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City Journal on the transformation of the city of Hanoi and all of Vietnam. Seems 
they like markets. The leaders elected by our fellow citizens are too blinded by 
ideology and hate to understand what free enterprise offers to ordinary people.  
After the Vietnam War ended in 1975, Hanoi, capital of a now-unified, Communist Vietnam, was 
a bombed-out disasterscape. Residents lived under an egalitarian reign of terror. The grim 
ideologues who ran the country forbade citizens to socialize with or even speak to the few 
foreign visitors. People queued up in long lines past government stores with bare shelves to 
exchange ration coupons for meager handfuls of rice. The only traffic on the street was the 
occasional bicycle.  

Since then, however, Hanoi has transformed itself more dramatically than almost any other city 
in the world. Today, the city is an explosive capitalist volcano, and Vietnam is rapidly on its way 
to becoming a formidable economic and military power. “Many revolutions are begun by 
conservatives,” Christopher Hitchens once said, paraphrasing John Maynard Keynes, “because 
these are people who tried to make the existing system work and they know why it does not. 
Which is quite a profound insight. It used to be known in Marx’s terms as revolution from above.” 
That’s exactly what happened in Vietnam, though the revolutionaries weren’t conservatives. 
They were Communists. 

Hanoi had a rough twentieth century. ... 

... In the mid-1980s, a fight broke out between those who wanted to continue with the old 
system and those who had already benefited from quiet micro-capitalist reforms enacted in 1979 
and wanted to expand them. Southerners made noise about returning to the pre-Communist 
system that they knew, from personal experience, worked much better. The relative economic 
success of other Southeast Asian nations, especially Thailand, was obvious even to the 
ideologues.  

The advocates of change won the argument, and in 1986, the government officially abandoned 
Marxist-Leninist economics and announced the Doi Moi reforms, defined as an attempt to create 
a “socialist-oriented market economy.” Presumably, party leaders left the word “socialist” in 
there because they were embarrassed by Marxism’s failures and couldn’t admit that they’d been 
wrong. Or perhaps they feared that their remaining supporters were allergic to the word 
“capitalism.” No matter. Vietnam officially junked Communism a mere 11 years after imposing it 
on South Vietnam.  

State subsidies were abolished. Private businesses were allowed to operate again. 
Businessmen, investors, and employees could keep their profits and wages. Farmers could sell 
their produce on the open market and keep the proceeds instead of giving them up to the state. 
The results were spectacular. It took some time for a middle class to emerge, but from 1993 to 
2004, the percentage of Vietnamese living in poverty dropped from 60 percent to 20 percent. ... 

... “Not in my wildest dreams,” said an Australian man on holiday I bumped into, “could I have 
imagined what an absolute madhouse Hanoi is.” I was a little less shocked, having lived in 
Beirut, but he’s right. Hanoi is a madhouse, the diametric opposite of dead cities like Havana 
and Pyongyang. The city thunders with a never-ending cacophony of honking, zooming, blaring, 
shouting, pounding, and jackhammering, even late into the evening. ... 

  



  
  
An example of our country's stupidity is provided by Michael Barone as the 
administration continues its war on suburbs.  
Disparate impact — it’s a legal doctrine that may be coming soon to your suburb (if you’re part 
of the national majority living in suburbs).  

Bringing it there will be the Obama Department of Housing and Urban Development’s 
Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing program. It has been given a green light to impose the rule 
from Justice Anthony Kennedy’s majority opinion in the Supreme Court’s 5–4 decision in Texas 
Department of Housing and Community Affairs v. Inclusive Communities Project. ... 

... HUD Secretary Julian Castro, mentioned as a vice-presidential candidate despite having 
previously been just a part-time municipal mayor, wants to use the disparate-impact doctrine to 
overturn local zoning laws and place low-income housing in suburbs across the nation. Such 
social engineering is likely to be widely unpopular. 

How did disparate impact come into the law? In a 1971 Supreme Court case, Griggs v. Duke 
Power Co., the Court, acting when memory was still fresh of Southern resistance to 
desegregation, ruled that the company’s aptitude test amounted to discrimination because 
whites passed at higher rates than did blacks. But that’s true of most aptitude tests — which as 
a result aren’t used much in hiring any more. 

An approach more appropriate for a society where there is no significant forcible resistance to 
desegregation was advanced by Justice Clarence Thomas in his dissent. “We should not 
automatically presume that any institution with a neutral practice that happens to produce a 
racial disparity is guilty of discrimination until proven innocent,” he wrote. “The absence of racial 
disparities in multi-ethnic societies has been the exception, not the rule.” ... 

  
Federalist sees the NY Times running interference for Planned Parenthood.  
Planned Parenthood is in hot water due to videos showing its executives haggling over the 
prices of baby body parts, and the New York Times wants to make sure its readers know that 
Planned Parenthood is awesome and its detractors are icky. ... 

... The video and news stories about it went viral almost immediately, with the topic shooting to 
the top of trending topic lists for both Twitter and Facebook. If you exclusively read the New 
York Times, however, you’d know nothing of the story. That’s because the paper, along with 
sites like Huffington Post and BuzzFeed, refused to publish anything about the new video 
yesterday. 

  
  
Nevertheless, according to The Hill, the left fears the backlash as Planned 
Parenthood people are making cringe inducing statements.  
Critics of Planned Parenthood on Tuesday released a second secretly recorded video related to 
fetal parts, putting the group on the defensive and spurring fears on the left of a new ACORN 
scandal. 



