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Celebrating the Socialist Past:

The Vietnamese ‘Memory Machine’ at Work
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[ABSTRACT]

In this article I claim that history is still an important source of legiti-
macy for the Communist Party of Vietnam. The ‘correct view’ of history
is propagated and defended by a ‘memory machine’.

To illustrate the inner workings of the Vietnamese I present two
case-studies: the commemoration of the 100th anniversary of the Russian
October Revolution in 2017 in Vietnam and the representation of the
history of socialism in Vietnamese history textbooks.

I show that by celebrating anniversaries such as the 100th anniversary
of the Russian October Revolution in orthodox ways and by preserving
the monopoly of the propagation of history via textbooks used at schools
and university Vietnam’s history in the twentieth century is still pre-
sented as part of the world history of socialism and as being deeply in-

spired by the construction of socialism in the Soviet Union.

* Associate Professor, Department of Asian History, Seoul National University

ZHM|0: Vietnam, Historiography, Socialism
MEY, oIS, Alslol



328 olE=% A777@ A2E (2020.05.31.)

1. Introduction

More than thirty years ago, Vietnam embarked on a program of eco-
nomic reform or doi mdi. The shift from a central planned economy to
a socialist-oriented market economy was successful in reducing poverty
and turning Vietnam to a middle-income country. After the collapse of so-
cialism in Central and Eastern Europe Vietnam’s communist leadership
launched an ‘open-door policy’ (chinh sach mo cita) which resulted in
Vietnam’s reintegration into the Southeast Asian region and the world
community after the country’s long-term isolation in the 1980s. Vietnam’s
one-Party system, however, remains basically unchanged; the Communist
Party of Vietnam (CPV) clings to its monopoly of political power and its
identity as a Marxist-Leninist party. Thus, courses in Marxism-Leninism
are still obligatory for students at Vietnam’s state universities and to build
a socialist society remains the ultimate aim of the party.

And — while the CPV basically switched to performance-based legiti-
macy (Le Hong Hiep 2012) and earns the support of the Vietnamese peo-
ple due to its successful economic policy, the Party still derives its legiti-
macy from its historical role in the struggle against French colonialism and
for the country’s independence in the twentieth century. This struggle is
presented by Vietnamese historiography as a teleological and triumphalist
narrative with the CPV as its dominant actor (Grossheim 2018). Historical
events that do not completely fit into this version of Vietnamese history
are either co-opted or ignored (Dutton 2013).

This master narrative of Vietnam’s national history and world history
is propagated by the “memory machine” of the Vietnamese Party-state by

“churning out an impressive array of texts, such as communist memoirs,
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novels, and histories, that re-present the past in approved ways.” (McHale
2002, p. 26).

In this article I analyze the inner workings of the ‘memory machine’
by taking the example of the commemoration of the 100™ anniversary of
the Russian October Revolution in 2017 in Vietnam and of the representa-
tion of the history of socialism in Vietnamese history textbooks.

I show that by celebrating anniversaries such as the 100" anniversary
of the Russian October Revolution in orthodox ways and by preserving
the monopoly of the propagation of history via textbooks used at schools
and university the Vietnamese ‘memory machine’ still presents Vietnam’s
history in the twentieth century as part of the world history of socialism
and as being deeply inspired by the construction of socialism in the Soviet
Union.D T claim that both the celebration of anniversaries and textbooks
are part of a ‘memory project’ that is launched, carried out and defended
by the Communist Party of Vietnam (CPV) and its chief ideologues — with
the Department of Propaganda and Education (Ban Tuyén Giao) at the
forefront. Within this project the celebration of official anniversaries and
history textbooks play an important role in propagating the ‘correct’
course of historical events and enforcing historical orthodoxy. Textbooks
in Vietnam are even more important since the Vietnamese education sys-
tem is still determined by rote learning, a prevalence of top-down peda-

gogy and mandatory classes in Marxist-Leninism (St George 2011).

1) This article is partly outcome of a research project on “The Politics of History and
Memory in Vietnam” that was funded by the German Research Foundation (DFG).
The author would like to thank the DFG for their financial support.
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2. The celebration of the 100™ anniversary of the Russian
October Revolution in 2017

In precolonial Vietnam, the Ministry of Rites (B¢ Lé) used to “prescribe
ritual activities and endorse hagiographies.” (DiGregorio and Salemink
2007, p. 436) Whereas in some fields nowadays the Ministry of Culture
and Information acts as the Ministry of Rites successor (ibid.), it is the
Department of Propaganda and Education (Ban Tuyén gido) of the CPV
that annually issues detailed guidelines on the performance of specific rit-
ual activities that reinforce Communist orthodoxy (instead of Confucian
orthodoxy).2) Thus, state and CPV institutions at different administrative
levels and state mass media such as the Vietnamese state television (VTV)
are entrusted with implementing these guidelines. The Department of
Propaganda and Education has the overall authority to prescribe how to
celebrate official socialist anniversaries.

In its annual guidelines for 2017 the Department already announced that
huge ceremonies should to be organized in commemoration of the 100"
anniversary of the Russian October Revolution (Ban Tuyén gido Trung
uong 2017b). In a separate decree the Department issued detailed guide-
lines on how to organize ceremonies on that occasion (Ban Chip Hanh
Trung wong. Ban Tuyén gido 2017). At the same time, it issued an histor-
ical assessment of the Russian October Revolution that reiterated the offi-
cial master narrative linking that event to the Vietnamese revolution (Ban
Tuyén gido 2017a).

As the first institution to implement the guidelines the Department of

2) For a short discussion of the precolonial Ministry of Rites see DiGregorio and
Salemink 2007, p. 436.
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Propaganda and Education lists up itself with the task of organizing a na-
tional conference in cooperation with the HO Chi Minh National Academy
of Politics (Hoc vién Chinh tri quéc gia Ho Chi Minh) and the
Vietnamese Academy of Social Sciences (Vién Han lam Khoa hoc xd hoi
Viet Nam), the two leading think tanks in Vietnam. Accordingly, in
October 2017 in Hanoi a conference on the significance of the Russian
October Revolution was organized with V6 Van Thudng, Politburo mem-
ber and chairman of the Department of Propaganda and Education as key-
note speaker (Nhat Minh 2017).3)

The second task — to organize a ceremony in Hanoi — was carried
out on November 4, 2017 in the National Convention Center in Hanoi.
The complete Party and government leadership attended the ceremony to-
gether with domestic and foreign guests (VTV1 2017c). The whole cere-
mony was broadcast by the Vietnamese television (VIV1 2017d). At the
beginning of the program, revolutionary songs and famous Russian songs
were performed. As prescribed in the guidelines the ceremony in Hanoi
emphasized the close connection of the Russian October Revolution and
the Vietnamese revolution — an aspect that Party chairman Nguyén Phi
Trong also dwelt on in a long speech.

