APPENDIX II
[From Human BEvents, Nov. 11, 1972]
Gareth Porter Refuted '

ExpErr PUNCIURES ‘No BLoopsaT’ Myra

(By Robert F. Turner)

Mr. Turner, now at the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution,
and Peace in Palo Alte, Calif., spent the last two years working
for the North Vietnamese Affairs Divigion of the Joint U.8, Publie
Affairg Office, & brach of the U.8. Embassy in Salgon. While serv-
ing in this capacity, he clogely followed the North Vietnamese and
Viet. Cong radio and press, read thousands of classified captured

- documents, Interviewed scores of important North Vietnamese and
Viet Cong defectors and traveled widely throughout the country.
investigating incldents of Viet Cong terror. .

Until. recently it was generally accepfed that the Communist regime in the
Democratic Republic of (North) Viet Nam had conducted a major purge—
frequently characterized ag a “bloodbath” following their takeover in 1954, The
purge was thought to have taken the form of a “land reform," and—depending
upon which- authority one accepted—resulted in between 50,000 and 500,000
deaths. : - R ’

Because President Nixon and his supporters have cited this “bloodbath” as
evidenee of what might happen should the Viet Cong be vletorious in South
Viet-Nam, a group of anti-Viet Nam war activists hag now challenged the idea
that & bloodbath in fact took place. They charge that the “bloodbath” 18 'a myth -
perpetrated with the asslstance of the Central Intelligence Agency, . L

-The. specifications of the charge deal primarily with ore book, Hoang Van
Chi’s From Colontalism to Communism—A Case History of North Viet Nam,
which -the revisionists assert is “based on a serfes of falsehoods, nonexistent
documents and slanted translations which leave no doubt that [the duthor's]
purpose was propaganda rather than accurate history.” The charges are set
forth in a §9-page paper, “The Myth of the Bloodbath: North Viet Nam’s Land
Reform Reconsidered,” prepared by Mr, D, Gareth Porter a research agsociate
at Cornell University's International Relations of East Asia Project. .

“Mr. Porter’s conclusions have recélved considerable attention in -American com-
munications media; and certainly if his charges are valld the attention is war-
ranted. In fact, however, few of Mr. Portér's accusations withstand analysis.

‘Rather than providing his readers with a scholarly refutation .of .2 “myth,”
Porter has produced an incredibly sloppy piece of propaganda which contributes -
littde of value to the literature of the field. This admittedly harsh conclugion re-
sults from an examination of several of Porter's fundamental arguments. . . -

Mr. Porter begins by hoting the important role the book From Colonidlism o
Communtsm has played as a primary source on the North Vietnamese land
reform, and then procéeds to attack its author as .4 Har in thé pay of the CTA.
He ridteg that a CIA officlal once Idéntifled Hoang Van Ohi in a Poreign Affeirs,.
article a8 & “forfier Viet Minh cadre; and charges “In fact hé Wwas néver a
party member.” The apparent: conflict here is non-exlstent. = "

The brief biographical sketch of Mi. Ohi on'the dust-jacket of his book rakes
it'clear that he was never a Communigt party member, but notey hi& participa-
tton it the Viet Minh Adniitiigtration. The Viet Minh, it'shiould be recallad, was
a front established by the Communists in May 1941 to unite as many eléments
-of Vietnamese soclety ag possible. Although it was from “the beginning, domt-
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nated by Communists, many of its members supported it on purely natlonalistic
grounds. Ag the “Pentagon Papers” noted :

“The announced program of the Viet Minh ecalled for a wide range of social
and political reforms designed mainly to appeal to Viet patriotism.... The
ICP [Indochinese Communist party] was during the war the hard core of the
Viet Minh, but the bulk of the Viet Minh membership were no doubt quite un-
aware of that fact: they served the Viet Minh ;out of a patriotic fervor?

