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Mr. FRASER. Thank you very much, Dr. Turlc.v:-- -
Let me start out with a general proposition. and ~ee what the wit­

nesses say. It had been my assumption throughout the period of the 
Vietnamese war that if the north prevailed or the Liberation Front 
prevailed, that the likelihood would be that there would be established 
a Communist regime which would probably be similar to but probably 
a variant on the regimes that we see in Cuba or Eastern Europe or the 
Soviet Union or China .. 

In other words, one's expectation was that it would be-this is my ex­
pectation, maybe nobody else's-that it would be like those regimes, 
highly ideological, highly coercive, professing to deal with problems 
of distributive justice and equity, forbidding free press, making it a 
crime to criticize or challenge, in effect, in some fashion the existing 
government, probably limiting immigration, and having a rather 
thoronghly controlled one-party state. They, it seems to me, are the 
common generic characteristics of these regimes. 

'Vbat would the witnesses say about that! 'Vould that haye bcen 
your expectation, and whether it was 01' not, 18 that "'hat YOll think 
in general is what has happened! 

Father GELINAS. I do, certainly. This is what I think most of the 
Vietnamese who fougbt communism expected, and to me, there is no 
doubt whatsoever that it is what did happen. Now. as Dr. Turley says, 
one can study the inner workings of the party dictatorship and dis­
tinguish it from the inner working in Cuba and China. They have 
variations, certainly, but it is, to me, totally obvions that it is a dicta­
torship of the party, that it is coercive, that it is ideological. I don't 
think anyone can deny that. 

Mr. TuRLEY. I certainly wasn't surprised by the outcome, and I never 
held any delusions about t.he central direction of the reyolution. It was 
clear from a very early stage in the war t.hat the Vietnamese Com­
munist Party, at that time known as the Vietnamese 'Varkel's Party, 
had a central committee in Hanoi, and various revolutionary organiza­
tions in the south were essentially extensions of it, and they themselves 
have made no bones about this since the spring of 1975. 

Of course, institutionally, its strnctnre very definitely is similar to 
that which we find in the other party rule states, and we should expert 
it to evolve as an authoritarian state, bearing- most of the marks that 
we find in the Eastern Enropean and Soviet world. 

Yes, I guess I would agree. I /tness the question that comes to my 
mind then is, well, OK, so what! Does that really advance our under­
standing much! I just would make a couple of observations arounel 
that that don't really satisfy me, but I think they arc important to 
consider. 
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First or all is that regardless of what political movement came to 
power in Yietnam, I think you would find it exhibiting many of the 
same tmits. It would not be ideological in the same fashion. The Viet­
namese Communists take ideology seriously, but they have also shown 
a great deal of flexibility and pragmatism. One could show you ex­
amples of this throughout their history, and they are willing to use 
coercion if that is necessary. Show me a government which is not 
when it CGmes to maintaining itself in po-..ver, or when it comes to 
achieving distributive justice that is considered to be necessary for the 
livelihood of all people, and so forth, these things are true, bnt this 
is a society that was much more divided against itself than we can 
comprehend, living here in a country that has been at peace for so long, 
basically at health with itself. 

We think of the 1960's as a time of trouble. That is nothing by com­
parison with what Vietnam has been through, and it is very hard to 
Imagine any government, even one ideologically committed to demo­
cratic plura1i:;:.t ideals, which no political movement in Vietnam really 
'vas, at least none of them that had a chance of winning, instituting 
those ideals in the Vietnamese context. 1 think it would be extraordi­
narilv difficult. 

Now, if you are asking what would be a feasible scenario in that 
kind of complex, conflictual situation, I think that it would be pos­
sible to do a better job than the Vietnamese Communists are doing 
right now, yes, but there will be times, there would be times, regardless 
of who was in power, when there would have to be a few heads knocked 
tog-ethel'. 

Mr. FRASER. :lIs. Forsvthe. 
)Is. FORSYTHE. Yes; f guess I don't feel capable to compare systems, 

because I am not a systems analyst, and I have never been anywhere 
else but Vietnam, so with that kind of an introduction, the one point 1 
might like to pick up on, and again, I can't compare with other systems, 
is tbe element of flexibility. There is absolutely no question that the 
Lao Dong Part.y is the central party in Vietnam, and is the ideological 
force that projects long-range plans, and so on and so forth, but for me, 
living on a street in Saigon, there was also some ability as a grassroots 
person, a.nd granted, a foreigner~ but I felt it among my neighbors 
as well, to have some input into what happened in our lives on that 
street. 

That is the little picture. and I think that is important, and had a 
great deal to do with my sense about what is happening in Vietnam 
today. 

Mr. FRAf'ER. 'Yell. in my question, I wasn't trying to make a moral 
judgment. I was trying to be descriptive at this point. 

Once we decided we weren't going to continue in that wnr. or to sup­
port the Saigon Government, 1 suppose that it was probably inevitable, 
at least given the circumstances, that the Communist Party, the Lao 
Dong Party, or-l guess that is the North Vietnamese Party, but 
anyhow, its counterpart in South Vietnam, would come to power. 

It seems to me there are two other basic questions. One would be, I 
suppose, looking backward, did this have to ha.ppen, which to some 
extent is water over the dam, but it undoubtedly continues to be of 
interest to many people. Then, the other question is, 'Vhat policy im-
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plications are there for the United States I We have fashioned our for­
eip:n policy in a very general way in the last two decades in fearing 
and being concerned with the so-called Communist world, and we have 
given very vigorous support to the so-called free world, terms which 
seem to have been overgenerous when you examine the countries which 
fall into the free world, but maybe just one last question, and then my 
colleagues will have some_ 

Father Gelinas, you itemized in sort of detail some of the things 
that happened, the abolition of the free press, the shutdowns of the 
electronic media, the reeducation camps, and so on. I gather that on 
those particular details-Is there any argument I The one argument 
I sense may be the question of how many people have been or are in 
the reeducation camps. What about this question of people disappear­
in,g, however, which is a somewhat more ominous one ~ 

Father GELINAS. W·ell, the question of the numbers of people in the 
reeducation camps that you just mentioned, Dr. Turley said that he is 
not aware of any official statements of the Government. Tran Van Tra, 
who was the head of the Government in the south, General Tra, who 
was the provisional head for the first 6 months or even more, 9 months, 
said on the day he was replaced, on the 21st of January, 1976, in his 
speech, sortant de charge, his-the speech on the dav he was leaving 
the office, that there were at that time hundreds of thousands of men 
beinp: reeducated, in reeducation. Now, he was making a list of the 
problems-

Mr. FRASER. You said hundreds of thousands I 
Father GELINAS. Hundreds of thousands. He did not say how many 

hundreds of thousands. Now, the only other statement which I know of 
an authority, a Communist authority, was the one made by Mr_ Tra, 
the former spokesman of the south in Paris, who said at the Stockholm 
TV-he was interviewed in Stockholm, in Sweden, and he talked about 
1 million men reeducated. but the context was not clear. He probably 
meant all processes of reeducation, including camps and also those who 
were being reeducated at home. 

So, jn other words, the statement of Tra does not mean much, but 
to me, it is significant that the only two statements which have dared 
to publish big figures, which the Government obviously does not pub­
lish. the only two statrmEmts come from southerl1ers, authorities who 
were leaving office, being replaced by northerners, who were bitter. 

As yon know, there is a very strong rivalry between the winning 
northrl'n group, who is taking over all the important. jobs-Madanle 
Dinh is about the only person of name which has been left in the new 
j!ovcrnmcnt, and she has b('cn given a small ministratc. So, ther(, is 
resentment among the southerners, the sQuthe-rn Communists. They 
felt that they fought the war, that they carried the heaviest part of 
the hnrden. and now they are completely neglected. 

So, it might be significant that thpse two statpmcnts come from 
sOllthemers. )Iaybe it was-they said it intentionally to compromise 
thp Government. 

Now. statements from the northern government are few and vague. 
Fraueois Mitterand, the head of the French leftist partv, the Freueh 
Socialist. Party, published an editorial in L'Unite. ,,-hi("h is the news­
paper of the leftist party in France, where he called upon the Viet­
namese to answer these charges. 



22 

He says textually, "I must know, you haye to answer." There was 
never any answer. 

As you know, here in the United States there was a letter puhIished 
by Daniel Berrigan, Joan Baez, Bishop Gumbleton, the other Berrigan, 
and about 20 or 30 important pacifist persons, who, after the Com­
munist takeover, wrote. to the man, the observer of the Communist 
government at the U nitecl Nations, asking him to answer these charges, 
saying: "well, we feel most uncomfortable"-this letter was published 
in the New York Times. Everyone can see it. ".Ve feel uncomfortahle. 
'Ve fought for you, and now, well, we would like to know whaL it is 
all about. We did not fight for that type of punishment and destmction 
of civil liberties." And there was no answer. 

It is because ther'e was no answer, as is stated in the New York 
Times, that the letter was made public. So, on the one hand, you have 
silence from the Government, except the few of them , ... ho are from. 
the south, who have dared to give figures, embarrassing the Go\-ern­
ment. Lately, very lately, the Government has finally understood that 
they had to make some statements, and that is when we began to hear 
about 30,000 or 40,000. That is the figure which is usually given now. 

Where do I get my figure of 300,000? Obviously, I have not counted 
them, but I have lived with the people for 19 years. I haye thousands 
and thousands of friends through the children, the university studcnts 
and the families, and in my experience, I can say in Saigon bet"-PPIl, 
oh, let's say, the lowest would be 60 percent and the highest wouM be 
80 percent, or even 85 percent, of the educated people were all taken. 

So, if you have roughly 80 percent of the people, educated peopk, 
gone, that could hardly be much less than 300,000, 400,000 people. 

Now, from the re,Ports that I have from the other priests. the pastors 
in the different parIshes, from the bishops, from the demilitarized zone 
all the way to the south, I have heard of the location of these reeduca­
tion camps. This is secret, but after a while you know, you heal'~ there 
is a camp in this place, because the road is blocked, and there is a camp 
there, you can't go there, and someone has a report because they ha\'e 
managed to contact the people, and I have got word of roughly between 
60 and 90, or around that, camps. 

None of the reports I have heard from people coming out of camps 
list a population of prisoners of less than 3,500 per camp. Some say 
5.000, some say 3,500. There is a camp where they claim that they h.\·8 
20,000. I never saw it. It is out north of Hue. • 

So, if we have camps of roughly 3,000 or 4,000 prisoners, allll if wc 
have close to 100 of them, it would come up to the fig'\lrcs whie h am 
usually quoted. So, these figures are vague, I admit it, but they come 
from different computations, and they all come more or less to the 
same number. 

