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FORZWORD

This 1s the first of three studies designed to provide
information and guidellnes for consldering organizational and
adminlstrative changes in the local units, particularly the
villages, throughout Viet-Nam. In addition to reporting the
number of units, it offers information about their location and
population. Also it presents a brief background statement about
their organizational and administrative characteristics.
Although this report remains largely descriptive in nature, the
other two, especially the third, proceed into the area of
analyses and evaluation. The third, in fact, considers proposzls
about local reform.

It is likely that this study of the number of local units
is the first to be made about South Viet-Nam. Reporting the

number of units has probably been part of the admiﬁistrative
routine for many years,_however,‘relatlng the data torrggional
and population characteristics has not been done, insofar és the
writer could determine.

Most of the data came from the records or files of the
National Institute of Statistics, Republic of Viet-Nam. The
Institute is revising its data as additional information is
obtained. The Institute obtained its data from questionnaires

returned by provincial, district, and local administrators.

-iji-



While for most units it is likely the population reports consist
of actual head counts, for a few, including the most populous
municipality, Saigon, they contain only estimates. Although the
populztion data still lack the quality desired for many other
purposes, the writer deems the information sufficiently accurate
for this present study.

'he writer wishes to express his appreciation to Frofessor
Truong Ngoc Giav, National Institute of Administration, for his
careful review of the translations made of the Vietnamese titles
used in this report, and to other members of the i3UG staff for
their helpful suggestions. Since this report opens up a new path
for local administrative reseafch, the writer strongly welcomes
suggestions from all readers about desirable modifications and
additions that could be made in the next report. It is his hope
that the pfeparation and publication of basic data about the units
of local administration in Viet-Nam will become part of the regu-

lar routine of some orgaaiaaﬁiOnbinEEiet-Nam.

C=ive



CONTENTS

Foreword

Figures

The Scope of the Study

The Provincesand riunicipalities

The Districts

The Cantons

The Villages

The Hamlets
Summary
Appendixes:
A. Districts: By Province and Region
B. Villages: By Province, Region and Nation -
C. Villages: By Province and Region
D. Hamlets :“‘By Distfiét, Province and Region
E. Hamlets : By Province and:Region:
Population Distribution
F. Hamlets : By Province and Region
G. Titles of Local Units.



13.

14.
15.

16.
17.
18.

190
20.

FIGURES

Thé Units of Local Administration in Viet-Nam
Provincial and Municipal Population in Viet-Nam
Provinces: Region and Population

Provinces: Population Characteristics
:iunicipalities: Subdivisions

Districts: Reglonal Distribution

Districts: Population Characteristics

Districts: By Population Rgnges: (a) Frequency;
{b) Percentages; (c¢) Cumulative Percentages

Camtons: Regional Distribution
Villeges: Regional Distribution

Villeges: Population Characteristics

Villages: Population Characteristics: {a) Frequéncj;

(b) Percentages; (c) Cumulative Percentages

Hamlets: Titles of Units Classified as Hamlets
in this Report

Central Lowlands: Hamlets, Thon, and Buon
Central Lowlands: Hamlets, Thon, and Buon:
By Population Ranges: ' (a)} Frequency;. ‘
(b) Percentages; {c¢) Cumulative Percentages
Hamlets: Regional Distribution

Hamlets: Population Characteristics

Hamlets: Population Characteristics: (a) Frequency
(b) Percentages; (c¢) Cumulative Percentages

Local Units: Regional Characteristics

Local Units: Population Characteristics

-Vi-

J

m
[No BRI T N |

[}

11
16
19
21

22
26
31
33

3L

36
37

39
L2
Ll

L5
L7
48



The Scope of the Study

This stqdy includes all units of general administration in
Viet~Nam below the level of the Central Government. These are
the provinces, municipalities, districts, cantons, villages, and
hamlets. The total number of each of these units is shown in
Figure 1. While regional and population analyses make up the hard
core of this study, brief explanations of the administration znd
organization have also been included. However, these have only
limited value since they were based on only a few observations
of existing practice. Unfortunately no comprehensive, empirical
survey of governmental érganization in Viet-Nam exists.

Also it should be noted that no citations ére made to legal
sources. In general, the organizatgon and duties of the units
can be found in one enactwent, usvally a decree or ordinance;
however, these fall short of describing the entire legal bases.
Various special statutes would also have to be included, in
particuvlar for major functions and activities such as finance
and taxation, personnel policies, administration of justice.
Lessening interest in doing the research necessery for compiling
the legal references was the understanding that new regulations
for municipal and village units are in process. Since 1956
village law has been suspended pending the revision of pre-

Republic regulations.



Figure 1

THE UKITS OF LOCAL LDL.INISTRATION IN VIoT-NAM
October 30, 19597

Provinces 38
Municipalities I
Districts 209
Cantons 310
Villages 2,279
Hamlets 16,3982
Viet-Nam 19,538

*ipproximate date.
Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,

Republic of Viet-Nham.

This is fairly accurate but until a more satisfactory
classification of sub-village units is prepared, it must be
assumad as subject to some error. Apart from the classification
problem, error comes from the practice of some villages reporting
only a number equal to that for which they receive hamlet chiefs!
allowances from the province. Thus, My Thuan village in Vinh Long
province reports three hamlets but in practice it has 11 hamlets.
The 11 hamlet chiefs share the provincial grant allotted for only
three hamlets.



An examination of areal characteristics would have greatly
enriched this study but reliable data were not available for units
below the provincial level. According to a socio-economic
survey prepared for the Bank of Viet-Nam the areas of the

following provinces (chosen merely to illustrate variations)

are:l
Regional Provinces Square Kilometers
SVN: West
An Xuyen 5,184
Vinh Long 1,805
SVN: LEast
Tay Ninh 4,450
Gia Dinh 650
Central Lowlands
Thua Thien 4,700
Phu Yen - 3,700
Highlands
Darlac 21,400
Pleiku 9,300

Perhaps by the time a revision of this study is initiated
this additional dimension of local units may be included in the

various analyses.

lMission # "Economie et Humanisme," Etude sur Les Conditions
de Vie et Les Besoins de la Population du Viet-Nam, Zanque .
Nationale du Viet-Nam, Republique du viet-Nam, Septembre, 1959,

Tableav I, p.63.




Provinces and uvunicipalities

The 38 provinces and four municipalities cover all the area
of Vict-Nam and represent the first level in the hierarchy of
local units. In principle, the municipalities are entirely
independent of the provinces. Unlike any of the other local
adninistrative units they enjoy direct contacts with both the
Central Government and the people. The municipalities, there-
fore, have a special legal status in the pattern of central-
loczl administrative relationships.

ilthough the provinces contain almost 90 per cent of the
total population, it cannot be said that this represents the
proportion of the Nation having rural characteristics for there
are many urban centers scattered throughout the provinces.
Formally some of these urban centers enjoyed a legal status of
municipalities; they were "reduced” to village status in 1957 as
a means for integrating them more fully with provincial adminis-
tration. The most interesting part. of the provincial-municipal
population breakdowns shown in Figure 2 is the predominant
position of Saigon among the four municipalities. With almost
85 per cent of ths municipal population it far exceeds the size
of any of the other three municipal units. :”

The Provinces

slthough the major pattern of provinces has become stabilized,
changes are still being made. The most recent change was the

addition of new provinces in the southern part of the Highlands



Figure 2

PROVINCIAL AND MUNICIPAL POPULATION IN VIET-NAM

October 30, 19597
Provinces Population Total Population
Highlands 539,105  L.ho/o
South Viet-Nam: East 1, 888 ,762  15.5
Central Lowlands b, llh 172 33.7 N
South Viet-Nam: Jest 5 677 916 46.5
100.1o/0 12,219,975 88&.00/0
bunicipalities:
Highlands: Dalat 49,478  3.00/0
SVN-East : Saigon 1,400, 10002 8l,.2
Central Lowlands:
Hue 102,814 . 6.1
Da-Nang 110,306 6.6 1,662,598 12.00/0
99.9%/0 13,862,573 100.00/0

+Approximate date

dfstimated

Source:

Republic of Viet-Nam.

Records of the National Institute of Statistics,



and in the SVN-East region: Quang Duc, Lam Dong, Tuyen Duc and
Phuoc Thanh. In addition, boundaries of four Central Lowlands
provinces<-Khanh Hoa to Juang Ngai inclusive~-have been moved
farther west into the mountainous regions. However, the major
reorganization movenent occurred in 1956 and 1957 when many
changes were made particularly in the provinces located in
5Vii-West and SVN-East, the area formerly in Cochinchina. In 2
few caseé provinces were comﬁietely eliminated by being dividzad
and placed in existing or newly established provinces. In
almost all cases new names were given to the southern provinceS,2

Organization and administration. Every provincial unit 1is

headed by a Chief of Province appointed by the President of tae
itepublic. Usvally a career civil servant or a field-grade
officer,3 the province chief serves for an indefinite term. ip
from his privileged position as a Presidential appointee, the
province chief hoids a position 6fAsignificant influence in
provincial affairs through the exercise of budgetary and fiscal
as well as general administratiﬁe-powefs, ﬁodif&éd, of course,

by the interest of the Central Governimmental technical services

2Details of the reorganization movement of 1956-57 which
also included the municipalities are reported in the followingz
study: WVavid C. Cole and Uon:z Ngoc Thach, Financial fectivitises
of the rrovinces, Prefecture and Municipalities of Viet-Nam in
1956, (mimeo.] Michigan State University viet-Nam Advisory
Group, Saigon, 1957, pp.l-4.

34s of 15 Sept. §0, 21 of the 38 province chiefs held
military ranks. "Provinces of Viet-Nam," USOM Public Adminis-
tration Division, (mimeo.)}, p.l5.



in their own provincial offices. However, usually the will of
the province chief prevails since he is responsible for
ad justing technical programs to meet political needs.

The influence of the province chief also pervades all of
the local units. He exercises broad authority over the selection
and removal of personnel in districts, cantons, and villages;
he formulates local budgetary and fiscal policies including
the transfer of funds from one village to another as well as
from villages to districts and even to the province. He is,
in faét, the chief executive for all administrative affairs
in the province.

Regional distribution. The largest concentration of

provinces is in SVN-West, the southern delta region.4 It
contains 13, or 34o/o, of the 38 provinces (and close to

500/0 of the provincial population). Second in rank is SVN-East,
which is the foothill and rolling land region between the low-
lands of the Delta and the Highlands, with 10 provinces and
third is the Central Lowlands with nine provinces. The High-
lands with its pfoblems of communication but not of large

populations contains only six provinces.

“The four regions, whose boundaries are shown in the map,
were established by the Central Government for limited adminis-
trative purposes, largely inspection and coordination of
provincial activities by the Department of Interior and the
Presidency. Other Departments may establish their own plan of
regional organizations; they need not follow this pattern.



Fopulation characteristics. Without doubt the most out-

standing feature of provincial population characteristics is the
great variation in size. Quang Duc province, one of the three
recertly created in the southern end of the Highlands, ranks as
a midget alongside Quang Nam province in the Central Lowlands
for with its population of 27,000 it is about 1/35 the size of
Quang Nam.5 Similarly even within each of the four Regions there
is little uniformity in size. The least difference is found in
the Highlands where the ratio is one to seven. In SVN-East,
which contains the suburban province of Gia Dinh, the ratio
increases almost three times so that the least populous province
has only 1/20th of the population of the largest.

/hat is the population of a typical province? Given the
greet range in provincial populations and the small number of
provinces, it is not wise to generalize too quickly about this
characteristic~-any single statistical computation would be
misleading. As shown in Figure 4, which presents a statistical
summary by region as well as for all provinces, there is
considerable difference between the arithmetic mean (or "mean®
as it will be called) and the median. The mean populstion of
330,000 far exceeds the median of 272,000, which in itself

points up the difficulty of talking about a "typical™

5Con-Son province with by far the smallest populztion of
620 residents plus the prisoners is excluded from this comparison
and from all of the following analyses. As an off-shore prison
island its situation is unique. '



Figure 3

PROVINCES: REGION AND POPULATION
October 30, 1959%

Region + Provinces Population

I. Highlands:

1. Quang Duc 27,000
2. Lam Dong 55,025
3. Tuyen Duc 56,109
(median)

L. Kontum 76,181
5. Darlac ‘ 141,745
6., Pleiku 163,067
Total 539,105

II. South Viet-Nam: East
1. Binh Tuy 34,083
2, Phuoc Long 39,668
3. Binh Long 64,931
4. Phuoc Thanh 65,357
5. Long Khanh 73,973
: (median)

6. -Phuoc Tuy 132,202
7. Bien Hoa 265,948
8. Tay Ninh 275,000
9. Binh Duong 293,743
10. Gia Dinh 643,877

Total 1,868,782

+Approximate date

(More )
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Figure 3 (continued)

Region Population
ITII., Central Lowlands
1. Ninh Thuan 123,623
2. Binh Thuan 246,320
3. Quang Tri 269,530
4. Khanh Hoa 271,944
5. Phu Yen 341,345 _
(median)

6. Thua Thien 429,937
7. Quang Ngai 685,663
8. Binh Dinh 806,049
9. Quang Nam 939,761
Total: 4,114,172

IV. South Viet-Nam: West

1. Con Son 6202
2. Kien Tuong 54,333
3. Kien Phong 270,386
L. An Xuyen 276,650
5. Kien Giang 434,910
6. Phong Dinh 167,777
7. Long An 482,794

(median)

8. Vinh Binh 524,801
9. Vinh Long 532,705
10, Kien Hoa 540,652
. 11. Ba Xuyen 638,254
12. Dinh Tuong 652,497
- 13. An Giang 801,477
Total: 5,677,916

Viet-Nam Provinces 12,219,975°

8Con Son is an offshore island used primarily as a penal
It will not be included in the other Figures.

bThe total does not include military personnel, overseas

institution.

Jource:

Vietnamese, and prisoners.

Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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Figure 4

PROVINCES: POFULATION CHARACTERISTICS
October 30, 1959%

Region gggsg;cgg Mean Po%zé?:ién Range
Highlands 6 89,851 66,134 27,000 -~ 183,067
SVN-Zast 10 188,879 103,088 34,083 - 643,877
Central

Lowlands 9 457,130 341,345 123,623 - 939,761
SVN-West 12%2 473,166 503,827 54,333 - 801,477

Viet-Nam 37 330,253 271,944 27,000 - 939,761

*approximate date

8The prison island province of Con-Son was excluded.

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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province. A classification of the 37 provinces by population

ranges of 100,000 shows the following distribution:

Population Number of provinces
Less than 100,000 10
100,000 - 199,999 IN
200,000 - 299,999 8
300,000 - 399,999 1
400,000 - 499,999 b
500,000 - 599,999 3
600,000 - 699,999 In
700,000 - 799,999 1
g..-,000 - £99,9299 2
900,000 - 999,999 1

|

37

This points up the larze proportion of provinces having ex-
tremely small populations. Ten of the 37, or almost 30 per cent,

hzve nopulations under 100,000; and 22 have less than 300,000
| popﬁlations; |

It is even more hazardous, of course, to make regional

comparisons. All .of the data in Figure 4 should be approached
with full appreciation of the statistical pitfalls involved in
the calculations. They do indicate the concentration of most
populous provinces in two of the four regions--3VN-West and the
Central Lowlands. The one exception is Gia-Dinh province which
surrounds Saigon and borders on the SVN-West région. The
pattern of means, medians, and ranges also depict the low
populations ofi the Highlands provinces.

The .wunicipalities

In the legal sense the municipalities are distinguished

frow the villages by a Separate system of regulations based
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largely on two ordinances pre-dating the Republic. Likewise, the
Prefecture of Saigon, which is treated as a municipality for

the purpose of this survey, has its own special legal status.

As will be noted, there are also several administrative
characteristics that distinguish the municipalities from the
villages.

The status of municipal administration in Viet-Nam has been
down~-graded in recent years by both statutory and administrative
actions. Prior to 1956 there were 1l municipalities in addition !
to the Prefecture. As part of a general reorganization of
provincial and local administration, eight of the 11 were reduced
to the status of villages and at the same time regulations for
villages were suspended. These legal actions placed the muni ci-
palities directly under the control of the province chiefs, where-
as before 1956 they enjoyed a considerable measure of autonomy.

After'the 1956-57 reorganization movement the status of two
of the three remaining municipalities was reduced by adminis-
trative action. Both Hue and Dalat are at present administered
by province chiefs in an gx officio capacity. Almost all municipel
gervices in Hue are, in fact, administered by provincilal personnel.;
And it is likely that a similar pattern of provincial adminis-
tration exists in Dalat whose mayor became the first province
chief of the newly established province of Tuyen Buc.

In keeping with the diminishing pattern of self-adminis-
tration, municipal, including prefectoral, advisory councils have

been losing status in local affairs. If the practice in Saigon
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prevails elsewhere, no replacements have been made for the many
vacancies in council membership. At present hardly more than
one-half of the legal membership still exists in the Saigon
council. Normally replacenents if not filled by appointments
could be refilled every three years by local elections; however
no elections have been held since 1953. The Saigon council lost
further status in 1959 when its members were deprived of their
positions as chiefs of district administration. While council
meabers pleaded that they served as valuable connecting links
between the people and the Government, the reorganization which
placed career civil servants in their former positions_was
presented as a means for increasing efficiency in prefectoral
administration.

Organization and administration. Like the provincial units,

the municipalities are headed by stronzg executives appointed by
the President of the Republic. In principle the municipalities
contain their own separate array of technical services although
in practice, as already indicated, considerable integration with
provincial services exists. Being the national capital, the
Prefecture of Saigon has many speci;l arrangements with the

Central Administration. The existence of advisory councils

6Alth0ugh no comprehensive study exists of the municipalities
considerable information about the Saigon Prefecture is presented
in a study prepared by Professor Tran Van Dinh, National
Institute of Administration. Only a typewritten manuscript of
the English translation is available; however a related study
prepared for a forthcoming UNE3CO conference in New Delhi in
December on urbanization should be in printed form.
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distinguishes municipal from provincial organization; as.does, of
course, the more limited geographical area subject to municipzl
administration. The municipalities serve only urbanized areas.

To facilitate the administration of municipal affairs, the
municipalities contain a series of subdivisions. The first two
levels of these subdivisions for all four municipalities are
shown in Figure 5. As can be noted, the pattern varies
considerably among the four. 3Saigon, for example, although by
far the most populous unit contains only eight units--districts--
on the first level of subdivisions while Da-Nang has 27 units
bearing a different title of "Khu-Pho," and Hue, three police
districts. Presumably their organizational arrangements differ
as well as their titles and numbers.

The administrative divisions below these levels was not
reported. If the developing pattern in Saigon exists in the other
units, thére are at least two additional organizations--~the Khom
and the Lien-Gia--that directly connect each family with the
municipal administrative system. A similar pattern exists in the
rural villages but it is less complex--in most villages the Khom
is not needed since it is merely an intermediate unit.

Regional distribution. A glance at the map shows that no

municipality is located in the large and populous area south of
Saigon. Two are located in the northern lowland area.and'the
third in the Highlands. Saigon, located between SVN-West and
SVN-Zast, serves as a dividing point between the ricelands of

the delta and the foothills of the Highlands.
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Population characteristics. Because of the tremendous

difference between Saigon and the three municipalities, gener-
alizations about population characteristics of the four units
are not worthwhile. (See Figure 2.) With almost 86 per cent
of the municipal population, Saigon far outranks the other units.
Among, the three, lesser units, Dalat in turn alsoc is far out-
ranked which suggests that three population classifications

would be needed to properly describe the four municipalities.

Figure 5
_MUNICIPALITIJS: SUBDIVISIONS
October 30, 19597

municipality First Level No. Second Level No.
Saigon Districts 8 Phuong 41
Da Nang Khu Pho 27 Phuong 1138
Hue Police Phuong 21
Districts - an 11
Dalat Khu Pho 10 Hamlets..o . . 457
Lang 1 Khu 1

+Approximate date

4Plus one resicdential area for military personnel

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet=-Nam.
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The Districts

In the aduninistrative hierarchy of field administration in
Viet-Nam, the district is located immediately below the provincial
level. As shown in the preceding discussion, the title of
"district™ is also used by the Prefecture of Saigon and '"police
district™ by the municipality of Hue, but these municipal
districts were not included in the following discussion.

Organization and administration

Like the province, the district organization is headed by
an executive--the district chief--appointed by the Central
Government. Like his superior, the district chief assumes
responsibility for general administration, including supervision
of the inferior units of administration within his jurisdiction,
and the coordination of the various offices and technical
services that have been established in his organigzation. Also
like the province chief, he may be either a civil servant or a
military officer; if the latter, he usually holds the rank of
lieutenant or captain. 1In some provinces almost all district
chiefs are military officers. He serves for an indefinite term.

The number and types of services found in the district
organization depends upon the judgments of the higher adminis-
trators, that is, the provincial and Ceéntral administrators in
the various services and departments. The actual organization,

therefore, varies from district to district.
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There are, however, certain services found in most districts:
mainly, collection of vital statistics, supervision of local
taxation and budgetary activities, adjudication of minor civil
and criminal cases, and administration of local security. Such
services as public health, agricuvltural extension, and public
works may be added depending on local needs and availability of
personnel.

Unlike the provincial.administration, the districts do not
enjoy budgetary and taxation powers. Their financial support
comes from the provincial budget and from assessments pro-fated'“”'
among the villages within their jurisdiction.

Regional distribution

lhe two regions of SVN-West and the Central Lowlands:
contain almost three-fourths of the Nation's districts. SVN-
West has 81l districts and the Central Lowlands, 72. Only 18
districts are found in the Highlands region even though its area
is large. This distribution indicates, of course, that area
itself is not a significant determinant of the distribution of
districts.

It is apparent that the number of districts in any one
province can vary considerably. In three provinces there are only
two: districts each while at the other extreme two provinces have
12 districts each. For the 37 provinces the mean is 5.6

districts per province and the median, 5.Z2.



DISTRICTS:

Figure 6
REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION
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October 30, 1959F

Viet-Nam: 209 Provincial Mean: 5,6 Median: 5.2
l. Highlands 3. Central Lowlands
Quang Duc 3 Ninh Thuan 3
Lam Dong 2 Binh Thuan 7
Tuyen Duc 3 Quang Tri 7
Kontum A Khanh Hoa 5
Darlac 3 Phu Yen 6
Pleiku 3 Thua Thien 9
S Quang Ngai 11
Total ~ _1& Binh Dinh 12
¥33¥ 3 Quang Nam 12
ledian 3 Total “22
Fean g8
Median 7
2. SVN-Zast 4. SVN-West
Binh Tuy 3 Kien Tuong &
Phuoc Long L Kien Phong 4L
Binh Long 2 An Xuyen 6
Phuoc Thanh 3 Kien Giang g
Long Khanh 2 Phong Dinh 5
Phuoc Tuy 6 Long An &
Bien Hoa 3 Vinh Binh 9
Tay Ninh A Vinh Long 6
Binh Duong 8 Kien Hoa 7
Gia Dinh 6 ga Xu¥en &
inh Tuong 7 .
Total 25 An Giang _9
Nean 3-8 Total 81
Median 3.5 ota =
Mean 6.8
Median 7.0
TApproximate date
Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,

Republic of Viet-Nam.
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Population Characteristics

Even though there is a far greater number of districts
than provinces, it is equally difficult to generalize about
district population characteristics. The distribution does not
readily lend itself to such measurements as means and medians
which are most useful when data fall into a pattern of a "bell-
shaped” curve or reflect a "central-tendency" charaptgpigpic.
Although the means and medians have been computed as shown in
Figure 7, they need to be weighed not only against eéch other
hut also against the final column which shows the actval range
of district populations. In addition, the analyses presented in
Figure & should also be noted. a |

Like the provincial population pattern, there is a tre-‘.
mendous difference between the least and the most populous
districts in Viet-Nam. The least populous district, located in
Phuoc Long province, has a population of 1,300; making a great
contrast is a district in the suburban province of Gia Dinh with
a population of almost 190,000. Its population is about 145
times larger than that of the Phuoc Long district.

The other major characteristic of district populations is
the lack of any "central tendency" in_the variations. This is
shown in 3Section (a) of Figure 8. Rather than a large concen-
tration of districts in the middle-ranges, there is almost an
equal number in each population range of 10,000 .each. In fact
there are 19 districts with less than 10,000 population, between
30,000 and 40,000, and between 40,000 and S0,00d; and the number

of districts in the other ranges does not vary greatly from 19.
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Figure 7
DISTRICTS: POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS
October 30, 1959°
District Population
Region No. Mean lMedian Range
Highlands 18 29,950 23,750 7,753 -~ 109,097
SVN-East. . 38 49,705 39,333 . 1,278 --.190,065
Central i
Lowlands 72 55,984 b, 375 3,437 -~ 183,526
SVN-West 81 70,098 78,571 &,091 -~ 171,535
Viet-Nam 209 58,102 50,000 1,278 ~-- 190,085
+Approximate date
Source: Records of the hational Institute of Statistics,

Republic of Viet-Nam.
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Figure 8
DISTRICTS: BY POFULATIOW RALGZS

October 30, 19597

Population in thousands

0- 10- 20- 30- 40- 50- 60- 70- 80- 90- 100
9 19 29 39 49 59 69 79 83 99 Up Total

{a) Frequency
Highlands 3 5 1 - - - 1 - 1 18
S¥k-Tast 10 2 5 3 5 2 1 2 2 2 I 38
Central
* Lowlzands 5 12 10 & 8 I 3 5 4L L 11 72
SVN-Jest 1 6 b 7 5 7 1, & 7 7 15 81

Total 19 25 23 19 19 13 18 15 14 13 31 209

(b) Percentages

Highlands 17% 284 22 % 17% 6 % - - - 6% - 6% 1007
SVh-Zast 26 5 13 8 13 5% 3% 6% 6 6% 11 100
Central

Lowlands 7 17 14 &5 11 6 L 7 6 6 15
SVL-West 1 7 5 9 6 9 17 10 9 9 19

Total 9% 124 11 % 2% 9% 6% 9% 7% 7% 6% 15% ___ __

A P -

(c) Cumulative Percentages
Population less than: {in thousands)

10 20 30 L0 50 60 70 80 90 100 200

o f . } ' “)'\J L T 1

Highlands 17% 45% 67 % 84 % ---- 90 aw-- -= 36 -~ 100%
SVh-Zast 26 31 L4 52 65% 70%73% 79% 85% 91% 100
Central

Lowlands 7 24 38 L6 57 63 67 74 80 E6 100
SVH-West 1 8 13 22 28 37 54 64, 73 82 100

Total 9% 21% 32 % L1%50% 56%65% 72% 79% 854 100%

*Approximate date

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statisties,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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The Cantons

While the canton still exists, its role in local adminis-
tration has greatly diminished. More and more its functions are
being taken over by the district, the next higher unit. Its
complete elimination is under consideration by the Central
Government.

Organization and administration

In the absence of any detailed description of current organi-
zation, it is difficult to generalize about the cantons.
Knowledge about a few cantons suggests that the typical canton
consists, in addition to a canton chief and a clerk, of possibly
two deputy canton chiefs. While the canton chief is empowered to
select his own clerk, he and his deputies are appointed by the
province chiefs. If an office exists, it may be located in the
home of the canton chief or some other villager, or in the
village hall, or even in a district headquarters. It has been
customary to fill the cantonsl offices with recognized community
leaders such as village councilors.

Cantonal administration has a two-fold objective--to assist
the village councils and villagers in their affairs and to assist
the district in a capacity somewhat similar to that provided
by the four régional delegates for the Central Government, that
is, by inspection and coordination. - Asslstance to the villagers
is provided mainly by serving as an unofficial appeals court for

civil disputes heard at the hamlet and village lelvels. District



2l

chiefs may depend upon the cantonal officials for periodic
inspection of financial and other records in the villages. 1In
addition, they may supervise village programs of special interest
to the district administration, such as local arrangements for
the reception of a high official. Because of the problems of
subversive activity, presumably some cantons in the southern
provinces have been given additional responsibilities in an
effort to strengthen local lines of administration and defense.
In general the cantons, like the districts, depend upon
assessments levied against the villages for their financing.
The canton officials receive an allowance which, although modest,
1s greater than that granted village officials.