The Party Chairman once more emphasized the significance of the
Russian October Revolution for the Vietnamese revolution — against all
attempts to ‘distort’ its achievements and “to negate Marxism-Leninism

and the path to socialism in our country.” (VTVI 2017¢c)Y

3) The Departments of Propaganda and Education at the provincial level were also
instructed to organize ceremonies in commemoration of the Russian October Revolution.
For an example in the southern province of An Giang see Phudc Hoa (2017).

4) For a detailed presentation of this argument see, for example, Lé Htu Nghia (2016)
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His adherence to socialism against all odds must be understood in con-
nection to his attempt in the last few years to increasingly reinforce social-
ist orthodoxy in the Party. Thus, the important Resolution 4 issued by the
Central Committee of the CPV in October 2016 (Ban Chip Hanh Trung
wong. Pang Cdng San Viét Nam. 2016) explicitly warns against
‘tendencies of self-evolution’ (1 dién bién) of Party members as reflected
in the rejection of the basic tenets of Marxism-Leninism, the demand for
pluralism and the separation of powers, ‘the negation of the achievements
of revolution’, and “the distortion of history, making fabrications, and
slandering [---] of the leaders of Party and state.” (ibid.).

In this context, the celebrations on the occasion of the 100™ anniversary
of the Russian October Revolution served to reaffirm the CPV’s view of
its own role as the dominant force in the modern history of Vietnam and
of the ever-lasting significance of Marxism-Leninism.>)

Also closely following the instructions of the Department of Propaganda
and Education in 2017, Party newspapers and journals such as Tap chi
Cong san (Communist Journal) published a whole series of articles that
highlighted the legacy of the Russian October Revolution (Anon. 2017a,
Anon. 2017b, Pinh Ngoc Hoa 2017, Lé Viét Duyén 2020, T6 Pinh Khang
2017). Others specifically highlights Stalin’s achievements in building so-
cialism in the Soviet Union. Thus, one article (Nguyén B4 Duong 2017)

and Anon (2010).

5) Also in conformity with the guidelines and the sanitized version of the Russian
October Revolution propagated by the Department of Propaganda and Education
Party theorists claimed that the collapse of the Soviet Union had also been due to
the ‘self-evolution’ of leading members Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Pinh
Ngoc Hoa 2017, Ta Ngoc Tén 2018). The CPV therefore, they concluded, had to
resolutely fight against similar tendencies.
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explicitly refers to a positive assessment of Stalin by the late President HO
Chi Minh.®) According to HO Chi Minh, Stalin had managed to transform
the Soviet Union into a “firm stronghold of the working-class and op-
pressed, of the democratic and peace faction of the whole world” (ibid.).
In sum, the article praises the economic progress that the Soviet Union
achieved under Stalin’s rule while completely disregarding the dark sides
of the Stalin era such as the collectivization period, the great purge and
the Gulag.

The Department of Propaganda and Education also entrusted state media
such as the Vietnamese state television with spreading the Party’s celebra-
tory version of the Russian October Revolution: The Vietnamese State
Television (VTV) had to broadcast the official ceremony in com-
memoration of the Russian October Revolution (VTV1 2017d) and to pro-
duce a documentary. The documentary entitled ‘Anh sdng thing Muoi’
(The Light of October) (VIV1 2017b) was shot at authentic locations in
Finland and Russia. Its political tenor was described in an accompanying
article on the VIV website (VITV1 2017a). The documentary highlights
the significance of that historical event for world history and the Vietnamese
revolution and at the same time tries to explain why the Soviet Union col-
lapsed after only 70 years of existence which is characterized as the
“greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the century” (ibid.).”)

In addition to a lavish documentary the Vietnamese State Television al-
so produced a special program entitled “10 Days that Shook the World”

— a quote from the title of John Reed’s famous account of the Russian

6) The author is member of the important ‘Central Theoretical Council’ of the CPV
(Hoi dong Ly lugn Trung wong Pdng Céng san Viét Nam).

7) This is a quote from the famous assessment that President Putin made in 2005.
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October Revolution (see VIV1 2017¢ and 2017f).

In the first part the program depicts the achievements of the Russian
October Revolution, the second focusses on the patriotic war against
Germany, and the third represents the spread of the internationalist com-
munist movement including the Vietnamese and the Cuban Revolution.

Like a similar program (HTV 2017) it also caters for nostalgic feelings
among older Vietnamese for the former Soviet Union, especially for its
music and literature. Therefore, it includes well-known Russian songs such
as Katyusha, scenes of restaged documentaries on the Russian October
Revolution and interviews with Vietnamese who studied in the former
Soviet Union a long time ago.)

The way the official commemoration of the 100™ anniversary of the
Russian October Revolution was organized reflects the important role of
the CPV’s Department of Propaganda and Education in directing the

Vietnamese ‘memory machine’.

3. The history of socialism in the Soviet Union and Eastern

Europe in Vietnamese textbooks

The historiographical stagnation and rigidity in Vietnamese textbooks on
the history of socialism and modern world history in general is inscribed
in clear from the beginning: the foreword in one of the world history text-
books analysed in this article bluntly states that its proclaimed aim is to

foster the readers’ confidence in the CPV and the right path to socialism

8) For this Soviet nostalgia among Vietnamese see L& Thanh 2020.
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that the party has taken — in particular the confidence of future history
teachers currently studying at Vietnamese universities (P& Thanh Binh
2012, p. 10). That is why sensitive issues in the history of Vietnamese
communism and the world’s socialist movements still tend to be ignored,
played down or distorted in textbooks.

Characteristically, both Vietnamese-language world history textbooks
that are currently available and used at Vietnamese universities and teacher
training colleges start their narrative with the year 1917 and ‘the glorious
Russian October Revolution’ (Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, and D5 Thanh
Binh 2012).9 Both books depict the October Revolution as a major turn-
ing point in the history of mankind and basically portray the socialist peri-
od in the Soviet Union as a glorious past. According to this triumphalist
account, all measures taken by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
after the seizure of power were aimed at transforming the country rapidly
from an agrarian, feudal society into a modern, industrial country.
Controversial aspects of the early history of the Soviet Union, however,
are usually played down or avoided altogether. This is especially true of
the human cost of forced industrialization; the forced collectivization of
agriculture, for example, led to a terrible famine in Ukraine, Kazakhstan,
the Northern Caucasus and other regions of the Soviet Union (Snyder
2010, p. 53). Furthermore, hundreds of thousands of peasants who offered

active or passive resistance were shot dead or perished in the Gulag.