‘Tge bicgraphical sketch in Chi's From Colonialism fo Oommumnism. informs the
reader: - S ‘

“. . . In 1945, hoping that - co-operation with Communists and nationalists
would lead to a democratic independent Viet Nam, he joired the Viet -Minh re-
ststance. He was made director of the National Mint in Hanof and, after the
outbreak of hostilities, dlirector of paper-manufacturing plant. He was awarded
a national citation by Ho Chi Minh in 1948 for designing and bullding a small
hydroelectric plant which supplied the paper-works with power. After 1950,
when all ey posts in North Viet Nam were restricted to party members, he
was employed sucoessively us o meniber of .6 ohemioal research project and as

@ teacherin selenoe and mathemativs” [Binphasis ndded].

From this 1t i5 ¢lear that Hoang Van Chl did not, 4s ‘Porter implied, misrepre-
sent himself, He did In: fact work for the Viet Minh, but was not and did not
claim to be a membet of the Commuunist party. =

Porter further charges ., hé wag not connected either with ‘the Viet Minh
government or thé Lao Dong [Comimunist] party during the entire period of

the land feform-—a fact which appears howhere In the book.” Porter is. again

mistaken, as the last sentence quoted above indicates,
Mr.. Porter. also. tries to discredit -Hoang: Van. Chi: by: noting :that: Mr. Chi
received a grant from the.Congress for Oultyral: Freedom. tor wilte this book, : -
JForter continues : “For many :years the :Central- Intelligence :Ageney: channeled
funds to the Congress for. Cultural Freedomn aB-part:of..its: global.;program of
supporting. antl-Communist. intellectual - groups.”., He does mot:present iany evi-
dence or even charge that Chi was aware of this covert CIA involvement, or
that Chi was required.or expected to slant his writing as-a condition of receiving
the. grant. |, .. . T T B N N T TR T T
It Hoang Van Chi is o .be: discradited for. aceepting financia) assistance -from
the Congress for.Cultural Freedom, the same standards mushibe iapplisd-to-others
who receive similar. support--inoluding. both /Avthut, Schlesinget rand John Ken-
neth Galbraith, Certainly no serions; reader would -branhd; thesp ;gentlemen. as
“CIA agents” or suggest, that their integrity was-somehow:isuspect because of
their having accepted. CGCF. support,. yet this s what -Mr, Porter-has attempted
to doito Hoang Van.Chi for.the same offense,. . .. .ot botns o tnee © s

R

‘ B : .. .PORTER'S. CHARGER

Porter's final attempt to diséredit Hoang Van Chiy
little comment, ‘He charged that after the book wag pu lighed. .
then caie to the Uhited ‘States ‘to work for.the USIA and. he now lectures at
AID’s Washington' T?ﬂfﬂiﬂ% Center." How these .acﬁijvj,tié'is €01 ‘ld;%qsailgl»y inflyence
the contents of a book 'whichihad glready heen publishedis difficult fo comprehend.

Porter devotes constdergble space to charges that ‘Hoang Van.Chl migrepue-
sented sorlie 0f the slogans used by, the party during the land reform.. At one point
he writég: - 7 T R L e

(o centil altsgatipd 1, Ohi g

o4 surd A ;t(:i: deserve.
ished, “Hoang Van Ohl

ceoynt 1s ‘that the Alm, of (e, DRY! feaders

wﬁs-éhq“liqﬁidat on of the. egp welegs Jand-owning clpss, Tn support,of this.chatge .
CHI § uotes what he calls the ‘fam .asglos%.n’«., fhe Lao Dong panty regarding .
rural clds Deperid, eompletely on;the noor, angd Jandless. peasanis, uniteywith: -

the iﬁ!ﬁdl&lerel‘&n isants, seek an undevstanding with the rich peasants.and.
litju ‘ﬂafe‘th’elan lords.” Iz {,;r,rl;r‘-.;: i c;.‘ i i ey ooy, G b
:‘.ﬂghe. slogan dn question was ind.e%d ‘famous’ since.it. represented.the; general

oley of the party, dqr,iﬂsgthe Jand., reform, which every.cadve . was, expected::
to iinderstand. thoronsghly. Buf Mr. Chi misqyotes the sloganiand {n; the process .
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completely misrepresents the DRV’ policy toward the landlord class. The slogan
actually said, ‘abolish the feudal regime of land -ownership in a manner that
is discriminating, methodical and under sound leadership,’ ’

Once again Porter is wrong. While there ‘were several slogang in use in North
Viet Nam during various stages of the land reform, the one quoted by Hoang
Van Chi summarizes the eneral policy of the DRV and Lao Dong party, Three
of the four elements can ke attributed directly to Ho Chi Minh, who in a major
speech to the third session of the North Vietnamege Nationsal Asgembly (Decem-
ber 1958) said of the coming land reform: e :

“The general line. and policy is entirely to Tely on-landless and land-poor peas-
ants, closely to unite with the middle peasants, to rally with the rich peasants,
to wipe out feudal exploitation step by step and with differentiation, to develop
production, and to speed up the registance war.” ?