The new video shows Dr. Mary Gatter, a Planned Parenthood official, apparently negotiating the 
price of fetal tissue for medical research. The Center for Medical Progress, which is behind the 
video, says it shows Planned Parenthood illegally profiting off the sale of fetal organs. 

Planned Parenthood rejects that claim. In both videos, the officials in question say they are 
looking for compensation for expenses, not profit. 

But there are also embarrassing statements in both videos that are painting the organization in 
an unflattering light. 

At one point in the latest video, Gatter jokes, “I want a Lamborghini,” when negotiating prices. 
She also refers to using a “less crunchy” technique for keeping fetal body parts intact. In the first 
video, the group’s senior director of medical services, Dr. Deborah Nucatola, is heard candidly 
describing the uses of fetal organs in between sips of wine and bites of salad.  

“Once again we are at a loss for words by the brazen manner in which Planned Parenthood 
employees casually discuss the harvesting of aborted babies’ tissue and organs,” Rep. Diane 
Black (R-Tenn.) said in a statement. “These videos give us a window into the soul of the big 
abortion industry and expose their past statements as flat-out lies.” 

The growing firestorm over the footage is alarming supporters of abortion rights. ... 

  
  
  
But the media will not be bowed. Power Line posts on the reporter WaPo has hired 
to report on the conservatives he hates.  
... Weigel’s contempt extended beyond conservative personalities to broad precincts of the 
conservative movement. He moaned: “Honestly, it’s been tough to find fresh angles sometimes–
how many times can I report that these [tea party] activists are joyfully signing up with the 
agenda of discredited right-winger X and discredited right-wing group Y?”  

He also accused conservatives of using the media to “violently, angrily divide America.” 
(Emphasis added) Their motives, he said, included “racism” and protecting “white privilege,” and 
for some of the top conservatives in D.C., a nihilistic thirst for power.  

After these and other such remarks were made public, Weigel “resigned.” He has acknowledged 
that, in effect, the Post fired him. 

The Post’s then-Executive Editor Marcus Brauchli cited his paper’s lack of tolerance for “the 
perception that people are conflicted or bring a bias to their work.” “Perception” was, I believe, 
the key word.  

Anti-conservative bias might be okay, but the Post believed it would not do for a reporter whose 
contempt for, if not hatred of, conservatives had been publicly exposed to hold down the paper’s 
conservative beat. One hopes that it also questioned whether a reporter this intemperate should 
hold down any serious news beat. 

But now the Post has brought Weigel back and given him a portion of the 2016 presidential 
beat. Perceived as too biased to cover conservatives in general, he will now cover conservative 
presidential candidates. What should we make of this? 



The Post, without referring to Weigel’s 2010 resignation/dismissal, explained that Weigel brings 
a “one-of-a-kind perspective and voice to our campaign team.” That’s a way of putting it, albeit a 
question-begging one. ... 

  
 
 
 

  
City Journal 
Hanoi’s Capitalist Revolution 
Free markets, private businesses, malls, and a middle class —not what Ho Chi Minh had 
in mind. 
by Michael J. Totten 
  

   
Hanoi today teems with commerce and activity. 

After the Vietnam War ended in 1975, Hanoi, capital of a now-unified, Communist Vietnam, was 
a bombed-out disasterscape. Residents lived under an egalitarian reign of terror. The grim 
ideologues who ran the country forbade citizens to socialize with or even speak to the few 
foreign visitors. People queued up in long lines past government stores with bare shelves to 
exchange ration coupons for meager handfuls of rice. The only traffic on the street was the 
occasional bicycle.  

Since then, however, Hanoi has transformed itself more dramatically than almost any other city 
in the world. Today, the city is an explosive capitalist volcano, and Vietnam is rapidly on its way 
to becoming a formidable economic and military power. “Many revolutions are begun by 
conservatives,” Christopher Hitchens once said, paraphrasing John Maynard Keynes, “because 
these are people who tried to make the existing system work and they know why it does not. 
Which is quite a profound insight. It used to be known in Marx’s terms as revolution from above.” 
That’s exactly what happened in Vietnam, though the revolutionaries weren’t conservatives. 
They were Communists. 



Hanoi had a rough twentieth century. The French invaded and made it the capital of colonial 
French Indochina in 1887. The Empire of Japan seized the city in 1940 and annexed Vietnam to 
its fascistic Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere. Ho Chi Minh declared Vietnam an 
independent state after World War II, and his Viet Minh forces controlled a few scraps of 
territory, but the French returned in force in 1946 and didn’t leave until Ho’s Communist army 
forced them out in 1954. Hanoi then became the capital of the misnamed Democratic Republic 
of North Vietnam. Decades passed in squalor and brutality. Ho’s centrally planned Marxist-
Leninist system ravaged the economy, and war with the United States and the American-backed 
government of South Vietnam—which included aerial bombardment of Hanoi itself—made the 
devastation complete. More than 1 million Vietnamese died.  

The North Vietnamese won their civil war in 1975 and imposed the same draconian economic 
and political system on the South. Saigon, the South’s former capital, suffered when the North 
took over. “All the schools were shut down,” says Tuong Vi Lam, who vividly remembers when 
her side lost the war. “My aunts and uncles were in college and they had to quit. They just 
couldn’t get there. Property was confiscated and given to northerners. Communist propaganda 
was even put in our math books. We had questions like this: ‘Yesterday a soldier killed three 
Americans and today he killed five. How many Americans did he kill total?’ The books don’t 
have those kinds of questions anymore, but they did for five or ten years.” 