Now, it is interesting to know who is in these camps. A word was 
said a moment ago that police, former policemen would be there. 
Every person who has been on the list of officers in the army, and as 
you know, Vietnam was at war for 20 years, and for 20 years the law 
has been that everyone who finishes his university studies is officially a 
student to officer school, to military school. 

Now, many of these people have never been to war. They arc on the 
list. They are reserve. These people were all called, people who hay. 
never been soldiers. So, since Vietnan1 is a country where there is a 
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large proportion of secondary education, it is not surprising that there 
would be 300,000, 400,000, 500,000 who would be on these lists. 

Now, you mentioned those who are being arrested. I have no way 
of knowmg how many have been arrested, except that for 15 months 
my job all day long was to receive the people who came crying that, 
my father is gone, my son is gone, my daughter has disappeared, and 
I ha,"e talked to very, very many people that way, and a few who have 
been arrested have come out, and they have described the conditions 
in the jails or in the houses of detentIOn, and that is where I learned 
how crowded they are. 

Usually, a room-one instance I have in mind-a room 6 meters by 
5 held 32 people, which is an average of 1 square meter per persall. 
So, it is very crowded. 

Now, most BOQ's and BEQ's are used for that purpose, and it would 
be easy to get from the Pentagon the number of BOQ's and BEQ's, 
the houses for the U.S. military personnel that you have in Saigon. 
These buildings are crowded. So, there is certainly a large number of 
prisoners. 

Now, one should-if we were making a more complete testimony, 
one would have to distinguish between reeducation camps for one, 
true prison, two, and detention. They are three different things. From 
true prison, one rarely comes out. From detention, you do come out. 
Detention is when you are taken-you are called to the police station 
and you are taken, and you may come out a few months later. They 
just wanted to ask questions or they suspected you, but from prison 
you rarely come out. 

Mr. FRASER. Ms. Forsythe. 
Ms. FORSYTHE. I knew two people who were detained in Saigon 

when I was there. One was an American named Bill Cooper, who had 
worked with the AFSC for a number of years in Quang Ngai, who 
was held for a number of months, and his own story has been pub­
lished in the newspaper. The things he described in Jail, and I don't 
know whether I am allowed to talk for someone else, but--

Mr. FRAs>:R. You can repeat what he said, if you think it is de­
serving of repeating. 

Ms. FORSYTHE. The only comment was that jails were holding 
criminals, and that would include North Vietnamese or soldiers who 
had in one way ?r another accepted a bribe, you know, just whatever 
the range of enme was. Now, I am not sure exactly what Father 
Gelinas is saying, so I am not quite clear. 

The other person was a former worker in our center who came 
down and put on black paj amas. He came to visit ns in Saigon, and 
borrowed our bicycle and went around the streets pretending to be n 
bo-doi, and asking people to give him free meals, and he was held for 
2 weeks for that kind of an impersonation. They felt that he was 
wreckin~ the name of the revolution, and he was not mistreated. J-Ie 
was hela.~ and had hoc-tap every morning, as just about everyone in 
Vietnam does, including Dr. Tom Hoskins, who worked in a hospital 
in Da Nang and had edncation sessions once a week as part of their 
sta ff routine. 

Hoc-tap is a way of life in Vietnam for everyone who is there, 
It is a matter of the Government and the vast numbers of cadres 
communicating to the peop]e \vhat is going on there, and it is' als(} it 
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method they use with themselves to constantly be remembering what 
it is all about and why they are there and why they are doing that. 

I don't know what else to say. I have, in my 6 months, bern 11"jng 
on Yen Do, which was about two blocks away from Alexander·de­
Rhodes Study Center, I never heard of any disappearalleps, and so I 
don't know what to say. 

Mr. FRASER. Dr. Turley. 
Mr. TUl'L};Y. Let me start by saving that I heard of a lot of disap­

pearances, but they all happened "from Illy classroom in 1073. But I 
would like to go bnck to the statement of Fathpl' Grlinas. the l'et'oun1.­
ing of the evidence as to the number of people who might be in t]w 
camps, and again. I say, I don't know, and I don't think that anyone 
has a very good idea, but to give JOu an idea of the kind of problems 
that are involved in judging the information we have, the stut(>mcnt 
by General Tra in January 1976, in which he said there were hundreds 
of thousands of ca'mps, came at about the time they were brginning to 
release them, and by the spring of that vear the figures, the sort of 
general, vague statements that H1C people wpre making, Ruggestrd a 
lower figure, and this was in advance of the natio1lal elections in ~-\.pl'iI 
of 1976. 

They said at that time that of all of the people who had gone to 
the camps, 95 percent had been released and restored to full political 
rights, which meant, of course, that!) percent were still in the camp,:.:, 
and at about the same time there were other estimates, both by t!tosp­
I can't remember the exact source, but it ,vas a Vietnanlese SOlil'c(> over­
seas speaking for the SRV, and an Ampriean inteIlit!pnce sourcE'. that 
estimated that perhaps at most half of the OI·er 1 million people who 
qualified for reeducation had actually gone through the camps. 

So, if you extrapolate from those figures, then you would say that 
the number in camps in June of 1976 was certainly not in N,e hunrirpds 
of thonsands. It was something substantially lower. Now, subsequently, 
who knows! TI:ere just doesn't seem to be a rational proposition that 
they would retam such a large number of people in camps at this time. 
It is not a very economical proposition. 

One other observation. Father Gelinas cited the fact that these ob­
servations had been made by outgoing southerners, and that this tells 
us someohing about the nature of the regime and that the statements 
had some sort of special credibility. 

,Ve should remember that these people, whether northerners or 
southcTn~r8\ h~vc fought the same ;"a1' for in many ca~es 45 years, anu 
that the mdividuals who were the front men, if you WIll, for the part v 
in the south were loyal party followers, and ohat was a partv that w,;s 
national in organizational scope and national in desi,Q:'ns, llational ill 
goals, and it behaved that way in its appointments and in the orienta­
tions of its top leadership. 

For the lower level leadership. it was a different matter, I wonl,l 
agree, but. at the top, the people had basically a national orientation, 
and certamly these people that he mentIOns have not been shunt<"l 
aside or demote~, if you consid~r that the positions they had during 
the war as preSIdent of the natIOnal front or president of the PRCl. 
and so forth, they have done really quite well, if you consider thai, 
those orgalllzatlOlls were fronts for the party itself. Those positions 
were essentially without power. 
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Now, in relation to that fact, Madame Binh's being a ppoint~d ~finis­
tel' of Education is a promotion. t;he probably even has a hmousme 
now that she didn't have before. Hnvnh Tan Phat and Xguyell Hnu 
Tho are now both----one is a vice president. and one is a \"ice ·premicr. 
That is not bad. when you consider that fOl'lllerly they Wl't'e the ,hel:Hls 
of essentially phantom organizations Hnd not leading figures In the 

party. I I f IS· G· d· I '1·1· General Tra, who ,vas the Jeu( 0 t le algon 1ft III 1 _, 1 Ital'y 
Management Committee in 1975-76, is now a commander of the 7th 
military region. Being a military officer, 11(> of COUl'S0 had to go back to 
a stauclard military com-mand. I think moYing back into fnll command 
of a region, he was not exactly being demoted 01' shunted aside. 

These people I don't think had any particular mati ,·ation to protest 
some presumptive northern victory. This simply is not the case. 

~fr. FRARER. YIr. Goodling. 
:\1r. GOODLING. ·Well, !\II'. Chairman, I find the testimony vcry illtej·­

esting, just the diversity, the fact that )Is. Forsythe, for instance, 
was only there 6 months at the. end of the war--

~Is. FORSYTHE. I was there for 3 years. 
Mr. GOODLI"G [continuing]. A time, until today, Jistening to the 

Doctor speak, I had heard nothing other than the fact that it was a 
time when the victors were trying to get their own camp in order and 
had very little time to worry about anything- else. and the Viet Cong 
were trying: to establish their influence, which ag-ain until today I had 
never hearel amounted to any more in 1D77, in fact, 100 percellt less, 
than the Republican influence in the Congress of the United IStates, so 
I am certainly surprised all of a sudden to find out that that is not 
true. 

Second, we find Father Gelinas, who was there much longer, long 
beyond the time when they were only establishing their own camp, and 
then were looking at the rest of the sitnation, and how they would con­
trol the situation, now that primarily the north got the control and the 
power that t:hey were seeking, and then, of course, Dr. Turley, from 
his testimony, I would understand, has no o11site observations to report 
since the wa'r \vhatsoever. 

I found the 10,000 to 20,000 figure quite surprising. Reading frol11 
Henry Bradshaw in the Washington Star in June of 1976, he said over 
50,000. George MacArthur, in the Los Angeles Times, in 1976, said 
over 200,000. Terzani in Del' Speigel said 150,000 to 200,000. l'\ ew 
York Times 3.fagazine said 70,000, flnrl the Far Eastern Economic Re­
view-these arc all recrnt-said OV('1' 200.000. 

Am I to believe-where did the 10,000 to 20,000 come from! 'Vas it 
the Central Comluittee of the Cornmnnist Partv, or how do \ye come 
IIp with that figure when all of these other figures seClU to be so 
difl'f'rrnt? 

So, I reulle) don't have any questions. It is just an obser-nltion, von 
know. Those. of. us who listen'to the testimony have to judge the people 
who are testIfYIng, and unless we lULYe a golden opportunity ourselves 
to go and Jook into the situation, which I am sure we would not be 
allowed to do, I gness we just have to make our own decisions from 
what we have heard, so I reany have no questions, ~fr. Chairman. 

Mr. FRASER. Dr. Turley wants to respond. 'Ve have a vote. You 
wanted to comment! 
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~Ir. TVRLEY. Very briefly. 
~Ir. FRASER. 1Vhy don't you comment, and then perhaps we can go 

yotc . 
.:\11'. TlTRLEY. I have only p;ot one or two points. 
Mr. FRASER. 1Vell, let's go ahead, then. 
:\11'. TuRLEY. I sympathize very much with your puzzlement over the 

contradictory nature of the information, and if I have any point to 
make, it is that an the information is going to stay contradictory, and 
therefore it is difficult to make reasoned and final judgments as to what 
the real situation is, and aU this is a good argument for establishing 
relations with the SRY relatively soon so we can have somebody on­
~itf'. looking around. 

