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Walker: Asia in Perspective

ASIA IN PERSPECTIVE

A lecture delivered at the Naval War College
on 12 December 1967
by Professor Richard L. Walker

It is importanl Lo put Asia in per-
spective, and Lhe perspeclive one has
depends on one’s point of view. There
are, for example, a number of myths
that il is essential to cscape if we are
going Lo understand modern Asia.

Some of what we see today is not
exactly as it 1s seen elsewhere in the
world. Sometimes we’re so  bogged
down with criticisms of our country and
our desire to wear a hair shirt that we
fail to put things in a historical context,
and this is the subject at hand. There is
a general (ailure to understand develop-
ments in long-range perspective and a
failure to understand, particularly, those

developments in that part of the world
which [ prefer to refer to as the Weslern
Pacific or the Near Wesl. Has it ever
occurred Lo you that what we call the
IFar East is only looking at the area
across the Atlantic and looking at it
from a Luropean point of view? We
frequently forget to look at that area of
the world as a Pacific power. Now there
are a number of reasons why we are
poorly and ill informed about the areas
of the Western Pacific or of East Asia,
and there are a number of reasons why
we have not understood developments
there. In the first place there has been
an educational lag in the United States,
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and 1t continues. The Western point of
view is reflected in our college educa-
tion, in the proliferation of so-called
“non-Weslern™ programs which almost
every college and the Ford Foundation
feel we should now have,

And then we have been inllicted with
the ilems of American advertising tech-
niques when it comes to understanding
the areas of FKast Asia, Prestige transler,
for example, somelimes substitutes for
solid knowledge. U Thant, the Seeretary
General of the Unitled Nations, has now
become a mililary experl propounding
on the arcas of the Western Pacifie, A
really remarkable cwvil rights leader,
Martin Luther King, is now speaking as
an experl on diplomacy in Yietnam. Or
better yel, America’s leading  diaper-
ologist, 1}, Benjamin Spock, has be-
come a chief spokesman about the
United States involvement in the West-
ern Pacilic,

Americans have also bheen very sensi-
tive Lo erilics in Western Furope where
there are fears that the United Stales is
expending strength at the expense of
the Western Allianee. Bul as Rohert
Elegant, a very alle  correspondent,
wrole in the Los Angeles Times ol 19
November 1967, “Even the veteran ob-
server ol Asian allairs, however, is sur-
prised when he surveys the atlitudes of
the are of non-Communisl countries on
the periphery of Communist China [rom
South Korea in the northeast to Burma
and, cven, India in the southwest. With
the somewhal equivocal exceplion of
Cambodia, all those nations support the
American  presence either openly or
tacitly, and a number have contributed
armed units to the war.” For a number
ol reasons, therelore, if we are going Lo
move indo a  perspective ol under-
standing about this very important arca
ol the wordd, we must get rid of somne of
the myths or illusions that hecloud our
thinking.

The Tirst of these my ths is the myth
ol Asia, or one might call it, as Fugene
Staley has called it, the “mylh of the

]

continenls,”  Allempls to  generalize
about the countrics of Asia are belied
by their diversity, There s no grealer
disparity on any conlinenl than in Asia,
The only thing that makes an Asian an
Asian, as such, 15 the fact that he
happens to live on this picce of land
which is the largest in the world. The
relations of the states in Asia with the
Western World are far more inlense than
their relations with each other. In fact,
il is difficult Lo draw any generalization
that has any meaning ahout this vasl
and populated land. Dwight Cook wrole
a hook some 12 years ago, a pood

journalistic account, under the Litle

There Is No Asio, This s probably an
apt way ta pul the propasition. Il i
imporlanl thalt we ¢ome Lo realize this.
We have had oo much inaceurate com-
mentary poured oul aboul the “Asian
peoples™ feeling Lhis, or the “Asian
peoples™  demanding  that—generaliza-
Lions aboul countlries where there are no
generalizalions  possible, Tlow can we
possibly generalize in the same breath
about Japan wud a conntry like Laos, or
about Japan and [ndia?

