and we have to concern ourselves with the alternatives."

He went on: "My assumption is that the next government

will also be formed by military men, both in active service

and retired. Officially, of course, the government will be

labeled E±± civilian, but in fact it will be primarily military

and might include officers now in exile, i'here are two

possibilities: the new government x^ill be even more rightist

than Ky is or more open to moderation. Let us not consider the

first alternative, not because I exclude it but because there is

no more to say but that the consequences would be catastrophic.

What the country needs today is for those forces which a re alive

and politically conscious to emerge, meet, and find points of

accord. It makes little difference whether this result is being
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achieved through elections or other means. Remember that we

have never had free elections, we have never known what

democracy means, we must start from scratch."

I interrupted to ask whether he knew of military men

capable of heading such government. "Sure", he said,

"there is Duong Van Minh who has lived in Bangkok ever since

Ky took over a year ago. There is also General Iran Van Don

who still lives in Saigon. Minh has many friends, but he is

not very solid as a statesman. Tran Van Don is more solid,

but has fewer friends, and is not as popular."

How do the military envisage a long-term solution?

"There are three main forces today in South Vietnam

outside of the Vietcong: the military, the Buddhists, the

Roman Catholics. These three should form a transition government,

under military auspices, in order to negotiate with the Front of

National Liberation. These negotiations, however, must be made

in the open and not in secret. Furthermore, it must be a South

Vietnamese government that negotiates with the communists and not

the various factions that negotiate among themselves the formation

of a government. You will remember that the 1962 Geneva Conference

on Laos was preceded by a tripartite conference in Zurich with the

participation of the rightists, the neutralists and the leftists

(Patet-lao). In our case there would be two parties not three.

Of course, there are certain preconditions to all this: first

of all there must be a South Vietnamese government willing and

ready to initiate a dialogue with the Front of National Liberation

and North Vietnam; secondly, we need the agreement of the United

States."



Rossi 3

The officer broke into a broad smile. "I think the plan

is good," he went on, "because it could bring peace back to

Vietnam without sacrificing basic principles. But we military

men are obviously dependent upon the United States. So the

problem boils down to this: of the two alternatives I mentioned

before, which will the US support? The ultra or the moderate?

This is the crux of the problem. If Washington adopted solution

number two, I do not think it would take long to convince the

army and to silence those who are for a war to the finish.

At the same time politicians must remember that nothing can

be done in ^outh Vietnam today without or against the array.

Furthermore, only we can be neutral between the Roman Catholics

and the Buddhists. Do not underestimate the importance of the

future relationship between the two religions."

"Well," said the officer as he got up, "Pretty soon the

United States will have to make up its mind. At that time we

will know where we stand."

(Third of a series)
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by Mario Rossi

Paris

"To you Americans whatever is not black is white and

whatever is not white is black. When will you ever learn that

the world is full of grays — that gray, as a matter of fact,

is the dominant color in practically every continent, politically

speaking, of course."

"Do you want me to sura up my position? I am one of the

grays, and in my country that means being a neutralist,"

The man who spoke these words is a Vietnamese with a most

wide political experience. He had been a minister several times

including when Ho Chi Minn formed the first Vietnamese government.

He had gone to Paris having been expelled by the French. When his

country became independent in 195̂ - he refused to consider the north

because of the communist regime and the south because of the Diem

dictatorship.

Here are his words:

"In 1929 the French managed to smash the nationalist movement

which up to then had been non communist. After that fateful year

the flag of independence was seized by the communists. The con-

sequences, as you well imagine, were fateful. The first rebellions

of 1931 were organized by the communists. As a result the non

communist parties lost their hold over the masses and in order

to operate had to seek the support of foreigners: the Chinese
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at the time of Kuo-Min-tang, the Japanese during the war, the

French after the war, and now the United States.

"Today, everything that was preached in the past by the

non-communist parties belongs to the program of the Front of

National Liberation. Besides, the Front does as it preaches.

When the non communists say they are for independence they

arrive too late. And so they do when they say they are for

land reform or other programs for the betterment of the masses.

What remains? The ideological issue. But this must be under-

stood from a Vietnamese not a Western point of view. • vjhat I mean

is the search for a different religious and political basis where

the competition with the communists will make sense. This is

what makes the actions of the Buddhists so important. The

problem, very broadly speaking, is similar to the relations

between the Polish Catholics and the Polish State.

"Let me explain this further. The Vietnamese has never

known democracy nor freedom nor free elections. That is why

he does not miss them. That is also why when you Americans say

you are fighting for freedom and democracy you make no sense to most

Vietnamese. This is not what they a re asking of a government,

communist or not. The Vietnamese resents the Communists only when

the latter touch upon certain things that belong to his traditions.

