In skinming rapidly ovar Proschan’s plece with its
innumerable guibbles my attention was suddenly caught by his
discugoion of the Pathet Lao radio broadcast cf May 6, 1975 on
his pages 6 and 7. He puts forward an interpretation ef the
meaning of that broadcast which had never occurred to me. It
bears close examinatlon.

He maintains that the threat contained in the broadcast ia
directed against the "Vientliane ultrarightist reactionary
cliqgue," not sgainst the Hmong spacial forces. ¥hen I read tha
rull text of the kbroadcast in the FBIS filaes a coupla of years
ago, there was not the slightast doubt in my mind that the threat
was dirscted against the Hmong special forces. And eaven from the
axcerpts cited by Proschan on page 6 I think any reader of
English would conclude that this was sO. I don’t have the full
text with me now, but conmider the following:

--The phrese “"Wa can wipe then out any time" clearly refers
to the Hmong special forcem. Whether this is a threat or not is,
I supposa, debatable. If I were & HEong, I would certainly take
it as a threat, or at least a not very reassuring augury cf what

py future hclds.

--This same group of people ars obviously the cbiect of the
"yary specific® threat (Proschan’s worda) contained in the
subseguent statement that "the Patriotic Armed Forces musat
exercise our right of salf-defense and duly punish or wipe them
out.” This is so because £iscuk Na Champassak, the Sananikones,
and cther prominent lowland Lao officials by May 197% hardly
cengtituted a threat against which the “patrictic Armed Forces"”
nad to be mobilized; thase individuals had been maneuvered into a
position whers they no longer had any effective command ovar
anything, and in short order could be expectsd tc flee across the
Mekong, which mest of them did. The Hmong special forces, on the
other hand, wers scnsthing entirely different. A constituted,
pattle-hardensd military foroe under resourceful and capabla
leadership, operating in a friandly environment with popular
support, the Hmong special forcas did constitute a continuing
threat to Pathet Lao contrel, Indesed, the title of the
broadcast, “The U.§.-Vang Pac Special Forces Must Be Completaly
Cleaned Up,™ cannot ba interpreated as meaning the "viantiane

ultrarightist raacticnary clique,” for if that clique was the
intended target of the broadcast, the title would have sald so.

--The Hmong may not have been mentioned as such in the
broadcast (for obvious political reasons of the Pathet Lao), but
the name of Vang Pac, their leadsr, in the title of the broadcast
nmakes it clear that the threat is teo the Hmong and the Hmong

only.

—-The most convincing evidence of the existence of a threat
againast the HAmong lies in yeour interviews of Hmong who actually
heard this broadcast and took it to mean they ware threatensd,
perscnally and as m group. (Proschan cannot deny that the
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broadcast occurred.)

8o in conclusion, I would say that on the basis of both the
documentary evidence and the interview evidence Proachan’s
interpretation of the meaning of the broadcast is not only novel
put also mistaksn. The rest of his argumentation is very likely
-agually fallasious.

Please note alsc that ha is wrong when he says on page 2
that your book was not reviewed in any scholarly journal: tha
review by Alfred McCoy in .

I think it is important to bear in nind, when dealing with
an individual who makes so much ocut of svidenca and the treatment
of it in historical writing, that we ars dealing here with a
regime that is so secretive mbout its actions, not to mention its
policies, that it has never published a word about how it came to
pover or how it treated its dafeated enemies after victory (e.g.
the seminer camps, the treatment of the king}; has naver
indicated the possibility of any amnesty for those who opposed
it; has never spellsd out the procedures for reintegrating those
of its citizens who fled abroad (in contrast to the foreign
cfficials whe find themselves today caught up in this process and
who therefore nust find some saxplanaticn for it, legal, rational,
or otherwime); and continues to shield its ruling party behind
the mantle cf legality of what we in the Weat usually rafer to as
governance. The only historical accounts to have smerged irom
this regime in almost 20 years are tales of military explcits by
the valiant Patriotic Porcas against the lmperialists and their
valets. The only rationalization by a top party leader of the
party’s ascendancy is a jargon-filled little book by Kaysona
published in Moscow in 1980 in whioh the only sure things that I
could find was that the party justified the usa of violence
against its opponsnts and the party was always right. In thess
circumstances, disquisitions by American acadenics on the
treatment of historical svidsence regarding the LPDR have, to say
the least, an Alice in Wondarland charactar teo them. The danger
im that this opene ths way tc the re-writing of histery by those
who have an interest in doing so, to the detriment of those of
future generations who will have ne way of knowing better.

Thank you again for the copies of documants from the
Anerican Embassy.
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