We do this in this eountry in a way
reminiscent ol the Chinese and  their
ethnocentric approach. A hundred years
ago the Western World was impinging on
China, and the Chinese were beginning
lo wake up to the fact that some
decisions affecting China were going o
be nade outside of China. The outside
world, 1o the Chinese in those days, was
populated with people all alike. ‘They
shared one Lthing in common—they were
“barhariuns.” And so the Chinese set up
u whole number of institutes to study
these culturally underdeveloped arcas of
the world, or “barbarian™ arcas. They
sel up programs in their, so Lo speak,
institutions ol higher learning to study
the non-Chinese world on the sorl of
Mand assumption that anyone dilferent
from them must be alike, In the same
way loday we are using Lhese lactors of
technology  and  cconomy Lo draw
generalizations  about  the  under-
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developed world. Generalizations which
simply are nol true, and generalizations
which project our own view of the
world onlo these people.

A second mylth is that of hislorical
conneclions—somehow the [act thal a
lew pilgrims went back and lorth be-
tween India and China a Lhousand or
1,500 years ago is somehow supposed Lo
give a cerlain idenlity between India
and China. Somchow, because of Indian
colonization, the country of the Khmers
(Cambodia) can hesl be understood hy
going Lo New Delhi,

Next there is the myth aboul greal
numbers heing strength—the populalion
problems of India and China make [or
magnilicent  weakuess in Lhose  Lwo
countrics. Again, Lhere is Lhe myth of
the “developing countrics.” The con-
neeting idea thal somchow economies
determines everyLhing, that cultural dil-
ferences do nol amount Lo a decisively
significant faelor once the impacl of the
Wesl has been fell ignores, (or inslance,
the significant point that village Bud-
dhistn i8 not neeessarily a constructlive
force and is nol necessarily a guarantoce
againsl organizational teclmiques
pushed in or imported from the oulside.

Certainly, a dominant feature ol the
whole area loday is China. And may |
suggest Lhalt we are cqually burdened
with a mythology about China. Some
agserl, [or instance, thal we in the
United Stales are denicd knowledge
aboul China. In all likelibood the
United Stales 18 in possession ol more
knowledge than any other couulry in
the world, ineluding the Soviet Union,
about the People’s Republie of China,
But this does nol necessarily mean thal
we can prediel events in China with
cerlainly  or accuracy. In D'ebruary-
March 1960 our “intellectual” Senator
from Arkansas convened his China hear-
ings of lhe Scnale loreign Relations
Commillee. Afmost to a man Lhe
“China-watchers™ [rom this counlry,
which has the moslL knowledge on
China, predicted that China would be

characterized by unily, cohesivencss,
continuity, and stability for the fore-
secable luture. Part of the [ailure in the
(orccasting by those who testified is
relaled Lo our whole China my thology,
for example, the beliel that the regime
is represenlalive of Lthe people. We have
a wonderful American faith in demoe-
racy, and in relation Lo China il assumes
that il the Communisl regime were nol
popular it would he kicked oul, Bul this
18 ignoring Lhal Lhe world’s history, and
particularly that of China, has been wril
larpe in  Lerms ol loog-enduring
despotism,

Then there is the idea now being
perpetrated that the Chinese are nol
aggressive, [0 that be so, then we have
nol yel laced up lo the meaning of
aggression by subversion. Fven Prince
Sihanouk, on 17 Qclober 1907, said:
“Il is necessary Lo renounce Chinese aid
beeause China has ordered the Khmer
Reds Lo carry oul subversive aclivities Lo
undermine  Cambedian unily, lo sow
discord and disunity, and Lo Lransform
the Khmer people into Communisls
who will replace Buddhism with Mao
Tac-tung’s religion.” Or beller yel, lel us
ask oursclves how it is thal the Chincse
Communist stale has more than 40
million non-Chinese peoples under its
eontrol in Lerritories execeding the Lere-
lory of China proper. I'or loe many
years we have ignored the [lacls of
history and of Chinese imperialism and
claima on loreign Lerritory which are as
ill-flounded as would be a eonlinuing
British claim Lo India in 1968,