He is sensitive to what touches upon the family, his friends, certain

human feelings rather than political principles as understood in

the West. The communists aroused hostility with their land

reform in the north not because they undertook it and had to

impose severe sacrifices. What Vietnamese resented was the
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hatred among men that this often generated, the lack of

sensitivity for certain traditions. This is what the Vietnamese

will not accept.

"Do you understand now what I mean by ideological contest in

Vietnamese terms? And do you understand why I am a neutralist?

I wish you did and that all Americans did. The objective of the

United States is to ensure that South Vietnam will not be

communist. But this depends upon the South Vietnamese them-

selves. A regime which must count on foreigners to stay in

power is not viable. It is time that we Vietnamese who dream

of a free country, modern but also devoted to the traditions

of its ancestors, become free of foreign tutelage. Unfortunately,

as I mentioned at the beginning of our conversation, this has not

been so in the past and is not so now. Our position will bever be

valid so long as Uncle Sam breathes down our necks, if you will

excuse this American expression."

It had become late. "There are alternatives, you know,"

he said as we shook hands. "Come back if you wish to hear

about them." I promised that I would.

(-f'ourth of a series)
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by Mario Rossi

Paris

I had met in Paris a devout Vietnamese catholic. He had

rather startled me by saying: "You know who ray worst enemy is?

The Pope of Rome. Why? Because he is for peace while I am for

war.lf

This Vietnamese Catholic represented a small minority but

his remark dramatized a problem which greatly concerns not only

the Vatican but quite a few capitals. Hundreds of thousands of

Roman Catholics fled the North for the South after Vietnam was

partitioned at the 195̂ - Geneva Conference. What would be their

fate if the communists won in a fair election, a possibility which

the experts are from from excluding for a not too distant future?

This problem points to another one concerning quite a number

of prominent Vietnamese exiles in Paris: in the conditions now

prevailing in the South would an election be a wise thing? Some

doubt it, even though they feel that a popular consultation would

have its importance. A distinguished Vietnamese pointed out

that if the Front of National Liberation, which controls most

of the countryside and has deeply penetrated the cities, has

not formed a government of its own and invited the South to

rally around it, there must be a reason. And the reason,

according to him, was the realization on the part of the Front

that political conditions unacceptable to the US would be un-

realistic and useless. This interpretation was confirmed by
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an unofficial representative of the FLN.

"Elections," a prominent Vietnamese said, "are a wonderful

thing if they fulfil the purpose for which they are intended.

If ever the elections proved dishonest, that would be the end

for the Western Ideal of democracy. The United States will

have lost the very reason for which It intervened in Vietnam.

We have not forgotten the so-called elections held under French

auspices or when Diem was in power. They were not an election

but a farce. And how could elections be representative when

the Vietcong, despite its recognized numerical importance, will

be absent? We have to start thinking in terms of long-range

objectives and this we can do only through a referendum.

According to the program of an important Vietnamese group, the

referendum should ask the people to select one of the following

three alternatives: Do you want an Immediate reunification with

North Vietnam? Do you want the separation between North and South

to be final? Do you accept the principle of reunification with the

understanding that it will take place gradually over a number of

years."

My informant gelt that a majority of Vietnamese would opt

for the third alternative and the Vietcong might decide to

go along. Probably the Chinese have the same feeling. Mot too

long ago Ghou En Lai declared to the Pakistan daily Dawn that

even if all parties in South Vietnam came to an agreement that

would not mean a return to peaceful conditions in the country.

"In ray country," he went on, "there are two possibilities:

either the great powers come to an understanding to impose a solution
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or the parties agree among themselves and the agreement is recognized

by the great powers. The first alternative is being blocked by

China; the second by the United States. Be that as it may, the

most important problem now is to establish the long-range relation-

ship with the North, and only after that has been established to

see what can be done politically in the South. To reverse the

process would be a mistake. The two Vietnams ssKipsJtg complement

one another economically and are meant to return to be a united

country. There are no end of problems to be solved first, but

that is why we should know well in advance how much time is at

our disposal. Today, fathers write their children here in Paris

not to go back so bad the situation is. But ours is not a poor

country if it were exploited properly; and if only the students

and a number of exiles returned there would be enough men for an

efficient administration."

The old Vietnamese added: "The trouble is there are quite a

few of my people who think like that Roman Catholic who hates the

Pope because Paul VI is for peace in Vietnam. These people are

sowing wind; they will reap a tempest.

