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FIRING LINE - PROGRAM #143 - WM. BUCKLEY, JR.: NOAM CHOMSKY

to appear in the first place?

In one

His'

I should like

He is a highly esteemed

he woul d wan t me to'

. Auschwitz,
for example,~, such.

Usually, Mr. Chomsky writes.

for instance,"Syntactic structures"x~x:x:

He is a member of many organizations and

this one, one has already lost one~ hum~n{ty.

that there are certain issues,

that by consenting to discuss them, ~ne degrades oneself

in 19~7,I'CarJcesianLinguKstics"in 1966, and IITopics in 'the

to begin by asking him why, under the circumstances, if by

professor Noam Chomsky is listed in anybody's catalogue

as among the half-dozen top heroes of the New Left. This

nowadays at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, and

Theory of Generative Drama" in 1965.

i
non-political books,

essays and speeches are collected in his new book: AMERICAN

mention, the Aristotelian Soci~ty of Grdat Brit~in.

American foreign policy, at most, America itself.

assumption of leg-i timacy of deba te on certain issues, such as

of his essays, Mr. Chomsky writes, quotes, by accepting the

torn universities.
learned
maH~ societies, including, I am sure

I donlt think.

years a series of adamant positions projecting,at least,

standing he achieved by adopting over' the past two or three

Because, first of all, I,didn't quite put it in those terms,
, are,

I think that by, I think that therel I said

POWER AND THE NEW MANDARINS.

by being here he stands to lose his humanity, he consented

has taught before at Berkeley, Columbia and other strife-

student of modern language and linguistics, who teaches

BU:
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and to some degree loses ones humanity, and I think that that'~

true, nevertheless, I can easily imagine circumstances

in which I would have been glad to NH debate Auschwitz.

-For example, if there were some chance NX that by debating

Auschwitz, it might have been possible to eliminate or
of what

to at least mXNxx mitigate the horror/~nak was going on~

And I think I I 'feel the same way about Vietnam . And I

really think that there is no, fundamentally, X~KR there is

no argument anymore, on ani at an intellectual level, in

my opinion, but I think it I S very important -to disuuss it,

'(
/

BU:

Cll:

BU:

Cll:

nevertheless.

At what level is there an argument?

Well,tiere l there is a policy which I think is a destructive

and devastating policy, itis continuingmx l and the continua-

tion of the policy is KX to some extent based on the fact

of public apathy or public acceptance l hence, there still

is the necessity to convince people that -they should act

strongly to put an end to this ~~Xg± policy.
argument?

At what point was there anintellectual RX~MHmX At which

point did an intellectual argument in favor of our inter-

vening in Vietnam cease to exist?

WeIll as I say there I I think that there may have been a

time wre n there was some-thing to debate.· For example I '

I think that in the middle xx fifties l though I was ·spposed

to the policYI and I think it was right to be opposed to it,
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BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

B-e:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

debatable
nevertheless, I think it was a Mff~RXffa*XR issue in a sense

debatable
in which xNxwkx it is no longer a NRMRxR~xissue.

Why lS that?

Because at the moment I think it's really an issue of the

survival of the existence of vietnam as an entity, as

a social and cultural entity, I think that's what's at

s!cake.

Mut even that could be intellectually argued, couldn't it?

Wal, in the same sense in which Auschwitz could be

intellectually argued.

No,.I mean in a different sense.

No, I think in the same sense~ In fact, don't forget there

were people who argued in favor.of Auschwitz, and gave

No, no, I haven't forgotten that at all. I haven'-t had any

such on this program, nor do I intend to, but it·seems to

.
me that even if what you said were correct, there NX sould

be a perfectly legitimate argument over, for instance,

the continuation of the state of Angilla (?) or the

continuation of the state of Biafra, or the continuation

of the state of Goa, couldn't there?

I didn-tt talk about the existence of the state, I talked

about the existence oftHx the society as a EX a social

and cultural entity.

Yeah.

I think that's what's at stake.

Okay. If i-e' sat stake, mightn't XHX there be two points

I
i
I
I
i
I
I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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of view about how to help it evolve into its natural forms,

right?

(
/

ClI:

BU:

CH:

BU:

ClI:

BU:

C:
'h

BU:

Cll:

BU:

Well, there are many different points of view l I think
legitimate,

they're XXXXR~::kXi:RM they're very legitimate
Well, now, how can you say that?

You see, they're very legitimate issues that can be argued

\

as to how the united states ought to most efficaciously

put an end to its'destructive action in Vietnam. There are

many different al ternatives that might be thought of

Yes, the one way of course to put' anend ~X to Am~rica's

necessary intervention is to conclude the war successfullYI

that's a waYI right?
Yeah l

M~~ one possible way is by destroying vietnanl l MMX which

I think is the most likely outcome

Yeah. Well, for instance, one Wk way in which we put an

end to the Nazi occupation of France was by destroying

Nazi Germany, right?

That's right.

And it seems to me that this was a position which is a

tenable position and mutatis mMk~RMmK mutandis

position, today.

No, because mutatis mutandis changes everything

Well, I'll tell you why I I'll tell you whYI because in t,his

caee, as you, know l it's not only II but people with whom I

disagree, like Arthur schlesinger I Jr. I who refers to your

theological certitudes and your liberal application of them
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to every subject in which you touch, so the subject of

your own in"tolerance of other people I s point of view is

I think itself linguistically interesting

CH:

i

f

well, first of all, I donlt accept that criticism. You see,

if you look at that quotation, you'll notice that I put

it in there and recall the context, I said that when I

argue~xthe issue, I feel a tone of moral and emotional

falseness, which I want to explain. But then I go ahead

to argue the issue. So, that's a side'remark intended to
I

explain my own feeling of mx emotional and moral falseness,
then

which is real, I did feel it, but nevertheless I MXM go

ahead for three hundred pages or so to discuss this XHXXXK

XR~aXX~H and the related issues.

Sure.

So, I don't really believe that it's fair to say that 1 1 m

not¥x willing to tolerate other positions.

Yeah, but the trouble is you donlt end the book by saying

lIm kind of odd in XRXX feeling this, you say everybodyls

odd who doesn I t agree with me. Righ"t?

~x No, I donlt think so. Do I say that?

Well, this is certainly the burden of your book.

I wasnlt aware of that. I mean, I think that lIve given"

you know an argument (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY~

Well, maybe this is a universal difficulJeyx:x you're having,

notbeing aware of certain people's reading of your position.
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(

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

Well, let me say, then, for example, I think\:khx I think

i take a very qualified and temperate position on many,

many issues in this book. For instance, take the issue

of the background of the second World War, which I spen't

a lot of tlme on. If you notice, I end up with a statement

saying that I donlt see any way to give a clear, sharp

resolution, clear, RIl sha:r:"p answer to the question what

we should have done under such and such circumstances

I discuss someone who did take a very strong, and I think
Mus'tie (?)

a very honorable pos it ionNi2ml!&:Xx, namely, A. J" M:w:s:k::kiR"

and I say I wish I could come ou't, I wish I could answer

the question for myself, whether I feel that I would have

taken or I would have rejected that position. But I donlt

see anyway to do it because the issue is mixed On ma¥

many issues I feel that way. On the other hand, you see,
',~ let's say,

wre n the iss ue is, you know, when the is sue is, whaxxxna:¥

3-million tons of bombs dropped'on Vietnam, I don't feel

that way anymore. Nevertheless, I'm still perfectly willing

to argue the issue. Calmly, ~uietly,

saved
,As you would have~xga~~ the dropping of the bombs in Dresden?