But il we wanl lo understand some
of the polilical, military involvements ol
the Uniled States in this area of Lhe
world, then we have to talk ahoul some
of the *“givens,” ilems in Lthe Weslern
Pacific, or, il you wish, the Far Last, or
Lasl Asia in terus ol long-rauge forees,
long-range cxpectalions, because
whether we like it or not, our securily
as a nalion, our socicly, and our fulure
are gaing Lo be inlimalely hound up
wilth this arca of Lhe world lor the
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loreseeable Tuture because of the num-
ber of these “givens.”

The first of these is {rightlully im-
portant, yel we somehow Lend Lo lorgel
it again and again despile the lessons of
the past: the Uniled States is indeed a
two-occan  power; we are a Pacilic
power as well as an Atlantlic power,
Perhaps our Secretary of Stale shoutd
pul aul a dircetive that wherever pos-
sible, from any platlorm, in any posi-
tion paper the word “Asia” should be
replaced by the word “Pacific.” [How is
iL that we have been able to aceepl the
concepl, with one “galling” exeeption,
of the Atlantic Communily and ils
meaning  and relationship o 1.5,
securily, butl somehow we have not even
begun Lo anderstand the concept of the
Pacific Communily and Lhat Lhis vast
ocean, and il is vasl, knils us Logether
with the futures of the countries horder-
ing on the Pacilic? The United Stales
has more coastline on the Pacilic Ocean
than any other country, and the simple
fact is we are involved as a Pacific
power. One ol our slales is, after all,
completely surrounded by the Pacilic
Ovean. As a Llwo-ocean power we oughl
to know from historical expericnee Lhat
we can no longer withudraw from Lhis
geographucal double involvement, Per-
haps this double involvement and its
meaning lor the present can besl be
understood by remembering a hil of
history.

Thirly years ago, on 5 October 1937,
President Roosevell delivered an impor-
tanl address in Clieago which was Lo be
criticized by all the American isolation-
1515 who were allempling Lo legislate the
United States out ol world allairs,
legislale us oul of an involvement which
our power had alecady made necessary,
Said Roosevelt, “IL secems unfortunately
true thal the epidemie of world lawless-
ness s spreading, When an cpidemic of a
physical discase starls Lo spread, the
communily approves and joins in a
quarantine ol the palienls in order Lo
proteet the heabth ol the communitly

against the spread of the disease.” This
was the famons “guarantine speech,”
And an uprighteous howl went up all
over the United States. The isolalionisls,
andl many of them were intellectually
very sophisticaled people, and indeed
the Furope-tiesters  argued:  (a)  that
Japun, China, and East Asia were he-
yont our concern; (b that the Uniled
States was nol dircetly endangered by
Japanese Lotalitarianism; (¢) that [apa-
nese expansion had Lo be viewed wilhin
an Asian framework; and that (d) Japan
had o natural sphere of mftuence. (This
is Lhe manner in which Professor ans
Morgenthau argues Loday aboul China.)
Al (&) il we eould only ry Lo under-
stund  Lhe Japanese people, then we
could have peacelul relations with them
—the current argumentl for “bridge-
building.”

Aclually  the  Japanese  militarists
drew greal comforl from divisions here
in the United States and were encour-
aged Lo helieve that we did not have the
necessary  slaying power or unily of
control, particularly when we conlinued
lo trade and, indeed, give cconomic
succor Lo the Japanese elforl against
Mainland China.

