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The Boston Manifesto: An Executive Summary

From July 26-29, 2004 a diverse group of Vietnam veterans, aca-
demics and experts met in Boston to discuss in depth the prevailing
myths of that widely misunderstood and still misinterpreted con-
flict.® It quickly became evident that every man in the room—
including Medal of Honor recipients, former prisoners of war,
Specia Forces and SOG warriors, and garden variety Gls who
make no claim to being “heroes’—felt a strong sense of anger over
the nomination of Senator John F. Kerry to be President of the
United States. We decided that it was important to document some
of the reasons for our anger, and the attached document has been
prepared for that purpose.

This was not designed to be an “ October surprise’—we wanted to
do a serious job (our report is documented with nearly 500 foot-
notes), most of us have “day jobs,” and it has taken us nearly four
months to put our views on paper. This short summary will provide
a brief overview of some of our concerns. Readers wishing to ex-
amine the factual basis and authority for our conclusion are urged
to read the full report—which should be considered entirely on its
own intrinsic merits.

Most of us learned about the Swift Boat Veterans for Truth cam-
paign via media reports. We listened as they were attacked for ac-
cepting money from individuals who also contributed to President
Bush and for allegedly seeking personal fame and fortune. We
have not solicited or raised a nickel for this project, and none of us
seeks “fame or fortune” for our efforts. We believe the report
stands strongly on its own, but of course if Senator Kerry wishesto
confront the witnesses against him in the public forum we will be
more than happy to accommodate him. Our intention is to an-
nounce the release of the document, make it available to all on the
Internet, and then rely upon the grass-roots efforts of others to
bring it to the attention of the public in the next two weeks. We
have no “public relations’ skills or financial resources, and our

! For the proceedings of this conference, go to http://www.Viet-Myths.net.
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contribution will be complete when the document is placed on the
Web unless others take on the task of publicizing it.

One of the great ironies of the Vietnam War is that those of us who
actually served there are more than twice as likely as non-veterans
to view the war in favorable terms. Professional public opinion
polls established long ago that three out of every four Vietham vet-
erans enjoyed their service and more than 90 percent are glad they
served. We are more than twice as likely as the average American
to take pride in what Americatried to do in the war, and more than
two-thirds of us believe we were “right to get involved” and would
have gone back again even if we knew the final outcome. There
are many “myths’ about that war, including that we were defeated
militarily on the battlefield. As the Manifesto documents, by the
end of 1972 we had the war essentially won on the battlefield and
in the air over North Vietnam—and this point was recognized as
well by our enemies. Their only hope was that by working with the
American “peace’” movement they could persuade Congress to
abandon a commitment championed by President John F. Kennedy
and approved by a 99.5 percent mgjority of Congress and the
overwhelming majority of the American people. John F. Kerry was
instrumental in that hope.

None of us who gathered in Boston served with John Kerry in
Vietnam or even knew he existed until he surfaced in 1971 as a
leader of the anti-Vietham War movement. We therefore defer to
the men who did know him and served with him in the Swift Boats
on the questions that have been raised about his conduct in coun-
try. Having followed that debate, however, it seems to us that the
Swift Boat Veterans for Truth have established certain key facts
beyond reasonable doubt: John Kerry has told numerous material
falsehoods both during his short stay in Vietnam and since then in
discussing his conduct there. Specifically:

* He has repeatedly lied about having been inside Cambodia
engaging in combat with Cambodian and South Vietnam-
ese forces on Christmas Day of 1968. On thisissue, thereis
complete unanimity among the numerous knowledgeable
parties, including every Swift Boat officer who served with



John Kerry and their subordinates and superiors in the
chain of command who have addressed the issue. Not a
single member of Lieutenant Kerry’s own crew supports
his claim, and Kerry’s own personal records document that
the story isfalse. And this was not just an embellished “ war
yarn” Kerry might have told to impress people in bars or at
cocktail parties—he used this lie to try to persuade his fel-
low senators to undermine President Reagan’s effortsto re-
sist Communist aggression in Central Americain 1985.

At least two of John Kerry’s Purple Heart awards were ob-
tained on the basis of false reports prepared by Kerry him-
self. With respect to the incident on December 2, 1968, the
senior officer in the boat (who went on to a distinguished
career as an admiral in Navy JAG), the Navy physician
who treated his superficia “wound,” and Kerry’s com-
manding officer at the time confirm that there was no ex-
change of fire with the Viet Cong that night and Kerry neg-
ligently wounded himself while in the process endangering
everyone on the boat. Kerry’s own records confirm that af-
ter thisincident he wrote that he had not yet been shot at.

Similarly, both John Kerry and Lieutenant James Rassmann
(an active Kerry campaigner) admit that Kerry negligently
injured himself on March 13, 1969, by failing to seek
proper cover after throwing a hand grenade into a supply of
Viet Cong rice while on land. Since no enemy contact took
place during that incident, the superficia wound to his but-
tocks did not qualify for a Purple Heart. But several hours
later, when a Viet Cong mine detonated under another
Swift Boat across the river from Kerry’s, Kerry falsely pre-
pared a report claiming that the piece of shrapnel that had
struck his buttocks hours earlier had instead been caused by
the exploding mine. By pretending that the injury resulted
from enemy action, Kerry obtained a third Purple Heart
which—despite the lie he later told on the Dick Cavett
Show—he immediately used to obtain reassignment back
to American out of harm’sway.

-iv -



John Kerry’slies don’t stop with falsifying official recordsto ob-
tain unearned decorations. In other versions of the events of March
13, he has claimed that the mine exploded under his own boat,
which iseasily proven false by the absence of any damage to his
boat and by the testimony of every other witness. Most of the Swift
Boat officers who were present at the time also allege that Kerry
obtained his Bronze Star that day on the basis of afalse report, and
serious doubts have aso been raised about the incident in which he
received his Silver Star. He also clearly lied when he asserted that
he had thrown away his Vietnam medals. Some of these liesin-
volve criminal behavior. American presidents have been driven
from office or impeached for less.

But in our view, these are relatively trivial matters when compared
to Kerry’s behavior after he returned to America. At that time, he
regularly and voluntarily associated himself with some of the most
radical anti-America forces in the country, including the so-called
“Vietnam Veterans Against the War” (VVAW) and the pro-Cuban
Institute for Policy Studies. Like many of its members, the titular
leader of the VVAW was an imposter. “ Captan” Al Hubbard
falsely claimed to have been seriously wounded during his second
tour as an Air Force pilot in Vietnam. In reality, Hubbard was a
militant Black Panther who had served as an Air Force sergeant
and had never set foot anywhere in Indochina until sent to Hanoi to
represent the VVAW in 1971 on a trip financed by the Communist
Party, USA. Hubbard sad beside John Kerry during a Meet the
Press interview in April 1971, and like Kerry and Jane Fonda (a
principal financia backer of the VVAW) addressed various
VVAW ralies. When some non-Communists within the VVAW
complained about the radical Communist influence in the organiza-
tion, Kerry rejected their efforts as a threat to the unity of the
“peace’” movement.

Presidential candidate Kerry now asserts that he never criticized
U.S. troops during his anti-war years, only our government’s pol-
icy. That is another lie. He told the Senators that between sixty and
eighty percent of American forces in Vietham were “stoned”
twenty-four hours a day, and that we routinely engaged in rape,
murder, and numerous other war crimes. When his VVAW com-
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rades conducted a march through New Jersey to Valley Forge,
Pennsylvania, on September 7, 1970, to listen to speeches by John
Kerry, Jane Fonda, and other anti-war leaders, they distributed
leaflets telling the people they encountered that U.S. infantry sol-
diers in Vietnam were “butchers’ who routinely raped and mur-
dered innocent civilians.

In January and February 1971, John Kerry took part in a Jane
Fonda-funded “ Winter Soldiers Investigation” in Detroit where
alleged Vietnam veterans (many of them later shown to have been
imposters) testified to both committing heinous war crimes and
witnessing similar actions by other American soldiers. Kerry now
claims that he didn’t realize that some of the stories were blatant
lies. But one of the witnesses, Steven Pitkin, has recently come
forward and signed a sworn statement that he personally told Kerry
he had no knowledge of any war crimes in Vietnam and the Kerry
and others pressured him to make up stories—suggesting that if he
did not testify he might have to find his own way back to Balti-
more. This shows that John Kerry was not smply “duped” by the
Communists with whom he willingly associated, but that he was
actively involved in perpetrating a fraud on the American people
and the U.S. Congress.

Some of Kerry's radical VVAW comrades later joined with ca-
shiered CIA operative Philip Agee—who after the fall of the So-
viet empire was identified as a KGB and Cuban DGI intelligence
agent—in starting the publication Counter Spy for the purpose of
exposing the identities of American and allied intelligence officers.
Agee's efforts led directly to the murders of several exposed intel-
ligence officers. After a British intelligence officer identified by
Agee was murdered, Kerry’s friends at the Institute for Policy
Studies played a key role in helping Agee find a new base of op-
erations in the Netherlands. When Agee’s efforts resulted in the
murder of Richard Welch, the CIA station chief in Athens, Con-
gress passed a statute making it a felony to reveal the identity of a
covert U.S. intelligence officer. John Kerry’s well-documented
hostility to the CIA dates back to his war protester days and has
been reflected by his voting record on Intelligence Community
funding as a Senator.
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Representing the VVAW and pretending to speak for all Vietnam
war veterans, on April 22, 1971, John Kerry told numerous lies to
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee that were broadcast across
the nation and helped persuade Congress to pass a law two years
later that made it unlawful for the United States to continue carry-
ing out the solemn pledge made by President John F. Kennedy in
his 1961 inaugural address. By following John Kerry’s advice and
legidating a surrender in Indochina, Congress paved the way for
the Communists to conquer their neighbors behind columns of So-
viet-made tanks and then to slaughter an estimated three million
human beings—more people than were killed in combat during the
previous fourteen years. And tens of millions of other people who
had relied upon John Kennedy’ s pledge of support were consigned
to a Communist gulag that continues to be ranked among the
“worst of the worst” human rights violators. Recent efforts by
Congress to tie American assistance to Vietnam to improvements
in their human rights policies have been blocked by Senator Kerry.

John Kerry’s 1971 Senate Foreign Relations Committee testimony
shocks the conscience of us all. He didn’t just argue that the war
was a mistake, he portrayed the United States as the villain and
repeatedly parroted Hanoi’s official Communist Party line while
demanding that America abandon its commitment, pay “repara-
tions’ to the Communists, and stop complaining about the torture
of our POWSs and demanding their return as a part of any settle-
ment. After meeting secretly with North Vietnamese and Viet
Cong officials in Paris, Kerry returned to the United States and be-
came personaly involved in the exploitation of POW wives and
families by Hanoi. The New York Times reported on July 23, 1971,
that at one press conference at which John Kerry was presenting
the wives of two POWs who had agreed to denounce the war (in
return for promises of more mail and better treatment for their hus-
bands in Hanoi), other POW wives showed up and shouted to
Kerry “What office are you going to run for next?’” The Times re-
ported: “ One of the women accused Mr. Kerry of ‘constantly using
our suffering and grief’ for his political ambitions.”

Appearing on Meet the Press on May 6, 2001, Senator John Kerry
asserted: “1 think our soldiers [in Vietnam] served as nobly, on the
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whole, as in any war.” But three decades earlier, he had accused
American troops of routinely committing war crimes, murdering
POWS, and behaving in a fashion “reminiscent of Genghis Khan.”
Such lies misled Congress and the American public and betrayed
the sacrifice of every man, living or dead, who served honorably in
an effort to prevent the Communists from conquering South Viet-
nam.

After returning from his captivity as a POW in Hanoi, John
McCain said he thanked God President of the United States had
demanded that Hanoi comply with its obligations under the 1949
Geneva Conventions and end the torture of American POWSs, “be-
cause if it hadn’'t been for that a lot of us would never have re-
turned.” But less than two years earlier, John Kerry had falsely al-
leged America was the greatest violator of the Geneva Convention
in history and denounced to the Senate “the hypocrisy in our taking
umbrage in the Geneva Conventions.” In redlity, the International
Committee of the Red Cross had praised the United States for hav-
ing gone “far beyond the requirements of the Geneva Convention”
by voluntarily extending the Geneva Convention to cover Viet
Cong detainees (other than those apprehended in connection with
acts of “terrorism”). The ICRC called the American regulation one
of the important documents “in the history of the humanitarian
law.”