Vietnam was finally independent and unified, but it fared no better than the Soviet Union, North 
Korea, or Cuba—and almost everyone knew it, including many in the Communist leadership. In 
the mid-1980s, a fight broke out between those who wanted to continue with the old system and 
those who had already benefited from quiet micro-capitalist reforms enacted in 1979 and 
wanted to expand them. Southerners made noise about returning to the pre-Communist system 
that they knew, from personal experience, worked much better. The relative economic success 
of other Southeast Asian nations, especially Thailand, was obvious even to the ideologues.  

The advocates of change won the argument, and in 1986, the government officially abandoned 
Marxist-Leninist economics and announced the Doi Moi reforms, defined as an attempt to create 
a “socialist-oriented market economy.” Presumably, party leaders left the word “socialist” in 
there because they were embarrassed by Marxism’s failures and couldn’t admit that they’d been 
wrong. Or perhaps they feared that their remaining supporters were allergic to the word 
“capitalism.” No matter. Vietnam officially junked Communism a mere 11 years after imposing it 
on South Vietnam. 

State subsidies were abolished. Private businesses were allowed to operate again. 
Businessmen, investors, and employees could keep their profits and wages. Farmers could sell 
their produce on the open market and keep the proceeds instead of giving them up to the state. 
The results were spectacular. It took some time for a middle class to emerge, but from 1993 to 
2004, the percentage of Vietnamese living in poverty dropped from 60 percent to 20 percent. 
Before Doi Moi, the command economy contracted, and inflation topped out at over 700 
percent; it would eventually shrink to single digits. After years of chronic rice shortages, Vietnam 
became the world’s second-largest exporter of rice, after Thailand. Progress hasn’t slowed. In 
2013, Vietnam’s economy grew by 8.25 percent. “The number of malls, shopping districts, and 
restaurants is amazing compared with when I was a kid,” says motivational speaker Hoan Do. 
“Eighteen years ago, the entire country was broken down. There was hardly any technology, but 
now even poor people can go to an Internet café and log on to Facebook and YouTube.”  

The South led the way. “When the Communist leadership decided in the mid-1980s to put Karl 
Marx and Adam Smith into an economic blender and see what came out,” reporter David Lamb 
wrote, “Southerners, exposed to capitalism for decades, were far more comfortable than their 



northern brethren in adapting to the demands of free markets.” Yet Hanoi eventually liberalized, 
too, and though it still lags behind Saigon (which the government renamed Ho Chi Minh City in 
1975), it has made breathtaking economic progress.  

Hanoi’s economy looks and feels entirely unregulated; the city bursts with activity. Though 
luxury boutiques, technology stores selling Apple products, high-fashion clothing outlets, and 
international food chains are easy to find, individual street-front proprietorships predominate. 
The state still owns or controls some of the largest companies, but the vast majority of 
businesses are too small to be centrally managed. On a single block, I saw the following for 
sale: Vietnamese flags, Ho Chi Minh T-shirts, candles, incense, bolts of cloth, used clothing 
from the U.S., fake money to burn in offerings to ancestors, Angry Birds toys, exotic fruit, meat 
skewers, iPhones, tea, jewelry, Italian shoes, French pastries, spices, herbs, motorcycle 
helmets, bootleg CDs, bootleg cigarettes, Japanese BBQ, carpets, funeral boxes, silk, paintings, 
and bootleg paperbacks with misspelled blurbs on the back. 

The city is extremely business-friendly. I asked a local man who works for an American 
company how hard it is for foreigners to invest and go into business in Hanoi. “The Vietnamese 
government makes it easy,” he says. “Just present them with a business plan, tell them what 
you want to do, and you’re good to go.” The same goes for small businesses. All you have to 
do, he says, “is rent the space, pay the taxes, and that’s it.” 

The United States didn’t normalize diplomatic relations with Vietnam until 1995, so American 
companies got into the game only recently, but their presence is evident now. It’s impossible to 
miss the Starbucks, KFC, Pizza Hut, and Burger King franchises. General Motors, Dell, Visa, 
General Electric, and countless others have invested here, too. The Vietnamese want more and 
will soon get it: Washington is poised to enact the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) with 11 
Pacific Rim nations, including Vietnam. The TPP will remove outdated bureaucratic trade 
obstacles on both sides while enforcing labor standards, environmental protections, and 
intellectual property rights. 

Vietnam even boasts its own high-technology start-ups. “The incubation and funding of tech 
start-ups is still a fragmented segment of our economy,” says Nguyen Pham, founder of the 
start-up incubator 5desire, “but we’re working on streamlining the process and modeling it 
rigorously after those in Silicon Valley. We organize technology events that attract world-class 
foreign speakers and investors. One of our notable events was Hackathon Vietnam 2014, where 
we partnered with Formation 8—a well-known venture capitalist firm from Silicon Valley—and 
with the ministry of science and technology in Vietnam. More than a thousand people attended, 
more than 60 percent of them developers.”  

I’ve been to 15 formerly Communist countries, plus Cuba, which is still Communist. (See “The 
Last Communist City,” Spring 2014.) Vietnam is the only one with good cuisine. I can’t recall 
enjoying a single quality meal in Europe’s former Communist bloc. Marxism bulldozed 
restaurants along with everything else, and chefs in post-Communist Europe haven’t had much 
time to master their craft. Cuba’s food is still mostly terrible, though a handful of restaurants are 
privately owned and offer tolerable fare. The biggest problem there is a chronic shortage of 
quality ingredients. Yet Vietnam—still nominally Communist—somehow has outstanding food 
everywhere, even on the street. It must be some combination of the ingredients, the cooks, and 
the cuisine itself.  