Exactly. Or the atom bomb, let's say.

Yeah.

You see, I would have been willing to argue the dropping of

the atom bomb, although I do feel that it's a war crime,

sure. But I do think that you put some people at a disad~



, ,

(
FIRING LINE - #143 - page 7

vantage by your a priori assertion that any position that

disagrees with. your own is intellectually barren.

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

Well, I didn't mean that really. Let me explain, XffXXnllRX

maybe it didn't come across, but wha t I meant was some·thing

else. I wanted to honestly state my own emotional and

my own feeling about entering into a debate over this issue

Port Noi (?)-wise?

No, I think that, the point is that I think it's only

fair to an audience of readers to say th~t this is the

way I approach the issue, and you read me on the basis

of this understanding, the best I could give, as to the way

I'm approaching this MX issue. And it's perfectly true that

when I do, if you no·tice wb.at I say is that increasingly

over the years, in discussing this issue, I fel t this .

feeling of emotional and moral falseness. And I think it

would only be honest to express it, and then to go ahead

with the discussion.

Oh, quite so, but you also say that yoy hate yourself for

not having come to that position earlier.

Yeah, I do. Because I ·think that was a very gTeat, great

mistake.

Well, I hope to g"ive you a little solace, in the as:::urse

of the lRKlRxNxevening~ but the reason I do raise this

and I rejoice in your disposition to argue the Vietnam
recognize an act of self-

question; especially when I X~~XXZR what ax~~~kx~x
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( control this must involve.

CH: It does, it really does, I mean, I think that' it's the

kind of issue (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)

BU: And you did very well, you did very well.

CH: Sometimes I lose my temper, maybe not

BU: Maybe not 'conight. Because if you would, I,' d smash you in

the goddam face. (LAUGHTER) You S:~!R4{ say,

CH: That's a good reason for not losing ones temper.

BU: You say the war is simply an obscenity, depraved act

by weak and miserable men,

the next sentence,

isn't it?

No, I don't think so.

You see, one of the points

Including all of us, including myself, including every, that's

Sure, sure, sure. Because you coufut everybody in the company

Yeah, but this is in a sense a theological observation,

And ~ think thatjs true.

Because (UNINTELLIGIBLE) if everybody's guilty of everything,

of theguilt¥.

CH:

CH:

CH:

BU:

BU:

BU:

then nobody's guilty of anything.

(

CH: No, I don't believe that. You see, I think that, I think

the point that I'm trying to make, and I think ought to be
el'sewhere

made is that the real, at least to me, I say this ax:mExin

,the b()ok, what seems to me a very, in a sense, terrifying

aspect of our society and other societies is theequanimi ty
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and the detachment with which sane, reasonable, sensible

people can observe such event.s. I think that's more

terrifying than the occasional HXXIIIX Hitler, or Lemay , or

other, that crops up. These pap people would not be able

to operate were it not for this apathy and equanimi~y, and,

therefore, I think that it I S in some sense the sane., and

reasonable, and tolerant people who share avery serious
very

burden of guil-t that they/easily throw on the shoulders

of others who seem more extreme and more violent.

(

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

No, I agree, but surely the emotional RX temperlature of
in and

yourself, or myself or of xx other people is not *~~R of

itself an index, an automatic index to the righteousness

of emotions.

Certainly not, certainly not,and I didn't mean it to be

cynical.
in the la-te .thirties

People were approximately equally wrough-t up/over whether.

or not America should help the western pmVerS4{xto defend

themselves. against the Axis powers, and I think it is

incorrect to suppose that people of either side were

necessarily right simply because they were exorcised (?).

Oh, I 'lAD uld agree with. tha t totally. There is no conneettion

whatsoever between deg-ree of emotion and qegree of correct-

ness.
as

But:xtx1Y you understand the existing situation, it ought -to

be in your judgment xx a transparently evil thing that



FIRING LINE - #143 - page 10

are engaged in and you are derivatively concerned because

there isnlt , because there is not a shared sense of

indignation, like your own"

CH: Yeah. Right. Now, I don I t say tha't Il m righ't because

I am indignant, rather I say I think in this case I am

right to be indig'nant, which is different. I have 'to prove

BU:

CH:

that.

You are right to be indignant if you are right.

That's right. And that has, to be demonstrated. That's

why (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY) which is why I wrote

dozens of pages of arg"ument about i,t, which mayor may not

I
i
I
I
j
!

'BREAK

convince people. It convinces me.

sure, sure.

Sure.

thinking about your techniques'? Now, I say this seriously,

No, no, go ahead

All right, le t me aga in, excuse me, can I interrup't you,

I'm sorry.

cate your moral concern,to what extent have you spent time

Let me ask you this: if in fact your concern is to communi-

eH:

BU:

BU:

B U
:

because it is probably true tha t: under certain circumstances

the communication of ones own indignation and fury and

(
. ,

restraint is best commumicated emotionally,. .r think to ones

own satisfaction by screaming and yelling. But if. it becomes

observable that this doenslt bring people around, then you've
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bot to consider the problem of communication, which, it
would

becomes a moral problem. Just as you/consent to argue
with somebody,

~NXX Auschwitz, or Buchenwald,/if there was s chance Xkax

of dissapating something of the sort. Now, if you have

given that problem any thought, do you, how come that you'

end upxKa¥kxN~x saying, as you do in your book, that senator

Mike Mansfield is quotes the kind of man who is the terror

of our age?

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

Well, let' me put that in its context as well'. vVha t :tsay is,

I believe that, and what r say is that senator Mansfield

is an ~x±x American intellectu0lx¥x in the best sense,

a sane, reasonable scholarly man,the kind of man who'is

the terror of our age. Andthat1s essentially what I was

saying before. r think the that the terror of our age is

the

'The mass man
'~

sane, ,responsible, serious, IlINx:ke: quiet man who watches

these things unfold and doesn't react to them. And I

include myself in that, as r tried to make clear in the

earlier statements.

,well, if, put it this way, your counsel is surely a counsel

of dispatt, if on the one hand you accost us with your own

relative moral superiority and yet end up despising yourself,
"

appealing to scrupulosity, for your own shortcomings. And

this makes things pretty unhappy.
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( UH:

BU:

Well, not when you, no, I don't feel any K~H relative

moral superiority. And I tried, maybe failed, but I

tried very hard to express that in the book~ that, I sai,d

somewhere in the beginning, that if the~e is any tone of

self-righteousness, or anything like that itts unintended,

and certainly undeserved,. and I mean that~ very much.

So, I mean, after all, given the feelings that I have,

which live just expressed, you know, and which you peL'ceive.,

I should be doing really strong .things,which I don't think

I am doing. So, tilerexs no sense of moral superiority.

And 1 1 m not interested in simply, you know,' throwing blame

around, or giving people marks. IxF:9c think that the

beginning of wisdom in this case is to recognize something

about what we stand for in the world, what wetre doing

in the world, and I think when we 'do recogni8e that-we will

feel an enormoUs sense of guilt, and I say somewherein

there tha t one should be very ca'reful not to let confess ions

-
of guilt overcome the possibility of action. I say that

confessions of guilt can be very good therapy, as they can.