It may not be inaceurate o suggest
that the United States is demonstraling
Loday thal perhaps it has learned the
lessons of history, We have, in efleet,
sinee we woke up Lo our responsibililies
in Korea in 1950 been imposing a
quarantine on world lawlessness,

Now a sccond “given” in our involve-
ment i the Western Pacific is that our
policics have to be formed in the light
of national securily and national inter-
ests. They are unlikely Lo change with a
change ol Administration, because no
matler who comes into an Administra-
Ltion, Lhal group must operale within Lthe

framework of the number of ines-
capable  factors  related Lo nalional
seeurily.

The: third of these “givens™ is Lhe
maller ol interrelationships which have
us involved, interrelationships around
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the periphery of totalitarian China. The
Communisls have themselves helped Lo
make some of Lhese interrelationships
by linking their promotion of violence,
One example so pressingly important
that we overlook it is Victnam. The
interrelationships involving Vietnam are
cither dismissed by (hose who aay,
“Ihat’s just the domino theory!™ or by
people who do nol understand  the
Pacific arca. Vietnam iz velated Lo the
prime Communist Llarget in the area:
Japan. Japan is the wonder country ol
this world. Next year or the lollowing
year ib will probably surpass West Ger-
many in gross national producl. [ has
already  moved into Lhe third place
among  Lhe industrial powers of the
watld. The London Feoromist recently
headlined one of its articles on Japan
*“Third Superpower?” The productivity,
the cnergy, the ability of Japan are
prodigious. [T Peking could gain political
suasion over Japan, policy suasion, then
the rest ol the world would be pre-
senled with a serions problem indeed.
Bul Japan, like Brilain, has to trade Lo
live. Of course, the United Stales is
Japan’s greatest trading partner. Bt last
year 30 pereent of Japan’s trade was
with Southeast Asia, much of it [.5.
fimanced, Lo bhe surc. Political suasion
aver Southeast Asia would give Peking a
stranglehold on the Japancse cconany.
[t would be the quickest way o per-
suade the Japanese o move in that
political dircetion which Peking advo-
cales for Japan: (a) first toward neutral-
ism, and (b) then toward a “people’s
govermnent.”

Now the trade relations of Japan
with Southeast Asia are stralegically
relaled to the struggle in Vietnam lo-
day, vet one hardly sces relevence Lo
this Lype of consideralion in our press
discussions ol the slakes in Vietnam,

Actually, what has been happening
behind the quarantine which the United
States has been helping Lo impose sinee
1930 is that a greal number of the
countrics and differenl civilizations

around Lhe periphery ol China have
been searching for, and finding, some
alternatives Lo Lthe Communist model
and some alternate new relationships. |
reler, for example, Lo ASPAC, Lhe Asian
and Pacific Council of Foreign Minis-
ters, which had its first mecting, at
Korean initiative, in 1960 and its sceond
meeting in Bangkok in 1907, Again,
there is the Asian Development Bank
which ig helping Lo bring some ol the
Furopean powers back al least into a
UN. or ECALN I supported concern
for cconomie development in Lhis whole
arca. [ refer Lo the Association of
Southeast Asian countries and indeed to
SEATO which may, as a result of linked
Commumist violence, become a more
meaninglul organization in the future.
All of these interrelationships are largets
of Comumunist-inspired violenee.

A Tourth “given,” which is one we
should also bear constanlly in mind, is
the wilhdrawal of other powers from
the Western Pacific. Whether we like it
or not, by sheer process of elimination,
we, the United States, are the only
power capable of holding up a quaran-
Line against a spreading virus of subyer-
sion and aggression in the Weslern and
Southwestern Paeifie. The British and
the I'vench have withdrawn from re-
sponsibility. Cerlainly the Australians
andl New  Zealanders recognize  Lhis,
And, in a way, our sensitivilty Lo the
criticisms  Lhal somelimes come (rom
the British Labor Party or the eriticisms
that more {requently come from the
French spokesmen is anjustified  he-
cause, as we have learned in our own
domestic policy, iU is casy Lo sil back
and eriticize when there is no responsi-
hility involved. We do have responsi-
hility.

