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';I;f'Introductlon

'*fCommunlsts, i, e., this ‘isa "war'of liberation" and 1t3
Tsuch wars._,:xi-a

B 553:Ii The Slgnlflcance of Economlc and Mllitary Ald

o L LN E
| THE EFFECTS OF SOVIET AND CHINESE INVOLVEMENT
IN THE WAR ON THE VIETNAMESE COMMUNISTS .

, f?,There is substantlal evidende that the polltlcal p051—gj
tions® of the Soviet Union and Communist China on the war, -

~~ and. the amount of: thelr material as51stance to the’ ‘war- ef- -

~ fort, are hlghly s1gn1f1cant 1nfluences on Vietnamese. Com- .

. munist-policy. ' The:importance of. Soviet: ‘and’ Chinese sup-. o
. - port. and: a551stance ‘has been readily admltted by the. Viet- .
. _namese.: -.In his Aprll ‘1965 speech. setting forth the situa--

“tion and tasks fac1ng the- Vletnamese after: the US began:

";bomblng the North Premler Pham Van Dong ‘said Smely that o
. the "more" the Vletnamese are. “supported and assisted in.
~. all fields by the socialist ‘camp, the more they will be. -

';able to: .struggle" v1gorously and resolutely". agalnst the.;

‘‘enemy “in Vietnam. - In April 0f-1966, Dong re-emphasized

“the” 51gn1flcance of bloc backing in a-declaration that the;:y“;"

“;“Vlctorles" ‘of the Vietnamese: people .are not ‘only the re-xl
-.sults:of theéir own efforts, but-are also the "result; ‘of
'the infinitely, valuable- sympathy, support and a551stance

'by the fraternal soc1allst countrles.

The Vletnamese view bloc support ‘as Valuable in. sus—Vf

. ;ftalnlng and,” in- some ways,-increasing the- ‘military. pres-?f
...“sure .the Communlsts ‘can bring -to bear -in South. Vietnam. .
.. They. also see.it. as.a: protectlve umbrella which partially
figlnhlblts direct ‘allied military pressure on:the: DRV’ ‘and g_
. helps .to- negate the effects of the bombing ‘of the North.[_,
“'Firm. Soviet  and- Chinese’ backlng ‘also helps- complete the

" ideological. equatlon in the conflict so. lmportant to- the?f"'

*is‘the- duty of all Communlsts to support and encourage

:i General Level of Ald

In an apparent response to the allled air offen-gfff”'

~ies1ve, mllltary and economlc assmstance prov1ded by the




FERNS

USSR and Communist China increased sharply in. 1965. Al- .

though the total amounts of aid extended durlng 1965 are-

" not known, reasonably firm’ evidence enables us to estlmate"
- that military aid amounting to about $250 million and eco- .
_nomic aid of about $100 million was probably delivered inj'-

'1965. The Communist allies have. undoubtedly ‘undertaken
'commltments to prov1de additional assistance but we are

-~ unable to make- any meaningful estimates of the total. ‘value -
~.of these commitments. There is reliable evidence that the . :
USSR 'in 1965 did commit itself to extend additional as- ...
" sistance of at least $160 million. We do not know if thlsav
- - extension is for mllltary or economic. proorams. -The '
-+ weight of available evidence- stggests that it is not for -
f“;weapons but. . is probably intended as- ass;stance in . the re—‘
. - building of bomb damaged fac1llt1es or - for defense re—-”
'T°lated act1v1t1es. . R :

N

The lmmedlate 31gn1f1cance of the mllltary and

‘;_economlc aid provided by other Communist countries-is’ that"'
.o it provides North Vietnam. the ‘material means to carry out -
oo its aggre551ve ‘programs.. North Vletnam is. 51gn1flcant _;;f .
~ militarily-as a-logistic base for- the transmission :of- mll-gw_”:”
~itary supplles to South Vietnam, as .a: source. of. manpower,
. ..and as .the. ‘center for-control of: the ‘insurgency. . As a
" primitive. economy it has a- capablllty to ‘produce only mi= . - e
“ynor-items of military equlpment and relies on ‘other Commu—5~nf§,_:
nist countries for all of /its- heavy military: ‘equipment-and .
“most ‘of “its small arms and ammunition. Material assist- = @ *
" -ance to North Vietnam is also’ 51gn1f1cant as -an apparent.- SN
,_'commltment of other. Communist .countries to ‘underwrite the ;,f
.]fmaterlal costs .of the 'war and to assist in-the: recon- & ..