As is well known. ~klRX~XilIX~ They're also a very good

preventative-to action, and I think one should be very wary

of that. In fact, if I remember
formulation

Well, I think we should, I think that your x~xmHXXilI±~H of it,

is at least saintly, buf it sfill is a dislocating at least
as spending

to people who fancy themselves <Xl{:xsJ::.tXiXlX<:it an equal amount of
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time attempting to refine their whole apparatus of moral

discrimination and who come up with conclusions directly

a t ax variance with your own. Now, -the reason I haven I t

asked you at this moment to say, you know, why are we in

vietnam, and so on and so forth, is because we have been

all arguing about this for four, or five or six years,

and the chances of our coming up with anytillmng especially

new are small.

(

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

'fha tIs one of the JrRXXla::tsrx respects in which I th ink i'b is

sort of an unarguable issue. NOw, you know, the issues

have just, one has been over and over and over them.

Yeah. But there are perhaps certain aspects of the

quarrel in Vietnam that touch especially on your thesis

and YOU1" concern and the whole nature of it,and that is-xka:k

the suspici9n that some people have of a doUble standard,

of selective indignation. For instance, 'you refer to

heroic, heroic vietnamese resistance to American ~ power.

I think it's R~la::K absolutely heroic,

Yeah, sure. Now, I understand, I understand enough about

1 anguage- -to understand the use of heroism in that way.

If you notice, there are a few lines-below or above where

I say something about quite apart from any question of

politics.

Sure. Sure. NoW, suppose I were to write about the-heroic

resistance of the Nazis to the Liberation Army, for instance

their use of tortu~e, their use of mass reprisals,
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(

(

llX CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

:KID{ CH:

BU:

CH:

EU:

CH:

13U:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

I don't consider that heroic.
I mean

Well, why isn't it heroic? /~hat means that they were

doing everything they possibly could

Repiisals, no I don't think that heroism

Well, why not?

doesn't, well, then I think we do disagree on the *EKM&R.

use of language. I don't think that repiisals against

We do know the Viet Cong have used fire weapons to destroy

whole villages, children that they have disemboweled, Mayors,

and so on and so forth, and hung them up and all that kind

~f.stuff, now, this is heroic action,

No. That is not.

ah.

That's depral<Zed.

That's depraved.

In my opinion. But that's very very marginal with the

viet Cong

Well, why is it marginal?

In fact, it I S marginal. That I s a ques·tinn of fact.

In question of fact, yeah.

In fact, you know, I think there's perfect unanimity about

this, in the people who have studied it. For e~ample,

if you look at someone like sax, Douglas Pike, you know,

Anlerican Foreign service Agent is the chief expert on the

Viet Congo And ~ you read his book carefully, you discover

that he .points out tha ·t it was in response to the AmerJ.can
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military effort that the Viet ga~ Cong turned fromtheir

attempt to build mass popular support by , through the

organizational methods, that involved giving people an

actual role in organizing and controlling, their own

society and institutions, they turned from that to xx

physical force in reaction to the American intervention.

And then if you read, there are many examples of this

quoted in the book from AID documents, let's say, or from

pacification manuals, where people pointed out

Well, yeah, but by the same token you can say that the

Nazis turned to torture in France in reaction to Eisenhower's

landing in Normandy. The RNxex answer is that people so

disposed to act are certain kinds of people, and Hawx I

yearn for a recognition of this in your writings

or in Douglas Pike's. As a matter of fact, Douglas Pike

asyou know, has certain NXXXxEMxx±ex¥xxN difficulty with

the fact that it is acknowledged that up to 25-30 thousand

people were individually killed by terrorists before

America IS

When was that?

hexaxe the, it was between 1958 and 1962.

I think nine thousand is the figure that1s given usually.

Well, that

And it1s interesting to see what it was, I mean,if one

really want S to talk about Viet Cong terror during the
.'
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( period prior to American intervention, then again I think
Fall (?)

just about all commentators, Dennis Warner, Bernard R~x~

whoever you like, has agreed that by and large this was

terror. directed extremely selectively against oppressive

and external village officials sent in

BU: Well, the burning of Joan of Arc

CH: Pardon?

BU: the burning of J9an of Arc was selective, too, (LAUGHTER)

But it was intended to establish a universal point~

KMXX CH: It was intended to

BU: So was the execution of Eichmann selective.

there's no question, but if you wanta understand the

distinction, at least, I recongize, let's see what the

Viet Cong situation, then, let's recognize a very great

I.

Because after

all there were, during thatperiod, there were about nxexx

nine or ten thousand,. according to American ,sources, there

political point of XkXWXKX the terror was

Well, but you see there's a very big difference, I think,
you see,
if you wanta, personally, I'm against all kinds of terror,

CH:

were 9 or 10 thousand village officials, of one so'rt or

another, killed by :t:N~ the Viet Cong, largely with the

supp~rt of the villagers, that's what, but at the same

(..
time, recall that there were perhaps 160,000 Vietnamese

if we R~ accept Bernard Faul's figures again, killed by

~x the saigon government and theAmericans, this prior to

1965. That was a very different kind of terror boty in
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~MRN±X quantity and also in its political (BOTH TALKING

SIMULTANEOUSLY)

(

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

d

Yeah/ I know/ but if the/ it seems to me that you are

attempting.here to match things which arE\ not which are

not equal/ should

Well/ no/9/000 and 160/000 are by no means equal.
I'm

Yeah/ I kR~ knew you'd say that/ and ~*mxR prepared

to answer it/ my point is that one presumably distinguishes
called

between an act of terrorism which you ~RXX depraved, a

moment ago/

well, what you described, burning' the villages, is depraved.
part of a military operation.

and a military action which is R~MRXX¥ (BOTH TALKING

S IMULTANEOUSIJYP

Which is even more d~praved.

Well, now, why do you say_that?

Well/for exampl~, you say, well, let me give you some
I

examples of what I consider depra~ed.

Yeah.

Malcolm Brown back in 1962 or 3/ I don't remember, reported
it

~d'IR/:X:MiKXR was, I think , an AP or UP corresponden-t,
reported
XR~~X~R~ that saigon officials were sending American

Sky Hawks/ you know/ airplanes over vietnamese villages

to wipe them out with Napalm raids in order to ~~HX cover

instances of graft/ for example/ well, I thiw( -that's

depra~ed. And I don't NX condemn that because, you see,
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jus t to mention this rna tter of double standards, jdu,~::¥*lnl!:

there are really three kinds of terror in Vietnam. There's

Viet Cong terror, there's the Saigon govermnent4{x terror

and there's American terror. And if you:ll read what

Ilve written, I xaxMx say practically nothing about either

Vietcong terror or X~XG terror ~axx~ixcarried out by the

saigon ~GM~H government. NoW, if one wantedtotalk about

that, one would have to paint out that the terror carried

out by the saigon government is incredibly greater· in

extent, and has a very different political purpose which

c:
:::l
~.

Cil
-?

(

BU:

CH:

one could discuss. But I restrict myself to discussing' .