Prosperity never guarantees an aesthetically pleasing urban environment, but Hanoi is easy on 
the eyes. The city center is dominated by the charming but chaotic old quarter and the more 
stately and orderly French quarter, just minutes away on foot. Both neighborhoods are anchored 



by Hoan Kiem Lake, the city’s cultural center. Its name means “returned sword,” after the 
weapon that the gods supposedly gave Emperor Le Loi in the fifteenth century, which he used 
to drive out the invading Chinese. Hanoi sparkles with lakes—Hoan Kiem is only the most 
famous—and it’s studded with an even larger number of ancient Buddhist pagodas with vertical 
Chinese characters on the walls.  

The most exquisite buildings are French and Chinese, but the simpler Vietnamese homes can 
also be striking. Many look as though the architects mashed Victorian, French, brownstone, and 
Thai architecture together, and then squeezed the final product into a vise to make it taller and 
narrower. (Homes and businesses get taxed by their width.) Vietnam’s Communists were wrong 
about almost everything, but at least they elided some of the mistakes made by their comrades 
elsewhere in the war against anything old. Hanoi is blessedly free of an asteroid belt of Soviet-
style garbage architecture on the outskirts, the kinds that blight so many formerly Communist 
cities in Europe. I did see a few soul-crushing structures made of poured concrete, but for the 
most part, these kinds of buildings were never built, or were torn down, or have been 
overwhelmed by an explosion of new and better construction. Hanoi has grown exponentially 
since its worst days—the city’s population, under 1 million in 1979, now exceeds 7 million, 
making it larger than every American metropolis but New York—so perhaps the ugly stuff has 
just been obscured.  

The sky was white the day I arrived, during the hot season. The city was foggy, but the ambient 
air temperature was 99 degrees, with 108 percent humidity. After five minutes outside, I felt as 
though I’d been hosed down with hot water. Yet the locals zoomed by on motorbikes, many 
wearing jackets and gloves, seemingly oblivious to the sauna-like conditions.  

“Not in my wildest dreams,” said an Australian man on holiday I bumped into, “could I have 
imagined what an absolute madhouse Hanoi is.” I was a little less shocked, having lived in 
Beirut, but he’s right. Hanoi is a madhouse, the diametric opposite of dead cities like Havana 
and Pyongyang. The city thunders with a never-ending cacophony of honking, zooming, blaring, 
shouting, pounding, and jackhammering, even late into the evening.  

Above all, it thunders with motorbikes, careening through the streets with little or no regard for 
traffic signals, speed limits, or road courtesy. Crossing the street in the old quarter is a terrifying 
experience. No one will stop for you. They’ll go around, sure, but they’ll never stop to let you 
cross—ever. Your only option is to pick a direction, pick a speed, and step into traffic. Trust that 
they don’t want to hit you any more than you want to get hit. But you’re probably better off 
closing your eyes, holding your breath, and crossing blind than hesitating or trying to dodge 
them, which would just keep them from figuring out your vector.  

The emergency rooms in the hospitals must be busy. I saw a young man ride his motorbike an 
entire city block while texting on his phone, dodging other traffic, using only his peripheral vision. 
Young women ride “sidesaddle” on the seat behind their boyfriends without holding on to 
anything. One sudden stop or turn, and they’ll fly at top speed into traffic. A woman rode past 
me with a 50-pound dog on the seat behind her, trying with all its might not to fall off as she 
zoomed around town. I even saw a family of five, including an infant, piled on to a scooter. None 
wore a helmet or other protective gear. Who knows how many laws would be broken if a family 
did that in the U.S.? 

Sidewalks in the old quarter are obstacle courses of street hawkers, food stalls, elderly ladies 
selling fried dough and vegetables, and people squatting on tiny stools eating dinner. 
Sometimes so many parked bikes stand in the way that pedestrians have to wade out into the 
dangerous traffic to get around them. But in the French Quarter—which in some places looks 



like an immaculately restored, near-perfect copy of France—the sidewalks are clearer, the 
streets easier to cross. They’re wider, so motorbike riders have no choice but to respect the red 
lights. Not even the Vietnamese can blow through lights at huge intersections without getting 
smashed.  

I hired a 60-year-old man to show me around and asked if he had a car. “The middle class 
doesn’t have cars yet,” he said, and added that he didn’t even know how to drive. At once, I felt 
ridiculous for asking. Of course he didn’t have a car. Motorbikes—mopeds and scooters—make 
up 99 percent of Vietnam’s traffic. It’s strange, in a way, since houses larger than mine in 
America take up a large percentage of the city’s space. Perhaps the middle class would rather 
spend its money on housing than transportation. Though not nearly as vertical, Hanoi is a bit like 
Manhattan: there’s no room on the streets for everyone to have a car. They wouldn’t be able to 
park, let alone move. Urban planners would have to pull down the city and start over to change 
that. The government knows it and punishes would-be drivers with an almost 200 percent car 
tax.  

No matter how rich the Vietnamese become in the future, they can’t defeat physics. They will be 
stuck riding motorbikes of one kind or another for the foreseeable future. But it wasn’t long ago 
that most of them rode bicycles. Before that, they walked.  