The fourth element—concerning the liquidation of land owners—ecan be found
in other North Vietnamese publications, including one cited by Mr. Porter. In
an official North Vietnamese account of the land reform, Trah Phuong writes :

“Therefore a definitive and thorough liquidation of the fendal landlords’ class—
as-a class—was iniposed by the heeessity of strengtliening the rear, destroying the
social basis for French imperialism and creating favouvrable conditions fordmple-
menting all necessary measures for carrying on the war and rebuilding the
country later on,”*- ’ - :

In light of these statements by Ho Chi Minh and Tran Phuong, it is evident

“that Mr, Porter is in error when he charged Hoang Van Chi “completely misrep-
resents the DRV’s poliey toward the landlord- class.”

Porter cites the party daily, Nten Dan, to prove that the object of the land
reform struggle was not all landlords but ‘‘onily those who refuse to abide by the
policy, who refuse to reduce renty.and debts.” Actually, the objeet of the cam-
baign was not only all “landlords,” but also those Viethamese identified by the
party-as “traitors.” As Ho Chi Minh explained on Maveh 8, 1058 :

“To agitate the .nasses Is to struggle, ‘and a struggle must have its objec-
tive: ., . I can declare that the objective of struggle’ of ‘the maszes ig those
who do not implément the policy of the party, government and Front, and do
not'reduce land rent and interest rates, Ag regards-the traitors and oriiel notables,
the government and people will punish them outright,” ¢ :

“‘DANGEROUS PEOPLE'

- It should be moted that the Communists include under the label “‘traitors”
many.groups whick would not qualify -as such In. this country. Jeffrey Race,
a Harvard .scholar with considerable experience in South Viet Nam and author
of War Oomes to Long An, quotes a genior Viet Cong defector’s explanation of
Ex;:hyitapql,itical. school teachers are frequently executed by the Viet Cong as

raitors” : . ) - : .

“Why were there agsassinations of teachers, many of whom did not even work
for the government? Because. they were. people . ;, . who were pure nationaliste,
who might be able to asgume anti-Communist leadership in the area. Such peo-
ble: are very dangerous and. hence are clagsed ag traltors.”®. . i

Needless to say, people who had worked for the French were also included
under this category. : - .

‘When Porter concludes that not. all landlords were targets of the land reform
struggle, he is apparently the vietim of the early propagands used in the cam-
paign..Both the Nhan .Den quote cited. by Porter, and the March 8, 1958, Ho
Chi Minh quote cited above, indieate that the. DProgram- i8 primarily aimed at
those landlords who fail to reduece land rent and interest rates, . S

If this were true, one might suppose that.a cooperative landlord .might
be able to voluntarily give hig land away and escape punishment. In fact, this

;gﬂrom ggmh.-sdected Works (Hanoi: Forelpn Languages Publishing Houge, 1961)
vol. ITT;p, $ge, " ’ o l e .
. & Tmng}'-kuon%,j‘ﬂi"he Lonid: Beform” in Pages of ‘History 1945—1954. Vietnamese Ritudies
No_ V- (Henot: ] oreign Langitages Publshing House, n, 4.} p. 178. This sotroe {s gioted
by Mr. Porter 40 footnote 81 on page 32.