The withdrawal ol Western coloni-
alism and the creation of newly viable
slates have led Lo a filth “given™ which
we have nol scemed entirely Lo compre-
hend yel: the anticolonial phase, the
so-called Bandung phase, has ended in
the Western Pacifie, Aflter 20 years
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countrics like India and Burnma and
Ceylon or Indonesia, or eyven the Philip-
pines, are aware that they have traded
on anticolonialism long enough. The
intense  emotlional  anticolonialism  of
two decades ago no longer suffices to
provide domestic unity and thrust in
mosl ol these countries. This is, inci-
dentally, where the Chinese most mis-
wnderstand  the developments around
their borders. They Leud Lo project that
same inlensity of anticolonialism which
was present al the end of World War 1
and which moved the Chinese, particu-
larly, hecause ol their own superiorily
complex,

A sixth “given” within this area is
the problem of nation huilding. In many
respects, a great deal has been aceom-
plished. Ten years ago we tatked about
the so-called “China model” for eco-
nomic development and for politicat
development. We all feared that it all
depended on the rivalry between China
and  India how  Asia would go. The
Indians helped a lot on this, They sold
this program Lo the U.S. Congress and
our Department ol Stale as a means of
gaining American assistance for Asia’s
largest democracy, We were told that
the decisive compelition was belween
China and ludia, but it never really took
place. The individual countries in the
Pacific have heen searching lor and
finding their own patlern of adjusting Lo
the world of the nuclear armed missile
and the jet airerafll. And, actoally, be-
hind this quarantine that the United
States has impaosed, it is perhaps not
inaceurale Lo suggest that many have
been finding their own solutions to the
problem of development and that the
real revolution in that parl of the world
has oceurred on our side of the lron

Curtain,

The Republic of Korea is a good
example. Someday, il 1 had time, |
would write a book about it entithed
The Country That Found [tself. The
former “Hermit Kingdom™ is composed
of a people with a decp-seated complex

aboutl having heen ron by foreigners,
subordinaled 1o loreigners, for so long.
Now no longer hermil, this country has
moved in the initintive which ereated
ASPAC. This is o country which has
wlerstood  izsnes clearly  enough Lo
make a rather formidable commiliment
in  Vietnam, a country which las
reached the takeoll stage cconomically
andl where a U5, cconomic as well as
military investment in infrastrueture has
al long last begun to give the peasant a
break.

A survey ol somne of the olher aveas
around China reveals like phenomena,
Japan  has already  been meulioned;
Taiwan stll has a pgreat number of
problems, but, neverthetess, a demon-
stration has heen made that Chinese
civilizalion ean adjust o the world of
the third quacter of the 20th century
and do it in a meaningful and peaceable
manner. Developments in Thailand, in
Malaysia, auger rather well. The anli-
colontal Bandung period is over, but the
real tragedy (or this area s thal iU s
heing subjected to the vielenl approach
o the problem of nation building, the
Maoist solulion. Tlow casy il is Lo
destroy and how hard 1o build. Nation
building  will remain the formidable
problem,