I have been to malls around the world. I generally find them antiseptic and dull and hardly ever 
visit them when I’m home. But Hanoi’s Royal City Mall shattered every idea I had ever held 
about Vietnam, and it still stunned me even after spending a week in the city. How strange that 
such a place exists in a country run by a government that calls itself the Communist Party! Ho 
Chi Minh would have mortared it out of existence. 

   
A man looks at a waterfall inside Hanoi’s Royal City Mall,  
encompassing 600 shops and more than 700,000 square feet. 

The entrance looks like a Roman emperor’s palace surrounded by luxurious high-rises. The 
inside is vast and burrows deep underground. You can walk around for miles without retracing 



your steps—past sparkling fountains, gourmet restaurants, and local boutiques as well as 
international chain stores, snack shops, playgrounds, an ice-skating rink, and a huge area that 
resembles a cartoonish version of Hanoi’s old quarter but without the hazardous traffic, the 
noise, the banging construction, the obstacles on the sidewalks, and, blessedly, the heat and 
humidity. The place is as opulent as Las Vegas. In fact, the indoor replica of the old quarter is 
exactly what a Las Vegas mogul would build if he decided to create a Vietnam-themed hotel and 
casino resembling the Disneyish knockoffs of Venice, New York, and Paris. I couldn’t help but 
laugh. The Vegas version of Hanoi exists . . . in Hanoi. 

I could only imagine how a Cuban would feel if he found himself whisked here from Havana with 
a ration card in his pocket and his state-imposed maximum wage of 20 dollars a month in his 
wallet. The only “mall” I saw anywhere in Cuba was a dismal space, located inside a concrete 
box that looked like a parking garage and offering only the most meager selection of wares. I’ve 
been to better malls in Iraq.  

Royal City is just one huge mall among many in Hanoi, all visited by thousands of middle-class 
people daily. The malls seem to offer proof that, around the world, across diverse cultures, 
people yearn to be bourgeois. When they have the means, they like to visit climate-controlled 
shopping centers. They buy things. They have dinner. They see movies in the cinemaplex. They 
take the kids. They hang out with friends. Some might charge that the Vietnamese have caught 
the disease of Western consumerism and are losing their souls to it, like Americans. But if you 
want to stop people from living this way, you’ll need to put them in camps.  

Despite having terrible relations with China, Hanoi is explicitly following Beijing’s economic and 
political model. The trade-off is simple: the state will yield on economic freedom as long as 
citizens don’t demand political freedom. Princeton professor and China expert Perry Link 
describes the bargain as, “shut up and I’ll let you get rich.” So far, it’s working in both countries. 
Perhaps none of this should be surprising. “Vietnam was never all that ideologically 
Communist,” former U.S. ambassador to Vietnam Pete Peterson says. “It was always more 
socialist and nationalist. I told them they should stop calling themselves the Communist Party, 
but I didn’t get anywhere with it. Everybody pays for everything over there, including health care. 
The government hardly provides anything. Sweden is more socialist than Vietnam.” 

I asked one Hanoi resident what the word “Communism” means today in Vietnam. “Communism 
today just means we’re run by one political party,” he said. “Some people complain about that, 
but it doesn’t matter to me as long as the government creates a good business and living 
environment, and it does. I don’t want different political parties competing with each other and 
creating a crisis like in Thailand.” He may not mind one-party rule, but plenty of Vietnamese do. 
The government has created the conditions for the kind of middle-class revolt that erupted in 
Taiwan and South Korea before those countries matured into multiparty democracies.  

Vietnam is enjoying a holiday from history, basking in the prosperous and relatively “free” post-
totalitarian phase of its evolution. Amid all the economic and cultural dynamism, the state is a 
weirdly distant anachronism, its billboards and slogans as out of place as World War II posters 
would be in America now. Over a ubiquitous public-address system, the party still blares “news” 
into the streets and into everyone’s home each morning and evening, but the Vietnamese I 
talked with dismissed it as “just propaganda.” Not just the ideology but the state itself feels 
almost irrelevant to anyone who isn’t an outspoken dissident. Controlling Vietnam’s people and 
imposing order on its freewheeling chaos is an exercise in futility. No-honking signs and traffic 
regulations are routinely flouted, as are parking restrictions. I saw two police officers pull up in a 
car across the street from my hotel and yell at people through a bullhorn to move their 



motorbikes off the sidewalk. They complied, but less than five minutes after the policemen drove 
off, the space filled up again. 

The most striking example that I encountered of the state’s remoteness from reality was inside 
an electronics store, where a vast selection of cutting-edge technology compared with that of 
the best outlets in Silicon Valley. The store sold the usual selection of smartphones and tablets, 
of course, but also “smart” rice cookers with options Americans have never even heard of. I saw 
an 82-inch Ultra HD TV with clarity so sharp it stopped me dead in my tracks. It cost $15,000.  

Just down the same aisle, a small TV was tuned to an official government “news” channel. It 
showed elderly men in army uniforms lecturing a roomful of grandmothers old enough to 
remember the war and the great socialist revolution sitting in metal chairs with their hands 
folded in their laps, listening like well-behaved schoolchildren. The program’s production values 
were no better than home movies made on a camcorder in 1986, which made the TV itself seem 
decades out of date, though it had just come off an assembly line in Japan. I stared at it, 
fascinated by its dismal 1970s feel in a roomful of eye-popping technology. None of the 
Vietnamese shoppers paid the slightest bit of attention. They seemed to recognize, as I did, that 
the regime is an undead relic from another era, made obsolete by the nation’s growing 
prosperity.  