In his Senate testimony John Kerry implied that democracy was
not really a better system of government than Communism, and
asserted that what really mattered was whether a government could
meet the needs of its people. He focused his strongest criticism
upon America s policy of resisting international Communism, tell-
ing the Senators. ““There is no threat. The Communists are not
about to take over our McDonald hamburger stands.” Kerry ac-
cused America of being “paranoid about the Russians,” and de-
clared “ we cannot fight communist al over the world, and | think
we should have learned that by now.” We thank God that President
Reagan didn’t believe that when he challenged Soviet President
Gorbachev to tear down the Berlin Wall. Many of uswho stayed in
Vietnam for more than a few months saw first-hand the realities of
Communism, which the Black Book of Communism, published by
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Harvard University Press in 1999, estimates claimed between
eighty and one hundred million lives during the twentieth century.
But had John Kerry’'s advice been followed, America might well
have lost the Cold War.

Then there are the humanitarian consequences of his actions. In
demanding that the United States immediately abandon it com-
mitment to Indochina, John Kerry told the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee on April 22, 1971, that there would of course be
“recriminations,” and perhaps "several million" lives would ulti-
mately "be on our conscience." But in Kerry’s view, "the United
States is not really in a position to consider the happiness of those
people” who made the mistake of relying upon Americas promise
to help defend them. Approximately three million people were
daughtered by the new Communist regimes after Congress fol-
lowed Kerry’s advice, and tens of millions more were consigned to
a Communist tyranny that continues to rank among the “ worst of
the worst” in terms of respect for human rights. Efforts by Con-
gress to attach conditions to U.S. trade with Communist Vietnam
in recent years have been blocked by Senator John Kerry.

Particularly horrible was the genocide carried out by the Commu-
nist Khmer Rouge in tiny Cambodia, where the Black Book of
Communism and many other sources estimate that two million
people were killed. No one fought harder to cover up this humani-
tarian catastrophe than D. Gareth Porter, a “scholar” with the pro-
Cuban Ingtitute for Policy Studies, who asserted that reports of
widespread slaughter in Cambodia was the work of the evil CIA.
Shortly after becoming a Senator, John Kerry hired Gareth Porter
to be hislegidative assistant.

One of the many myths about the Vietnam War spread by John
Kerry and his peace movement comrades was that Ho Chi Minh
was the “ George Washington” of Vietnam. In reality, as the Penta-
gon Papers correctly noted and numerous North Vietnamese offi-
cia biographies have confirmed, Ho was an old-line Stalinist who
had co-founded the French Communist party in 1920 and traveled
around the world on a Soviet passport working for the Communist
International (Comintern) for thirty years before returning to Viet-
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nam in 1941. Indeed, party histories acknowledge that when Ho
Chi Minh showed up in Hong Kong for the founding meeting of
the Indochina Communist Party, he was present not as a Vietnam-
ese revolutionary but rather as the “officia representative” of the
Comintern.

Other myths that fueled the anti-war movement but are demonstra-
bly false (and in many instances confirmed as false either by the
Pentagon Papers or by admissions against interests out of Hanoi
since the end of the war) were that the United States first became
involved in Indochina to restore French colonialism, that we vio-
lated the 1954 Geneva Agreements and blocked free elections in
1956, that the “ Nationa Liberation Front” was independent of Ha-
noi’s control, and that the war was unconstitutional and illegal un-
der international law. We address al of these issues in the Mani-
festo.

In 1970 John Kerry said that he would not support sending U.S.
troops outside the territorial limits of the United States without the
approva of the United Nations. In those days, the Soviet Union
had a veto on the Security Council—the primary organ of the UN
for keeping the peace—so Kerry was in reality arguing that Amer-
ica should never resist international Communist aggression. But
when the Cold War ended and the United Nations unanimously
agreed to defend tiny Kuwait from the brutal aggression of Saddam
Hussein's Irag, John Kerry voted to undermine the United Nations
and to rely on economic sanctions to stop the ongoing brutal rape
of Kuwait.

One of the largely overlooked contributing factors to the terrorist
attacks of September 11, 2001, was the appearance of American
weakness resulting from decades of congressional usurpation of
presidential power in the aftermath of Vietnam. Although Con-
gress had formally authorized the President to use military force in
Indochina in August 1964 with only two dissenting votes (by a
99.5 percent majority), when the war became unpopular it usurped
presidential authority as Commander in Chief by enacting the War
Powers Resolution, which, among other things, pretends to deny
the President the power to defend American civilians abroad from
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terrorist attacks until Congress first meets and passes a new law
authorizing the response. Even Senator George Mitchell recog-
nized in the end that the War Powers Resolution threatened “the
delicate balance of power established by the Constitution” and
“potentially undermines America’ s ability to effectively defend our
national security.” This statute was at the heart of the 1983 con-
frontation over the deployment of U.S. peacekeeping forcesto Bei-
rut, Lebanon, where frequent warnings of avoiding “another Viet-
nam” led all but two Senate Democrats to vote to undermine Presi-
dent Reagan’s policies. Even when the deployment was narrowly
approved, senators asserted that if there were any further casualties
in Beirut they could “reconsider” their vote at any time, and this
persuaded Islamic terrorists in Lebanon to inform thelir terrorists
that if they could “kill 15 marinesthe rest will leave.” That precipi-
tated the truck bomb on the morning of October 23, 1983, that
claimed 241 American lives and helped persuade Osama bin Laden
that America had no stomach to resist his demands. Myths about
the Vietham War—many of them spread personally by Senator
John Kerry—continue to undermine our nation and encourage our
enemies.

The Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution makes it unlawful
for a citizen who has given “aid and comfort to the enemy” to hold
either the office of Senator or President of the United States. We
believe that a strong case can be made that John Kerry crossed that
line on more than one occasion. We don’'t know for certain what
was discussed during his secret meetings with our nation’s enemies
in Paris and Managua, but if he either encouraged them in their
war effort or collaborated in any way with them in connection with
his leadership role in the “peace” movement, he probably commit-
ted constitutional treason.

At minimum, it seems clear that he has committed no less than
three serious felonies by meeting and negotiating with our nation’s
enemies. In 1799, Congress enacted the “ Logan Act” to punish “an
interference of individual citizens in the negotiations of our Execu-
tive with foreign Governments.” Quaker pacifist Dr. George Logan
had traveled to Paris to assure the French government that the
American people wanted peace. House Republican leader Albert
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Gallatin (a fellow Pennsylvanian and friend of Dr. Logan) ac-
knowledged in the debate that to make such a trip during time of
war would be “high treason,” and in the setting of difficulties that
currently characterized what has been termed the “quasi-war” with
France would be a “high crime.” Gallatin added that “it would be
extremely improper for a member of this House [Congress] to en-
ter into any correspondence with the French Republic, because this
country is at present in a peculiar situation; for though, as we are
not at war with France, an offence of this kind would not be high
treason, yet it would be as criminal an act, asif we were at war.”

In his 1971 testimony before Congress, John Kerry acknowledged
that his visits to Paris to meet with Viet Cong and North Vietnam-
ese leaders may have violated the Logan Act. But he didn't care,
because others had done it too. Shortly after being elected to the
Senate, he flew down to Nicaragua and actually sought to “negoti-
ate” an agreement with that country’s Communist president in an
effort to undermine President Reagan’s efforts to deter Nicaraguan
aggression against its neighbors. America’s relationship with Nica-
ragua at the time was at least as strained as it has been with France
at the end of the eighteenth century, and we share Representative
Gallantin’s view that Senator Kerry’s visit was “extremely im-
proper.” He not only usurped presidential power, but he did so asa
member of another branch of government—creating a serious
separation-of-powers crisis and violating his constitutional oath of
office. At least by Gallatin's standard, Kerry’s visits to Paris to
meet with the Viet Cong and North Viethamese were quite possi-
bly “high treason.”

The Manifesto documents the great importance that our enemiesin
Vietnam placed on their ability to exploit the American “peace”
movement. North Vietnamese Army Colonel Bui Tin, who com-
manded the tank unit that crashed through the gates of the Saigon
presidential palace and accepted South Vietham’'s surrender on
April 30, 1975, after the war was asked how important the Ameri-
can anti-war movement was to Hanoi’ s victory. He replied: “It was
essential to our strategy. . . . Every day our leadership would listen
to world news over the radio at 9 am. to follow the growth of the
American antiwar movement.” Viet Cong leader Truong Nhu Tang
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wrote after the war that none of them “had any illusions about our
ability to gain a military decision against the immensely powerful
American war machine,” and that their hope from the start had
been that America would be forced to give up under the pressures
of the peace movement. He readily admitted the United States and
its South Vietnamese ally were winning great victories on the bat-
tlefield, but worked hard to strengthen the American peace move-
ment in the hope of a political victory. To suggest that John
Kerry’'s efforts—especialy his personal visits to Paris to actually
meet with Viet Cong and North Vietnamese leaders—did not give
“ad and comfort” to America s enemies is to ignore the entire na-
ture of the conflict.

We believe it isimperative that the American people finaly under-
stand what really happened in Vietnam and start drawing the real
lessons from that war. Those lessons have nothing to do with not
sending troops into harm’s way without the support of Congress
and the public, as the initia deployments in Vietham had over-
whelming support from both. In the month during which Congress
authorized President Johnson to use force in Indochina by a 99.5
percent majority, public approval of LBJs conduct as President
shot up 58 percent. And for severa years, criticism of the war
tended to come more from “hawks’ who recognized that Robert
McNamara was fighting a “no win” strategy and outweighed in
numbers the the “doves’ who wanted an immediate withdrawal.
Even by 1968, a plurality of the McCarthy supporters in the New
Hampshire Democratic primary went on to vote for super-hawks
George Wallace and General Curtis LeMay in the November elec-
tion. But as the war continued, more and more lies were spread by
the “peace” movement and more and more Americans were de-
ceived into believing the war was “unwinnable” in any event and
the United States might well have been on the wrong side. And no
single person did more to promote these lies than Vietnam “ war
hero” John F. Kerry.

We were not surprised when a recent polls suggested that by a
margin of three- or four-to-one the men and women who make up
today’s professional military prefer George W. Bush as their
Commander in Chief over combat veteran John Kerry, and two-
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thirds of those responding attribute their hostility to Kerry to his
betrayal of an earlier generation of fighting men after returning
from Vietnam. His candidacy and nomination have rekindled a
deep sense of anger and betrayal in each of us, and his election
would be both a dlap in the face to men and women who in the past
have served honorably and an incentive to other opportunists that
betraying one's country can be a viable avenue to the highest
honor this nation can bestow upon a fellow citizen. But far more
importantly, we fear that a Kerry election would further divide and
weaken this country at a time when American and the world need
to stand firm against the forces of international terror.

Unlike some in past elections who have threatened to renounce
their citizenship and move to other countries if the maority re-
jected their view in a presidential election, our love for America
will not diminish and we are prepared to accept the will of the ma-
jority. But the polls consistently show that the men and women
who currently serve this country in uniform have an overwhelming
preference for President Bush as their Commander in Chief than
for John Kerry. Most of them are aware of Kerry's record as an
anti-war protester, they believe he is dishonest, and fully half of
those who know his record “ strongly disapprove’ of him.

By falsely accusing President Bush of wanting to reinstate the
draft, Kerry has persuaded most voters in the 18-29 age group that
Bush prefers a draft. We don’t think it likely that America will be
unable to meet its military commitments in the foreseeable future
with volunteers, but if alarge number of current volunteers were to
react to a Kerry victory next month by seeking other employment
that situation might change. Obviously, given the polls, John Kerry
would have more difficulty recruiting military personnel to volun-
tarily accept him as their Commander in Chief.
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On April 18, 1971, John Kerry and VVAW Executive Secretary Al Hubbard
appeared together on "Meet the Press’ where they alleged U.S. forces were -
gaging in "genocide" in Vietnam. Hubbard was a Black Panther who pretended
to be a veteran with two tours in Vietnam. (See page 12). The Communist Party
USA took an active interest in Kerry's Vidnam Veterans Against the War and
regularly ran stories about Kerry's anti-Vietham actions. Al Hubbard represented
VVAW on trips to meet with Communists in Paris and Hanoi. Once-classified
FBI files reveal that Kerry knew Hubbard's travels were being funded by the
Communist Party USA. Below, left, Al Hubbard, Ramsey Clark, Jane Fonda and
John Kerry at a VVAW Rally. At right,
Mao Tse Tung poster, NLF (Viet Cong)
and anarchist flags at the U.S. Capitol.