Mr. GooDLlKG. Or to some extent on our terms. 
Mr. TuRLEY. Oh, yes,. absolutely. 
1"11'. GOODLING. Or to some extent on our terms. 
Mr. TURLEY. vVe don't want them locked up in the Hotel Hanoi. 
Ms. FORSYTHE. I would likc to say that there are others, Mennonites, 

who were in Vietnam longer than Father Gelinas, and Dick Hughes, 
who worked for the Shoeshine Boys, and I find that their opinions 
are very much like my own. I have submitted some of their material 
in addition to my own testimony. I agree that is a weakness, and would 
hope that you would consider that, and would invite them to speak 
if that is appropriate. 

Mr. FRASER. ~Ir. Derwinski. 
Mr. DERWINSRI. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Like Mr. Goodling, I have to make the point that we are dependent 

to a degree on your prepan~d testimony, but we have to take into 
account the sources, if any, that you acknowledge, and also take into 
account the history of your personal experience in Vietnam as well 
as the group that you may represent. 

Ms. FORSYTHE. That's right. 
Mr. DERWD'SKI. It woula come as a surprise to me that the Ameri­

can Friends Service Committee would not look with a quizzical eye 
at developments in Vietnam, given their attitude all through the war 
period. 

Ms. FORSYTHE. ,Ve are very concerned about Vietnam. 
Mr. DERWINSKI. So, there is nothing inconsistent in your state­

ment, Miss, that wouldn't be typical of their material for the last 20-
some years. But Professor Hurley, I just want to be Sure that I don't 
misunderstand your prepared testimony, because there are a few 
things that thre~v me off. 

One is that I would like to be sure I understood, you were a student 
in Vietnam in 1967 and 1968! 

Mr. TURLEY. That's correct. 
~Ir. DERWIXSKT. And vou have not been back since then? 
Mr. TunLEY. In 1972-73. 
Mr. DERWIXSKI. And both times that would be, of course, South 

Vietnam! 
~fr. TURI,}:Y. Right. 
Mr. lliRWI"SKI. This point I would like to question. On pages 7 

and 8 of your printed testimony, you make the point that the sources 
of inform.tion are not ahmys reliable, and they could be contradic­
tory, and then yon go on and point ant the reasons why various sources 
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might be-might have information which one would have to take with 
a grain of salt, let's say, but then you go on and specifically, starting 
on page 8, make a number of very fiat statements, snch as the number 
of people remaining in camps, the fact that people---

Mr. TURLEY. I said, if you wiII read the sentence, that if it is trne 
that less than half of the more than 1 million persons slated for re­
education,. et cetera, have passed through the ca.mps, and then the 
other follows. If you accept certain things as true, then that follows. 
I am not saying that those things arc true. I am frankly not too con­
fident of it. 

Ur. DERWDfSKI. All right. Are you sayin", that if the figure of the 
people slated for reeducation would doubfe, then the number held 
would be doubled' 

!;Ir. TURLEY. Yes . 
. Hr. DERWIXSIU. In other words. ,,"auld there be a mathematical 

relationship! . 
Mr. TCRLEY. If the SRV's statements that over 93 percent of the 

people slated for reeduction have gone through the cumps and have 
graduated out, yes, that is correct .. 

Mr. DERWI~SKI. Now, how about the point yon mnde~ and I am now 
looking at page 10 of YOHr tpstimony, where yon :-:ay-I am reading 
the specific sentence: "Based on precedents in the north"-I assume 
this means when they came into power after the French left--

~Ir. TCRLEY. Yes. 
Mr. DERWINSKI [continuing]. 
'Ve can expect the government to permit religious obRervnn('{> and not to dis­

criminate against Catholics as a group, but at the same time to curtail the auton­
omy of sOUle of the edUcational and other social services. 

·What you are really saying is that they would leave them with noth­
ing but the sort of tolerated situation where church services co111<1 be 
condllcteil. but none of the traditional social services which, in the 
case of the Catholic Church, their heayy emphasis is on education. that 
none of these services would be tolerated any longer. Is that the point 1 

Mr. TuRLEY. Father Gelinas, I am sure, will want to add something 
to what I have to say on that. I wouldn't put it quite that far. The 
Government's concern was aboye all to undercut the means the church 
had to remain partly politically autonomous. There were some area.q 

where its political power was quite substantial. 
:!'row, in our pluralist system, that would be fine by us, perhaps, but 

in Vietnam they don't operate that way, and regardless of what we 
think of it, that is the way they operate, and yes, they did undertake 
steps to limit the ability of the church to maintain constituent sup­
port, to evoke the kind of disciplined response that they would find 
usein I for political purposes. This is true. 

Now. I have run across, rather by accident, some other information 
which I cite there in a parenthesis about a young fellow r interviewed. 
As you will see, there is a blank spot as to where he was from, because 
he is still in Vietnam. He is one of the few people from that particular 
Catholic village, in a particular district of a particular province, who 
said that the Government frankly left them alone, and they ran af­
fairs pretty much as they saw fit, but I understand in less remote areas 
the Govf'rnment's restrictions are more noticeable. 

93-996-77-3 
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Mr, DERwr"SKI .. :\lr. Chainnail, I find Dr. Turley's statement quite 
interesting, and if you don't Inind, I do have a few morc questions. 

1I.r, FRASER. 'Ve will take a short recess. It will be about 10 minutes, 
and we will be back. 

[Whereupon, from 3 :21 p.m. to 3 :36 p.m., a brief recess was taken.} 
.~Ir. FRASER. The subcommittee will resume its sitting. 
Mr. Derwinski will be here shortly, but I thought until he comes 

pm'l~aps I could ask a question or two. 
Father Gelinas, in the K ew York Review of Books article which 

you wrote, which appeul'et11ast J\Iay, you intlicatetl that a systematic 
elimination of PUG, the old l'cYoluntal'ies, that there was sort of a 
coup d'etat against them in July of 1975. 

Docs that appear to be a fairly-Is that something that is clearly 
eyidcnt, 01' one that you huyc ini'Pl'1'cd from a llumuer of circml1stanc{'s, 
or ,,,hat? 

r'-"'ather GELL'\M:;. That tlwl'c was something vel')' signiiicant on the 
19th anrl ~Oth of July Ul75, is a fact. The meaning of this thing is, of 
l'OUl'se, declu~ed fnHll a certain number or evidence. If YOU ,,"ant me­
to ~'lvl~ yon the fact~ So that the deduction can be IllUde'by everyone, 
on this weekend, the entire city 'vas frozen. That is, all of a sudden 
}H'oplll woke up all Saturday }llol'ning to find that there were soldiers 
all on.:1', that ~jo]ders were wearing the Imlletproof vests, the "casques,'" 
the hehnets, guns and bayonets, that thfre were machinegun nests at 
stl'C'ct COl'llPr:-:l with :,andbags, rhat thcre w(,re uutiaircl'uft gUllS, and 
thel'e 'H'l'e tan!>:::; at lllallY iJlaces. 
~o one kno,v ,,,hat was cOll1ing. I was t.here, and many people ,ycre 

saying, this is the bC'ginning of the Thinl ",YorId ",YaJ'. Othe1's were 
saying:, the, AllH'ricans are going to land, to send parachutes. Some­
thing big. The whole city found itself all of a sudden in a state of war, 
and it lasted Sutmday and Sunday. Not one bullet was fired, and by 
~lo.nday morning thing-s went back t.o normal, am! it took SOUle time 
Lefol'c ,yr- could nnderstand what had happened. 

I,ittle by little, the informations came in. A stndent came in and 
sai<.l he noticed there was a tank ill such i1 place, right in front of that 
hOllse, where a prominent PUG man lives. Someone else from another 
are.a. of the ('ity would say, that house. also was surrounded by troops~ 
Th~t is another place where PRG people lived. 

The Vo Tang Street, t.he former seat of the national police, 'which 
had become the headquarters of the PEG, was completely surrounded 
by .. tanks. There was no firing. There was no violence, but getting all 
the information, it seemed impossible not to conclude that the coup was· 
against the PRG. 

Xow, if you add to this the fact that there had been more and more 
gruinbling, especiHI1~v among the 10'>;;e1' cadre, because the higher cadre, 
we don't talk with them, we don't know what they think or say, but 
ambng the PEG people there has been a lot of grumbling about the 
fact that they had fought the war, what they thought was a war of 
liberation for South Vietnam, and now South Vietnam was becom­
ing a colony of Korth Vietnam. So, all of a sudden this was finished. 
~Iadame Binh finally did come back from all of her errands. She was 
alw.uys ontside of.the country l'epresenting the country somewhere or 
another. It seemed that they were sending away the persons of nam!> 
or of mfluence of the PRG because tlwy were afraid of them. 
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After that, after this show of force, things were quiet, and the 
PUG never said anything. Tlle grumbling ,vas ended. 

So, it is a consequence of trying to interpret something big that did 
happen. 

Now, what else could have happened, obviously no Third 'Vorld 
'Val' started. I don't think that they could have capt ured secret docu­
ments revealing that someone ,,"anted to start a Third 'Val' on the 
19th of July. Later on, the Government did bring out the clumsy 
explanation that they were afraid of a revolution from the Catholics, 
which was completely impossible to believe. I mean, who could rebel? 
No one has a gun, and there wore .200,000 troops occupying Saigon, 20 
divisioll.s. So, obviously there was no question of rebellion. 

So, it is the consequence of deduction, but I have some testimony 
from ODe person ill particular who was an important man in the PRG, 
an undercover agent. He 'ivns-I think he can be identified.IIe wa~ the 
right hand man of Cal'itlls. CUl'itas is tho agency of the Catholic 
Church which distributes all the money thr-y l'eccin~, from international 
sources, which was extremely substantial during the war, so all Lhe 
mon(~y going to orphanf!.gcs, leper camps, U!lct C\"('l'y, ..... herc p~~'sed 
through his hand. This nmn ,YflS a man GO ye,'.l's old, a cmHert, and 
completely tmeted. He hall all the files. 

'Veil, after the Communist tahoyer, he told the ?!lother Snporior of 
the convent where his daughter was that he had been a Communist all 
along, find he told his wife uwl duug-hter, \\ho did not know it it was 
all secret.: "I haye been a Communist for 45 years, since I \vus 15 
years old." 