. struction of North Vietnam's" economy. These assurances R
Zfﬁundoubtedly underlie North Vietnam's apparent w1111ngness:ﬁ
. -to lose.its. economic fac111t1es ‘to’air: attack and to:per- .
-~ sist-in its pursuit of the war. in South Vietnam. - This at= . ... =
iutltude is undoubtedly strengthened by the ‘knowledge that ' @ .
Lo oceven” more assistance will. be. forthccmlng in-1966. .- Prelim- Sl
. inary data on. shipping to North: Vletnam show that imports: .. .~ °
.. 'continue to rise above’ 1965 levels. At the same time ex—"' " .=
"L ports are contlnulnq to.decline so that the growing-import .-
*-surplus can only be flnanced by addltlonal ass1stance frome.
f‘Communlst countrles.j;w L : : : el

‘ffB Economlc ‘Aid

S “Known - economic credits and grants extended by Com—f~n W
'»munlst countrles through,1962 amounted to more than $956




of $4.

were. noticed

 million. (See Table II-1). About 40 percent of thé total
~was in the form of grants. By the end of 1964 from $550-

800 million or 60-80 percent of the extension had been
drawn. The USSR accounted for $370-million (40 percent)

~of total extensions and Communist China provided $457 mll¥

lion (48 percent). The remaining $130 million was sup-
plied by the European Communist countries and token amounts

. were prov1ded by Albanla, North Korea, and Mongolla.

After an apparent hlatus of two years the Sov1et

program for economic -assistance to North Vietnam was

revived in February 1965 when Premier Kosygin visited"

~-Hanoi., As the war expanded substantial new extensions of

economic aid were made ‘in mid-1965. The only public state- -~

- ments about the value and compositioh of the aid has come
 from Hungary which is. ‘reported to have granted a modest
$5.5 million for trucks,. telecommunications equlpment,
medical supplies, and.machine tools. ~ Rumania is also re--’

ported

to have extended a credlt o

'mllllon." r

~In December 1965 and January 1966 new a1d agree—

' ‘ments were signed with all Communist countrles, suggestlng
that the mid-1965 agreements were small. " Since then other

Communist countries have promlsed lncreased assistance for

'_'North Vietnam. In May.1966, Moscow reported an: agreement

to provide technlcal aSSLStance;‘addltlonal Chinese ‘aid
for agriculture was announced in: ‘July. 'All the Warsaw

~ Pact members also pledged 1ncreased economlc ald to North ‘
- Vietnam in July 1966.: - . : :

We estlmate that dellverles of economlc ald 1n -

'1'1965 were in the order of $100 million or from 20-40 perF:
" cent above the’ average annual level in 1955-1964.. In the
* last nine months, however, an unusually large number of -

new Soviet.industrial a1d contracts with North Vletnam'pff
In June 1966 Soviet spec1allsts Q'”
were reported in Nor Vletnam ‘to determine . .equipment -

needs for constructing new enterprlses and rebulldlng

_those destroyed by US alr attacks.

‘All of these developments foreshadow a substantlally

~increased aid in 1966 and 1967, a trend already confirmed

by our intelligence on the volume and comp051tlon of North :

: Vletnamese 1mports.

“:iI+3;
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RN i 1965.* About three-fourths of this aid, by

Vietnam's modern air defenses, particularly its SAM sys-

- 1965. Major deliveries included equipment for

'_vehlclesi-

C. Military Aid

Mllltary aid to North Vietnam which had rev10usly
been on a relatively small scale reached

value, was prov1ded by the USSR as the supplier of North

tem and jet interceptors. The approximately
provided by Communist Chlna was llmlted pr1nc1pally to con-
ventlonal arms. : S L , _

"-l. Sov1et Mllltary Ald

By the end of 1965 Sov1et mllltary aid’ to';

,North Vietnam approached $450 million. The sequence and
- value of Soviet arms aid. to North Vletnam was as follows