Jane Fonda funded the "Winter Soldiers
Investigation [WSI]," where many im-
posters told stories of murdering POWSs,
raping women, and the like. (See page 17).
John Kerry now says that he was only
reporting stories he had heard in Detroit
and did not criticize our troops, only
government policy. But Steven Pitkin
(right, speaking at a Rally in Washington
on September 12, 2004, and, insert, at WSI
in 1971) has signed a sworn affidavit that
he rode from Baltimore to Detroit with
Kerry, and after he told Kerry he did not
see any "war crimes’ in Vignam Kerry
and others pressured him to make up
stories. It was suggested that if hefailed to
testify that he had witnessed or committed
war crimes he might have to find his own
way back to Baltimore.

Agitprop: On September 7, 1970, "Vietnam Veterans Agaj nst the War" mem-
bers marched across parts of New Jersey and Pennsylvaniato attend arally at
Valley Forge where they were aldressed by John Kerry, Jane Fonda, VVAW

Executive Secretary Al Hubbard and other

radicals. During their march, the

group engaged in classic Leninist "agitprop” activity, frightening many of the
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citizens they passed by waiving
plastic M-16 rifles and yelling things
like "Kill him!" and "Cut his belly
open!" They then passed out copies
of thisleaflet (Ieft), telling Americans
the young men our country had sent
to war in Vietnam had become
"butchers" who routinely raped and
murdered innocent civilians. Many
Americans believed these lies, and
when servicemen who had really
served in Vietnam returned home
they were often treated like the
"butchers" Kerry and hisradical
comrades alleged we were. (See page
19 and note 60). VVAW staged
"guerrillatheater" or what the
Communists called "agitprop"
activities to misrepresent the behavior
of enemy forces (in thisinstance,
American forces.).
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Atright are
image from
VVAW
demonstrations
portraying
American
soldiers as
abusive of
civilians.
Shortly
thereafter,
Kerry told the
Congress that
U.S. forcesin
Vietnam were

behaving like
Genghis Khan.
(See page 23)

At right isthe cover of Kerry’'s 1971
book. The cover caricatured the Iwo
Jima Memorial with the American
Flag shown upside down. The book

very high prices and electronic
copies can be found on the internet.



Below are photos of similar “agitprop” activities carried out by the Viet Cong in
South Vietnam as published in a Communist propaganda book. Note that the
Viet Cong soldiers dressed as South Viethamese Army members didn't have
complete uniforms but did the best they could with what they had. Also note the
converging shadows in the photo on the left, indicating that this photo was
staged with artificial lighting.

Like Communist elsewhere, the Viet Cong often put on performances and staged
events for propaganda purposes to mislead “peace” groups in the United States
and elsewhere. Below is a photograph of a “ Catholic procession” that was dis-
tributed around the world as proof that the Viet Cong respected freedom of re-
ligion. Note the “priest” in the procession who is smoking a cigarette. His name
is Bui Cong Tuong and he was Chlef of Propaganda, Education, Culture, and

g : Training in Ben Tre
Province (what the
South Vietnamese
called Kien Hoa Prov-
ince), and he defected
about 1970. When
shown this photograph
he laughed and ex-
plained that he knew
nothing  about the
Cathalic religion and no
one told him priests
were not supposed to
smoke during formal
processions. (See page
20.)




In violation of the
1949 Geneva
Convention, North
Vietnam insisted that
all mail between
POWSs and their
families back in
America be delivered
through pro-
Communist U.S.
"peace" groups, which
: then promised more
PTG CTE AEIAL ie mail and better
hive mre Bheilu Cronim, (el uod Belig ATvares, npsoskbers of Famifee of war prisoners. trwmmt for the|r
POWSsiif wives or
parents of POWS
would publicly
denounce the war.
Many, like John
McCain's wife, refused
to cooperate at all with
the radical "peace’
groups and for their
patriotism went years
without asingle letter.
A small number, quite
understandably, gave in to the pressures. After meeting secretly with Communist
officials from North Vietnam and the Viet Cong, John Kerry returned to Ame-
ica and participated in the exploitation of POW families. The article above go-
peared in the New York Times on July 23, 1971. (See page 28). The picture be-
low is from the Communist Daily Worker.

WASHINGTON, July 22
AP ||u|||.l 2t al wives \'.r

A it e aaninssncs in Washington Thesduy, "ainow Veterans Apaingt the Wor and POW faribes asked
Prasident Minen b0 accept T-peint peocs prapesal of Vietnamass patrsts. Left ve right: John Kerry of WYAW, and
Richard Sigher, Lakswssd, Cole., Frands Ferd, Wahala, Fla_, and Mry. Sigler. all relatives of FOW
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When John Kerry testified before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, he
didn’t just speak out against the war. He parroted Hanoi’'s Communist Party line,
demanding that American pay “reparations’ to the Canmunists and embracing
numerous other points from the official Communist “peace program.” See page 44.
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U.S OFFICERS

AND MEN!

C_H?".:STMAS and ‘s Mpw Year coms to your peacefol homeland !
- How your fataars ond mathess, wives and children, your kith and

kin miss you ond worry about you |

Your peaple arz proying fe Christ for your safely oz yau often do for the
hapolnats of your familles not to be shottersd by this wnjust war! But how
can mere praying brhg the war to an end ¥

To put an #arly ead fo this war, First of all you ore to supperd and jain
the U5 peoplas movemant struggling ogainst the Johnion odmintstrstion’s
aggressive palicy in Vieteam, to urge for the withdrawal of all U.5 frocps fram
SV, lo demand your repotiiation and the restoration of Peace in Vietnam, leitiag
the ¥istnomete pacp'a sefbie themselves their own affals.

Thot's a just and honorable desd. a duty to svery U.5 cititen who meons
la sofeguord the prestige ond henor of the USA.

Thot‘s clso o deed that brings o warmest ldasting hopginess te all yeur
tamilies. :

Some of John
Kerry’'s  date-
ments to the
Senate made no
sense at al. It
was  common
knowledge that
North Vietnam
was trying to
overthrow its
neighbor to the
south with vast

contributions
from China, the
Soviet  Union,
and other Com-

munist states. Yet Kerry told the Senators we should withdraw and “allow the
South Vietnamese people to determine their own future.” (See page 43.) How
could they “determine their own future” if they could not resist the external a-
gression we had pledged to protect them from? Experts on North Vietnamese
and Viet Cong propaganda noted that Kerry’s silly assertion was one of Hanoi’s
most popular propaganda themes, as these |eaflets illustrate.
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BLOODBATH -- Among the most common arguments used by opponents of
the war were that we had to “stop the killing” and promote “human rights.” John
Kerry admitted that if Congress followed his advice and cut off funds for the
war perhaps “several million” people would be killed in recriminations by the
Communists (see page 51). After Congress made it unlawful for the United
States military to continue proteding the people of Indochina, an estimated two
million innocent people were slaughtered in tiny Cambodia alone (see page
136). On a per capita basis, this was the
greatest genocide of the twentieth cen- THE BLACK BOOK OF
tury, claiming more than twenty percent :

of the population in that tiny country in
only three years.

BLACK BOOK OF COMMUNISM --
Following the collapse of the Soviet
Union, several prominent European |eft-
of-center intellectuals produced a REPRESSION
damning indictment of internationd
Communism, documenting that between
85 and 100 million people were
slaughtered by Communists during the
twentieth century. They estimated that
two million were killed in Cambodia and
another million in Vietnam. In 1999,
Harvard University Press published an
English-language edition of the book.
(see page 53.)

CRIMES
TLRROR
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Helping the people of Indochina
defend themselves was
important to U.S. national
interest. Key Communist leaders
around the world announced that
Vietnam was a “test case” and
that once they defeated the
United States there, it would
show revolutionaries around the
world that they could take up
arms and seize power. For
example, in 1963 Cuba's Che
Guevara asserted that Vietnam
was “most important” to the
future of revolution in America.
See page 71-72.

John McCain and other
American POWSs in North
Vietnam later said that the
most painful propaganda they
were subjected to involved
quotations from prominent
Americans and even U.S.
Senators. Imagine the pain
they felt when they learned
that a former comrade in
arms, John Kerry, was giving

ParRigrL Teimiisn o
thic wmy * Wizen's Vislpan pelivy comld [

elavarn 0 Viakmoam
A T T s T owwars and & ma

. . Frulam el

Hanoi for free the kinds of e ,a.‘f.':::: T e iom
fase statements about U.S. oF Lo atthacirenion? e iy @ poltlical  Tinds *
" . \ r crdar Bo toffas The angry, public spasicn _:':
war crimes' that our POWs il 1 g By

cHirs T e dasparals and  indignan

had repeatedly been tortured maferily nt;:f;_,_f;'_'_h“‘;ﬂ.-fﬁ“f_....r tedde
because they would not tell oF stripale =f ks Kigher.

such lies. See pages 95-96
and footnote 100 pg. 35
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An irresponsible press
contributed to
undermining the strong
public support that had
existed when the
United States first
decided to go to war in
Indochina. By focusing
upon the shortcomings
of our dlies and
misrepresenting  such
events as the 1968 Tet
Offensive as great
Communist  military
victories (a contention
Communist leaders
now readily admit was
false), they mided the
public  about the
realities of the war.
After the war it was
established that many
American media

offices in Saigon unwittingly employed senior Communist officers on their staff
and relied upon these individuals to help them understand the war. See page

106.

John Kerry was one of many anti-war
leaders to portray Communist leader
Ho Chi Minh as a nationalist and “the
George Washington of Vietnam.” In
reality, Ho's background as a
dedicated Stalinist who had co-
founded the French Communist Party
in 1920, been trained in Moscow, and
traveled around the world for nearly
30 years as a paid agent of the
Communist International was openly
admitted by official party histories
published in English by Hanoi. (See
page 111.)) It was also confirmed by
the Pentagon Papers.

- XXiV -
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Hanoi has now admitted that its boats did attack the U.S. Maddox on the night
of April 2, 1964, as reported by President Johnson at the time. But it isimportant
to keep in mind that the Gulf of Tonkin incident was arelatively trivial matter in
terms of the big picture in Vietham. Hanoi has admitted that it made a decision
in May 1959 to “liberate” South Vietnam and began sending troops south later
that year — five years before the United States made a decision to go to war. Had
the Tonkin attack not occurred, there were numerous other incidents that would
have provided a justification for American intervention, including the terraist
bombing four months later of the Brinks BOQ in Salgon (See page 126 )

BLACK B IN-THE U3 ARNY!

20 MILLION OF YOUR -FELLOW — COUN.
TRYMEN IN- THE U.SA." ARE  BEING ABUSED,
OPPRESSED, * EXPLOITED, = 'MANHANDLED; - MUR-
DERED BY ' RACIST AUTHORITIES. YOU KNOW
IT WELL, DONT YoU's
_THE V.N PEOPLE DEFENSE-WAR AND THE
BLACK' AMERICANS RISING HAVE: THE COMMON
ENEMIES, THEY “ARE THE US. AGGRESSORS,
AND RACIST AUTHORITIES JOHNSON, ~DEAN
RUSK, MAC NAMARA, WESTMORELAND. -

IT 1S CONCEIVABLE THAT .YOU RESIGN
- YOURSELVES TO HELP .THE - US. AGGRESSORS
IN MURDERING YQUR. VIETNAMESE BROTHERS
FOR U.S. MONOPOLIST CAPITALISTS SAKE ?

— RESOLUTELY OPPOSE TO YOUR
BEING SENT TO THE BATTLEFRONT | .

~ DO OPPOSE TO ANY ORDER OF
PATROLLING, SHELLING, .BOMBING,
LAUNCHING MOPING-UP OPERATIONS
OR TERRORIST RAIDS AGAINST THE
VIETNAMESE PEOPLE' | .

— STRUGGLE FOR YOUR REPATRIA-
TION 1

— PEACE: FOR VIETNAM |

The rocitts now holding pewer in ‘the Uniled: States are killing black
people fegally in the Stales and driving you 1o your death in the unjust;
illegal, inhuman end criminal wer of aggression in Vietnom |
Will American black soldiers resign themselves: 1o being Znd-class eili-
zens al heme ond Ist-Frentline cannen-fadder in Vietnam 2 X,
o w s Sinidk e Yor dee Ameriean apert s’ wa o
aggression in Vietnam !

