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

ExrerT PUNCTURES ‘No BroopBaTH® MYTH

(By Robert F. Turner)

Mr. Turner, now at the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution,
and Peace in Palo Alto, Calif., spent the last two years working
for the North Vietnamese Affairs Divigion of the Joint U.8. -Public
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 nccepfed that the Communist reglme in the
Democratic Republic of (North) Viet Nam had conducted a major purge—
frequently characterized as a ‘blocdbath” 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. . oo ‘

Because President Nixon and his supporters have clted this “bloodbath” as
evidence of what might happen should the Viet Cong be vletorious in South
Viet-Nam, a group of anti-Viet Nam war activists has now challenged the ideéa
that 4 bleodbath in fact took place. They charge that the “bloodbath” i5:a myth-
perpetrated with the assistance of the Central Intélligence Agency, . - .

-The specifications of the charge deal primarily with one book, Hoang Van
Chi’s From Colonialism to Communisin—A Case History of North Viet Nam,
which -the revisionists assert is “based on a serles of falsehoods, nonexistent
documents and slanted translations which leave no doubt that [the author's]
purpose was propaganda rather than accurate history.” The charges are set
forth in a 59-page paper, “The Myth of the Bloodbath: North Viet Nam’s Land
Reform Reconsidered,” prepared by Mr, D, Gareth Porter a research associate
at Cornell University's International Relations of East Asia Project., . .

“Mr. Porter’s eonclusions have recelved considerable attention in-American com-
muni¢ations media; and certainly if his charges are valld the attention iy war-
ranted. In fact, however, few of Mr. Porter's accusations withstand analysis.
_Rather than providing his readers with & scholarly refutation of a “myth,”
Porter has produced an incredibly sloppy plece of propaganda which contrlbutes
littlé-of value to the literature -of the ficld. This admittedly harsh conclusion re-

sults from.an examination of several of Porter’s fundamental arguments. . ; .
Mr. Porter begins by noting the important role the book From Qolonialism to
Commimtsm has vlayed as a primary sourcé on the North Vietngmese land .
réform, ‘and then proteeds. to- attack its.author as 4 Uai in the pay of the CIA..
He notes’ that s CIA officlal ohce Identifled Hoang Van Chi ih a Foreign Affairs..
article-as a “former Viet Minh cadre,” and charges “In fact hé was never a

party member.;” The apparent conflict here iy non-existent. '~ - .
The brief blographical sketch of Mi. Chi on the dust-facket of hid book riakes
it-cléar that he was never a Communist party member, buf notes his participa- -
tion in the Viet Minh Adwinistration, The Viet Minh, it'should be recalled, was
4 front established by the Communists in May 1941 to unite as many eléments
of Vietnamese society ag possible. Although it was from the beéglnning, domi-.
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nated by Communists, many of its members supported it on purely nationalistic
grounds. Ag the ‘“Pentagon Papers” noted:

“The ahnounced program of the Viet Minh called for a wide range of soclal
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

‘Téle biographical sketch in Chi's From Colonialism fo Oommunism. informs the
reader: = . . C e

“. . . In 1948, hoping that . co-operation with Communists and nationalists
would lead to a demoeratic Independent Viet Nam, he jolniéd the Viet-Minh re-
sistance, He was made director of the National Mint in Hanot and, after the
outbreak of hostilities, dtrector of a paper-manufactiring plant. He was awarded
a national citatlon by Ho Chi Minh in 1948 for designing and bullding a small
hydroelectric plant which supplied the payer-works with power. After 1950,
when all Loy posts tn North Viet Nam were restricted to party. members, he
was empl‘o’yed sucoesstvely o8 o member of ¢ chemipal ‘résearch project and as
@ teacher in sotonce and mathematics.” [Hmphuiis added]. L

From tlits it is elear that Hoang Van Chi did not, 4s Porter impliéd, misrepre-
sent himself. He did in fact work for the Viet Minh, but was not. and did not
claim to'be a member of the Commiinist party. . i ’

Porter further charges “:., he was not cohnected elther with 'the Viet Minh

government or the Lao Dong [Coiiimunist] party during the entire period of

the land reform--a frct which appeurs nowhere In the book,” Porter is again
mistaken, as the last sentence guoted akiove indicates. o

Mr.. Porter. also. tries to discredit -Hoang. Van: hi by: noting : that Mr.: . Chi
recelved a grant from the.Congress. for Cultyral: Freedom. to: write his book, -