(1n mllllon us $)°** - S R o 'a-:ﬂfQ“EQi

1953-63 222
1964 A
11965

¢Total
. , .}| e
L Mllltary aid extended after August 1964 . and 1n'd
early 1965 probably was completely delivered by the end . of -

surface-to-air missile firing battalions, |l IL-28 llght Jet_;wi

- bombers MIG-21. jet fighters, A-rMIG—15/16 jet flghters,.-'_f o

AA guns ranging from 37-100. mm., and hundreds ofe;_.:t
(See Table II 2) _— S DLohes

The USSR has’ also prov1ded mllltary technlclans_fjiaf

| to lnstruot the North Vietnamese in the operation of the:

‘SAM system. In addition the North Vietnamese have re- =~

- -ceived pilot training in ‘Soviet jet fighters both in Northtfgﬁ‘5
- 'Vietnam and the USSR. We estimate that the number of- mil-

itary technicians. may have been as high as 1,500 in mid-"
1965 but dlmlnlshed when the North Vletnamese began to )

*The value of mllltary ald is expressed in Sov1et for- R

A!*elgn trade prices.

**Values,:reported in rubles, have been converted to dol- f'

lars at the official exchange rate: 1 ruble = US $1.11. -

CII-4
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' assume operational control of the SAM system. The cost
of this technical assistance was probably less than $10
-million.

' . Follow1ng North Vietnam's active confrontatlon_
w1th the US in the Tonkin Gulf incidents of Augqust 1964,
-the Soviets extended Hanoi the reported
listed above for antiaircraft and including
for surface-to-air missile systems and missile.an
tralnlng for North Vietnamese crews. ~Shortly after Kos -
in's visit to Hanoi in .February 1965, another
: was reportedly granted for aircraft and addltlonal
antlalrcraft and SAM equlpment. ' '

n 'g An 1ndlcatlon of contlnued mllltary a1d 1n-
1966 1s contalned in reports on the "Gratuitous Aid and
" Technical- Ass15tance Agreement" signed in Moscow in De- -
cember 1965.  Reportedly, the USSR agreed to provide large
- quantities of .130-mm antiaircraft guns, other ground _
' equipment, and poss:.bly -addltlonal MIG-21 jet flghters.

3 Although not enough is known on types and quantltles of.

~equipment: to permit an:estimate of the value of the arms
portion of the agreement, the cost. of ‘the “antiaircraft
guns and Jet flghters alone will exceed $80 mllllon.

”LQ Chlnese Mllltary Aid f‘t"

' o There is llttle 1nformatlon on Chlnese mlll-
tary ‘aid to North Vietnam, but we estimate that total ald
by ‘the end of 1965 was on the order of $125 million of .
“which —was delivered in 1965. Although
"the North Vietnamese armed forces are structured bas1cally

. on Chinese- rather than Sov1et lines, . until 1960-61" they -

were- equlpped largely with. weapons. from the USSR, From -
1960 to. the Gulf of Tonkin incidents in August 1964 -
Chinese arms' aid to Hanoi ‘probably ‘increased to a p01nt
where-it" equalled——lf it did not exceed--Soviet arms aid.
 Following the Gulf of Tonkin incidents, ‘the Chinese con- -
tinued to prov1de some weapons, including .MIG—15/17 Jjet

. fighters and lllShanghai-class fast patrol boats, but fell

_far behind. the 'USSR as the major arms supplier. The major

.Chinese contrlbutlon to Hanoi's war effort has been as a. =

, prov1der of military construction units and materlals and,
p0551bly,voperatlonal antlalrcraft elements. s -

, Some elements of Chlnese mllltary unlts are ,
pos1tloned ln Northeast and Northwest near the- maln rallroad

II 5
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111nes leadlng to Yunnan. and Kwangsi. Elements of ‘two rail-
way engineer divisions of the Peoples Liberation Army (PLA) _
and an antiaircraft division are known to be in these areas.

Although little is known regarding the size of this force,
it is estimated that from 25, 000 to 45 000 Chlnese may be
1nvolved _ ; :

A51de from these operational unlts, Chlnese
military technicians in North Vietnam may exceed 1,000.

’Unconflrmed reports state that 200 North Vletnamese pilots

and ground crews trained in China in 1961-64. Although-
little is known on the numbers of Chinese technicians ad-
vising North Vietnam in the period 1961-64, they are be-
lieved not to have been so large as to .move the cost of
this mllltary technical a551stance above the $lO mllllon

- spent by the USSR.