Regional distribution

Unlike districts and provinces, the cantons are not found
throughout all of rural Viet-Nam. Ten provinces reported the
complete absence of cantonal units and some provinces, especially
in the Central Lowlands, use them only in the more isolated,
mountainous areas where communications between districts and
villages are unduly extended. As a result there are only 310
cantons in Viet-Nam and they are found in 27 of the 37
provinces.

With 152 cantons the SVN-West region has almost 50 percent
of the Nation's total. The Highlands is second with 82 cantons
~--its province of Pleikw with 25 cantons ranks first among all

provinces. Only three of the nine provinces in the Central
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Lowlands contain cantons. And it is evident that their use in
two of the three provinces is severely limited--only two

cantons were reported for Khanh Hoa province and three for

Thua Thien.
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Figure 9
CANTONS: REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION

October 30, 1959

Viet-Nam: 310 Provincial mean: &.4 Median: 7.3
Highlands Central Lowlands
uang Duc 4 Ninh Thuan -
Lam Dong 7 Binh Thuan -
Tuyen Duc 11 Quang Tri -
Kontum 20 Khanh Hoa 2
Darlac 15 Phu Yen 6
Pleiku 25 Thua Thien 3
- Quang Ngail -
Total 82 Binh Dinh -
- Quang Nam --
Mean 13.7 '
Median " 13.0 Total 11
Mean 1.2
Median 0.0
SYN-Sast SVN-West

Binh Tuy -— Kien Tuong 9
Fhuong Long 17 Kien Phong 8
Binh Long -- An Auyen --
Phuoc Thanh 3 Kien Giang -
Long Khanh 2 Phong Dirh 8
Phuoc Tuy 7 Long An 17
Bien Hoa g Vinh Binh 20
Tay Ninh a Vinh Long 22
Binh Duong 10 Kien Hoa 21
Gia Dinh 10 Ba Xuyen 16
Dinh Tuong 15
Total 65 An Giang 16
Mean 6.5 Total 152

Median 7.5 I

Mean 12.7

Median 16.0

+Approximate date

Source:

Republic of Viet-Nam.

Records of the National Institute of 3tatistics,
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The Villages

In the traditions of Viet-Nam the village is portrayed as
a highly autonomous political and administrative unit. Support-
ing this view historians explain that villages were allowed to
govern themselves providing certain demands of the rulers,
namely, a periodic financial contribution and manpower during
any periods of combat or war, were fulfilled. A key to the
autonomous nature of the village was the limited knowledge the
rulers possessed about village affairs--all of the important and
basic records, such as the lists of births and deaﬁhs and other
populztion records, never left the village. The rulers had to
accept the word of the village auvthorities as to the actval
population. Since financial contributions were based on this
factor, they, too, could be controlled by the villagers. Thus,
the traditional village is often described as having enjoyed
a political status approximating that of z:"state within a state."
Its autonomous status has been more colorfully portrayed with
the expression that the influence of the emperor Stopped at the
bamboo hedge. Currently some interest can be found 1n returning
to the era of the autonomous, traditional village.

Organization and administration

The basic elements in village organization are a village
chief, a police chief, and a finance official. Ais a group they
are called the village council. In the more populous villages

one or two additional councilors may be added. A village council
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may enjoy a staff of one or more deputies and clerks. In the
SVN-west region three special commissioners have been added for
the purpose of strengthening the role of the village council in
the anti-communist campaign. They are to deal with political
affairs, information progrems, and the youth. In contrast to
all of the other units of local administration, responsibility
is not centered in one executive; although the village chief
occupies a more elevated position, nevertheless higher authori-
ties are oftentimes inclined to charge the entire council with
the effective performance of some task.’ All members of the
village council are appointed by the province chief on the

bases of recommendations received from the district cliefs.

7Although the Central Government is encouraging the standard-
ization of village administration, many variations still exist.
For example, in the Central Lowlands province of Thua Thien
special advisory councils have been established in an experiment
to democratize local administration. Reports from other Central
Lowl=nd provinces indicated the continuation of titles, and
perheps of forms, that were abolished in the general reorgani-
zation movement in 1956 when most chief-towns were reduced from
a municipal to a village status.

The provincesof Binh Dinh and Quang-Ngai identified their
chief-towns as Thi-Xa or municipalities rather than as Xa or
villages. A still greater deviation from the village form was
suggested by the report from the northernmost province of Quang
Tri which used the former title of Nha Dai Dien Hanh Chanh or
administrative center for its chief-town. An exception to
patterns of administration in chief-towns is suggested by the
report from Khanh Hoa province in the Central Lowlands which
indicated that the chief-town consisted of two villages--Nha
Trang Fast and hha Trang West--with equal populations. No
data have been obtained about village organization in the
Highlands other than the statement that the Government is
replacing the tribal organizations with the standard form.
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The Central Government may, however, revoke his appointments, but
this power is seldom exercised. Council members receive a mocest
allowance pzid out of the village funds. The amount is deter-
mined according to regulzations set or approved by the Central
Government. The special commissioners found in the SVN-West
region receive about one-third of the amount paid to the

village councilors. Clerical and other village employees are
also paid out of villasge funds. Their compensation is
distinguished from that of the council members for it comss
under the classification of "salaries,” a more demeaning term.

In addition to the village council almost every village
contains several other administrative organizations for special
purposes, some of which may be closely supervised by the village
council. The most common are the village self-defense gvard and
the hamlet self-defense corps; a village youth and sports group;
farmers associations; and a local branch of the National
Revolutionary Movement, the major political party.

The village council participates to some extent in almost
every phase of village life. Its major activities include law
enforcement, tax collection, health, vital statisties, justice,
and public works. Because its members come from the elite of
the community, it may be expected to actively participate in
local religious as well as secular affairs. Ownership of some
agricultural and other lands gives the village council additional

status in village life.
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Like the province, the village has the powers and privi--
leges of a corporate body. It can adopt a budget, levy taxes,
. purchase and sell property, and perform other corporate functions.
All of its functions are, however, closely supervised by district
and provincial authorities. This has been especially true since
1956 when existing legal provisions were suspended pending a
general revision of village administrative regulations.

Regional distribution

Closely following the distribution of population among the
four regions, the distribution of villages shows that the two
regions--the Central Lowlands and SVN-wWest--contain 72 per cent
of the Nation's 2,579 villages. (These regions contain 80 per
cent of the provincial populetion.) Among the provinces there
is a great variation in the number of villages. Quang Duc
province in the Highlands has only 14 villages while at the
other extreme Quang Nam province in the Central Lowlands has
230 villages. DMore than one-ha2lf of the provinces contain less
than 50 villages each.

Porulation characteristics

Similar to the provincial and district patterns, the most
outstanding characteristics of ﬁillage populations is the
tremendous difference between the least and the most populous
villages. The smallest village reported‘a population of 35 while
the largest village showed a popuvlation of 91,308 which makes

it about 2,600 times the size of the smallest. A more detailed



VILLAGES:

31

Figure 10

REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION

October 30, 19597

Viet-Nam: 2,579 Provincial mean: 69,7 Median: 58.0
Highlands - Central Lowlands
<uzng Duc 14 Ninh Thuan 21
Lam dong 23 Binh Thuan 58
Tuyen Duc 27 Quang Tri 84,
Kontum 94 Khanh Hoa 95
Darlac 63 Phu Yen 70
Pleiku 122 Thua Thien 20
Suang Ngai 167
Total 343 Binh Dinh 166
Mean 57.2 Juang Nam 230
Median 45.0 Total 981,
Mean 10G.3
Median 0.0
SVN-Easgt SVN-West
Binh Tuy 17 Kien Tuong 25
Phuoc Long 15 Kien Phong 43
Binh Long 54 An Xuyen 23
Phuoc Thanh 30 Kien Giang 54
Long Khanh 16 Phong Dinh 51
Phuoc Tuy L Long An 96
Bien Hoa 51 Vinh Binh 74
Tay Ninh 49 Vinh Long 81
Binh Duong 56 Kien Hoa 115
Gia Dinh 61 Ba Xuyen 76
Dinh Tuong 124
Total 393 An Giang 27
Mean 39.3 5
Median 165 Total £59
Mean 71.6
Median 75.0

+Approximate date

Source:

Records of the Mational Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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examinotion of population distribvtions shows that populations
of less than 1,500 are found in 578 or 24 per cent of the
villages while populations of 12,000 and above are found in 138
or six per cent of the villages.

Where are the more populous villages located? Every
region contains at least one village with over 9,000 population.
The SVN-West region leads with 83 or 20 per cent of its villages
having populations of 9,000 and above. Likewise, its typical
villege--as identified by the median measurement--is consider-
2bly larger. Its population amounts to 5,360 in contrast to
3,425 for the mediezn village of the second ranking region, the

Centrel Lowlands.
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Figure 11
VILLAGES: POPULATION CHARACTEBRISTICS

October 30, 19597

= mm —a am o e e == omm mm o su me mm em owm mm oo— de mm mm

: Population (2,452 villages)

Reglon . Number ™HE T Median : Range
Highlands : 3432 : 1,572 : 1,164 : 35 -- 27,018
SYN-East © 389 i 4,855 : 2,79 : 66 -- 91,308
Central ; :

Lowlands ¢ 984 : 4,181 : 3,425 : 62 —- 49,923

SVN-West : 658 : 6,617 : 5,360 : 298 -- 44,622

Viet-Nam 2,574 : 4,747 : 3,848 : 35 -- 91,308

W M D S S S e G AR M kS e e e S D T S e e s S S G T N M M e e SR AR M M W

#Includes Pleiku province - 122 villages which are not in
median and range analyses.

+Approximate date

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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Figure 12
VILL1GES: POFULATION CHARACTERISTICS
October 30, 19597
(a) Frequency
Population in thousands

0-.1.5 3.0 4.5 6.0 7.5 9.0 .10,5 :12.0
1.4 2.9 4.4 5.9 7.4 8.9 .10.4:'11.9 + up Total

Highlands 143 53 14 8 1 1 - - 1 221
SOVN-Fast 126 80 59 L 15 17 15 10 23 389
Central

Lowlands 286 164 150 149 9L 56 32 22 31 984

SVN~iest 23 114 197 165 115 75 62 2L g3 858

Viat-Nam 578 411 420 366 225 149 109 56 136 24528

Highlands 65 24 6% 4% 1% 1% -- -- 1% 10044
SVN-East 32 20 15 11 " I L% 3% 6 100+
Central

Lowlands 29 17 15 15 10 6 3 2 3 100+
SVN-West 3 13 23 19 13 9 ! 3 10 100+

Viet-Nam 248 178 17%__15% _ 9% _ 6%__ 4% ___ 2% 6% 100+

R - S A 3} § A

(c) Cumulative Percentages
Population less than: (in thousands)

1.5 3.0 4.5 6.0 7.5 9.0 10.5 12.0 92

Highl-nds 65% 89% 95% 99% 100%

SUN-nast 32 52 67 78 82 8% 90% 93%  99% 199%
Central

Lowlands 29 L6 61 76 86 92 a5 97 100 100
SVN-test 3 16 39 58 71 80 &7 90 100 100

Viet-Nam L% L14 58% 73% 82% 88% 92% 94L% 100% 100%

+Approximate date

8Exclusive of the 122 villages in Pleiku province and five
other villages for which population data were not obtainable

source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nham.



35

The Hamlets

While the inclination is to picture a hamlet as a small
rural settlement, a surprisingly large proportion of the hamlets
are highly urbanized. What has happened is that the adminis-
trative concept of a hamlet has been maintained even after agri-
¢ultural areas and small séttlements have. become commercial centers.
Thus, when walking along the street of a large market town one
might pass unknowingly from one hamlet to another. In turn, the
acceptance of a2 distinction between the social and administrative
hamlets has enabled some smaller villages to subdivide even their
small settlements into two or more "administrative” hamlets.
Although a2s yet no legal base has been constrvcted, the hamlet
has become an important element in the system of local adminis-
tration in Viet-Nam.

Given the absence of a legal base, it is not surprising
that considerable veriation in hamlet titles--and probably in
organization--exists. Altogether, 16 different titles were
reported for units below the village level, s shown in Figurc 13.
Perhaps, some of thsse should have been classified as units
either above or below the hamlet level, but without additional
information as to their characteristics no reasonable bases for
differentiating could be constructed. The most outstanding
variation occurred in the Central Lowlands which reported ove:r
2,300 Thon, a unit that can be best described, given the
limitations of present information, 2s an "extended hamlet.™ A

few additional commaents need to be offered azbout this unit.
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Figure 13

TITLES OF UNITS CLaSSIFIED AS HAMLETS

IN THIS REPORT

(See Appendix 7 for more detail)
Unit title Literal translation
1. Buon "Willage of Highlanders™
<. Ho "4 small quarter; a group of
families living in a predominantly
urban or market area®
3. HKhom "Group of families™
L. Khu MZone; area”
5. Khu Cho "Market area'
&. Khu pho "Urban residential quarter"
7. Khu wvuc "A region having definite
boundaries™
&. Lang Willage®
9. Lien thon "Inter-Thon group"
10. Lien thuyen "Inter-boat group"
11. Pho "A row of residences along a street®
12. Phuong "Occupational group; guvild"
13. Soc "Hamlet of Highlanderst
14. Thon MWillage"
15. Van "Fishing settlement™"
16, ZXom "Hamlet"
Source: Titles - Records of the National Institute of

Statistics, Republic of Viet-Nam.
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Figure 14
CENTRAL LOWLANDS: HA~L2TS, THON, and BUON
BY PROVINCE
October 30, 19597

Province Hamlets Thon Buon Total
Ninh-Thuan 35 90 125
Binh Thuan 235 - 235
Quang lri 272 317 589
Khanh Hoa 160 199 30 396
Fhu Yen 231 242 91 564
Thua Thien 195 403 624
Quang Ngai 460 310 770
Binh Dinh 493 669 1,173
Quang Nam 998 109 _ 1,141

3,079 2,339 121 5,539

+Approximate date

478 additional units were reported but classification could
not be determined.