This leads ns, then, o a seventh
crucial “given™ i the area and that is
the Maoist strategy of people’s wars,
Butl this formidable challenge needs 10
be put into perspective too. There are a
greal number of arrows in the quiver of
the international  Communisl  move-
ment. Many of these are going Lo persist
after some have heen blunted or ede-
stroyed. Certaim arrows in the Commu-
hist quiver presenl a constanl danger—
for instanee, the organivation and train-
ing of cadres from targel countries of
the third world, nntted lront tacties still
pushed in Burope, technigues of disrup-
tion and  disorganizalion which can
prove effective even here in the United
States, propaganda, eonllural diplomacy,
and  paychological operations. Bul a
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number of Lbe arrows in Lhe quiver have
heen  expended.  Insurgency  against
countries with already developed
nalional identilies such a8 Greeee and
Turkey was hblnnted and defeated,
thanks Lo the courage of a little man
from Missouri. Mililary bluff and threal
such as at Berlin have heen mel and
defeated. Overl conventional military
agpression, as in Korea, has been mel
and Lurned back. The ultimate nuclear
conlrontalion, as in Cuba, has been mel
and outhluffed. The major remaining
aclive arrow in Lhe gquiver is the Maoisl
stealegy of protracted condlicl, and il
remains Lthe single most serious problem
wir [ace and will likely conlinue Lo Tace
in Lhe immediate future. This does not
mean that all insurgencics are Commu-
nist inspired. But those which are Com-
munist inspired ave linked together and
constilule a single dimension ol the
world Communist threal loday. Insur-
geney i Southeast Asia, has, lor ex-
ample, the moral, malerial, and diree-
tional supporl of Moscow, Veking,
Hanoi, and Tlavana.

Guerrilla communism in Asia can be
brielly pul into perspective, One can
date it as a formidable linked organiza-
tional thrust Lo Lthe Calentla Youth
Congress in February 1948, Then it
scemed  thal the Maoist slralegy was
mdeed going Lo conlinue and sueeeed in
China. The erucial battles had  heen
fought up in Manchuria in 1947, and
the Caleutta Youth Congress called by
the Cominform gave impetus Lo Lhe
slarl ol insurgency lhroughoul Soulh-
casl Asia. Within 0 months, lormidable
insurgenl movemnenls had been starled
—some were already in existence, the
Vietnamese Communisl insurgency, lor
instance, was already in exislence—in a
number of areas where Lragedy and
wasle and horror were Lo he visited on
people as a way loward developmenl.
The Communists, aceepling lhe diree-
tion ol the Calenlla Youth Congress in
1948, launched an insurgency in Indo-
nesia againsl What newly independent

country. They were defeated, bul some
observers were bold enough Lo say that
cammunism  would never be a foree
again  in  Indonesia. The insurgency
loumehed in Malaya in 1948 lasted 12
years before a newly eslablished govern-
ment could declare the enwergency over.
The insurgeney launched by Lhe While
Flag Communists in Burma kepl Lheir
base arcas intact and has been going on
ever ginee, although muled and Loned
down during the Bandung period and up
unlil aboul a year ago. The Hluk move-
menl in Lhe Philippines received ils
inspiration from Lhe Caleulta Youlh
Congress, bul tanks Lo the imaginalive
approach of Ramon Magsaysay 1L was
basically defealed. But ity Loo, has heen
recenlly  reactivated.  The  insurgent
movement in Korea was sulliciently
impressive and had torn that country
apart so much that when the Commu-
nists did strike in June of 1950 they
were conviniced thal they undercul the
regime enongh Lo make a rapid Lakeover
possible, They almost did,

Communist China, shorlly afler ils
reginie was proclaimed, hid Lo lake over
the direction of lhis movemenl in Asia,
andl for the most parl since Oclober
1949 1the major direction and encour-
agement  for Communisl  “wars  of
national liberation” have come  [rom
Peking. In November 1949, afler
coming Lo power, Lhe Chinese Commu-
nigls announced: “The path taken by
the Chinese people in delcaling im-
perialism and its lackeys and in found-
ing the Chinese People’s Republic is the
path  that showld be laken by  Lhe
peoples of the various colonial, scmi-
colonial countrics in Lheir fight Tor
nalional  independence  and  peoples
democracy.” (lmphasis added.y From
the oulsel, Peking staked oul a leader-
ship position, a new formula, il you
will, and the conviclion in Lhe eflicacy
ol Lhat Tormula has continued o build
and grow. Now the Maoist slralegy ol
people’s wars has heen hased upon: (a)
cadre Lraining; (b) then Lhe necessily [or
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building a solid base area; (¢) organizing
the countryside; (d) terror and intimida-
tion, id effective Lerror. Mao Tse-tung
advised, in ceflect: “Do not wound an
enemy, Cul ofl his finger. Do not get
into an engagemenl with a foree where
you hoth suffer woumls, engage a small
force thal you can eliminate com-
pletely, Wounded soldiers come back Lo
(ight.™; (¢} destruction ol political
leadership in weak governments; (1) the
purposelul promotion ol inflation, cor-
ruption, and inefficiency so thal il can
be denounced; then (g) the creation of
united (ronts which trade upon just
local prievances and hopefully encour-
age (h) foreign inlervention, so that it
can be denounced, and the local regime
cant be denounced as a tool of the
imperialists.