American terror
I'd have to you on

Yeah, well, xxdisagree with/that generality, but I· gather

that you ax believe it, but go ahead.

yeah, I do, And we could, you know, then it does become

a rna tter of fact which one XNGMXM,.could discuss. Bu:t I,

as a matter of principle, almost, XHXP~RXX restrict myself

to the discussion of American terror. Neither, not the

terror carried out by the various sides in Vietnam, for ~any

reasons. For one thing, because it1s just qualitative

different in scale, and for another thing becaase I feel

that we have some responsibility about it. You see I don't,

in the same sense, I don't talk about, you know, I'venever

written about the terror carried out by both sides in Nigeria

let's say. I don't like it, obviously, bu·t I don't see any
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otherhand, if we were carrying out the terror, I WNld

very definitely write about it. And I think, so, there's

no double standard, as far as I can see. At least,let's

say; I have a standard in mind, one mayor may not accept

it.

(

BU:

BU:

CH:

BU:

We will explore that.

BREAK

Mr Chomsky,.MX we're talking there about American terror,

and I think you make a very accurate observation that we

are responsible for what we do, but hardly responsible for

what other people do, excepting so far as we are -in a

position to influence them. For instance, if ±~xx there's

a mass starvation in Biafra, even though we did not cause

it, there is a sense in which we are responsible if we don't

do something to attempt to alleviate it; now by the _same
J

token, if we are prepared to agree¥:x t~hat it is not always

easy to taxonomize military action into that which is
a

terroristic and that which is purely/military operation,

we are left with doubts, for instance, about the bombing

of Germany in 1942, '43, '44, you migh t contend tha t this

was terroristic and unnecessary, and you might be right,

although you're not a military expert, and neither am X,

but I do

I think there's a p.§int to that.

Yeah. But I do ~t judge that even if we all agree that
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inexcusable,

what we dld in Dresden was ±M~x~Nx~a~x~¥ as a moral question,
it's got to be
::k:kX±XXF1K~MR13:X;f{ understood in the context of what it was

that brought us to Dresden in the first instance.

(

eH:

BU:

eH:

BU:

eH:

BU:

xx eH:

BU:

eH:

Absolutely.
south

And of what brought us to/Vietnam in the first instance,

in my judgment, was clearly an mninterested, or I should

say disinterested concern forthe stability and possibilitjes

of a region of the world. to which we were committed by a

wImx series of (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSI.Y)
In

/What period do you feel that we had this disinterested

relationshi~~xxx to Vietnam. .,

Well, right now.
,
\

NO, at what period did we have i-t, did it begin, let's say.

in 1951 forexample, when a state Department. bulletin points

that we must help the French reconquer their former

colony? And we must eradicate all Vietnamese resistance

down to its last roots~x in order to reestablish the French

in power? Was tha·t the reason?

Well, I, personally, wish,to increase my vulnerability,

I wish we had helped the French.

We did.

But not sufficiently. There's noxx point in helpint somebody

insufficiently.

Well, but it's, it was hardly l11iM disinteres·ted when we

attempted as, .you know, with tremendous support in fact to
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reinestate French imperalism in'South Vietnam.

(

BU:

q

CH:

BU:

CH:

BD:

BU:

It was disinterested in this sense, and I think xxx this is

an important distinction, which you do touch on in your

book. It's a disinterested act if my attempt, or your

attempt to help a particular nation, is in order to spare

you :QXX the possibility of a greater ordeal in the future

which will harm you, your family, your children, and ~~

E~KHXHXX~X~kMRKX (UNINTELLIGIBLE - BOTH TALKING)

In ret sense, Nazi Germany was also disinterested,. because

I,
after all, Nazi Germany was conquffiring Eastern Europe

only in order to advance the values of Chris·tian spiritual

civilization,. and to restore the Slavs to their r~ghtful

§MXH. home, and so on and so forth.

No, no, no, no. That's, look, I follow you, but if you want
I

to ~MXM18: pursue that digression, I will.

(

Okay.

But, ::kxH letls suspend it for a momen't.: TIm distinguishing

thCjlt kind of xi~r:b<t~ disinterestedness with the kind

But that!s' not a kind of disinterestedness" you see, that's

something which includes, as a'special case, every case of

. ,
military ag~ression and colonialism in history. It's all

disinterested in your sense.

Well, all right, let me simply rffist my case by saying that

there is an observable <tis tinction by, intelligent men
with

)

between a country that reaches (out andinterfersxD¥ the
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a ffairs of another CD un try t because it has reason ::k±'8

to believe that a failure to do so will result in universal

miserYt and that country which reaches out and interfers

with ::kMH other countries, because it want~ toestablieh

Coca Cola plants there and Chase National Banks and
is

whatever, and exploit it. Now, that/observable.

Cll:

BU:

Cll:
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It's a conceptual, (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY) distinguish

between a conceptual distinction and a factual distinction.

Okay .. All right. 1 1 m prepared to dothat.

It is a conceptual distinction, but an actual fact. The

history of colonialism shows that these two motiviations

can coincide, that is practically every, I mean, there are

exceptions, there is .probably the BHg: Belgians inthe Congo

are an exception, but by and large the major imperialist

ventures have been in the economic t in the material interest,

or in the perceived ±NxxNHxmaterial interest

1 1m not interested in the mathematics of the, ilm·interested

Let me finish.

you have nx already conceded that it is not merely,

conceptual dif,ference ~ you say that there are :exceptions '.

There are a few exceptions.

All right. Okay. All right, letls talk about the exceptions

then.

Cll: Well, nolbo dy ,

for example,

now wait a minute,~ the excep-tions, I mentioned
I

in the
the Bel~ianYcongo, there they didnlt have,
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( they didn't even pretend to have a civilizing mission;

there was pure imperial self-interest, these are the

exceptions. There are, as far as I know, no exceptions

on the other side. There are, I mean I've left out a·

case of ~istory, but as I see the history of colonialism,

the great mass of cases are cases where a powerful country

was working in its perceived material self-interes·t, and

was coverlng what it was doing to xx itself and the world,

RevolutionJ

And we're in the mainstream of (BOTH TALKINGINrn) pure

Sure. This history of the Roman Empire

predatory imperaalism?

Chr is tian
thing

or one/or
where therewas
mid'! pure

phrases about preserving
benighted

poor kRM±~H± natives,

~x Now t;iere are a few exceptions,

,
anything, but these are quite rare.

Well, let's take (BOTH TALKING) since the Industrial

values, or helping the

predatory imperialism, no, not even any pretense of doing

with the very pleasant

(BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLYP

Since the Industrial Revolution. Well, if you say thac::kx the
\

another@
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BU:

people who have refined the art of apologetics, I don't

deny it, but it is also true and I think manifestly true,

that there have been interferences with the affairs of

other nations whose ~M~K~ purposes were, in my judgment,

manifestly h~x~x benign.
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( CH:

BU:

For example.

Well, for RX instance, the Truman Doctrine.

CH:

BU:

Oh, I don't th<iJ.nk that was manifestly benign at all.

was an attempt to

well, the Greeks think it was benign (?)

That

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

to develop an , the Greek situation was not benign at all.
Greeks'

I say the gXRkx GKRRk*xxtestimony is more interesting to

me than yours.

·Whi~h Greek testimony? The testimony of these thouands

of people XN~~*XRXXX~±R~ that arethrown into jail, and

thesepeople

Well, not, no, I grant not the testimony of the Greek

Communists who were beaten.