JForter continues : “For many .years the ‘Central Intelligence Ageney: channeled
funds to the Congress for Cultural. Freedom as partof dts: global. program of
supporting. anti-Communist. intellectual. groups”’:He does mot:presentiany 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 recelving
the, grant, ., . .- U e b L e st Gt dwde b e L

Jf Hoang Van.Chi is to.he: diseredited for. aceepting :financia) asglstance -from
the Congress for:Cultural Freedom, the same standards mustibe iapplied-to:others.
who receive similar. support—ineluding. both-rArthiiy; Sehlesinger ind John Ken--
neth Galbraith, Certainly no serious; reader would brand, thess -gentlemen. a3
“CIA agents” or suggest that their integrity was sorehowsauspeet becanse of
their having accepted. OCF. support;. yet this is what- My, Porter-has: attempted

to doito Hoang Van.Chi for.the same offense,. . . -

. o ..+ PORTER'S.oMARGES . :

Porter’s final attempt to diséredit Hoang Yan Glgijs? - aheurd as to. deserve
little comment, ‘He char eg that after the book Wag pub] gg;;e%,' “Hoang Van Chl
£

then catne to the United States to work for the | 814 and. gfpow lectures at
AID’s Washington Trathing Centér.” How 'these_a_é‘fgj-v_j,tié'is .ggu‘ld,;?q;samly Inflnence
the contents of a book'which.had already been published s diMeul t£q comprehend.
i “conal pace to charges that Hoang Yan.(bi misrepre-
s6id by the party during the } form. Af one.point

he writes: ' - : TSI

o Rk . i T R B XA
i'The centril ‘allegatipit {il Ohi’y pécount is that the. aim, of the DRY, jeaders
wils'the 1i Eiﬂa_itg‘qh ot the iq%égséleaiﬁﬁqd-'owmn %él'gs‘s-.-itn,sk pport.of this.charge
Cht i up,qi what he cally: the ‘famous; g!OS’%P‘-?Q..,’Cbﬂ.-I*ﬂQ--aDW}& party. regarding .
rﬁrﬁ_li_cla_gs; i 1 epend. completely ontl ggp%g:;} angd landless. peasants, unite,with -
it jEiddlclorel peasants, deck an undenstanding with, the rich peasants. ond.

Hiuidate the tandlords, " .~ " o :

NI A TSRO SRR 1 R A A I o
The. slogan I guestlon way {jdecd ‘Famons,’ sice.1t. represented. the; generpl
-fi’”c’& : ﬁlﬁ?-iégfrtﬁ' durj mfi, reform,, which every.cadre .wes,expected::

I)O,l s rty, duritig_the.,
to, nde . thoron 'hl'y.‘fﬁyﬁ ;,bfn Chi. misquotes. the slogansand in; the process..
- X LRI CI SRR MRS FRURP I R (P I Pnny rreer
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completely misrepregents the DRV’s policy toward the landlord class. The slogan
actually said, ‘aboligsh the feudal regime of land-ownership in a manner that
is diseriminating, methodical and under sound leadership,’ ” ’

Once again. Porter is wrong, While there were several slogans in use in North
Viet Nam during variow stages of the land reform, the one quoted by Hoang
Van Chi summarizes the general polley of.the DRY and Lao Dong party, Three
of the four elements can he attributed direetly to Ho Chi Minh, who in a major
Speech to the third session of the North Vietnamese National Assembly (Decem-
ber 1053) sald of the coming land reform: . -

“The general line and policy is entirely to rely on iandless 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 regigtance war,”?

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

‘“Therefore a definitive and thorough liquidation of the feudal landlords’ class—
as a clags—way itiposed by the necessity of strengtliening the rear, destroying the
social basis for French imperialism and creating favourable conditions for imple-
menting all necessary measures for carrying on the war and rebuilding the
country later on” %" ‘ - o

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 clags.” :

Porter cites the party daily, Nken Dan, to prove that the object of the land
reform struggle was not a1l landlords but “only those who refuse to abide by the
policy, who refuse to reduce rents.and debts” Actually, the object of the cam-
paign was not only all “landlords,” but also those Vietnamese identified by the
party-as “traitors.” Az Ho Chi Minh explained on Maxéh 8, 1058 :