The black people’s true stroggle is to Le waged right on
American soil |

To survive, demand your immediate repairiation ! Come home
to fight side by side with vour fellow Mack peaple r<rf e om
and raclal equality in the United States !

o

T R s

Following classic Leninist strategy, the Can-
munists sought to divide the American people
and their soldiers in Vietnam along class and
race lines. John Kerry's VVAW repeated the
popular myth, also featured in numerous Viet
Cong ledflets, that AfricanrAmerican Gls
were serving and dying in Vietnam in
disproportionate numbers. (See page 127.)
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When John Kerry testified before the Senate on April 22, 1971, he expressed his
greatest outrage over thefact that America was resisting Communist aggression.
He said Communist was no threat to us, and “ we cannot fight communism all
over the world.” (See page 136.) Fortunately, President Ronald Reagan didn’t
share that view, and during his administration the United States began seriously
to confront the Soviet Union all over the world and paved the way for the de-
mise of the Soviet Empire. This photo shows Reagan’s June 12, 1987, speech at
the Brandenburg Gate in Berlin where he challenged the Soviet |eader: “ M.
Gorbachev, tear down thiswall!” If John Kerry had had his way, Americawould
not have resisted Communist aggression in the Cold War.

One of the reasons Osama bin Laden
attacked the United States is that he had
concluded from the way we abandoned
our commitment in Lebanon following
the bombing of the Marine headquarters
in Beirut on October 23, 1983, that we
lacked the will to defend our interests. A
major contributing factor to that bomb-
ing was the highly-partisan
congressional debate that September in
which many references were made to
avoiding “ancther Vietnam” and only
two Democratic senators supported
President Reagan. Given the close vote
and statements by key legidlators that s
they could ‘reconsider” the vote if there &
were further casudties, Islamic terrorists
told their friends in Beirut that if they
killed fifteen Marines the rest would
leave. (See page 161.)
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NOTE

For four days beginning on July 26, 2004, a group of Vietnam veterans,
scholars, and experts—including recipients of the Congressional Medal
of Honor, several former Special Forces officers and enlisted men, and
veterans who have taught about the war at the high school, college, and
graduate school levels —gathered at a small college in Boston to exam-
ine the “ Myths of the Vietnam War.” " Their hope was to take advantage
of the renewed interest in the war resulting from the expected nomination
of Senator John F. Kerry as the Democratic Party candidate for Presi-
dent of the United Sates to promote a national dialogue about Vietnam,
its myths, and legitimate lessons. After the conference formally ad-
journed, several of the participants expressed a strong sense of betrayal
over the conduct of John Kerry after his return to the United States fol-
lowing brief service in Vietham and voiced outrage over his nomination.
Soon others joined the conversation, and a consensus was reached to set
forth some of the reasons for this widespread outrage. The statement that
follows is the result of that effort. It is a consensus effort, and not every
veteran who was in the room necessarily agrees with every point made.
We do agree that the election of John Forbes Kerry as President of the
United States would be yet another betrayal of those who served honora-
bly in Vietham and remain proud of that service, which public opinion
polls tell us includes more than 90 percent of all Vietham veterans. For
the purpose of preparing and releasing this document we have informally
organized ourselves as the “ Vietham Veterans to Correct the Myths’
(VVCM), an unincorporated voluntary association. No funds have been
raised or expended in the name of VVCM, which does not endorse any
specific candidate for public office All views expressed are those of the
individuals involved. We release this Manifesto on the Internet to be con-
sidered on its own merits. Others may distribute it, endorse it, ignore it,
or attempt to refute it at their pleasure. Should Mr. Kerry wish to debate
our factsor conclusions, we will be most happy to accommodate him.

For further information, contact: Stephen Sherman,
VIETNAM VETERANS TO CORRECT THE MYTHS
PO Box 926032, Houston, TX 77292-6032
Phone: 713-683-9076 Email: Shermanl@flash.net

" For the proceedings of this conference, see http://www.Viet-Myths.net.
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I ntroduction

On April 22, 1971, an articulate young anti-war activist named
John Forbes Kerry told the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations
that American veterans of the Vietnam War had “a sense of anger
and a sense of betrayal which no one has yet grasped.™ He in-
formed the Senators that he was not appearing to express his ovn
personal views, but rather claimed that his presentation represented
the views of all Vietnam veterans® and declared that “[w]e wish
that a merciful God could wipe away our own memories of that
service, .. .”3

In reality, a 1980 Harris Poll commissioned by the Veteran's Ad-
ministration found that 74 percent of Vietnam veterans “enjoyed
their time in the service” and more than 90 percent said they were
“glad they served their country.” Four out of five denied believing
that the government had “taken advantage” of them, and nearly
two-out-of-three would “go back again even if they knew how the
war would end.*

Five years later, a Time magazine poll showed that two-thirds of

! United States Senate, Committee on Foreign Relations, Legislative Proposals
Relating to the War in Southeast Asia, Apr. 22, 1971, p. 181 (statement of John
Kerry) (hereinafter cited as “John Kerry, SFRC Testimony”). An unpaginated
version of this testimony is available on line at: http://www.c-span.org/
vote2004/jkerrytestimony.asp.

24| am not here as John Kerry. | am here as one member d the [VVAW] group
of 1,000, which is a small representation of the very much larger group of vete-
ans in this country, and were it possible for all of them to sit at this table they
would be here and have the same kind of testimony.” JOHN KERRY, SFRC
TESTIMONY p. 180 [emphasis added].

*1d. at 185.

* Quoted in James Webb, “The Media s War on Vietnam Veterans,” Wall Street
Journal, July 15, 1998 (emphasis added); Barry Sussman & Kenneth E. John,
“Poll Finds Veterans Are at Home Again,” Washington Post., Apr. 11, 1985, p.
A-11, quoted in B. G. Burkett & Glenna Whitley, Stolen Valor: How the Viet-
nam Generation Was Robbed of its Heroes and its History (Dallas: Verity Press,
1998), p. 626 n 65.
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Vietnam vets who expressed an opinion felt the United States had
been right “to get involved in the Vietnam War”"—twice the per-
centage of the public in genera—and that by a margin of well over
two-to-one Vietnam veterans said they were “proud of the role the
U.S. played in Vietnam.” Thanks to the lies encouraged by Hanoi
and spread across America by people like Jane Fonda and John
Kerry, Americans who did not serve in Vietnam are less than half
as likely as the nearly three million men who actually saw the war
first-hand to take pride in what Americatried to do in Indochina®

Like those who came before us from Lexington and Concord,
through the Civil War, to the Great War, World War 11, and Korea,
many of us do have some unpleasant memories—because war, by
its very nature, is an unpleasant business. But we do not feel shame
about what we did, and we do not wish to “erase the memories’ of
our service. However, the nomination of now-Senator John F.
Kerry as a candidate for the presidency has indeed filled many
Vietnam veterans with that sense of “anger” and “betrayal” that
Kerry wrongly attributed to us thirty-three years ago, and a decent
respect for both our fellow citizens and, more specifically, the men
and women who currently serve in the military—who would be
placed under the command of a “President Kerry” were he to be
elected—moves us to set forth some of the reasons for our present
outrage.

John Kerry lied. He intentionally deceived the American people,
and in so doing he betrayed every American who had served in
Vietnam or would later serve there. When in 1971 Kerry brought
his ragtag, bearded, pony-tailed, unkempt, dirty, fatigueclad
“Vietnam veterans’ to the Washington, DC, Mall, America saw for
the first time, in a collective group, her “ warriors’ of the Vietnam
War. It was a frightening sight. These men—many of whom were
total imposters, and those who had served in the military often em-
bellished their roles—would speak of the “war crimes’ they had
committed, the women they had raped, and the civilians they had
murdered. Hollywood would quickly pick up this caricature of the

®“Vietnam Y esterday and Today,” Time, April 30, 1990, p. 20.
® bid.
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unemployed, unemployable, drugaddicted, psychologically-
impaired, war criminal Vietnam vet. This negative image of the
Vietnam veteran would find its way into hundreds of venues and
enduresto this day.

The truth about the Vietnam veteran shows he is the most socially
successful veteran America had ever produced. When unemploy-
ment among males in the economy was 6%, the unemployment
rate of al veterans was 5.5%. Among those who served during the
Vietnam war, but did not go to Vietnam, it was 4.3%. Among
Vietnam veterans, those who actually served in the war, it was
3.9%! In addition, the Vietnam veteran was the best educated in
history—71% availed themselves of the GI Bill. Vietnam veterans
had the highest per capita income and the highest home ownership
rate of all American veterans, significantly above their peers who
did not serve.

And in contradiction to the myth that Vietham veterans were
mostly “reluctant draftees,” of the nine million who served during
the war, only two million were drafted, a volunteer rae more than
two-and-one-half times that of the World War |l generation. John
Kerry’s lies have forever besmirched the reputation of nearly three
million men and women, the overwhelming majority of whom
served courageously, honorably and well in Vietnam!

The Swift Boat Veteransand John Kerry’sVietham Service

We are not connected with the Swift Boat veterans group that has
been speaking out against Senator Kerry (although at least one of
their group did attend our conference, which was open to all Vid-
nam veterans), and our primary complaint against Senator Kerry
does not pertain to his behavior “in country” during his truncated
tour in 1968-1969. This is not to suggest that their charges are not
in our view relevant to Senator Kerry’s fitness to serve as Com-
mander in Chief.

There are several aspects of Lieutenant (j.g.) Kerry’s service in

" For accurate information about the real Vietnam veteran population, see
Burkett & Whitley, Solen Valor, chapter three. Burkett spoke at our Boston
conference.
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South Vietnam that trouble many of us. Thomas Jefferson wrote in
“The Rights of British America’ that “ The whole art of govemn-
ment consists in the art of being honest.”® And if one message
comes clear from Kerry’ s behavior in Vietnam and his portrayal of
that behavior since returning home, it is that he is not an honest
man. Not a single member of his crew, not a single Swift boat
commander who served in Vietnam at the same time as John
Kerry, and not a single member of his chain of command, supports
his frequent claim to have been inside Cambodia on a secret mis-
sion on Christmas Day, 1968, being shot at by both friendly and
enemy forces and remembering President Nixon's assertions that
no American troops were in Cambodia. The story is aso refuted by
Kerry’s own diaries, which place him fifty miles away from Can-
bodia that day. And this was not just a “little white lie” he might
have used in a bar trying to pick up chicks— he made this claim as
part of an officia Senate debate while trying to persuade his cd-
leagues to deny funds to President Reagan to oppose Communist
aggression in Central America.

Both his commanding officer and the Navy physician who treated
the miniscule “wound” for which Kerry received his first Purple
Heart have confirmed that other men who were present at the time
of the alleged “fire fight” asserted that no fire fight occurred, and
that Kerry’s “wound” was (unintentionally) self-inflicted when the
inexperienced junior officer fired a round from an M-79 grenade
launcher that exploded too close to his own boat, resulting in a sin-
gle tiny splinter fragment imbedding itself about oneeighth of an
inch into his arm (while recklessly endangering the safety of the
other men in the boat). Kerry later asserted the engagement was “a
half-assed action that hardly qualified as combat . . . .”° If the con-
sistent account provided by his commanding officer and the Navy
doctor is true, then Kerry’s false allegation that his injury resulted
from “combat”—a requirement for a Purple Heart—allowed him to
evade two-thirds of his assigned Vietnam tour of duty.

8 Thomas Jefferson, "A Summary View of the Rights of British America, 1774,"
in Adrienne Koch & William Peden, The Life and Selected Writings of Thomas
Jefferson (New Y ork: Modern Library, 1944) p. 310.

° Douglas Brinkley, Tour of Duty: John Kerry and the Vietnam War 146 (2004).
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More recently, a third office—retired Rear Admira William
Schachte, who had been the senior officer in the small boat the night
of the incident—has confirmed that there was no fire fight and that
Kerry’s very minor injury was selfinflicted.’® Admiral Schachte
had an outstanding reputation in the Navy for integrity and veracity,
and was personally known to one member o the group that gathered
in Boston. Furthermore, Kerry’s own diary confirms that his allegx
tion that he took part in a “fire fight” early on the morning of De-
cember 2, 1968, is a lie; as more than a week later he made refe-
ence to the fact that he had not yet been “shot at.”**

Questions have also been raised about his third Purple Heart, in
which Kerry is said to have misrepresented material facts. By this
account, Kerry received aminor bruise as aresult of enemy action,
but he had several hours earlier received a dightly more serious
injury to his buttocks area when he failed to seek cover while tiy-
ing to destroy a supply of Viet Cong rice with a hand grenade. Un-
der Navy regulations, he could not get a Purple Heart for the ea-
lier injury because it did not involve contact with an armed enemy;
and the second “injury” did not break the skin and thus did not
qualify. But by writing up both injuries as a result of the second
incident, Kerry managed to secure his third Purple Heart that pe-
mitted him to request that he be removed from harm’'s way, re-
turned to America, and assigned to the less hazardous duty of an
Admiral’s aide. It is in our view significant that, not counting
Kerry himself, three of the other four Swift boat officers present at
the time have challenged Kerry’'s version of the facts, and both
Kerry and one of his strongest supporters, Lieutenant Rassmann,
admit that Kerry received a minor injury to his buttocks from a
grenade during the earlier incident on land.