Vietnamese anti-Americanism scarcely exists. What we call the Vietnam War, and what they call 
the American War, casts no shadow—especially not in the South, which fought on the American 
side, but not even in Hanoi, a city heavily bombed by the United States. I saw no evidence that 
the U.S. (or anyone else) ever bombed Hanoi. All the damage has apparently been repaired, 
and most Vietnamese are under the age of 30—too young to remember it, anyway. 

The war was just one in a long history of conflicts, and it isn’t even the most recent. After the 
U.S. withdrawal, the Vietnamese continued fighting themselves. “Open your eyes and turn over 
the enemy corpses,” wrote poet Trinh Cong Son. “There are Vietnamese faces upon them.” 
Vietnam invaded Cambodia in 1978 and dished out a long-overdue regime change to Pol Pot 
and his legions of génocidaires. China invaded Vietnam in 1979. Before its twentieth-century 
conflicts, the Vietnamese fought the Chinese on and off for more than 1,000 years. The war we 
Americans know so well and mourn is a mere blip in Vietnamese history, one that everyone in 
both countries knows will not be repeated.  

Perhaps it’s not so remarkable that the Vietnamese have moved on. Most Americans don’t hold 
grudges for long, either, after the furies of war have subsided. Hardly any of us hate the 
Japanese, the Germans, or the Vietnamese. We rightly despise the Taliban and Isis, but not the 
innocent people of Afghanistan or Iraq. So the Vietnamese aren’t unique for being emotionally 
mature about history—but they do contrast with some, especially in the Middle East, who can’t 
get past even the most ancient of grievances. George Santayana famously said that those who 
can’t remember the past are condemned to repeat it, to which P. J. O’Rourke added, with the 
Arab-Israeli conflict in mind, that “it goes double for those who can’t remember anything else.”  

Today, both the Vietnamese people and government—in the north as well as the south—view 
Americans as allies. The leaders are Communists who voluntarily embarked on a journey of 
economic dynamism and friendship with the United States, first abandoning and then reversing 
everything they once fought and died for. They’re prospering as a result. May the same one day 
happen in Havana and Pyongyang. 

  
  



  
National Review 
HUD’s ‘Disparate Impact’ War on Suburban America  
by Michael Barone 
  
Disparate impact — it’s a legal doctrine that may be coming soon to your suburb (if you’re part 
of the national majority living in suburbs).  

Bringing it there will be the Obama Department of Housing and Urban Development’s 
Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing program. It has been given a green light to impose the rule 
from Justice Anthony Kennedy’s majority opinion in the Supreme Court’s 5–4 decision in Texas 
Department of Housing and Community Affairs v. Inclusive Communities Project.  

The decision purports to interpret the Fair Housing Act of 1968 as authorizing lawsuits if 
municipal policies have a “disparate impact” as measured by the racial percentages of those 
affected — this despite the fact that the words of the Fair Housing Act prohibit only intentional 
racial discrimination. 

HUD’s 377-page Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing rule requires municipal governments to 
“perform an assessment of land use decisions and zoning to evaluate their possible impact on 
fair housing choice.” An accompanying document says that this includes “land use and zoning 
laws, such as minimum lot sizes, limits on multi-unit properties, height limits, or bedroom-
number limits as well as requirements for special use permits (and) occupancy regulations” that 
might be “factors contributing to segregated housing patterns.”  

Note the use of the word “segregated.” Historically, segregation was the total exclusion of blacks 
enforced by state and local law, by deliberate individual or corporate action, or by threat of force 
and violence. Back in the 1960s, when the Fair Housing Act was passed, housing really was 
effectively segregated in large parts of the country. 

If you looked through the 1960 Census of large suburban counties block by block, as I did, you 
would find the numbers of blacks to be something like: 0, 0, 0, 0, 2, 0, 3, 1, 0, 0, 0. In Northern 
cities where large numbers of blacks migrated in the years from 1940 to 1965, you could find 
whole square miles that switched from 100 percent white to more than 90 percent black within a 
single year. 

That’s not how America works today. In every large metropolitan area with a significant black 
population, you won’t find a single census tract with 0 black residents. Blacks sometimes 
encounter resistance when trying to buy or rent a house that they can afford, which is unjust and 
infuriating, and a problem for which the Fair Housing Act provides remedies. 

But, of course, that has not created an America in which every community has the same 
percentage as the national average of blacks and whites, Hispanics and Asians, marrieds and 
singles, gays and straights, Protestants and Catholics, and Jews and Muslims. Free choice 
never shakes out that way. Throughout history, Americans and immigrants have tended to 
choose to cluster with like-minded people.  

In addition, in a free-market economy, those with more money inevitably have a wider choice of 
where to live than those with less. And they too tend to cluster (look up “locations” on luxury-
store websites to see where). Free choice inevitably produces disparate impact.  



Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing is intended to shake this up. HUD Secretary Julian Castro, 
mentioned as a vice-presidential candidate despite having previously been just a part-time 
municipal mayor, wants to use the disparate-impact doctrine to overturn local zoning laws and 
place low-income housing in suburbs across the nation. Such social engineering is likely to be 
widely unpopular. 

How did disparate impact come into the law? In a 1971 Supreme Court case, Griggs v. Duke 
Power Co., the Court, acting when memory was still fresh of Southern resistance to 
desegregation, ruled that the company’s aptitude test amounted to discrimination because 
whites passed at higher rates than did blacks. But that’s true of most aptitude tests — which as 
a result aren’t used much in hiring any more. 