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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This mixture of ordinary hamlets and thon in the Central
Lowlands points up the transitional period of local adminis-
tration in that area. The origin of this period 1s the advent
of the Viet-dMinh following World War II. Under that regime many
of the smaller villages were consolidated in the Central Lowlands
region to form more efficient units--the former villeges which
were c2lled thon became parts of larger villages called lien-xa
or group of villages. The impact of this reorgasnization on
socic-adninistrative patterns undoubtedly varied considerably
from area to area, even within the same province. In some cases
probebly all vestiges of the former patterns were destroyed while
in othars many remained. Thus, the mixture of thon and ap
(hzmlet) still is found. 'his mixture is found not only within
districts but even within villages--several villages reportead
both thon a2nd ap as equal units; others indicated that the latter
were subordinate units of the former.

To develop some additional insight into this mixture, a

compzrison was made of the population characteristics of the

Centrzl Lowland thon vis a vis the hanlets. Fresumably the thon
being former villages should be more populous than the hamlets,
and the general pattern of population distributions shows that
on the whole the thon are more popuvlous than the hamlets. As
shown in Figure 15, L3 per cent of the thon in contrast to 56
per cent of the hamlets had less than 500 population. That this
difference in population pstterns is meaningful--that is, that

it resulted from some cavse such as a tendency to view the more
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Figure 15

HALETS,THON and BUON

BY POFULATION RANGES

October 30, 1959°

(a) Frecuency

0 500 1000 1500.2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000
499 999 1499 1999 2499 2999 3499 3999 4499 4999 Up Total

Thon 1009 579 362 182 96 42 26 18 11 5 9 2339
Hamlets 1728 706 348 160 66 31 13 5 3 5 1y 3079
Buon 120 1 121
Central

Lowlands 2857 1286 710 342 162

Emm e e e o e Y o o m— e = e AL b e e e e e SR R A e . e e Ee e . e e = S - o = e e R A - —— — —y =—
e = e a2

(b) Percentages

X = less than 1%

Thon L34 25 16% 6% 4% 2% 1% 1% X% X% %% 100%
Hamlet 56 23 11 5 2 1 X X X X X 100
Buon 9 1

Towlonds 524 234 138 6% 3% 1% 18 X# Xf X% X% 100%

A ey o i o e ok e i M e m— e e A W E R e e e ik gy R e e e === =

(c) Cumulative Percentages
Population less than:

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000 17,G00

Thon L34 684 84L% 92 % 96% 98 % 99% 100 %
Homlet 56 79 90 95 97 98 -- 99 -~ 1000/0
Buon 99 100 : ' : ' -
Central

Lowlands 52% 75% 88% 94 % 97% 98 % 99% 100 %

e = B R R R
4+ 1 -t T -t e ]

*Approximate date

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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populous settlements as thon in preference to hamlets--was
supported with the use of statistical measurements. 7Thus, one
crn conclude that on the whole units in the Central Lowlands
reported as thon do differ from the hamlets, at least in terms of
their total population characteristic znd probably in other
charzcteristics also.

Orgrnizetion and adainistration

While some of the larger hamlets may have & more complex
orgenizetion, usually the hamlet unit is adainistered by only one
cdministrator--the hamlet chief--working on & part-time basis.
The hamlet chief is a resident of his unit, probably in fact one
of the community leaders. He is appointed by the district chief
who considers recommendations from the village council. Usvally
his home serves as his officé. He receives a small allowance--
hardly above the token level--from the provincial administration.
Until recently not even this was granted.

£lthough only a part-time administrator, the hamlet chief
becomes involved in most phases of village administrative life
for he is a 'igeneralist" or field officer at the hamlet level.
Any member of the village council may call upon him for assist-
ance. In the regions where security is a major concern, most of
his attention perforce is directed toward supervising the hamlet
self-defense corps and in general assisting the village police.
Costs of any hamlet activities are usually paid by ad hoc contri-

butions of the residents; the hamlets do not enjoy budgetary

powers.
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Regional distribution

what is most impressive about the distribution is the sheer
magnitude of the number of hamlets in the various regions. SVN-
West has over 6,600 and the Central Lowlands, 5,606. Although
the number is considerably lower, the Highlends still contain a
large number of hamlets--close to 1,700. Likewise the number
within some provinces reaches a major dimension--in three
provinces the number is close to 1,200 each, and in 16 of the 37
provinces the number exceeds 400 hamlets.

Since the number of hsmlets is presumably determined largely
by population, it is not surprising that the greztest concentra-
tions are found in the most populous regions and provinces. The
mean for the Central Lowlands provinces is 624 and for the SVi-
West provinces, 555 hamlets. The lowest number of hamlets per
province is found in Phuoc Long province which reported only 70
hamlets.

Population characteristics

Although 50 per cent of the hamlets in Viet-Nam have
populations less than 500, there are 77 hamlets whose popﬁlations
exceed 5,000. One hamlet, in fact, contains a population of
almost 17,000 (located in Gia Uinh province) and three of the
four regions reported at least one hamlet each with a population
in excess of 16,000, Since at the other extreme a hamlet with a
population of only four persons is found, the tremendous range
in populations becomes one, if not the most, outstanding

characteristic of hamlets.
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Figure 16
HAMLETS: REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION

October 30, 1959

Viev-ham: 16,398 Mean: 455.5 Median 382.5
1. Highlands 3. Central Lowlznds
Jueng Duc 211 Ninh Thuan 125
Lam Dong _72 Binh Thuan 235
Tuyen Duc 291 Quang Tri 589
Kontum 527 Khanh Hoa 396
Derlac 395 Phu Yen 564
Pleiku (Not reported} Thua Thien 621
Quang Ngai 770
Total 1696 Binh Dinh 1173
‘ Quang Nam 1141
Mean 339.2
Median 291.0 Total 5617
Mean 624 .1
Median 589.0
2. SVN-Fast L. OVN-Wast
Binh Tuy 122 ' Kien Tuong 203
Phuoc Long 70 Kien Phong 176
Binh Lona 238 An Xuyen 286
Phuoc Thanh 135 Kien Giang 328
Long Khanh 101 Phong Dinh 14
Phuoc Tuy 264 Long An 52
Bien Hoa 204 Vinh Binh 708
TZy Ninh 370 Vinh Long 470
Binh Duong 325 Kien Hoa 880
Gia dJinh 4,87 Ba Xuyen 674
: Dinh Tuong 1155
Total 2426 An Giang 504
rlean 242.6 Total 6659
siedian 259.0 siean 551,.9
Median 491.5

+Approximate date

Source: HRecords of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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In general the more populous hamlets are found in the
SVN-West region, where populations less than 500 are found in
only 34 per cent of the hamlets. In sharpest contrast, 95 per
cent of the Highland hamlets contain populations under 500.
Furthermore, close to 30 per cent of the SVN-West hamlets, in
contrast to 23 per cent of the Nations, have populations in

excess of 1,000.
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Fipure 17

MAMLETS: POPUL,.TION CHARECTERISIICS
October 30, 19597

Region ; Number ; Population
: Mean ¥edian Range

Highlands : 1,696% : 2108 267 6 —= 7,LbL
SVN-East @ 2,260 i 774C 458 7 -- 16,895
Central ; ;

Lowlands : 5,6179 :  732° L85 b -- 16,161
SVN-West  : 6,659T @ 853 708 32 -- 16,441
Viet-Nam : 16,398 : 733 506 L -- 16,895

tipproximate date

@Includes 6 hamlets having no population breakdown.
Population for the 6 was 1601.

bIncludes 35 hamlets not used in population analyses
other than the mean.

Cixcluded was population of 11,357 reported for military
families not included in any nhamlet tabulations.

dIncludes 78 hamlets and thon not used in population
analyses other than the mean.

®Excluded military-fzmily population of 3,500,

fIneludes 313 hamlets not used in population analyses
other then the mean.

BLess Pleiku.

Source: Hecords of the National Institute of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.
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Fizure 18

HuaL2TS: POPULLTION CHLRACTERISTICS
October 30, 1959%

(a) Freguency

Population

0- 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000
k99 _999 1499 1999 2499 2999 3499 3999 4499 4999 Up Totel

Highlanda 1581 76 13 7 6 2 ) I 1 -- 3 1690

SVN-East 1305 591 234 105 54 32 20 7 7 9 27 23912
Cantral

Lowlands 2657 1286 710 342 162 73 39 23 1, 10 23 5536

SVN-West 2189 2364 1005 399 172 & 39 L2 12 11 2L 63L6D

Viet-Nam 7932 4317 1962 853 394 196 99 72 34 30 77 1596¢€

o T o o T e R p———

{(b) Percentages X = less than 1%

% g% A g%

Highlands 94% 54 X% X% X% X% X% -
SVN~Last 55 25 10 L 2 1 1 X
Central

Lowlands 52 23 13 6 3 1 1 XL
SVN-~iWest 34 37 16 6 3 1 1 -

oY
"
™
oY
R

Viet-Kam 50% 27% 12% 5% 2% 1% 1% X% X% X% X% 100+%

=4S R A N Y 7 -} 1

{(c) Cumulative Percentages
Population less than:

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 LOOO L500 5000 17,000

Hizhlands 94% 99% --% --% ~-% --% --% --% --% --% 100¢%
SVN-East 55 8 90 94, 96 97 98 - -~ 99

100
Central N
Lowlends 52 75 & 9, 97 98 99 - o -a 100
SVN-West 34 71 87 93 96 97 98 99 .- 100 100

Viet-Nam 50% 77% £9% 94% 96% 9% 96% --% --% --% 100 %

*Approximate date
435 hamlets not having populstion breakdowns were excluded

b313 hamlets not having population brezkdowns were excluded.

Source: Records of thé.kational Institute -of:Statistics,
flepublic of Viet-Nam.
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Summary

In the preceding analyses the approach was on a unit
bnsis, beginning with the provinces and municipalities. In
the following table the same data have been presented but on

a regional bases in order to show the entire array of local

units by region.
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Figure 19
LOCAL UNITS: REGIOMAL DISTRISUTION™*
October 30, 19597

{a) Highlands - 6 Provinces Per Province
Total Mean Median Range
Districts 18 3.0 3.0 2 = L
Cantons 82 13. 13.0 L - 25
Villages 343 57.2 45.0 14 - 122
Hamletsa 1,696 339.2 291.0 211 -~ 52
(b) .SVN-East - 10 Provinces
Districts 38 3.8 3.5 2 - 8
Cantons 65 6.5 7.5 0 - 10
Villages 393 39.3 L6.5 15 - 51
Hamlets 2,426 242.6 259.0 70 - 437
(¢) -Céntral Lowlands - 9 Provinces.
Districts 72 8.0 7.0 3 - 12
Cantons 11 1.2 0.0 0 - 6
Villages 984 109.3 . 90.0 R4 - 230
Hamlets 5,617 624.1 589.0 125 - 1,173
(d) SVN-West - 122 Provinces
Districts 81 6.8 7.0 b - 9
Cantons 152 12.7 16.0 0 - 22
Villages 859 71.6 75.0 23 ~ 124
Hamlets = 6,659 55L.9 491.5 176 ~ 1,155
Viet-Nam = 37b Provinces
Districts 209 5.6 5.2 2 - 12
Cantons 310 8.4 7.3 0 - 25
Villages 2,579 69.7 58.0 14 - 230
Hamlets 16,398 455.5 382.5 70 - 1,173

e P Y Py s T T )

8Pjeiku province not included.
bCon Son province excluded.
*tiprroximate date

**Exclusive of the four municipalities: Highlands - 1; SVN - 1;
Central Lowlands - 2; SVN-West - O.

Source: Records of the National.Institute:of Statistics,
Republic of Viet-Nam.



48

=

Figure 20

LOCAL UNITS: POPULATION CHAR:ZCTZRISTICS*?
October 30, 19597

(a) Highlands Population
. Number . Mean Median _ Range
Provinces. .6 89,851 66,134 27,000 - 183,067
Districts 18 29,950 23,750 7,753 - 85,566
Villages 3433 1,572 1.164 35 - 27,018
Hamlets 1,696 210 267 __é_:___ZLE&&
(g) SVN-East
Provinces 10 188,879 103,088 34,083 - 643,877
Districts 38 49,705 38,333 1,278 - 190,085
Villeges 389, 4,855 2,79 66 - 91,308
_ Hemlets 2,4267 T e b58 7. - 16,895
{c) Central Lowlands ,
Provinces 9 457,130 341,345 123,623 - 939,761
Districts 72 55,981 ivly, 375 3,437 &:183,526
Villages Q8. 4,181 3,425 62 - 49,923
__ demlets 5,017° 732 . L85 b - 136,161
(d) SVN-West
Provinces 128 473,166 503, 827 54,333 - 801,477
Districts 81 70,098 78,571 8,091 - 171,535
Villages 858 6,617 57360 298 - Ll,622
_.-domlets 0,039 .. .85 . 705 __32- 16,441
Viet-liam
Provinces 37 330,253 271,944 27,000 - 939,761
Districts 209 58,102 50,000 1,278 - 190,055
Villages 2,574 by 747 3,848 35 - 91,308
Hemlets 16,398 733 506 b - 16,895
8Tncludes 122 villages not included in medisn and range analyses

blLess Pleiku province. . .
Cixcluded Pleiku province end 6 of the
dIncludes 35 hamlets used only in mean
€Includes 78 hamlets used only in mean

fCon 3on province excluded.
EIncludes 313 hanlets used only in mean population analyses.

TApproximate date

" **Exclusive of the four municipalities:
Saigon, 1
Daneng, 110,306 and Hue, 102,814.

Records of the Natjonal Institute.of Statistics,

L9,478; SVN-East:

Source:

fepublic of Viet-Nam.