It i interesting Lo note that this
commilment to “people’s wars™ has nol
been abandoned by Moscow. 1L is nee-
essary Lo recall that Tricontinental
Congress held in Havana in Jannary
1966 {or the purpose of conlinuing Lo
push and Jink “wars ol national libera-
tion” around the world. LEighty-two
countrics were represented by lell-wing
partics aned ereles, and they sel up a
12-nation standing direetorate, includ-
my China and the U.5.8,R., a permanent
seerctariat, and, far more important, a
permanent “Commitlee {or Assislunce
and Aid to National Liberation and
IMighting Movements.”

A survey ol insurgeney in Southcast
Asia revedds that it has been given a
major assist for a comeback, what might
be termed “a resurgence of insurgency”
in the last 2 years. An example is given
in a recenl issue ol the Far Pastern
Economic Review, the 23 November
1907 issue. A Burmese  writes  as
(ollows:

The White Flags have based their whole
revolution on Mao Tse-tung's cssay
‘Strategic  Problems in  the Anti-
Japanese Guerrilla War.” They do not
coneeal their totally Mazoist line. A
Party broadeast said recently, ‘While

maintaining the correet idea of Mao’s
slogan that political power grows out
of the barrel of a gun, we are carrying
on our revolutionary struggle in ac-
cordance with Mao’s theory of pro-
tracted war, relying on the rural arcas
as our base and encireling the eitics
from the countryside.

He goes on Lo say, “The White Flag
*hard core” lorce—many of whom have
recently returned (rom Peking caretully
traineed in the technigues ol terror and
subversion, well disciplined and totally
committed to Mao’s militant line—lorms
an indispensable nncleus in the present
armed stroggle.” Thakin Than ‘Tun, the
leader of the Burmese White Flag Com-
munists,  amnd  his spurn
quantity and concentrate on squalily.
*Than Tun has boasted that he needs
only 100 hard core aclivists Lo wage a
snceessful revolution, and s attitude
underscores  the  White  Flag’s  bhasic
poliey toward recruilment.”

associales

As one surveys the very Iragic case of
Burma—and there 15 moch more that
conld be said -against the reactivalion
ol the 1uk movement, the continnation
of the Communist insurgencey in Indo-
nesia, in Thaland, in laos, and in
Malaya: sueli items can help us under-
stand why our Sceretary of State does
indeed believe that Peking is bebind the
problems in Vietnam, although  those
problems are also infinitely  complex,
The real meaning of Yietnam hecomes
clear.

Bul there are olher meanings Lo
Viclnam, and as a colleague of mine
recently put it, “Could it he that Mao
Tse-lung has achieved his victory in
Vietnam, because the United Slales
would never again go into another
country on Lhis scale in such an unclear
war? Would the American President
commil LS. troops now te the defense
of Burma?™

The Communists do not have every-
thing on their side, There are a namber
ol drawbacks Tor them. The Tirst is that
the United States has responded, re-

https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwec-review/vol21/iss4/6