We note further that a (now-deceased) member of Kerry’s Swift
boat crew name Tommy Belodeau reportedly asserted years ago
that Kerry received his Silver Sta—the third-highest military
decoration for heroism awarded by the United States—by “shoot-

10 Admiral Schachte’'s August 27, 2004, interview with NBC reporter Lisa
Myersisavailable on line at: http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/5840657/.
1 Brinkley, Tour of Duty p. 189.
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ing a wounded, unarmed man in the back.”*? More recently, sev-
eral Swift boat officers who commanded boats that took part in
that operation have provided their accounts of what happened that
day. One account supports Kerry’s version, while three assert heis
not telling the truth.

When Seaman Belodeau died in late 1997, Senator John Kerry de-
livered his eulogy and later inserted his warm remarks about his
old shipmate in the Congressional Record. Unfortunately for
Kerry, however, his account of the events of March 13, 1969, once
again highly embellished, isin conflict with the testimony of every
other witness, and is inconsistent with the physical evidence in the
case. Thus, while Lieutenant Rassmann had stated that he was qui-
etly eating a chocolate-chip cookie when he fell overboard, and
every account and the physical evidence establishes that the mine
exploded across the river from Kerry’s boat under the *“number
three” boat, Kerry alleged in his eulogy that “a mine exploded wn-
der our boat sending it 2 feet into the air” and that the Green Beret
who was thrown overboard (clearly Rassmann) had been “ waking
along the edge of the boat to get Tommy [Belodeau] another M-
60" when “the boat made a high speed turn to starboard and the
Green Beret kept going—straight into the river.”*®

Then there is the issue of lying to the American people, when in
appearing on the Dick Cavett show on June 30, 1971, John Kerry
asserted that he “deliberated for about two weeks’ after receiving
his third “ wound” before deciding to request to be reassigned as an
Admiral’s aide in the States.** On the contrary, his request had d-
ready been made within four days of the incident in question™

Viewed by itself, one might charitably assume that Kerry was
merely embellishing the facts a bit to make his deceased friend

2 1bid. p. 295.

3 “Thomas M. Belodeau,” Congressional Record, Jan. 28, 1998, p. S186 (in-
serted by Mr. Kerry).

¥ A transcript of the show in question can be found on line at:
http://ice.he.net/~freepnet/kerry/stati cpages/index.php?page=200405100834583
18.

> COMCOSRON ONE Msg DTG 170730Z Mar Thrice Wounded Reassign-
ment from the Kerry Navy Records at http://www.JohnK erry.com.
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look a little more heroic to his friends and family. But considered
in the light of the other evidence of John Kerry embellishing his
record and telling outright lies to receive military decorations he
clearly did not earn, it is fair to wonder how much of a* war hero”
he actually was.

However, none of us served with Kerry in Vietnam, and we are
unlikely to ever know with certainty the full truth about any of his
medals or alleged acts of heroism. Even if we were to accept Serg-
tor Kerry’s characterization of his behavior—requesting to be re-
moved from danger on the basis of three very minor injuries less
than one-third of the way through his tour—we don’t consider his
conduct “heroic” or believe that four months in Vietnam qualifies
him in any way to be President of the United Stetes. Far more im-
portantly, we think the allegation that Lieutenant (j.g.) Kerry may
have received decorations by misrepresenting material facts and
then removing himself from harm’s way at the first opportunity is
arelatively trivial matter when considered in the light of the issues
that will be discussed below. The man he is running against, after
al, did not servein Vietnam at all.

While we were not with John Kerry during his brief period of sa-
vice in Vietnam, we find it remarkable that most of the Swift boat
officers pictured in the photograph Senator Kerry has used in his
campaign ads have signed a letter expressing the judgment that he
is “unfit” to serve as Commander in Chief of our armed forces'®
and that only three of the nineteen officers shown in the photo-
graph—not counting Senator Kerry himself—have openly en-
dorsed his candidacy.” Given the strong bonds that normally de-
velop among combat veterans, trying to explain the fact that only
fifteen percent of the officers who actually knew and worked with
John Kerry in Vietnam now oppose him because of their “politics’
simply fails to pass the straight-face test. Far more likely, like us
they are motivated by their outrage at his behavior more than three
decades ago. But we will defer the issues of whether Kerry was a
genuine “ war hero,” and whether he displayed appropriate chara-

'8 Information on this issue may be found online at: http://www.swiftvets.com/ .
17 | i
Ibid.
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ter traits to commend him for the high office to which he has long
aspired, to those who actually served with him in Vietnam®
(Benedict Arnold fought courageously before betraying his country
during the American Revolution.)

Our outrage concerns Kerry’s behavior after his brief service in
Vietnam. And in the interest of full disclosure, we share an intense
anger towards the man that is as strong for many of us today as it
was in 1971. We therefore realize that our views may be colored
by that anger, and we have sought to document each of our factual
assertions so readers may evaluate them and make up their own
minds on the merits of the case. We would be delighted to debate
Senator Kerry or any representative he might wish to designate
about every one of these assertions if he believes any of them to be
unfair or untrue.

TheMore Serious I ssue of
John Kerry’ s Behavior After the War

On May 6, 2001, Senator John Kerry appeared on “Meet the Press”
with Tim Russert, at which time he was asked whether he stood by
the allegations he had made when he appeared on the same pro-
gram on April 18, 1971, and accused American troops in Vietnam
of engaging in genocide and routinely committing war crimes (al-
legations which will be examined in more detailed below). Kerry
replied: “I don't stand by the [charge of] genocide. | think those
were the words of an angry young man. We did not try to do
that.”'® As for his allegation of “war crimes” Kerry replied “I
don't even believe there is a purpose served in the word ‘war
criminal.’ | really don’t.”®® He went on to declare:

18 John E. O’'Neill & Jerome R. Corsi, Unfit for Command: Swift Boat Veterans
Foeak Out Against John Kerry (Washington, DC: Regnery Publishing, Inc., 2004).
9 John F. Kerry, J., “Meet the Press” May 6, 2001, available on line at:
http://hnn.us/articles/3552.htmlV.
% | bid. Once again, we beg to differ with the Senator. While John Kerry and his
VVAW comrades were alleging that Lt. William Calley was a “scapegod,” we
were outraged by the genuine “ war crimes’ Calley committed and believed he
deserved serious punishment for his misconduct. The rule of law isimportant to
us, and when Senator Kerry rejects the concept of “ war crimina” he undermines
that principle.
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| believe very deeply that it [the Vietham War] was a noble
effort to begin with. | signed up. | volunteered. | wanted to
go over there and | wanted to win. It was a noble effort to
try to make a country democratic; to try to carry our pring-
ples and values to another part of the world. . . .

| think our soldiers served as nobly, on the whole, asin any
war, and people need to understand that.”*

This exchange soon followed:

MR. RUSSERT: The folks who oversaw the war, Lyndon
Johnson, Richard Nixon, Henry Kissinger, you do not now
30 years later consider them war criminals?

SEN. KERRY: No. | think we did things that were tanta-
mount that certainly violated the laws of war, but | think it
was the natural consequence of the Cold War itself. People
made decisions based on their perceptions of the world at
that time. They were in error. . . . | think, you know, the
rhetoric of youth and of anger can be redeemed by the acts
that 2\/2ve put in place after time to try to move us beyond
that.

WEell we certainly agree with Senator Kerry that those of us who
served in Vietnam—with a small number of exceptions (as in all
wars)—served as “nobly” as our predecessors in earlier wars and
that the war itself was “a noble effort.” But we don't think a
twenty-seven year old graduate of Yale University, military off-
cer, and war veteran gets to masquerade as an angry child. We
think he understood the difference between right and wrong, but he
simply found it politically expedient to form an alliance with the
most radical anti-American elementsin this country and around the
world and to use his status as a combat veteran to tell lies about
what we were doing. We believe he betrayed not only his Vietnam
veteran “brothers’ but also his country, and we believe he deserves
considerable responsibility for subverting a long-standing and bi-
partisan consensus perhaps most eloquently enunciated by Pres-

2 | bid.
2 | bid.
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dent John F. Kennedy in his inaugural address when he pledged
this nation would “pay any price. . . in order to assure the survival
and the success of liberty.”®

As a result of the changed policies that Congress adopted under
pressure from militant war opponents like John Kerry and Jane
Fonda, millions of innocent human beings were slaughtered by the
victorious Communist regimes in Cambodia, Laos and South Viet-
nam and tens of millions of others were consigned to one of the
most repressive dictatorships of the modern world. And the dam-
age Kerry and his comrades did to America's foreign policy con-
sensus has continued to undermine our security to this day and
played no small part in signaling Osama bin Laden and hisilk that
Americawould fold its hand and withdraw from the Middle East in
response to the terror attacks of September 11, 2001.

We recognize that Kerry made some very serious charges against
us, and for that reason we have decided to address the relevant
facts in some detail and to copioudly footnote our factual asse-
tions. In the end, we ask the American people—the ultimate sover-
eign authority of this nation—to judge for themselves whether
Senator John F. Kerry, Jr., is deserving of being elected President
of the United States.

John Kerry and the*® Vietham Veterans Against the War”

John Kerry first achieved national prominence as a spokesman for
the so-called “ Vietnam Veterans Against the War,” or VVAW. We
say “so-called” because it was later revealed that many of Kerry’'s
VVAW colleagues—including men who testified in his presence at
the Detroit “ Winter Soldiers Investigation” to having committed
and witnessed “ war crimes’ in Vietnam, had never been near Vid-
nam and in some cases never served in the military in any capacity.
According to recently-released FBI files* from the era, from the
start the VVAW was infiltrated by known Communists.

% president Kennedy’ s noble pledge will be discussed in greater detail below.

# The entire collection of FBI files released under the Freedom of Information Act
can be found on line at: http://ice.he.net/~freepnet/kerry/index.php?topic=
VVAWFBI.
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Al Hubbard

Even the group’s Executive Secretary, a member of the radical
Black Panthers named Al Hubbard (who appointed Kerry to the
VVAW Executive Committee®® and appeared alongside Kerry an
“Meet the Press” on April 18, 1971, and in many other public sd-
tings) was an imposter. Air Force records revealed Hubbard not
only had not served the two Vietnam tours as an Air Force pilot
and Captain as he claimed, he had been a sergeant and had never
set foot in Vietnam.?® According to his medica records, the
“wound” that Hubbard claimed he had received from shrapnel
while landing at Da Nang during his second Vietnam tour was ac-
tually aresult of a 1961 soccer injury?’

Recently-declassified FBI files obtained under the Freedom of In-
formation Act report that Hubbard admitted to Kerry and other
VVAW leaders that his trip to visit Paris in late 1971 was being
paid for by the Communist Party of the United States?® And based
upon what we know of its activities—which parallel classic Com-
munist Party “front” groupsin other countries®—we think there is
a good chance the VVAW was exactly that. Thisis not to suggest
that John Kerry knew that (if, indeed, it is correct), any more than
the average Viet Minh or Viet Cong recruit in South Vietnam un-
derstood that his organization had been established by and was
controlled by the Communist party in North Vietnam.

% “\/jetnam Veterans Against the War Statement on John Kerry,” available on
line at: http://www.vvaw.org/commentary/?id=400.

% The Air Force could not be certain Hubbard had never been on a plane that
might have landed somewhere in Vietnam for a brief stopover to refuel or de-
liver cargo, but had he done so he would have qualified for the Vietham Service
Ribbon which was not reflected in his personnel “jacket” (file).

" Douglas Brinkley, Tour of Duty: John Kerry and the Vietnam War p. 370 (New
York, NY: HarperCoallins 2004); Burkett & Whitley, Solen Valor pp. 136-37.