1,696 hamlets.
population analyses.
population analyses.

Highlands-Dalat,
»400,000; Central Lowlands:
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Appendix A

DISTRICTS: By province and region

Population in 1,000's

October 30, 1959 ¥

CENTRAL 0= 10-| 20-~| 30-| 40-| 50~ 60f 70-{ 80=( 90 (100 :

HIGHLANDS 9 19 [ 29 | 39 | 49 | 59 | 69 | 79 | 89 | 99 |-up |Total
Quang Duc 2 1 5

Lam Dong 1 1l 2 :

Tuyen Duc 2 1 3 %

Kontum 1 2 1 4 |

|

Darlac 1 1l 1l >

Pleiku 1 1 | 1| 3,

;

!

Total 3 5( 4| 3| 1 1 1|18 |

!

17%{ 28%) 22%: 17%| 6% 6% 6%
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DISTRICTS: By province and region
| Population in 1,000's
O 10-| 20-| 30-| 40-| 50-| 60-| 70-| 80-| 90-}100
9 |19 [ 29 | 39 | 49 | 59 |69 | 79 | 89 | 99 [-up [Total
|
i
SVN-EAST ’
Binh Tuy 3 3
Phuoe Long 3 1 4
Binh Long 1 1 2
Phuoc Thanh 2 1 3
Long Khanh 1 1 2
Phuce Yuy 3 1 2 o)
Bien Hoa 1 1 1 3
Tay Winh 1 1 1 1 4
Binh Duong 1| 1| 1 1 1 5 |
Gia Pinh 1 1 1 1 2 6
[ .
Total 10 2 5 3 5 2 1 2 2 2 4 28
26%| 5% 13%| 84 134 5% 3% 5% 5% 5% 114
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DISTRICTS: By province and region
Population in 1,000's
O- | 10-| 20-] 30-| 40-| 50-| 60-| 70-| 80-| 90 | 100
9 19 29 39 | 49 59 69 | 79 | 89 | 99 | -up|Total
CENTRAL
LOWLANDS
Ninh Thuan 1 1 1 3
Binh Thuan 1 2 2 1 1 7
Queng Tri 1 | 2 2 2 7 &
Khanh Hoa 2 2 1 5 b
Phu Yen 1 1 1 1 1 1 6
Thua Thien 1 1 1 4 2 9
Queng Ngai | 1 | 2 |1 |1 |1 2 | 3 %11 c
Binh Dinh 1 |1 |2 |1 |1 1| 1| 4 j12¢
Quang Nam 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 3 ;12 €
Total | 5 [12 |10 [ 6 |8 | 4 |3 |5 |4 |4 |11 72
. |
% |17 |14% | 8% |11% | 6% | 4% | 7% | 6% | 6% |15% 101
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DISTRICTS: By province and region

Population in 1,000's

0- [ 10-| 20-| 30-| 40-| 50-| 60-| 70-| 80-| 90-|100 °
9 |19 |29 ) 39 | 49 | 59 | 69 | 79 | 89 | 99 | -up : Totel
SVN-WEST |
Kien Tuong 1l 3 E 4
Kien Fhong 2 1 1| 4
An Xuyen 1 2 1 1 1 6
Kien Giang 1 1 1 1 3 1 8
Phong Dinh 1 1 1 2 5
Long An 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 8
Vinh Binh 1 1 1 5 1 9
Vinh Long 1 1 2 2 6
Kien Hoa | 1 2 1 1 1 1 7
Ba Xuyen 1 1 3 1 1l 1l 8
Dinh Tuong 1 2 1 3 | 7
An Giang ‘ | 2 2 1 4 § 9
Total (1 | 6 | 4 |7 |5 |7 1|8 7 |7 |15 &
12| 7%] 5% | 9% | 6% | 9¢ rlﬁ%lﬂ% 9%i 9%,19% 101

a. ot included in any district was the provincial chief-town of
Quang Tri, pop. 9,333. It was reported as Nha Dai Dien Hanh
Chanh or administrative center (rough translation).

b. Not included in any district was the provincial chief-town of
I'ha Trang. It was reported as consisting of two villages:
Nha Trang East, pop. 24,796 and Nha Trang West, pop. 24,791.

cen/ o
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¢. Hdot included in any district was the provincial chief-town
of Quang Ngai (reported as Cam Thanh), pop. 7,822. It was
reported as the Thi Xa of Quang Ngai.

d. 1Includes the provincial chief-town of Qui Nhon, pop. 28,778,
reported as a Thi Xa or city.

e. Not included in any district was the provincial chief-town
of Hoi An, pop. 16,586, It was reported as. Iinh Ly or chief-
town. '

k. Approximate date.

Source: Records of National Institute of Statistics; Saigon.
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VILLAGES: By Province, Region, and Nation
October 30, 1959%
Population in 1,000's
Q= 1.5 3.0 L.5 6.0 7.5 9.0 (10.5 |1z2.0
1.4 | 2.9 I 4.4 | 5.9 | 7.4 | 8.9 [10.4 |11.9 {over |(Total
CENTRAL
LOWLANDS3
Ninh Thuan 1 8 3 7 - 2 2 - 1 24
Binh Thuan 13 16 15 9 2 - 1 - 2 58
Quang Tri 18 2l 23 12 3 2 2 - - 8,
Khanh Hoa 36 26 19 10 1 1l - - 2 95
Phu Yen 2, 5 g 11 6 3 2 6 5 70
Thua Thien 12 16 13 21 16 A A 3 1 90
Quang Ngai 56 19 21 25 1, 22 7 2 1 | 167
Binh Dinh 73 9 11 12 19 15 7 7 13 | 166
Quang Nam 53 L1 37 L2 33 7 7 L 6 , 230
Total | 164 149 56 22 1 3 E 98y

286

150

o

32




VILLAGES: By Province, Region, and Nation

Population in 1,000's

0= 1.5 | 3.0 | 4.5 6.0/ 7.5| 9.0 | 10.5 1£T6~mh“mm
1.4 | 2.9 | 4.4 | 5.9 7.4 8.9| 10.4| 11.9 oveg Total
=
SVN-WEST :
Kien Tuong 10 9 3 2 - 1 - - - 2b
Kien Phong 1 1 13 10 6 3 4 3 2 | 43
An Xuyen - - 1 1 3 - 6 1 11 23 ;
Kien Giang 2 5 8 6 8 5 12 1 6 53 1%
Phong Dinh - 3 3 10 7 8 5 1 14 |51
Long An 2 19 31 18 11 9 2 2 2 é 96
Vinh Binh - 2 12 19 12 16 7 3 3 i 74
Vinh Long - 5 22 22 15 6 4 1 6 81
Kien Hoa 4 28 32 27 11 7 2 1 3 §115
Ba Xuyen - 8 13 10 14 7 4 7 13 % 76
Dinh Tuong 2 22 39 28 18 7 2 1 5 124 é
An Giang 2 |12 |20 |12 10 6 | 14 3 | 18 97
Total 23 114 197 165 115 | 75 | 62 24 83 858 5
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VILLAGES: By Prowince, Region, and Nation
Population in 1,000's
O- | 1.5 | 3.0 | 4.5 | 6.0/ 7.5| 9.0} 10.5] 12.0!
1.4 2.9 | 4.4 5.9 T-4| 8.9| 10.4| 11.9] over|Total

HIGHLANDS
Quang Duc 7 5 2 - - - - - - 14
Lam Dong 7 7 6 3 - - - - - 23
Tuyen Duc 15 6 2 3 1 - - - - 27
Kontum 89 4 - - - 1 - - - 94
Darlac 25 31 4 2 - - ~ - 1 632
Pleiku Not reported b

Total  |143 | 53 | 14 8 1] 1 - - 1 221
SVN-BEAST
3inh Tuy 10 5 - 1 - - 1 - - 17
Phuoc Long 5 3 5 1 - - - - - 12
Binh Long 40 8 3 1 - 2 - - - . 3¢
Phuoc Thanh | 15 9 4 1 - - 1| - -0
Long Xhanh 2 6 4 1 1 - - 1 1 16 .
Phuoc Tuy | 18 6 | 10 6 -] 2 101 | - 4e
Bien Hoa 11 17 7 8 1 2 2 - 3 5. |
Tay kinh 11 8 4 5 5 3 2 2 6 45d
Binh Duong 9 9 11 | 11 4| 3 5| 2 2 55
Gia Dinh 5 | 9 |11 | g 41 5 30 4 111 | e |

fotal 126 , 80 59 44 15 | 17 15 | 10 23 + 383
VIET-NAM iS?? P 411 1420 ;3?6 225 1149 108 56 138 12452
SRAND TODAL iEUnlts,not reporter in a?ove thle E 127 |

, u

4.

2579



B=4

X Approximate date
a. Plus 1 village
b. Pleiku reported 122 villages
¢. Plus 1 village
d. Plus 3 villages

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
The Republic of Viet-Nam.



Appendix C

VILLAGES: By Province and Region. Percentages
October 30, 1959%
Population in 1,000's
0- | 1.5-| 3.0-| 4.5-{ 6.0- 7.5-| 9.0-|10.5-] 12.0;.._.T0ta1,
1.4 2.9 4.4 5.9 7.4 | 8.9 [10.4 |11.9 |~over Numbeﬁ
o/o | ofo | o/o | o/c | o/o | o/o | o/o | o/o | o/o ;
i
HIGHLANDS :
Quang Duc 49 35 14 - - - - - - 14
Lam Dong 30 30 25 13 - - - - - 23 é
Tuyen Duc 56 22 7 11 4 - - - - 27 l
Kontum 95 4 - - - 1 - - - 54
Darlac 40 50 6 3 1 63
Pleiku - - - - - - - - -

Total 65% | 24% 6 % 4% 1% 1% 1% ‘221 |
SVN-EAST |
Binh Tuy 60 29 - 6 - - 6 - - 17
Phuoc Long 36 2l 36 7 - - - - - 14
Binh Long T4 15 6 2 - 4 - - - 54
Phvoc Thanh 50 30 13 3 - - 3 - - 30
Long Xhanh 13 38 25 6 6 - - 6 6 16
Phuoc Tuy 41 14 23 14 - 5 2 2 - ? 44
3ien Hoa ze | 34 | 14 | 16 2 4 4 |- 6 51
Tay Finh 24 17 9 11 11 6 4 4 13 46
3inh Ducng 16 16 20 20 7 5 9 4 4 56
Gia Dinh 8 15 18 15 7 8 5 7 18 61

Total | 32% | 208 | 158 | 1% . 4% | 4% | 4% | 3% 6% 339
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VILLAGES: By Province and Region. Percentages

Population in 1,000's

—

O- | 1.5-] 3.0=] 4.5~ 6.0~ 7.5=| 9.0-[10.5=| 12.- |Number

1.4 | 2,9 | 44 | 5.9 | 7.4 | 8.9 [10.4 |11.9 | over| 3] .

ofo | _ofo | ofc | ofo | ofo | ofo | ofo | _ofo | ofo | ges

CENTRAL i

LOWLANDS !
Ninh Thuan 4 | 33 | 12 | 29 - 8 8 | - 4 | 24

Binh Thuen | 22 | 28 | 26 | 16 3 - 2 | - 2 158
Quang Tri 22 {29 |28 | 14 4 2 2 | - - s
Khanh Hoa 37 | 27 | 20 | 10 1 1 - |- 2 | 95
FPhu Yen 34 7 11 16 9 4 3 9 7 70
Thua Thien 13 18 14 23 18 4 4 3 1 90
Quang Hgai | 34 | 11 | 12 | 15 8 | 13 4 |1 1 167
Binh Dinh 44 5 7 7 111 9 4 | 4 8 5166
Quang Kam 23 18 16 118 |_14 3 3 .2 3 5230
2% | 3% 984

Total 29% | 172 1 15% | 15% | 10% 6% 3% |
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VILLAGES: 3By Provalice and Region. Percentages

Population in 1,000's

0- | 1.5- 3.0-| 4.5-| 6.0-] 7.5-| 9.0-[10.5 {12+ |wumber]
1.4 | 2.9 | 4.4 | 5.9 | 7.4 | 8.9 |10.4 {11.9 |over Vlgfa_
o/o | ofo | ofo | ofo | ofo | ofo | o/o |o/0 o/o ! ges
SYN-WEST
Kien Tuong 40 36 12 8 - 4 - - - | 25
iien Phong 2 2 | 30 | 23 | 14 7 9 | 7 5 | 43
i Xuyen - - 4 4| 13 - a1 |4 48 | 23
“ien Giang | 4 | 9 |15 |11 |15 | 9 |22 |2 |11 |53 |
Phong Dinh - 5 6 |20 |14 |16 |10 | 2 28 l 51
Tong An 2 |20 |32 |19 |11 9 2 |2 | 2 ; 95 |
Vinh Binh - | 3 |16 |26 |16 | 22 9 | 4 4 74
Vinh Long - 6 | 27 | 27 | 19 7 5 | 1 7 .8 |
Kien FHoa 4 |24 |28 | 24 | 10 6 2 |1 3 115 ,
3a Xuyen - 11 17 13 18 9 5 9 17 | 76 |
Dinh Tuong 2 |18 | 31 | 235 | 15 6 2 | 1 4 %124
An Giang 2 |12 | 21 |12 | 10 6 1 14 |3 19 ¢ 97
Total - 3% 137 L 23% | 19 13| 9% | 7% 34 1 10% ;858

X Approximate date.

Source: Records of the National Institute of Statistics,
The Republic of Viet-Nam.