3. Other Communlst Mllltary Ald

Military a1d Supplled to North Vletnam by the

Communist countries of Eastern Europe before 1965 was
.negligible. The major items.of- ‘military and emergency re-

construction aid extended or .delivered .by these countrles

v351nce then may be summarized ‘as follows.

. Donor Country = y‘ :"‘ Nature of ‘Aid.
Czechoslovakia =~ Small Arms, Ammunltlon

" .East Germany "~ - 10 Field Hospitals

- Hungary T , Medicines, Hospital
‘Poland S -~ Barges, Trucks, Hsopital

" Rumania - - . - - ",Vehlcles, Trucks

:,East European ald prlmarlly 1s of a quaSLmllltary, defense

. support nature (even the Czechoslovakian small arms were

* mainly sporting rifles for training purposes). This ald -
" ‘has gained 1mpetus in 1966 and may. be expected to 1ncrease B
: substantlally in- the future.v R o L

-aDJ- Bloc Aid as a Crltlcal Factor in Contlnulng the Waryf

_ Although Sov1et and Chlnese mllltary and economic . o
"ald ‘has been small in terms of ‘their capabilities, it is
7absolutely vital to North Vietnam's ablllty to adequately -

II-6




defend its territory and to support the insurgency in :
South Vietnam. A cessation of bloc military aid would, in
fact, almost certalnly make it impossible for the Vietnamese
to sustain the war in South Vletnam at its present level

of intensity.

' North Vietnam has no productive capability to

-produce heavy military equipment or the new family of
. .. weapons with which the VC Main Forces are being equlpped
- The NVA and VC Main Forces are totally dependent on out-

side sources for the 7.62 family of weapons and the heavier
weapons being introduced into South Vietnam. If these
sources were denied, the.VC/NVA forces .would be deprived

'»,of their major,offenslve capabllltles,_and once stock-

piles were exhausted these forces would be compelled to
revert to a much lower level of mllltary act1v1ty.

- Slnce the. avallable ev1dence p01nts not only to
a continuation, but to a probable increase in bloc aid

-during. the last half of 1966, it does not appear likely -

that the Vietnamese Communists will be faced with- devising
any substitutes for it or of ‘altering ‘their policy to take
account of its cessation during-the: foreseeable future.
Moreover, so long as Soviet and Chinese support continues

~at .least at its present levels, it-does not appear that

the Vietnamese Communists would view it ‘as.a. critical fac-

' r;tor in .any. basic determination’ they might make on whether
to continue the fighting. ' Vietnamese Communist assertions -

that, in the final analysis, they must rely mainly on-
their own resources to prosecute the revolution appear to

reflect a genuine and deeply held belief. The theme of

"self- rellance" has been a- persistent.one in Vietnamese

Communist statements, and has not- at. all been abandoned or ,'
. dampened down in the face of the. 1ncrea51ng .allied mlll-

tary pressure on the V1et Cong and on the DRV.

« “In March of: 1966, for example, DRV party spokesman.
Truong Chlnh declared that the "strategic line" of .the .

‘revolution was still to rely "mainly on our own: forces"
- while fighting a protracted war. . In April, Ho Chi Mlnh
" told a Cairo newsman that the Vietnamese people, ‘while"
f"hlghly appreciating" the assistance of.the socialist:

countries would "basically depend on their®own forces."

'In May, another North Vietnamese polltburo spokesman, A
. . Pham Hung, reiterated that, even while employing assist-’
-.ance from the bloc, "our dlctum is. to rely pr1nc1pally ‘on

our .own- strength.,.

Iie7:_
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I. .The Ratlonale For Chinese Support

AN

There appear to be several important considerations in
the Vietnamese view which tend to reinforce their "do it.
yourself" attitude. They apparently believe, for one
thing, that there are distinct limits to the amount of po-
litical -and materiel support which can be counted ‘upon
from Peking and Moscow,., Vietnamese documents and state-
ments indicate that they believe Peking is: willing to make
a considerable contrlbutlon of military, economlc,'and po-
litical assistance to keep the fighting gOLng along its
present rines--a protracted struggle by. proxy, fought if
necessary to the last Vietnamese. Hanoi is also well
aware~that the conflict provides a test case of Mao's
theory that "wars of liberation" can be fought without -
provoking - a US nuclear response against either the local
Communists or their sponsors. This war, moreover, is tak-
ing place in an area close to China and in a regiom which
the Chlnese belleve to be their rlghtful sphere of 1nflu-
ence. :