"To agitate the .masses 1s to struggle, ‘and a struggle must have itg objec-
tive. . . . I can declare that the - objective of struggle’ of the mastes is those
who do' not implement the policy of the party, government and Front, and do
not'reduee land rent and interest rates, As regards the trajtors and-cruel notables,
the government and people will punish them outright,'*+ ‘

‘PANGEROUS - PEOPLE’

: It should. be noted that the Communtsts include under the label ‘“traitors”
many . groups which wounld not qualify as such In. this eountry, Jeffrey Race,
a Harvard .scholar with considerable experience in South -Viet Nam and author
of War Oomes. to Long An, quotes a senior Viet Cong defector’s explanation of
xt;hyitapo’l,itical‘ school teachers are frequently executed by the Viet Cong as

raitors” . - . .

“Why- were there assassinations of teachers, many of whom did not even work
for the government? Because they were people ., . who were pure nationalists,
who might be able to assume anti-Communist leadership in the area. Such Deo-
ble are very dangerons and hence are classed a8 traitors.” ‘

Neediess to say, people who had worked for the French were also included
under this category. E . .

When Porter concludes that not: all landiords were targets of the land veform
struggle, he is apparently the vietim of the early propaganda used in the cam-
paign. Both the Nhen .Dan quote cited. by Porter, and the March 8, 1968, Ho
Chi Minh quote. cited above, indicate that the. Drogram iz primarily aimed at
those landiords who fail to reduce land rent and interest rates. Lo

If this were true, one might Suppose that.a ecoperative landlord .might
be able to voluntarily give his Iand away and escape punishment. In faect, this

;13'?1 Okt ';gt;tnh, Selected ‘Works  (Hanoi: Forelgn Languages . Publishing Houge, 1981)
vol \IFE 9, dge, - 0 - - R coe 0 T
& T#Mi'}’ﬂﬂtm%{j“-ﬂ'he Land: Reforin” 4 Pages of History 1945—1064, Vietnamese Studies
No_ ¥ (Hanpts oreign  Langil ages Publshing House, n. da.) pn 178, :ﬁMe source 48 -quoted
by Mr. Porter 4n footnote 81 on page 32,
* Ho Ohi Minh, Selected Works, vol. Il p, 884, ) o ’ _
r-‘é.gsﬂ'my Raoce, War Comes to-Long An {Berkeley: Untversity of California Press, 1072)
9. 83, 1 ]
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was {mpossible.. Ho (hi Minh announced on’ Dee. 4, 1958, that: “The dispersion
of land-by landlords after -the piomulgation of the land rent reduction decrie
(July 14, 1049) i illegal., . w#% . 0 ~ S

Ho and his associates planned from the start to-include all landlords in the
struggle, ‘but for tactical reasons attacked them in successive stages: Ho ‘was
simply applying the basic principies set forth-many years earlier by his mentor,
Lenin, :who- warned of the necesslty to Bght-one enetiy at a time and to divide
the enemy. whien possiblé tofactlitate the stiugdgle.” AT

As Ho explained to a group of land reform cadres in September 1954: “We
must know how-to diseriminate between landlords:. They -areé the peasants’ ene-
mi:is. lggt they are not united, If-dlserimination can be mads, owr work will be
eagler” 5. SR e M i P el s

NORTH’® 'LARD ‘POLIOY

Truong- Chinh, who was party secretary-general and a key figure in the land
reform, has noted that “from the [1945] August: revolntion.we planned to earry
out: the land policy.in. three stages,” explaining: “Dhis was to;divide the land-
lord clasg to. the highest possible degree; to paralyze its resigtance to a. certain
ielzi:tent,p and .te win over landlords taking part. in the resistance and their fam-

es” .. o e TSR Lo : e

Tran Phuong, in an official DRV history of the land reform quoted by Mr.
Porter, explaing: - B ST S o B L

“As the agrarian revolution was carried out in Viet Nem in conditions that
required constant consolidation-and broadening of the anti-imperialist: National
United Front, the tactioal problem 18 of particular importance. . :

“In order to isolate atany cost the imperlalists and their. agents; to iwin over
to the revolutionary cause certain strata of land-owners and intellectuals, school-
boys and students. from. feudal familles, and to-hring them into the Front, the
antl-feudal task wag folfilled.step by step:.in otherwords, land.reform. was
carried. out in suecessive stages; at.-the same: time, in everyday work, it is im-
portant. to thoroughly. grasp the principle Jess enemies, more friends” and to lay
particular gtress on: the policy. of. differentiating among ithe,:feudal :rank.. This
tactical suppleness was appiled with the understanding that, the feudal system
of ownership and exploitation would later be fotally abolished.?. ™ .. . :