9) The textbook by Nguyén Anh Thai was published by the Vietnam Education Publication
House (Nhd xudt ban Gido duc Viét Nam) that belongs to the Vietnamese Ministry
of Education and Training (B¢ Gido duc va Pao tao) and is the main publishing
house for school and university textbooks. The second world history by D Thanh
Binh was published by the University of Education Publishing House (Nhd xudt bdn
Dai hoc Sw phgm), the second main publisher of textbooks in Vietnam.
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Both accounts in the Vietnamese modern world histories, however, de-
pict agricultural collectivization in the Soviet Union as a successful and
necessary step on the way to creating a modern, industrial society. The
older monograph admits that the Soviet authorities made some serious
mistakes such as forcing peasants into co-operatives. According to the dis-
torted narrative, the main problem, however, was that the kulaks, more af-
fluent peasants and ‘reactionaries’ made use of the peasantry’s general re-
sentment about state policy to sabotage the whole project of collectiviza-
tion and instigate villagers to slaughter millions of cattle, which led to a
massive famine. Nevertheless, the Communist Party and the Soviet state
recognized and corrected the mistakes in time to accomplish agricultural
collectivization in a ‘healthy’ and correct manner, it says (Nguyén Anh
Thai 2014, p. 59).

In fact, this account repeats official views expressed by Stalin and oth-
ers who scented saboteurs of collectivization everywhere in the 1930s,
dubbed all peasants who did not wholeheartedly welcome the project
‘kulaks’ and ‘class enemies’, and resorted to harsh measures to break their
resistance to it (a policy known as ‘dekulakization’) (Baberowski 2007).

Instead of describing the great famine of 1932 and 1933 as the partial
result of an intended starvation policy, the Vietnamese textbook portrays
the collectivization campaign as a success story and blames whatever prob-
lems arose during the movement on the ‘kulaks’ (Nguyén Anh Théi 2014,
pp. 59-60).

The second world history currently in use at Vietnamese universities
and teacher training colleges basically repeats the twisted account men-
tioned above, but completely omits any mention of the fact that millions
of people died during the great famine (P6 Thanh Binh 2012, pp. 51-53).
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The first account at least mentions this fact, although the food shortage
is presented as a result of the acts of sabotage perpetrated by the ‘kulaks’
(Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, p. 59).

In the same vein, albeit even more euphemistically, the two textbooks
address one of the other dark periods in the history of the Soviet Union
and Stalinism — the Great Terror that reigned there from 1936 to 1938.
Thus, the chapter in the older modern world history is entitled ‘Building
socialism in the Soviet Union (1921-1941)’, but in fact it only offers two
cryptic and grossly distorted paragraphs about developments in the second
half of the 1930s: besides bringing about some impressive achievements,
the new socialist system also led to ‘stagnation’ and ‘passiveness’ — im-
perfections that became more pronounced from the beginning of the 1930s
and further resulted in a ‘lack of democracy’ and repressive measures
against dissidents. ‘The losses were not small’, it says (Nguyén Anh Thai
2014, p. 65). However, instead of further elaborating on the scope of po-
litical repressions in the Stalinist Soviet Union and the number of victims
of the Great Purge, the account ends on a positive note, once again prais-
ing the successful rise of the Soviet Union to become a modern, in-
dustrialized nation with a highly-developed war industry which produced
the material and technological basis for the Soviet people to beat off the
‘violent forces of international fascism’ (ibid., 65).

What is absent from this triumphalist account is the fact that the general
staff of the Red Army were one of the main victims of the terror and lost
many of their best and brightest officers, which partly explains the poor
performance of the Soviet forces in the face of the German aggressors in
1941 (Baberowski 2003, pp. 168-172).

Again, the second modern history textbook basically presents a similar
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account, it, only addresses the Great Purge in the second half of the 1930s
in a very indirect and cursory manner. It does not even mention that there
were ‘losses’ due to mistakes made in the Soviet Union during the build-
ing of socialism (P Thanh Binh 2012, p. 55).

The version taught in history textbooks for use at schools in Vietnam
is similar. Thus, the account in both 11th-grade textbooks from the pre- and
the post-reform period on the development of the Soviet Union in the first
two decades is a short one and retells the success story of the rise of a
powerful, modern, industrialized country. There is no mention whatsoever
of the human cost that the Soviet people had to pay for this modernization
project, forced agricultural collectivization and during the Great Terror
(Lich st 11, 1988, pp. 33-40; Phan Ngoc Lién 2014a, pp. 53-58).10) The
chapters on the Second World War in the modern world history mono-
graphs and school textbooks follows a Manichean world view of good and
evil, a continuous class struggle between the socialist, progressive camp
and the capitalist, reactionary camp since the Russian October Revolution
(Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, p. 220; Phan Ngoc Lién 2014b, p. 13). In this
narrative, the Soviet Union bears the brunt of the struggle against Nazi

Germany during the Second World War. Whereas the new 11"

-grade text-
book also gives the other allied powers — Britain and the United States —

credit for the victory against the Third Reich (Phan Ngoc Lién 2014a, pp.

10) Both textbooks were published by the main publishing house for textbooks in
Vietnam, the Vietnam Education Publication House (Nha xudt ban Gido duc Viét
Nam). The author of the second textbook, the late Phan Ngoc Lién, used to work
as professor of history and was head of the Department of History at the Hanoi
University of Education (Pai hoc Sw pham), one of the main teachers’colleges in
Vietnam. He also served as president of the Association for History Education (Hgi
Gido duc Lich sw).
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90-101), the older 11" grade textbook and the modern world history text-
book depicts the Second World War as an epic struggle between Nazi
Germany and what seems to have been its only enemy, the glorious Soviet
Union (Lich str 11, 1988, pp. 73-96; Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, pp. 166-218).11)
In this distorted account, all attempts by the Soviet Union to establish a
united front against the threat of fascism were thwarted by the United
States and other capitalist countries that wanted to drive Moscow into a
war against Nazi Germany in order to continue their own struggle against
communism, which had started right after the Russian October Revolution.
Similarly, the textbooks hail the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact from August
1939 as a clever ploy of Soviet diplomacy to win time (see Lich st 11,
1988, p. 73; Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, pp. 184-186). The Katyn massacre,
i.e. the mass execution of Polish military officers and intellectuals by the
Soviet secret police in Katyn, is not mentioned, although this issue has
been addressed in Vietnamese newspapers recently (see, for example, Hai
Minh 2010; Khiac Nam 2013; Nguyén Thi Mai Hoa 2014).

The opening of the second front by the United States and Britain in
Normandy, France in June 1944 is depicted as a belated measure that had
to be forced upon the Allies by the Soviet Union. According to this ac-
count, which portrays the Soviet Union as the main victim and enemy of
Nazi Germany until 1944, neither the United States nor Britain had
“seriously participated in the war’ (Lich sir 11, 1988, p. 84; Nguyén Anh
Thai 2014, p. 210). This ignores the fact that Britain — the only country

11) See the account by writer Poan Trang, who remembered from her history lessons
at school that the Second World War was primarily depicted as a struggle between
Nazi Germany and the glorious Soviet Union and that he hardly learnt anything
about the other Allies. See Kinh Hoa 2015.
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in war-torn Western Europe to remain unoccupied — had resisted the
Third Reich since 1940 and that the United States had entered the Second
World War in December 1941 after the Japanese bombing of Pearl
Harbor. It went on to fight a fierce battle against Japan in the Pacific War
and provided the Soviet Union with an enormous amount of military aid
from 1941 onwards, commonly known as land-and-lease aid, which had
proved to be essential for the war on the Eastern Front.