(Last of a series)



The New York Review of Books
250 West Fifty-Seventh Street

New York City, New York 10019
PLaza 7-8070

For release on Monday November 1', 1966

U.S. REBUFFS TO U THAOT DESCRIBED IN THE NEW YORK REVIEW

Writing in the current issue of The New York Review,
Mario Rossi provides the first detailed account of the efforts by U.W.
Secretary-General U Thant to bring about peace in Vietnam and of the
events that recently led him to announce that he will not run for another
term of office.

Mr. Rossi, a special correspondent for The Christian
Science Monitor, shows that U Thant's public and private attempts to arrange
negotiations and to end the fighting were again and again rejected by the
United States, He gives for the first time a full and authoritative account
of the role played by Adlai Stevenson in 196̂  and early 1965 when plans for
a secret meeting in Burma between representatives of the U.S. and North Vietnam
were rejected by the State Department.

According to Mr. Rossi, U Thant had met with Dean Rusk in
August 1964 and "found him receptive to the idea of private conversations."
Three weeks later Hanoi informed U Thant of its agreement to private talks,
and Stevenson relayed this information to Washington. By January, however,
Washington still had not replied. According to Mr. Rossi, Adlai Stevenson,
"acting on his own and not on instructions from the Department of State" then
asked U Thant to arrange a secret meeting on neutral ground. On January 18,
U Thant received assurances from He Win, the Burmese head of state, that a
secret meeting could be held in Burma. But at the end of January Washington
decided that a meeting should not take place.

"The official excuse," Mr, Rossi writes, "was that the news
of secret meetings would inevitably reach Saigon and would ruin the morale of
the South Vietnamese government. U Thant wryly remarked that governments
were falling in Saigon every two months. Washington further contended that
an independent sounding through the Canadian representative in the International
Control Commission in Hanoi had revealed that Ho Chi Minn was not interested
in exploratory talks. U Thant, of course, knew better. Furthermore, the
Canadians let it be known privately that they had made no such check.
Ambassador Stevenson was totally shaken by these developments".

Mr. Rossi goes on to show that following this episode U
Thant made frequent efforts to start negotiations but received little coop-
eration from the U.S. or the other powers involved in the war. In the
winter of 1965* ^e proposed that a reconvened Geneva conference be attended
by representatives of the U.S., Britain, Russia, France, Hanoi, Saigon and
the FLU. This proposal was rejected by Washington and Saigon, while still
under consideration by Hanoi and the FLU. Later in 1965 he gave to Ambassador
Stevenson the draft of an appeal for a ceasefire to be submitted to Washington
for suggested changes; but Washington did not reply.
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According to Mr. Rossi, U Ehant came to the conclusion that
direct involvement of the U.H. in the Vietnam question was not feasible because
of the opposition of Hanoi and Peking, as well as the Soviet Union and France.
But he did not cease his own efforts to bring about peace. In the spring of
1966 he emphasized, Mr. Rossi writes, that negotiations could not take place
"unless an atmosphere congenial for discussions was established." To this end
he proposed three steps: the cessation of bombing of North Vietnam; scaling
down of military activities on both sides in South Vietnam; and willingness
by all sides to enter discussions with those who were fighting, including
the Vietcong.

"He put forward his proposal in March 1966," Mr. Rossi
states, !'only after concluding that there were strong possibilities of peace-
ful settlement if his advice were followed... As we know, the U.S. did not
do so. But the Secretary-General insisted on the three points on every possible
occasion..."

Finally, "when the Secretary-General visited Latin America
in August, he made the decision which had been in the back of his mind for
quite some time. Since the great powers had ignored his peace initiatives,
and the smaller countries gave him little support, he would not accept a
second term when his mandate expired in November, 1966. All the great powers
had expressed the wish that he would continue as Secretary-General, with no
strings attached. But U Thant had asked for actions leading to peace, and
still believed that his three-point proposal could open the way to negotations
and to honorable settlement; but all he was getting was words.

He announced his decision on September 1..."
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The New Tork Review of Books
250 West Fifty-Seventh Street

New York City, New York 10019
PLaza 7-8070

For release on Monday November 7> 1966

U.S. REBUFFS TO U THANT DESCRIBED IN THE NEW YORK REVIEW

Writing in the current issue of The New York Review,
Mario Rossi provides the first detailed account of the efforts "by U.N.
Secretary-General U Thant to bring about peace in Vietnam and of the
events that recently led him to announce that he will not run for another
term of office.

Mr. Rossi, a special correspondent for The Christian
Science Monitor, shows that U Thant's public and private attempts to arrange
negotiations and to end the fighting were again and again rejected by the
United States. He gives for the first time a full and authoritative account
of the role played by Adlai Stevenson in 196k and early 1965 when plans for
a secret meeting in Burma between representatives of the U.S. and North Vietnam
were rejected by the State Department.