"All thc doculllents hav.c bren given t? the Communists. They know 
all the money that came In and where It went, and all that." "tnd at 
that. period, around .July, he ,Ycnt. back to see the same sister, and he 
said: "I hnve given 45 years of my life to the party, and I have been 
cheated. They used us, and now they are the masters. 'Ve don't count. 
If I was 10 years younger, I ,yould join the guerrillas," and he said: 
"many of my friends feel the same way." 

Now, there is one man, of course, but it is significant, I think, of the 
statc of mind that diel exist. 

::\ls. FORSYTH}:. ~Ir. Fraser, may I say something, pleas2? 
:'III'. FRAS>OR. Yes. 
)18. FORSYTHE. It is ver~' ha]'a for me in listening to Father Gelinns 

to square what he EUYS with m~: mvn experirllces. ,and so I am kind of 
'fit a loss to (,H'n know ,,'h(,l'e to hegin. The first thing I would like to 
say, however, is that it is important for us to remember that Dinh 
Ba Thi, who is the observer now, today, at the United Nations. 1S 11'0111 

Da Nang. He is a sontherner and he 'has been a southerner all along. 
He waS part. of the PRG, and so on and so forth. 

In my experience in Saigon, the people I met who were cadre. and 
that was local people, a young student who worked on a student l1ews­
pa,per, who turnecl out to be 'n cadr(\ his mother-in-law, who ,vas a 
cadre. werr all people who had jobs in Saigon. They continued to have 
those jobs. They did not change places, that in July there were rumors 
of some kind of a conD or something or oth~r-it. was kind of a rue 
contenant, street I(ossip about what was going to happen included 
rnmOl·~.flhollt ~ome kind of fl.. coup. That. u<'ver took place. Xational 
Day, which is in .Tuly, is the clay that there was the thought that there 
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might be some unrest. There was no unrest, and I think this lURY be 
the occasion that Father Gelinas is talkin~ about, but in my experi­
ence, there was never a purging of the PHG from any level in SaIgon, 
and I just need to make that statement for the record. 

~rr. FRASER. l11'. Del'winski. I was in the process of questioning. 
Mr. DERWINSIU. Fine. ,Veil, let me say, Professor Turley, that espe­

cially with respect to your academic background and the fact that you 
hopefully can look at the situation with total objectivity and scholar­
shIp, I detect, again looking at your prepared statement, a feeling of 
almost--or a position of almost passive support for whatever steps the 
Government of Vietnam is now taking toward Catholic Church 
organizations; your theme seems to be~ since there is obviously some 
political potential there, that whatever steps they take to put down 
this opposition political force seems to be, if not approved, at least a 
practical thing. 

Now, am I misinterpreting your position! 
~fr. TURLEY. That is not what lmeallt to say, and it is unfortunate 

if that is the impression that I have left. My point is that when we 
receive reports about what the Government is doing toward certain 
groups, we should entertain certain possibilities tlu~t may not seem 
obvious at the ontset. ,Vith respect to the Catholics, we should consider 
for a moment that there is considerable potential for conflict between 
the Catholics and the Government in which the Catholics may and will 
from time to time initiate acts that any state would cOllsider insup­
portable, and take actions that are repressive, as all states do. 'Ve don't 
accept street crime in our own country. 

In other words, you have to entertain that as a possible cause of the 
incident that is reported. It may not be the cause. but before leaping 
to the conclusion that so-and-so has been put in jail. or that such-and­
fillch a demonstration was brutal1y suppressed, that the inciof'nt may 
have been initiated against the laws of the state bv the Catholics thctn­
f'R.lvps, or the Hoa Haa, or Cao Dai~ the ethnic minorities~ or something 
of that nature. That's all. It is a hedge. That is all I mean by it. 

Let me add that I don't think there is any such thing as totol objec­
tivity. I am aware of traps there, and for that rpason. I am siml"'l'y 
recommending that we be very cautious about the way we interpret the 
information we do have. 

Mr. DERWINSKI. Well, of course, I am trving to cre(lit vou with total 
obje.ctivity with respect to--- . " 

Mr. TURLEY. Well, I am admitting I don't have it. 
Mr. DERWIXAKI. You are a professor from a distinguished llniv('r~itv 

in my home State. Keeping in mind, then, the fact that anp of t11(> fpw 
comparisons we do have to make of what the Reds may now be doing 
in the entire country is the steps that were taken in the north bv the 
Communist regime when they acquired their power there afte·)" the 
French left. find there have heen reports that during the fiftieR in the 
procedure which involved reemphasizing ag'l'icu1ture and I'parliusting 
the econom~: of their country. that as many as 500,000 people may have 
been killed III one way Or another. 

Now. isn't that an ·expericnce on which one would draw to look at. 
whot might be happening in the south? 

Mr. TURLEY. If anything like that had happenecl, that certainly 
would be true. This is an area about which there has been considerable 
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debate Over recent voarR. and it is the reason I cite in mv written testi­
mony the study which I feel is perhaps the most dispassionate on this 
very"point. 

A figure of a half million, I assure ;you, is completely out of line. 
There have been some opposite figures, lUddentally, too, of a few hun­
dred. also out of linc. X 0 one probably will ever have a perfectly ac­
Clll'Hte count, but I think the figures that I have cited here for you are 
111(' best ones we have at this time. 

The individual who wrote that article is a recent Ph. D. from the 
{'niversity of Michigan, and his dissertation was on land reform in 
"ietllHlll. He, has done probably the most systematic study of any per­
son I know. I think that we Cali take his judgment as the best reasoned 
estimate- we have. 

Mr. DERWIN SKI. In trying to analyze this situation, and looking at 
it from a historica 1 stflndpoint. starting in 1918, in Russia, when it be­
came the Soviet Fnion, and looking at what happened in Eastern 
Europe at the end of "'orld ,Yar II. analyzing the reports from Cam­
horlia. and Laos~ looking at the situation in North Korea, there is simi­
larity, regarclless of any emphasis that might be placed on regional 
or loeal differenceB of structure or, personality cults. 

One of the things that ahnys shows up is that a Communist govern­
ment, when it takes controL immediately works to crush the strongest 
historic nationalistic and intellectual force. For example, in the Soviet 
rnion they started off with wiping out the independence of the Ortho­
dox Church. In some of the Eastern European countries, it started 
with the Catholic Church or the Reformed Church or the Lutheran 
Church or the OIthodox Church, depending on circumstances, and the 
same is trne, evidently, in Asia, wlH're, for example, to the Chine.se 
Commnnist. Confucius is now a traitor, and the 'philosophy of Con­
fucius is wiped out. 

~ry question then is, is it not logical that the new rulers of all Viet­
nam would not follow a. policy similar to that We see historically in at­
tempting to eradicate the intellectual and-let's call it the inspira­
tional sources that they might interpret as being contrary to their 
philosophy of long-term goals. 

Mr. TURLEY. 'Yell, I dislike words like "total" and "absolute,"' be­
cause there is no sueh thing. X 0 government has total control. There is 
no such thing as absolute l;ule. there are degrees. Of course, Conunu­
nist governments do strive more than most to exert the maximum de­
gree of control over people's li\Tes. This is true, and Vietnam is such a 
government, and thereJore can be expe.cted to limit, box in, put lines 
aronnd alternative sources of power and perhaps over time squeeze 
them out. But I think your question has a second element. 

In doing so, do they repl'ess something unique and special about 
their O\V11 national hC'ritages ~ This, I think, was the drift of your ques­
tion with respect to China and the anti-Confucius campaign, the gen­
eral will to forget the past in China, and you see somewhat the same 
kind of thing in Rnssia. Certain aspects of history, writers, historical 
incidents, and so fOl'th, al'e simply forgotten and repressed or 
whatever. 

This is not the case in Yietnam, and it is one of the respects in which 
they should be most clearly distinguished from other Communist reVO­
lutlons. That is not just that they are willing to permit the traditional 
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aspects of the Vietnamese cu]ture to sUrd,'p, hut they in fact in some 
respects cherish them, nonrish them. and seek to promote them. 

One of Ow striking things-tlwre is u we1l-known article by a Viet­
namese intelleetual~ Nguyen l(hac Vien, in which he shows the paral­
lels between Confucianism and l\farxism, aIHl shows how l\farxism can 
be adapted to a Vietnamese context because it is continuous with cer­
tain traditions in Vietnamese culture. X ow, whether his analysis is 
trne is a matter of dispute, but he has made the effort. . 

The idea that a Chinese would do this is unthinkable, vou see. The 
Vietnamese are different on that particular score, and ):ou will find 
them doing things of that nature in many respects. 

I think that there is generally more tt;lerance for schools of thought, 
traditions, and so forth emanatinp' from the pasL so long' as tlwy do not 
conflict with the regime's goal of restructuring social relationships, 
redistributing wealth and power. 

1\11'. DERWI);SKI. One thmg that strikes 111e in looking through the 
statements is that everyone recognizes that given the closed society 
that now exists and inability to get on-the-spot information from ob­
jective observers, that one is at the mercy of rumors~ having to draw 
conclusions, some of which might not be accurate, based on scanty 
information. ' 

It reminds me of the old story which I first heard as applied to Ar­
menia, but I am certain it could be applied to Vietnam today, It was 
the period just after World "Val' II when the Soviets started a cam­
paign among free-world Armenians to convince them to return to 
Soviet Armenia and help bnild the fatherland, this one American-Ar­
menian 'vas intrigued. and decided he would return, but he was a little 
skeptical as to what he might find, So he prepared a communication 
system with his family in the United States. 

It consisted of this. That after he travelecl back to Sm"iet Armenia 
and established himself, that he would write a letter in which he would 
report on condit.ions, and operating on the assumption that there 
mlght be some form of censorship or surYf'illance, he said, don't pay 
attention to what I say, but I ,viU enclose a photograph, and if in the 
photograph I am standing, you knmv that things are, well for me. If in 
the photograph I am seated, you will know that things are not well. 

Three 01' four months later, his familv in Boston received a letter in 
which he wrote in glowing ter111S of the situation in Soviet Armenia, 
and he enclosed a photograph in which he was lying down. 

Now, We will have to devise that kind of system, I believe, to find 
out what is real1y happening in Vietnam. I have one other point. Let 
me switch for n. mornent to Father Gc linus. Yon mentioned in your 
testimony that prior to the takeo\-er of Saigon, there were 27 daily 
newspapers published, of which 1 ,vas French, 1 English, 3 Chinese, 
and 22 Vietnamese. 