4 Ho Chi Minh, Belected Works, pol. III, p. 886, . '

r‘ﬁs-.geymy Raove,-War Comes to-Long An’ (Berkeley: Univereity. of Californie Press, 1972)
p. 83, _ A g
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was impossible, Ho Chi Minh announced on Dec, 4, 1958, that: “The dispersion
of land-by landlords after the promulgation of the land rent yeduction deeree
(July 14, 1949) is illegal.”, . e . = - B et
- Ho and his-asgociates planned from the start to- include all landlorde in the
struggle, ‘but for tactical reasons attacked them in suceessive gtages. Ho was
slmply applying the basic principles set forth-many years earlier by his mentor,
Lendn, ‘who warned -of the necesslty to figlit-ohe enemy at a time and to divide
the enemy when possiblée toifacilitate the struggle.” SR

As flo explained to a group of land reform cadres in September 1954: “We
must know how-to discriminate bétween'landlords.  They-are the peasants’ ene-
mi:is, il,),tJat they &re not united, If:digerimination can be made, our work will he
enilor,” P

NORTH'S 'LAND POLIOY

Truong-Chinh, who was party secretary-general and a key figure in the land
reform, has noted that “from the [1945] August revolution we planned to earry
ouf. the land-poliey in three, stages,” explaining: “This: was to:divide the land-
lord class to- the highest possible degree; to paralyze its resistance to-a certain
ﬁ’;te’}h and .to win over landlords.taking part in the. resistance and their fam-

em”h o e o L e .

Tran Phuong, in an official DRV history of the land reform quoted by Mr.
Porter, explaing; T S oL

“As the agrarlan revolution was carried outin' Viet Nam in conditions that
required constant consolidation-and broadening of the anti-tmperialist National
United Front, the tactionl yrodlem is of particular Importance. . :

“In order to isolate at.any cost the imperlalsty and their agents, to 'win over
to the revolutionary.cause certain strata of land-owners and intellectuals, schocl-
boys and students from feudal femilles; and to bring them Into the Front, the
anti-fendal task was fulfilled . step by step.; in other words, land.reform. was
carried.out in .successive stages; at the same time,.in everyday: work, it is im-
portant. to thoroughly: grasp- the principle Gess enemies, mone friends” and to lay
particular stress on the policy. of. differentiating among ithe feudal rank.. This
tactical suppleness wag-applied with the understanding that. the feudal system
of ownership and exploitation would later be totally. abolished.”.! . :

Thus we again find Mr. Porter in error, and Mr. Chi exonerated.

Another glogan cited by Mr, Chi is-challenged: by Porter, who writes:

“ ... Mr. Chi alleges the land reform campaign used the slogan ‘Better kill

10 innocent people thirlet one enemy escape:.’ Thid alleged slogan, which bears
ne regetiblance: to gny. public statement: by the DR¥Y!'orthe Lao Dong party,
was first published in 1957, ot in Hanol, but in' the-offela] néwipaper of Ngo
Pinh Diem’s National ‘Revoluttonary Movement;: Caol Many Quoc Gia.”
* To begin’ with;' m~light of hig record thus far-Mi -Poérier -might Justly be
termed presumptuous in claiming knowledge of every puble statement by- the
DRY and the Lac Dong party, If this 18 in fact the ehse; the'errors cited above
must: be ‘attributed to flaws in hiy integrity rather thgn ‘his scholarship,

Although this writer ‘vatinot-at this time provide a eitatioh-to the:writings of
Ho Chi Minh or axother Senior:party: leader mentioning the:slogan' in:ques.
tlon, He has several readons for accepting Mr. Ohi's 'word that 1t was used
during the land reform. CooEmets e

First of all, he-lias been’ told by senfor North Vietnameke Army defectors that
it wag used and did pepresent the party's polley during this perfody -

* Becondly, Ohi 18 not the only.Viethamese geholar to ielte - thik slogdn,:For.
-example;’ Lé Chau—a, Viethahese 1iving in Fiance who s sympathetic to the
Communist cauge——quotes ‘the slogan mieud: vent dio morts tnpooénts qu'un en-
nemd survivant in'hiy Le Viet Nam Socialiste - : R -