According to Mr. Rossi, U Thant had met with Dean Rusk in
August 1964 and "found him receptive to the idea of private conversations,"
Three weeks later Hanoi informed U Thant of its agreement to private talks,
and Stevenson relayed this information to Washington. By January, however,
Washington still had not replied. According to Mr. Rossi, Adlai Stevenson,
"acting on his own and not on instructions from the Department of State" then
asked U Thant to arrange a secret meeting on neutral ground. On January 18,
U Thant received assurances from Ne Win, the Burmese head of state, that a
secret meeting could be held in Burma. But at the end of January Washington
decided that a meeting should not take place.

"The official excuse," Mr. Rossi writes, "was that the news
of secret meetings would inevitably reach Saigon and would ruin the morale of
the South Vietnamese government. U Thant wryly remarked that governments
were falling in Saigon every two months. Washington further contended that
an independent sounding through the Canadian representative in the International
Control Commission in Hanoi had revealed that Ho Chi Minn was not interested
in exploratory talks. U Thant, of course, knew better. Furthermore, the
Canadians let it be known privately that they had made no such check.
Ambassador Stevenson was totally shaken by these developments".

Mr. Rossi goes on to show that following this episode U
Thant made frequent efforts to start negotiations but received little coop-
eration from the U.S. or the other powers involved in the war. In the
winter of 1965, ̂e proposed that a reconvened Geneva conference be attended
by representatives of the U.S., Britain, Russia, France, Hanoi, Saigon and
the FLN. This proposal was rejected by Washington and Saigon, while still
under consideration by Hanoi and the FLU. Later in 19̂ 5 he gave to Ambassador
Stevenson the draft of an appeal for a ceasefire to be submitted to Washington
for suggested changes; but Washington did not reply.



According to Mr. Rossi, U Ifcant came to the conclusion that
direct involvement of the U.U. in the Vietnam question vas not feasible "because
of the opposition of Hanoi and Peking, as well as the Soviet Union and France.
But he did not cease his own efforts to bring about peace. In the spring of
1966 he emphasized, Mr. Rossi writes, that negotiations could not take place
"unless an atmosphere congenial for discussions vas established." To this end
he proposed three steps: the cessation of bombing of North Vietnam; scaling
down of military activities on both sides in South Vietnam; and villingness
by all sides to enter discussions with those who were fighting, including
the Vietcong.

"He put forward his proposal in March 1966," Mr. Rossi
states, "only after concluding that there were strong possibilities of peace-
ful settlement if his advice were followed... As we know, the U.S. did not
do so. But the Secretary-General insisted on the three points on every possible
occasion..."

Finally, "when the Secretary-General visited Latin America
in August, he made the decision which had been in the back of his mind for
quite some time. Since the great powers had ignored his peace initiatives,
and the smaller countries gave him little support, he would not accept a
second term when his mandate expired in November,, 1966. All the great powers
had expressed the wish that he would continue as Secretary-General, with no
strings attached. But U Thant had asked for actions leading to peace, and
still believed that his three-point proposal could open the way to negotations
and to honorable settlement; but all he was getting was words.

He announced his decision on September 1..."
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When
Untold

'/ietnam: The
it seemed

clearest and ::.ost convincing stories
tragedies of our ti.tie. i was

I read your article
Story in i'h e .sew v o r i c ̂  o v 1 e w o f

the
/ •<* J\

*̂ ^̂
greatest

to me one of
of one of the
so deeply moved by it that L consulted -eoffrey c-.odsell
who is giving a series of ^ontr^y lectures at ,-r.y Church
on Foreign.iAf fairs j and learned fro:r nira the background
of the story and soiuethin;, of your own background and
the depth of your concern.

On the strength of this 1 decided to preach a sermon
based upon your article. , y people were deeply moved by
it and requested copies. I had lunch with :-.r. GodseLL
today and shared a copy with hiiri. At his su,r,f;estion 1
am enclosing a copy of that ser.non. 1 am deeply grateful
to you for putting the issuerso clearly. I wish every
American citi?en could read your article.

Since writinr, the serr.on I have followed the news
closely, rejoiced at the decision of u Thant to continue
another term as Secretary General, and cannot refrain
from believing that you contributed greatly to the
decision of the united .\ations to elect him and of u
fhant himself to accept another term.

It is not often that a journalist clarifies so momentous an
issue with such insight and power. I am sure that we are
not yet "out of the woods'1; but it may well prove that
you have played a vital role at one of the important
turning points in history. 1 a:n deeply grateful to you
and particularly glad that a man of your sensitivness,
comprehension and historical perspective is working at
such an important post.

Sincerely yours,
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