Lppendix D

HAMLETS: By district
, Qetover 20, 1999,
(a}
HIGHLANDS
FORULATION
0 | 50011000 }1500|2000 2500 3500/ 4000 4500 sooosz_ﬂ'l"'E
499 | 99911499 (1999249912999 3999 | 4499 (4999 jover|
QUANG DUC : R |
Duc Lap 54 3 57
Kien Due 106 106
Khiem Duc 18 L8 |
208 3 211
LAM DONG |
Bao Loc 1000 7| 3| & 3 117
Di Linh 152| 2 M 155
252, 9| 3| 4| 3 272
|
TUYEN DUC |
Don Duong 105 8 2 1 1 . 117
Duc Trong T4 5 3 1 % 83 |
Lac Duong . g8 3 é 9135
| 267| 16! 5| 2t 1 j 291 §




a = includes 3 khu

b - includes 5 khu pho '

¢ - includes 58 lang

Source:

The Hepublic of Viet-Nam.

d - includes 5 khu

HAMIETS: By district D-2
| POPULATION
| 0 | 5001000 150020002500 |3000 35004000 4500 5000 fpyy,1 .
4999991499 1999|2499 (299913499 | 3999 | 4499 | 4999 |over |
KONTUM |
Daksut 136 136
Dakto 110, 1 111
Kontum 18? 2 1 3 1 194t
Toumorong 86|. 86¢ |
519 3| 1| 3] 1 527 |
DARLAC
" Banmethuot | 139| 26| ' 4 1 1 3| 1744
Buon Ho 117 12 12Ge
Loc Thien 79|___7 86
335| 45| & 1 1 3] 389
ugaands 1561 76l 13| 7 s 2 al | al 0 shes

e - excludes 6 not having

population reported.

Records of the National Institute of Statistics,



HAMLETS: By district D3
(b)
SVN - East
POPULATION
HAMLETS
o] 353|108 230 2003000 310101730 00
BINH TUY
Ham Tan 11| 5| =2 18
Hoai Due” 60 2 . 624
Tanh Linh | 28] -12 1 N .l 42b
99 ‘19| 3 1 122
PHUQC LONG
Bo Duc 17 1 3 21
Duc Phong 2 2c
Phuoe Binh 30 3 6 2 1 L2 |
Phuoc Hoa > 2
54 4 9|, 2 1 70
BINH LONG
An Loc 117 15 8 2 1 143
Loc Ninh 23| _10 1 1 954
200 25| & 3 al 1 238 |




HAMIETS: By district
0 500100011500 2OddAéBbb 3000 (3500 4000|4500 | 5000 Totalé
4991999 |1499 1999 |2499 2999 | 3499|3999 4499 | 4999 jover
PHUOC THANH
Hieu Liem 7 5 L 1 1 18
Phu Giao 25 9 2 1 37e
Tan Uyen 551 24 1 80
71 38| 6 3| 1 135
LONG KHANH
Dinh OQucn L 5 2 1 12
Xuan Loc so|l_2s|_ 3| 5| .2l 1 a1 89f
| 30 5| 6| 2] 1 1 1] 1) 101
PHUQC TUY
Can Gio 121 10 1 1 15
Chau Thanh s1) 21 7| 1 2 82¢
Long Dien 67| 24 5| P 98
Tuang Xuyen| 121, —— 12h|
Vung Tau 12| 24 2 1 2] 41
Xuyen Noc 27 2 29
181 72| 15| 3| 6 277
BIEN HOA A
Long Thanh 61| 46 7 1 ) 1161
Chau Thanh 23| 26( 18 6 3 L L 1 1 3 89jE
Di An 23 20| 14| 3 1 61
107 92y 39| 10 3| 6 4 1 1) 3! 266




HAMTETS :

TAY NINH
Go Dau Ha
Cam’ Giang
Phuoc Ninh

Trang Bang

BINH DUONG
Ben Cat

Cu Chi
Chau Thanh
Dau Tieng

Lai Thieu

GIA DINH
Binh Chanh
Go Vap

Hoc Mon
Nha Be

Tan Binh
Thu Duc

By district

D-5

2000

2500

99| 599|149 1899 2459 | 2395|3050 | 3399 |£295 | 1399 | Jemd Total

36 49 71 5| 31 1 2| 103 |
80| 25| 19| 11| 3| 1 139
50| 11| 8| 2| 1 72k

_ 18| 10| 15| &l 2| 2| 2 1 56¢ |
184 95| 49| 24 9 b 2 1 2| 370
L8| 21 4 1 1 1 76
30| 43| 15| 10| 6] 3| 3 _| 110
10| 20| 14| 9| i 1| =2 2 1| 60
21 6 3 1 2 1 34
16/ 12| 10/ 2/ a3l 1| 1|1 1 L5
125| 102 46| 23| 11| 6" 6| 2| 2] 1| 1| 325
126 21 1 1 149
19] 17| 6| 8| 8 7 1 2| 10| @1
15| 29| 12| 9| 6| 3| 4 1| 12 | ¢
25| 20| 4| 1 50
10 13| 13| 5| & 2| 1 2| 2| 10| 62
24| _aul_ 17| 7| 2| _ 2 1l 1|69
21| 11| 54| 311 20] 14 8l 2y 41 5| 211487
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FOQTNQTES

BINH TUY

a « Includes 5 Thon

b = Includes 2 Thon

PHUOC LONG

¢ - District also included 2,065 highlanders and 1,719
resettlers for which no units were reported.

BINH LONG
d - Includes 9 highland settlements
PHUOC THANH

e ~ Includes 2 land development centers (pop. 1,627
and 320). : :

LONG KHANH

f - Includes 1 khom (pop. &k4).
PHUQC TUY
g =~ Includes 16 khu

h = Excluded 7 hamlets (pop..3,599) lacﬁiﬁg bbpulation
breakdowns.

BIEN HOA

i = Includes 1 thon (pop. 88); excluded 28 hamlets
(pop. 10,452) Tacking population breakdowns.

j = Excluded 1 residential area for military families
(pop. 7,573). '

TAY NINH

k = Excluded 3 newly-established villages for which no
data were reported.

1 - Includes 1 khu pho (pop+ 3,497).
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. HAMLETS: By district

(e)
CENTRAL LOWLANDS

SUMMARYR
Province "Thon | _Hamlet Buon |Not Clear |_ Total
Ninh Thuan 90 35 125
Binh Thuan - 235 235
Quang Tri 317 272 589
* Khanh Hoa 199 160 30 7 396
Phu Yen 242 231 91 ‘ 561,
Thua Thien 403 195 26 624
Quang Ngai 310 1,60 770
Binh Dinh | 669 | 493 1 1173
Quang Nam 109 |_ 998 3 1141
2339 3079 121 78 5617

%Sce other tables for footnotes.




D-8

HAMLETS: By district
THONS
i 0 5001000 1500 |2000|2500}30003500,4000 450015000 Totai:

499 .9991149911999]2499)12999|3495 [3999 4499 |£999 over |
NINH THUAN
An Phuoec :
Buu Son L 18 8 5 1 33 |
Thanh Hai 16wl 11 8 2| al 2 1] 1| 57|

34 22| 16 9 3 1 2 1 1 1| 90 |
QUANG TRI
Ba Lang 6 1 7
Cam Lo 14 3 17
Gio Linh 17| 7| 3 1 28
Hai Lang 251 21 9 6 1 2 1 652
Huong Hoa 32 32
Trieu Phong| 79| 43| 11 3 5 141b
Trung“Luong 9 6 L 1 20 |
FRE N I I

183 82 30 10 -8 1} 2] 1 317 |
KHANH HOA 3
Cam Lam 11 8 1 20
Dien Khanh | 15 8 4/ 1} 5 1| 1| 2| 37 -
Ninh Hoa 69| 26 9 2 1 1({ 108
Van Ninh 17 9 1 3 3 1 34
Vinh Xuong (d)

1123 51 15 6 8l 2 1 2 1 11 199
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HAMLETS: By district e
THONS
0 500 11000 ;150012000 {2500 3000 | 3500 4000 | 4500 5000 | :
499 |_999 | 1400 :1999 (2499 (2999 | 3499 13999 | 4499 (4999 | over Total,
PHU YEN E
Dong Xuan 3 3 6 8 ” 1 1 22 i
Phu Duc g8 3 ' 1
Song Cau 1| 12 13 4‘ 5 1 36e%
Son Hoa 9 6 2 P 17 {
Tuy An 91 9| 7 1 1 27 |
Tuy Hoa _30(_ 43123\ _33|]_11 5 2 1 1 11 _ﬁ%l
6o| 76| so| 26| 17| 6| 2| 1| 2| 2| 1] a2
THUA THIEN
Huong Dien
Huong Thuy 1 2 1 1 o
Huong Tra 28| 19 2 2 1 1 1 ok
Nam Hoa 106 2l 108
Phong Dien 6| 12 7 1 2 28
Phu Loc 40 25 5 1 3 1 1| 76
Phu Vang 36 7 L b ' 3 54h
Quang Dien 11} 21 5 1 1 39
Vinh Loc _ 7|12 9; 7 3 1 39
235| 100 33§ 16, 7 7 2 1 1 1| 403
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HAMIETS: By district
THONS
| O | 5001000 1560 2000 j2500 {3000 |3500 j4000 |4500 | 5000 Total
4991999 (149911999 12409 {2999 (3499 (3999 |£499 [4999 |over \!
QUANG NGAI i
Ba To L hg
Binh Son 3 8 L 6 2 1 2 26%
Chuong Nghisg g
Duc Pho 6 8| 11 5 2 2 2 36
Minh Long 12 12?
Mo Duc 5 L 4 2 2 3 2 22,
Nghia Hanh | 11| 18| 11| 3| 2| 1 1 47 |
Son Ha :
Son Tinh 8 10| 18| 7| 7| 1 3] 2| 1 2| 59
Tu Nghia 1| 13| 15| 13| 5| 5| & 56
Tra Bong 36 9 3 L8 .
86| 66| 66| 38| 20| 12| 1| 5| 3] 1] 2|310!




HAMLETS :

By district

D-11

el

BINH DINH
An Lao

" An Nhon
An Tue
Binh Khe
Hoai An
Hoai Nhon
Phu Cat
Phu My
Tuy Phuoc
Van Canh
Vi?h Thanh

Thi xa Quy
Nhon

IHOXNS -1
0 | 500 1000 [1500 [2000 2500 [3000 3500 [ 4000 | 4500 |5000 Total
499 (999 (1499 11999 12499 (2999 13499 [3999 [4499 | 4999 lover ;
|
19| 6 5 1 1314
10| 33| 26| 10 1 1 1 82 %
13| 1 14 |
2| 2| 1 51
9| 10| 4| =2 25
12 16 16| 11 6 L L 2 2| 73]
10 31| =22 8 5 76
31| 37| 2] 15| 97| 2| 12 114 .
11| 20| 15| 3 1] 1] 12 1 5uk;
2 2
72 1 2 1 76
kL 9 L 17
293| 150| 115| 57| 26| 10| 7| 5| 3| 1| 2l 669
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HAMLETS: By district

THONS TTe
0 | 500(1000|1500 20002500 300035004000 |4500 | 5000 Total
499 | 999 149911999 2499 2899 3499 | 3999 4499 1999 |over [~°¥2L
QﬂANG NAM f
Duy Xuyen | ' |
Dai Loc | ' !
Dien Ban 6 32| 38| 20 7 3 1 1 1| 109
Hau Duc
Hiep Duc
Hieu Duc |
Hoa Véng
Qué Son
Tam Ky
Tien Phuoc
Thanh Binh L
Thuong Duc ;
61 32| 38/ 20 7/ 3] 1] 1 1 1095
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FOOTNOTES .

QUANG TRI
a = Excluded 1 military families’ center.

b = Includes 4 van and 2 phuong.

¢ - Reported as 5 thon and 2 van.

KHANH HOA

d - 5 additional Thon reported but data not clear.
PHU YEN

e - For one village, report stated 8 T and 2 A but
2 A were excluded since 8 pop. breakdowns equaled
total population for village.

f = A1l 6 sub-units of 1 village (pop. 17,201) reported
as phuong herein classified as Thon.

THUA THIEN

g - Excluded were 3 Thon reported in one village since
population data were not clear as one hamlet was
also reported.

h = 24 units - a mixture of hamlets, Thong and lién thuyén's
(3) excluded since no population breakdowns given.

BINH DINH
1 - Includes 15 lang
j - Includes 3 lien - thon

k - 3 Additional Thon 43pok53e with a consolidated population
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POPUTATION

CENTRAL LOQWLANDS

HAMLET

" 500 110001500 (20002500 | 3000|3500 40004500 (5000 g - '

499 9991149911999 12499(2999 3499(399914499]4999 |Over ;
NINH THUAN :
An Phuoc 11| 13| 1] 1 26
Buu Son 2 & 1 9
Thanh Hai
BINH THUAN |
Ham Thuan 9| 29| 26| 8| 2 1 1 5/ 81
Hai Long 14| 13| 8] 1 | 36 |
Fai Ninh 1l 12]  s| 4| 1t 23
Hoa Da 6] 10 5 4 5 1] 31
Phan Ly Cham| 40| -3 43
Phu Qui 3 2 4 1 10
Tuy Phong 6 3 1 1 11

790 72| 48| 19]- 8 1, 1 71 235
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POPULATION
0| 5001000 1500 [2000 |2500 13000 | 3500 (4000 [4500 [5000 jn -
499 998 (1499(1999 (2499|2999 3499 (3999 |4499 4999 [Over ‘
QUANG TRI %
Ba Long 39 39
Cam Lo 64| 12| 1| 4 81
Gio Iinh 24| 4| 2| 1 31 |
Hai Lang 17 4 7 2 30
Huong Hoa 91 91
Trieu Phong
Trung Luong
Nha Pai dien
Hanh Chanh
235\ 20 10l 5[ 2 27z
KHANH HOA
Cam Lam 371 7| 4 48
Dien Khanh 41 41%
Ninh Hoa 12| . 6| 2 1 21
Van Ninh
Vinh Xuong 15 15 10 1 1 2 1 _45 1
: a
Nha Trang - 1 2 3!
East :
Nha Trang 2 z
West I
105| 28| 16| 1| 2| 2| 2] 4| 160