Or the Greek peasants who were

well, there again, is it a conceptual difference that

uh between \the person who desires life under some kind of

freedom, and one who desires life under some kind, under

Communism?

Well, no, first, because there's no such opposition in

Greece. There was a distinction 'between, a very repressive

regime which we instituted in 1946, and another regime

I don't know what it 'would have been, that would have

grown out of a victory RRGXX~xX~KXNX of the so-called

Communists. NoW, if, you see, what we did had nothing

to do with freedom. What we instituted
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xIZImRNR::kn~.

'l'his is absolutex&{X histlorical romanticism, because, xuc;rx

CH:

BU:

CH:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

Oh, I don't think so

because the number of people who were slaughtered in Greece

first by the CommuiliistRx insurgency, then by the Nazis,

then again ,by the Communist, (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)
conquest

B¥ the Communist::kNRMX~gHR¥before the Nazis~x in Greece?

~NgX 'The communist insurgency,

?
Prior to the Nazis in Greece:

Yes. The Civil War of the eaiW 140's.

Prior to the Naz~s?

My point is that

Your history is quite (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)

There was no com~unist insurgency prior to the 'Nazis,

there were Communist resistance bands, who :e'ought agains't

the Nazis.

Well, this :ax is a ma tter of mx nomencla ture, the point

is that the 40-year-old, or the 45-year-old Greek has for

three times in ~x certain ventures they, in one of which

they acknowledged that we bailed them out.

Well, who is they? Who is they? ~NgXMXgs: The rulers of

Greecexx ~XXSXgX acknowledge that.

( BU: No, and also MXNg the people.,
I,

/.

CH: Oh, I'm quite unaware of tha'!::. I'm quite unaware that the

people of Greece have spoken on this issue.
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Pappindraou (?)
BU: Why even R:a:~::im:l3:x:a:l'&:a4( and you like him, I assume, because

he hates us.

(

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

KID.{ CH:

BU:

CH:

No, not at all. George RR~.Pappondraou is one of the

people who was
Andreous

I'm talking about ltNciIxRl'&M4( which makes even

Is Andreous Papondraou's (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)
grateful

Both very, both on record as being ~x~ax~x to President

Truman for his intervention in that part of the world

in 1947.

In that case, I disagree with them on that issue.

I, mean, I t1hink we had no righot to intervene in Greece

in 1947.

Now, we're talking about rights. Which gets us away from

the discussion.

NX All right. Right. \ Let I s talk about whether (BOTH

TALKING)

The discussion is whether or not, whether or not, there

is such a thing as relatively disinterested international

interference, and it seems to me that America's record

is rather good. If we went through an imperialist phase,

we pulled out of it faster than any 'country in the history

o·f civilization.

I don't, I think we're very deeply imbedded

Why did we pullout of the Philippines for instance?
Philippines

We pulled out. of the ~Xkk~XN~ because it became a bad
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( BU: Why?

CH: Because American, America, if you look, AmeTh~an agricultural

interests were very much opposed, back in the mid-thllties,
rela tionship,

they were very strongly opposed to the free trade x~xaxx~Nx*

which allowed Philippine crops to compete with them.

That's why we pulled out of the Philippines.

BU: Well, why do these agricultural interests auth~rize us

to intervene in· South Vietnam?

CH: Well, they didn't.

BU:
.the

If you consider this as Rxcritical dimension.

that are involved in our Vietnam venture. You see, our

~ M.I.T. is a complex place.

Well, there were certain interests NX that were involved

(LAUGHTER)

in our Philippine venture. There are different interests

there are certain in~erests that were involved.

I'm aware of that.

BecaUse tFrl2:;¥:x we didn't interyene on the basis, no, I

say that in the Philippines it was the critical dimension,
is

look, the world wax a complex place

CH:

CH:

CH:

BU:

BU:

Vietnam, don't forget that with the second World War

America's imperial interests exPanded enormously. ' I mean,

prior.to the Second world War,we'were sort of a marginal

( imperalist power, except for the Monroe Doctrine. But

since the second world War, we have become the world's

major imperialist power. And Vietnamis simpiy'one piece
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of an axe attempt to construct a very large/world system

of which Greece was' another piece.

BU:

eH:

BU:

Yeah, we became an imperial power, Mr. Chomsky, in this

sense: XRax in the sense that we inherited primary re-

sponsibility for any cha~ge of action that might involve

us in a Third World War

I don't believe that.

And something that might involve the entire world in

N~X~~RMS~ holocaust, and under the circumstances,

No, I don't believe that, Mr. Buckley.

Well, I know you don't believe XM it.

In fact, I think that ~exx~Rx our
from

But, it might be refreshing ±~ the listeners' point of

view, which is that there are people who do believe that

America, unhappily, and certainly not desiring it, inhereited

the responsibility for trying to abhort :iHe :iHe interna,tional

holocaust, and has from time to time done so by such

ventures as the Truman Doctrine, Marshall Aid, and things

like that.

No, I don't agrew with that:
:iIi Is

B~eK/Marshall Aid not disinterested

No, Marshall Aid is quite different. First of all, Marshall

BREAK

I interrupted you, I'm sorry_

Yeah. Well, first of all, you've now mentioned Marshall



FIRING LINE - #143 - page 29

for the firs t time~ and Marshall Aid, Marshall Plan Aid
(
l

has to be distinguished quite sharply from the Truman

Doct:cine.

BU: Why?

CH: Why? Because the Truman Doctrine was a doctrine of

military intervention and the MarshallPlan was our first

attempt at a major (BOTH 'I'ALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)(

BU: But we do understand that

CH: NoW, just a minute.

BU: sometimes a soldier can be as useful as a bushel of wheat,

don't you?

the fact of the matter is that neither was disinterested

think, was a disastrous ~~venture. I think the Marshall,

between military intervention and economic interventmon.

Nevertheless, if we're going to be at all clear

in your sense, I don't think. But they're very different

Now, look

in the impact that they had. Uh, the Truman Doctrine, I

about the American role, we're certainly going todistinguish

They're very different in the way they function. Now,

Plan was·arguable. I mean, One understood what it was

CH:

for. I don't agree with the consequences (?)

BU: Well, how do you explain the schizophreniaof a.public
willed

which W±xk both more or less simultaneously? On the one

(
hand you state the public is incapable of acting disinterest-

edly (?)(BOTH TALKI~G SIMULTANEOUSLY)

CH: The public didn't will either.
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(

~. BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

Well, the government, the government, all right, the

government.

Well, the government, because both. were

Well, the government backe~ by the public, howls that?

How d::kd do you explain that the same government on Mond¥y
simply as

did the Truman Doctrine, which you consider x~x~~ sort of

being a projection of the evil GK impulses of the government,

and on Tuesdqy do something that you consider to be very

good:? What I s happened to the governmen't between Monday and

Tuesday?

I didn't say I consider, just a moment, first of all,

I didn't say I considered i,t to be very good, I said it's

rather different and one has to bring different standards

to bear inevaluating it.