The world history argues that since the Soviet Union participated in the
Second World War, it became a “war for a just cause’ (chién tranh mang
tinh chat chinh nghia). The victory of the Soviet Union therefore had a
major positive impact on the struggle for peace, national independence, de-
mocracy and social progress (Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, p. 220).

This central idea and the intrinsic binary opposition of the socialist, pro-
gressive camp led by the Soviet Union and the capital, imperialist, reac-
tionary camp under the leadership of the United States are the dominant
notions underlying the account on the developments in the post-war world
and the Cold War in particular.12) Thus, according to the latest Vietnamese
modern world history, in the Eastern European countries occupied by Nazi
Germany, the entire bourgeoisie and their political parties surrendered, sid-
ed with the German occupiers or chose to go into exile in Britain. Only
the communist parties offered steadfast resistance to fascist rule, it con-
tinues, and when the Red Army started to drive back the occupying forces
in 1944, the communist resistance movements organized successful uprisings.
The establishment of ‘people’s democracies’ in almost every country in

Eastern Europe was therefore the ‘objective result” of the existing con-

12) For whatever reasons, the second modern world history does not provide a detailed
account of the Second World War (B Thanh Binh 2012).
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ditions during and after the Second World War and of the support pro-
vided by the Soviet Union (B4 Thanh Binh 2012, pp. 93-94). In line with
this narrative, the Soviet Union always sided with progressive forces,
whereas the former Western allies systematically colluded with reactionary
and fascist elements.

It suffices to analyze how the intervention of the United States in West
German politics is depicted in this account: here, in open defiance of the
Potsdam Treaty, the US, Britain and France actively supported the restora-
tion of militaristic and fascist circles. So in the end, the parties of the
bourgeoisie, militaristic and fascist forces gradually came to dominate poli-
tics in West Germany, whereas the activities of truly democratic parties
were restricted (Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, p. 231, pp. 307-308) — a dis-
torted portrait of the beginnings of West Germany that seems to come
straight from history textbooks from the former GDR.

In contrast, in all those Eastern European states that were supported by
the Soviet Union, the ‘working class’ really did take over power. According
to the narrative, however, during the Cold War the progressive socialist
bloc constantly had to deal with anti-socialist conspiracies created by capi-
talist Western countries that colluded with hostile domestic reactionary
elements. Popular uprisings and movements against socialist regimes in
Eastern Europe that became more and more repressive from the beginning
of the 1950s, such as those in the GDR in 1953, in Hungary in 1956, in
Poland in 1956 and 1980 and in Czechoslovakia in 1968, are thus pre-
sented as anti-socialist plots that were mainly instigated by anti-revolu-
tionary forces from the outside and were only supported by reactionary el-
ements inside the country who lacked any substantial following by ‘the
masses’ (see Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, pp. 260-261, pp. 266-267, pp.
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274-277, D6 Thanh Binh 2012, pp. 96-112).

In this account, which still follows stereotypes of socialist historiog-
raphy during the Cold War period, the People’s Uprising in the GDR in
June 1953, for example, is merely portrayed as an act by provocateurs
who entered East German territory from West Berlin to sabotage the
building of socialism in the East and reunify both parts of Germany. In
the end, the conspiracy was crushed with the help of the Soviet Union,
the author claims (Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, p. 277; B Thanh Binh 2012,
p. 112).

This version of the events in the GDR in 1953 completely withholds
the fact that the uprising started as a strike by construction workers pro-
testing against the increase in work quotas — in other words, the revolt
against the Socialist Unity Party was led by the very working class that
the ruling party was supposed to represent. Furthermore, the uprising soon
turned into a countrywide phenomenon and was not just a single event in
East Berlin stirred up by provocateurs from West Berlin.

The analysis of the further struggle of the GDR against hostile anti-so-
cialist elements follows the well-known master narrative: accordingly, once
the uprising of 1953 was crushed, reactionary West German elements con-
tinued to make use of the open border with East Germany to destroy so-
cialism in the GDR, to spy and to hoard rare goods. In August 1961, the
East German leadership reacted by taking appropriate measures to gain full
control of the border and by building the Berlin Wall (P& Thanh Binh
2012, p. 112; Nguyén Anh Thai 2014, pp. 277-278). This account re-
hashes the official explanation propagated by the East German leadership
that they had to build a ‘protective wall against fascism’ (antifaschistische

Schutzmauer in German), but it does not mention one of the main factors
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that led to the fateful decision to close the inner German border: the mi-
gration of more than two million East Germans to West Germany up to
the beginning of the 1960s.

The flight of such a huge number of East Germans from a country that
allegedly had become more and more democratic under communist rule
and whose economic and social achievements had guaranteed the people
a happy and prosperous life does not fit into the socialist master narrative
presented in the two modern world history textbooks.

The Soviet Union is portrayed as ‘the fortress of peace’ in the post-Second
World War period on which the world’s democratic and progressive forces
could rely (P& Thanh Binh 2012, p. 73). Thus, when the socialist system
in the GDR came under threat in 1953 and that in Hungary was endan-
gered in 1956, the Soviet Union always came to the aid of its ‘brothers’.
As for the domestic development of the Soviet Union, the account is also
predominantly positive, but at the same time it stresses some negative phe-
nomena that became more and more pronounced and also sowed the seeds
of the later collapse of socialism, at least according to the analysis in the
two world history textbooks.

Interestingly, the narrative in the first monograph seems to more
straightforward and bolder than the second one: it devotes almost two pa-
ges to the 20" Party Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union in 1956 and its impact on the communist movement. For example,
it mentions Khrushchev’s secret report, his criticism of the cult of person-
ality and the suppression and terror during the Stalin era. However, the
account does not go into any further detail and offers no reappraisal of
Stalinism, the collectivization campaign or the Great Terror of the 1930s.

Instead, it states that the congress led to the schism of the socialist world
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and that Khrushchev’s views were criticized by certain other communist
parties as being ‘revisionist’ (Nguyén Anh Théi 2014, pp. 256-257).