PHU YEN
Bong Xuan
Phu Duec
Song Cau
Son Hoa
Tuy An
Tuy Hoa

THUA THIEN
Huong Pien
Huong Thuy
Huong Tre
Nam Hoa
Phong Pien
Phu Loc
Phu Vang
Quang Pien
Vinh Loc
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. POPULATION
0] 500 |2000|1500 2000 |2500 |3000 [3500 |4000 [4500 [5000 g, 4.1
_499).9991142911999 12499 |2993 |3499 (3999 {4430 |4930 Over
(v,
38| 3 1 42
177 11 1 189
215| 14 2 231 |
8 5 4 1 2 1 21
32 24 13 3 1 ? 3 1 76
1 8 3 2 1 15
11 T 2 1 1 o0
12 7 3 22c;
10| 8. 9 1 1 1 30
1 Y A - 9
76| 62| 351 9l 5| 5 1 2 195 |
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POPULATION

0 500]1000{1500 |2000 (2500 |3000 |3500 (4000 (450015000

499 99914991999 2499 (2999 (3499 |3999 (4499 |4399 Zoas | Total
QUANG NGAT ‘
Ba To 120 - 120 |
Binh Son 11| 13| 11| 6| 6 3| 3| 2 55
Chuong Nghia 38 38
Puc Pho 13| 14| 11 8 2 2 50 E
Minh Long 44 2 46 ‘
Mo Duc 25 10 8 T 4 1 55
Nghia Hanh
Son Ha 53| 15 1 1 1 1 ' 71
Son Tinh 1 2 2 1 1 ' 1 1 9
Tu Nghia 2 3 3 4 12
Tra Bong
Thi Xa 2 2 4
Cam Thanh ‘

307 59| 38 27| 13 8 4 2 1 1| 460
BINH DINH |
An Lao 7 7
An Nhon 6 2 1 11
An Tue 234 3 1 233
Binh Khe 2 8l 13| 14 4 2 47
Hoai An 3 14 3 2 1 23
Hoai FNhon 1 2 2 1 5 i
Phu Cat 5 6 5 7 1 24
Phu My
Tuy Phuoc 110 21| 1l sl s| 1 574
Yan Canh 55 ' ' 55
Vinh Thanh 4 ' 4
Thi Xa 11| 12 2 25°

Qui Nhon
335 72| 38| 32| 13 3 | 493
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PCPULATION
1
495 339 1835(139912459 2359 |3495 | 3595 4455 (4359 [aver 2ot=
QUANG NAM
Duy Xuyen 3 27 22 8 5 2 . 1 1 69
Pai Loc 27| 41] 24| 7| 1| 1| 1 o 92
Pien Ban 3| 11| 11| s| 1] 1 ‘ 33%
Han Duc 17 9 | 268
Hiep Buc 32| 12 2 ‘ _ 46
Hieu Duc 50 3 3 2 1l 59
Hoa Vang 18 25 17 8 6 4 1 79
Que Son 25| 67| 21 2 1 1 117
Tam Ky so{ 96| 31 13| 2| 1} 2 195"
Tien Phuoc | 59 35 ; 94
Thanh Binh 17| 25| 36| 18| 4| 3| 2 o 106
Thuong Duc 62| 10 5 77
Hoi An 1 1 1 1 1 5
Village
363( 362 | 162 63‘ 23| 13 5! 1147 1y 3 2J 9?§'
Footnotes:
Khanh Hoa

a. Not reported were the breakdowns for two villages.
Phu Yen | :
b. 2 hamlets; reported along with 8 Thon for one village éxcluded
gince date seemed to concern only the 8 Thon.
Thua Thien | ‘
¢. 24 units consisting of hamlets, thons and kien-thuyen's
excluded since no population breakdowns given.
Binh Dinh |
. Excluded 3 Xom (pop. 802), lacking pop. breakdown.
e, No population breakdown reported for the 4 hamlets of 1
village (pop. 2,413).

uang Nam
» Includes 1 van.
g€. 34 hamlets excluded since pop. breakdowns unreported.

h. Includes 3 phuong and 2 pho reported as submits of 1 village.
i. Includes 1 van. :



KIEN TUONG
Chau Theanh
Kien Binh

Tuyen Binh

Tuyen Nhan

KIEN PHONG
Cao Lanh
Hong Hgu
My An

AN XUYEN

Cai Nuoc

Dam Doi

Nam Can
Quang Long
Song Ong Doc
Thoi Binh

D-19
POPULATION

(d)

South VietNam West

HAMLETS
0| 500(1000(1500 2000 [2500 3000 (3500 4000 |4500 5000
499 |_99911499(1999 2499 2999|3499/3399| 4499 4399 |Over | TO¥aL
50 1 1 528
28| 11| 1 40
61 4 65
46 46
185 15 1 1 1 203 |
%
3| 24| 32| 15| 9| 1 84"
5| 17| 25| 10| 4| 6 1 1 69
1|2l 1) a3l a2 1 18
9| 43| e8| 26| 14| 8 1 1] 1 171
9| o5 26| 7| 3| 2 72 |
13| 24| 9| 1 1 43
19| 4| 2 25
12| 38| 12| 3| 2| 1 67°)
1 9| 12y 4| 4 30 .
1|_as| 21| 3| 41
118| 81| 18 4 _ 2863

55

10!




KIEN GIANG
Ha Tien
Kien An
Kien Binh
Kien Hung
Kien Long
Kien Tan
Kien Thanh

Phu Quoc

PHONG DINH
Chau Thanh
Duc Long
Phong Phu
Phung Hiep
Long WMy
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POPULATION
791 5001000 [15002000 | 2500 [3000 | 350040004500 |5000| g, -
4999991499 |1999 124992999 (3499 | 3999 | 449914999 |Over| " "°-
|
22| 17| 4] 1 1 45 |
6| 20 19| 7| 2| 564,
1| 8| 13| 15| 3| 3 4 |
4 11| 1 7| 2 35
1| 10| 14| 10| 1 36
1| 15| 1] 1l 4| 4] 3] 2] 1 42
1| 13| 18| 6| 3| 5| 1 1 4| 52
3 5¢
390 94| 99| 47| 15| 14| 4| 2| 2| 1| 4] 32
6] 17| 25| 14| 9| 6 6 1| 4| st
6| 8| 11| 6| 3| 3| 1| e 40t
0 63 14| 17| 8| 2 1517
12| 54| 22| 3 1] 1] 1 94 :
151 19! 14 8 1 1 ' ‘ | 55“;
6911611 86| 48 18| 13| 2. 9 1] el
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POPULATION
+99 | 395 145 (1359 2459|2353 3455 355 1£05 [£359 3000 [roten
LONG AN
Ben Luc 65 37 3 105
Binh Phuoc 37| 48] 4 2 1 1 93
Can Duoc 45 57 18 2 3 1 126
Can Giuoc 174 55| 1| 1 231
Duc Hoa 52| 60| 9| 3 1 125!
Duc Hue 12 12 5 1 30 ;
X7an Tru 20| 32| 2 543,
Thu Thua 23 |__27 9| _ 3 1] 63 ?
428 | 328| 51| 10| 5/ 2| 1| 1] 1 827
¥ Chef-lieu DHstrict. | g
VINE BINH ;
Cang Long 38| 45| 13| 2 98 |
Cau Ke 7| 51| 8] 1 47 ;
Cau Ngan 11 36 21 3 1 T2 :
Chau Thanh 28| 53| 14 4 2 2 2 lOSk?
Long Toan 27| 19| 1 1 48 |
Tieu Can 36 30 5 2 1l T4
Tra Cu 70 47 10 127
Tra On 12| 26| 17| 8| 2 "1 66 |
Vung Liem 5 37 22 6 1 71 .
234 324|111 27| 4| 3| 2| 1 2| 708 |




VINH LONG
Binh Minh
Chau Thanh
Cho Lach
Lap Vo
Sadec

Tam Binh

KIEN HOA
Ba Tri
Binh Dai
Giong Tom
Ham Long
Mo Cay
Thanh Phu

Truc Giang

BA XUYEN
Gia Rail

Ke Bach
Long Phu
My Xuyen
Phuoc Long
Thanh Tri
Thuan Hoa
Vinh Loi
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POPULATION |
0] 50010001500 |2000 [2500|3000 | 3500 [4000 {4500 {5000 iq ., 4
499 | 99914991999 [2499 2999|3499 (3999 |4499 |4999 {Over ‘
4| 10 17| 10| 1 1 2| 3| 48l
28| 66| 20| 5| 3 1| 1 1| 125%
31| 56| 15| 2 1o4nj
2| 23| 25 7 4 1 1 63
21| 28| 24 9 1 6 2 2 93
7|10 5 1 2 2 27
86| 183| 108] 43| 14| 8| 6| 6 2| 4] 460
21| 42| 16| 4| 1 8402
42| 27| 18| 2 89
73| 49| 8| 5| 1 136
36 23| 6] 2 677
113 114 17/ 1] 1| 1 2471
55| 25| 11| 1 92
69| 40| 10| __6| 5| 3 1337
409| 320| 86| 21| 8| 4 848 |
13 36| 18] 7| 1| 1 1 75
27| 29| 12| 5| 2 75
54| 40| 9| 4| 2 109 !
53| 38| 20 8 3| 2| ‘2| 1 1077
11| 47| 26| 4| 1 1 9ot§
1| 12| 15| 13| 6| 3 1 51 |
35| 411 7| 6| 1 90 |
6| 231 18| 9| 8| |2 66"
| 180 | 266 | 123 561 24 6 3. 4 1 66% |
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POPULATION

07 500/1000|1500{2000 [2500 |3000| 35004000 [4500 (5000 N

499|_999|1499(19992499 |2999 3499|3999 (4499 (4599 |dver [LOTaLI
DINH TUONG
Ben Tranh 41| 43| 19| 2| 1 106 |
Cai Lay 79 85| 22 2 188
Cai Be 9| 31| 31| 15| 6| 1| 1 947
Chau Thanh 83/ 58 3| 4/ 3 1 152%
Cho Gao 52 53 5 110
Go Coﬁg 741 59 7 2 2 1 1 1 147
Hoa Dong 108|. 46 1 1 156

446| 375 e8| 26| 12| 2 2| 1| 1 953
AN GIANG
An Phu 12 13| 15| 8| 4| 3| 1 56
Chau Phu 4 14 11| 19 8 4 3 6 21 711
Chau Thanh 2| 15| 10| 11| 9| 4| 2| 1 8| 62
Cho moi 2 20 32 14 11 4 3 2 88
Nui Sap 4 7 7 T 1l 1 27
Tan Chau - 7 13| 7| s| s| 4| 3| 3| 2 49%
Tinh.Bien 10 10 8 2. 2 1l 2 35
Thot Not 1 7 7 5 5 3 4 7 2 1 42
Tri Ton 141 44 9 4 2 1 . T4

49| 137| 112 77} 47| 25| 18 17] 6 6 10° 504

i
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FOOTNOTES

Kien Tuong
a. Includes 1 land development center (pop. 2,175).

Kien Phong

b. Excluded 5 hamlets (pop. 3,852) lacking population breakdowns.

An Xuyén
¢. Includes 18 khu vuc.
Kien Giang
d. Excluded 4 hamlets (pop. 2,944 and 1,296), lacking population
breakdowns.

e. Excluded 12 hamlets (pop. 9,049), lacking population breakdowns.
Phong Dinh

f. Includes 1 khu cho.
g. Excluded 3 hamlets (pop. 1,600), lacking population breakdowns.

Long An

h. Includes 2 khom (pop. 399,173)

i. Excluded 2 hamlets (pop. 1,453) and 21 hamlets (pop. 7,833),
lacking population breakdowns.

j. Excluded 2 hamlets (pop. 2,361), lacking population breakdowns.
Yinh Binh
k. Includes 4 khu.

Vinh Long
1. Includes 1 ho. _

m. Excluded 2 hamlets (pop. 3,833) lacking population breakdowns.

n. Fxluded 8 hamlets (pop. 6,550) and 9 hamlets (pop. 4,757),
lacking population data.

Kien Hosa

Txcluded 9 hamlets {pop. 6,032) lacking population breakdowns.
Excluded 3 hamlets (pop. 2,846) lacking population breakdowns.

q. Excluded 4 hamlets (pop. 2,868) and 6 hamlets (pop. 3,616)
lacking population breakdowns.

r. Excluded 5 hamlets (pop. 2,015) and 5 hamlets (pop. 3,340).
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Ba Xuyen
s. Includes 19 khu.
t. Includes 1 khu cho.

u. Excluded 9 khu (pop. 25,467} and 2 hamlets (pop. 1,545) lacking
population breakdowns.

Dinh Tuong

v. Includes 1 khu cho.

w. BExcluded 4 khu (pop. 13,194; 12,658; 5,831; 9,129) containing
202 hamlets since they represent a major deviation both in
terms of population and khu-hamlet relationship assumed in
most provinces to be parallel rather than hierarchie.

An Giang

Xx. Includes 1 khu.

Source: Recordsof the National Institute of Statistics, the Republic
of Viet-Nam.