% \VWAW FBI Files, 100-HQ-448092 Section 13, pp.134 at http://ice.he.net/
~freepnet/fbifiles/100-HQ-448092/ Secti on%2013/Section%2013. pdf

% See for example Truong Chinh's call for French sddiers in 1946 to organize
to oppose the war, below at text accompanying note 245. The fact that VVAW
members later became involved with the periodical CounterSpy (which will be
discussed below, text accompanying note 380 is also consistent with this specu-
lation.
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TheWinter Soldier Investigation

As the official head of VVAW, Hubbard wrote the preface to the
organization’s book, The Winter Soldier Investigation: An Inquiry
into American War Crimes, in which he declared that America was
“obsessed with communism” and asserted that the massacre of
hundreds of innocent Vietnamese civilians at My Lai “ was not an
isolated incident” but instead “ was only a minor step beyond the
standard, official United States [policy?] in Indochina® Hubbard
asserted in his dedication of the book that, because of what was
going on in Vietnam, “America’ had become “ Amerika™'—a
comparison to Nazi Germany.

The Hubbard volume attempts to collect the most outrageous
statements of the “veterans’ who gathered in Detroit to prove the
United States was as a matter of policy regularly engaging in “ war
crimes’ in Vietham. Some of the statements are so contrary to es-

tablished facts as to be laughable. During the Tet Offensive, the
reason it took the Marines a month to liberate Hue city was ke-
cause they elected to go street-to-street, door-to-door, with ground
troops in order to minimize civilian casualties and preserve the cul-
tural treasures for which the city was famous. In the process, 142
American Marines and 75 soldiers gave their lives and courtless
more were seriously wounded. But one of the VVAW veterans &
serted that in Hue during the Tet Offensive “ | observed American
fighters and bombers (Phantoms) dropping bombs and napalm into
very crowded streets full of civilians.”* An aleged pilot testified
that “ Anywhere in North Vietnam basically is a free drop zone.
There were no forbidden targets.”* (One of the biggest complaints
from real pilots—aired in Senate hearings and numerous books
and articles since the war—was that there were incredible restric-
tions even on bombing purely military targetsin North Vienam.>)

% Vietnam Veterans Against the War, The Winter Soldier Investigation: An In-
quiry into American War Crimes (Boston: Beacon Press, 1971) pp. xiii-xiv.
* Ibid. p. v.
2 |bid. p. 41.
* |bid. p. 49.
% See for example W. Hays Parks, “ Rolling Thunder and the Law of War,” Air
University Review (January-February 1982).
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Following a pattern first begun by the Communists during the Ko-
rean War, Hanoi had long been accusing the Americans of using
“poison gas,” and Jane Fonda picked up this lie in her own radio
broadcasts to U.S. forces while she was in North Vietnam. It seems
clear that the VVAW witnesses were also being pushed to docu-
ment this particular “ war crime,” as several made reference to hav-
ing witnessed the use of “gas’ and then discussed the evils of
“CS’'—which one called “the most powerful gas that can be used
that will not kill you.”® Another confessed: “I’ve seen hootches
CSd to drive people out"**—as if this were right out of the
Auschwitz Nazi death camp. In reality, of course, CS (Ortho-
chlorobenzamal ononitrile®) is a commonly used tear gas to which
virtually al American soldiers were intentionally exposed as part
of their training during the Vietnam period. We can al testify that
being subjected to CS is not fun, but during Vietnam it was a law-
ful tool that saved many lives®

Another of Kerry’s powerful first-hand testimonials came from a
witness who described the mixing of alarge quantity of CS for use
in a rescue attempt of Americans who had been taken prisoner by
the Viet Cong. “ While they were mixing them, a helicopter landed
improperly behind the area where they were mixing and a large
cloud of gas settled over the entire city of Tay Ninh, including
us.”* Indeed, many of the statements reprinted in the book of “ war
crimes’ clearly involved either accidents® or alleged misconduct

% The Winter Soldier Investigation p. 52.
* |bid. p. 75.
3" The name “CS’ comes from the two scientists (Corson and Stoughton) who
invented the gas.
% |n a setting where enemy combatants and nancombatants were believed to be
located in a structure, U.S. forces did not want to use fragmentation grenades or
to expose themselves to close-range and often lethal gunfire. By tossing a CS
grenade into the structure, the occupants were forced to evacuae and would
fully recover in a matter of minutes without longterm effects. Those who
emerged shooting were lawful targets. Combatants who emerged with their
hands up would become POWSs, while non-combatants would be released. Most
of us felt it was far better to “cry” than to “di€” in such a setting. CSiis till in
use around the world as ariot control agent.
¥ The Winter Soldier Investigation p. 80.
“ | bid. pp. 88, 94, 118,
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by individual soldiers for which they were later admittedly pun-
ished.**

Many of Kerry’s witnesses said things he and Jane Fonda clearly
did not want to hear:

*

“ Actually, atrocities were not too prevalent . . . . The Army
didn’t want any atrocities around this area."*

“If a man [VC/NVA], after a contact or during a contact,
would raise his hand and say Chieu Hoi, the Americans
were supposed to give that man treatment. He was sup-
posed to be set aside. He was supposed to be given receipts
for his weapons. None of his personal belongings were to
be touched. This was the battalion SOP. . . ."*

“MPs [military policemen] were present at all interrogation
sessions, which isarule in Vietham. All interrogations are
conducted in the presence of MPs, who are to make sure
that we adhere to the Geneva Conventions,”**

“ As an interrogator, | was subject to the Geneva Conven-
tions and | was watched by MPs during the interrog-
tion.”*

“1 was taught in Ft. Sam Houston . . . that we were suyp-
posed to [medically] treat the enemy the same way we
would, like, treat an American soldier.”*

Another witness testified that “the worst thing | really saw over
there was mistreatment of civilians . . . . Such things as tear ges-

sing villages, throwing spent 50-caliber rounds at civilians.

n47

Other witnesses just didn’t seem to know what they were supposed
to say. One alleged former Marine sergeant began his testimony by

“Lbid., pp. 99.
“2 | bid. p. 83.
“ |bid. p. 87.
“|bid. p. 116.
“ |bid. p. 117.
“® |bid. p. 162.
“TIbid. p. 89.
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saying “ We took alot of prisoners.”*® But a few sentences later, he
asserted: “ We didn’t take prisoners.”*

Several of the witnesses didn’t testify to any “genocide’ against
the Vietnamese, but argued that the most objectionable aspect of
the war was the disproportionate demands it was placing on minor-
ity soldiers. “ The Chicano, the brown, the Puerto Rican suffers sia-
tistically more casualties than any other minority and the white, ™
one man argued. A witness with a Japanese surname took the mi-
crophone to “rap about racism directed against Asians in the mili-
tary and in Vietnam,” and alleged that despite his ID card he had
been denied admission into a PX [“Post Exchange” or military
store] because he was “yellow.”>*

It seems clear that some of the witnhesses were genuine veterans
who had been drawn to the VVAW because of they were angry
about the hostile reception they had received upon returning home
from war. The VVAW offered them support and companionship—
and Jane Fonda and some other redlly ‘cute chicks’ paid dtention
to them as well. When they told stories about their shame at what
they had done in Vietnam, they were treated like heroes. And pe-
haps not surprisingly, given their anger and disillusionment, many
were anxious to please their new friends.

When seen on video, some of the VVAW “ witnesses’ seem clearly
to be dealing not only with anger but also with substance abuse
problems. This may have led them to depart from their assigned
script a bit. One former Army sergeant, with glazed-over eyes and
a durred delivery, testified that “my complete moral worth was
completely destroyed” by the Army even before he was “ sent on to
advanced genocide training down at Ft. Polk, Louisiana.” Cantinu-
ing, he explains, “ And this, this is where | got, you know, thisis
where | started to hate, hate anything that wasn’t exactly like me. .
.. By thetime | had left Ft. Polk, Louisiana, | wanted to kill my

8 |bid. p. 105.
“ | bid. p. 106.
* |bid. p. 156.
> |bid. p. 153.
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mother, you know.”* But then he seems to forget his mission, and
a deep-seated cause of his anger beginsto dip out:

And my father, my parents, had sent me clippings of these
massive massacres that we had committed—my unit, the
198" [Infantry]— which weren't true; you know, simply
weren't true. And, the same thing that’s been brought up
about the body count. Everything is a bunch of lies.

And you get people sitting back here, you know, back here,
and, and they believe this stuff and that’s why we're got to
get out. | really believe it. Like I’ ve said before, you know,
| think thisis being atrue American. | think it’s, you know,
sticking up for your country. Damn it, | love this country,
and | can’t see it being run by fascist pigs, you know

One of the real veterans who gave testimony at the Winter Soldier
Investigation was a former Army specialist named Steve Pitkin. He
too, seemed particularly angry at the hostile reception he had e
ceived upon returning home from the war:

Most of you people know atrocities have been committed.
The thing | sort of wanted to impress was that there are dif-
ferent sorts of atrocities being committed. It doesn’'t neces-
sarily have to be in war thought those are the ones that get
the most attention.

WEell, what I'm trying to say is one of the saddest expeii-
ences | had is when | retuned from Southeast Asia and |
was waiting to catch a plane from Frisco Airport to Balti-
more. It’s like two o’ clock in the morning or something and
four long-haired people came in. And, you know, it’s okay
with me, but they laughed at me, and in a sense | really had
to fight back tears. | didn’t say anything. | tried not to let it
faze54 me that much. But we're not tin soldiers, we're peo-
ple.

But Steve Pitkin had not been asked to badmouth long-haired hip-

*2 | bid. p. 157.
>3 |bid. p. 159.
> |bid. pp. 159-60.
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pies, so he came up with the best argument he could: “The people
they sent over to Vietnam are blacks; they sent a lot of college
graduates and college students over there. | don’'t know if thisis a
form of genocide, but believe me, if you look up the definition, it
sort of hintsto it.”>

Readers may wonder why we feel so confident in suggesting that
Pitkin felt pressure to denounce the war and “ confess’ to atrocities
and genocide; and that’s a fair question. The answer is that on Au-
gust 31, 2004, this same Steve Pitkin swore under oath to an affi-
davit that explained hisrolein John Kerry’s* Winter Soldier Inves-
tigation.” Hisaffidavit is sufficiently important to quote at length:

During my service in Vietnam, | neither witnessed nor pa-
ticipated in any American war crimes or atrocities against
civilians, nor was | ever aware of any such ations. | did
witness the results of Vietcong atrocities against Vietnam-
ese civilians, including the murder of tribal leaders.

Upon my return to the United States | encountered anti-war
protesters who, at various times, threw feces, spit, and
screamed obscenities.

| met Scott Camil [the VVAW leader who later proposed
assassinating U.S. Senators who supported the war], an or-
ganizer of Vietnam Veterans Against the War (VVAW), at
Catonsville Community College in Baltimore in 1970, and
joined that organization.

In January of 1971, | rode in a van with Scott Camil, John
Kerry, a national leader of the VVAW, and others from
Washington D.C. to Detroit to attend the Winter Soldier
Investigation, a conference intended to publicize alleged
American war crimes in Vietnam. Having no knowledge of
such war crimes, | did not intend to speak at the event.

During the Winter Soldier Investigation, John Kerry and
other leaders of that event pressured me to testify about
American war crimes, despite my repeated statements that |

* |bid. p. 160.
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could not honestly do so. One event leader strongly implied
that 1 would not be provided transportation back to my
home in Baltimore, Maryland, if | failed to comply. Kerry
and other leaders of the event instructed me to publicly
state that | had witnessed incidents of rape, brutality,
atrocities and racism, knowing that such statements would
necessarily be untrue. [Emphasis added.]*®

We find this affidavit to be both fully consistent with the known
facts and highly credible. If it istrue, it tells us a great deal about
the character of John Forbes Kerry.