Now, I could understand closing the English publication. I could 
even understand limiting 22, you know, consolidating 22 others, be­
cause that seems to be counterproductive, but this leads me to the ques­
tion, has there been any different treatment of the Chinese population 
in Saigon by the conquerors! Are any of you three willing to address 
that question 1 



33 

Father GELINAS. Not so far as freedom of information, certaibly. There was no different treatment. All Chinese publications were sup­pressed, purely and simply. 
Mr. DERWI"-SKI. What about their economic activities! Father GELINAS. Well, the economic activity is different. They fought the most to keep their hospitals, because it is well known that the Chinese have the best hospital system. They lost. All their hospitals were taken away from them. Their property, since most Chinese were businessmen, since a good many Chinese were not much educated­Chinese were not schoolgoers; they believed in running the store­they were less hit by the reeducation campaign. Less Chinese leaders went to reeducation camps than certainly the Vietnamese counterpart~, so more Chinese remained capable of going on and working. 1\"" ow, some stores were confiscated by the Government. 0"..1\.. few Chinese were shot publicly, because they were accused of being hoard­<lrs, but not to a very, very large extent. As a result, since the Chinese had stocks of goods, and since bank accounts were all frozen, the stocks of goods remained the best wealth, and the price of things went up tre­mendously. Everything became tremendously expensive, so the Chi­nese live better than the rest of the population. 

Even today I keep receiving letters from Vietnam, and whenever they describe the situation in Saigon, the only place where you have a semblance of normal life is Cho Lon, the Chinese quarter. In Cho Lon, people eat. In Cho Lon, you stilI have restaurants. Actually; they eat, I would say, a lot, because the Chinese are selling their goods little by little. They are selling at very, very high prices. They are making tremendous profits, and they are not allowed to reinvest these profits. They can't put the money in the bank. It is going to be seized by the Government. They cannot import. They cannot produce. Factories have all been seized, so the only thing they can do with their money is eat it, and they are eating. 
So, there is a very different picture for the visitor between Cho Lon, the Chinese area, and the rest of the country. 
Now, of course, quite a few Chinese, because they are still making money, have managed to buy the officials and many have escaped. If you have gold leaves, you can escape. There is a price for escape. You buy a!fishel'lWLn~S boat and yon buy the police alongside the beadles, and you buy the coast guards, and you escape. 
Lately I had a conversation :2 weeks ago with Le JGm N"gan" who is not a Chinese, but who did escape with Chinese. He was the director of the Buddhist University in Saigon, and he described minutely how his escape ,vent on. 
So, there is a difference of treatment with the Chinese popuJation, but it is due to the fact that they have money. I don't think it is due to the fact that they are a.fraid of mainland China. My impression is that mainland China does not exert any pressure to protect these Chinese. 
Mr. DERWINSKI. Did you have a comment, Ms. Forsythe! Ms. FORSYTHE. Yes: I did. I guess-this is real interesting. The one thing I do know about the Chinese in Cho Lon is that the Chinese schools, of which there were a great number, where Chinese was taught 



34 

.as tIle first language and not Vietn.meRe, were ordered to change lang-ua.ges, which was not receiv'ed well within the Chinese community, and in looking at Dr. Turlf'Y's information, it is again that same very curious Tplationship with minorities. 
The Chinese population is very large in Saigon. It is about a million people, I think. I don't know that it has deereased a lot by now. The Vietnamese are always in a very interesting relation with tllose people. That is all I know. 
Mr. TURLEY. I will add just one thing. I also found your testimony very interesting in that regard. They are details I had not heard of, but they conform perfectly with everything that I heard and under­stand and know about the Chinese in Saigon. They have constituted a problem from the perspective of Vietnamese Governments since there was one, virtually, largely because of the proportion of control they have over the mal'ket in Saigon. The Government c]earl" when it came to power in the spring of 1975, wanted to get better control over the entire national market structure, and this required getting better control over the market in eho Lon, and it was in-let me give yO!! the precise date. Beginning in the fall of 1975, they had a campaign against the Comparlore bourgeoisie as they were called, very wealthy bnsines~~ men who were held to have gained their vast riches by elicit traffic with the American imperialists. and the striking thing is that almost every single Compadore bourgeoisie that was tried and punished, usually by sentence to prison of 10 or 20 years, was a Chinese, almost every singJe one, not only in Saigon but in the smalle.r market towns as well. Knowing the traditional antipathy of the Vietnamese tOl"ard the Chinese, and the desire of a series of Saigon government to gain greater r.ontroI DVe,!' the economy through Cho Lon, it is not impossible that the policy toward the Chinese may over time evolve in a way that would suggest discrimination against an ethnic minority_ Ms. FORSY'fHE. There is one other comment I would I ike to make, and that is about the press. 'When I left in October of 1975, there were 11 papers bejng produced, and Ngo Cong Due, who is someone you have met when he was here in the United States in the early seventies, he was not allowed to live in Vietnam under Chou, who had been an opposition candidate but was run out of the country, is the editor of the one paper that is not a GovernIllent orgull, and that is the Tin Sang Magazine, or the Morning ~ ows. 
Ur. DERWINSKI. Ms. Forsythe, there is one thing I am curious about. In looking through your statement, you basically paint a rosy picture o,f developments in Vietnam. Any problems that exist you blame on either American Inilitary action or the days of American presence, .hut you did indicate that you had requested to return, and I was Jllst curions, there you wpre seeing utopia evolve, and why did you selpct to leaye at that point! . ' . lIs. FORSYTID~. I think, on the contrary. I pmnt a very grIm pIcture of Vietnam. I think I paint a pictul'e in this testimony of a Vietnam that is suffering at this point from a lack of food, a lot of that because of what has happened physically to the land in Vietnam, so the people aren't able to produce rice in the way that they would like to, to earn a living, to live. 
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I prodnce R pictnre or paint II picture of a country that is littered 
with munitions, where people have their arms and legs blown off as 
they try and get baek to the land. I paint a picture of a country where 
there is a lot of unemployment, where prostitution and druO" addiction 
are enormous problems. I think it is not a very rosy pictUl; at all. 

As to whv T asked to come back to the United States, I was on as­
signment in Vietnam for 2 years. I stllyed 1 year longer than I had 
intended initially, and it was time for me to get back to my other work 
and .my own life here. I was not there on a life mission, but for 2 years' 
serVice for AFSC. 

Mr. DERWINSKI. You were there just long enough to see the Gov­
ernment change. 

:lIs. FORSYTHF-. 'Veil. that happened to happen while I was there, 
yes. If I had been there 2 years earlier, I suppose it wouldn't have, 
would it! 

Mr. DERWINSIU. Now, one last point, 1\[r. Chairman, back to my 
Illinois friend. Professor Turlpy. Tn yOlll' analysis of the pl'oblC'IllS 
which the conquering forces automaticaI1y face, you also touched on 
the Catholic groups, the ethnic and religious minorities. Now, if I 
recall, those minority groups were fundamentally Buddhist, or at least 
uniquely Vietnamese, weren't they? 

:lIr. TURlEY. You mean, the sects in the South' 
Mr. DERWI><SKI. Right. 
~fr. TURLEY. The Hoa Hao are essentially Buddhist. Cao Dai I 

would describe as a syncretic religious movement. Other descriptions 
have been applied to them, but they are peculiarly Vietnamese, yes_ 

lIfr. lliRWI?"SKI. You state here that you have no information worth 
mentioning on how these groups have fared. 

lIfr. TURLEY. Do I have something worth not mentioning! 
::\lr. Dlm'VIXSliI. ~o; YOIl say that you do not have any information 

worth mentioning on how the,e groups have fared. I find that curious_ 
Roth of these groups were quite notorious and l'Pceived extensive 
coverage from American and other journalists during the period fl'OIU 
1!)54 on, especially when they were agitating against the Government 
in Saigon. I find it curious that vou acknowledge the fact that there 
isn't any information now avaihi,ble about them. Isn't this sort of a 
sinister rleve]opment, this wall of sihmce ~ 

:lir. TURLEY. Possibly. The information I have heard is so circum­
stantial and strained, as I say. I just really don't even ,vant to mell­
tion what it is. I don't know if it lllf'anS anything. There is yery, ,ery 
little of it. Is it possibly sinister! I don't know. Difficult to say. The 
IIoa IIao were concentrated in an area that throughout the world was 
l'€'puted to b<, most free of Communist infhlpnce, and this was held to 
be because of the unity of the people a!(ainst them. 

I f a Communist cadre came into a v]lIago, he would Ix> kicked out the 
other sirle. 1\ow. as a mntter of fuC't, the situation wasn't quite 80 
simple because the IIoa lInn often made 1Q('aI deals with tIl(' rcyoIu4 

tionary side. Theil' area was most densely inhabited and sat a~h'ide the 
infiltration route from Camhodia into the lower lIIekong Delta. and in 
order to use that area, the Communists had to make certain deals with 
the Hoa IIao to get free passage, as it ,,·cre. From friends we have there. 
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in the Hoa Hao---my wife, I should mention, was teaching there at the 
Hoa Hao Buddhist University in Long Xuyen for 1 year-it appeared 
that local accommodations had been made, in return for Communist 
respect for the essential autonomy and self-government of the Hoa 
Hao. 
~ow, as you say, since there has been so little mention of them, since 

the spring of 1975, it raises a question in my mind whether that 
original wartime agreement has been respected, given the Communist 
pl'opensity to want to consolidate central control, one of course has a 
doubt. 

The important thing from the perspective of human rights, though~ 
is, if they have lllOved against the IIoa Haa in some sense to try to in­
corporate theUlll10re into the national community, how 4 I don't know. 
I haven't the slightest idea. The caSe with the Cao Dai is more complex. 
They were perhaps more politically divided internally. There were 
grou ps of them that had accommodated quite well some time ago with 
the revolution. 

I also had friends in that group that viewed the oncoming victory 
with neither trepidation nor affection, but again, we have heard very 
little about them. 

Mr. DERWINSKI. In other words, going back to your own statement 
here, the total lack of information, you interpret to mean merely that 
things are quiet with these seets as opposed to my possible interpreta­
tion that they have had the iron hand descend upon them. 

1\11'. TORLEY. ",VeIl, I think if 011e is going to guess, you want tolmOW,. 
first of all, how are these groups likely to act in the present situation, 
and sccond of all, given the record of the past, how is the government 
likely to handle what they do? And I think that the Hoa Hao are 
capable of offering resistance to the government, or at least succor to 
those groups that have been operating in the lIIekong Delta since the 
spring of 1975. This, of course, would give the government reason t() 
retaliate in some form. -

On the other hand, the go\"Crnment has shown a great deal of skill 
in the north earlier in commg to terms with these groups and offering a 
mixture of positive and negative incentives to gradually first attract 
the lower classes. You may have to get rid of the leadership for a time, 
so you separate the ]eaders from the led, and you get more access to 
local communities, and gradually loosen up the hold of the local au­
thorities over these people, so they can be attracted into supporting the 
government, with a minimum of outright coercion. 