In the chapter on the history of socialism, the second textbook provides
general information on the 20" Party Congress, but does not cover
Khrushchev’s report or the beginnings of de-Stalinization at all. It only
vaguely mentions that the Party had started to re-examine the case of
those who had been wrongly convicted in the 1930s after 1953 (DS Thanh
Binh 2012, p. 70). In a different chapter on the history of the communist
movement and international labor movement, however, the textbook states
that while in power Khrushchev criticized mistakes made during the peri-
od of building socialism in the Soviet Union, the lack of democracy and
the cult of personality that existed (ibid., 370). According to the narrative,
in the 1960s the Soviet Union continued to defend the other socialist states
against hostile Western conspiracies. Thus, when ‘reactionary, anti-social-
ist” Western forces supported the plot ‘to turn back the hands of time’ in
1968, the Soviet Union thwarted it in time by sending troops in together
with other states in the Warsaw Pact (ibid., 102).

However, the hitherto triumphalist account of the development of the
Soviet Union starts to get tainted: while the West under the leadership of
the United States actively tried to undermine socialism by promoting the
scheme of ‘peaceful evolution’ and threatened to invade Cuba and Vietnam
at the beginning of the 1960s, ‘revisionist and opportunist elements’ in
some communist parties propagated the policy of ‘peaceful co-existence’
and a policy of unconditional compromise with the West. In addition, dog-
matic tendencies started to appear in the communist world (ibid., 372).
This is, of course, an intrinsic criticism of Khrushchev, who originally de-

vised the policy of ‘peaceful co-existence’ (Grossheim 2013).
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According to the account in the older modern history monograph, the
aforementioned ‘dogmatism’ and ‘obstinate conservative thinking’ became
dominant features in the Soviet Union and other socialist countries in
Eastern Europe from the 1970s onwards. This led to the rise of a bureau-
cratic state in the Soviet Union and a fateful stagnation of socialism. The
crisis of socialism also originated from mistakes made in the period from
the 1930s to the 1950s, in particular the ‘monopolization of truth’ (doc
quyén chdn li) and the monopoly of power in the hands of one party
(Nguyén Anh Théi 2014, pp. 487-488). Whether or not this is meant to
be an encoded criticism of Stalinism is unclear.

In any case, due to their dogmatic and inflexible attitude, the leader-
ships in many socialist countries such as Romania, Albania, North Korea,
Cuba and the GDR had rejected any reform, whereas Bulgaria and
Czechoslovakia had promised to undertake reforms, but did not actually
implement them. In contrast, the Soviet Union had carried out reforms, but
done so in a hasty and inappropriate manner. The mistakes the Soviet
leadership made led to a crisis and finally to the collapse of socialism at
the end of the 1980s and beginning of the 1990s. This is analyzed at
length in the Vietnamese history textbooks and is directly linked to the

fate of communism.

4. Conclusion

While back in 1987 Kurt Hager, the GDR’s ideological chief, rejected
any notion of reforms by stating “You don’t need to change the wallpaper

in your flat just because your neighbor is redecorating his place’ (Anon



346 <E=F A77d A23 (2020.05.31.)

1987), the Vietnamese leadership reacted in time by launching reforms in
1986. In the official textbook on the history of the Vietnamese Communist
Party used at universities the adoption of the reform policy (doi méi) is
presented as a major achievement by the CPV. At the same time, the text-
book emphasizes that the ultimate triumph of the Vietnamese revolution
depends on the ‘correct leadership by the CPV’ (L& Mau Han ez al. 2006,
p. 155, pp. 179-180, pp. 181-191). That the leadership of the CPV is abso-
lutely necessary and that it is contingent on monopolizing power is repeated
in a mantra-like manner — this is actually the main lesson that students
are expected to learn in history classes or classes on Marxism-Leninism.

Thus, the emphasis of the history textbooks is on continuity — they still
serve as a tool to legitimize the CPV’s monopoly of power. The same is
true for official anniversaries such as the 100" anniversary of the Russian
October Revolution that are commemorated according to the modern
Ministry of Rites, the CPV’s Department of Propaganda and Education.
Both textbooks and the commemoration of socialist anniversaries try to
obscure the basic contradiction of the Vietnamese revolution: for the party
building socialism and achieving independence had always been two aims
that were inextricably linked with each other.13) In fact, however, in the
mid-1980s the CPV had to realize that building socialism had been a mas-
sive failure and adopted a reform policy that contradicted its long-time so-
cialist tenets (Goscha 2016). To renounce socialism as the ultimate aim,
however, would make the sacrifices that hundreds of thousands of
Vietnamese made since the foundation of the party and especially during

the second Vietnam War (1964-1975) not only for achieving independence,

13) Tuong Vu emphasis the commitment of Vietnamese revolutionaries to communism
(see Tuong Vu 2017, 2019).
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but also for building socialism in the south of the country useless, and thus
shake the foundation of the CPV’s legitimacy of power. Therefore, in his-
tory textbooks and on the occasion of anniversaries the history of the CPV
and Vietnam’s national history is presented as part of a basically triumph-
alist history of world socialism. They propagate a linear narrative of the
history of socialism that obliterates dark spots such as the Stalinist terror
or the crushing of uprisings in East Germany, Hungary or Czechoslovakia
in 1953, 1956 and 1968 respectively. Those episodes in the history of so-
cialism in the twentieth century that would constitute ‘threatening histor-
ies’14) to the basically positive account are reconfigured. The role of ‘the
masses’ or ‘the workers’, for example, is only celebrated in the narrative
as long as they follow the line of the communist party.

Thus, history textbooks and the commemoration of socialist anniversa-
ries in Vietnam serve to uphold ideological orthodoxy and curb the spread
of deviationist ideas — a phenomenon that the CPV’s Central Committee
has called ‘self-evolution’ (f dién bién) (Ban Chap Hanh Trung uong.
Pang Cong San Viét Nam 2016) This ‘self-evolution’ also includes chal-
lenging the orthodox historical narrative propagated in textbooks, i.e. ques-
tioning and misrepresenting the ‘achievements of socialism’ and defaming
party leaders such as Ho Chi Minh (L& Hitu Nghia 2016, Bic Ha 2015) and
of socialist leaders such as Lenin who are still celebrated in Vietnam.!5)
Thus, Lenin’s 150" birthday in 2020 will be one of the most important
anniversaries celebrated by the CPV’s well-maintained ‘memory machine’

(Ban Chdp Hanh Trung wong. Ban Tuyén gido. 2020).

14) I borrow the term from the title of George Dutton’s insightful article (Dutton 2013).

15) See the discussion about the erection of a Lenin statue in Ngh¢ An province in
2020 (Anon. 2020b, Pang Truong 2020).



348

Q&= A|77¢ A2E (2020.05.31.)

Bibliography

Anon. 2017a. “Cich mang Thang Mudi Nga v6i phong trao déu tranh giai

phong dan toc & Pong Nam A” [The Russian October Revolution and
the Struggle for National Liberation in South East Asia], Tap chi Céng
san (Communist Journal) October 18. http://www.tapchicongsan.org.vn/
Home/Binh-luan/2017/47623/Cach-mang-Thang-Muoi-Nga-voi-phong-tra
o-dau-tranh-giai-phong.aspx (accessed November 1, 2017).