Operation RAW

On September 7, 1970, along with * Captain” Hubbard and actress
Jane Fonda (a major VVAW financial backer’’), Kerry addressed a
gathering of VVAW radicals who had marched from Morristown,
New Jersey, to Valley Forge, Pennsylvania, in an action called
“Operation RAW” (for “Rapid American Withdrawal”). They
passed out leaflets along the way asserting that U.S. infantry sd-
diersin Vietnam were “butchers’ and allegingthat “every day” we
routinely murdered innocent farmers, raped their wives and daugh-
ters, burned their homes, shot their dogs, etc.>®

As they passed confused citizens in the towns they marched
through, VVAW members would waive their plastic rifles menac-
ingly and scream things like “Kill him!” and “ Cut his belly
open!”*® The entire performance had the ring of a classic Leninist

% « Affidavit of Steven J. Pitkin,” dated August 31, 2004, available on line at:
http://ice.he.net/~freepnet/kerry/staticpages/index.php?page=PitkinAff.
> Fonda's support for the “investigation” was expressy acknowledged by the
VVAW. The Winter Soldier Investigation p. xv. For a balanced assessment of
Fonda's actions against the Vietnam war, see: http://www.snopes.com/military/
fonda.asp. See aso the discussion in the text below at notes 139-42, 321.
*® Copies of documents related to this event may be accessed on line at:
http://ice.he.net/~freepnet/kerry/index.php?topic=Documents The leaflet alleg-
ing that American infantrymen in Vietnam were “butchers’ who routinely raped
and murdered innocent civilians can be found at: http://ice.he.net/~freepnet/
kerry/graphics/VVAWO6.jpg.
* Brinkley, Tour of Duty p. 344.
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“agitprop”® operation by which Communists would dress up as

their enemies and perform “entertainment” for the “ masses’ with a
heavy propaganda message. (See photos on page xviii.) The pres-
ence of confirmed Communists and imposters throughout the ranks
of the “veterans’ and the waving of Viet Cong and North Vid-
namese flags at some of their demonstrations add to our concerns
about this organization, as do reports that at one VVAW meeting
where John Kerry was present a plan to “assassinate” U.S. senators
who supported the war was discussed.®

It is well-documented by admissions from former senior officials
in Communist bloc intelligence services that many of the argu-
ments embraced by the American “peace movement” were in fact
originated and disseminated through Communist controlled maga-
zines and newspapers in Europe and around the world. For exan-
ple, General lon Mihai Pacepa—once the national security adviser
to the President of Romania and acting Chief of Romania' s intelli-
gence service prior to becoming the most senior Soviet bloc intd-
ligence officer to defect to the west—discussed some of John
Kerry’s“ war crimes’ testimony in an articlepublished in February
2004:

[D]id Senator Kerry merely hear allegations of that sort as
hearsay bandied about by members of aniwar groups
(much of which has since been discredited)? To me, this
assertion sounds exactly like the disinformation line that
the Soviets were sowing worldwide through the Vietnam
era. KGB priority number one at that time was to damage

% The Agitation and Propaganda Department (Otdel agitatsii i propagandy) was
established by the Central Committee of the Soviet Communist Party in 1920 to
use actors and the arts to motivate the “people” to do the Party’s will and to de-
ceive or discredit Party enemies. See, e.g., http://dictionary.reference.com/waord
oftheday/archive/2002/01/04.html.  See, also: http://www.historytoday.com/
dt_main_allatonce.asp?gid=9745& g9745=x& g9737=x& g30026=x& g20991=x&
021010=x& g19965=x& g19963=x& amid=9745.

® Thomas H. Lipscomb, “ New Witness: Kerry Was Present at Dark Plot Med-
ing—Group Debated and Voted Down Plan To Assassinate Senators,” New York
un; March 15, 2004, p. 4, available on line at: http://daily.nysun.com/Repos
itory/getFiles.asp?Style=OliveXLib:ArticleToMail & Type=text/html & Path=NY

S/2004/03/15& | D=Ar00402.
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American power, judgment, and credibility. One of its fa-
vorite tools was the fabrication of such evidence as photo-
graphs and “news reports’ about invented American war
atrocities. These tales were purveyed in KGB-operated
magazines that would then flack them to reputable news
organizations. Often enough, they would be picked up. . . .
All in al, it was amazingly easy for Sovietbloc spy or-
ganizations to fake many such reports and spread them
around the free world.

Asaspy chief and ageneral in the former Soviet satdlite of
Romania, | produced the very same vitriol repeated to the
U.S. Congress almost word for word and planted it in leftist
movements throughout Europe. KGB chairman Yuri An-
dropov managed our anti-Vietnam War operation. He often
bragged about having damaged the U.S. foreign-policy
consensus, poisoned domestic debate in the U.S. and built a
credibility gap between America and European public opin-
ion through our disinformation operations. . . . The quote
from Senator Kerry is unmistakably Soviet-style sloganeer-
ing from this period. . . . Many “ Banthe-Bomb” and anti-
nuclear movements were KGB-funded operations, too. . . .

Asfar as|I’m concerned, the KGB gave birth to the antiwar
movement in America.®

Some people involved in disseminating these lies within the
United States were hard-core Communists, but the large majority
were presumably ssmply deceived by the lies. But whatever the
motive, these performances and accusations were outrageous mis-
representations of the actual behavior of the overwhelming majar-
ity®> of American military personnel in Vietnam, and we didn’t

2 |on Mihai Pacepa, “ Kerry’s Soviet Rhetoric,” National Review Online, Febru-
ary 26, 2004, available ortline at: http://www.nationalreview.com/comment/
pacepa200402260828.asp.

® Thisis not to say that no war crimes were ever committed in Vietnam. My Lai
actually happened, as did some aher aberrations. See, e.g., Gary D. Solis, Son
Thang: An American War Crime (Annapolis, MD: Naval Institute Press, 1997).
But, unlike the case of our enemies—who routinely committed war crimes as a
matter of official policy and intentionally blurred the dstinction between com-
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appreciate seeing our service denigrated by John Kerry’s lies®

Although his own brief service in Vietham had been in the Navy,
as a VVAW leader Kerry often wore parts of an Army uniform®
And when the time came for the veterans to toss their hero medals
across a barbed-wire fence in front of the U.S. Capitol, without re-
vedling it Kerry threw someone else’ s medal s—presumably in case
public attitudes changed and it again became fashionable to portray
himself asa“war hero” and display his own medals® Before long,

batants and innocent civilians in the hope that American soldiers would inadver-
tently kill Vietnamese civilians and alienate their friends and relatives— the
United States went to great efforts to avoid such behavior and usually sough to
punish war criminals when they were discovered. See, e.g., Guenter Lewy,
America in Vietnam (N.Y.: Oxford University Press, 1978) pp. 311-31. Profes-
sor Lewy notes that most Americans accused of “serious offenses’ against Vid-
namese were tried by court martial. Of the nearly three million Americans who
served in Vietnam, the Army convicted 201 (63 percent) and the Marines 90 (66
percent) of those charged with committing serious offenses against Vietnamese.
Of the 27 Marines convicted of murdering a Viethamese, more than half re-
ceived alife sentence. Ibid. pp. 324-25, 456-58.
% Kerry’s denigration of the professional military was even worse. When asked
by one Senator how “servicemen in Vietnam” felt about “ congressional oppos-
tion to the war,” Kerry replied: “1 do recognize there are some men who are in
the military for life. The job in the military is to fight wars. When they have a
war to fight, they are just as happy in a sense, and | am sure that these men feel
they are being stabbed in the back.” Kery SFRC Testimony, p. 205. To suggest
that those who make serving their country in the military a career are “happy”
when they are called upon to risk and perhaps lose their lives in combat—or to
watch as their friends are killed—reflects an outrageous ignorance of the nature
and horrors of war and the character of career members of the armed services.
® Brinkley, Tour of Duty p. 345.
% Biographer Brinkley seeks to justify Kerry’s deception in throwing the medal
of other soldiers as if they were his own by quoting Kerry as saying: “ The point
of the exercise was to symbolically give something up. . . . | chose my ribbons. .
..” Brinkley, Tour of Duty, p. 375. But replacement ribbons could easily be pur-
chased for a few cents each, whereas the actual medals were more difficult to
replace. The incident brings to mind the old joke about several successful men
trying to impress each other with their great wealth by throwing larger and la-
ger denominations of paper currency into a fire, when the last man writes ot a
check for one million dollars and throws that into the burning flames. Thrawing
away a silver star was a genuine sacrifice and a poignant protest; but merely
pretending to do so—or throwing away someoneelse’ s medals—was a shameful
deception.
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even comrades in the VVAW recognized that Kerry was using
them to further his political ambitions and pressured him to resign,
which he refused to do. His biographer notes that other VVAW
leaders “ were contemplating booting Kerry out for . . . using the
veterans movement as a ‘political stepping-stone.’ %’

In the years since the end of the Vietham War, the VVAW appears
to have split into two separation organizations, the more radical
adding “ Anti-Imperiaist” after its name and being more openly
sympathetic to Communism in its work. According to its web site:
“In the 1970s, to be a Vietnam veteran was to be against the war.
That proud legacy must be carried forward into the new millen-
nium. As veterans, we have been to the edge and seen the vicious-
ness of Amerikkka unmasked.”®® The more “ moderate” group re-
tains the name that John Kerry helped make famous in 1971. Its
current focus is campaigning against the “war against terrorism,”
and its web site reasons: “ Our military response to the attacks has
caused more civilian deaths in Afghanistan than the hijackers
caused in our country. This would suggest that the United Statesis
also engaging in terrorism.”®

Alleging U.S. Forces in Vietham Were Drug Addicts and War
Criminals

Kerry testified before the Foreign Relations Committee on Apiril
22, 1971, that between 60 and 80 percent of American soldiersin
Vietnam were “stoned 24 hours a day”” and that U.S. troops in
Vietnam were behaving “in [a] fashion reminiscent of Genghis
Khan.”™ Although he later told his biographer various stories
about his crew passing out C-rations and giving first aid to hungry
and sick South Vietnamese civilians*—and refusing to shoot Viet
Cong soldiers who had just fired upon them because “that was

" Brinkley, Tour of Duty p. 380.

® The VVAW-AI web siteislocated at: http://www.oz.net/~vvawai/.

% VVAW Nationa Office, “Vietham Veterans Against the War Statement on
the ‘War Aganst Terrorism,’” March 2002, avalable on line at:
http://www.vvaw.org/commentary/?id=8.

" Kerry SFRC Testimony, p. 205.

™ Ibid. p. 180.

2 Brinkley, Tour of Duty p. 288.
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against the rules’ *—Kerry gave the Senators a very different pic-
ture of American forces in Vietnam and our alegedly uncon-
strained rules of engagement. He asserted his VVAW comrades
had “ personally raped, cut off ears, cut off heads, taped wires from
portable telephones to human genitals and turned up the power, cut
off limbs, blown up bodies, randomly shot at civilians, . . . poi-
soned food stocks, and generally ravaged the countryside of South
Vietnam . . . .”"* And these “war crimes’ were “not isolated ind-
dents but crimes committed on a day-to-day basis with the full
awareness of officers at all levels of command.”” Like much of
Kerry’ s testimony, that was an outrageouslie.

The real irony isthat Kerry didn’t seem particularly concerned that
there were some real “war crimes’ during the war, such as the in-
famous 1968 My La massacre. Early in his testimony he sug-
gested that Lt. William Calley was being made a scapegoat—that
the President was using the hundreds of bodies of Calley’s victims
“as evidence against a man who followed orders and who inte-
preted those orders no differently than hundreds of other men in
Vietnam.””® Even Senator Pell was a bit taken aback by that sug-
gestion, and during the questioning later in the hearing this ex-
change occurred:

SENATOR PELL. . . . Finaly, in connection with Lieutenant
Calley, which isavery emotional issue in this cowntry, | was
struck by your passing reference to that inadent.

" 1bid. p. 279 (“Just as they were about to give up [their search], they spotted
two VC frozen onshore, refusing to move. . . . Kerry ordered the bow of PCF94
to approach them—a truly dangerous proposition. ‘We knew they were bad guys
because we had been shot at,” Kerry recalled. ‘So we weren’t going to just -
nore them and leave. We didn’t want to shoot them, because that Wasagai gst-313 TD (a
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Wouldn't you agree with me though that what he did in
herding old men, women and children into a trench and then
shooting them was a little bit beyond the perimeter of even
what has been going on in this war and that that action
should be discouraged. . . . .

MR. KERRY. My feeling, senator, on Lieutenant Calley is
what he did quite obviously was a horrible, horrible, horiible
thing . ... But | think that in this question you have to sepa-
rate guilt from responsibility, and | think clear that respons-
bility for what has happened there lies elsewhere . . . /*

Apparently, Kerry believed that the primary responsibility for My
La belonged to the American people, attributing the brutal slauch-
ter of innocent civilians in part to TV violence and to a country
“which glorifies the John Wayne syndrome” and “ puts out fighting
man comic books . . . .”"® With all due respect (in this instances an
admittedly low standard), the “John Wayne syndrome” concerns
extraordinary courage and personal sacrifice by the strong to pio-
tect the weak and innocent, not the murder of innocent women and
children.

Undermining Efforts to Get Humane Treatment for American
POWSs

There is more than a little irony in John Kerry’s“ No ManLeft Be-
hind” theme in his presidential campaign, premised upon his res-
cue of Green Beret Lieutenant James Rassmann on March 13,
1969. Because two years later, when the U.S. government was d-
tempting to ensure that a U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam would be
accompanied by a full accounting of our POWs and MIAs, John
Kerry led the charge against the effort.