Well, why is it different? Give me an example. Suppose
agriculture

you'r e a farmer, and you need ~gX±~MxXXM~X, you need

fertilizer, ~x so you apply to me for fert~lizer, but
\ '

just before I get it to you, somebody comes up wi,th a

'bayonet and is about to make it impossible for you to

(BOTH TALKING) for farming? Now, in that particular in-
, I

stance is there a strategic ~ifference between my giving

you the fertilizer and my giving, the soldier routs the

(BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)

You're talking about the dream world. The real world

is one, because the real world is one in which ,the
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alternatives were bringing, coming with xNRxbayonet which

is on an American rifle, held by an American-backed

Greek soldier,and the alternative to that was giving the

kind of aid which was used in fact to R~H construct the

kind of society in western Europe that we wanted to see

developed there. NoW, these are two very different things.
introduce,

It's a very different thing to·HNX:%:H:Kl&G to run for the

Greek army a counter-insurgency program with military

support and many military men involved, that1s one kind
repression

of thing, one sort of ~~~XRKK±~N imposed on the Greek

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

population thr~ugh American intervention one might
but

argue whetherit1s right or wrong --/that1s to be

to be very sharply distinguished

Why do you say imposed? Is it because your presumption

here

My presumption is (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOllSLY)

your presumption is that the Greeks would like XG the kind

~f regime which resulted

No, look, my assumption, is that all intervenfhm iS,imposed

by any country. That is, I believe that quite generally

well, did we impose on the Frenc~ when we liberated them

from the Nazis? Was that an imposition?

We didn't R~N~MXHX conquer France. We moved

The hell we didn't~

from an outside invading force.

We invaded France.
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( CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

BxCH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

But we didn't conquer it from its own people. You see l

in Greece l

/we were trying to conquer it from its own people.

But there you're willing to credit the anti-Nazis as

their .own people l but you're not in Greece willing to
anti-

credit the/Communists as their own people.

The German army was there, There was no outside army in

Greece other than ours.

Look l there are modalities in outside intervention

Look. There's a very sharp difference between, now, just

a minute l there's a very sharp difference

LaValle was not a Nazi.

But Lavalle wouldn't have lasted for five minutes without

the German army.

And nor would Macharias (?) have lasted for five minutes

,without the help of Russian aid.

B,ut l wait a minute l xe:xx but no Russian troops, no Russian

troops

The fact 'is tM~X you know when Stalen got tired ofXRKX±~

Macharas l ne pulled out.

CH: Now I look l let's be careful again. I mean, therels a

( BU:

CH:

I

difference, first of all I Il m opprned to military aid to

other countries I whether by us or the Soviet Union.'

Why?

Well, let's come back to that, because there is a more

important thing I and that is that I'm even far more
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( opposed to the imposition of regimes by foreign troops.

Now, in the case of GermanYl letts say, in the case of

France, the Petain-Lavalle government, the Vichy government

was supported NX by German troops. Had the German

mx:tx:kiKxx mili- l they weren't throughout the countrYl

necessarily, because there wasR*:kx certainly indigenous

support, but there's no question that if German military

force had been withdrawn the other side of the Rhine l then

there would have been an 'overthrow of the Vichy government,

then RxaRRMx France would have had some different form

own population. There were no outside forces.

identify that with the case of Greece,when we were trying

to liberate, we were trying to selec·t the kind of society

It's just pure confusion to

that Greeks would have, and we were trying to save the
as

rulers that we had designated/appropriate from their

was, waether one likes it or not,was in reqction to an

of government. Now, in that case, our invasion of France

occupying, external force.

But don't you realize that in your book, and elsewhere,BU:

youtre not willing to be consistent in carrying out this

,argument. You're constantly talking about our satellizing

places like Cuba and the Dominican Republic and so on and

( so forth, and yet we never occupied them in the sense in

which you're talking about.

CH: Well, we never occupied the Dominican Republic? We sent
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( 25,000 troops there in 1965, in an occupation move.

BU: No, no, lim talking about pre-, I'm talking about

CH: Well, the xmxx~ American Marines were in there dozens

of times (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)

BU: All right, I think you're being evasive on that. I don1t

think you want to be (?).

CH: No, no, Not at all, it is not evasive at all.

BU:

CH:'

Let me ask you, is it possible
simply, repeatedly

I mean, we just/s:i:m~~ sent troops to Nicaragua, the

Domenican Republic, Cuba, et cetera, et cetera.

about some ideal situation, and, you know, have an

occupying army there?

French explanation, I would say, because

/

Then there ~e goes your French, your tedious

No, not at all. Because that'doesn't happen to be, you

All right.

Yes i'e is.

Is it possible to satellize' a nation without having an

see, we're talking about a real situation, we could talk

xaNK3x academic discussion, xNEKex~xR¥ (BOTH TALKING

CH:

eH:

BU:@
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SIMULTANEOUSLY)

BU: ~'m saying XkHX therefore it is possible for North Vietnam

to satellize South vietnam presumably without even occupying

( CH: It's logically possible, but it didn't happen.

BU: it militarily in any formal sense. Well, this is an

/
argument concerning which there are two points of view. ,
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CH: We~l, let's discuss it, then.

BU:

CH: There's much more, if you want. to be' serlous about it,

there's more evidence that South Vietn!mm tried to

colonize North Vietnam, than conversely. In fact, South

Viet-, well, look, South Vietnames commandoes were going

military forces, regular military forces, were going

north considerably earlier than the time when we even

~K~~XX proclaimed. that the infiltration began from north

to south.

world, the first

to Bernard Faul, the commandoes began going north in *~2x

was in 159, and that was South Vietnamese coming south.

(LAUGHTER)

Yeah, but the trouble is your difficulty, Mr. Chomsky,

So, you know, if one wants to talk about, again, the real

'56 or 157, the first claimed infiltration from the north

The refugees were uoming south , were going both directions

in fact in 1964 and IS5,and according, at least according

Did they bump into the refugees coming south?

BU:

CH:

BU:

is you never know when neatly to begin your historical

sequence, there

CH: : Well, you choose the point of beginning, then.

BU: look, the point Ji:eally is tha'c if you're starting to say'-

that 1959 was a provocation because it was

CH: No, it wasn't aprovocation, (BOTH TALKING) claimed that



, FIRING LINE - #143 - page 36

('
BU:

the provocation began.

I say, well, but how about the people who were going
talking

from north to south, who were tRxkg::iaIg: about the misery

that had been going on, and so on and so 'forth

CH:

BU:

When?

I mean,

When was that?

c'

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

, CH:q

Well, which people are you talking about; I don't know.

Well, I'm talking about the Vietnamese. North and South.

The vietnamese North and South

Your (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY) is neatly captured

I

in the remark made recently by Czechoslovakia, that

Czechoslovakia is, after all, the most neutralist cou?try

in the world, since it declines to interfere even with its

own internal affairs, And

I'm afraid I don't see the relevancy of your point.

Well, the relevance ~£x is, very simply, that you start

your line of discussion at a moment that is historically

useful for you,
'-

That's what I say, you pick the beginning.

The grand fact of the postwar world is that the Communists,'
(

,
the Communist imper<il.alists, by the usei of terrorism,

by the use of, by deprivatio~ of freedom, have contributed
...

to the continuing bloodshed, and the sad 'thing abou t it is

x~x not only the bloodshed but the fact that they seem

to dispossess you of the power of rationalization.

May I say something,



FIRING LINE - #143 - page 37

(
\

BU:

Cli:

BU:

CH:

BU:

EX CH:

BU:

CH:

HMKX BU:

BU:

GR:

Sure.

I FIX think that's about five per cent true. And about

or maybe 10 per cent true. It certainly is

Why do you give that?