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

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

*. . .. Mr. Ohi alleges the land reform campaign used the slogan ‘Better kill
10 innocent people: thar lét one enemy escape:.’ THE alleged slogan, which bears
no resemblance to any. -public statement.by: the DRVi‘or’thé' Lao Dong party,
was first-published in-1957, not in- Hanol, Hut ajn'the!'oﬂ‘léiul ‘néwipaper of Ngo
Dinh Diem’s Netlondal -Revolitionary Movement: Gach Manp Quoe Gie.” :
© To begin’ with; I Hght of hig record thus far- M -Porter might Justly be
termed presumptuous in claiming knowledge of every public statement by the
DRYV and the Lao Dong party, If this-is-in fact the cuse; the'erfors cited above
must’ be dttributed to flaws in his- integrity vather thah ‘his- scholarship. -

Although this writer:cannot-at this time provide a citatioh- to thewritings of:
Ho Chi Minh or another ‘senior:party: leader mentioning the:slogan in:ques-
tion, Le has- several redsons for accepting Mr. Oh¥s: 'word that tt was used
during the land reform. ] AR el

First of all; he has been’ told by senfor North Vietnamese Army-defectors that
it wag used and did represent the party's polley during thisperfod:: 1 -~ -
“ Beeondly, Chi 18 not -thé only- 'Vietnamese scholar to welte’ thiy slogan, For:
-exainplej Lié- Chau—a . Viethamese 1iving in Miance who s sympathetie {o the
Communist cause-—quotes the slogan mieus: vant dio morts innooents qu'un-en-
nemd survivent in'hiy Le Viet Nam Soclaliste® .- . = R

+

S Ho Chi Minh, Selected Works, vol. TI7, 5. §23. ! S
7. I Denin,. “Left Wing” Communiem, an Infantile Disorder. (Moscow: Forelgn Lan-
%mges Publishing Houge. “Books of Soclalism.” n.d,) n. 65 Thia is frequentliy quoted by
‘arth -Vietnamege: teadors, -as for enample: by: Le “Duan, The- Vietnamese ., Revolntion :
?g%%amental‘--moblems,- Essontial Taske (Haenoi: Forelgn Lenguages. Publiahing Honae,
p, 39, S e T
& Ho Ohi Minh, Selected Works, ool TV, n,.88, . .. - = . .- R T
- 2 Truong ‘Ohinh. Forward. Along: the Path- Traced by. K. Marx (Hanoi: Foraign. Lan-
guages Publishing House, 1964} 5. §2. . AR
- Tran Phw, “The Land Reform’ p, 196.
1 Le Ohou. Let Viet Nam Soclaliste: Une Bconomle de Transition (Peris: Framcois
Maspero, 1966), p. 143,
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Porter notes that. several authorities, Including the late Bernard Fall, have
written that the party established a “guota’ of landlords to be executed in each
village. Without bresenting any evidence to disprove thege reports he pio-
ceeds to brand them ag a “legend” ang asserty:

“No one who was familiar with the concepts ang methods employed by the
Lao Dong party or hag studied the basie party and government documents
of the land reform period could have serfously entertained the notion that
Hanol would call for the classiﬂca'tion, &ITest Or eXecuiion of an artibrarily high
number of people,” Co

In spite of Mr, Porter's belief to the contrary, there was in fact a quota of
e€xecutions required of land reform teamg and “peoplé’s .courts” during the cam-
paign. The reports of Bernard Fall, Hoang Van Chi, and others are confirmed
by the personal investigations of thig writer, : ' :

North Vietnamege Army (ol Huynh Cu, who served as a “people’s counrt
Judge during the land reform in Hai Duong Province of North Viet Nam,
confirmed the existence of such quotas in a conversation with thig writer in
September 1979, Furthermore, this writer hag personally seen many documents
captured from, the Viet Cong which provide gquotas of “tyrants” and “re-
actionaries” to bhe killed in varioys villages during a given campaign;

‘ELIMINATE 'TRAITORS’

Typical of these captured documents. wag a directive dated Jan, 81, 1969, from
the Security Section of Que Son. District, It spoke of the need to increase “our
determination to annthilate. tyrsnts and eliminate traitors,” and - termed the
misgion of annibilating tyrant gg ‘“urgent.” Ag an immediate tagk it Included
2 Hst of the 25 villages -in the district, with a Quota by each village giving
the number of “tyrants” to be killed, The quotas ranged from a minimum of five