o

it

S Ho Chi Minh, Selected Works, vol. JIT, 9. 423, . : Tt
T.¥. o Lendn, “Left Wing”-Communism, an Infantile Disorder {Moscow: -Forelgn J.an-
%mges Publishing Houge. “Books of Socilatizm.” n.d) n, 65 This 48 frequentiy quoted hy
orth - Vietnamese: léadors, ag for .evample- by Le Dugn, The- Vistnamese Revolution: -
?‘R%%nmengal‘ Problems, Essential Tasks (Henot: Forelgn Langueges. Publshing House,
», 39, e T .
8 ffo Ohi Minh, Selected Works, wol, TV, 0. .88, . .. - = . ol - S —
- 9. Pruong ‘Oliinh.: FPorward. Aleng the Path-Traced by. K. Marx {Hanoi: Foraign. Lan-
guages Publishing House, 1969 p. §2. . . FY
0 ran Phu, “The Land Reform,’ p, 1986,
U Le Chen. Let Viet Nam Soclaliste: Une Heonomie de Transition (Paris: Frangeis
Maspero, 1966), p, 1483,
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Porter notes that. several authorities, Including the late ‘Bernard Fall, have
writien that the party established g “gquota’ of landlords to be executed in each
village. Withont presenting any evidence to disprove thege reports he pio-
ceeds to brand them ag a “legend’ anq asgerty: :

“No ohe who was familiar with the coneepts ang methods employed by the
Lao Dong party or had studied the basic party and government documents
of the land reform period could have seriously entertained the nhotion that
Hanol would call for the classiﬁcation, arrest or execution of an artibrarily high
number of people,” : :

In spite of Mr, Porter's belief to the contrary, there was in fact a quota of
executions reguired of land reform teams and “people’s courts” during the cam-
paign. The reports of Bernard Fall, Hoang Van Chi, and others are confirmed
by the personal investigations of this writer, ' .

North Vietnamesge Army Col. Huynh Cu, who served as a “people’s court”
Judge during the land reform ‘in Haj Duong Province of North Viet Nam,
confirmed the exlstence of such quotas in g conversation with thig writer in
September 1970. Furthermore, this writer hag personally seen many documents
captured from the Viet Cong which provide quotas of “tyrants” and “re-
actionaries” to be killed in various villages during a given campaign,

‘BLIMINATE TRAITORS’

Typical of thewe captured documents.wag g directive dated Jan, 81, 1969, from
the Security Section -0f Que Son District, It spoke of the need to increase “onr
determination to annihilate tyrants ang eliminate traitors,” and tetmed the
misgion of annihilating tyrant gg “urgent.” Ag an immediate task it included
a Hst of the 25 villages .in the district, with a quota by each: village gliving
the number of “tyrants” to be killed, The quotas ranged from: a. Iinimum of five
to & maximum of 40, with an average of over 21 tyrants” per village ™

The fact that Mr., Porter ig surprised that Asian Communisgts would use a quota
system in porging “landlords,” ‘‘tyrante or “reactionaries” Suggests something
about hig understanding of their movements,

The North Vietnamese land reform was patterned after the Chinese experience,
-and even included Chinese advisers,” [n late 1953 Ho .Ch{ Minh observed : “The
experiences of other countries have taught that a Successful land reform will heip
U8. overcome many difficulties and golve many probléms,* 14 The Chinese Commu.
nists, to whom Ho wag obviously referring, had made use of & quota in their own
purges of landlordg, AgMao Tsestung eéxplained: - L

“The execution: of one sich big landiord reverberates through a whole county
and s very effective in- eradicating the remaining evilg. of feudalism, Every
county has these major tyrants, some as many as several dozen ‘and others at
least a few,.and the only . effective way of suppréssing: the reactionaries ig to
excute at least a fow 1h each county who: are gullty of the most heinous erimeg,”

In a further attempt: to digeredit those scholars who have written about the
land reform in years past, Mr, Porter accnges them of “giosg mistranslation” of
importa‘nt-documents L SR e T : - :

o [tlhere 1 no d'ooumentary- evidence that. there had been ‘the king. of-in-
discriminate execution -of innoeeint people so. often aileged, Hoang Van ‘Chi-#and
others have not, in fact, used the actual texts of documents Telatingto the terrors
of - the Tand reform. campaign, but hsve ‘ugeq gross mistransiationg and migrep-
resentations of: thege documentg,'t - : o :

 GIAP'S “ADMIGRION"