At atime when America s President was protesting the torture and
abuse of American servicemen held as POWs in Hanoi, John Kerry
denounced our government for demanding the protections to which
our POWSs were legally entitled under the Third Geneva Conven-
tion. Specifically, John Kerry referred to “the hypocrisy in our t&-

7 bid. p. 193.
8 Kerry SFRC Testimony, p. 193.
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ing umbrage in the Geneva Conventions and using that as justifica-
tion for a continuation of this war, when we are more guilty than
any other body of violations of those Geneva Conventions . . . .""°
In reality, MACV (Military Assistance Command, Vietnam) had
gone to extraordinary steps not only to ensure full compliance with
the Third Geneva Convention but had declared as a matter of pol-
icy that even Viet Cong detainees—who clearly were not entitled
to POW status under the Convention because they did not wear a
uniform or identifiable insignia and did not conduct their opera-
tions in accordance with the laws of war—would be given POW
status. As the Judge Advocate General of the Army, Major Genera
George S. Prugh, later recounted: “ The MACV policy was that all
combatants captured during military operations were to be a-
corded prisoner of war status, irrespective of the type of unit to
which they belonged. Terrorists, spies, and saboteurs were e-
cluded from consideration as prisoners of war.”® In response to
MACYV Directive 381-11 promulgating this policy in 1966, the of-
ficial representative of the Intenational Committee of the Red
Cross in Saigon asserted:

The MACV ingtruction . . . isabrilliant expression of alib-
eral and redlistic attitude. . . . Thistext could very well be a
most important one in the history of the humanitarian law,
for it isthefirst time. . . that a government goes far beyond
the requirements of the Geneva Convention in an official
instruction to its armed forces®*

But that was not Hanoi’ s line, and it was certainly not the view e-
pressed by John Kerry to the United States Serate. Instead, Kerry
falsely alleged that killing enemy POWSs was “accepted policy by
many units in South Vietnam.”

Kerry’slack of concern for America POWs seemed premised upon
the idea that U.S. forces in Vietnam were so fundamentally evil

“Ibid., p. 184.

% George S. Prugh, Law & War: Vietnam 1964-1973 (Washington, DC: De-
partment of the Army 1975) p. 65.

% Ibid. p. 66.

8 Kerry, SFRC Testimony p. 185.
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they deserved whatever Hanoi wished to do to them. Equally dis-
turbing, he demanded not just that America abandon its commit-
ment to protect the non-Communist peoples of Indochina, but that
the withdrawal be immediate and unilateral®*—precluding any de-
lay for negotiating the release of our POWSs or obtaining an ac-

counting for Americans who were Missing in Action.

According to POW wives, Ms. Cora Weiss”—who has been iden-
tified as the daughter of a former Comintern and U.S. Communist
Party member®—would often contact the wife or parents of a
POW, inform them she had one or more letters from their loved
one being held in North Vietnam, and then suggest that more |-
ters would be forthcoming as soon as the family members de-
nounced the war in public®® Suggestions that better treatment

& |bid. p. 186.

8 An Internet biography of Cora Weiss states: “ As Co-Chair and Director of the
Committee of Liaison with Families of Prisoners Detained in Vietnam, she or-
ganized the exchange of mail between families and POW’s in Vietnam . . . . “
Available on line at: http://www.peace.ca/coraweisshio.htm. In fact, after the
war she acknowledged her close association with seniar leaders of the Vietnam-
ese Communist movement and her numerous trips to North Vietnam during
which she was welcomed by senior Party leaders and given escorted tours of the
“liberated” areas of South Vietham. (One of the most senior Viet Cong defectors
in the war, Bui Cong Tuong, told one of our members that Australian “journd-
ist” Wilfred Burchett was given similar treatment because he was a secret mem-
ber of the Australian Communist Party, and that such tours of the liberated areas
were normally reserved for visiting Party members.) Presumably because of her
great service to their common cause, Cora Weiss was given the honor of writing
an “ Afterword” to the English-language edition of General Van Tien Dung's
account of the final Communist victory in South Vietnam, in which the Chief of
Staff of the North Viethamese Army gave appropriate credit to “the sympathy
and the strong support of the world's people” and emphasized the impact the
dramatic U.S. reductions in financial support for South Vietham (from more
than $1.6 billion in 1972-73 to $700 million two years later) in furthering the
Communist victory. General Van Tien Dung, Our Great Spring Victory (New
Y ork: Monthly Review Press, 1977) pp. 17, 19, 265-71.

% See, eg., John Train, “Invective from the Left,” Forbes, August 3, 1981, p.
110 (“[S]hortly before the war, he [Samuel Rubin] surfaced as a member of the
Communist Party from the Comintern underground. His daughter is Cora Weiss

% For other references to Cora Weiss' role in delivering POW mail, see: Mi-
chael Tremoglie, “ Red Queen of ‘Peace,’” FrontPageMagazine.com, December
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might be obtained for their POW if they denounced the war were
also sometimes made. Most wives and family members coura-
geously refused to cooperate, but a few—perhaps understandably,
given their grief—did speak out against the war.

Interestingly, in July 1971, after having met secretly with North
Vietnamese and Viet Cong officials at least twice?’ John F. Kerry
staged a press conference in New York at which two wives of
POWSs made statements critical of the war. Other wives of Ameri-
can POWs were understandably outraged at Kerry’s behavior. Ac-
cording to the Associated Press report of the event carried in the
New York Times:

A number of wives of American prisoners of war lashed
out today at John F. Kerry, the peacegroup leader, accus-
ing him of using the prisoner issue as a springboard to po-
litical office. When Mr. Kerry, a spokesman for the Vid-
nam Veterans Against the War, attempted to introduce rela-
tives of war prisoners at a news conference, four women
shouted “ That's a lie,” and “ What office are you gang to
run for next?” . . . One of the women accused Mr. Kerry of
“constantly using our suffering and grief” for his political
ambitions.®

The following day, the Communist Party publication Daily World
ran a photograph of Kerry and three other individualswith a cap-
tion that began: “ At joint news conference in Washington Thurs-
day, Vietnam Veterans Against the War and POW families asked
President Nixon to accept 7-point peace proposal of Vietnamese

11, 2002 (“ As Co-Director (with David Dellinger) of the Committee for Liaison
with the Families (COLIAFAM), Weiss attempted to coerce POW families to
make pro-communist propaganda by promising them contact with their loved
ones in Hanoi.”); see Vernon E. Davis, The Long Road Home: U.S. Prisoner of
War Policy and Planning in Southeast Asia (Washington, D.C.: Office of the
Secretary of Defense, 2000).

8 Gerald Nicosia, “Vetaan in Conflict,” Los Angeles Times, May 23, 2004,
available on-line at: www.latimes.com/features/printedition/magazine/latm-
kerry2lamay23,1,1273166.story?coll=laheadlines-magazine.

8 « Anti-War Veteran Accused of Exploiting POW Issue,” New York Times, July
23,1971, p. 2.
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patriots.”® In fact, during 1971 aone, the Daily World ran nearly a
dozen articles about John Kerry and his VVAW.® That, by itself,
is not proof of anything. (They made even more references to
Richard Nixon.) But given that we know Hanoi was trying hard to
exploit POW families in the United States, and we know that John
Kerry met secretly with Viet Cong and North Vietnamese officials
before taking part in this program, some of us are at least troubled
by the association and none of us think it strengthens his creden-
tials to be elected President of the United States. In the best light,
we think that the protesting POW wives were correct in their alle-
gation that he was using their suffering and grief to further “his
political ambitions.”

There was other clear evidence that Hanoi and the “ Viet Cong’
guerrillas it controlled in South Vietham were coordinating their
handling of American POWSs with so-called “peace” groups inside
the United States. Even before our first pilots were shot down and
became POWSs in North Vietnam, Army Special Forces Mgjor
James “ Nick” Rowe—a friend of some of the veterans who gath-
ered with us in Boston—had been taken prisoner by the Commu-
nists in South Vietham and was held in inhumane conditions for
the next five years. Nick can't testify today, because in 1989 he
was murdered by leftist terrorists in the Philippines.®* But in his
1971 book, Five Yearsto Freedom, he recounts his betrayal by fd-
low Americans. At the time of his capture, Nick had cleverly de-
ceived the Viet Cong into believing he was simply an engineer
who knew little about the war or the military. But then one day an
older man wearing a suit arrived in the camp and confronted him:

“l1 am a representative of the Central Committee, having
come to this camp to say a few words to you.” His voice
was easily identified as one accustomed to command. “It is
fortunate for us that the peace- and justice-loving friends of
the South Vietnam Front for National Liberation in Amer-

8 Daily World, July 24, 1971, p. 3.

©  Several of these aticles are available on line at
http://ice.he.net/~freepnet/kerry/index.php?topic=Documents.

° Caryle Murphy, “ Manila Ambush Victim Had Foiled Viet Cong, Come Home
aHero,” Washington Post, Apr. 23, 1989, p. A26.
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ica have provided us with information which leads us to be-
lieve you have lied to us.”

My throat constricted. There was aviolent wrenching in my
stomach as the impact of hiswords slammed into me. . . .

“ According to what we know, you are not an Engneer.
You are not assigned to the many universities which you
have listed for us. You have much military training which
you deny. The location of your family is known. You were
an officer in the American Special Forces. Your father's
name is Lee and your mother’s name is Florence.” | felt
myself cringing inwardly as my carefully constructed cover
story came crashing down around me The words became a
blur of sound. He was picking me to pieces. . . .

| could understand opposition to a war and a strong desire
for peace. There was nobody who wanted peace more than
a soldier because it was his life that was sacrificed in war,
his blood that was shed. There couldn’t be a protester at
home who matched a soldier's sincere desire for peace.
Dissent was a part of American life, but to support the en-
emy at the expense of another American was inconceiv-
able. There was no other place the VC could have gotten
some of that information except from the United States and
| suddenly felt very sick®

As Nick Rowe noted elsewhere in his truly remarkable and well-
written book, “ The most devastating thing for a POW is to feel he
has been betrayed by thosefor whom he is fighting.”®® This same
view has been expressed repeatedly by other POWS, including
Lieutenant Commander John S. McCain 1ll, who wrote a lengthy
article for U.S. News & World Report shortly after returning from

%2 Major James N. Rowe, Five Years to Freedom: A Young American’'s Own
Sory of Defiance, Survival and Courageous Escape from the Viet Cong After
More Than Five Years as a Prisoner of War, (Boston: Little, Brown & Co.,

1971) pp. 399-403.
% |bid. p. 235.
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Hanoi.** McCain conveyed in graphic detail the torture and abuse
to which U.S. POWSs were routinely subjected during the early
days of his captivity, with as many as ten guards beating and Kidk-
ing him every two or three hours for days at atime. A major reason
for torture was to compel POWSs to meet with visiting “peace”
delegations from the United States and around the world.

When Captain Dick Stratton refused to meet with American “peace
groups’ and confess (falsely) that he had bombed Hanoi, McCain
wrote, they “peeled his thumbnails back, burned him with ciga-
rettes,” and “really wrung himout . . . .” Other POWs were “beaten
to death” according to McCain, and any with serious injuries—
save in his own case, because he was the son of a four-star admiral
and thus had special propaganda value to the Communists—were
simply not treated and permitted to die by the Canmunists. One of
the POWs who attended our conference told of a missionary who
was taken prisoner with him who was poisoned by the Communists
when her illness slowed their progress.

But the treatment of POWSs changed in Hanoi, according to
McCain, when the Nixon Administration came to office and Secre-
tary of Defense Melvin Laird confronted Hanoi, demanding that
the Third Geneva Convention be observed. Noting that Nixon
“gave the green light to publicizing” Hanoi’s flagrant violations of
the Geneva Convention, McCain adds: “| thank God for it, because
if it hadn't been for that a lot of us would never have returned.”
This may add a little context to John Kerry's denunciation of the
U.S. Government for demanding that Hanoi stop torturing our
POWSs.

% John S. McCain Il1, “Inside Story: How the POW’s Fought Back,” U.S News
& World Report, May 14, 1973, p. 46.
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The Views of Senator John McCain

John McCain was a genuine war hero as a POW in North Vietnam,
and it is perhaps to his credit that he has managed to put the past
behind him and now holds no ill feelings towards Kerry, Fonda,
and other leaders of the antiwar movement in America. But that
was not his view when he first returned in 1973, and that is more
than understandable when one reads his U.S. News account.
Among the many treatments he recounts he received because he
refused to meet with and tell lies to visiting American antiwar
groups, he was confined