1o a maximum of 40, with.an average of over 21 “tyrants” per village.®

The fact that Mr, Porter is surprised that Aglan Communigts would use a quota
system in porging “landlords,” “tyrante Or “reactionaries” Suggests something
about his understanding of their movements,

- .The North Vietnamese lang reform wag Tatterned after the Chinege experience,
and even included Chinese advisers,® In late 1958 Ho Chj Minh observed : “The
‘experiences of other cointries have taught that-a successful land reform will heip
Us.overcome many difficulties and. solve many problems,” * The Chinese Commy-
nists, to whom Ho was obviously referrving, had made vse of a quota in their own
‘purges of landlords, Ag Mao Tsestung explained ;: - - o :

-~ “The exécution: of- one‘such-.-big.rlandlord reverberates through s whole county
and is very effective in- eradicating .the remaining evils. of: feudalism, Every
county has these major tyrants, some as many ag several dozen. ‘and others at
least a few;; and the only . effective way of suppréssing. the reactionaries is to
excuteat least a few tn each <county who:are guilty of the most heinous orimeg;” 1

In a further attempt: to dseredit those scholars who have written about the
‘land reforin in years past, Mr, Porter accuges them of “giogy mistranslation” of
importarit documents; .- PR e T : : o :

*. . oo[t)here ig no.documentary evidence that there had baep ‘the kind: of in-
diseriminate execution of innocent people so. often alleged, Hoanhg Van Ohi- and
others have not, i faet, used the actyal texty of documenty Telating to the terrors
of -the. land refprm campalgn, ‘but heve ‘used gross mistranslations ang thisrep-
1!esenl:-atio‘ns;of%-'these'-doeuments.’-' e . R :

: GIA:-P' “ADMIBRTON" N _
.o support thig charge, Borter ¢ltes-an Qct. 29, 1958, speech by-North Vietnam-
ese Defense-Minigter “General, Vo -Nguyen Glap, whieh Mr; -Ghi:uhadj-quote_dwas say--
Ang: “We Sxecuted too. many honest imen,” Aqoording to. Mr, Porter sthig
should have been t_ranslatedy‘.,‘.ﬁhe nnduSt_:disciplI_ning- of-innoeent people.” . .
LITT—— e i LT TRy RN I RRRVOLLAN S e SRS T
* These quotations are token from an unpubiahed. drary manUaonpL, “The' Viek s Qorig.
Taotip of Aq;ﬂasgmmion,” Achdeh this. wrﬁ-pgﬂﬁfgnared,.ar -tie 228 Mig;}o’n,—dn..yiet.,mam -
197¢0; p;. 35-38, The doctiments cited have been deolassified, . ) ’
B Broms an interview with North Vietngmese Army Col, Huynh Cu on Sapt. B3, 19%,
oomiuctqgl;b the anthor, . -~ Coro Tt : :
- W.Ho Ght %Hﬂk,’Selected:Works,.voL.HI,m. 25,

Mg Tse-tung, Solooted Works (Peing. oreian: Ldﬂgr&ages: Prass, 1967). vol. I,'.p;'sé. ’

T
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Again-Mr. Porter is wrong, but in thig- instance kis error may be attributed to
his- inadequate understanding ‘of Vietnamese Communist vocabulary., The Viet-
namege version of. the:statement in question-~which. appears: correctly in the
Vietnamese language edition of Mr, Chi’s book—goes like this: . .. - :

i o trt oan whung nguod ngay . .Y B

In normal use, the words would translate as follows: -

u thi—"“to act’” or “to.arrange everything” ** -

oen—"to be condemned or punish unjustly”*’

nhung—pluralizer modifylng next term *®

ngwoi—"man, pergon, fellow . . *%° :

ngay—-honest,” “‘straightforward, upright, honest” *. :

Thus the phrase might be translated to mean “[we have] unjustly punished
honest men” when used in everyday Vietnamese. : o :

However, there are a number of terms which hive a gpecial.and specific mean-
ing when gsed by Vietnamese Communists, This writer first became aware of
this special voecabulary in mid-1970 while writing a study on the Viet Cong-tactt
of assassination for the U.8. Mission in Viet Nam. I