.-To support this charge, Porter ¢lteg an Oct. 29,1958, spesch by North Vietnam-
ese Defenge Minigter Genaral Yo:Nguyen Giap; which Mr; Chi-had queted.qg say-
Ang twe LT gxenuted, to0. many honest imen,” Aeccording, to. My, Porter -this
St-disciplining. of-innoeent people.” - e

2 These quotations are taken from an us ublished . draft munmug oLy The - Viet: Govig
Taotip. of Assassingtion,” which {his wrjpeﬂ%ﬁgaﬂeﬂ‘ Jor the U.8, Mﬁgqion.—m.lf.f.et.._mam n.
1970; pﬁ. 3636, The documents ctted hgve been seifled, ' N

3 From an interview with . Nerth Vietnagmese Army. Ool, Huynh Cu on Sept. 28, 1970,
oomi.uctgi»b the author, . I S ot i :

- W.Hp m-%mm, Belected Works, vol, I, o 488,

® Mg Tse-tung, Selooted ‘Works (Peking. oreign Lmaﬁagc@ Press, 198%). vol, I, .p;'sé. '

S
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- Again-Mr, Porter is wrong, it in: thig- instence liis error may be attributed to
his inadequate understanding ‘of Vietnamese Communist vocabulary, The Viet~
namege version of the: statement in dquestion—-which . appears: correctly in the
Viethamese language edition of Mr. Chi’s book—goes like this: : R

v e trd oan whung nguol ngay .o Co .
~ In normal ugs, the words would translate as follows: -

‘@u tni—""to gct™ or “to.arrange everything” * . -

san—-"to be condemned or punish unjustly”

nhung-—pluralizer modifying next term *

nguoi—"“man, person, fellow . . .**® - : :

ngay—‘honest,” 'straightforward; upright, honest” ®. - . . .

- Thug the phrase might be translated to mean “[we have] unjustly punished
honest men” when used in everyday Viethamese. ' .

However, there are & number of terms which have a special and 8pecific mean-
Ing when ysed by Vietnamese Communists. Thiy writer first became aware of
this.special vocabulary in mid-1970 while writing a study on the Viet Cong tact
. of assassination for the U.8, Mission in Viet Nam., . S

In researching the study—which was never released to the public because mili-
tary authorities concluded that section should be clagsified—this writer read hun-
dreds of captured Viet'Cong documents dealing with security matters.

The documents considered most. ilmportant, were discussed with defectors who
had once served in the Viet Cong or North Vietnamese security apparatus, and
with non-Communist ‘Viethamese specialists on the Viet Cong. As a result of
these conversations, a- list of 16 terms. commonly -used by the Viet ‘Cong and
North Vietnamese Communists:to. mean. “kill” was:included in the study. The
terms were followed by thelr:common meaning, and then:by their gpecial mean-
ing when used by the Communists: The'last of the 16 terms: In the Hst: was ow tri,

1

which was identified.-as follows - . .. e T
Xu tri—To resolve, to arrarige for everything; to ta_kefca:re.of ('tmki_l_l-)

.. DANGUAGE. PROBLEM .. .

S

‘When this interpretation: is given to the term as used-by Gen:: Giap, the phrase
in question translates: “[we havel-. .. unjustly killed-honeést imen.” To-translate
At—as does Mr. Chi—*We ..., executed too many honest menyidves:mot appear
o this writer to: be either:a- mistranglation  or-misrepresentation- of Giap's
Intent. Once again 1t is.Mr. Bonter;, rather than Hoahg ¥ans€hl: who:is in error.

Mr. Porter also attack’s Chi's.aceount of:the *polity. O 1solption” -through
Wwhich -familles: of -condemned “landlords?- and #tyrants’ were excommunicated
from soglety:and inmany cagesforced todle.of starvation; .« S A R

Porter Wirltes .o juwre a8 0 weiirae o RS N B s T TR VL PO B LR Y R
. “This-dg.yet another-of.themany wholly. unsubstantiated charges . put forth
by, Mr.:-Chi,..for: there was no;such: polidy of nisolating families, even: of :thoge

prips

TN
[

landlords sentenced-for serious crimes during thedlaiid reformid ¢ 1. it :