Appendix E

HAMLETS: By Province and Region
(a) October 30, 1959

(approximate date)
HIGHLANDS (See Appendix A-4)

(o)
SVN-EAST
POPULATION

0 | 500(1000 15002000 [2500 |3000 3500 4000 ;4500 5000

499 |_999|1499 /1999 | 2499 |2999 | 3499 | 3999 [4499 {4999 |over; T tE1
SVN-EAST i
Binh Tuy 99 19 3 1 12c
Phuoc Long 54 4 9 2 1 7G
Binh Long 200 25 8 3 1 1 23t \
Phuoc Thanh 87 38 6 3 1 135
Long Khanh 54/ 30| 5| 6| 2| 1 1l 1] 1 101,
Phuoc Tuy 181 72 15 3 6 277
Zien Hoa 17| 92| 39| 10| 3| s 4| 2 1| 3] 266
Tay Winh 184 | 95| 49| 24| 9| 4 2 1| 21 370
Binh Duong | 125| 102| 46| 23| 11| 6| 6 2l 2| 1| 1! 3zt
Gia Dinh 214| 114 | 54| 31| 20(_ 14, 8| 2/ 4 5. 21! 4g;
SVN-E 1305! 591. 234! 105' 54 527 20 70 7t 9i 27 23917

a. 35 hamlets lacking population breakdowns were excluded.
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HAMIETS: By Province and Region
(c)
CENTRAL LOWLANDS ®
THONG

0 { 500 1000 1500 12000 12500 3000 |3500 ;4000 4500|5000}

499 |_999 |1499 (1999|2499 |2999 | 3499|3999 |4499 | 4999 |over [-0F&L
THON ;
Ninh Thuan 34| 22 16| 9| 3| 1| 2| 1| 1 1| 90
Binh Thuan
Quang Tri 183 82 30( 10| . 8 1 2 1 317
Khanh Hoa 112 s1| 15| 6| 8| 2| 1| 2| 1 1| 199
Phu Yen 60| 76| 49| 26| 17| 6| 2| 1 2| 2| 1| 242
Thua Thien 235 | 100 33| 16 7 7 2 1 1 1 463
Quang Ngai 86| 66| 66| 38| 20| 12| 11| s| 3| 1| 2| 310
Binh Dinh 293| 150| 115, 57| 26| 10/ 7| 5| 3| 1| 2| 669
Quang Nam 6l_32._38_ 20 71 3 11 1 109
CL THON 1009! 579] 362| 182| 961 42: 26| 18! 11| 5| 9i2339

a. Buon: Xhanh Hoa: 0-499 = 30; Phu Yen: 0-49% = 90; 500-999 = 1.
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HAMIETS: By Province and Region
HAMLETS

0 [ 500|1000|1500 ;2000|2500 ;3000 3500 ;4000|4500 {50007 .1

4991 2999|1499 (1999249312999 |3499 {3999 4499|4999 [over —
Ninh Thuan 13 17 1 2 2 35 !
Binh Thuan 79 72 48| 19 8 1 1 7| 235 ,
Queng Tri 2351 20 10 5 2 272 i
Khanh Hoa 105 28( 16] 1 2 2 2 4| 160 |
Phu Yen 215 14 2 231
Thua Thien | 76| 62| 35| 9| 5| s 1 2 195
Quang Ngai 307 59f 38| 27| 13 8 4 2 1 1| 460
Binh Dinh 335 72| 38| 32| 13 3 493;
Quang Nem | 363) 362| 162| 63| 23| 13| 5| a;_ | 3| 2 993
CL Hamlets [1728| 706' 348} 160! 66' 31' 131 5/ 305 14:3079




HAMLETS :

E-4

By Province and Region

(d)

SVN-WLST

0 | 500{1000[1500|2000;2500| 3000 3500 {4000 ;4500 5000

499 9991149911999 12499)2999) 3499|3999 | 4499|4999 |over | Total
Kien Tuong 185 15 1 1 1 203;
Kien Phong 9 43 68| 26| 14 8 1 1 1 1713
An Xuyen 55| 118| 81| 18| 10 4 286
Kien Giang 39 94| 90| 47| 15| 14 4 2 2 1 4] 312
Phong Dinh 69| 161| 86| 48| 18 3 2 9 1 4| 411
Long An 428| 328 51| 10 5 2 1 1 1 827
Vinh Binh 234 | 324| 111| 27 4 3 2 1 | 2| 708 |
Vinh Long 86| 183| 108| 43 14 8 6 6 2 4 460;
Kien Hoa 409| 320| 86| =21 8 4 848 ;
Ba Xuyen 180| 266 123| 56| 24 6 4 1‘ 663§
Dinh Tuong 446 375| 88| 26| 12 2 2 1 1 953 |
An Giang 49|_137| 112|_77|_47| 25! 181 17 66 10| 504j
SVN-W |218912364 11005 | 3991 1721 89| 39l 42; 12) 11 24!6346°

a. 313 hamlets lacking population breakdowns were excluded.

Source:

The Republic of Viet-Nam.

Records of the National Institute of Statistics,



Appendix F
HAMLETS: By Province and Region., Percentages
October 30, 1954

(a) (Approximate
date)
HIGHLANDS
POPULATION
0 | 500 |1000 1500 [2000 {2500 | 3000 | 3500 4000 [4500 |5000 [Total
499 99911499 (1999 (249912999 3499|3399 4499|4999 Over [lumber
o/d o/o| o/o| ofo| o/o| o/o| o/o| o/o| o/o| o/o| o/o
Quang Duc 39 1 211
Lam Dong 93 3 1 1 1 b'e 212
Puyen Duc | 92 | 5 | 2 1| x 291
Kontum - 98 | 1 X 1 X . 527
Darlac _ | _86 12 1 X 2 X 1 : 389
Highlands 94%| 5% x A x% x¥# x¥ x| % xE| -%| =x%|1690
(p)
S{V.N.|East
PQRULATION
Binh Tuy 81 |16 | 2 1 122
Phucc Long 77 6 13 3 1 o | 70
Binh Long 84 | 11 3 1 X X . 238
Phuoc Thanh| 64 28 4 2 1 i 135
Long Khanh | 54 (30| 5| 6| 2| 1 1| 1] 1 101
Phuoec Tuy 65 | 26 5 1 2 - 277
Bien Hoa 40 35 15 4 1 2 1 X X 1l | 266
Tay Ninh 50 26 13 6 2 1 1 b 4 1 370
Binh Duong 38 31 14 7 3 e 2 1 1 X X 325 :
Gia Dinh 44 |23 |11 6 |_4 | 3| 2| x| 1] 1 4! 487 °
Total 554 25% | 108! 4%, 2% 1%| 13! x¥' x#% x#! 1%2391°
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(c)
CENTRAL LAWLANDS¥
POPULATION
0§ 50011000|1500 2000|2500 30003500 4000 | 4500 |5000 | Total
4991 999(14991199912499|2999|3499/3999 (4499|4999 |Over | Number
o/o| ofo| ofo| ofo| ofo| ofo| ofo| ofol| ofo| ofo| ofo
THON |
Ninh Thuan 381 24 | 18 | 10 3 1 2 1 1 1 90
Binh Thuan :
Quing Tri 58| 26 |10 | 3| 2| x 1 x | 317
Thanh Hoa 56| 26 8 3 4 1 X 1 X X ? 199
Phu Yen 25| 31 20 11 7 2 1 X 1 1 X 2472
Thua Thien 58| 25 8 4 2 2 1 X x x | 403
Quang Ngai | 28|21 |21 |12 | 7| 4| 4| 2| 2| x| 1] 310
Binh Dinh sal22 (17| 9| 4| 2| 2| 1| x| x| x| s60
Quang Nam 6| 30 %5 19 6 3 1 1 1 é 109
Thon 43| 25 16 8 4 2 1 1 X X X || 2339
HAMLETS |
Ninh Thuan | 37 | 50 | 3 5 5 % 35
Binh Thuan | 34 | 31 | 20 8 3 b d X b/ ? 235
Quang Tri 86 7 4 2 1 2T:
Khanh Hoa | 66 |17 [ 10| 1| 1| 1| 1 5 | 160
Phu Yen 93 6 1 | 231
Thua Thien | 40 | 32 | 18 4 2 | 2 . 1 1195
Quang Ngai 67 | 13 8 6 3 2 i X X p.d : 4605
Binh Dinh | 68 | 15 | 8, 6 | 3 | 1 1 495
Quang Nam 37 37 1 16 b | 2 1 1 : X X X X i 998§
Hamlet I 56 | 23 .11 502 | 1 I f I X L p.d x| x! 3079 .
‘. Buon - 0-499 = 9ok

500-999 10/0



Kien Tucng
~Kien Pheng
An Xuyen

Kien Giang
Phong Dinh
Long An
Vinh Binh
Vinh Long
Kien Hea

Ba Xuyen

Dinh Tucng

An Giang
SVN-West

(d)

a. 35 hamlets lacking population breakdowns were excluded.

Source -

of Viet-Nam,

313 hamlets lacking population breakdowns were excluded.

5. V.N. West
POPULATION
0] 50010001500 2000|2500 ,3000 | 3500|4000 [4500}5000 Total
4991 999(1499/1999,2499(2999 (2499|3999 |4499 (4999 |0ver Fumber
% % % % % % % % ;2 % %
91 7 X X X 203 -
5 25 40 | 15 8 5 1 1 1 1 171
13 | 41 29 6 4 1 280
13 30 30 15 5 4 1 1 1 X 1 310
L7 40 21 12 4 3 X 2 X 1 41
s2 40| 6| 1| 1| x| x| x| x 827
33 | 46 16 4 1 X X X X 70~'
19 | 40 | 24 9 3 2 1 1 X 1 AGU
48 40 10 2 1 X 844
27 |40 20| 8| 3| 1| x| 1| x Ty
47 | 39 9 3 1 X X X x 950
10 |27 |22 a5 j10! 5| 4 3| 1) 1) 2 50,
34 137 | 16F 6 3 1, 1 1| X 63467

Records of the National Institute of Statistics, The Republic



Appendix G

Titles of Loecal Units

tlany variations in titles of local units were found during
the preparation of this study. These have been presented below
along with a brief explanation about their meaning and use.
For villages and hamlets the policy of the Central Government
is to encourage the elimination of all terms other than Xa ard
Ap.

Hamlet equivalents

The following were usually equated with hamlets (Ap) in

this report.

1. Buon a: "Willage of Highlanders.®
b: Reported from Khanh Hoa and fhu Yen
Provinces in Central Lowlands as
submits of villages.
2. Ho a: "4 small quarter; a group of families
living in a predominantly urban area."
In central Viet-Nam used for some rural
areas; found in old laws regarding
municipal elections--a Thi ¥a could be
divided into Ho for election purposes;
also formerly used to indicate
arrondissements in Saigon.
b: In this study Ho was found only in a

report from the Vinh-Long provincial



3.

Khom

chief-town district. Auvtomatically
equating it with a hamlet might be an
error; however, the report seemed to
favor this.

Group of inter-family groups is the
common meaning. Apparently used some-
times as the name of an intermediate
unit between hamlet and five-family
(Lien-Gia) groups, as found in an
administrative study of My Thuan Village,
Vinh Long province.

In this study it was equated with hamlets
for some data received from Long An and
Long Khanh provinces.

"Zone or a large area.” Noted mostly in
SVN-West and urbanized villages.

In this study it was given various
classification depending upon context of
report. Although generally equated with
hamlet, for one case in 7Quang Nam
province, it was equated with village;
and it was excluded from the report from
Dinh Tuoneg province chief-town (iy-Tho)
since populations were exceptionally
large and the number of hamlets
presumably contained within the Khu's

were also reported.



G=3

>. Khu Cho a: ‘".arket area.?
b: Found in several SVN-W provinces.
6. Khu Pho a: "Urban residential quarter.®
b: Found as a hamlet equivalent in Tay-Ninh
and Kontum provinces, but in the Thi ia
of Qui-Nhon, Binh Dinh province, appeared
as a village equivalent since it was in
turn divided into Thon and Ap.
7. Khu Vuc a: WA region having definite boundaries.™®
Reported only from Quang Long district,
An Xuyen province.
€. Lan a: "Willage.” Used by general public.

Combined with xom (lang xom) applies to

rural settlements in general.

b: In this study reported from Koumerong
district, Kontum province, and An Lao
district, Binh Dinh province, in the
hamlet category.

9. Lien Thon a: "Inter-hamlet group or inter-Thon group.®

b: Reported only from Hoai Nhon District,
Binh Dinh province for three relatively
large units.

10. Lien Thuven a: M"Inter-boat groups."

b: Reported from Phu Van district, Thua Thien
province, without, hawever, population

breakdowns.



11.

1z2.

13.

14,

15.

16.

o
O
0

Thon

Van

G-4

"A row of residences along a 3treet.m"
Reported from Quang Nam proviace.
"Occupational group; guild;ﬁ toriginal)
Now-subdivision of Quan (3aigon)
Reported from Tuy-Hoa district, Phu Yen
province, and Trieu Phong district,
Quang Tri province; also used in Saigon
Prefecture.

"Hamlet of Highlanders."

Reported from Highland area of Phuoc
Long province. | |
"Willage"

Central Lowland village relegated to
hamlet status by a consolidaﬁion program
establishing the Lien Xa as the new,
larger village.

"Settlement of boats™

Reported from Quang Nam, Quang Tri, and
Thua Thien provinces.

"Hamlets.” Title usually employed in
non-technical discussioﬁs; combined with

lang {lang xom) to refer to rural

settlement, whether village or hamlet.
Reported only from Tuy Phuoc district,
Binh Dinh province for three small

units containing 800 persons.



G-5

Other Titles

17. Ap Tru Mat a: a "small dense settlement."

b: popularly translated as "agroville."
18. Chau Thanh a: M"Area containing provincial headquarters.?®
b: A synonym for Tinh Ly; used mainly in
the SVN-W and SVN-E regions; reported
from several chief-town districts.
19. Do Thanh a: "Prefecture."
b: In Viet-Nam used only for the capital
city of Saigon.

20. Dia Diem Dinh
Dien a: "Land development center."

b: In this study classified either as a
hamlet or village: village in Binh Tuy
province; and hamlet in Kien Tvong, -
Phuoc Long, and Phuoc Thanh provinces.

21. Khu Tru Mat a: "Large, dense settlement™

b: Fopularly translated as M"agroville™
22. Thanh Pho a: "Large city or municipality." Legally
applicable to Hue, Dalat, and Danang.
23. Thi Xa a: "City or municipality of small to medium
size." From 1954 to 1956 legally
applicable to provincial chief-towns and

other "large market towns."



24. Tinh Ly

25. Trai Gia Dinh

26.

Binh Si

Nha Dai Dien

Hanh Chanh

G-6

Reported from Qui Nhon, Binh Dinh
province chief-town. Subdivisions were
reported as Khu-Pho and lower level as
Thon and Ap.

"Provineial chief-town." Used for
smaller units containing provincial
headquarters.

Reported only from Hoi-An, Quang-Nam

province.

"enter for military families.™
All units excluded from this study on
assumption of no similarity to other

local units.

"Administrative representative center."
An obsolute title formerly used for
districts of minor importance in the
Central Lowlands and Highlands; reported
from Quang Tri province as the chief-

town with subdivisions of Thon and Ap.
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