I would make that sort of generalization on much of what has hap­
pened in the. north in the past, and the seeming lessons they have 
learned frolJi their own experience, but it all depends on who is in local 
command. It depends on the degree of resistance that these groups have 
shown to central rule. There are a lot of imponderables, and I would be 
the last one to say, this must be ,vhut is happening. I wouldn't. 

!III'. DEllWIXSKI. F>tther. 
,Fatlw,r GELIXAS. Since it is mentioned that there is little inforn1ation 

regarding the Hoa Hao, I think the little bit that we have could be 
made public. The New York Times has published, in September 1976, 
mention of a letter written by the daughter of the leader of the Hoa 
Hao. Luong Trong Tuong, a letter which was sent to the French press, 
in which she pleads for the release of hcr husband, of her brother, of 
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her uncle, and of her 72-year-old father from Chi a Hoa prison, in 
which she claims that the entire Hoa Hao leadership and tens of thou­
sands of followers haye been arrested since ,Tunc 1975. Of course, no 
answer was ever given to this letter, but I don't see why she would 
plead for the release of her father and husband and brother if they 
were free or with her. 

The Hoa Hao certainly, as Dr. Turley has said, are a strongly united 
group. They have always shown independence, so it is very likely that 
the Communists would fecI the need to crush them, but all the sources 
that we havc is that their leadership is gone. It has been wiped out. 

Kow, regarding the Buddhists, there is much more information. The 
self-immolation by fire of 12 Buddhist nuns neal' Cam Ta was made 
public, and actually, the day this document came Out of Vietnam, a 
prominent lay Buddhist leader ,yas arrested and has never been heard 
of since. He probably is the one who did smu'crgle this information out­
side of the country, and here I would like toOadd something to correct 
possibly a wrong impression. 

Mention has been made many times of the persecution against Cath­
olics. It is true that the government is trying to deprive the Catholic 
Church of any authority over the people. First of all, all orphanages, 
schools, hospitals, dispensaries, leprosarium, have been taken away 
from the church. There are about between 200 and 300 priests presently 
in jail. The official list at the Vatican is 176, but that list is already 
many month old, and there are certainly more now in jail. 

Six bishops are in jail. So, they are trying to control the church, but 
the point I want to make is, if you compare the Catholic Church with 
the Buddhist Church, one should admit that the Catholic Church is in 
a privileged position. Their treatment of the Buddhists is much 
harsher than the treatment. of the Catholics. 

For instance, most-not all, but most-Catholic Churches in tho 
city of Saigon are still open to the cult. This is not true in the prov­
inces. In many, many instances the church has been closed down be­
cause they need a building, because there is nO priest, or they don't 
allow the priest to go, or for many reasons, but in the city, most 
churches are open, while most Buddhist monasteries, most Buddhist 
pagodas have been closed. 

Another instance, the Feast of Christmas has been celebrated with 
the permi~sion of the Government. nnd even with the enCOlll'agemE'nt 

of the Government. 'Vhen I was there, some priests had to p:o to the 
police station and were wry seriously blamed because they did not put 
up enongh fnBs for the Christmas celebration. lYe were told to put 
more lights and more decoration ancI all that. So, t.hey are pC'rmitting 
some cults anti even encQuragin,ll:, of course, for propaganda reasons, 
pl"Obably, but the Hsinh Nhat Phat Giao, the feast of the birthday 
of Buddha, ,yhich is the equivalent Buddhist feast, was simply 
suppressed . 

.. \ small notice in the Tin Sang. in the newspaper, saying that this 
year the birthday of Buddha will be ce lebrated by a stronger effort to 
work on this rla:v, that. is nIl. meaning. there is no holjday. So, they 
certainly nrf' ::riving-~yie]clillg- more to the Catholi('s because the~~ are 
internntjonnl. find the~y arC' afraid of thp barl pronug-unoa that tlwy 
might p:et if they persecntc tlw ('atholic Church openly. 
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tV ell, the Buddhists, not being international, at least not as closely 

knit, not as well organized, are being crushed with less harm on their 

public image. 
Now, the last fact on this subject, there was a special political session 

for the Catholic priests at the end of January 1977, and it was said 

openly that by the end of the ,,-year plan, by 1982, Christianity will 

have ceased to exist. They explained that Christianity, the purpose of 

Christianity was to bring in the Kingdom of God, happiness, paradise, 

and by 198i this will have been brought to Vietnam, so there will be no 

more need for Christianity. 
This was published in the "Cong Giao Ya Dan Toc" of February 6, 

1977. 
~Ir. DEmVLSBKT. I have no further qUf'stions. 

~Jr. Fr .... -\sER. ~Is. Forsythe mentioned a ~E'('ond l1ewspnper that she 

understood was operating at the time she left. Is that still going, do you 

know? 
Father GELINAf'. Yes: tlw Tin Sang is the. one· newspaper, she said 

correctly. which is not officiallv the j!owrnnwnt newspaper. but it does 

publish the same news as thc~ goyernment newspaper, ,,·ith the same 

bias and the same editorials. 
~fr. Fn.\RETI. I am not that familiar ,,,ith Communist reg:ime~, but in 

tIl{' Soviet Union thpl'P is both a gm-prnm('nt and a party n'ewspnper. 

Flltlwr GEUNAR. Isw·~tia and therE' is another one, yes. 

1\fr. Fn."-<O;F.R. Is thPTP thnt SRJlIP Oll:1lity in South Vi('tliam? 

Father GEUNAR. The Saigon Giai PJlO'ng is a Yf'l'y dry papPI' -which, 

to force the comparison, looks almost like the COI1j!ressionnl Record 

or somethinj!. [General1au!(hter.l 
I mean. it jn~t publlshps the official thin~. That is a11. So. no one 

reads it. [Genern.llaughter.l 
I ~m sorry. 'While the Tin S!tn!!--
l\f r. FRASER. ,Ve aN' very sensitive ahont that. 
Father G"T.TX.\S. Wbile the Tin Sang has more the shone of the 

normal newspaper, but. it is certainlY Goyprnnwnt-contl'ol1f'fl For in­

-stanrp. th('re is one fpature OT th€' Tin Snn~ which is bm'l'owrn from 

1he ,Vestern press. They hove letters of the renders. These letters. 

1 am convinced. becanse I have rcarl them for 1;-' months ibih-. thev 

·are made up by the newspaper in 'Order to answer the maf.'S of C'l'iticlsn;. 

Thpre is fllways an a.nswer to the leth"rs, Imt anyhow, it does make 

the newspaper'slij!htly more attractive. . 
~fs. FOR~Y'I'HE. To flnswer :vonT' fll1estion. hnWPYPT. then' is' a thiI-cl 

pnblication. Saig-on Gifti Phong is a pnT'ty GOCllmpnt "\yhirh is. fl.';; 

Fathpr Gelinas says, unbelievahlv dry. Then there is also n !!,ow'rn­

me.ntn} papPT. and" those are pnblishf'cl hy various ,C!."oYcrnmental orf!u­

nizations. Thf'rp i.s a women's panf'r anil f' stnnf'nts' papPI' anrl fl 

,workerR' prrpPT ann a ('ity paper. and so on nncl so forth. 

Tin Sang is in anothpr cfltp,g'ory flunin. nncl flS I nnrlerstancl it from 

.eonversations that an AFSC dele!!ation had with No Cam nile in this 

'past Febrnary, they view their rolf' fl:--l on(> of helning to makf' a hrinQ'e 

'b~tween the new GovernmE'nt ann the peoplE'. 'fhf'~r want to clis(,ll~s 

poliries. They want to-thE'v havE' fin eoitorir 1 nfl~E' ('nl1en Henren 

and Seas~ kind or offE'rjn,!t critiques. 1 don't think there is any qnestion 
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that that paper is certainly under scrutiny by thB Government and 
could be closed down. I don't think it will be at this point. 

~Ir. FRASER. Father, I have the impression that the Catholic Church 
has continued to function in North Vietnam through the,e years. I 
don't know the degree of freedom of action, but I do have that very 
clear impression. 

Father GELINAS. It is true. There are three churches which are 
opened in the city of Hanoi. There is one in Bui Chu. There is one in 
Phat Diem. There is a number of churches that are still open in Viet­
nam. The~r are crowded. Pe.ople go to church. Of conrse, it is very 
difficult to preach, because, there is ahvays someone noting the sermons, 
and you have to walk on eggs~ so to speak, not to insult the Government, 
or not to say something that would not be Marxist. 

There is no school. There is no permission to teach religion outside 
of the church building itself. "-hat ~'ou do during mass, provided you 
don't go against Government policy, you are allowed to do it, but aU 
contact with the youth is cut off. Things, for instance, like eonfessiIDalS 
or spiritual directions, are not permitted, because this is secret cOlln~r­
sation, and it could be treason. It could be plotting against the 
Government. 

So, even in the south this is looked >1t very severely. 
The one basic means of the Gon~rnment to control the ehul-cIt is: 

very simply the decree, which has been published in the south as ",el11 
as in the north, that no priests or bishop can be ordained or appointeli 
without specific first permission of the Government. Becall"e of this, 
thr, number of priests in thr north has gone down. No one can be· 
ordained, or very, very few, only those th.t are lenient ana approved, 
and the priests are very old, and they are harmless for the Gowrnmpnt. 

So, they are letting religion die. In the south, we have asked' io!" 
permission for ordination. In the first months of Communist control 
in Saigon, we did have an ordination, in which I participated. We had; 
four new priests, because they were not yet completely established" 
but after that, they strengthened their control, and it is feared now 
that it will be very, very difficult to have any new priests. 

1.1r. FRASER. \Vell, of course, the purpose of our inquiring into thl3 
state of affairs with respect to human rights in South Vietnam or in 
Vietnam is to see whether what.ever we think we know should influcnee 
U.S. policy towards Vietnam. Now, unlike most countries~ ,ve haye ll{) 

diplomatic relations. 
I would like to ask just on that point alone what the view of the 

panel is, whether the United States i'hould establish-should recognize 
Yietnam and exchange diplomatic personnel. 