May I complete a sentence?

Sure,

It's perfectly true that there were areas of the wold,

and in p3 rticular Eastern Europe, where stalinist imperialism

very brutally x0.kx took control and still maintains control.

But there are also very vast areas of the world where we

were doing the same thing. And there's quite an interplay

in the cold war. You see they, what you just described

as I believe iRNX a mythology about the cold war, which

might have been XCKNer tenable ten years £Xi8! ago, 'J?ut which

is quite inconsistent with contemporary scholars

Ask a Czech. A~kxCK

Ask a Guatemalan, ask a Domenican, ask the President of

the Domenican Republic, ask, you know, ask a ~gX0.X person

from South ilg Vietnam! ask a (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY)

Well, I would say, if you can't distinguish between the

nature of our £enture in Guatemala and the nature of the

\

Soviet Union's in prague, then we have real difficulty.

BREAK

Mr. Greenfield

Mr. Chomsky, yo:t:J. stated in X'XX one of the essays in your

book: ,the unpleasant fact is that if one wishes to pu~s~e,
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the eunuch (?) analogy, there is only one plausible

candidate for the role of HXXR Hitler, and by that you

mean the United states. There iKRX are other references

to Nazi Germany's conduct of foreign poli~y and our own.

And you also less ~mphatically suggest that a lot of

the internal policies of the NMX~ United sta tes Governmen-t

have left millions of its own citizens hungry, or

exploited them. If this is the fact, that is XNRX to say,

if the nature of our soci~ty is functionally indistinguishablE

from Nazi Germany, then doesn't that ~egitimate any tactic
"

GR:

CH:

GR:

CH:

GR:

CH:

that one wishes to wx use in opposition?

Well, I certainly don't believe that your assumption that

is, I don't believe, and I don't think I evers9Y there,

.XMiKX society is functionally indistinguishable from Nazi
\

Germany.

No, no, thatts all, I want ~o ~x zero in

What I say ~R±xisthat if one wants to pursue

I .want to zero in,

Yeah. So, I would disagree with this assumption.

If by blosing up a troop train we prevent five thousand

American soldiers from going to Vietnam to participate

in what you do explicitly call a criminal war, isn't that

a moral act?
If

Oh, I think tha t, yes, it would be. /sabo-tage would in

fact contribute to ending the war, I would be in favor

And let me concrete
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(
\

GR;

ClI:

GR:

CH:

GR:

So, that's a tactical decision, not a moral one.

A tactical decision. In fact, I'll give you some examples,

what the Berrigans (?) have done for example, at Tatensville,
in

i'2{Jui/Milwaukee, I think is very heroic RX and in fact,

saintly.

But that is not killing American soldiers.

Oh, no, I'm not, oh, you were talking about sabotage,

blowing up american troop train

Blowing up an American troop train.'. I would assume there

would be loss of life.

CH: I'm sorry. I thought you meant, let's say, stop,

GR:

BU:

GR:

CH:

GR:

ClI:

preventing a train from going. I'd be

I meant, I mean sabotage, assassination,

Biow the tracks but not the people.

you know, what all the heroes in America
sharp

I would first of all make a XNR~X distinction, as for

example, the Berrigans did, between ±N~X attacks on

property pnd attacks on people

That's what I wanta know.

Fundamental distinction. But then, you see, if one raises

the question about attacks on ~ex~ people, then I think

there are very tricky issues. You see, one W~MMkx would,.

I E::B!MXI8lX can conceive, you know, I would have been against

assass i:qa ting Hitler" ,for example, becaus e :[ I m against

murder, but if I believed that assassination of Hitler

would have really contributed to the end of the war, I
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think one could have given an argument. Now, if

was true----

(

GR:

eH:

BU:

HO:

CH:

BU:

HO:

In xx ~pretendus Lyndon Johnson?

No\'l! that would pertain to Lyndon Johnson. But, in

neither case incidentally do I think (BOTH TALKING)

would have and

Miss Hockman.

I would like to ask Mr. Buckley what he thinks the motives

of the people who are In favor of the war in Vietnam

are. putting it very simply, how can we possibly hope

to help universal misery when we're so miserable here?

Well, I think we're less miserable here. I mean, lIm, you

may not be a hp happy young lady, but I'm sure you're not

as miserable as you would be if for instapce you didn1t

have a free press, if you weren't able to write such
you

'poetry as you want to write, if/couldn't join a labor

union, if you couldn1t express yourself as you like, if

your the Mayor of your town might be disemboweled. I

think there observable differences

Aren't you in favor of it?

between 'thena ture between what freedom you have here, /

or put it this way, between your misery/and theirs. I

would prefer your misery.

If you wouldn1t have saturation)nombing take place

sure, sure.

Well, I want to disagreex±:XWith you,' for the moment, because
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I think there is acertain condition, a human condition,

a condition of guilt, which Mr. Chomsky speaks about, and

which to me is the most interesting point of his argument.
may keep

The guilt that we feel here, which in a way makR people

from writing poetry, or from writing anything that they

think because they're absolutely stifled :w.:k::khx by'the

climate of guilt.

(

BU:

HO:

BU:

HO:

BU:

GR:

CH:

BU:

They manage to write their complaints and get xx on the

best-seller list.

Excuse me.

They manage to \~ite their complaints and get on the

b~st-seller lists.

But I know of many people who are not writing now because

of. the War in vietnam, who are not funCtioning because of

their guilt.

well, it's not an aspect of my responsibility to foreign

policy to encourage you to external ize your complain'ts.

But if you want to, there are any number of book publishers,

magazmae publishers, and radio stations, television

sta'tions ,who will gladly hear them out,. which I, think is

qualitatively different from what exists for instance in

,North Vietnam. ,

Or South.
countries.

Or Greece, for example, or Brazil,. or dozens of other I

Well, not qui'te so much, a little bit less so , sure.
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( CH:

BU:

CH:

HO:

BU:

Less so?

I think it1s true

No.

Then publishing would be only motive

whatls true is that a nation at war does not have the

same liberties as a nationax at peace. Abraham Lincoln
to

suspended the rightRx~x/habeas corpus and the oldest

parliament in the history of the world didn1t have an

election for eleven years, during their war.

CH: Yes, but if you comfBre the state of freedom in ~North

and south Vietnam prior ,to, the war as some people have

well, I think it doesxxx come out the way I like.

out the way you like.

done like Joseph Buttinger, Il m afraid it doesn't come

"

that IS been
the

or a/number of xnHxrefugees who
those

compare them WXXfrXXH~XN~~Kwho

talking about was the right of free expression in North

left south Vietnam

Not by the ~x evidence
(

Ask the refugees, who,

That's a very difference issue. What-I said, what I was

'left North Vietnam and

eH:

CH:

BU:

BU:

and South vietnam. I mean, take a look for,example at

Buttinger's analysis. You know, where he runs through

(
cases. ~N±XX Quite apart from that, take a look at, for

example, again, you know, pick your authority, let it be

Bernard Faul, let it be almost anyone you X~~ like. you

see, there was a'great amount of village democracy, which
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was instituted in North Vietnam, and in fact has also

been instituted in the NLF dominated areas of South

vie·tnam,. which is something quali ta·tively different than

anything that has existed in Asian societies before.