However, the Vietnamese also appear to belleve that
there are limits to the price Peklng is: w1lllng to pay to
keep the -conflict going. .This is implicit, in part, in -

the DRV'"s handling :rand comment on public Chinese pledges -

of .assistance. For. example, ‘a 28 December 1965 editorial
in the DRV party dally, which dealt with Chlnese assist-.
ance, was formulated. in a manner which made it clear that -
the latest pledges of Chinese support were not as strong
ds those earlier issued by Peking, prior to the escalatlon
of the air war- against North Vietnam. The editorial also
treated the question of Chinese volunteers for Vietnam in:
a-fashion which’ suggested some doubt . in Hanoi over - the»g;f
ultimate willingness of - Peking to bring in‘:combat: troops
should the 51tuatlon deteriorate“to the point. where ‘they
might be needed. The editorial. followed a new aid pact
between the Chlnese and. the North Vletnamese 51gned in - .
early December. The pact was treated in. the press of both
countries with caution.and w1thout the usual fanfare. The
aid, moreover, ‘was in the form of- a loan and not a grant :
Thls, in itself, suggested: llmltatlons on the Chlnese 1n—,
terest 1n supportlng the Vletnamese. : :

Peklng s cautlon is not however, entlrely a negatlve
factor in Hanoi's view." The Vietnamese themselves wish
to prevent the introduction of such massive Chinese as-
51stance as: would undercut Vletnamese Communlst control

II-8




'.and dlrectlon of the 1nsurgency, unless it was requlred il
- to prevent the extinction of the Communlst regime in the._i '
-~ DRV, This was underscored by DRV polltburo member, Le Duc -
' _ ;"»-v_jtw_iTho, in-an artlcle published in the North Vletnamese partyﬂ] :
fe— ... journal ‘in February 1266. . The "lines, . strategy, ‘and- AR
.7 . methods" 'of the revolutlon, wrote: Tho,'are a "respon31b11—i;_”_
« . ity which our .party must assume, as we ourselves . and-alone .
. can realize most clearly the problems concernlng the revo—;ﬂﬁ
;glutlon 1n our country C e S o

T Tho ‘was - doubtless addreSSLng both Peklng and Moscow AT
fﬁhls remarks, -but he probably had. mainly in. mind.‘the ‘per-

“.sistent’ Chinese’ polltlcal pressure on. Hanoi de51gned to
+..keep..the. Vietnamese: steadfast-in ‘the war and block: any po
. sible move toward negotlatlons. .One prime. example ‘of .this :
'ﬁkoccurred in ‘June’ when the Chlnese lashed out .at a: Soviet— .
;fsponsored World Peace Council- proposal: on negotiations: to
~ end the war. Although/the proposal closely. echoed- the';ua-—,.__.
'~ DRV's own-:four points,. the Chinese malntalned that because -

c it did not insist on the‘“lmmedlate and- total withdrawal-

~of US: trOOps from. South Vietnam," it had left’out the key .

_élement in .a 'Vietnam: settlement. - Hanoi itself has-never . = - .
~insisted on immediate withdrawal as a condition’ for nego-;;r*“f
~ ‘tiations-and. dld not “make ‘any comment .on the: proposal by
~.~the counc1l “Peking;- however, -was clearly- anx1ous to: makeg
i-it.appear.: that ‘the.‘Asian:Communist: ;position’ on’ ‘ending sthe. ~7. -
. war was..tougher. than.indicated in the.. Counc11 proposal to:_;“"‘
-“which the North Vietnamese had: been a:party.:. Peklng S : .
. .~ quick attack denled Hanoi the opportunlty ‘to:voice any. ap—g
-,,;proval of the proposal lest it 1nd1cate an open dlfference~
”‘ﬂvof oplnlon w1th the Chlnese.utrn-.u. : SRR B

e Even glven the Chlnese WLlllngness to pressure Han01,,
‘fghowever, dt:is probable that the pressure. would not|be” .
';i;]suff101ent to force the Vletnamese to ‘stay’ ‘in the war if @ .
"’ “they decide on their own volition to ‘end the flghtlng. The
Vietnamese Communlsts probably estimate that, in .view:o
“the limitations on the Chinese commltment, Peking . would
~do-- little more than complain if: the conflict were terml
" nated:short of an: 1nsurgent victory. - The Chinese, 'in
" fact; ‘seem- to recognize -this,: for they have- repeatedly
. left themselves an.out by empha5121ng that all: dec1510ns_ y
-ﬁon the war are “strlctly" up to the Vletnamese.“} oo