Fitt.her GELI~AS. 'Yell: I may answer the first, becanse I am not an 
American. I am talking from the outside. Possibly I am the less well­
informed on American policy. 

~fr. FRASER. In that regard, maybe I should ask you, what is the 
status between Canada and Vietnam '/ 

Father GELIXAS. There is an Ambassador, a Canadian Ambassador, 
to Vietnam. 

Mr. FRASER. There is recognition then. 
Father GELINAS. And there is a group of people who are preparing 

the Embassv in Ottawa. In other words, the VIetnamese do lIot have 
the,ir Ambassador, but they have charges d·affaire. They have people 
in charge. 
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As far as I understaud. at least since the Carter auministration-I 
am talking from the outsIde-the impression is clearly that American 
policy is not strictly political. I mean, contrary to other countries, 
America seems to have definitely made it known that its policy will 
be founded on principles of respect for the dignity of the human per­
son, and not only on political interests. 

'Well, if this is trlle, and I think it is, and it is very honorable for 
this country that it is, if this is true, I think it is out of the question 
that one could ignom a situation where 23 million people are under 
a dictatorship which oppresses them, where no international body, be 
it the Red Cross or Amnesty International or the United Nations, is 
ever allowed to inspect the jails, the prisons, or even to walk down the 
streets, where no news can come out or go in the country, where there 
are these horrible reports of a situation. 

I think if we are sincere, and if there lS a reasonable reason, a 
reasonable cause to believe that there are 300,000 innocent people in 
camps who may never come out of it~ if there is reasonable cause to 
believe that there are literally millions of people being scheduled for 
deportation to the so-called new economic area, officially, the Viet­
namese Government has published the total aim is 8 million city­
dwcllers who will be, relocated to new economic areas. 'Ve know the 
situation in these areas. 

If all of this is true, if there is no freedom of protection from the 
law, with the law, all these basic-no possibility of reunification of 
families and so on, well. then I think that it is-there is no choice. 
The choice is already made. 

Mr. FRASER. Well, let me pursue that for a moment, though. I have 
been a vigorous advocate of the position of the Carter administration, 
but so far as I know they have never advocated the use of diplomatic 
recognition as one of the tools or responses to the human rights situa­
tion, as a general policy, now, because in the case of Cuba, for example, 
there has been a suggestion that they should let some of the political 
prisoners out of j ail as well as getting the troops out of Angola. 

In any general discussion, the question of diplomatic recognition 
has not arisen. Part of the question, of course. arises from the fact that 
we have diplomatic recognition of China and the Soviet Union, Cuba 
and all these other-not Cuba, but all the other Communist countries. 
You would advocate, I gather, that a failure to observe intcrnationaIly 
accepted standards of human rights ought to he the basis for with­
drawal of diplomatic recognition or--

Father GELINAS. No----
Mr. FRARl'OR [continuing]. Or delay in extending it? 
Father GELINAS. None, none of this. I am very sorry. I did not un­

derstand your question. I thought you mcant. should America do some­
thing to try to improve the situatlon of civil rights in Vietnam. I did 
not understand that you meant, should we recognize Vietnam or not. 

Mr. FRASF.R. No; that was just my question. 
Father GELINAS. If it is your question, I think that everything 

Rhonlrl be gained by recognizing Vietnam. The more Vietnam is in 
with the club of civilized countries, so to speak, the more they will 
have to watch out wbat they do at home. I am sorry to say it so 
coarsely, but I mean that if you leave thcm alone, then they can 
crnsh their people much more. If they are in the open light, if they 
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belon~ to the United Xations, for instance, if they arc recognizedhy 
AmerIca and all that, then th,S can only force them to be a little more 
considerate, at least to hide, to disguise their·crushinrr of human rio-hts. 
SI f ·· ,,~ 0, am or recognItIOn. -' 
Mr. FRASIeR. And exchanging of diplomatic personnel. 
Father GELINAS. And exchanging of diplomatic personnel, yes. 
Mr. FRASER. 'What about the other two! I assume that vou wOlild 

think that that is what the United States should do! • 
}\.fs. FORRy'rIlE. Ye~. I would not 0nly say that, of course, I thin~ my 

testImony has madelt very clear that I would go beyond that. 
Mr. FRASER. 'Well, I want to get to that next. 
Ms. FORSYTHE. A II right. 
~.fr. FRASER. Dr. Tnrley, YOll would also--
~Ir. TL'RLEY. I have rea.ched the same conclusion for somewhat'dif~ 

fe.rent rf'asons and by a. rlifi'Pl'f'nt rante. Thf:v own problem when en­
tertaining t.his qlH'stion is, fir:::t of all, determining exactly what human 
rights arc. I just finished reading the State Department's recent puh­
lication on human rights. and when yon read that relative to what 
,ve know i~ happening 1n Vietnam now, it is difficult to interpret pre­
cisely what som£' of these statements mean in contcxt, what they 
should mean l and T think it is a. difficult thing to assess. 

Second of all, I ask myself, ho\\' are these rights as written hero 
understood hv the Vietnamese, and there are--

Mr. FRASER. vVell, let me hreak in there. Let's sav that demonstrably 
they ,ycre violating intrrnationally accepted standards. Yon say there 
is some difficulty in a.pplying those standards. but. let's say that in your 
mind vou thou'!ht they were violating- them. vVonld that then persuade 
you that we should not recognize 'Vietnam and not send diplomatic 
personnel ~ 

Mr. T"CRLEY. No; because at that point I wonld certainlv have to 
concur in the conclusion of Father Gelinas that if that were the case, it 
is simply one more argument why we should have diplomatic rela­
tions with them. that we should want someone there. 

Mr. FRASF:R. So, whether you see a dearcnt set of violations or not, 
you would still recognize Vietnam! 

Mr. TuRLEY. Oh, yes. 
Mr. FRASER. vVell, that disposes of that question. 
Mr. TURLEY. All right. 
Mr. FRARER. Let me then g-o to the next question. vVoulcl yon extend 

economic aS8i~tance? Now" 'Jet m.e separate the:ql. There are. different 
kinds here. One would be emergency humanitarian assistance, medi­
cines, eme.rg-eIl(,v fO,od for g'f'lluirle famine. That would be one' kind of 
assistance, which vou mi!!"ht call humanitarian. The other would be 
more in the nature' of development assist.allce, which we thus fal'l to in.y 
knm,eldge, have never provided to a Com.munist country, but r am 
curiolls as to what-in those two ,catf'g'orles, how the three of you 
would view-what yon wonld recommend as the D.S. policy. 

Mr. TURLEY. Well, I would support it. 
Mr. FRASER. Which! 
)'fr. TURLEY. Roth. in some mea~urel I suppose. I think there·are two 

considerations. I think basicallv because it is in our interest to do·so. 
I am ,yell aware that there is nn aqrnment b.~tsed on 1L sensf'; 0'£ moral 
obligation. ancl ,~hcther on0 belien's in that, I think the reality of the 
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situation is that we are going to give aid or not give aid on the basis 
of our national interests, and it is to that point that I would address 
myself, and there are two grounds on which I think it is in our national 
interest. First of all, the Vietnamese have demonstrated by any variety 
of actIOns over the past 2 years or so a desire to diversify their inter­
national relations, diplomatic, ecoIlOIuic, political, and otherwise, and 
one of their reasons for doing so is to retain the maximum degree of 
independence they can from the Soviet Union, with which, as you may 
be a ware, relations are quite close at this moment. 

Mr. FRASER. Let me add a third component, permitting normal com­
mercial trade. So, that would be three things-humanitarian assist­
ance-well, let's sta.rt and take them perhaps, normal trade, humani­
tarian assistance, development assistance. 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes. 
)-11'. FRASER. Now, take the three categories. You would proceed 

with all three, then, I would assume. 
Mr. TURLEY. Yes. I think that the more linkages we form with Viet­

nam, the more ties of whatever nature, the more free it will consider 
itself to operate independently of the Soviet Union. Given the dy­
namics of power in Southeast Asia, I think it is to our interest to see 
tha'! the Vietnamese act as independently as they can. 

They have that general thrust in their policy, and I think that we 
could help it along a little bit. I do not think there is any such thinl( as 
Titofying Vietnam at this time in history, but it is certainly possible 
to increase Vietnam's capabilities for autonomous action, and that is 
in our interests as well. 

Second, a point which has a moral component as well, we often 
think about giving aid to Vietnam as O'iving aid to the Vietnamese 
Government. but there is the fact that there are many Vietnamese in 
Vietnam, still in Vietuam. not refugees, who feel that we had made a 
commitment to them, and they remain there. They have suffered tile 
same hardships as the ones who adhered to the Communist side, and if 
we feel that we bave any kind of obligation left over from our earlier 
commitments, certainly it is to them and we have some capacity to al­
leviate their hardships. I think that this will redound over the long 
run to our benefit, our self-respect, to our reputation worldwide, again, 
of com'sp. which is in anI' national interest in addition to demonstrat­
ing.' a basir interest in ot.her human beings. 

So, on all three couuts, humanitarian assistance, trade, and devel­
opment, I think that there is room for us to form some kind of rela­
tionship. Dimensions is another question entirely. 

)11'. FRASER. The what! 
Mr. TURLEY. The dimensions of those things is another questiou 

entirelv. 
Mr. FRASER. You wouldn't use the reparations argument! 
Mr. TURLEY. No. 
Mr. FRASER. Father Gelinas. 
Father GET.INAS. No: certainly not the reparations argument, but I 

would sa\' that on principle, T certainly favor any assistance to the­
that would relieve the misery of the Vietnamese people. hut not assist­
ance that would strengthen the arm of a government that oppresses 
these people. 
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So, if there \"Us any way of sending assistance that would truly 
reach the people and make life iJetter for them, one should not hesitate 
to do thi~. Unfortunately, the Communist government has made its 
point of dew very clear, that they will not aeeept auy assistance except 
to the Government. They will not accept any control of assistance, ally 
presence of an inspector, any obligation to make reports that can iJe 
checked. 

Now. I think the policy of the "Gnited States, because of the power 
that this country has, and becanse of its wealth, the policy of the 
United States should be, in onler to be consistent with its policy on 
human rights, we are ready to assist and we are willing to 'assist the 
misery of these pt'ople, uut we will do it when you give us permission 
to check and make sure that this money 01' the~e things reach the people. 
The answer of the Communist~ will be, then, we don't need your money, 
but this answer they cannot hold on forever. After a whIle they will 
yield on small beginning of American inspection or presence by n third 
country or any other \vay, and then we WIll have Wall a lot, because the 
fate of the people will be bettered. 