An approach more appropriate for a society where there is no significant forcible resistance to 
desegregation was advanced by Justice Clarence Thomas in his dissent. “We should not 
automatically presume that any institution with a neutral practice that happens to produce a 
racial disparity is guilty of discrimination until proven innocent,” he wrote. “The absence of racial 
disparities in multi-ethnic societies has been the exception, not the rule.” 

Disparate-impact jurisprudence has not been politically challenged; corporate defendants don’t 
want to be attacked as racists. Perhaps disparate-impact policymaking will be challenged if HUD 
starts installing low-income housing in suburbs across the land. 

  
  
  
  
The Federalist 
The New York Times Is Officially Running Interference For Planned Parenthood  
The New York Times refused to print a single quote from the entire hour-long 
conversation captured in the video released yesterday 
by Sean Davis 

Planned Parenthood is in hot water due to videos showing its executives haggling over the 
prices of baby body parts, and the New York Times wants to make sure its readers know that 
Planned Parenthood is awesome and its detractors are icky. 

Yesterday, the second in what is rumored to be a series of undercover sting videos against 
Planned Parenthood was released by the Center for Medical Progress. In the video, Mary Gatter 
— one of Planned Parenthood’s top medical offers — is seen negotiating over the price of livers 
from aborted babies. In one scene, she says she doesn’t want to be the first to name a price for 
the baby parts, because the first person to name a price in a negotiation always loses. In 
another, Gatter says that if the price offered is too low, she can just “bump it up.” Why? “I want a 
Lamborghini,” she says. 

The video and news stories about it went viral almost immediately, with the topic shooting to the 
top of trending topic lists for both Twitter and Facebook. If you exclusively read the New York 
Times, however, you’d know nothing of the story. That’s because the paper, along with sites like 
Huffington Post and BuzzFeed, refused to publish anything about the new video yesterday.  

  
  



  
  
The Hill 
Fears on the left growing for Planned Parenthood 
by Peter Sullivan and Sarah Ferris 

Critics of Planned Parenthood on Tuesday released a second secretly recorded video related to 
fetal parts, putting the group on the defensive and spurring fears on the left of a new ACORN 
scandal. 

The new video shows Dr. Mary Gatter, a Planned Parenthood official, apparently negotiating the 
price of fetal tissue for medical research. The Center for Medical Progress, which is behind the 
video, says it shows Planned Parenthood illegally profiting off the sale of fetal organs. 

Planned Parenthood rejects that claim. In both videos, the officials in question say they are 
looking for compensation for expenses, not profit. 

But there are also embarrassing statements in both videos that are painting the organization in 
an unflattering light. 

At one point in the latest video, Gatter jokes, “I want a Lamborghini,” when negotiating prices. 
She also refers to using a “less crunchy” technique for keeping fetal body parts intact. In the first 
video, the group’s senior director of medical services, Dr. Deborah Nucatola, is heard candidly 
describing the uses of fetal organs in between sips of wine and bites of salad.  

“Once again we are at a loss for words by the brazen manner in which Planned Parenthood 
employees casually discuss the harvesting of aborted babies’ tissue and organs,” Rep. Diane 
Black (R-Tenn.) said in a statement. “These videos give us a window into the soul of the big 
abortion industry and expose their past statements as flat-out lies.” 

The growing firestorm over the footage is alarming supporters of abortion rights. 

Planned Parenthood’s largest corporate donor, liberal group Credo, is warning that the drip-drip 
of damaging footage could lead to a sequel to the ACORN scandal in 2009. 

In that campaign, conservatives used hidden cameras to produce viral videos that suggested 
officials at the Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now (ACORN) were 
advising people masquerading as a prostitute and a pimp on how to circumvent tax laws. 

The nonprofit group, which had been involved in voter registration drives, disbanded after 
months of negative publicity. 

“We saw what happened with ACORN, and it happened so fast and it happened without enough 
pushback from Democrats, and our goal is to make sure that doesn’t happen again,” said Heidi 
Hess, campaign manager for Credo. 

“It does have that feeling,” Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) said when asked about the comparison 
to ACORN. “When people come and secretly tape you, it’s a pretty low form of harassment in 
my opinion.” 



Planned Parenthood appears to be grasping for a strategy in responding to the now-viral videos. 
The Center for Medical Progress promises more footage is on the way. 

Last week, Planned Parenthood President Cecile Richards apologized for the “tone and 
statements” of the medical officer filmed in the first video while defending the larger work of fetal 
tissue donations. 

Days later, Planned Parenthood shifted to offense, accusing its opponents of more than a 
decade of illegally recording the group and attempting to gain access to private facilities. 

Since the first video surfaced, Planned Parenthood has released more than a dozen pages of 
attack points against the Center for Medical Progress and its head, David Daleiden, with the 
help of a public relations firm. 

Congressional Democrats, while defending Planned Parenthood, have largely shied away from 
discussing the videos except when taking questions from reporters. 

Credo launched a petition on Tuesday calling on Democrats to speak out more forcefully in 
Planned Parenthood’s defense. 

Asked about the videos at a press conference, Senate Minority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) 
turned to a prepared statement, saying he wanted to be “precise” in his language. 

“These politically motivated videos raise questions, but nothing I’ve seen indicates that Planned 
Parenthood violated federal law,” Reid said. 

He argued fetal tissue research has long been important, citing its role in the development of the 
polio vaccine, and said the videos “should not take away from the important work Planned 
Parenthood does.” 