. 2017b. “Cach mang Thang Muoi Nga 1a biéu tuong vi dai cua thoi dai”

[The Russian October Revolution is a Symbol of the Greatness of Our
Era], Thanh Nién (Youth Newspaper) November 6. https://thanhnien.vn/
thoi-su/cach-mang-thang-muoi-nga-la-bieu-tuong-vi-dai-cua-thoi-dai-8971
46.html (accessed February 26, 2020).

. 1987. “Kein Tapetenwechsel 1987, Dokumente — Regierungswechsel zu

Kohl und die deutsche Frage (April 10, 1987)” [No Change of Scenes
1987, Documents — Change of Government to Kohl and the German
Question], http://germanhistorydocs.ghi-dc.org/sub_document.cfm?docu-
ment_id=1146 (accessed December 29, 2016).

. 2010. “Nhiing bai hoc tir sw sup d6 cua Pang Cong san Lién Xo: Phan

6: Chan dung mét s nha lanh dao Pang CS Lién X6 (ky 1)” [Lessons
from the Collapse of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union: Part 6:
Portrait of some Leaders of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union],
Nhian Ddn (The People) October 3. https://www.nhandan.com.vn/the-
gioi/item/10336702-.html (accessed March 2, 2020).

. 2020a. “Nghg An bac bo 'tin xuyén tac' vé twong Lenin & thanh phd

Vinh” [Nghé¢ An Refutes ,Fake News‘ about the Lenin monument in the
city of Vinh], BBC Vietnamese February 24. https://www.bbc.com/viet-
namese/culture-social-51616350 (accessed February 25, 2020).

. 2020b. “Phan {mg vé viéc dung tuong Lénin tai Nghé An” [Reaction to

Erecting a Lenin statue in Nghé An], RFA February 19. https://www.rf-



Martin Grossheim / Celebrating the Socialist Past 349

a.org/vietnamese/in_depth/reaction-on-building-lenin-statue-in-nghe-an-
02192020130354.html (accessed February 26, 2020).

Ban Chip Hanh Trung wong. Ban Tuyén gido. 2017. “Hudng dan cong téc tuyén
truyén va td chitc dot sinh hoat chinh tri tu twéng ky niém 100 ndm Cich
mang Thang Muoi Nga (7/11/1917 - 7/11/2017)” [Central Committee.
Propaganda and Education Department. Guidelines for the Propaganda
Work and the Organisation of Political and Ideological Activities in
Commemoration of the 100th Anniversary of the Russian October
Revolution], August 4. http://mt.gov.vn/Images/editor/files/XUAN%20-
NGUYEN/Nam%202017/Quy%20III/HD-38.pdf (accessed March 2, 2020).

Baberowski, Jorg. 2003. Der rote Terror. Die Geschichte des Stalinismus [Red
Terror. History of Stalinism]. Munich: DVA.

. 2007. “Die Kollektivierung der Landwirtschaft und der Terror
gegen die Kulaken” [The Collectivization of Agriculture and the Terror
against the Kulaks], Themenportal Europdische Geschichte. http://www.
europa.clio-online.de/2007/Article=102 (accessed April 28, 2016).

Béc Ha. 2015. “Chiéu tro ‘ha bé than tugng’ va 16i suy dién chi quan” [The
Ploy to ‘Dethrone Paragons’ and Subjective Conclusions], Cong An Nhan
Ddn (People’s Public Security Newspaper) June O1. http://cand.com.vn/
Chong-dien-bien-hoa-binh/Chieu-tro-ha-be-than-tuong-va-loi-suy-di-
en-chu-quan-353258/ (accessed December 16, 2016).

Ban Chép Hanh Trung wong. Ban Tuyén gido. 2020. “Hudng dan tuyén truyén
ky niém cac ngay 1& 16n va sy kién lich str quan trong trong nam 2020”
[Guidelines for Propaganda in Commmoration of the Great Anniversaries
and Important Historical Events in 2020], January 8. http://tulieuvankien.
dangcongsan.vn/Uploads/2020/1/7/13/HD-115-BTGTW.doc (accessed Feb-
ruary 26, 2020).

Ban Chap Hanh Trung uong. Pang Cong San Viét Nam. 2016. “Nghi quyét s6
04-NQ/TW ngay 30 thang 10 nim 2016 cua Ban Chap hanh Trung wong
Pang vé ting cuong xdy dung, chinh dén Pang; ngin chin, diy lui su
suy thoai vé tu tuéng chinh tri, dao duc, 16i séng, nhﬁ’ng biéu hién 'tw
din bién, "tw chuyén hoa' trong ndi bo" [Resolution No. 04-NQ / TW



350

=% A77H AlRE (2020.05.31.)

of October 30, 2016 of the Party Central Committee on Strengthening
the Building and Reorganization of the Party; Prevent and Reverse the
Decline in Political Ideas, Morals, and Lifestyle, of Internal Manifestations
of ‘Self-evolution’ and ‘Self-transformation’], October 30. https://moha.
gov.vi/DATA/DOCUMENT/2018/04/BCS%20%C4%90a%CC%89ng/04.
NQ-TW.PDF (accessed March 2, 2020).

Ban Tuyén gido Trung wong. 2017a. “Dé cuong tuyén truyén ky niém 100 nim

Cach mang Thang Mudi Nga” [Outline for Propaganda in Commemoration
of the 100th anniversary of the Russian October Revolution], September
27. http://dukeg.hatinh.gov.vn/uploads/news/2017_(09/de-cuong-tuyen-truyen.
doc (accessed March 5, 2020).

. 2017b. “Hudng dan tuyén truyén ky niém cac ngay

1& 16n trong nam 2017” [Central Propaganda and Education Department.
Guidelines for Propaganda in Commemoration of the Great Anniversaries
in 2017], January 5. http://www.tuyengiao.vn/Home/Tulieu/95404/Ban-
Tuyen-giao-Trung-uong-Huong-dan-tuyen-truyen-ky-niem-cac-ngay-le-
lon-trong-nam-2017 (accessed May 8, 2017).

Pang Truong. 2020. “Ludn chuyén ,thu ngo* viéc xay dung twong dai Lénin”

[Discussion of an Open Letter on Erecting a Lenin Statue], Cong an Nhdn
dan (People’s Public Security Newspaper) February 25. http://cand.com.vn/
Chong-dien-bien-hoa-binh/Luan-chuyen-thu-ngo-viec-xay-dung-tuong-
dai-Lenin-582929/ (accessed 25.2.2020).

DiGregorio, Michael and Oscar Salemink. 2007. “Living with the Dead: The

Politics of Ritual and Remembrance in Contemporary Vietnam,” Journal
of Southeast Asian Studies 38 (3): 433-440.