And this exists simultaneously r wi·th let me be quite clear,

this exists simultaneously with a good deal of repression

and certainly

used to.

civil liberties of the sort that welre

(

EU:

R.M1C CH:

EU:

CH:

ED:

CH:

EU:

CH:

Mr. Chomsky, this is one of the mos't libertarian constitu-

tions ~ in the history of the world was written by the

Soviet Union, (both talking SIMULTANEOUSLY)

lIm not talking about constitutions.

So, my point is what kind of XXXHMMM freedom is experienced

by somWbody in North Vietnam, the answer is that their

freedom was perpetuaLly insecure.

Oh, well, you donlt know that.

Well, Ho Chi Minh pimself has wept over the occasional

necessity to kill 40 or 50 thousand of his own people.

Not the necessity, the occasional fact. But just one moment

I was being sarcastic.

Yeah. What I was talking about, yeah, not only sarcas·tic,

but also wrong. You see, itls very important to recognize

,if you want to understand what communism means in Southeast

;FtS:HX Asia, to realize that alon9 with many authoritarian

and repressive practices, which I certainly donlt condone,
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(
there is on the side, a great deal of democratization.

BU:

There's been a liberation of energies and involvement,
utter

I think that's XXXXk±N~X~X nonsense, if I may say so.

CH: I don't think ~~NXXX you're right.

BU: After all, the great paradigm of Red China in which the

AFL-CIO xxs:x itself concedes to some"thing in the neighborhooc

of 20-millinn victims on that particular

CH: Oh, come.

BU: I'm talking according to them.

CH: The AFL-CIO

BU: (BOTH TALKING SIMULTANEOUSLY) they didn't have a commission,
I

the China Journal I" take a IbOk at the China Courier.

whi ch, (BOTH TALKING)

serious, at least.

"-

\

Well, it waspublished in the New Leader, XNLftxx:kXWXS:x

R~NNXs:mX communist purges, absolutely no one, no one

(BOTH TALKING) the CIA planted.

No one has claimed a million people killed through. Chinese

Well, I s:a~xxs:xxff said no one serious. Take a look at

Yes, of course, the New Leader might, but I'm talkingCH:

CH:

CH:

BU:

BU:

BU: Well, I consider this (BOTH TALKING)

CH: you see, I" s:x" think you're missing the point, really, and"

I thiD..k it's an important point. You see, in looking

at China one has to rER~N~xrecognize a great deal o~

repressiv~ practice, a great deal of authoritarianism.

And one also has to recognize a great deal of spontaneous
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democratic structure of a sort which never existed in

Asia bemore, and if you want to know the truth, doesn't

even exist in our society. NoW, these things exist side

by side

(

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:'

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

BU:

Danisovitch
If you read a day in the life of Ivan Xl{a:N~KX::k:~N (2) you'll

find that there's an extraordinary democratic structure

inside concentration camps, but it seems that it is

almost profane to make this observation."

NO, xllJIk look, I think it I S profane to make tha t analogy.

Because lim talking abouttrue democracy which is

I don't think so;

Look, in which people, in which the peasants who live

ina village control the insti tutions of their lives.

Look,

They control the organizations

~XX2llJIM And if you want to get out, you bump into the

Berlin wall, on either side of the, iron curtain.

There's no Berlin wall in China, to my J<.nowledge.

There is the equivalent of the Berl in wall. There I s the

sea R~~ and there 'ss tarva tion, and there are concentra'tion

camps.

No, there has, yousee, ,that's just -the point, you see,

starvation has been very largely overcome in China.

Yeah, because they have something like 94% of the people

working on agr icul ture . But I think Mr. -Doxey has a

question.
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( CH:

DO:

CH:

DO:

CH:

DO:

CH:

DO:

CH:

DO:

CH:

They also happen to have had two bumper crops in the last

Professor Chomsky, when you say as you said about 30
relativity

minutes ago that there was a XRXa:::k:XliHX¥ of tru·th between

nations,

A relativity of truth? I don't mno~

would you classify, a relativity of truth,you said,

in the international scene.

I don't understand the comment,. :i,f I said¥x it, I don't

know what it means

Well, would you call yourself a political (LAUGHTER)

would you call yourself a political XHa relativist?

I don't.understand the concept.

Well, put it this way: do you believe in a natural law?

In transcen~ental truth, letts say, affixing social
unit

union (?)
'that

I think/there's something to the doctrine of natural law,

but I think that thatts much more abstract than, anything

wetve been discussing here.

well, but wouldntt that then justify the use of terror

in let's say stoppimg a tenet of the natural law from

being broken or stopping let's say

1,e 1:' S bring it down to earth. I say, I'm of course opposec;!.

to terror. Any rational person is. But I think that if

we're serious about the question of terror, serious about
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violence, we have to X~R~H~i that it is a tactical and

hnce moral matter,!ncidentally, tactical issues are

basically moral issues. They have to do with human

consequences. And if wetre interested in letts say

dimishing the amount of violence in 'the world, itts

at least arguable and perhaps even sometimes true that

a terroristic act does diminish the amount of violence

(

q

GR:

CH:

BU:

CH:

GR:

CH:

in the world. Hence, a person who is opposed toviolence

will not be opposed to that ter.roristic act.

walt Rostow says exactly the same thing.

That1s right.

Yeah.

He hap~ens to be wrong in the case in which he applies

it. You see, these principles tall you very little about

real cases.

No, but that's what, I must say that's the one thing that

bothers me more about what you've ,been saying than the

way you write, ~hat that kind of language that it is t?e

notion of the terroristic act which restricts the consequent

violence is precisely what RO$tow says in the View from

the seventh Floor, when after this whoie analysis about

the moral world, he says there's nota single place where

we don't have major military might to support it.

I think that the real poirithere is tha"t when you t:ry

to formulate gener~l principles that will apply to arbitrary



(

FIRING LINE - #143 - page 48

political affairs you find very , you can only make very

vacuous and empty statements. Yousee, if one wants to

talk in ~RXR perfect abstraction from any realsituation

about the justification for violence and terror, then

you come wx up with platitudes and empty remarks and so on.

The point is that you know there are no very general

prinicples that apply to such circumstances, or if there

are no one ha$ enunciatedandxx~xNMRXformulated them.

So, what one really has to do is look at the concrete

historial situation. NOW, where I would disag-, maybe

Walt Rostow and I would Nxxagree at this level of

BU:

CH:

BU:

CH:

abstraction on the use of violence to prevent less, greater

violence. Where we would disagree is in our evaluation

XMxNNX of what is happening in this country;s historical

situation~ And that's where ones attention ought to be.

So, therefore you have no philosophical objection to the

way in which Mr. Rostow states his case, merely to its

applicability to existing circumstances?

No, I say, at this level, I might not, I don't know what he

says about that,

But you would in other things?

But in other XXH things I have very great differences. For

e~ample, Walt Rostowsays that we should try to, that the

great threat of China to us is that it will succeed~ and

provide a model to other~x countries, and we_ have to make
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sure that tha t doesn I t happen, (BOTH TALKING)

@

BU:

CH:

BU:

Is that why you kept him out of M.I.T.?

I, I assure I had nothing to do with keeping him out of
he's

MIT. lid be delighted to have him back, kR*xxa~x kaxM~x

a great help to us, RHNX when he was.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chomsky, and tharu( you all.

:kh THEME

END OF TAPE