The political furor over the videos is animating the 2016 Republican presidential race and 
bleeding into the Senate’s work on a highway bill. 

Sens. Ted Cruz (R-Texas) and Rand Paul (R-Ky.) are planning to force a vote on defunding 
Planned Parenthood as part of the highway debate. 

Planned Parenthood spent $105 million in federal funds in 2012, according to the U.S. 
Government Accountability Office. That is part of roughly $1 billion in spending overall for the 
group. 

So far, leading Republicans, such as Sens. John Cornyn (Texas) and James Inhofe (Okla.), 
have dismissed concerns that political battles such as those over Planned Parenthood could 
upend the legislation. 

“This thing is going to pass, and the president’s going to sign it,” Inhofe said after the bill was 
unveiled Tuesday. 

When asked about the Planned Parenthood amendment, Cornyn said it would be one of many, 
ranging from the reauthorization of the Export-Import Bank of the United States to the security of 
military recruitment centers. Many of those, he said, are meant to “just lay down a marker for 
future efforts.” 



Senate Republicans are also speeding up the timeline to consider a ban on late-term abortions, 
which groups such as the Susan B. Anthony List argue would address the issue of fetal tissue 
by limiting its availability. 

Planned Parenthood says it has weathered this sort of storm before. 

In 2011, the group was targeted by an undercover video from Live Action, a pro-life advocacy 
group led by some of the same activists involved in the new operation. 

That video showed a Planned Parenthood clinic director in New Jersey dispensing advice to a 
couple on how to obtain services for illegal immigrant prostitutes and child sex workers. That 
official was fired within days as the group faced a national uproar. 

At that time, just two states called for investigations into the video. The House Energy and 
Commerce Committee also led an investigation, “but then nothing ever came of it,” recalled one 
of the committee’s top Democrats, Rep. Diana DeGette (Colo.). 

In response to the most recent videos, at least eight states have launched investigations into 
Planned Parenthood. Two congressional committees, including Energy and Commerce, have 
also announced probes. 

  
  
  
Power Line 
Washington Post brings back venomous anti-conservative to cover 
presidential election campaign 
by Paul Mirengoff 

The Washington Post has rehired Dave Weigel. He is covering the presidential campaign for the 
paper.  

In his last stint with the Post, Weigel covered the conservative movement. However, he lost his 
job due to vicious comments he posted on Journolist about major conservative figures and the 
conservative movement in general.  

When Rush Limbaugh was rushed to the hospital with chest pains, Weigel quipped, “I hope he 
fails,” a reference to Limbaugh’s comment that he hoped the Obama presidency would fail. He 
described Newt Gingrich as “an amoral blowhard who resigned in disgrace” and who is “now 
polluting my inbox and TV with [his] bellowing and minority-bashing.”  

Of Matt Drudge, Weigel wrote: “It’s really a disgrace that an amoral shut-in like Drudge 
maintains the influence he does on the news cycle while gay-baiting, lying, and flubbing facts.” 
He also wrote: “This would be a vastly better world to live in if Matt Drudge decided to handle his 
emotional problems more responsibly, and set himself on fire.” (Emphasis added) And he 
tweeted: “I hear there’s video out there of Matt Drudge diddling an 8-year-old boy. Shocking.” 
This was a joke, the charming Weigel later explained.  

Weigel’s contempt extended beyond conservative personalities to broad precincts of the 
conservative movement. He moaned: “Honestly, it’s been tough to find fresh angles sometimes–



how many times can I report that these [tea party] activists are joyfully signing up with the 
agenda of discredited right-winger X and discredited right-wing group Y?”  

He also accused conservatives of using the media to “violently, angrily divide America.” 
(Emphasis added) Their motives, he said, included “racism” and protecting “white privilege,” and 
for some of the top conservatives in D.C., a nihilistic thirst for power.  

After these and other such remarks were made public, Weigel “resigned.” He has acknowledged 
that, in effect, the Post fired him. 

The Post’s then-Executive Editor Marcus Brauchli cited his paper’s lack of tolerance for “the 
perception that people are conflicted or bring a bias to their work.” “Perception” was, I believe, 
the key word.  

Anti-conservative bias might be okay, but the Post believed it would not do for a reporter whose 
contempt for, if not hatred of, conservatives had been publicly exposed to hold down the paper’s 
conservative beat. One hopes that it also questioned whether a reporter this intemperate should 
hold down any serious news beat. 

But now the Post has brought Weigel back and given him a portion of the 2016 presidential 
beat. Perceived as too biased to cover conservatives in general, he will now cover conservative 
presidential candidates. What should we make of this? 

The Post, without referring to Weigel’s 2010 resignation/dismissal, explained that Weigel brings 
a “one-of-a-kind perspective and voice to our campaign team.” That’s a way of putting it, albeit a 
question-begging one. 

Weigel has always impressed me as a talented reporter. But there are plenty of talented 
reporters out there. The reports I’ve seen from him so far — such as this this one and this one 
— are solid, but nothing that scores of other political reporters couldn’t have produced.  

Weigel’s added value to the Post resides, I believe, in precisely the qualities that got him fired by 
that organ five years ago. Lots of reporters (though presumably not former National Review man 
Robert Costa, who until now has been the main reporter covering the Republican race for the 
Post) dislike conservatives. Weigel seems truly to despise them.  

A guy like that could come in handy as the campaign progresses.  

  
  
  



 
  
  
  

 
  
  



 
  

 
  



 
  
  

 
  
 


