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ON THE FRANK PROSCHAN PROPOSBD ARTICLE ENTITLBD 4f ,. 

"JANE HAHILTON--MERRITT:An IvaluaUon of Hel: Schohrly • ." 

Frank Proschan, who ie closely associated with the Lao People's 
Democratic Republic, LPDR, and its American lobbyists, including 
Roger Rumpf and Jacqu! Chagnon, formerly of the American Friend~ 
Service Committee, and now with the Asia Resource Center, based in 
Washington, D.C., Ie apparently part of the LPDR's attempt to rewrite 
its dark history since coming to power In Laos In 1975 in order to 
gain from the U.S. Most Favored Nation trading status and all the 
accompanying potential benefits which are critical to alleviating the 
dire economic conditions In the LPDR. 

A u.s. Non~governmental Organization, NOO, Forum on Vietnam, 
cambodia, and Laos was held in the Washington, D.C. area from June 
2-4, 1994. Hiem Phommachanh, LPDR Ambassador to the u.s., in his 
remarks, wrote: nWe hope in the near future, President Clinton will 
choose boldly to grant Most Favored Nation trading status to Laos, as 
he has done for some of our neighbors." 

Also in attendance at this conference were Rumpf, Chagnon, and 
proschan. Rumpf introduced a petition asking Congress to grant Most 
Favored Nation trading status to the LPDR and urged conference 
participants to sign the petition. 

Congress would, In fact, have a dIfficult time In granting MFN to the 
LPDR because of its long and consistent record of gross violations of 
human and civil right~. Thi~ is a regime that i~ deecribed by the 
state Department'~ most current Country Report on Human Rights as a 
Communist one-party state in which freedom of speech, assembly, and 
religion are restricted and where police monitor Lao eociety and 
foreigner~/ denies the right of privacy or the right of citizen~ to 
change their government, where arrests are made on unsupported 
charges; accusers' identities are withheld, and internal travel is 
controlled by the government. Prisoners--many political prisoners-­
labor for both state and private enterprises, suggesting a multi­
party ~ystem brin9s 10n9 Imprisonment, and human rights groups are 
not allowed. 

This is a regime that when it came to po ..... er in 19·75 launched a 
campaign to elIminate or ~llence those ..... ho had not sided wIth it. On 
the li~t were senior military, police, and civilians of the Royal Lao 
90vernment, minorIties allied with the u.s. during the Vietnam War, 
and the royal family. The extermination of the beloved Lao King and 
Queen in a "seminar" camp is well-hidden by Vientiane's diplomats. 

This is also the regime that Violated international weapons 
conventIons by using Chemical and biological toxins against its 
politIcal adversaries--partlcular1y the Hmong ethnic minority-­
throughout ite almost 20 year control of Laos. 

With this record, it is doubtful that congress would want to 9rant 
MFN tradlng status to Laos. 
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In order to present a pr1stine profile to Congress of a responsible nation that deserves MFN and other crItIcal benefits that accompany this status and of a regime worthy of inclusion in the world community, the LPDR seems intent upon expun9ing its hIstory of human rights abuses, rape, torture, concentratIon camps, mistreatment of its mInorItIes, and the on-going violations of internatIonal weapons conventions. 

"Academ1c freedom," according to the state Department's current human rights report on Laos, "remains tightly controlled. Laos academicians are sometimes denIed permISSion to travel abroad for conferences or training. The Government aleo restricts and monItors the actIvities of Western echolars doIng resarch in Laos." As a result, in4'R'n4'pt research JA~ by Westerners Is impossible. 
Jane Hamilton-Merritt's !RAGIe MOUWTAlNSI THB RHONG, THE AKBRlCANS, AND THi SECRIT WARS rOR LAOS 1942-1992 (Indiana University Press, 1993)--14 years In the research and writing--describes In great detaIl the activities and policlee of the LPDR from the time it took over the gO,vernment of Laos by force in 1975 to the present. 
It Is obvious that Traqic Mountaina and Its author stand squarely in the way of the LPDR's attempt to rewrlte its hIstory and thus stand a chance of ga1n1n9 U.S. HFN status. The LPDR, through agents and apologi~ts, needs to discred1t revelations of this dark and repressive regime. Thus, the need to discredit ~raqlc Mountains and its author. 

To the forefront of this LPDR carnpai9n of dlsinformation comes Frank Pr08chan, an academic-type in Semiotics. His efforts In the fall of 1992 to stop the publication of TraqIc Mountaina failed, the book was published, broadly and favorably reviewed, and is now in its third printlng. His current effort against Traqlc MountaIn. 1s hIe l>roposed article "Jane Hamilton-Herritt~ An Evaluation of Her scholarly Work" which Is attached and which was recently distributed to key staffers on capitol Hill. 

Using academics as unregistered lobbyists ie a well-known technique of propaganda and dis information employed by foreign governments. 