38 NAVAL WAR COLLECEREVERPece

sponded responsibly. And secondly, the
Communists made their own share of
stupid moves. We do not necessarily
have a monopoly on stupidity, thouch
to listen to some of Lhe critics of
American policies one would think we
do. The premature announcement by
the Communists of the Thailand Patri-
otic Front was a key item in encourag-
ing the Americans to make a stand they
had to make in Vietnam. Stalin’s
stupidity in Jaunching the war in Korea
not only put teeth back into NATO but
brought the United States back to re-
sponsibility in the Far East. And in
what mught be euphemistically called
“China’s Bay ol Pigs,” the Communists
pulled a goof in Indonesia. What if that
attempted coup in Indonesia had suc-
ceeded and the Communist policy of
real confrontation with Malaysia had
been realized? It was a dramatic, global,
strategic attempt, and it flopped. Fur-
ther, on the positive side there has been
building of defenses around Communist
China and mutual cxperiences in Viet-
nam. A greal number of countries
around the periphery of China are dis-
illusioned by the heavyhanded inter-
ference on the part of Peking. Whereas
during the Bandung period there was
real attraction to Peking, it 1s safe to say
today that nowhere around the borders
of China does the Maocist version of
communism have any sex appeal at all.
Then it js important to note the dis-
appearance of Communist units. Sino-
Soviet disagreements and the schisms
within local partics have robbed
Marxism of much of its appeal in Asia
where it was hardly relevant anyway.
Despite the drawbacks that the Com-
munists face, however, there are indeed
persistent dangers. And it would be nice
to be more cheerful at the end of a very
difficult analysis of major problems.
There is the danger that the Mao
strategy may, indeed, have succeeded in
robbing us of our ability to face such a
contest as Vietnam again. There is the

any commonsense point of view the
Japanese were irrational 26 years ago to
believe that they could take on all of
Mainland China, the United States,
Britain, France, and the Netherlands in
a major military confrontation. Pearl
Harbor was an irrational decision. It was
based on a nusassessment of U.S. pur-
pose and staying power. In the madness
of the Red Guard frenzy in Peking
today and in the power struggle we
cannot rule out the possibility that
S0Me young man may rise Lo power and
become the new Mao after the “Great
Helmsman™ has fled from the scene, a
man who can reunite the country by
some sorl of cxternal adventure. The
young Japanese militarists did just that
30 years ago. Again, there is the fact
that Mainland China is a nuclear power.
And there is the danger of persistent
instability in Southeast Asia. No one of
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the countries in Southeast Asia, includ-
ing the Philippines, has the basis for a
solid and consistent economic or politi-
cal development today.

But perhaps the greatest danger on
the hornizon is the possibility of isola-
tionism within the United Stales, just at
the moment when we may be just at the
point of demonstrating thal wars of
national bberation hnked Lo an inter-
national movement arc not a successful
way for people who want 1o build their
country.

In a situation where we are alone a
greal power, where the un-
popular doctor putting up the quaran-

we dre

tine sign, where we are likely to
continue to be divided at home, it is,
nevertheless,  possible  to look  out
another 10} years to the time when the
Chincse model may  well have dis-
appeared entirely. AL that time we may
be able to look back with pride to the
time when we called the bluff of the
strategy of “people’™s wars,” to the Lime
when we said “No™ and made it stick,
and it is cntirely possible thal we may
be able to survey those troubled and
critical years of 1965 1o 1908 and talk
about a  measured, responsible, re-
strained U.S. performance as a preat
power and say, as Winston Churchill
once said, that this was our finest haur.

A trained and disciplined guerrilla is much more than a patriotic
prasant, workman, or student armed with an antiquated fowling-
piece and home-made bomb. His indoctrinastion begins even before
he is taught to shoot accurately, and it is unceasing. The end product
i5 an intensely loyal and politically alert fighting man.

Brigadier General S.B. Griffith, USMC:
Introduction to Mao Tse-tung
on Guerrilln Warfare, 1961
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