Pinh Ngoc Hoa. 2017. “Bai hoc chdng “tyr dién bién”, “ty chuyén héa” nhin

tr sy sup d6 cua Lién Xo6” [Lessons against Self-evolution’ and
“Self-transformation’ from the Collapse of the Soviet Union], Cong An
Nhan Dan (People’s Public Security Newspaper) March 6. http://cand.
com.vn/Chong-dien-bien-hoa-binh/Nhin-lai-nguyen-nhan-sup-do-cua-
Lien-Xo-va-bai-hoc-chong-tu-dien-bien-tu-chuyen-hoa-o-nuoc-ta-hien-
nay-431171/ (accessed March 2, 2020).



Martin Grossheim / Celebrating the Socialist Past 351

D& Thanh Binh, ed. 2012. Lich sir thé gidi hién dai [Modern World History].
Third edition, Hanoi: NXB Pai Hoc Su Pham.

Dutton, George. 2013. “Threatening Histories. Rethinking the Historiography of
Colonial Vietnam,” Critical Asian Studies 45 (3): 365-392.

Elliott, David W. 2012. Changing Worlds: Vietnam’s Transition from Cold War
to Globalization. New York: Oxford University Press.

Goscha, Christopher. 2016. The Penguin History of Modern Vietnam. London:
Penguin.

Grossheim, Martin. 2018. ““Dbi Mé6i’ in the Classroom? How National and World
History Are Portrayed in Vietnamese Textbooks,” SOJOURN: Journal of
Social Issues in Southeast Asia 33 (1): 147-80.

Grossheim, Martin. 2016. “The Lao Dong Party, culture and the campaign against
‘modern revisionism’: The Democratic Republic of Vietnam before the
Second Indochina War,” Journal of Vietnamese Studies 9 (1): 80-129.

Hai Minh. 2010. “Nga cong khai tu ligu vu tham sat Katyn” [Russia Makes
Material about the Katyn Massacre Public], VN Express April 29. http://
vnexpress.net/tin-tuc/the-gioi/nga-cong-khai-tu-lie-u-vu--tha-m-sa-t-ka-
tyn-2161346.html (accessed May 15, 2015).

HTV (HS Chi Minh City TV). 2017. “Thoi thanh nién s6i ndi. Ky niém 100 nim
Cach mang Thang Muoi Nga” [An exciting youth. In commemoration
of the 100th anniversary of the Russian October Revolution], Novmeber
1. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2FWMEdSFwPY (accessed March
4, 2020).

Khic Nam. 2013. “Lét lai vu tham sat Katyn” [Turning the Katyn Massacre Upside
Down], Cong An Thanh Phé Pa Nang (Public Security Newspaper of Pa
Néng) December 18. http://www.cadn.com.vivnews/122 107397 la-t-la-i-
vu-tha-m-sa-t-katyn.aspx (accessed on June 15, 2015).

Le Hong Hiep. 2012. “Performance-based Legitimacy: The Case of the Communist
Party of Vietnam and Doi Moi,” Contemporary Southeast Asia: A Journal
of International and Strategic Affairs 34 (2): 145-172.

Lé Hiru Nghia. 2016. “Vé mot sb quan diém xuyén tac, phu nhan chi nghia
Méc — Lénin hién nay” [About some Distorting Views to Question Pre-



352 QE=% A774 ARZ (2020.05.31.)

sent-day Marxism-Leninism], 7/c Ly ludn Chinh tri (Journal of Political
Theory) March 14. http://lyluanchinhtri.vn/home/index.php/anh-chinh/item/
1358-ve-mot-so-quan-diem-xuyen-tac-phu-nhan-chu-nghia-mac-len-
in-hien-nay.html1146 (accessed December 15, 2016).

Lé Mau Han et al. 2006. Gido trinh lich sw Dang cong san Viét Nam: Dung
trong cdc truomg dai hoc, cao ding. Second edition [Teaching Material
on the History of the Vietnamese Communist Party: For Universities and
Colleges]. Hanoi: NXB Chinh tri Quéc gia.

Lé Thanh. 2020. “Khi nguoi Viét hoai niém X6 — Nga?” [When Vietnamese
Feel Nostalgic for the Soviet Union — Russia?], Van Hoa Nghé An
February 26. http://www.vanhoanghean.com.vn/component/k2/111-goc-nhin-
van-hoa-2/13745-khi-nguoi-viet-hoai-niem-xo-nga (accessed March 4, 2020).

Lé Viét Duyén. 2017. “Phat huy tinh thdn Cach mang thang Mudi Nga, kién
dinh dudng 16i d6i ngoai cia Viét Nam trong giai doan méi” [Upholding
the Spirit of the Russian October Revolution in Russia, to Be Steadfast
in Vietnam's Foreign Policy in the New Stage], Tap chi Cong sdn
(Communist Journal) December 7. http://tapchicongsan.org.vn/web/guest/ky-
niem-100-nam-cach-mang-thang- 10-nga/-/2018/48322/phat-huy-tinh-than-
cach-mang-thang-muoi-nga%2C-kien-dinh-duong-loi-doi-ngoai-cua-viet-
nam-trong-giai-doan-moi.aspx (accessed February 25, 2020).

Lich sir 11. 1988. hé¢ 12 nam, tgp 1 [History 11, 12-year system, vol. 1],
Twenty-ninth edition. Hanoi: NXB Gido Duc.

McHale, Shawn. 2002. “Vietnamese Marxism, Dissent, and the Politics of
Postcolonial Memory: Tran Duc Thao, 1946-1993,” Journal of Asian
Studies 61 (2): 7-31.

Nguyén Ba Duong. 2017. “Stalin va nhiing thanh tyu cta Lién X6” [Stalin and
the Achievements of the Soviet Union], Qudn Doi Nhdn Ddn (People’s
Army Newspaper) September 6. https://ct.qdnd.vn/ho-so-tu-liew/stalin-va-
nhung-thanh-tuu-cua-lien-x0-521562 (accessed March 2, 2020).

Nguyén Anh Théi. ed. 2014. Lich sir thé gidi hién dai [Modern World History],
Thirteenth edition. Hanoi: NXB Giao Duc.

Nguyén Thi Mai Hoa. 2014. “Katyn — Bi 4n lich s [Katyn — a Secret of



Martin Grossheim / Celebrating the Socialist Past 353

History], T/c Vin héa Nghé An (Nghé An Cultural Journal) October 3.
http://vanhoanghean.com.vn/chuyen-muc-goc-nhin-van-hoa/nhin-ra-the-
gioi/katyn-bi-an-lich-su (accessed June 15, 2015).

Nhat Minh. 2017. “Hdi thao khoa hoc ‘100 nam Cach mang Thang Mudi Nga
va Chu nghia xa hoi hién thuc — Gia tri lich st va y nghia thoi dai’”
[Academic Conference on ‘100 Years Russian October Revolution and
Actually Existing Socialism — Historical Value and Present-day Signi-
ficance’], Tuyén Gido (Propaganda and Education) October 26. http://
tuyengiao.vn/thoi-su/hoi-thao-khoa-hoc-100-nam-cach-mang-thang-muoi-
nga-va-chu-nghia-xa-hoi-hien-thuc-gia-tri-lich-su-va-y-106242  (accessed
March 6, 2020).