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

The decuments considered most. important were discussed with defectors who
had once served in the Viet Cong or North Vietnamese security apparatus, and
-with non-Communigt ‘Vietnamese specialists on the Viet Cong. A a result of
these conversations, a- list. of: 16 terms. commonly used by the Viat Cong and
North Vietnamete Communiststo. mean “kill” was:included In the study. The
terms were followed by their.commmon meaning, and then:by. their special mean-
ing when used by the:Communists: The:last.of the 16 terms: in the Het: was we 44,
~-which wasidenttfted-as follows = 2/ . - I L PREET : C

Xu trt—To resolve, to.arrangefor-everything, to takecate of (todkill)

.- BANGUAGE. PROBLEM .

When this {nterpretation is given to the term as used-by Gen: Giap, the phrase
in question translates: “[we have] .. .. unjustly kilied-honest inén.” Po-translate
Jt—as does Mr. Ohi—¥"We- .-, executed too many honest.men,’sddes:mot appear
to.-thls writer to be either: .a- mistranslation or- ‘misrepregentation- of Giap's
intent. Once again it is.Mr. Bonter; rather than Hoahg Van.Chl; who:is in error.
Mr, Porter also attack’s Chi's-aceount of:the fpolicy. GF: iselation” .through
which' familles. of -condemned flandlords? .and “tyrants’’ weres excommunicated
from society:and in:many.casssiforced toidle of starvation: v ymores e o0 ;oo

Porter writes .. Jun ax [ TR TR A Bt ST T TR VLT T S UL R SR S
-4 This-ig.yet:another-of.the;many wholly: unsubstantiated charges.put forth
‘b, Mr.. Ohi,.for: there was nesuch- policy ofisolating dhmilies, even of those
slandlords sentenced for serjous crimes during theland veformlic 4.y :

. ‘Gontrary.to Forteris assentign, there is considerable: evidence to substantiate
- the existence of the “isolation” policy. During the fall of 49568 North Viet Nam
underwent. a three-month: perled . of relative intelleetinal: freedoms known as the
Hundred Plowers) Oampaign. Several publications:appearedtswhich wers: eriiteal
‘of-.the - Gommunist neglineibefore. the -party: brought:things! to dchalt..and: sent
ithe dissldent. intellecbuals.tolabor iearps-for ‘thought reform” Rerhaps the hest
lmown of the opposition periodicals was Nhan Van, which. festured: in-its: Afth
issue (Nov. 5, 1956) an article by Nguyen Huu Dang noting that the “agrarian
reform” had “leftinnocent childrento.die 'of starwation.”

Another oppogition publication was Giei Pham Mua Thu, which included a

R P S S S oot !

“poenrby Hoang Cam- entitlad: "IHfe- Miefiiy's'CRLIA:" Fhe posin told of'u six-year-
-old girl-whose' fathér Hdd Bedh iéxecited by the people? for o dbbt of Mocd”
and ‘who' was wanderitig -the street ‘ovpitif ‘wnd: bugglig' for “food. A young' gl

saw the.child and went to:lielp: lier, biit ‘way Sarned by i Nearby oran >
“The child is innocent, But daughter of a landlord vile. I was summoned ‘before

the Court 161 'glvinghera Bowl of oUf?h - o e s o o L

"~ This'wes the “fiolicy of izolation" Which My, Porter {nfor

SIS oS nwn i de e et e R Ly
% Nguyen: Dink Hoa, Vietnamese-English. Dictionary (Tokya:

r. 5%{%& on Van Khon Vietan T Dich .(\,_féﬁ?%%‘,gg_\%?gggh

ooy

Ohiklés B, THltliy 1968)
Khat Ty, 1068 4, 1368

Nguyen THER Hod, 9> 331, o

18 Nouyen Dinh Hog, p. 329,

» Nguyén Van Khor, p. §13.