Vletnamese Vlew of Sov1et Support

i};;ﬁf&
n The Vletnamese Communlsts probably judge, “on the bas1si
. of Moscow s aSSLStance so far, hat the Sovxet commltment

II 9




in the war is considerably more restrained than that of @ -/ -
" the Chinese. 'This can be seen, in part, in North Vletnamf SR
ese statements. deallng with Soviet assistance. . Although
Hanoi has, in the main, carefully attempted  to express = . .
'equal gratitude for the help of both bloc powers, some re-. ..
marks implicitly critical of Moscow have occa51onally come
. forth. 'In mid-1965, for example, at a time when the North
©. Vietnamese signed ald pacts-with both. Peklng and Moscow, .-
... DRV.. spokesmen. were; ;much warmer in-their descrlptlon of J-
- Chinese assistance’than of Soviet. \Peklng S support was : . o
S0 ... termed ‘at the time the "firmest, the most powerful,. and = - . |
... 2" 'the most effective," while China was hailed as the. “most:;" '
... 'enthusiastic and resolute comrade in arms of all natlons-Q,'
_flghtlng agalnst the 1mper1allsts." Ffzﬁnt, - :

R = Han01 is' fully aware that Moscow, llke Peklng, haS»- o
R L S T e falso displayed an overrldlng concern in-its actions’ on the.
FRRREEY L twar.-to avoid steps ' which might lead to a direct Soviet- USv“z?ﬁg«ﬁ
:: .. military confrontation. . For: ‘example, Moscow has through—,ﬁg_jAvv~
- out the conflict avoided sea delivery to ‘Haiphong of sen-
s sitive - ‘military: shlpments.n Moreover, 1mportant Sov1et of-
j“f1c1als have.gone-out of"~ their-way 'in private to dlsavow o
.- the 51gn1f1cance for . Soviet-US. relations of 'the. presence
:F:of Sov1et mllltary-technlcal personnel 1n the DRV.c

It ise doubtlessqclea to the Vletnamese that the Sov1ets:f o
g;would like an early end to-the war.s: Evidence* suggests -that - e
. the Soviets did. cautlously advise" Han01 to ‘move:toward:-a pollt—rﬁ
L w: ical settlement of the confllct in early 1965.. Follow1ng e
" Kosygin's visit to the DRV-in" February, the :Chinese" charged’ o
“.“that Moscow ‘had sent a formal proposal to Hanoi and Peking: " . .=
‘. suggesting a reconvention of an 1nternatlonal conference’on - -
w),ﬁfIndochlna.. During.  the bomblng pause early: this. year,: partyﬁ*
“Ltsecretary ‘Shelepin. apparently took. further :soundings-on "
-~ Hanoi's- attltude ‘toward: p0531ble pOlltlcal alternatives to
.- the conflict.: In .xecent months, :in-'view of ‘the contlnulng
;gf'hard-llne stand ‘of . ‘the: :Vietnamese,  the Russians appear- to
" ’have. av01ded applylng ‘most of-the pressures: they -could . ::-
« . exert on the DRV, - probably judglng them .to; be marglnal at
““best.  Soviet. party chief 'Brezhnev: dlsplayed thls -cautious:
ﬁgattltude during:recent talks:with De Gaulle.-He. told the
. .French- pres1dent that ‘Moscow.would. be ready to attend a'“
ffconference only "lf and when Han01 agrees."“ S -

el De5p1te the llmltatlons on Sov1et aSSLStance and sup—7~
,j{port, it'is probable that Soviet backing has, on balance, & - .
- the effect of buttress1ng the Vletnamese Communlst w1ll to




ffpersist in the’qonflic£; 'The Vietnamese piobably jﬁdge _

that they‘can;continue.to-count.indefinitelyfon Moscow's -

... assistance along present lines so long as the war contin-

ues in its present context. = They probably believe, in :
fact, that the Soviets are now locked: into the struggle in

5_[ view of the pretensions Moscow still holds to. leadership of'

SR the Communist camp, and that it cannot .afford to step com- .
. pletely aside. .~ - .~ - .. T o SR