. ‘Gontrary.to: Forterls agsertion, -there is. considerable: evidense to substantiate
the existence of the “isolation” policy. During the fall of 1666 North :Viet Nath
undenwent 4 ithreemonth perlod : of. relatlve intellectinal'freedomn knosn as. the

:Hundred Flowers) Oampaign. Several publications:appearediwhich were:eritienl
~of-the Qommunist neglmeibefore. the party - brought:things: to gohalt.and: sent
the dissident intelleqtuals.to:labor eamps-for “‘thought reforrn’ Rerhaps the hest
Imown of the opposition periodicals was Nhan Van, which.featured An-its:-Hfth
igsue (Nov. B, 1956) an article by Nguyen Huu Dang noting that the “agrarian

reform” had “left innocent childeen todieof starvation,”

Another opposition publication was Giei Pham Mua Thu, which included a
poenby Hoang Cam entitled “Tie- Hiemy's*Child.” Thé Dodf told o 'd slx-year-
old girl whose' fatheér Hid Bedh dXecited by*'the people’ for & ' debt of Mood,®
and who''was wanderlig -the strect ‘orpitig "wnd' bggltis: for Food. A young' glrl.

saw the child: and went to:lislp-hier, biit ‘was warned by i nearby woman ;-
“The child is innocent, But daughter of a lahdlord vile. I was summoned ‘before
e Court for givinghiora Dowl of Sompst' 10w w0 i
* This'wes the “fiolicy of olation' Whtch My, Rorter inform§ ny did riot exlst., . |
JIe——— e S G e R R L T b R T S ) ’
8 Nguyen: Dinh Hog. Vietnamese-Inglish, Dictiopary ( Tokyg: Oktrlés B, Thitley 1908}
. 564, Nguyen Van Khon, Viet. An Tu Dlen (\Sqigoﬁf"th‘&a ke Khat Trie \I-!)_&p)-‘ ? 1328,
.- Nguyen Dindi Help s $8 4w M ey oD Dl e I st T T T i
18 Nguyen Dinh Hog, p. 328, .
® Nouyen Van Khon, p, 813, .
 Nguyen Dink Hoa, p, 302, Npuyen Van Khon; p, 178.
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STARVATION OF WIVES

‘On Auyg. 26, 1971, thils writer interviewed 4 North ‘Vietnamese defector named
To, Van Xiem who had worked for the North Vietnamese government, for 21 yeais
and had been_on the Thai Binh Province planning committes during the land
reform, Mr, Xiem noted that when people convieted by the “people’s courts” were
in jail, their wives had “a very hard life.” “Some of these women were forced to
starve to death. Others committed suicide. The children were left to themselves
In spite of their young ages.” ’ . .

. Another defector whio witnessed part of the land reform in North Viet Nam
was Le Xuan Giao, who was from Ho Chi Minh’s home province of Nghe An,
Mr. Giao described the “policy of isolation” in this way: ,

“There was nothing worse than the starvation. of the children in a family
whose parents were under the contrel of a land reform team. They Isolated the
house, and the péople who Mved there would starve, The children were all
innocent. Bliculd the father be guilty, he could be executed. The children were
all innocent. There wag nothing worke than that. They wanted to see the whole
family déad.” B o o ‘ .

_Mr. Porter is being less than honest if he denies knowing that children of
landlords were frequent victims of Communist “Justice” during Vietnomese
Communist land reforms. ' . o , " L

In March 1871 Mr. Porter asked this writer to arrange for an interview with
2 genlor Viet Cong deféctor from Kien Hoa Province, Myr. Bul Cong Fuong,
This was done, and at Mr. Porter’s request no inferpreter was provided. After
only niinutes of the “Interview,” the defector asked Mr. Porter to come.back
again—with an interpreter.

Mr, Tuong later told this writer that Mr. Porter’s Vietnamese was totally
inadequate for a serious political discussion. Again at Mr. Porter’s request, a
second interview was arranged. It took place in a JUSPAQ recording studio in
downtown Saigon on March 17, 1971, with Mr. Nguyen Van Quy—one of the
most capable interpreters in Viet Nam—assisting Mr, Porter. The interview was

~tape-recorded, with copies of the tape going to Mr. Porter and to this writer.