©® Ngugen Dink Hoa, p. 301 ; Nguyen Fan Khon, p; 178,
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. STARVATICN OF WIVES .
“‘On Aug.'26, 1971, this writer interviewed.a North Viettamese defector named

To, Van Xiem who had worked for the. North ‘Vietnamese government, for 21 yedrs
and had been_ on the Thai Binh Provines planning cominittee during the land
réform, Mr, Xiem noted that when people convicted by the “people’s courts” were
in jail, thelr wives had “a very hard life.” “Some of these women were forced to
starve to death. Others committeqd suicide. The children were left to themselves
in gpite of their young ages.” = . ] )

. Angther defector who witnessed part of the land reform in North Viet Nam
wad Le Xuan Glao, who was from Ho Chi Minh's home province of Nghe An.
Mr. Giao described the “policy of isolatlon” in thig WAY: o

“THere was notlilng worse than the starvatlon. of the children in a family
whose parents were under the control of a land reform team. They 1solated the
house, and the people who llved: there. would starve, Thé children _were all
innocent. Bhould the fathér be guilty, he could be executed. The children were
all iunocent- Theré was nothing worse than that. They wanted to see the whole
family dead.” o ) o S . ‘

. Mr. Porter is being less than Konest if he_ denies Fnowing that children of
lahdlords “were frequent victims .of Communist “justice” during Vietnamese
Communist land reforms. . . ] . L

In March 1971 Mr. Porter agked this writer to arrange for an interview with
& senlor Viet ‘Cong defector from Kien Hoa Province, Mr. Bul Cong Fuohg,
This was done, and at Mr. Porter's request no interpreter was provided. After
only minutes of ‘the “Interview,” tha 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 interpretery in Viet Nam—assisting Mr. Porter. The interview was
tape-recorded, with copfes 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 Communists)y, Bui Cong Tuong noted : “T witnessed the
deaths of four. or five of them [landlords]. Their children were also purged.
In 1945 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].” o

Thus, if Mr. Porter clalms to have no knowledge that the vietims of Com-
munist land reform in Viet Nam included small children, be 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 net—for the most part—withstand critical examination, No attempt has been
made to refute all of hig charges for the simple reason that thig 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 faet 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 en Hoang Van Chi's
From Oclonialism to Communism 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 its fleld. ) : ) .

" This writer has-read over a-hundred books dealing with Viet Nam, and would
have great difficulty in naming one that sippeared free from errcr Indeed, when
he first rvead- From Colonialism to Communism he found it very difficult to
accept the unusually high estimate that the North Vietnamese land reform had
resulted in half-a<million deaths. o o

Writing about the period in late 1965, although -he cited Mr, Chl’s ‘book, this
writer relled on the more conservative estimate of Bernard Fall and gave the
ligare of 50,000 as the casualties of the campaign. :

“A ‘couple. of years later, however, this writer had the opportunity to meet
Mr..Chi and to discuss hiz book and conclusions, In.the years. which followed,
this writer went to Viet' Nam three times and each tiine sought out defectors .
_a_a.-r;:d refugees from North Viet Nam who might have knowledge of the land
reform, o . :
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On the basis of all of the -evidence lig hag accumnulated, it 13 this writer's
conclusion.that Mr. Obi’s account of the land. reform is basically aceurate, His
estimate’ that Nalf-n-millioh pecple died as a result of the campalgn may be a
little- high“probably. lifghér than this writer would put forth at this point—
but 1t 13 not without ‘support, Certainly the ‘total caghalties numbered in slx
digits, ‘and estimates ‘of from '800,000 to’ 500,000 have. been made by ' other
witdegses, - . ¢ v T T

In olbsing, perhops e findl word should be satd about the purpose of the land
reform. Mr, Porter porirays # a3, a campaign to redistribate land to the peasants.
VWhile there were cortainly economtc implications, it is the conclusion of ‘this
“writer that the primary goal was the elimination of “vlogs énmzea{’.’ S e

 Party Secretary-General Tryong Chinh, who played an ‘instrumental role in
the land reform, wrote in 1946 that.niot enough class ebeiniés have been killed
following the success of the 1945 August revolution. Chinh lamented: s
" “It18'to be regretted that energetic, timely and necegsary mensures, to connter-
act all possible dangeis in the future were not taken immediately npon the
selzing 'of power. .".". We regret only that the repression of the redctionaries
during the August ZXevolution was not carried out. fully, within the framéwork
of 1ts possibilities. . . . For a newborn revolutionary ‘power to be leniert with
counterrevolutionaries Is tantaniouht to committing suicidp,” PR .
It 13 the conclusion of this writer that the 1954-58 land veform was conducted.
in the-words of Truong Chiah, “to counteract a)l possible dungers in the future.”

@ Truong ‘Chink, The August Hevolutlon, repudlished tn Primer for Revolt (Héw York:
.-Fre‘dsﬂdld'.ti.Prae’ﬁ'eEIQG'a)‘p.M." AEEE T T