Phan Ngoc Lién. ed. 2014a. Lich sw 11 [History 11], Seventh edition. Hanoi:
NXB Gido Duc Viét Nam.

. ed. 2014b. Lich s 12 [History 12], Sixth edition. Hanoi: NXB
Giao Duc Viét Nam.

Phudc Hoa. 2017. “Toa dam ky niém 100 ndm Cach mang Thang Muoi Nga
(7/11/1917 - 7/11/2017)” [Discussion in Commemoration of the 100th
Anniversary of the Russian October Revolution], Tuyén gido An Giang
(Propaganda and Education of An Giang) November 7. http://tuyen-
giaoangiang.vn/thong-tin-tuyen-giao/dinh-huong-tuyen-truyen/5102-toa-
dam-ky-niem-100-nam-cach-mang-thang-10-nga.html (accessed March 6,
2020).

Snyder, Timothy. 2010. Bloodlands. Europe between Hitler and Stalin. New
York: Basic Books.

St George, Elizabeth. 2011. “Boundaries of Autonomy.” In Education in Vietnam,
edited by Jonathan London, 212-236. Singapore: Institute of Southeast
Asian Studies.

Ta Ngoc Tén. 2018. “Nhiing sai 1dm vé nhan thirc 1y ludn din dén sy sup do
mo hinh chi nghia xa hdi hién thuc & Lién bang X6-Viét” [Mistakes
in Theoretical Perception that Led to the Collapse of the Model of
Actually Existing Socialism in the Soviet Union], Tap chi Cong san
(Communist Journal) February 12. http://tapchicongsan.org.vn/web/guest/



354 QlE=% A77H A2E (2020.0531)

ky-niem-100-nam-cach-mang-thang-10-nga/-/2018/49435/nhung-sai-lam-v
e-nhan-thuc-ly-luan-dan-den-su-sup-do-mo-hinh-chu-nghia-xa-hoi-hien-th
uc-o-lien-bang-xo-viet.aspx# (accessed February 25, 2020).

T6 Pinh Khang. 2017. “Y nghia, anh huéng ctia cach mang Thang Mudi Nga
dén cach mang Viét Nam” [Significance and Influence of the Russian
October Revolution on the Vietnamese Revolution], Tap chi Cong sdan
(Communist Journal) November 1. http://www.tapchicongsan.org.vn/Home/
Binh-luan/2017/47695/Y -nghia-anh-huong-cua-cach-mang-Thang-Muoi-N
ga-den-cach.aspx (accessed November 20, 2017).

Tuong Vu. 2019. “In the Service of World Revolution: Vietnamese Communists’
Radical Ambitions through the Three Indochina Wars,” Journal of Cold
War Studies 21 (4): 4-30.

Tuong Vu. 2017. Vietnam’s Communist Revolution: The Power and Limits of
Ideology. New York: Cambridge University Press.

VTVI (Vietnamese Television). 2017a. “Anh sang thang Mudi: Ké lai cudc Cach
mang thing Muoi vi dai sau 100 nim cho hau thé” [The Light of October:
Retelling the Glorious October Revolution after 100 Years for Future
Generations], October 30. https://vtv.vn/goc-khan-gia/vtv-dac-biet-anh-sang-
thang-muoi-ke-lai-cuoc-cach-mang-thang-muoi-vi-dai-sau-100-nam-cho-h
au-the-20171030101150841.htm (accessed March 9, 2020).

. 2017b. “Anh sang Thang Muoi — Phim tii liéu

vé CMTI0 Nga” [The Light of October — Documentary Film on the

Russian October Revolution], October 30. https://www.youtube.com/watch?

v=LIXY26bvdKS8 (accessed March 3, 2020).

. 2017c. “Long trong ky niém 100 nam Cach mang

thang Muoi Nga” [Solemn Commemoration of the 100th Anniversary of
the Russian October Revolution], November 5. https://vtv.vn/trong-nuoc/
long-trong-ky-niem- 100-nam-cach-mang-thang-muoi-nga-2017110513444
3357.htm (accessed March 4, 2020).

. 2017d. “Mit tinh ky niém 100 nam ngay céach
mang thang 10 Nga” [Meeting in Commemoration of the 100th Anniversary
of the Russian October Revolution], November 5. https://www.youtube.comy/




Martin Grossheim / Celebrating the Socialist Past 355

watch?v=rw8QIBbbq0g (accessed March 4, 2020).

. 2017e. “10 ngay rung chuyén thé giéi. Ky niém
100 nam cach mang thang 10 Nga” [10 days that Shook the World. In
Commemoration of the 100th Anniversary of the Russian October
Revolution], November 4. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8GS61j_w8jo
(accessed 4.3.2020).

VTVI1 (Vietnamese Television). 2017f. “10 ngay rung chuyén thé gidi. Ky niém
100 nam cach mang thang 10 Nga” [10 days that Shook the World. In
Commemoration of the 100th Anniversary of the Russian October
Revolution]. November 5, 2017. https:/vtv.vn/truyen-hinh/10-ngay-rung-
chuyen-the-gioi-tai-hien-trang-su-hao-hung-cua-cach-mang-thang-muoi-
nga-20171105000807872.htm (accessed March 4, 2020).

A G5 20209 49 6
AAF R 20206 49 249
AR EY: 20208 59 7Y



356 QlE== |77 A2E (2020.05.31.)

P
Jhu

AP35l Atell tiE HRH(EER)
— eyl V1o FL 0@ AEEe)

ERREE

wEellA] o ofs] kel WEe Agslel] Sit et 4
thow SR k. 49] ool tgt <&l ofa 7} 7)o B2 (mem-
ory machine)& E3j|4 THEo|R]3L AAFCH
£ Bl HEolA o]FolA|T it ofoh 2 71o] FApe] Y
o % ) AR A2 Fol AAlEHA Fek 3 WA Al 201730
HIEEolA 734 2Ajor 104 &7 10054 7]'d4elH, 7 WA A=
HIEE A} 2TbA & ARRlF=e] HAje|| tigh HA| Ao},
HEHoA= 2 2017, BAloFe] 109 &9 1005749 71g41S A5
3}::4}\1 7(45/&40 71—7401.‘— u}xli X]su%r,]- 0]9]. .1_7—_/\] ] /\V A} H—”E}E}—
Ak o Tt SIS AHsis S AR & 4 gl s}

of

L

29 skl S A B, 20110l M ik /\HMIE A1)
Zo) oVt Qo] Sdah WS AT K Al Aslee] elate] o
e S e Assk Sl

_l