Discussing an early stage of the Viet Minh land reform in Kien Hoa Province
{known as Ben Tre to the Communista), Bui Cong Tuong noted : “T witnessed the
deaths of four or five of them [landlords]. Their children were also purged.
In 1045 or 1946, if you came to Ben Tre Province, you could see each day the
corpse of a-landlord in the river water, with a [death] sentence pinned to his
chest [emphasis added].” :

Thus, if Mr. Porter clalms to have no knowledge that the vietims of Com-
munist land reform in Viet Nam included small children, he is suffering from
either a lapse of memory or of integrity,

It should by this time be apparent to the reader that Mr. Porter’s accusations

do not—for the most part—withstand eritical examination, No. attempt has been
made to refute all of his charges for the simple reagon that this writer does
not consider “The Myth of the Bloodbath: North Viet Nam's Land Reform
Reconsidered” to be worthy of the time required for a more -detailed analysis.
Certainly the fact that an accusation was not challenged in this short paper
should: not' be -construed’'by the reader as acceptance. of the accusation by this
writer. - :
" ‘On the other hand, the fact that Mr. Porter’s attack on Hoang Van Chi's
From Colonialism to Oommunism fails to survive our scrutiny does. not imply
that the book is free from error. Were that the case, 1t would probably make it
unique in ity fleld.

Thig writer has read over a hundred books dealing with Viet Nam, and would
have great difficulty in haming one that appeared free from error. Indeed, when
he first read. From Colonialism to Communism he found it very' difficult. to
accept the unusually high estimate that the North Vietnamese lend reform had
resulted in half-a-million deaths. - . L R

Writing about the period in late 1965, although he cited. Mr, Chl’s book, this
writer relied on the more conservative estimate of Bernard Fall and gave the-
figure of 50,000 4s the casualties of the campalgn.

A ‘couple. of years later, however, this writer had the opportunity to meet
Mr. Chi and to discuss his book and conclusions, In the years. which followed,’
‘this writer went to. Viet Nam three times and each time sought out defectors .
_anfd refugees from North Viet Nam who might have knowledge of the land
reform. ‘ ) !
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On the baslg of all of the evidence lie hag accumulated, it 1s this writer's
conelusion.that Mr. Chi’s aceount. of the land, reform is basically accurate. His
estimate that half-a-miilifoh pedple dled as » result of the ‘canmpaign may be a

little- high“—probably lilgher than this writer would put forth at “this pelnt—
but it 13 not without 'support. Certainly the tdtal caylidlties numbered in six
digits, ahd’ estimates ‘of from ‘300,000 tb 500,000 have. been made by othér
wittesses, - S e o T

In closing, perhaps o final word should be said aboui the purpbse of the land

reform, Mr. Porter portrays it as a compaign to redistribate land to the peasarits.

While. there were certainly econonide implications, it is the conolugion of ‘this
“writer that the primary goal was the elimination of “oloss enemi AT T

., Party Becretary-General Truong-Chinli, who played an instrumental role in

the land' reform, wrote In 1048 that.niot enough class epemies liave been killed
tollowing the suecess of the 1945 August revolution. Chinhlimented;: =~ -

“It 19 to be regretted that énergetic, timely and necegsary Tiesaures, to connter-
act all posgible’ dangers th the future were not taken immediately upon -the
selzing of power. .".". We Fegret only that the repression of.the redctionaries,
during the August revolution was not carried out, fully within the frameéwork
of 1td possibilities. ;. . For a newborn revolutionary power to Lie lenient with
counterrevolutionaries is tantamount to committing suicidg," 2~ =~ S

.1t is the conclusion of this writer that the 195456 land: reform was éonducted:

in the words of Truong Chiah, “to counteract a1l possible dungers in the future.”

' ’;:Tmo'nj_‘d'.fvinﬂ The Aflﬁ;ug’t .Révolnﬂon‘-ﬁééﬁdbiishéd in .Pﬂﬁwr ftfl‘!?:f:‘:ej}d!t (New York:
Prcioioh s, Frnagor, 105 cps frevolytion, reput A T R _