I think America has a ver:v strong arm there. They need American 
know~how, American goods. ~\HlPl'ican assistance, and they win refuse 
it.. trying to have it on theh' own tel'HlB. but if we hold our point vel'y 
clearly, then Inaybe all HlP long run they will start yielding, and we 
will have done something for the people. 

)11'. FRASER. 'Vhat about ordinary commercial trade! "'auld you 
remoye the pmbargo? 

FatheI' GEU~AS. I don't know. Really, this is beyond my competenef', 
to know \vhftt the GoYel'nmellt should do with its businessmen. CC'r­
tainly I would not encourage trade in aI1llS or in anything that woulrl 
make the government stronger. better equip the police to crush the 
people, but other trades, really, I don't know. I could not say. I could 
not answer. Assistance as a goYernment, because this people is now in 
a terrible state, not because of AmE'rican prrsencE' in the past, for my 
conviction. bnt. because> of the oppressive rule of the government, bnt. 
the r(':=:.n1t is thp same. The people are suffering. So, if we could l'f~lipve 
this suffering- and at the same time improve the faith of the people, we 
should do it bv any means. but it will be difficult. They will not yield 
before quite afew years. They will yield when they haye to. 

lIfr. FRASER. :Us. Forsvthe. 
)fs. FORSYTHE. Yes; i would like to say that certainly I would be 

dolightecl if diplomatic relations were opened. I believe that the recon­
ciliation process that is happening in Vietnam in some ways needs to 
happrn brtwpen OUr countries as wpl1. That could go a long way in 
healing a lot of the wounds that GI's in this country still feel. I have 
Illet them on speaking tours and so forth. It would be good to heal 
some of that pain. I think. 

Second. I would be very delighted if tbe U.S. Government could 
move quickly to send humanitarian aid to Vietnam. UNHCR, a food 
and agrIcultural ortranization. has established that thf're is It per]OllS 
food nroblem in Vietnam, partially created beeanRe of the tons of 
I ... Ollisiana rice that weTI' being shipprd from this countr:v untill-fay of 
1975 are no ]onger there, and because people are-it is just taking a 

93-996--77-----4 
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long time to get the country back together again, for whatever reasons. 
People are hungry, and they need our support. We send relief to 

Romania after an earthquake. It would seelU entirely appropriate to 
send relief to Vietnam. 

I would agree that it is very important for us to have some kind of 
control or check on these things. UNICEF certainly has It representa­
tiyo in Vip,tnam, and any shipment that comes in from UNICEF or 
the UNRCR is overseen by their people in Ranoi. Their shipments 
are checked out, and they follolV the shipments. 

Alncrican Friends Service Committee has sent very modest amounts 
of posbvar relief aid, and those have been checked up by delegations 
that visit periodically to check and see that our sUP1?hes are going 
where they ought to be going. Of course, that is sometlung that we arc 
concerned auout. 

The latest delegation brought hack a report that they honestly feel 
t.hat goods and serdcf's are being clistribllted in Vietnam in a way the,v 
hay(> never bern distributed hefore, unlike the pI'pdominant experi­
{'nee I had in my ('arl~y days in ,rietnam, where goods would come to 
the hospital and find their ways back into the streets, where hospital 
administrators and government officials just became yery fat cats, 
literally off the, people's backs. 

The thing I {'xpe1'ienced 'vas a very different 8ituation in the 6 
months I ,vas th('l'P, and it. has been confirmed by visits sinc(~ that 
time. Cf'l'tainl~~ Tom l-Ioskin~. ,vho workrd in the Da Xang IIospitaL 
had a ypry vi\"id firsthand -impression of that. 

The third point was deyelopmentnl assistance, I think. Is that right? 
1\11'. FRASER. How about ordinary commercial trade? 
Ms. FORSYTHE. Commercial trade. I feel quite fl'ee and easy-a 

number of businessmen call AFSC knowing that we have contact with 
Vietnam and wonder what we can do, allrl we always say, well, that is 
a Presidential order, I believe. Or is that a congressional-I think the 
tradin-;r--

)11'. FnASER. I think it is congressional. hut I am not cprtain. 
)h FORSYTHE. 'VeIl. in anv case. I think that would be a verv 

positive step forward, to get another part of normalization. I wou1,1 
hope that would happen very quickly. It seems that it might happen 
easily. 

The, third question is that of rlevelopmental aid, and again, I think 
that would hopefnlly come in succession, that that would be something 
to be talked abont e\'entually between officials hem in the United 
States and in Vietnam. that' you all would want to work that ont 
to.Q"pthf'r. Certainly these things are always in discussion. 

3f1'. FRASER. 'Yollld nny of yon favor grant or sale on commercial or 
con'('Pssion terms of militnry equipment to Vietnam? 

Father GELTXAS. Oh. no. 
Ms. FORSYTHE. 'Ven. T don't approye oJ that for Tmn either. 
~Ir. 'fu~LRT. That would rlepend on what use thp- military equipment 

was !!Olng to he put to and what we got in return, I snpposC'. These 
things are all negotiable. 

)fr. FR,\SER. Do you see at the moment any reason why We should? 
~fr. TURI,RY. No. 
Mr. FRASER. I have come to the end of my questions. Do any of vou 

ha"e any last comments you would like to put on the record 1 . . 
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)ls. FORSYTHE. Yes; I do. I guess the thing I would like to say 
finally is that MI'. Fraser, u lot of llS hu,"c been really glad that you 
11a vo oeen punming the human rights question. It has been very 
important to us. Certainly, in AFSC, it has been :3Olnething that Wi} 
have been carrying for a long time, and I think the COncern first came 
up in-certainly not first came up, but has a resounding ring for us 
in the situation in Vietnam under Chon. It is a very important ques­
tion. I think that Secretary of State Vance has given us some good 
ways of talking about human rights, and We certainly are young in 
un~lert;tanding fully all the ramifications of human rights, and how 
Qlll' understanding of hUll1an rights is going to affect OUr foreign 
policy. 
~Iy hope is that 've are going to continue looking at Vietnam~ and 

not Just throw it away and forget about it. We certainly have had" 
long history of invohement there. I hope that our deep COnCeI'll for 
tho~e pcoplp can be shown no,,,. I hope it call be ShO'Vll by some imme­
diate aid of rice that is going to bring immediately r"lief to people who 
un' in f\, lot of trouble, and I hope that can carTY on into t.he future. 

Father GBLIN.\S. 'Yell, in my last statement, I agree with 11s. For­
sythe t.hat certainly Anlerica, \vho has done so much, spent So Hutch, 
and given so much of its blood ,for 'Vietnam, should continue to take 
a great intcl'e~t to find out what is happening there, und since in this 
inquiry at least one thing comes out, the fact that there seems to be 
some violation of human rights, and there is a need for more informa­
tion, I think it would be a logical step to take to start a full investiga­
tion to get the facts. 

Vietnam is not just any other country. It is a country that has been 
fighting alongside this conn try, and that has been mixed up in the 
history of America for the last 10 years very closely. There seems to 
be a tragedy there. The means do exist to see the truth. After all, there 
are 140,000 Vietnamese here. There are over 1,000 of them who have 
lived under the Communists and have finally rUn out. 

lt "",onld be tedious, it would be long and possibly expensiyc to 
check tIle personal stories. These 100,000 people get leiters from home. 
Thev ran't be all liars. Thev can't be all criminals. Oue eonld find out 
wh:lt is actually going on in Vietnllln, and I think it is mOflt important 
that t.hp picturp, a clear, objective, nonpassionatc, nonideological pic­
ture bE' found. The cause of human rights certainly WGulrl be better 
selTed. ilnd the policies of this countr~y \vQuld be run mOl'c--with more 
Jight, with IYlOl'C information. 

So, I wonld suggest that this thought could be considered, the 
pos:-:ibility of going lull course to fmel out what is happening in Viet­
nam, and I sll~gest bringin,g in thC' Vietnamese witnessE's by the hun­
dreds, if need be, checking their stories. After all, we have modern 
methods to find out if someone is obviously lying or Scpms nnreliable, 
to find out if someone is really telling the truth when he says that his 
father is an innocent and he is in jail, and his mother, and his dllagc 
has heen ,,"iped out, and this and that. 

~o. thf'r('. is cprtainly something tragic, happening there. The lTIf're 
fact t1Ult there tlI'('. over 100.000 refugee.s in Thnilnnd now 11ndor the 
eare of the United Xatiolls who have taken their life in the,;r hands to 
rnn away from Indochina. the three countries. show that there are tre­
mendolls things happening and terrible things happening there. 
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I think it is a duty to find out what is happening. This would be 
my suggestion. 

:\11'. FRASER. ]\fl'. Turley. 
:!Ill'. TL'RLEY. Yes; only two very brief remarks. 
First of all is that in considering human rights in Vietnam, Ollel 

thing we haven't done is to first itemize what those rights are. One of 
them, I think, surely, is very clear and understood equally by all 
people, and that is the right to move freely from one country to 
another, especially for the purpose of reuniting with your relatives, 
and this is a theme that I touched on in my opening remarks, and I 
would like to end on it. 

lt is a right which this country can expedite. I don't think that we 
alone can bring it about. Obviously, it needs Vietnamese cooperation. 
But it is one of the things I think that we should be working for, and 
I would urge you to see what can be done to move things along in that 
dirt>ction. 

The second point is that should we ever think it is relevant for us to 
take a position on relations with Vietnam on the basis of what we per­
ceive to be violations of rights in tha~ country, I would only urge you 
to ask yourself first of all what practIcal effect. WIll such a position b,' 
us have, not on our relations with Vietnam, but in Vietnam itself, anti 
act on your own answer. 

Mr. FRASER. 'Yell, I want to thank you all. ,Ve are examinillp: the 
kinds of questions you raised with respect to a larp:e number of 
countries. I think most of our attention has bpen devoter! to tIll' prob­
lem of military assistance to governments which appear to be highly 
coercive or repressive. I think generally we have found that the prob­
lems of economic assistance arc more complex, and all of you have 
touched on some of the elements involved there as to whom the aid 
rea.ches and what the effect may be on the country if we provide the 
aSSIstance. 

,Yell, this has been a very useful afternoon. We really appreciate the 
time you have given us, and your testimony has been very helpful. 
Thank you very much. 

[Whereupon, at 4 :51 p.m., the subcommittee adjourned scheduled 
to reconvene on Tuesday, June 21, 1977, at 2 p.m.] 


